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SENATE. 


Monpbay, December 8, 1900. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the | 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Con- | 
gress, the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress commenced 
this day. 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. WILLIAM P. FRYE, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Maine) took the chair and called the Senate | 
to order at 12 o’clock noon. 

PRAYER. 


Rev. W. H. Miipurn, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered | 
the following prayer: 

O Eternal God, rejoicing with gratitude to Thee that so many | 
members of this body are in their places, strong in health and 
resolve for the responsible and onerous duties of their places, yet 
as the psalm of our thanksgiving rises, the heavy hand of sorrow | 
is laid upon us as weremember the irreparable loss which this 
body and the country at large has sustained in the departure from 
earth of some of our notable members. 

We recall the venerable figure of a late member of the Senate, 
who, looking back upon nearly fifty years of public service, had 
ingratiated himself into the regard, affection, and veneration of 
his brethren and of a large portion of the people of the country. 

We recall the form and presence of the junior Senator from 
Iowa, taken from us and leaving a gap in his State, as well as in 
this body. 

And now we stand with unspeakable grief by the new-made 
grave in the capital of Minnesota, which within the last two days 
has received all that was mortal of the brilliant, attractive, and 
serviceable senior Senator from that State. By his genius, his 
labor, his devotion to the interests not only of his own State, but 
of the whole country, and by his attractive and winsome qualities 
he drew the love and fixed regard of his colleagues. O Lord, | 
the sense of our sorrow and loss is unspeakable. 

Let Thy consolation come to the members of these families; let | 
it come to the venerable father and mother as well as the wife of | 
the Minnesota Senator. 

Grant, O Lord, that the sense of our mortality may rest with | 
becoming gravity upon the hearts and consciences of all here, and | 
may we gird up our loins and walk reverently and humbly before | 
Thee. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry and James K. Jones. 

California—Thomas R. Bard and George C. Perkins. 

Colorado—Henry M. Teller and Edward O. Wolcott. 

Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—Richard R. Kenney. 

Florida—Stephen R. Mallory and James P. Taliaferro, 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Alexander 8S. Clay. 

Idaho—George L. Shoup. 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and William E, Mason. 





SESSION. 


Indiana—Albert J. Beveridge and Charles W. Fairbanks. 

Jowa—William B. Allison. 

Kansas—William A. Harris. 

Kentucky—William J. Deboe and William Lindsay. 

Louisiana—Samuel D. McEnery. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. ‘ 

Maryland—Louis E, McComas and George L. Wellington. 

Massachusetts—George F. Hoar and Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Michigan—Julius C. Burrows and James McMillan. 

Minnesota—Kuute Nelson. 

Mississippi—Hernando D. Money and William V. Sullivan. 

Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 

Montana—Thomas H. Carter. 

Nebraska—John M. Thurston. 

Nevada—William M. Stewart. 

New Hampshire—Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—John Kean and William J. Sewell. 

New York—Chauncey M. Depew and Thomas C. Platt, 

North Carolina—Jeter C, Pritchard. 

North Dakota—Porter J. McCumber. 

Ohio—Joseph B. Foraker and Marcus A. Hanna. 

Oregon—George W. McBride. 

Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore. 

South Carolina—John L. McLaurin and Benjamin R. Tillman, 

South Dakota—James H. Kyle, 

Texas—Charles A. Culberson. 

Utah—Joseph L. Rawlins, 

Vermont—Redfielad Proctor. 

Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas S. Martin. 

Washington—Addison G. Foster and George Turner. 

West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Nathan B. Scott. 

Wisconsin—Joseph V. Quarles. 

Wyoming—Francis E, Warren. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ators have responded to their names. 
ators present, and t 


Senators, sixty-eight Sen- 
There is a quorum of Sen- 
he Senate is ready to proceed with business, 
SENATOR FROM VERMONT. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I present the certificate of elec- 
tion of the Hon. William P. Dillingham as a Senator of the 
United States from the State of Vermont for the unexpired por- 
tion of the term of the late Senator Morrill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The certificate will be received 
and the Secretary will read it to the Senate. 

The Secretary read the credentials of William Pan! Dilling- 
ham, chosen by the legislature of the State of Vermont a Sena- 
tor from that State for the unexpired portion of the term ending 
March 3, 1903. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The credentials will be placed 
on file, and if there be no objection the Senator-elect will present 
himself to take the necessary oath of office. 

Mr. Dillingham was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by 
Mr. Proctor, and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 


1 





+ emma 


2 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 3, 





NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed, to 
join such committee as may be ont by the House of Representatives, 
to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a quo 
rum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be pleased to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee Mr. 
Hoar and Mr. CocKRELL. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock me- 
ridian until otherwise ordered. 

RECESS, 

Mr. HALE (at 12o0'clock and 15 minutes p. m.). Mr. President, 
as no business can be done until the committee which has been 
appointed reports, I move that the Senate take a recess for forty 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 12 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I] move that the Senate take a further recess 
until 1 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 1 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m,) the Senate reassembled. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

Mr. WitLu1amM J. BROWNING, the Chief Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, appeared below the bar of the Senate and deliv- 
ered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has appeared, and that the House is ready to proceed to 
business. 

Also, that a committee of three members had been appointed on 
the part of the House of Representatives to join the committee 
already appointed by the Senate to wait upon the President of the 
United States and inform him that a quorum of each of the two 
Houses had assembled, and that Congress was ready to receive any 
communication he might be pleased to make, and that Mr. PAYNE 
of New York, Mr. GROSVENOly of Ohio, and Mr. Ricwarpson of 
Tennessee had been appointed such committee on the part of the 
House. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Hoar and Mr. CocKRELL, the committee appointed to wait 
upon the President of the United States, appeared at the bar, and 

Mr. HOAR said: Mr. President, the committee appointed by 
the Senate, in conjunction with a committee appointed by the 
House of Representatives, to inform the President that a quorum 
of the two Houses is present and that they are ready to receive 
any communication from him, have discharged that commission. 


fied by the return of the members of the two Houses to the Capi- 
tol, and that he will make acommunication in writing forthwith. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, 

Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the secretaries of the President of the 
United States, appeared below the bar and said: 

Mr. President, | am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the secretary and handed to the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair lays before the Sen- 
ate the following message from the President of the United States, 
which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read the message, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


At the outgoing of the old and the incoming of the new century 
you begin the last session of the Fifty-sixth Congress with evi- 
dences on every hand of individual and national prosperity and 
with proof of the growing strength and increasing power for good 
of republican institutions. Your countrymen will join with you 
in felicitation that American liberty is more firmly established than 
ever before, and that love for it and the determination to preserve 
it are more universal than at any former period of our history. 

The Republic was never so strong, because never so strongly in- 
trenched in the hearts of the people as now. The Constitution, 
with few amendments, exists as it left the hands of its authors. 
The additions which have been made to it proclaim larger freedom 
and more extended citizenship. Popular government has demon- 
strated in its one hundred and twenty-four years of trial here its 
stability and security, and its efficiency as the best instrument of 
national development and the best safeguard to human rights. 

When the Sixth Congress assembled in November, 1800, the pop- 
ulation of the United States was 5,308,483. It is now 76,304,799. 
Then we had 16 States. Now we have 45. Then our territory 
consisted of 909,050 square miles. It is now 3,846,595 square 





miles. Education, religion, and morality have kept pace with our 
advancement in other directions, and while extending its power 
the Government has adhered to its foundation —— and 


abated none of them in dealing with our new peoples and posses- 
sions. A nation so preserved and blessed gives reverent thanks 
to God and invokes His guidance and the continuance of His care 
and favor. 

In our foreign intercourse the dominant question has been the 
treatment of the Chinese problem. Apart from this our relations 
with the powers have been happy. 

The recent troubles in China spring from the antiforeign agi- 
tation which for the past three years has gained strength in the 
northern provinces. Their origin lies deep in the character of 
the Chinese races and in the traditions of their Government. The 
Taiping rebellion and theopening of Chinese ports toforeign trade 
er ee disturbed alike the homogeneity and the seclusion 
of China. 

Meanwhile foreign activity made itself felt in all quarters, not 
alone on the coast, but along the great river arteries and in the 
remoter districts. carrying new ideas and introducing new asso- 
ciations among a primitive people which had pursued for centu- 
ries a national policy of isolation. 

The telegraph and the railway spreading over their land, the 
steamers plying on their waterways, the merchant and the mis- 
sionary penetrating year by year farther to the interior, became 
to the Chinese oad types of an alien invasion, changing the 
course of their national life and fraught with vague forebodings 
of disaster to their beliefs and their self-control. 

For several years before the present troubles all the resources 
of foreign diplomacy, backed by moral demonstrations of the 
physical force of fleets and arms, have been needed to secure due 
respect for the treaty rights of foreigners and to obtain satisfac- 
tion from the responsible authorities for the sporadic outrages 
upon the persons and property of unoffending sojourners, which 
from time to time occurred at widely separated points in the 
northern provinces, as in the case of the outbreaks in Sze-chuen 
and Shan-tung. 

Posting of antiforeign placards becamea daily occurrence, which 
the repeated reprobation of the Imperial power failed to check or 
punish. These imflammatory appeals to the ignorance and super- 
stition of the masses, mendacious and absurd in their accusations 
and deeply hostile in their spirit, could not but work cumulative 
harm. They aimed at no particular class of foreigners; they were 
impartial in attacking everything foreign. 

An outbreak in Shan-tung, in which German missionaries were 
slain, was the too natural result of these malevolent teachings. 
The posting of seditious placards, exhorting to the utter destruc- 
tion of foreigners and of every foreign thing, continued unrebuked. 
Hostile demonstrations toward the stranger gained strength by 
organization. 

The sect commonly styled the Boxers developed greatly in the 


\ i. | provinces north of the Yang-Tse, and with the collusion of many 
They are directed by the President to say that he is much grati- 


notable officials, including some in the immediate councils of the 
Throne itself, became alarmingly aggressive. No foreigner’s life 
outside of the protected treaty ports was safe. No foreign interest 
was secure from spoliation. 

The diplomatic representatives of the powers in Peking strove 
in vain tocheckthis movement. Protest was followed by demand, 
and demand by renewed protest, to be met with perfunctory edicts 
from the Palace and evasive and futile assurances from the Tsung-li 


Yamen. The circle of the Boxer influence narrowed about Peking, 


and while nominally stigmatized as seditious, it was felt that its 
spirit pervaded the capital itself, that the Imperial forces were 
imbued with its doctrines, and that the immediate counselors of 
the Empress Dowager were in full sympathy with the antiforeign 
movement. 

The increasing gravity of the conditions in China aad the immi- 
nence of peril to our own diversified interests in the Empire, as 
well as to those of all the other treaty governments, were soon 
appreciated by this Government, causing it profound solicitude. 
The United States from the earliest days of foreign intercourse 
with China had followed a policy of peace, omitting no occasions 
to testify good will, to further the extension of lawful trade, to 
respect the sovereignty of its Government, and to insure by all 
legitimate and kindly but earnest means the fullest measure of 
protection for the lives and property of our law-abiding citizens 
and for the exercise of their beneficent callings among the Chinese 
reople. 

: Mindful of this, it was felt to be appropriate that our purposes 
should be pronounced in favor of such course as would hasten 
united action of the powers at Peking to promote the administra- 
tive reforms so greatly needed for strengthening the Imperial 
Government and maintaining the integrity of China, in which we 
believed the whole western world to be alike concerned. To these 
ends I caused to be addressed to the several powers occupying ter- 
ritory and maintaining spheres of influence in China the circular 
proposals of 1899, inviting from them declarations of their inten- 
tions and views as to the desirability of the adoption of measures 
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1900. 





insuring the benefits of equality of treatment of all foreign trade 
throughout China. : bt 

With gratifying unanimity the responses coincided in this com- 
mon policy, enabling me to see in the successful termination of 
these negotiations proof of the friendly spirit which animates the 
various powers interested in the untrammeled development of 
commerce and industry in the Chinese Empire as a source of vast 
benefit to the whole commercial world. 

In this conclusion, which I had the gratification to announce as 
a completed engagement to the interested powers on March 20, 
1900, I hopefully discerned a potential factor for the abatement of 
the distrust of foreign purposes which for a year past had ap- 
peared to inspire the policy of the Imperial Government, and for 
the effective exertion by it of power and authority to quell the 
critical antiforeign movement in the northern provinces most 
immediately influenced by the Manchu sentiment. 

Seeking to testify confidence in the willingness and ability of 
the Imperial administration to redress the wrongs and prevent 
the evils we suffered and feared, the marine guard, which had 
been sent to Peking in the autumn of 1899 for the protection of 
the legation, was withdrawn at the earliest practicable moment, 
and all pending questions were remitted, as far as we were con- 
cerned, to the ordinary resorts of diplomatic intercourse. 

The Chinese Government proved, however, unable to check the 
rising strength of the Boxers, and appeared to be a prey to inter- 
nal dissensions. In the unequal contest the antiforeign influences 
soon gained the ascendancy under the leadership of Prince Tuan. 
Organized armies of Boxers, with which the Imperial forces affil- 
iated, held the country between Peking and the coast, penetrated 
into Manchuria up to the Russian borders, and through their 
emissaries threatened a like rising throughout northern China. 

Attacks upon foreigners, destruction of their property, and 
slaughter of native converts were reported from all sides. The 
Tsung-li Yamen, already permeated with hostile sympathies, could 
make no effective response to the appeals of the legations. At this 
critical juncture, in the early spring of this year, a proposal was 
made by the other powers that a combined fleet should be assem- 
bled in Chinese waters as a moral demonstration, under cover of 
which to exact of the Chinese Government respect for foreign 
treaty rights and the suppression of the Boxers. 

The United States, while not participating in the joint demon- 
stration, promptly sent from the Philippines all ships that could 
be spared for service on the Chinese coast. A small force of ma- 
rines was landed at Taku and sent to Peking for the protection of 
the American legation. Other powers took similar action, until 
some 400 men were assembled in the capital as legation guards. 


Still the peril increased. The legations reported the develop- | 


ment of the seditious movement in Peking and the need of in- 


creased provision for defense against it. While preparations were | 


in progress for a larger expedition, to strengthen the Jegation 
guards and keep the railway open, an attempt of the foreign ships 
to make a landing at Taku was met by a fire from the Chinese 
forts. The forts were thereupon shelled by the foreign vessels, 
the American admiral! taking no part in the attack, on the ground 
that we were not at war with China and that a hostile demon- 
stration might consolidate the antiforeign elements and strengthen 
the Boxers to oppose the relieving column. 

Two days later the Taku forts were captured after a sanguinary 
conflict. Severance of communication with Peking followed, and 
a combined force of additional guards, which was advancing to 
Sea by the Pei-Ho, was checked at Langfang. The isolation 
of the legations was complete. 

The siege and the relief of the legations has passed into undying 
history. In all the stirring chapter which records the heroism of 
the devoted band, clinging to hope 
undaunted spirit that led their relievers through battle and suf- 
fering to the goal, it is a memory of which my countrymen may 


be justly proud that the honor of our flag was maintained alike | 


in the siege and the rescue, and that stout American hearts have 
again set high, in fervent emulation with true men of other race 
and language, the indomitable courage that ever strives for the 
cause of right and justice. 


By June 19 the legations were cut off. An identical note from | 


the Yamen ordered each minister to leave Peking, under a prom- 
ised escort, within twenty-four hours. To gain time they replied, 
asking prolongation of the time, which was afterwards granted, 
and requesting an interview with the Tsung-li Yamen on the fol- 
lowing day. No reply being received, on the morning of the 20th 
the German minister, Baron von Ketteler, set out for the Yamen 
to obtain a response, and on the way was murdered. 

An attempt by the legation guard to recover his body was foiled 
by the Chinese. Armed forces turned out against the legations. 
Their quarters were surrounded and attacked, The mission com- 
oo were abandoned, their inmates taking refuge in the British 

egation, where all the other legations and guards gathered for 
more effective defense. Four hundred persons were crowded in 
its narrow compass. Two thousand native converts were assem- 
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of defense were strengthened, trenches dug, barricades raised, and 
preparations made to stand a siege, which at once began. 

From June 20 until July 17, writes. Minister Conger, ‘there 
was scarcely an hour during which there was not firing upon 
some part of our lines and into some of the legations, varying 
from a single shot to a general and continuous attack along the 
whole line.” Artillery was placed around the legations and on the 
overlooking palace walls, and thousands of 3-inch shot and shell 
were fired, destroying some buildings and damaging all. So 
thickly did the balls rain that, when the ammunition of the be- 
sieged ran low, five quarts of Chinese bullets were gathered in 
an hour in one compound and recast. 

Attempts were made to burn the legations by setting neighbor- 
ing houses on fire, but the flames were successfully fought off, 
although the Austrian, Belgian, Italian, and Dutch legations were 
then and subsequently burned. With the aid of the native con- 
verts, directed by the missionaries, to whose helpful cooperation 
Mr. Conger awards unstinted praise, the British legation was 
made a veritable fortress, The British minister. Sir Claude Mac- 
Donald, was chosen general commander of the defense, with the 
ee of the American legation, Mr. E. G. Squiers, as chief of 
staff. 

To save life and ammunition the besieged sparingly returned 
the incessant fire of the Chinese soldiery, fighting only to repel 
attack or make an occasional successful sortie for strategic advan- 
tage, such as that of fifty-five American, British, and Russian ma- 
rines led by Captain Myers, of the United States Marine Corps, 
which resulted in the capture of a formidable barricade on the 
wall that gravely menaced the American position. It was held to 
the last, and proved an invaluable acquisition, because command- 
ing the water gate through which the relief column entered. 

During the siege the defenders lost 65 killed, 135 wounded, and 
7 by disease—the last all children. 

On July 14 the besieged had their first communication with the 
Tsung-li Yamen, from whom a message came inviting to a confer- 
ence, which was declined. Correspondence, however, ensued and 
a sort of armistice was agreed upon, which stopped the bombard- 
ment and lessened the rifle fire for atime. Even then no protec- 
tion whatever was afforded, nor any aid given, save to send to the 
legations a small supply of fruit and three sacks of flour. 

Indeed, the only communication had with the Chinese Govern- 
ment related to the occasional delivery or dispatch of a telegram 
or to the demands of the Tsung-li Yamen for the withdrawal of 
the legations to the coast under escort. Not only are the protesta- 
tions of the Chinese Government that it protected and succored 
the legations positively contradicted, but irresistible proof accam"- 
lates that the attacks upon them were made by Imperial troops, 
regularly uniformed, armed, and officered, belonging to the com- 
mand of Jung Lu, the Imperial commander in chief, Decrees 
encouraging the Boxers, organizing them under prominent Im- 
perial officers, provisioning them, and even granting them large 
sums in the name of the Empress Dowager, are known to exist. 
Members of the Tsung-li Yamen who counseled protection of the 
foreigners were beheaded. Even in the distant provinces men 
suspected of foreign sympathy were put to death, prominent 
among these being Chang Yen-hoon, formerly Chinese minister 
in Washington. 

With the negotiation of the partial armistice of July 14, a 
proceeding which was doubtless promoted by the representations 


| of the Chinese envoy in Washington, the way was opened for the 
| conveyance to Mr. Conger of a test message sent by the Secretary 





bled in a near-by palace under protection of the foreigners, Lines | and men alike, in those distant climes and unusual surroundings, 


of State through the kind offices of Minister Wu Ting-fang. Mr. 
Conger’s reply, dispatched from Peking on July 18 through the 


| same channel, afforded to the outside world the first tidings that 
in the face of despair, and the | 


the inmates of the legations were still alive and hoping for succor, 

This news stimulated the preparations for a joint relief expedi- 
tion in numbers sufficient to overcome the resistance which for a 
month had been organizing between Taku and the capital. Rein- 
forcements sent by all the cooperating governments were con- 
stantly arriving. The United States contingent, hastily assembled 
from the Philippines or dispatched from this country, amounted 
to some 5,000 men, under the able command first of the lamented 
Colonel Liscum and afterwards of Gereral Chaffee. 

Toward the end of July the movement began. Asevere conflict 
followed at Tientsin, in which Colonel Liscum was killed. The 
city was stormed and partly destroyed. Its capture afforded the 
base of operations from which to make the final advance, which 
began in the first days of August, the expedition being made up 
of Japanese, Russian, British, and American troops at the outset. 

Another battle was fought and won at Yangtsun. Thereafter 
the disheartened Chinese troops offered little show of resistance. 
A few days later the important position of Ho-si-woo was taken. 
A rapid march brought the united forces to the populous city of 
Tung Chow, which capitulated without a contest. 

On August 14 the capital was reached. After a brief conflict 
beneath the wall the relief column entered and the legations were 
saved. The United States soldiers, sailors, and marines, officers 
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showed the same valor, discipline, and good conduct and gave 
proof of the same high degree of intelligence and efficiency which 
have distinguished them in every emergency. 

The Imperial family and the Government had fled a few days 
before. The city was without visible control. The remaining Im- 


perial soldiery had made on the night of the 13th a last attempt | 
It fell | 


to exterminate the besieged, which was gallantly repelled. 
to the occupying forces to restore order and organize a provisional 
administration. 

Happily the acute disturbances were confined to the northern 
provinces. It isa relief to recall and a pleasure to record the loyal 
conduct of the viceroys and local authorities of the southern and 
eastern provinces. Their efforts were continuously directed to the 
pacific control of the vast populations under their rule and to the 
scrupulous observance of foreign treaty rights. At critical mo- 
ments they did not hesitate to memorialize the Throne, urging 
the protection of the legations, the restoration of communication, 
and the assertion of the Imperial authority against the subversive 
elements. They maintained excellent relations with the official 
representatives of foreign powers. To their kindly disposition is 
largely due the success of the consuls in removing many of the 
missionaries from the interior to places of safety. In this relation 
the action of the consuls should be highly commended. In Shan- 
tung and eastern Chi-li the task was difficult, but, thanks to their 
energy and the cooperation of American and foreign naval com- 


manders, hundreds of foreigners, including those of other nation- | 


alities than ours, were rescued fro.n imminent peril. 

The policy of the United States through all this trying period 
was clearly announced and scrupulously carried out. A circular 
note to the powers dated July 3 proclaimed our attitude. Treat- 
ing the condition in the north as one of virtual anarchy, in which 
the great provinces of the south and southeast had no share, we 
regarded the local authorities in the latter quarters as represent- 
ing the Chinese people with whom we sought to remain in peace 
and friendship. Our declared aims involved no war against the 
Chinese nation. We adhered to the legitimate office of rescuing 
the imperiled legation, obtaining redress for wrongs already suf- 
fered, securing wherever possible the safety of American life and 
property in China, and preventing a spread of the disorders or 
their recurrence. 


As was then said, ‘‘ The polypy of the Government of the United | 


States is to seek a solution Whieh may bring about permanent 
safety and peace to China, preserve Chinese territorial and admin- 
istrative entity, protect all rights guaranteed to friendly powers 
by treaty and international law, and safeguard for the world the 
principle of equal and impartial trade with all parts of the Chi- 
nese Empire.” 

Faithful to those professions which, as it proved, reflected the 
views and purposes of the other cooperating governments, all our 
efforts have been directed toward ending the anomalous situation 
in China by negotiations for a settlement at the earliest possible 
moment. Assoon as thesacred duty of relieving our legation and 
its dependents was accomplished we withdrew from active hostil- 


ities, leaving our legation under an adequate guard in Peking asa | 
1 g 


channel of negotiation and settlement—a course adopted by others 
of the interested powers. Overtures of the empowered representa- 
tives of the Chinese Emperor have been considerately entertained. 

The Russian proposition looking to the restoration of the Impe- 
rial power in Peking has been accepted as in full consonance with 
our own desires, for we have held and hold that effective reparation 


for wrongssuffered and an enduring settlement that will make their | 


recurrence impossible can best be brought about under an author- 
ity which the Chinese nation reverencesand obeys. While so do- 
ing we forego no jot of our undoubted right to exact exemplary 
and deterrent punishment of the responsible authors and abettors 
of the caaeinel acts whereby we and other nations have suffered 
grievous injury. 

For the real culprits, the evil counselors who have misled the 
Imperial judgment and diverted the sovereign authority to their 
own guilty ends, full expiation becomes imperative within the 
national limits of retributive justice. Regarding this as the 
initial condition of an acceptable settlement between China and 
the powers, I said in my message of October 18 to the Chinese 
Emperor: 

“T trust that negotiations may begin so soon as we and the 
other offended governments shall be effectively satisfied of Your 
Majesty’s ability and power to treat with just sternness the prin- 
cipal offenders, who are doubly culpable, not alone toward the 


foreigners, but toward Your Majesty, under whose rule the pur- | 


pose of China to dwell in concord with the world had hitherto 
found expression in the welcome and protection assured to 
strangers.” 

Taking, as a point of departure, the Imperial edict appointing 
Earl Li Hung Chang and Prince Ching plenipotentiaries to 
arrange a settlement, and the edict of September 25, whereby 
certain high officials were designated for punishment, this Gov- 
ernment has moved, in concert with the other powers, toward the 


| opening of negotiations, which Mr. Conger, assisted by Mr. Rock- 
hill, has been authorized to conduct on behalf of the United 
States. 

General bases of negotiation formulated by the Government of 
the French Republic have been accepted with certain reservations 
as to details, made necessary by our own circumstances, but, like 
similar reservations by other powers, open to discussion in the 
progress of the negotiations. The disposition of the Emperor's 
Government to admit liability for wrongs done to foreign govern- 
ments and their nationals, and to act upon such additional desig- 
nation of the guilty persons as the foreign ministers at Peking 
may be in a position to make, gives hope of a complete settlement 
of all questions involved, assuring foreign rights of residence and 
intercourse on terms of equality for all the world. 

I regard as one of the essential factors of a durable adjustment 
the securement of adequate guarantees for liberty of faith, since 
insecurity of those natives who may embrace alien creeds is a 
scarcely less effectual assault upon the rights of foreign worship 
and teaching than would be the direct invasion thereof, 

The matter of indemnity for our wronged citizens is a question 
|of grave concern. Measured in money alone, a sufficient repara- 
| tion may prove to be beyond the ability of China to meet. All the 
powers concur in emphatic disclaimers of any purpose of aggran- 
| dizement through the dismemberment of the Empire. I am dis- 
| posed to think that due compensation may be made in part by 
increased guarantees of security for foreign rights and immunities, 
and, most important of all, by the opening of China to the equal 
commerce of all the world. These views have been and will be 
earnestly advocated by our representatives. 

The Government of Russia has put forward a suggestion, that 
in the event of protracted divergence of views in regard to indem- 
nities the matter may be relegated to the Court of Arbitration at 
The Hague, I favorably incline to this, believing that high tribu- 
nal could not fail to reach a solution no less conducive to the sta- 
bility and enlarged prosperity of China itself than immediately 
beneficial to the powers. 

Ratifications of a treaty of extradition with the Argentine Re- 
public were exchanged on June 2 last. 

While the Austro-Hungarian Government has in the many cases 
‘that have been reported of the arrest of our naturalized citizens 
for alleged evasion of military service faithfully observed the 
| provisions of the treaty and released such persons from military 
obligations, it has in some instances expelled those whose presence 
in the community of their origin was asserted to have a perni- 
cious influence. Representations have been made against this 
course whenever its adoption has appeared unduly onerous. 

We have been urgently solicited by Belgium to ratify the inter- 
| national convention of June, 1889, amendatory of the previous 
convention of 1890 in respect to the regulation of the liquor trade 
in Africa. Compliance was necessarily withheld, in the absence 
of the advice and consent of the Senate thereto. The principle 
| involved has the cordial sympathy of this Government, which in 
the revisionary negotiations advocated more drastic measures, 
and I would gladly see its extension, by international agreement, 
to the restriction of the liquor traffic with all uncivilized peoples, 
especially in the western Pacific. 

A conference will be held at Brussels December 11, 1900, under 
the convention for the protection of industrial property concluded 

at Paris March 20, 1883, to which delegates from this country 
| have been appointed. Any lessening of the difficulties that our 
inventors encounter in obtaining patents abroad for their inven- 
| tions and that our farmers, manufacturers, and merchants may 
| have in the protection of their trade-marks is worthy of careful 
| consideration, and your attention will be called to the results of 
| the conference at the proper time. 

In the interest of oaaaiie g trade between this country and South 
America, efforts have been made during the past year to conclude 
| conventions with the southern republics for the enlargement of 
postal facilities. Two such agreements, signed with Bolivia on 

April 24, of which that establishing the money-order system is 
undergoing certain changes suggested by the Post-Office Depart- 
| ment, have not yet been ratified by this Government. A treaty 

of extradition with that country, signed on the same day, is before 
| the Senate. 
A boundary dispute between Brazil and Bolivia over the terri- 
| tory of Acre is in a fair way of friendly adjustment, a protocol 
| signed in December, 1899, having agreed on a definite frontier and 
| provided for its demarcation by a joint commission. 
Conditions in Brazil have weighed heavily on our export trade 
| to that country, in marked contrast to the favorable conditions 
/upon which Brazilian products are admitted into our markets, 
Urgent representations have been made to that Government on 
| the subject, and some amelioration has been effected. We rely 
| upon the reciprocal justice and good will of that Government to 
assure to us a further improvement in our commercial relations. 

The convention signed May 24, 1897. for the final settlement of 
claims left in abeyance upon the dissolution of the commission of 
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1893 was at length ratified by the Chilean Congress, and the sup- 
plemental commission has been organized. 

It remains for the Congress to appropriate for the necessary ex- 
penses of the commission. 

The insurrectionary movement which disturbed Colombia in 
the latter part of 1899 has been practically suppressed, although 
guerrillas still operate insomedepartments. Theexecutive power 
of that Republic changed hands in August last by the act of Vice- 
President Marsecuin in assuming thereinsof government during 
the absence of President San Clemente from the capital. 
change met with no serious opposition, and, following the prece- 
dents in such cases, the United States minister entered into rela- 
tions with the new de facto Government on September 17th. 

It is gratifying to announce that the residual questions between 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua growing out of the award of President 
Cleveland in 1888 have been adjusted through the choice of an 
American engineer, Gen. E. P. Alexander, as umpire to run the 
disputed line. His task has been accomplished to the satisfaction 
of both contestants. 

A revolution in the Dominican Republic toward the close of last 
year resulted in the installation of President Jimenez, whose Gov- 
ernment was formally recognized in January. Since then final 
payment has been made of the American claim in regard to the 
Ozama bridge. 

The year of the Exposition has been fruitful in occasions for 
displaying the good will that exists between this country and 
France. This great competition brought together from every 
nation the best in natural productions, industry, science, and the 
arts, submitted in generous rivalry to a judgment made all the 
more searching because of that rivalry. The extraordinary in- 
crease of exportations from this country during the past three 
years and the activity with which our inventions and wares had 
invaded new markets caused much interest to center upon the 
American exhibit, and every encouragement was offered in the 
way of space and facilities to permit of its being comprehensive 
as a whole and complete in every part. 

It was, however, not an easy task to assemble exhibits that could 
fitly illustrate our diversified resources and manufactures. Sin- 
gularly enough our national prosperity lessened the incentive to 
exhibit. The dealer in raw materials knew that the user must 
come to him; the great factories were contented with the phe- 
nomenal demand for their output, not alone at home, but also 
abroad, where merit had already won a profitable trade. 

Appeals had to be made to the patriotism of exhibitors to induce 
them to incur outlays promising no immediate return. This was 


especially the case where it became needful to complete an indus- | 


trial sequence or illustrate a class of processes. One manufac- 
turer after another had to be visited and importuned, and at times, 
after a promise to exhibit in a particular section had been ob- 
tained, it would be withdrawn, owing topressure of trade orders, 
and a new quest would have to be made. 

The installation of exhibits, too, encountered many obstacles 
and involved unexpected cost. 
at the date fixed for its opening. The French transportation lines 
were congested with offered freight. Belated goods had to be 
hastily installed in unfinished quarters with whatever labor could 
be obtained in the prevailing confusion. Nor was the task of the 
Commission lightened by the fact that, owing to the scheme of 
classification adopted, it was impossible to have the entire exhibit 
of any one country in the same building or more than one group 
of exhibits in the same part of any building. Our installations 
were scattered on both sides of the Seine and in widely remote 
suburbs of Paris, so that additional assistants were needed for the 
work of supervision and arrangement. 

Despite all these drawbacks the contribution of the United States 
was not only the largest foreign display, but was among the earli- 
est in place and the most orderly in arrangement. Our exhibits 


were shown in onehundred and one out of one hundredand twenty- | 


one classes, and more completely covered the entire classification 
than those of any other nation. In total number they ranked 
next after those of France, and the attractive form in which they 
were presented secured general attention. 

A criterion of the extent and success of our participation and of 
the thoroughness with which our exhibits were organized is seen 
in the awards granted to American exhibitors by the international 
jury, namely, grand prizes, 240; gold medals, 597; silver medals, 
776; bronze medals, 541, and honorable mentions, 322—2,476 in 
all, being the greatest total number given to the exhibit of any 
exhibiting nation, as well as the largest number in each grade. 
This significant recognition of merit in competition with the 
chosen exhibits of all other nations and at the hands of juries 
almost wholly made up of representatives of France and other 
competing countries is nut only most gratifying, but is especially 
valuable, since it sets us to the front in international questions of 


The | 


The Exposition was far from ready | 
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Apart from the Exposition several occasions for showing inter- 
national good will occurred. The inauguration in Paris of the 
Lafayette monument, presented by the school children of the 
United States, and the designing of a commemorative coin by our 
Mint and the presentation of the first piece struck to the President 
of the Republic, were marked by appropriate ceremonies, and the 
Fourth of July was especially observed in the French capital. 

Good will prevails in our relations with the German Empire. 
An amicable adjustment of the long-pending question of the ad- 
mission of our life-insurance companies to do business in Prussia 
has been reached. One of the principal companies has already 
been readmitted and the way is opened for the others tu share the 
privilege. 

The settlement of the Samoan problera, to which I adverted in 
my last message. has accomplished good results. Peace and con 
tentment prevail in the islands, especially in Tutuila, ere a 
convenient administration that has won the confidence and esteem 
of the kindly disposed natives has been organized under the direc- 
tion of the commander of the United States naval station at Pago- 
Pago. 

An Imperial meat-inspection law has been enacted for Germany. 
While it may simplify the inspections, it prohibits certain prod- 
ucts heretofore admitted. There is still great uncertainty as to 
whether our well-nigh extinguished German trade in meat prod- 
ucts can revive under its new burdens. Much will depend upon 
regulations not yet promulgated, which we confidently hope will 
be free from the discriminations which attended the enforcement 
of the old statutes. 

The remaining link in the new lines of direct telegraphic com- 
munication between the United States and the German Empire 
has recently been completed, affording a gratifying occasion for 
exchange of friendly congratulations with the German Emperor. 

Our friendly relations with Great Britain continue. The war in 
Southern Africa introduced important questions. A condition 
unusual in international wars was presented in that while one 
beligerent had control of the seas, the other had no ports, ship- 
ping. or direct trade, but was only accessible through the terri- 
tory ofaneutral. Vexatious questions arose through Great Brit- 
ain’s action in respect to neutral cargoes, not contraband in their 
own nature, shipped to Portuguese South Africa, on the score of 
probable or suspected ultimate destination to the Boer States. 

Such consignments in British ships, by which alone direct trade 
is kept up between our ports and southern Africa, were seized in 
application of a municipal law prohibiting British vessels from 
trading with the enemy without regard to any contraband char- 
acter of the goods, while cargoes shipped to Delagoa Bay in neu- 
tral bottoms were arrested on the ground of alleged destination to 
enemy's country. Appropriate representations on our part re- 
sulted in the British Government agreeing to purchase outright 
all such goods shown to be the actual property of American citi- 
zens, thus closing the incident to the satisfaction of the immedi- 
ately interested parties, although, unfortunately, without a broad 
settlement of the question of a neutral’s right to send goods not 
contraband per se to a neutral port adjacent to a belligerent area. 

The work of making certain provisional boundary points, for 
convenience of administration, around the head of Lynn Canal, 
in accordance with the temporary arrangement of October, 1899, 
was completed by a jointsurvey inJuly last. The modus vivendi 
has so far worked without friction, and the Dominion Govern- 
ment has provided rules and regulations for securing to our citi- 
zens the benefit of the reciprocal stipulation that the citizens or 
subjects of either power found by that arrangement within the 
temporary jurisdiction of the other shall suffer no diminution « 
the rights and privileges they have hitherto enjoyed. But how- 
ever necessary stch an expedient may have been to tide over the 


wh 


| grave emergencies of the situation, it isat best but an unsatisfac- 
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supply and demand, while the large proportion of awards in the | 


classes of art and artistic manufactures afforded unexpected proof 
of the stimulation of national culture by the prosperity that flows 
from natural productiveness joined to industrial excellence, 


| 








tory makeshift which should not be suffered to delay the speedy 
and complete establishment of the frontier line to which we are 
entitled under the Russo-American treaty for the cession of 
Alaska. 

In this relation I may refer again to the need of definitely 
marking the Alaskan boundary where it follows the one hundred 
and forty-first meridian. A convention to that end has been 
before the Senate for some two years, but as no action has been 
taken I contemplate negotiating a new convention for a joint de- 
termination of the meridian by telegraphic observations. These, 
it is believed, will give more accurate and unquestionable results 
than the sidereal methods heretofore independently followed, 
which, as is known, proved discrepant at several points on 
line, although not varying at any place more than 700 feet. 

The pending claim of R. H. May against the Guatemalan Gov- 
ernment has been settled by arbitration, Mr. George F. B. Jenner, 
British minister at Guatemala, who was chosen as sole arbitrat¢ 
having awarded $143,750.73 in gold to the claimant. 

Various American claims against Haiti have been or are being 
advanced to the resort of arbitration. 

As the result of negotiations with the Government of Honduras 
in regard to the indemnity demanded for the murder of Frank H, 
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Pears in Honduras, that Government has paid $10.000 in settlement 
of the claim of the heirs. 

The assassination of King Humbert called forth sincere expres- 
sions of sorrow from this Government and people, and occasion 
was fitly taken to testify to the Italian nation the high regard here 
felt for the memory of the lamented ruler. 

In my last message I referred at considerable length to the lynch- 
ing of five Italians at Tallulah. Notwithstanding the efforts of 
the I'ederal Government, the production of evidence tending to 
inculpate the authors of this grievous offense against our civiliza- 
tion, and the repeated inquests set on foot by the authorities of 
the State of Louisiana, no punishments have followed. Succes- 
sive grand juries have failedtoindict. The representations of the 
Italian Government in the face of this miscarriage have been most 
temperate and just. 

Setting the principle at issue high above all consideration of 
merely pecuniary indemnification, such as this Government made 
in the three previous cases, Italy has solemnly invoked the pledges 
of existing treaty and asked that the justice to which she is entitled 
shall be meted in regard to her unfortunate countrymen in our ter- 
ritory with the same full measure she herself would give to any 
American were his reciprocal treaty rights contemned. 

I renew the urgent recommendations I made last year that the 
Congress appropriately confer upon the Federal courts jurisdic- 
tion in this class of international cases where the ultimate respon- 
sibility of the Federal Government may be involved, and I invite 
action upon the bills to accomplish this which were introduced in 
the Senate and House. It is incumbent upon us to remedy the 
statutory omission which has led, and may again lead, to such un- 
toward results. I have pointed out the necessity and the prece- 
dent for legislation of this character. Its enactment is a simple 
measure of previsory justice toward the nations with which we as 
a sovereign equal make treaties requiring reciprocal observance. 

While the Italian Government naturally regards such action as 
the primary and, indeed, the mostessential element in the disposal 
of the Tallulah incident, I advise that, in accordance with prece- 
dent and in view of the improbabilty of that particular case being 
reached by the bill now pending, Congress make gracious pro- 
vision for indemnity to the Italian sufferers in the same form and 
proportion as heretofore. 

in my inaugural! address I referred to the general subject of 
lynching in these words: 

‘*Lynching must not be tolerated in a great and civilized coun- 
try like the United States; courts, not mobs, must execute the 
penalties of the law. The preservation of — order, the right 
of discussion, the integrity of courts, and the orderly administra- 
tion of justice must continue forever the rock of safety upon which 
our Government securely rests.” 

This I most urgently reiterate and again invite the attention of 
my countrymen to this reproach upon our civilization. 

The closing year has witnessed a decided strengthening of Japan’s 
relations to other states. The development of her independent, 
judicial, and administrative functions under the treaties which 
took effect July 17, 1899, has proceeded without international fric- 
tion, showing the competence of the Japanese to hold a foremost 
place among modern peoples. 

In the treatment of the difficult Chinese problems Japan has 
acted in harmonious concert with the other powers, and her gener- 
ouscooperation materially aided in the joint relief of the beleaguered 
legationsin Peking and in bringingaboutan understanding prelimi- 
nary to a settlement of the issues between the powers and China. 
Japan's declarations in favor of the integrity of the Chinese Em- 
pire and the conservation of open world trade therewith have been 
frank and positive. As a factor for promoting the general inter- 
ests of peace, order, and fair commerce in the Far East the influ- 
ence of Japan can hardly be overestimated. 

The valuable aid and kindly courtesies extended by the Japa- 
nese Government and naval officers to the battle ship Oregon are 
gratefully appreciated. 

Complaint was made last summer of the discriminatory enforce- 
meft of a bubonic quarantine against Japanese on the Pacific coast 
and of interference with their travel in California and Coijorado 
under the health laws of those States. The latter restrictions have 
been adjudged by a Federal court to be unconstitutional. No re- 
currence of either cause of complaint is apprehended. 

No noteworthy incident has occurred in our relations with our 
importantsouthern neighbor. Commercial intercourse with Mex- 
ico continues to thrive, and the two Governments neglect no op- 
portunity to foster their mutual interests in all practicable ways. 

Pursuant to the declaration of the Supreme Court that theawards 
of the late joint commission in the La Abraand Weil claims were 
obtained through fraud, the sum awarded in the first case, 


$403,030.08, has been returned to Mexico, and the amount of the | 


Weil award will be returned in like manner. 

A convention indefinitely extending the time for the labors of 
the United States and Mexican International (Water) Boundary 
Commission has been signed. 


It is with satisfaction that [am able to announce the formal | 
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notification at The Hague, on September 4, of the deposit of rati- 
fications of the Convention for the Pacific Settlement of Interna- 
tional Disputes by sixteen powers, namely, the United States, 
Austria, Belgium, Denmark, England, France, Germany, Italy, 
Persia, Portugal, Roumania, Russia. Siam, Spain, Sweden and 
Norway, and the Netherlands. Japan also has since ratified the 
convention. 

The Administrative Council of the Permanent Court of Arbi- 
tration has been organized and has adopted rules of order and a 
constitution for the International Arbitration Bureau. In accord- 
ance with Article XXIII of the convention, providing for the 
appointment by each signatory power of persons of known com- 
petency in questions of international law as arbitrators, I have 
appointed as members of this court Hon. Benjamin Harrison, of 
Indiana, ex-President of the United States; Hon. Melville W. 
Fuller, of Illinois, Chief Justice of the United States; Hon. John 
W. Griggs, of New Jersey, Attorney-General of the United States, 
and Hon. George Gray, of Delaware, a judge of the circuit court 
of the United States. 

As an incident of the brief revolution in the Mosquito district 
of Nicaragua early in 1899, the insurgents forcibly collected from 
American merchants duties upon imports. On the restoration of 
order the Nicaraguan authorities demanded a second payment of 
such duties on the ground that they were due to the titular Gov- 
ernment and that their diversion had aided the revolt. 

This position was not accepted by us. After prolonged discus- 
sion a compromise was effected under which the amount of the 
second payments was deposited with the British consul at San Juan 
del Norte in trust until the two Governments should determine 
whether the first payments had been made under compulsion to a 
de facto authority. Agreement as to this was not reached, and the 
point was waived by the act of the Nicaraguan Government in 
requesting the British consul to return the deposits to the mer- 
chants. 

Menacing differences between several of the Central American 
States have been accommodated, our ministers rendering good 
offices toward an understanding. 

The all-important matter of an interoceanic canal has assumed 
anew phase. Adhering to its refusal to reopen the question of the 
forfeiture of the contract of the Maritime Canal Company, which 
was terminated for alleged nonexecution in October, 1899, the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua has since supplemented that action by de- 
claring the so-styled Eyre-Cragin option void for nonpayment of 
the stipulated advance. Protests in relation to these acts have 
been filed in the State Department and are under consideration. 
Deeming itself relieved from existing engagements, the Nicara- 
guan Government shows a disposition to deal freely with the canal 
question either in the way of negotiations with the United States 
or by taking measures to promote the waterway, 

Overtures for a convention to effect the building of a canal un- 
der the auspices of the United States are under consideration. In 
the meantime, the views of the Congress upon the general subject, 
in the light of the report of the Commission appointed to examine 
the comparative merits of the various trans-Isthmian ship-canal 
projects, may be awaited. 

I commend to the early attention of the Senate the convention 
with Great Britain to facilitate the construction of such a canal 
and to remove any objection which might arise out of the conven- 
tion commonly called the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty. 

The long-standing contention with Portugal, growing out of the 
seizure of the Delagoa Bay Railway, has been at last determined 
by a favorable award of the tribunal of arbitration at Berne, to 
which it was submitted. The amount of the award, which was 
deposited in London awaiting arrangements by the Governments 
of the United States and Great Britain for its disposal, has recently 
been paid over to the two Governments, 

A lately signed Convention of Extradition with Peru asamended 
by the Senate has been ratified by the Peruvian Congress. 

Another illustration of the policy of this Government to refer 
international disputes to impartial arbitration is seen in the agree- 
ment reached with Russia to submit the claims on behalf pf — 
can sealing vessels seized in Bering Sea to determination by Mr. 
T. M. C. Asser, a distinguished statesman and jurist of the Neth- 
erlands, 

Thanks are due to the Imperial Russian Government for the 
kindly aid rendered by its authorities in eastern Siberia to Ameri- 
can missionaries fleeing from Manchuria. 

Satisfactory progress has been made toward the conclusion of a 
general treaty of friendship and intercourse with Spain, in replace- 
ment of the old treaty, which passed into abeyance by reason of 
the late war. A new convention of extradition is approaching 
completion, and I should be much pleased were a commercial 
arrangement to follow. I feel that we should not suffer to pass 
any er to reaffirm the cordial ties that existed between 
us and Spain from the time of our earliest independence, and to 
enhance the mutual benefits of that commercial intercourse which 
is natural between the two countries. 

By the terms of the Treaty of Peace the line bounding the ceded 
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Philippine group in the southwest failed to include several small 
islands lying westward of the Sulas, which have always been rec- 


ognized as under Spanish control. The occupation of Sibuta and 
Cagayan Sult by our naval forces elicited a claim on the part of 
Spain, the essential equity of which could not be gainsaid. In 
order to cure the defect of the treaty by removing all possible 
ground of future misunderstanding respecting the interpretation 
of its third article, I directed the negotiation of a supplementary 
treaty, which will be forthwith laid before the Senate, whereby 
Spain quits all title and claim of title to the islands named as well 
as to any and all islands belonging to the Philippine Archipelago 
lying outside the lines described in said third article, and agrees 
that all such islands shall be comprehended in the cession of the 
archipelago as fully as if they had been expressly included within 
those lines. In consideration of this cession the United States is 
to pay to Spain the sum of $100,000. 

A bill is now pending to effect the recommendation made in my 
last Annual Message that appropriate legislation be had to carry 
into execution Article VII of the Treaty of Peace with Spain, by 
which the United States assumed the payment of certain claims 
for indemnity of its citizens against Spain. I ask that action be 
taken to fulfill this obligation. 

The King of Sweden and Norway has accepted the joint invita- 
tion of the United States, Germany. and Great Britain to arbitrate 
claims growing out of losses sustained in the Samoan Islands in 
the course of military operations made necessary by the disturb- 
ances in 1899, 

Our claims upon the Government of the Sultan for reparation 
for injuries suffered by American citizens in Armenia and else- 
where give promise of early and satisfactory settlement. His 
Majesty's good disposition in this regard has been evinced by the 
issuance of an iradé for rebuilding the American college at 
Harpoot. 

The failure of action by the Senate at its last session upon the 
commercial conventions then submitted for its consideration and 
approval, although caused by the great pressure of other legisla- 
tive business, has caused much disappointment to the agricultural 
and industrial interests of the country, which hoped to profit by 
their provisions. The conventional periods for their ratification 
having expired, it became necessary to sign additional articles 
extending the time for that purpose. This was requested on our 
part, and the other governments interested have concurred with 
the exception of one convention, in respect to which no formal 
reply has been received. 

Since my last communication to the Congress on this subject 
special commercial agreements under the third section of the tariff 
act have been proclaimed with Portugal, with Italy, and with 
Germany. 
tions of the fourth section of the same act have been concluded 
with Nicaragua, with Ecuador, with the Dominican Republic, 
with Great Britain on behalf of the island of Trinidad, and with 
Denmark on behalf of the island of St. Croix. These will be early 
communicated to the Senate. Negotiations with other govern- 
ments are in progress for the improvement and security of our 
commercial relations. 

The policy of reciprocity so manifestly rests upen the principles 
of international equity and has been so repeatedly approved by 
the people of the United States that there ought to be no hesita- 
tion in either branch of the Congress in giving to it full effect. 

This Government desires to preserve the most just and amicable 


commercial relations with all foreign countries, unmoved by the | 
industrial rivalries necessarily developed in the expansion of | 


international trade. It is believed that the foreign governments 


generally entertain the same purpose, although in some instances | 


there are clamorous demands upon them for legislation specif- 


ically hostile to American interests. Should these demands prevail | 
I shall communicate with the Congress with the view of advising | 


such legislation as may be necessary to meet the emergency. 
The exposition of the resources and products of the Western 
Hemisphere to be held at Buffalo next year promises important 


results not only for the United States but for the other partici- | 


ating countries. It is gratifying that the Latin-American States 
ave evinced the liveliest interest, and the fact that an inter- 


national American congress will be -held in the City of Mexico | 


while the exposition is in progress encourages the hope of a larger 
display at Buffalo than might otherwise be practicable. The 
work of preparing an exhibit of our national resources is making 
satisfactory progress under the direction of different officials of 
the Federal Government, and the various States of the Union 
have shown a disposition toward the most liberal participation in 
the enterprise. 

The Bureau of the American Republics continues to discharge, 
with the happiest results, the important work of promoting cor- 
dial relations between the United States and the Latin-American 
countries, all of which are now active members of the Interna- 
tional Union. The Bureau has been instrumental in bringing 
about the agreement for another international American congress, 


Commercial conventions under the general limita- | 


| 


| 
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which is to meet in the City of Mexico in October, 1901. The 
Bureau’s future for another term of ten years is assured by the 
international compact, but the congress will doubtless have much 
to do with shaping new lines of work and a general policy. Its 
usefulness to the interests of Latin-American trade is widely 
appreciated and shows a gratifying development. 

The practical utility of the consular service in obtaining a wide 
range of information as to the industries and commerce of other 
countries and the opportunities thereby afforded for introducing 
the sale of our goods have a steadily in advance of the notable 
expansion of our foreign trade, and abundant evidence has been 
furnished, both at home and abroad, of the fact that the Consular 
Reports, including many from our diplomatic representatives, 
have to a considerable extent pointed out ways and means of dis- 
posing of a great variety of manufactured goods which otherwise 
might not have found sale abroad, 

Testimony of foreign observers to the commercial efficiency of 
the consular corps seems to be conclusive, and our own manufac- 
turers and exporters highly appreciate the value of the services 
rendered, not only in the printed reports, but also in the individual 
efforts of consular officers to promote American trade. Anincreas- 
ing part of the work of the Bureau of Foreign Commerce, whose 
primary duty it is to compile and print the reports, is to answer 
inquiries from trade organizations, business houses, etc., as to con- 
ditions in various parts of the worid, and, notwithstanding the 
smallness of the force employed, the work has been so systematized 
that responses are made with such promptitade and accuracy as 
to elicit flattering encomiums. The experiment of printing the 
Consular Reports daily for immediate use by trade bodies, export- 
ers, and the press, which was begun in January, 1898, continues to 
give general satisfaction. 

It is gratifying to be able to state that the surplus revenues for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900, were $79,527,060.18. For the 
six preceding years we had only deficits, the aggregate of which 
from 1894 to 1899, inclusive, amounted to $283,022,991.14. The 
receipts for the year from all sources, exclusive of postal revenues, 
aggregated $567,240,851.89, and expenditures for all purposes. 
except for the administration of the postal department, aggregated 
$487,713,791.71. The receipts from customs were $233,164,871.16. 
an increase over the preceding year of $27,036,389.41. The receipts 
from internal revenue were $295,327,926.76, an increase of $21,- 
890,765.25 over 1899. The receipts from miscellaneous sources 
were $38,748,053.97, as against $36,394,976.92 for the previous year. 

It is gratifying also to note that during the year a considerable 
reduction is shown in the expenditures of the Government. | The 
War Department expenditures for the fiscal year 1900 were $134,- 
774,767.78, a reduction of $95,066,.486.69 over those of 189%. in 
the Navy Department the expenditures were $55,953,077.72 for the 
year 1900, as against $63,942,104.25 for the preceding year, a de- 
crease of $7,989,026.53. Im the expenditures on account of Indians 
there was a decrease in 1900 over 1899 of $2,630,604.38; and in the 
civil and miscellaneous expenses for 1900 there was a reduction of 
$13,418,065.74, 

Because of the excess of revenues over expenditures the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was enabled to apply bonds and other secu- 
rities to the sinking fund to the amount of $56,544,556.06. The 
details of the sinking fund are set forth in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to which I invite attention. The 
Secretary of the Treasury estimates that the receipts for the cur- 
rent fiscal year will aggregate $580,000,000 and the expenditures 
$500,000,000, leaving an excess of revenues over expenditures of 
$80,000,000. The present condition of the Treasury is one of 
undoubted strength. The available cash balance November 30 
was $139,303,794.50. Under the form of statement prior to the 
financial law of March 14 last there would have been included in 
the statement of available cash gold coin and bullion held for the 
redemption of United States notes. 

If this form were pursued, the cash balance, including the 
present gold reserve of $150,000,000, would be $289,303,794.50. 
Such balance November 30, 1899, was $296,495,301.55. In the 
general fund, which is wholly separate from the reserve and trust 
funds, there was on November 30, $70,090,073.15 in gold coin and 
bullion, to which should be added $22,957,300 in gold certificates 
subject to issue, against which there is held in the Division of 
Redemption gold coin and bullion, making a total holding of free 
gold amounting to $93,047,373.15. 

It will be the duty as I am sure it will be the disposition of the 
Congress to provide whatever further legislation is needed to 
insure the continued parity under all conditions between our two 
forms of metallic money, silver and gold. 

Our surplus revenues have permitted the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury since the close of the fiscal year to call in the funded loan of 
1891 continued at 2 per cent, in the sum of $25,264,500. To and 


including November 30, $23,458,100 of these bonds have been paid. 
This sum, together with the amount which may accrue from 
further redemptions under the call, will be applied to the sinking 
fund. 
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The law of March 14, 1900, provided for refunding into 2 per 
cent thirty-year bonds, payable, principal and interest, in gold 
coin of the present standard value, that portion of the public debt 
represented by the 3 per cent bonds of 1908, the 4 percents of 1907, 
and the 5 percents of 1904, of which there was outstanding at the 
date of said law $339,149,930. The holders of the old bonds pre- 
sented them for exchange between March 14 and November 3\ to 
the amount of $364,943,750. The net saving to the Government 
on these transactions aggregates $9,106,166. 

Another effect of the operation, as stated by the Secretary, is to 
reduce the charge upon the Treasury for the payment of interest 

from the dates of refunding to February 1, 1904, by the sum of 
more than seven million dollars annually. From February 1, 
1904, to July 1, 1907, the annual interest charge will be reduced 
by the sum of more than five millions, and for the thirteen months 
ending August 1, 1908, by about one million. The full details of 
the refunding are given in the Annual Report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

The beneficial effect of the financial act of 1900, so far as it re- 
lates to a modification of the national banking act, is already 
apparent. The provision for the incorporation of national banks 
with a capital of not less than $25,000 in places not exceeding three 
thousand inhabitants has resulted in the extension of banking 
facilities to many small communities hitherto unable to provide 
themselves with banking institutions under the national system. 
There were organized from the enactment of the law up to and 
including November 30, 369 national banks, of which 266 were 
with capital less than $50,000, and 103 with capital of $50,000 or 
inore. 

It is worthy of mention that the greater number of banks being 
organized under the new law are in sections where the need of 
banking facilities has been most pronounced. Iowa stands first, 
with 30 banks of the smaller class, while Texas, Oklahoma, Indian 
Territory, and the middle and western sections of the country 
have also availed themselves largely of the privileges under the 
new law. 

A large increase in national-bank-note circulation has resulted 
from the provision of the act which permits national banks to 
issue circulating notes to the par value of the United States bonds 

deposited as security instead of only 90 per cent thereof, as here- 
tofore. The increase in cirpulating notes from March 14 to 
November 30 is $77,889,570. 

The party in power is committed to such legislation as will bet- 
ter make the currency responsive to the varying needs of business 
at all seasons and in all sections. 

Our foreign trade shows aremarkable record of commercial and 
industrial progress. The total of imports and exports for the first 
time in the history of the country exceeded two billions of dollars. 
The exports are greater than they have ever been before, the total 
for the fiscal year 1900 being $1,394,483,082, an increase over 1899 
of $167,459,780, an increase over 1898 of $163,000,752, over 1897 of 
$343,489,526, and greater than 1896 by $511,876,144. 

The growth of manufactures in the United States is evidenced 
by the fact that exports of manufactured products largely exceed 
those of any previous year, their value for 1900 being $433,851,756, 
against $339,592,146 in 1899, an increase of 28 per cent. 

Agricultural products were also exported during 1900 in greater 
volume than in 1899, the total for the year being $835,858,123, 
against $784,776,142 in 1899. 

The imports for the year amounted to $849,941,184, an increase 
over 1899 of $152,792,695. This increase is largely in materials 
for manufacture, and is in response to the rapid development of 
manufacturing in the United States. While there was imported 
for use in manufactures in 1900 material to the value of $79,768,972 
in excess of 1899, it is reassuring to observe that there is a tend- 
ency toward decrease in the importation of articles manufactured 
ready for consumption, which in 1900 formed 15,17 per cent of 
the total imports, against 15.54 per cent in 1899 and 21.09 per cent 
in 1896. 

I recommend that the Congress at its present session reduce the 
intérnal-revenue taxes imposed to meet the expenses of the war 
with Spain in the sum of thirty million dollars. This reduction 
should be secured by the remission of those taxes which experience 
has shown to be the most burdensome to the industries of the 
people. 

; I specially urge that there be included in whatever reduction is 
made the legacy tax on bequests for public uses of a literary, edu- 
cational, or charitable character. 

American vessels during the past three years have carried about 
9 per cent of our exports and imports. Foreign ships should carry 
the least, not the greatest, part of American trade. The remark- 
able growth of our steel industries, the progress of shipbuilding 
for the domestic trade, and our steadily maintained expenditures 
for the Navy have created an opportunity to place the United 
States in the first rank of commercial maritime powers. 

Besides realizing a proper national aspiration this will mean the 
establishment and healthy growth along all our coasts of a dis- 
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tinctive national industry, expanding the field for the profitable 
employment of labor and capital. It will increase the transporta- 
tion facilities and reduce freight charges on the vast volume of 
products brought from the interior to the seaboard for export, and 
will strengthen an arm of the national defense upon which the 
founders of the Government and their successors have relied. In 
again urging immediate action by the Congress on measures to 
promote American shipping and foreign trade, I direct attention 
to the recommendations on the subject in previous messages, and 
particularly to the opinion expressed in the Message of 1899: 

‘*l am satisfied the judgment of the country favors the policy 
of aid to our merchant marine, which will broaden our commerce 
and markets and upbuild our sea-carrying capacity for the prod- 
ucts of agriculture and manufacture, which, with the increase 
of our Navy, mean more work and wages to our countrymen, as 
ee a safeguard to American interests in every part of the 
world.” 

The attention of the Congress isinvited to the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury in his Annual Report for legisla- 
tion in behalf of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and favorable action 
is urged, 

In my last annual message to the Congress I called attention to 
the necessity for early action toremedy such evilsas might be found 
to exist in connection with combinations of capital organized into 
trusts, and again invite attention to my discussion of the subject 
at that time, which concluded with these words: 

*‘It is apparent that uniformity of legislation upon this subject 
in the several States is much to be desired. It is to be hoped that 
such uniformity, founded in a wise and just discrimination be- 
tween what is injurious and what is useful and necessary in busi- 
ness operations, may be obtained, and that means may be found 
for the Congress, within the limitations of its constitutional power, 
so to supplement an effective code of State legislation as to make 
a complete system of laws throughout the United States adeauate 
to compel a general observance of the salutary rules to which 1 
have referred. 

‘*The whole question is so important and far-reaching that I 
am sure no part of it will be lightly considered, but every phase 
of it will have the studied deliberation of the Congress, resulting 
in wise and judicious action.” 

Restraint upon such combinations as are injurious and which 
are within Federal jurisdiction should be promptly applied by the 
Congress. 

in my last annual message I dwelt at somelength upon the con- 
dition of affairs in the Philippines. While seeking to impress 
upon you that the grave responsibility of the future government 
of those islands rests with the Congress of the United States, I 
abstained from recommending at that time a specific and final 
form of government for the territory actually held by the United 
States forces and in which as long as insurrection continues the 
military arm must necessarily be supreme. I stated my purpose, 
until the Congress shall have made the formal expression of its 
will, to use the authority vested in me by the Constitution and 
the statutes to uphold the sovereignty of the United States in 
those distant islands as in all other places where our flag right- 
fully floats, placing, to that end, at the disposal of the Army and 
Navy all the means which the liberality of the Congress and the 
people have provided. No contrary expression of the will of the 
Congress having been made, | have steadfastly pursued the pur- 
pose so declared, employing the civil arm as well toward the ac- 
complishment of pacification and the institution of local govern- 
ments within the lines of authority and law. 

Progress in the hoped-for direction has been favorable. Our 
forces have successfully controlled the greater part of the islands, 
overcoming the organized forces of the insurgents and carrying 
order and administrative regularity to all quarters. What oppo- 
sition remains is for the most part scattered, obeying no concerted 
plan of strategic action, operating only by the methods common 
to the traditions of guerrilla warfare, which, while ineffective to 
alter the general control now established, are still sufficient to 
beget insecurity among the populations that have felt the good 
results of our control and thus delay the conferment upon them 
of the fuller measures of local self-government, of education, and 
of industrial and agricultural development which we stand ready 
to give to them. 

By the spring of this year the effective opposition of the dissat- 
isfied Tagals to the authority of the United States was virtually 
ended, thus opening the door for the extension of a stable admin- 
istration over much of the territory of the Archipelago, Desiring 
to bring this about, I appointed in March last a civil Commission 
composed of the Hon. William H. Taft, of Ohio; Prof. Dean C, 
Worcester, of Michigan; the Hon. Luke I. Wright, of Tennessee ; 
the Hon. Henry C. Ide, of Vermont, and Prof. Bernard Moses, of 
California. The aims of their mission and the scope of their 
authority are clearly set forth in my instructions of Aprx. 7, 1900, 
addressed to the Secretary of War to be transmitted to them: 
‘‘In the message transmitted to the Congress on the 5th of 
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December, 1899, I said, speaking of the Philippine Islands: ‘As 
long as the insurrection continues the military arm must neces- 
sarily be supreme. But there is no reason why steps should not 
be taken from time to time to inaugurate governments essentially 
popular in their form as fast as territory is held and controlled by 
our troops. To this end I am considering the advisability of the 
return of the commission, or such of the members thereof as can 
be secured, to aid the existing authorities and facilitate this work 
throughout the islands.’ 

‘*To give effect to the intention thus expressed, I have appointed 
Hon. William H. Taft, of Ohio; Prof. Dean C. Worcester, of 
Michigan ; Hon. Luke I. Wright, of Tennessee; Hon. Henry C. 
Ide, of Vermont, and Prof, Bernard Moses, of California, Com- 
missioners to the Philippine Islands to continue and perfect the 
work of organizing and establishing civil government already 
commenced by the military authorities, subject in all respects to 
any laws which the Congress may hereafter enact. 

‘The Commissioners named will meet and act as a board, and 
the Hon. William H. Taft is designated as president of the board. 
It is probable that the transfer of authority from military com- 
manders to civil officers will be gradual and will occupy a con- 
siderable period. Its successful accomplishment and the main- 
tenance of peace and order in the meantime will require the most 
perfect cooperation between the civil and military authorities in 
the island, and both should be directed during the transition 
period by the same Executive Department. The commission will 
therefore report to the Secretary of War, and all their action will 
be subject to your approval and control. 

**You will instruct the commission to proceed to the city of 
Manila, where they will make their principal office, and to com- 
municate with the military governor of the Philippine Islands, 
whom you will at the same time direct to render to them every 
assistance within his power in the performance of their duties. 
Without hampering them by too specific instructions, they should 
in general be enjoined, after making themselves familiar with the 
conditions and needs of the country, to devote their attention in 
the first instance to the establishment of municipal governments, 
in which the natives of the islands, both in the cities and in the 
rural communities, shall be afforded the opportunity to manage 
their own local affairs to the fullest extent of which they are 
capable and subject to the least degree of supervision and control 
which a careful study of their capacities and observation of the 
workings of native control show to be consistent with the main- 
tenance of law, order, and loyalty. 

‘*The next subject in order of importance should be the organ- 
ization of government in the larger administrative divisions cor- 
responding to counties, departments, or provinces, in which the 
common interests of many or several municipalities falling within 
the same tribal lines, or the same natural geographical limits, may 
best be subserved by a common administration. Whenever the 
commission is of the opinion that the condition of affairs in the 
islands is such that the central administration may safely be trans- 
ferred from military to civil control they will report that conclu- 
sion to you, with their recommendations as to the form of central 
government to be established for the purpose of taking over the 
control. 

‘* Beginning with the 1st day of September, 1900, the authority 
to exercise, subject to my approval, through the Secretary of War, 
that part of the power of government in the Philippine Islands 
which is of a legislative nature is to be transferred from the mili- 
tary governor of the islands to this commission, to be thereafter 
exercised by them in the place and stead of the military governor, 
under such rules and regulations as you shall prescribe, until the 
establishment of the civil central government for the islands con- 
templated in the last foregoing paragraph, or until Congress shall 
otherwise provide, Exercise of this legislative authority will in- 
clude the making of rules and orders, having the effect of law, for 
the raising of revenue by taxes, customs duties, and imposts; the 
appropriation and expenditure of public funds of the islands; the 
establishment of an educational system throughout the islands; 
the establishment of a system to secure an efficient civil service; 
the organization and establishment of courts; the organization 
and establishment of municipal and departmental governments, 
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and all other matters of a civil nature for which the military gov- | 


ernor is now competent to provide by rules or orders of a legisla- 
tive character. 

‘The commission will also have power during the same period 
to appoint to office such officers under the judicial, educational, 
and civil-service systems and in the municipal and departmental 
governments as shall be provided for. Until the complete trans- 
fer of control the military governor will remain the chief execu- 
tive head of the government of the islands, and will exercise the 
executive authority now possessed by him and not herein expressly 
assigned to the commission, subject, however, to the rules and 
orders enacted by the commission in the exercise of the legisla- 
tive powers conferred upon them. In the meantime the munici- 
pal and departmental governments will continue to report to the 
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military governor and be subject to his administrative supervi- 
sion and control, under your direction, but that supervision and 
control will be confined within the narrowest limits consistent 
with the requirement that the powers of government in the 
municipalities and departments shall be honestly and effectively 
exercised and that law and order and individual freedom shall be 
maintained. 

**All legislative rules and orders, establishments of government, 
and appointments to office by the commission will take effect im- 
mediately, or at such times as they shall designate, subject to 
your approval and action upon the coming in of the commission’s 
reports, which are to be made from time to time as their action is 
taken. Wherever civil governments are constituted under the 
direction of the commission such military posts, garrisons, and 
forces will be continued for the suppression of insurrection and 
brigandage and the maintenance of law and order as the military 
commander shall deem requisite, and the military forces shall be 
at all times subject, under his orders, to the call of the civil au- 
thorities for the maintenance of law and order and the enforce- 
ment of their authority. 

**In the establishment of municipal governments the commis- 
sion will take as the basis of their work the governments established 
by the military governor under his order of August 8, 189, and 
under the report of the board constituted by the military gov- 
ernor by his order of January 29, 1900, to formulate and report a 
plan of municipal government, of which His Honor Cayetano 
Arellano, President of the Audiencia, was chairman, and they 
will give to the conclusions of that board the weight and consid- 
eration which the high character and distinguished abilities of its 
members justify. : 

**In the constitution of departmental or provincial governments 
they will give especial attention to the existing government of 
the island of Negros, constituted, with the approval of the people 
of that island, under the order of the military governor of July 
22, 1899, and after verifying, so far as may be practicable, the 
reports of the successful working of that government, they will 
be guided by the experience thus acquired so far as it may be 
applicable to the condition existing in other portions of the Philip- 
pines. They will avail themselves, to the fullest degree practi- 
cable, of the conclusions reached by the previous commission to 
the Philippines. 

‘*In the distribution of powers among the governments organ- 
ized by the commission, the presumption is always to be in favor 
of the smaller subdivision, so that all the powers which can prep- 
erly be exercised by the municipal government shall be vested i1 
that government, and all the powers of a more general ckaraccer 
which can be exercised by the departmental government shal! be 
vested in that government, and so that in the governmental sys- 
tem, which is the result of the process, the central government of 
the islands, following the example of the distribution of the pow- 
ers between the States and the National Government of the United 
States, shall have no direct administration except of matters of 
purely general concern, and shall have only such supervision and 
control over local governments as may be necessary to secure and 
enforce faithful and efficient administration by local officers. 

‘The many different degrees of civilization and varieties of cus- 
tom and capacity among the people of the different islands pre- 
clude very definite instruction as to the part which the people 
shall take in the selection of their own officers; but these general 
rules are to be observed: That in all cases the municipal officers, 
who administer the local affairs of the people, are to be selected by 
the people, and that wherever officers of more extended jurisdic- 
tion are to be selected in any way natives of the islands are to be 
preferred, and if they can be found competent and willing to per- 
form the duties, they are to receive the offices in preference to any 
others. 

‘*It will be necessary to fill some offices for the present with 
Americans which after a time may well be filled by natives of 
the islands. As soon as practicable a system for ascertaining the 
merit and fitness of candidates for civil office should be put in 
force. An indispensable qualification for all offices and postions 
of trust and authority in the islands must be absolute and uncon- 
ditional loyalty to the United States, and absolute and unham- 
pered authority and power to remove and punish any officer devi- 
ating from that standard must at all times be retained in the 
hands of the central authority of the islands. ; 

‘*In all the forms of government and administrative provisions 
which they are authorized to prescribe the commission should 
hear in mind that the government which they are establishing is 
designed not for our satisfaction, or for the expression of our theo- 
retical views, but for the happiness, peace, and pvosperity of the 
people of the Philippine Islands, and the measures adopted should 
be made to conform to their customs, their habits, and ever sheir 
prejudices, to the fullest extent consistent with the accomplish- 
ment of the indispensable requisites of just and effective govern- 
ment. 

‘At the same time the commission should bear in mind, and 
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the people of the islands should be made plainly to understand, 
that there are certain great principles of government which have 
been made the basis of our governmental system which we deem 
essential to the rule of law and the maintenance of individual 
freedom, and of which they have, unfortunately, been denied the ex- 
perience possessed by us; that there are also certain practical rules 
of government which we have found to be essential to the preser- 
vation of these great principles of liberty and law, and that these 
principles and these rules of government must be established and 
maintained in their islands for the sake of their liberty and happi- 
ness, however much they may conflict with the customs or laws 
of procedure with which they are familiar. 

“It is evident that the most enlightened thought of the Philip- 
pine Islands fully appreciates the importance of these principles 
and rules, and they will inevitably within a short time command 
universal assent. Upon every division and branch of the govern- 
ment of the Philippines, therefore, must be imposed these inviol- 
able rules: 

‘*That no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law; that private property shall not be 
taken for public use without just compensation; that in all crim- 
inal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy 
and public trial, to be informed of the nature and cause of the 
accusation, to be confronted with the witnesses against him, to 
have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and 
to have ti agsistance of counsel for his defense; that excessive 
bail shall not required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel 
and unusual punishment inflicted; that no person shall be put 
twice in jeopardy for the same offense, or be compelled in any 
criminal case te be a witness aguinst himself; that the right to be 
secure against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be vio- 
lated; that neither slavery nor involuntary servitude shall exist 
except as a punishment for crime; that no bill of attainder or ex- 
post-facto law shall be passed; that no law shall be passed abridg- 
ing the freedom of speech or of the press, or the rights of the 
people to peaceably assemble and petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances: that no law shall be made respecting an 
estab‘ishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, 
and that the free exercise and enjoyment of religious profession 
and worship without discrimination or preference shall forever 
be allowed. 

‘* It will be the duty of the commission to make a thorough in- 
vestigation into the titles to the large tracts of land held or claimed 
by individuals or by religious orders; into the justice of the claims 
and complaints made against such landholders by the people of the 
island‘r any part of the people, and to seek by wise and peaceable 
measures a just settlement of the controversies and redress of 
wrongs which have caused strife and bloodshed in the past. In 
the performance of this duty the commission is enjoined to see 
that no injustice is done: to haveregard for substantial rights and 
equity, disregarding technicalities so far as substantial right per- 
mits, and to observe the following rules: 

‘**That the provision of the treaty of Paris pledging the United 
States to the prorection of all rights of property in the islands, and 
as well the principle of our own Government which prohibits the 
taking of private property without due process of law, shall not 
be violated; that the welfare of the people of the islands, which 
should be a paramount consideration, shall be attained consist- 
ently with this rule of property right; that if it becomes necessary 
for the public interest of the people of the islands to dispose of 
claims to property which the commission finds to be not lawfully 
acquired and held disposition shall be made thereof by due iegal 
srocedure, in which there shall be full opportunity for fair and 
impartial hearing and judgment; that if the same public interests 
require the extinguishment of property rights lawfully acquired 
and held due compensation shall be made out of the public treas- | 
ury therefor; that no form of reJigion and no minister of religion | 
shall be forced upon any community or upon any citizen of the | 
islands; that, upon the other hand, no minister of religion shail be 
interfered with or molested in following his calling, and that the 
separation between state and church shall be real, entire, and abso- 
lute. 

‘It will be the duty cf the commission to promote and extend, | 
and, as they find occasion, to improve, the system of education | 
already inaugurated by the military authorities. In doing this 
they should regard as of first importance the extension of a system 
of primary education which shall be free to all, and which shall 
tend to fit the people for the duties of citizenship and for the ordi- 
nary avocations of a civilized community. This instruction 
should be given in the first instance in every part of the islands 
in the language of the people. In view of the great number of 
languages spoken by the different tribes, it is especially important 
to the prosperity of the islands that a common medium of com- 
munication may be established, and it is obviously desirable that 
this medium should be the English language. Especial attention 
should be at once given to affording full eT to all the 
people of the islands to acquire the use of the English language. 
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‘*Tt may be well that the main changes which should be made 
in the system of taxation and in the body of the laws under which 
the people are governed, except such changes as have already 
been made by the military government, should be relegated to 
the civil government which is to be established under the aus- 
pices of the commission. It will, however, be the duty of the 
commission to inquire diligently as to whether there are any 
further changes which ought not to be delayed, and if so, they 
are authorized to make such changes, subject to your approval. 
In doing so they are to bear in mind that taxes which tend to 
penalize or repress industry and enterprise are to be avoided; 
that provisions for taxation should be simple, so that they may 
be understood by the people; that they should affect the fewest 
practicable subjects of taxation which will serve for the general 
distribution of the burden. 

‘*The main body of the laws which regulate the rights and obli- 
gations of the people should be maintained with as iittle interfer- 
ence as possible. Changes made should be mainly in procedure, 
and in the criminal laws to secure speedy and impartial trials, and 
at = same time effective administration and respect for individual 
rights. 

**In dealing with the uncivilized tribes of the islands the com- 
mission should adopt the same course followed by Congress in per- 
mitting the tribes of our North American Indians to maintain their 
tribal organization and government, and under which many of 
those tribes are now living in peace and contentment, surrounded 
by a civilization to which they are unable or unwilling toconform. 
Such tribal governments should, however, be subjected to wise 
and firm regulation, and, without undue or petty interference, 
constant and active effort should be exercised to prevent barbarous 
practices and introduce civilized customs. 

‘** Upon all officers and employees of the United States, both civil 
and military, should be impressed a sense of the duty to observe 
not merely the material but the personal and social rights of the 
people of the islands, and to treat them with the same courtesy 
and respect for their personal dignity which the people of the 
United States are accustomed to require from each other. 

‘** The articles of capitulation of the city of Manila on the 13th 
of August, 1898, concluded with these words: 

‘** This city, its inhabitants, its churches and religious worship, 
its educational establishments, and its private property of all 
descriptions, are placed under the special safeguard of the faith 
and honor of the American Army.’ 

‘I believe that this pledge has been faithfully kept. As high 
and sacred an obligation rests upon the Government of the United 
States to give protection for property and life, civil and religious 
freedom, and wise, firm, and unselfish guidance in the paths of 
peace and prosperity to all the people of the Philippine Islands. 
I charge this commission to labor for the full performance of 
this obligation, which concerns the honor and conscience of their 
country, in the firm hope that through their labors all the inhabit- 
ants of the Philippine Islands may come to look back with grati- 
tude to the day when God gave victory to American arms at 
Manila and set their land under the sovereignty and the protec- 
tion of the people of the United States.” 

Coincidently with the entrance of the commission upon its 
labors I caused to be issued by General MacArthur, the military 
governor of the Philippines, on June 21, 1900, a proclamation of 
amnesty in generous terms, of which many of the insurgents took 
advantage, among them a number of important leaders. 

This Commission, composed of eminent citizens representing 
the diverse geographical and political interests of the country, and 
bringing to their task the ripe fruits of long and intelligent service 
in educational, administrative, and judicial careers, made great 
progress from the outset. As early as August 21, 1900, it sub- 
mitted a preliminary report, which will be laid before the Con- 
gress, and from which it appears that already the good effects of 
returning order are felt; that business, interrupted by hostilities, 
is improving as peace extends; that a larger area is under sugar 
cultivation than ever before; that the customs revenues are greater 
than at any time during the Spanish rule; that economy and effi- 
ciency in the military administration have created a surplus fund 
of $6,000,000, available for needed public improvements; that a 
stringent civil-service law is in preparation; that railroad com- 
munications are expanding, opening up rich districts, and that a 
comprehensive scheme of education is being organized. 

Later reports from the commission show yet more encouraging 
advance toward insuring the benefits of liberty and good govern- 
ment to the Filipinos, in the interest of humanity and with the 
aim of building up an enduring, self-supporting, and self-admin- 
istering community in those far eastern seas. I would impress 
upon the Congress that whatever legislation may be enacted in 
respect to the Philippine Islands should be along these generous 
lines. The fortune of war has thrown upon this nation an _un- 
sought trust which should be unselfishly discharged, and devolved 
upon this Government a moral as well as material responsibility 
toward these millions whom we have freed from an oppressive yoke. 
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I have on another occasion called the Filipinos ‘“‘ the wards of 
the nation.” Our obligation as guardian was not lightly assumed; 
it must not be otherwise than honestly fulfilled, aiming first of all 
to benefit those who have come under our fostering care. It is our 
duty so to treat them that our flag may be no less beloved in the 
mountains of Luzon and the fertile zones of Mindanao and Negros 
than it is at home; that there as here it shall be the revered sym- 
bol of liberty, enlightenment, and progress in every avenue of 
development. 

The Filipinos are a race quick to learn and to profit by knowl- 
edge. He would be rash who, with the teachings of contempora- 
neous history in view, would fix a limit to the degree of culture 
and advancement yet within the reach of these people if our duty 
toward them be faithfully performed. 

The civil government of Porto Rico provided for by the act of 
the Congress approved April 12, 1800. is in successful operation. 
The courts have been established. The governor and his associ- 
ates, working intelligently and harmoniously, are meeting with 
commendable success. 

On the 6th of November a general election was held in the 
island for members of the Legislature, and the body elected has 
been called to convene on the first Monday of December. 

I recommend that legislation be enacted by the Congress con- 
ferring upon the Secretary of the Interior supervision over the 
public lands in Porto Rico, and that he be directed to ascertain 
the location and quantity of lands the title to which remained in 
the Crown of Spain at the date of cession of Porto Rico to the 
United States, and that appropriations necessary for surveys be | 
made, and that the methods of the disposition of such lands be 
prescribed by law. 

On the 25th of July, 1900, I directed that a call be issued for an 
election in Cuba for members of a constitutional convention to 
frame a constitution as a basis for a stable and independent gov- 
ernment in the island. In pursuance thereof the military gov- 
ernor issued the following instructions: 

“Whereas the Congress of the United States by its joint resolu- 
tion of April 20, 1898, declared— 

«That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of right ought 
to be, free and independent. 

‘**Phat the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or | 
intention to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over 
said island except for the pacification thereof, and asserts its deter- 
mination, when that is accomplished, to leave the government and 
control of the island to its people;’ 

‘*And whereas the people of Cuba have established municipal 
governments, deriving their authority from the suffrages of the 
soos given under just and equal laws, and are now ready, in 

ike manner, to proceed to the establishment of a general govern- | 
ment which shall assume and exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, 
and control over the island: 

‘* Therefore, it is ordered that a general election be held in the 
island of Cuba on the third Saturday of September, in the year 
nineteen hundred, to elect delegates to a convention to meet in the | 
city of Havana at twelve o'clock noon on the first Monday of No- 
vember, in the year nineteen hundred, to frame and adopt a con- 
stitution for the people of Cuba, and as apart thereof to provide 
for and agree with the Government of the United States upon the 
relations to exist between that Government and the government | 
of Cuba, and to provide for the election by the people of officers | 
under such constitution and the transfer of government to the | 
officers so elected. 

** The election will be held in the several voting precincts of the 
island under, and pursuant to, the provisions of the electoral law | 
of April 18, 1900, and the amendments thereof.” 

The election was held on the 15th of September, and the conven- 
tion assembied on the 5th of November, 1900, and is now in session. 

In calling the convention to order, the military governor of | 
Cuba made the following statement: 

*‘As military governor of the island, representing the President 
of the United States, I call this convention to order. 

‘* It will be your duty, first, to frame and adopt a constitution | 
for Cuba, and when that has been done to formulate what in your | 
=— ought to be the relations between Cuba and the United 

ates. 

** The Constitution must be adequate to secure a stable, orderly, 
and free government. 

** When you have formulated the relations which in your opinion 
ought to exist between Cuba and the United States the Government | 
of the United States will doubtless take such action on its part as | 
shall lead to a final and authoritative agreement between the peo- | 
ple of the two countries to the eee of their common interests, 

**All friends of Cuba will follow your deliberations with the deep- 
est interest, earnestly desiring that you shall reach just conclusions, 
and that by the dignity, individual self-restraint, and wise con- 
servatism which shall characterize your proceedings the capacity 
of the Cuban people for representative government may be sig- 
nally illustrated. 

‘** The fundamental distinction between true representative gov- 
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ernment and dictatorship is that in the former every representative 
of the people, in whatever office, confines himself strictly within 
the limits of his defined powers. Without such restraint there can 
be no free constitutional government. 

** Under the order pursuant to which you have been elected and 
convened, you haye no duty and no authority to take part in the 

resent government of the island. Your powers are strictly 
imited by the terms of that order.” 

When the convention concludes its labors I will transmit to the 
Congress the constitution as framed by the convention for its con- 
sideration and for such action as it may deem advisable. 

I renew the recommendation made in my special message of 
February 10, 1899, as to the necessity for cable communication 
between the United States and Hawaii, with extension to Manila. 
Since then circumstances have strikingly emphasized this need. 
Surveys have shown the entire feasility of a chain of cables 
which at each stopping place shall touch on American territory, 
so that the system sha!l te under our own complete control. 
Manila once within telegraphic reach, connection with the sys- 
tems of the Asiatic coast would open increased and profitable 
opportunities for a more direct cable route from our shores to the 
Orient than is now afforded by the trans-Atlantic, continental, 
and trans-Asian lines. I urge attention to this important matter. 

The present strength of the Army is 100,000 men—65,000 regu- 
lars and 35,000 volunteers. Under the act of March 2, 1899, on 
the 30th of June next the present volunteer force will be dis- 
charged and the Regular Army will be reduced to 2,447 officers 
and 29,025 enlisted men. 

In 1888 a board of officers convened by President Cleveland 
adopted a comprehensive scheme of coast-defense fortifications, 
which involved the outlay of something over one hundred million 
dollars. This plan received the approval of the Gongress, and 
since then regular appropriations have been made and the work of 
fortification has steadily progressed. 

More than sixty millions of dollars have been invested in a great 
number of forts and guns, with all the complicated and scientific 
machinery and electrical appliances necessary for their use. The 
proper care of this defensive machinery requires men trained in 
its use. Thenumber of men necessary to perform this duty alone 
is ascertained by the War Department, at a minimum allowxnce, 
to be 18,420. 

There are fifty-eight or more military posts in the United States 
other than the coast-defense fortilications. 

The number of these posts is being constantly increased by the 
Congress. More than $22,000,000 have been expended in building 
and equipment, and they can only be cared for by the Reguler 
Army. ‘The posts now in existence and others to be built provide 
for accommodations for, and if fully garrisoned require, 26,000 
troops. Many of these posts are along our frontier or at important 
strategic points, the occupation of which is necessary. 

We have in Cuba between 5,000 and 6,000 troops. For the pres- 
ent our troops in that island can not be withdrawn or materially 
diminished, and certainly not until the conclusion of the labors of 
the constitutional convention now in session and a government 
provided by the new constitution shall have been established and 
its stability assured. 

In Porto Rico we have reduced the garrisons to 1,636, which 
includes 879 native troops. There is no room for further reduc- 
tion here. 

We will be required to keep a considerable force in the Philip- 
From the best information 
obtainable we will need there for the immediate future from 45,000 
to 60,000 men. Iam sure the number may be reduced as the in- 
surgents shall come to acknowledge the authority of the United 
States, of which there are assuring indications. 

It must be apparent that we will require an army of about 
60,000, and that during present conditions in Cuba and the Phil- 
ippines the President should have authority to increase the force 
to the present number of 100,000. Included in this number au- 
thority should be given to raise native troops in the Philippines 
up to 15,000, which the Taft Commission believe will be more 
effective in detecting and suppressing guerrillas, assassins, and 
ladrones than our own soldiers, 

The full discussion of this subject by the Secretary of War in 
his annual report is called to your earnest attention. 

I renew the recommendation made in my last Annual Message 
that the Congress provide a special medal of honor for the volun- 
teers, regulars, sailors, and marines on duty in the Philippines 
who voluntarily remained in the service after their terms of enlist- 
ment had expired. 

[ favor the recommendation of the Secretary of War for the 
detail of officers from the line of the Army when vacancies occur 
in the Adjutant-General’s Department, Inspector-General’s De 
aoe Quartermaster’s Department, Subsistence Department, 

ay Department, Ordnance Department, and Signal Corps. 

The Army can not be too highly commended for its faithful and 
effective service in active military operations in the field and the 
difficult work of civil administration, 
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The continued and rapid growth of the postal service is a sure 
index of the great and increasing business activity of the country. 
Its most striking new development is the extension of rural free 
delivery. This has come almost wholly within the last year. At 
the beginning of the fiscal year 1899-1900 the number of routes in 
operation was only 391, and most of these had been running less 
than twelve months. Onthe 15th of November, 1900, the number 
had increased to 2,614, reaching into forty-four States and Terri- 
tories, and serving a population of 1,801,524. The number of ap- 
plications now pending and awaiting action nearly equalsall those 
granted up to the present time, and by the close of the current 
fiscal year about 4,000 routes will have been established, providing 
for the daily delivery of mailsat the scattered homes of about three 
and a half millions of rural population. 

This service ameliorates the isolation of farm life, conduces to 
good roads, and quickens and extends the dissemination of gen- 
eral information. Experience thus far has tended to allay the 
apprehension that it would be so expensiveas to forbid its general 
adoption or make it a serious burden. Its actual application has 
shown that it increases postal receipts, and can be accompanied by 
reductions in other branches of the service, so that the augmented 
revenues and theaccomplished savings together materially reduce 
the net cost. The evidences which point to these conclusions are 
presented in detail in the annual report of the Postmaster-General, 
which, with its recommendations, is commended to the considera- 
tion of the Congress. The full development of this special serv- 
ice, however frequires such a large outlay of money that it should 
be undertaken only after a careful study and thorough understand- 
ing of all that it involves. 

Very efficient service has been rendered by the Navy in connec- 
tion with the insurrection in the Philippines and the recent dis- 
turbance in China. 

A very satisfactory settlement has been made of the long-pend- 
ing question of the manufacture of armor plate. A reasonable 
price has been secured and the necessity for a Government armor 
plant avoided. 

I approve of the recommendations of the Secretary for new ves- 
sels and for additional officers and men which the required in- 
crease of the Navy makes necessary. 1 commend to the favorable 
action of the Congress the measure now pending for the erection 
of a statue to the memory of the late Admiral David D. Porter. I 
commend also the establishment of a national naval reserve and 
of the grade of vice-admiral, Provision should be made, as rec- 
ommended by the Secretary, for suitable rewards for special 
merit. Many officers who rendered the most distinguished serv- 
ice during the recent war with Spain have received in return no 
recognition from the Congress. 

The total area of public lands as given by the Secretary of the 
Interior is approximately 1,071,881,662 acres, of which 917,135,880 
acres are undisposed of and 154,745,782 acres have been reserved 
for various purposes. The public lands disposed of during the 
year amount to 13,453,887.96 acres, including 62,423.09 acres of 
Indian lands, an increase of 4,271,474.80 over the preceding year. 
The total receipts from the sale of public lands during the fiscal 
year were $4,379,758.10, an increase of $1,309,620.76 over the pre- 
ceding year. 

The results obtained from our forest policy have demonstrated 
its wisdom and the necessity in the interest of the public for its con- 
tinuanceand increased appropriations by the Congress for the carry- 
ingonofthework. On June 30, 1900, there werethirty-seven forest 
reserves, created by Presidential proclamations under section 2 
of the act of March 3, 1891, embracing an area of 46,425,529 acres, 

During the past year the Olympic Reserve, in the State of Wash- 
ington, was reduced 265,040 acres, leaving its present area at 
1,923,840 acres. The Prescott Reserve, in Arizona, was increased 
from 10,240 acres to 423,680 acres, and the Big Horn Reserve, in 
Wyoming, was increased from 1,127,680 acres to 1,180,800 acres. A 
new reserve, the Santa Ynez, in California, embracing an area of 
145,000 acres, was created during this year. On October 10, 1900, 
the Crow Creek Forest Reserve, in Wyoming, was created, with 
an area of 56,320 acres. 

At the end of the fiscal year there were on the pension roll 
993,529 names, a net increase of 2,010 over the fiscal year 1899, 
The number added to ue rolls during the year was 45,344. The 
amount disbursed for Army pensions during the year was 
$134,700,597.24, and for Navy pensions $3,761,533.41, a total of 
$138,462,130.65, leaving an unexpended balance of $5,542,768.25 
to be covered into the Treasury, which shows an increase over the 
previous year's expenditure of $107,077.70. There were 684 names 
added tothe rolls during the year by special acts passed at the first 
session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

The act of May 9, 1900, among other things provides for an ex- 
tension of income to widows pensioned under said act to $250 per 
annum. The Secretary of the Interior believes that by the oper- 
ations of this act the number of persons pensioned under it will 
increase and the increaked annual payment for pensions will be 
between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000. 

The Government justly appreciates the services of its soldiers 





and sailors by making pension payments liberal beyond precedent 
to them, their widows and orphans, 

There were 36,540 letters patent granted, including reissues and 
designs, during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900; 1,660 trade- 
marks, 682 labels, and 93 prints registered. Thenumber of patents 
which expired was 19,988. The total receipts for patents were 
$1,358,228.35. The expenditures were $1,247,827.58, showing a 
surplus of $110,400.77. 

The attention of the Congress is called to the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior touching the necessity for the further estab- 
lishmentof schoolsin the Territory of Alaska, and favorable action 
is invited thereon. 

Much interesting information is given in the report of the 
governor of Hawaii as to the progress and development of the 
islands during the period from July 7, 1898, the date of the ap- 
proval of the joint resolution of the Congress providing for their 
annexation, up to April 30, 1900, the date of the approval of the 
act providing a government for the Territory, and thereafter. 

The last Hawaiian census, taken in the year 1896, gives a total 
xopulation of 109,020, of which 31,019 were native Hawaiians. 

he number of Americans reported was 8,485. The results of the 
Federal census, taken this year, show the islands to have a total 
population of 154,001, showing an increase over that reported in 
1896 of 44,981, or 41.2 per cent. 

There has been marked progress in the educational, agricultural, 
and railroad development of the islands. 

In the Territorial act of April 30, 1900, section 7 of said act 
repeals chapter 34 of the civil laws of Hawaii, whereby the 
Government was to assist in encouraging and developing the 
agricultural resources of the Republic, especially irrigation. 
The governor of Hawaii recommends legislation looking to the 
development of such water supply as may exist on the public 
lands, with a view of promoting land settlement. The earnest 
consideration of the Congress is invited to this important recom- 
mendation and others, as embodied in the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

The Director of the Census states that the work in connection 
with the Twelfth Census is progressing favorably. This national 
undertaking, ordered by the Congress each decade, has finally 
resulted in the collection of an aggregation of statistical facts to 
determine the industrial growth of the country, its manufactur- 
ing and mechanical resources, its richness in mines and forests, 
the number of its agriculturists, their farms and products, its 
educational and religious opportunities, as well as questions per- 
taining to sociological conditions. 

The labors of the officials in charge of the Bureau indicate that 
the four important and most-desired subjects, namely, population, 
agricultural, manufacturing, and vital statistics, will be completed 
within the limit prescribed by the law of March 3, 1899. 

The field work incident to the above inquiries is now practically 
finished, and asa result the population of the States and Territories, 
including the Hawaiian Islands and Alaska, has been announced, 
The growth of population during the last decade amounts to over 
13,000,000, a greater numerical increase than in any previous cen- 
sus in the history of the country. 

Bulletins will be issued as rapidly as possible giving the popula- 
tion by States and Territories, by minor civil divisions. Several 
announcements of this kind have already been made, and itis hoped 
that the list will be completed by January 1. Other bulletins giv- 
ing the results of the manufacturing and agricultural inquiries 
| will be given to the public as rapidly as circumstances will admit. 
i 


The Director, while confident of his ability to complete the dif- 
| ferent branches of the undertaking in the allotted time, finds him- 
| self embarrassed by the lack of a trained force properly equipped 
| for statistical work, thus raising the question whether in theinter- 
| est of economy and a thorough execution of the census work there 
| should not be retained in the Government employ « certain num- 
| ber of experts, notonly to aid in the preliminary organization prior 
to the taking of the decennial census, but in addition to have the 

| advantage in the field and office work of the Bureau of trained 
assistants to facilitate the early completion of this enormous un- 
dertaking. 

I recommend that the Congress at its present session apportion 
representation among the several States as provided by the Con- 
stitution. 

The Department of Agriculture has been extending its work 
during the past year, reaching farther for new varieties of -eeds 

/and plants; cooperating more fully with the States and Terri- 
tories in research along useful lines; making progress in meteor- 
ological work relating to lines of wireless telegraphy and forecasts 
for ocean-going vessels; continuing inquiry as to animal disease; 
looking into the extent and character of food adulteration; out- 
lining plans for the care, preservation, and intelligent harvesting 
of our woodlands; studying soils that producers may cultivate 
with better knowledge of conditions, and helping to clothe desert 
places with grasses suitable to our arid regions. Our island pos- 
sessions are being considered that their peoples may be helped to 
produce the tropical products now so extensively brought into the 
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United States. Inquiry into methods of improving our roads has 
been active during the year; help has been given to many locali- 
ties, and scientific investigation of material in the States and Terri- 
tories has been inaugurated. Irrigation problems in our semi- 
arid regions are receiving careful and increased consideration. 

An extensive exhibit at Paris of the products of agriculture has 
made the peoples of many countries more familiar with the varied 
products of our fields and their comparative excellence. 

The collection of statistics regarding our crops is being improved 
and sources of information are being enlarged, to the end that pro- 
ducers may have the earliest advices regarding crop conditions. 
There has never been a time when those for whom it was estab- 
lished have shown more appreciation of the services of the Depart- 
ment. 

In my annual message of December 5, 1898, I called attention 
to the necessity for some amendment of the alien-contract law. 
There still remain important features of the rightful application 
of the eight-hour law for the benefit of labor and of the principle 
of arbitration, and I again commend these subjects to the careful 
attention of the Congress. 

That there may be secured the best service possible in the Phil- 
a Islands, I have issued, under date of November 30, 1900, the 
following order: 

‘““The United States Civil Service Commission is directed to 
render such assistance as may be practicable to the Civil Service 
Board, created underthe act of the United States Philippine Com- 
mission, for the establishment and maintenance of an honest and 
efficient civil service in the Philippine Islands, and for that pur- 
pose to conduct examinations for the civil service of the Philip- 
pine Islands upon the request of the Civil Service Board of said 
islands, under such regulations as may be agreed upon by the said 
Board and the said United States Civil Service Commission.” 

The Civil Service Commission is greatly embarrassed in its work 
for want of an adequate permanent force for clerical and other as- 
sistance. Its needs are fully setforthin itsreport. I invite atten- 
tion to the report, and especially urge upon the Congress that this 
important bureau of the public service, which passes upon the 
qualifications and character of so large a number of the officers 
and employees of the Government, should be supported by all 
needed appropriations to secure promptness and efficiency. 

I am very much impressed with the statement made by the 
heads of all the Departments of the urgent necessity of a hall of 
public records. In every departmental building in Washington, 
so far as Iam informed, the space for official records is not only 
exhausted, but the walls of rooms are lined with shelves, the 
middle floor space of many rooms is filled with file cases, and 
garrets and basements, which were never intended and are un- 
fitted for their accommodation, are crowded with them. Aside 
from the inconvenience, there is great danger, not only from fire, 





but from the weight of these records upon timbers not intended | 
There should be a separate building especially | 


for their support. 
designed for the purpose of receiving and preserving the annually 
accumulating archives of the several Executive Departments. 
Such a hall need not be a costly structure, but should be so ar- 
ranged as to admit of enlargement from time totime. I urgently 
recommend that the Congress take early action in this matter. 

I transmit to the Congress a resolution adopted at a recent meet- 
ing of the American Bar Association concerning the proposed 
celebration of John Marshall Day, February 4, 1901. 
exercises have been arranged, and it is earnestly desired by the 
committee that the Congress may participate in this movement 
to honor the memory of the great jurist. 

The transfer of the Government to this city is a fact of great 
historical interest. Among the people there is a feeling of genu- 
ine pride in the Capital of the Republic. 

It isa matter of interest in this connection that in 1800 the 
population of the District of Columbia was 14,093; to-day it is 
278,718. The population of the city of Washington was then 3,210; 
to-day it is 218,196, 

The Congress having provided for ‘‘an appropriate national 
celebration of the Centennial Anniversary of the Establishment of 
the Seat of Government in the District of Columbia,” the com- 
mittees authorized by it have prepared a programme for the 12th 
of December, 1900, which date has been selected as the anniversary 
day. Deep interest has been shown in the arrangements for the 
celebration by the members of the committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, the committee of Governors appointed 
by the President, and the committees appointed by the citizens 
and inhabitants of the District of Columbia generally. The pro- 
gramme, in addition to a reception and other exercises at the 
Executive Mansion, provides commemorative exercises to be held 
jointly by the Senate and House of Representatives in the Hall of 
the House of Representatives, and a reception in the evening at 
the Corcoran Gallery of Art in honor of the governors of the 
States and Territories. 

In our great prosperity we must guard against the danger it 
invites of extravagance in Government expenditures and appro- 
priations; and the chosen representatives of the people will, I 
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doubt not, furnish an example in their legislation of that wise 
economy which in a season of plenty husbands for the future. 
In this era of great business activity and opportunity caution is 
not untimely. It will not abate, but strengthen, confidence. It 
will not retard, but promote, legitimate industrial and commercial 
expansion. Our growing power brings with it temptations and 
perils requiring constant vigilance to avoid. It must not be used 
to invite conflicts, nor for oppression, but for the more effective 
maintenance of those principles of equality and justice upon which 
our institutions and happiness depend. Let us keep always in 
mind that the foundation of our Government is liberty; its super- 


structure peace. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 3, 1900. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Intheabsence of objection, the 
message, with the accompanying papers, will be laid upon the 
table and printed for the use of the Senate. 

DEATH OF SENATORS GEAR AND DAVIS, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it is with deep regret and pro- 
found sorrow that I announce to the Senate the death of my late 
colleague, Hon. JOHN HENRY GEAR, which occurred in this city 
on the 14th day of July last. At some future time, of which i 
shall give due notice, I desire to afford the Senate an opportunity 
of paying tribute to the memory of Senator GEAR and his long and 
distinguished services to his State and hiscountry. At this time 
I beg leave to offer the resolutions which I send to the desk, and 
for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Iowa will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 


of the death of the Hon. JOHN HENRY GEAR, late a Senator from the State 
of Iowa. : é 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate acopy of these resolutions to 


the House of Representatives. 

The resolutions were considered by 
unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, it is my sad duty to announce 
to the Senate the death of my late colleague, Senator CusHMAN 
K, Davis, at his home in St. Paul, Minn., on the 27th of Nevem- 
ber last, at 9 o’clock in the evening, after a lingering illness of 
more than two months. In his death our nation has lost one of 
its foremost public servants and Minnesota one of the noblest and 
best of her sons. 

On some future occasion I shall ask the Senate to set aside a day 
for the consideration of tributes to the memory of my deceased 
colleague. On this occasion I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk, and ask for their immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Minnesota will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
of the déath of the Hon. CUSHMAN KELLOGG DAY1s, late a Senator from 
State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Secretary com: 
the House of Representatives. 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, I offer an additional resclution, 
which I ask to have read and considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resoluti 
the Senator from Iowa will be read. 


unanimous consent, and 


tne 


nunicate 


a copy of these resolutions to 


oe } 54 t 
m submitted 1 


The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatasa further mark of respect t memory of the deceased, 
Hon. JouN HENRY GEAR and Hon. CUSHMAN KELLOGG Davis, the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to: and (at 8 o'clock 


and 46 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, December 4, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDay, December 3, 1900. 


This being the day designated by the Constitution, the members 
of the House of Representatives assemb!ed in their Hall for the 
Congr 

At 12 o'clock noon, the Speaker, Hon. 
Representative from the State of Iowa, : 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Co 
prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, God over all, through whose eternal energy a 


Davip B. HENDERSON, : 
alled the Honse to order. 
N, offered the following 


| things proceed, and by whose infinite power all things at last must 


| fulfill their appointed destiny, humb!y 


and most reverently we 


| bow before Thee. 


Let Thy blessings descend upon us and so move upon the heart 
of these Thy servants, that all the legisiative acts of this session of 
Congress may be in accordance with Thy will. 


3 


To this end en- 
courage every noble endeavor an& discourage all unworthiness, 


erarenvarg rete 


a PRL De 


ote ye 


ooo 


esto 
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- 





14 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 3, 





Rule Thou in the hearts of our rulers, that the genius of our 
nation may more and more obtain. Bless every skill and worthy 
industry throughout our land, every school and college; strengthen 
the ties of fraternity and make Christian patriots of us all. 

That in the great things of life we may grow greater, deepen 
Thou our sense of responsibility and our consciousness of wrong 
e that justice and truth and right may ever be the glory of our 

nion. 

Since last we met Thou hast called two of our members to their 
homes above. Bless, we pray Thee, their colleagues and friends; 
comfort their dear ones with the hope of immortality. 

And Thine shall be the praise through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Amen. 

CALL OF THE ROLL. 

In accordance with the direction of the Speaker, the roll of 
members was then called, by States, when the following responded 
present: 


ALABAMA. 
George W. Taylor. John H. Bankhead. 
Henry D. Clayton. Oscar W. Underwood. 
William F. Aldrich. 
ARKANSAS. 
Philip D. McCulloch. William L. Terry. 
John 8. Little. Stephen Brundidge, jr. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Victor H. Metcalf. Eugene F. Loud. 
Julius Kahn. James Carson Needham. 
COLORADO. 
John F. Shafroth. John C. Bell. 
CONNECTICUT. 
E. Stevens Henry. Ebenezer J. Hill. 
Charles A. Russell. 
FLORIDA. 
Stephen M. Sparkman. Robert W. Davis. 
GEORGIA. 
Rufus E. Lester. John W. Maddox. 
James M. Griggs William M. Howard. 
Elijah B. Lewis. Farish Carter Tate. 
William C. Adamson. William H. Fleming. 
Leonidas F. Livingston. William G. Brantley. 
ILLINOIS. 
James R. Mann. ag F. Marsh. 
William Lorimer. William E. Williams. 
Henry 8. Boutell Ben F. Caldwell. 
George E. Foss. Thomas M. Jett. 
Robert R. Hitt. James R. Williams. 
George W. Prince. William A. Rodenberg. 
Joseph G. Cannon. George W. Smith. 
Joseph V. Graff. 
INDIANA 
James A. Hemenway. George W. Cromer. 
William T. Zenor. Charles B. Landis. 
Francis M. Griffith. Edgar D. Crumpacker. 
George W. Faris. George W. Steele 
James E. Watson. James M. Robinson. 
Jesse Overstreet. 
IOWA. 
Thomas Hedge. John F. Lacey. 
Joe R. Lane. John A. T. Hull. 
David B. Henderson. William P. Hepburn. 
Gilbert N. Haugen. Lot Thomas. 
Robert G. Cousins. 
KANSAS. 
Willis J. Bailey (at large). William A. Reeder. 
Justin D. Bowersock. Chester I Long. 
James M. Miller. 
KENTUCKY. 
Charles K. Wheeler. June W. Gayle. 
Henry D. Allen George G. Gilbert. 
John 8. Rhea. Samuel J. Pugh. 
David H. Smith. Thomas Y. Fitzpatrick. 
Oscar Turner. Vincent Boreing. 
Albert 8. Berry. 
LOUISIANA. 
Adolph Meyer. Phanor Breazeale. 
Robert C. Davey. Joseph E. Ransdell. 
MAINE. 
Amos L. Allen. Edwin C. Burleigh. 
Chas. E. Littlefield. ‘ 
MARYLAND 
William B. Baker. Sydney E. Mudd. 
Frank C. Wachter. George A. Pearre. 
James W. Denny. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
George P. Lawrence. John F. Fitzgerald. 
Frederick H. Gillett. Henry F. Naphen. 
John R. Thayer. Charlies F. Sprague. 
William H. Moody. William C. Lovering. 
Ernest W. Roberts. William 8S. Greene. 
Samuel W. McCall. 
MICHIGAN. 
John B. Corliss. Edgar Weeks. 
Henry C. Smith. Joseph W. Fordney. 
Washington Gardner. Roswell P. Bishop. 
Edward L. Hamilton. Rosseau O. Crump. 
William Alden Smith. William 8. Mesick. 
Samuel W. Smith. Carlos D. Shelden. 
MINNESOTA. 
James A. Tawney. Joel P. Heatwole. 


James T. McCleary. 


John M. Allen. 
Thomas Spight. 
Thomas C. Catchings. 


James T. Lloyd. 
William W. Rucker. 
John Dougherty. 
William 8. Cowherd. 
David A. De Armond. 
James Cooney. 


Elmer J. Burkett. 
David H. Mercer. 
John 8. Robinson. 


Henry C. Loudenslager. 


John J. Gardner. 
Benjamin F. Howell. 
Joshua 8. Salmon. 


Townsend Scudder. 
John J. Fitzgerald. 
Edmund H. Driggs. 
Bertram T. Clayton. 
Frank E. Wilson. 
Mitchell May. 
Daniel J. Riordan. 
Amos J. Cummings. 
William Sulzer. 
George B. McClellan. 
Jefferson M. Levy 


William Astor Chanler. 


Jacob Ruppert, jr. 
John Q. Underhill. 


Georgo H. White. 
Charles R. Thomas. 
John W. Atwater. 
William W. Kitchin. 


William B. Shattuc. 
Jacob H. Bromwell. 
Robert B. Gordon. 
David Meekison. 
Walter L. Weaver. 
James H. Southard. 
Stephen R. Morgan. 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 
James A. Norton. 


Galusha A. Grow. 
Henry H. Bingham. 
Robert Adams, jr. 
James R. Young. 
Thomas S. Butler. 
Irving P. Wanger. 
Laird H. Barber. 
Henry D. Green. 
Marriott Hrosius. 
William Connell. 
James W. Ryan. 
Marlin E. Olmsted. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Andrew F. Fox. 
Frank A. McLain, 
Patrick Henry. 


MISSOURI. 


Champ Clark. 

Richard Bartholdt. 

Charles F. Joy. 

Charles E. Pearce. 

Willard D: Vandiver, 

Maecenas E. Benton. 
NEBRASKA. 

William L. Stark. 

Roderick D. Sutherland, 

William Neville. 


NEVADA. 
Francis G. Newlands. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Cyrus A. Sulloway. 
NEW JERSEY. 


James F. Stewart. 
Richard Wayne Parker, 
Charles N. Fowler. 


NEW YORK. 


Arthur 8S. Tompkins. 

John H. Ketcham. 

Aaron V. 8. Cochrane, 

John K. Stewart. 

Louis W. Emerson. 

George W. Ray. 

Michael E. Driscoll. 

Sereno E. Payne. 

Charles W. Gillet. 

James W. Wadsworth. 

James M. E. O'Grady. 

William H. Ryan. : 
De Alva 8. Alexander. 7 
Edward B. Vreeland. 4 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


John D. Bellamy. 
Romulus Z. Linney. 
Richmond Pearson. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
Burleigh F. Spalding. 
OHIO. 


Winficid 8. Kerr. 

Henry C. Van Voorhis, 
Joseph J. Gill. 

John Anderson McDowell, 
Robert W. Tayler. 

Chas. Dick. 

Fremont O. Phillips. 
Theo. E. Burton. 


OREGON. 

Malcolm A. Moody. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
Horace B. Packer. 
Rufus K. Polk. 
Thaddeus M. Mahon. 
Edward D. Ziegler. 
Joseph E. Thropp. 
Summers M. Jack. 
John Dalzell. 
William H. Graham. 
Ernest F. Acheson. 
Joseph B. Showalter. 
Athelston Gaston. 
Joseph C. Sibley. 


Charles Frederick Wright. James K. P. Hall 


Melville Bull. 


William Elliott. 
W. Jasper Talbert. 


Robert J. Gamble. 


Walter P. Brownlow. 
Henry R. Gibson. 
John A. Moon. 
Charles E. Snodgrass. 
James D. Richardson. 


Thomas H. Ball. 

Sam Bronson Cooper. 
R. C. De Graffenreid. 
John L. Sheppard. 
Joseph W. Bailey. 
Robert E. Burke. 
Robert L. Henry. 


H. Henry Powers. 


William A. Jones. 
Richard A. Wise. 
John Lamb. 

Claude A. Swanson. 
Peter J. Otey. 


RHODE ISLAND 

Adin B. Capron. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Asbury C. Latimer. 
J. William Stokes. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. q 
Charles H. Burke. ; 

TENNESSEE. 

John W. Gaines. I 
Nicholas N. Cox. 
Thetus W. Sims. 


Rice A. Pierce. 

Edward W. Carmack, 
TEXAS. 

Samuel W. T. Lanham. 

Albert 8S. Burleson. 

R. B. Hawley. 

Rudolph Kleberg. 

James L. Slayden. 

John H. Stephens, 


UTAH. 
William H. King. 
VERMONT. 
William W. Grout. 
VIRGINIA. 


James Hay. 

John F. Rixey. 

William F. Rhea. 

Julian M. Quaries. # 











WASHINGTON. 
Wesley L. Jones. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 


David E. Johnston. 
Romeo H. Freer. 


WISCONSIN. 


Blackburn B. Dovener. 
Alston G. Dayton. 


Henry A. Cooper. James H. Davidson. 
Soosai Ww. Babcock. John J. Esch. 
Theobold Otjen. Edward 8. Minor. 


John J. Jenkins. 
WYOMING. 
Frank W. Mondell. 
The following-named Delegates also responded: 
ARIZONA. 
John F. Wilson. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Pedro Perea. 


The SPEAKER. The call of the roll discloses the presence of 
287 members, more than a quorum; and therefore the House is 
ready to proceed to business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 

Also resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives 
to wait on the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum 
of each House is assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any com- 
munication he may be pleased to make. 


And that, in accordance with the provisions of the preceding 
resolution, the President pro tempore of the Senate had appointed 
Mr. Hoar and Mr. CoCKRELL as such committee on the part of 
the Senate. 


Samuel 8S. Barney. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS-ELECT, 


Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of privilege— 
the swearing in of a member-elect. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the credentials of several 
members-elect who, the Chair is advised, are present; and after 
the reading of the credentials these gentlemen will step forward 
and take the oath of office. The Chair thinks this will expedite 
business somewhat. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The STATE oF IOWA, 88: 

To Hon. ALEXANDER McDOWELL, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives: 

This is to certify that at an election holden on Tuesday, November 6, A. D. 
1900, the following-named persons were duly elected Representatives in Con- 
gress, to represent the Congressional districts of said State herein set forth, 
to fill vacancies, to wit: 

Walter I. Smith, of Council Bluffs, in the county of Pottawattamie, to 
succeed Smith McPherson, resigned on the 6th day of June, A. D. 1900. 

James P. Conner, of Denison, in the county of Crawford, to succeed 
JONATHAN P. DOLLIVER, resigned, to take effect on the first Monday of De- 
cember, A. D. 1900. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be paf- 
Sues the great seal of the State of Iowa, this 28th day of November, A. D. 

). 


LESLIE M. SHAW. 


By the governor: 

G. L. DOBSON, Secret@ry of State. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I doubt if the credentials 
just read entitle the holder to be sworn in as member of the 
House. They recite that Mr. DOLLIVER’Ss resignation was to take 
effect after this election, and that does not seem possible. I have 
no desire, however, to interrupt the proceedings at this point. 

oe Clerk read the credentials of the following-named members- 
elect: 

Edward De V. Morrell, of Pennsylvania, to fill the unexpired 
term of Hon. Alfred C. Harmer, deceased. 

Josiah L. Kerr, of Maryland, to fill the vacancy caused by the 
resignation of Hon. John Walter Smith. 

Allan L. McDermott, of New Jersey, to fill the vacancy caused 
by the death of William D. Daly. 

Samuel D. Woods, of California, for the unexpired term of 
Marion De Vries, resigned. 

William Richardson, of Alabama, to fill the vacancy caused by 
the resignation of Hon. Joseph Wheeler. 

Walter O. Hoffecker, of Delaware, to fill the vacancy caused by 
the death of Hon. John H. Hoffecker. : 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the more I reflect upon 
it the more I am convinced that the credentials of the gentleman 
elected to succeed Mr. DOLLIVER are not in a form which can be 
accepted by the House. The credentials on their face show that 
this gentleman was elected to fill a vacancy that had not occurred 
when the election was held, Mr. DoLLIVER’s resignation having 
been tendered to the governor to take effect the first Monday of 
December. Without any careful examination of the question, 
my impression is distinct that the courts have held more than 
once that a resignation to take effect at some future day is not a 
resignation at all, but merely a notice of an intention to resign. 
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If that is true, then Mr. DoLurver had not resigned his seat as a 
member of this House when the governor of Iowa ordered that 
election. 

I believe the case I now have in my mind was decided by the 
supreme court of Indiana, and the court declared that a resigna- 
tion to take effect at some future day was not a resignation at all 
in Jaw, but merely a notice of an intention to resign, and that 
such notice could be withdrawn. 

Now, I realize that the district from which this gentleman comes 
ought not to be without a Representative. I realize that it was 
the intention of the people of that district that Mr. Conner should 
succeed Mr. DOLLIVER, lately appointed to the Senate. But so 
far as this House is concerned, it does not know the day when the 
appointment of Mr. DoLLIVER to the Senate took effect. Surely 
the governor of Iowa had no power to appoint him to the Senate 
to take effect at some future day. His appointment must have 
taken effect the day it was made, because a vacancy in the repre- 
sentation of Iowa in the Senate existed the day the appointment 
was made, and the governor had no option as to when his ap- 
pointment should take effect. 

Now, if the governor issued the commission as Senator to Mr. 
DoLLIVER—I have no personal knowledge of this—but if he did, 
no matter when it was stated in the commission that the appoint- 
ment should take effect, that statement was beyond the power of 
the governor to make; and therefore the anpointment, if effective 
at all, was effective from the day the commission was granted. 

Though I regret to press this matter, [am unwilling that this 
credential shall be accepted by the House as properly and legally 
entitling the holder of it to membership in this body. 

The SPEAKER. This objection being made, Mr. Conner will 
step aside until the other gentlemen whose credentials have been 
read are sworn. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, if it be in order, I desire 
to ask consent for the swearing in of Albert D, Shaw, who has 
been elected to this Congress to succeed Charles A. Chickering, 
who lately represented the Twenty-fourth New York district, and 
by whose death the vacancy was created. To fill that vacancy 
Colonel Shaw has been elected by a majority exceeding 11,000, 
There is no contest, no question over his election. The reason his 
credentials are not here at this time is that under the laws of «he 
State of New York the State returning board does not assemble 
until this week, and it will be some days before the credentials 
are made out in due form. In accordance with the custom of the 
House in such cases, I ask that Colonel Shaw be sworn in with 
these other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from New York [Mr. Ray 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague-elect, Mr. Shaw. be 
sworn in at this time, notwithstanding the fact that his creden- 
tials have not been filed. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, anditis soordered. The gentlemen whose credentials have 
been read, with the exception of Mr. Conner, of Iowa, will step 
forward to take the oath of office, and also Mr. Shaw, of New York. 

The gentlemen named came forward and were duly sworn. 


MEMBERSHIP OF COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make an announcement, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. J. P. DoLLIVER having resigned as a member of the House, the Chair 
appoints Mr. J. W. BABCOCK as a member on the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

NOTIFICATIONS TO THE PRESIDENT AND THE SENATE. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer for present consideration 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed on the part of 
the House, to join the committee appointed by the Senate, to wait upon the 


President and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled 
and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may have to 
make. 


The resolution was adopted; and the Speaker appointed as the 
committee on the part of the House Mr, Paynr, Mr. GROSVENOR, 
and Mr. RicHarDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. BINGHAM offered the following resolution; which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House inform the Senate that a quorum of 
the House of Representatives has appeared, and that the House is ready to 
proceed to business. 


MINORITY REPORT ON SHIPPING SUBSIDY BILL. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the report of the minority of the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries upon the shipping subsidy bill be 
reprinted. 

here was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. DALZELL (at 12 o'clock and 55 minutes p.m.). I move 
that the House take a recess until 2 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 2 o'clock p. m.) re 
sumed its session. 
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REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee appointed to wait on the President appeared at 
the bar of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed by the 
House, to join a like committee on the part of the Senate, to wait 
upon the President of the United States and inform him thata 
quorum of the House had assembled and was ready to receive any 
communication he might be pleased to make report that they have 
performed that duty, and the President informed them that he 
would immediately communicate a message in writing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will 
report. 

he message was read at length. 

[For message see Senate proceedings for this day. ] 

At the conclusion of the reading of the message there was gen- 
eral applause. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the President's mes- 
sage and the accompanying documents be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the President's message, with the accompanying documents, be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
of the death of the Hon. JoHN HENRY GEAR, late a Senator from the State of 

owa, 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


Also: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
of the death of the Hon. CUSHMAN KELLOGG Davis, late a Senator from 
the State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives. 
Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. REEVES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BARTLETT, for to-day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CAMPBELL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. CusHMAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, RioRDAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, leave 
Was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Edward G. Fugate, 
Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon, 


REPRINT OF REPORTS ON SHIPPING SUBSIDY BILL. 


Mr.GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the motion that 
was made by the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. FirzGERALD] 
just before therecessthismorning. He moved, as you willremem- 
ber, that the minority reportof the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries on House bill 64 be reprinted. I desire to remind 
the House that there are two minority reports, and I want to so 
amend the motion that both of these minority reports shall be 
included in the motion, and be reprinted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
allow that motion to lie over until to-morrow. I should like to 
look into the matter of the present condition of those reports, and 
also to see what is left, if anything, of the copies of the bill and of 
the majority report. 

Mr. GILBERT. I have no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, If the gentleman will wait, I will confer 
with him to-morrow in regard to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Ohio that the House has already given consent, on the request of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts {[Mr. FirzGEra.p], to the 
reprinting of one of the minority reports. 

r. GROSVENOR. I wish the gentleman would withdraw 
that also. I think it would be better that all the reprinting be 
done at one time. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would 
say to the gentleman from Ohio that there is not a single copy of 
the minority report to be had. 

Mr. GILBERT. Neither one of them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. They arenottobe found, 
either in the document room of the House or on the Senate side; 
and inasmuch as it is stated that the Senate will take up this bill 
to-morrow, and as the minority of the Senate have not submitted 
any report, I hardly feel like withdrawing my request, which has 
been already granted. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Are there not two minority reports? 

Mr. GILBERT. There are. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It will only delay the printing one day. 
We are not generally anxious to print documents for the benefit 
of the Senate. By to-morrow I will confer with both gentlemen, 
and we will agree on what ought to be done about it. I am not 
opposed to the printing of all that may be required. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I will say to the gentie- 
man that I have already told members of the Senate that the 
resolution went through, and that copies of the minority report 
can be obtained to-morrow. I believe the gentleman must agree 
with me that as this bill is to be debated, the report ought to be 
in print so that itcan be had by members. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman took advantage of my 
absence to secure an agreement which ought not to have been 
made in my absence. So far as information for the Senate is con- 
cerned, the Senate has some power of printing when they want 
information. I understand, from information I have just 
received, there are no copies of either one of the reports now 
available. That being true, it seems to me that an agreement 
ought to be made as to the number of each one of the reports that 
should be supplied, and then a resolution asking for the printing 
offered, and I am entirely ready and willing to have the order 
made; but I do not think one of the minority reports ought to 
be printed in the absence of the other reports. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I have no objection to 
the gentleman from Ohio having an order made that the majority 
report be reprinted, and that the two minority reports be reprinted. 
It seems to me that, while the matter is being investigated and an 
agreement made as to the number of each of the reports that should 
be printed, this reprint might go through this afternoon, so that 
the copies might be available to-morrow. A great many members 
have asked me for a copy of the minority report, and I have made 
inquiries in the Clerk’s office and found that there is not a single 
copy available. Ido not think that is a situation that ought to be 
allowed to continue. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is accounted for by the very creat 
value of the minority report. I think that itis caused also by the 
interest which has been excited in the subject, and is true of either 
of the minority reports, and I think it true of the very valuable 
and able majority report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky asking a reprint of part 2 of report 590. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That does not include the minority report 
signed by three members? 

TheSPEAKER. Just one. The Chair will state forthe infor- 
mation of the House that the majority report is No. 890; then report 
890, part 2? is signed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cuan- 
LER], the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL], and the 
gentleman from Louisiana {Mr. RANSDELL], and the report 890, 
part 3, signed by Mr. FiTzGERALD of Massachusetts. That gen- 
tleman secured the consent of the House this morning to the 
reprint of his part of the report. The gentleman from Kentucky 
now asks consent of the House for a reprint of this part of the 


report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
makeacorrection. Thereportis signed by Mr, Daly, Mr. De Vries, 
and Mr. Spicut, with myself, constituting a majority of the 
minority. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Two of those gentlemen are no longer 
members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That does not appear in the title; but I see 
their names are attached to the end. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Kentucky? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not make a request for the reprint- 
ing of the majority report now, as that can be printed under an- 
other order of the House. 


DEATH OF HON. JOHN H. HOFFECKER. 
_Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, 1 submit the following resolu- 


tion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Joun H. HorreckER, a member of this House from the State of Dela 
ware. 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 
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DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM D. DALY, 


Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 1 submit the following res- 
olution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hlon. WILLIAM D. DALY, a member of this House from the State of New 
Jersey. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

DEATH OF HON, JOHN HENRY GEAR, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to an- 
nounce to the House of Representatives the death of Joun HENRY 
GEAR, late a Senator from the State of Iowa, who died in the city 
of Washington on the 14th day of July last. 

Senator GEAR’s public career was long and illustrious. It began 
with Iowa’s first political organization. He was perhaps more 
widely known and beloved than any of her public servants. Re- 
gret at his sudden death in the midst of his great career and marked 
usefulness is everywhere felt in that Commonwealth. 

I submit the following resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. JoHN Henry GEAR, a Senator of the United States from the State of 
Iowa. 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 
DEATH OF HON, CUSHMAN K, DAVIS, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to 
officially announce to this House the death of that distinguished 
statesman, scholar, and accomplished diplomat, Senator CUSHMAN 
KELLOGG Davis, of Minnesota. His death occurred at his home. in 
St. Paul, Tuesday evening of last week, at about 11 o’clock. For 
several weeks he struggled heroically against a disease which at 
last proved too formidable for him to longer resist, and he yielded 
with a prayer upon his lips for the future glory of his country. 

This 1s not the appropriate time to speak of the illustrious char- 
acter and distinguished public services of Senator Davis. We | 
will hereafter ask the House to devote a portion of its time to the 
paying of such tributes to his memory as are befitting his remark- 
able career of public usefulness, not-only in the Senate of the 
United States, but also in the councils and administrative affairs 
of his adopted State. 

His death has occurred at a time when his great ability and learn- 
ing were most needed and when his country could least afford to 
lose him. 

As a further mark of our esteem for the distinguished dead, I 
now offer the following resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of | 
the Hon. CUSHMAN K. DAVis, a Senator of the United States from the State 
of Minnesota 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memories of the late 
Representatives HOFFECKER and DALY and the late Senators GEAR and 
Davis, this House do now adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the families of the deceased Senators and Repre- 
sentatives herein named. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, presenting a de- | 
tailed statement of expenditures for the Department for the year | 
ending June 30, 1900—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a re- | 
= of contingent expenses of the Department for the year ended 

une 30, 1900—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury | 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- | 
ting statement of all judgments rendered for the year ended No- 
vember 30, 1900—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered | 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a resolution | 
of the general assembly of Vermont relating to recognition of the 
services of Capt. Charles E. Clark—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printad. 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a list of prop- 
erty in his charge on December 4, 1900—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms, submitting a report of the 
several sums drawn and disbursed by him—to the Committee on 
Accounts, and ordered to be printed. | 

A letter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting the report of | 
operations in the new building for the Government Printing Of- 


XXXIV——2 


| mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in thec 


fice—to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed, ex- 
cept photographs. 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting an inventory of property under his charge—to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, sub- 
mitting a statement of the expenditures for the year ended June 
30, 1899, ander the appropriations for *‘ International exchanges,” 
‘*American Ethnology,” ‘‘ National Museum,” ‘* Astrophysical 
Observatory,” and ‘‘ National Zoological Park ’—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Superintendent of Library and Grounds, trans- 
mitting a report of his office for the year ending December 4, 
1900—to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting his annual 
report—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George W. Brown against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Mat- 
thias App against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claiims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Elizabeth J. Hampton against the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George W. Westcott against the United States—to the Committee 


| on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
John F. Haupt against the Umted States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of A. A. Caldwell, administrator of estate of Sarah McCamobell, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James K. McCurdy, administrator of estate of Samuel! McCurdy, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claiims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Stanford Guyton, administrator of estate of John Lewis, against 


| the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
| to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


Alfred McKinney against the United States—to the Committee 
on War-Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel Worthington. administraior of estateof Samuel Worthing- 
ton, against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Martha L. Dixon against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


Solomon Beery against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. L. Head, administrator of estate of Francis Hyland, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Ed- 
ward §S. Nace, administrator of estate of John M. Nace, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
. 


ase ofS. 


Faulkner, administrator of estate of John R. Williams, against the 
| United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
| be printed, 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William 8. Rogers, administrator of estate of James M. Rogers, 
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against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings*filed by the court in the case of 
William F. Williams, administrator of estate of James Williams, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. Clarence Lane, administrator of estate of William L. Knode, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
W. J. Voils, administrator of estate of Anthony Voils, against the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting an 
inventory of property under his charge—to the Committee on 
Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

A report from the superintendent of the folding room of the 
House, together with an inventory authorized by Congress May 
9, 1900, of all books, maps, pamphlets, etc., remaining in the fold- 
ing room September 4, 1900—to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 8917) to limit 
the meaning of the word ‘‘conspiracy” and also the use of ‘‘re- 
straining orders and injunctions” as applied to disputes between 
employers and employees in the District of Columbia and Terri- 
tories, or engaged in commerce between the several States, 
District of Columbia, and Territories, and with foreign nations, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2007); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


AND 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 5255) to correct the military record of Alexander | 


Nugent and grant him a discharge—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

The bill (H. R. 393) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Pat- 
rick J, Grady—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 11658) to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary I. Nelson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8330) granting an increase of pension to R. G. 
Morris—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 7119) removing the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Edgar B. Willoughby, deceased—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


The bill (H. R. 6574) granting a pension to Hiram J. Reamer— | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


the consideration of the following petitions; which were there- 


upon referred as follows: 

Petitions of Grand Army of the Republic posts of Shamokin, 
Pa,, Chelsea, Mass., and Orleans, Ind., to accompany House bill 
No. 7094—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7579, for the relief of 
John Holbrook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6506, for the relief of 
Edith L. Sturdy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 8415, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jesse F. Gates—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 2812, granting a pen- 
sion to George W. McCinston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 9382—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4899—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 10875—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2813—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4079—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6928—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany Senate bill No. 3216—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12221) to provide 
for the education of the blind, and so forth—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12222) making an ap- 
portionment of Representatives in Congress under the Twelfth 
Census—to the Select Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12223) 
granting additional pay to soldiers engaged in the Spanish- 
American war—to the Committee on ee Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 12224) for the reorganization of 
the Army of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12225) for the 
establishment of a port of delivery at New Bedford, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12226) for the establishment of a port of de- 
livery at Fall River, Mass.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 12227) to equalize the pay of the 
officers of the line, Medical and Pay Corps of the Navy with 
officers of corresponding rank in the Army and Marine Corps—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12228) providing for the retirement eT 
officers and enlisted men of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 12229) to fix the compensation ° 
of the keepers employed in the Life-Saving Service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
| By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 12230) for the construction 

of reservoirs in the arid-land States and for the disposal of the 
| public lands reclaimed thereby—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12231) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to secure plans and estimates fora breakwater at 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 12281) to amend section 3255 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the distilling 
of brandy from fruits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12283) in relation to the cele- 
| bration of the centennial anniversary of the establishment of the 
permanent seat of government in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 271) sympathizing with the Boer Republics—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (H. Res. 305) relating to the 
President's message—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 








| PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
+4 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BALL: A bill (H. R. 12232) for the relief of Hannah 
Martha Dusenberry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 12233) granting a pension to 
Ashel C. Aulick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12234) granting a pension to Joseph Crist— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 12235) for the relief of 

aller Nutt, deceased—to the 


J. C, Williams, administrator of 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 12236) granting a pension to 
Safa T. Philip—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12237) ) ee a pension to Patrick J. 
Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12238) for the relief of the widow of Isaiah 
Smith Hyatt—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. BR. 12239) granting a pension to 
Lizana D. Streeter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12240) granting a pension to J. G. Viall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12241) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 12242) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M. Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12243) to correct the military record of George 
E. O’Neil—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H.R. 12244) to correct the military record 
of Harrison Wagner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12245) granting a pension 
to Henry A. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 12246) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 12247) to refund and repay 
to Robert Lilley the sum of $200—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 12248) granting an increase 
of pension to William B, Crosby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 12249) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gideon Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12250) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick Brennan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 12251) granting an increase of 
pension to Louisa Wigand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R, 12252) granting an increase 
of pension to Gideon Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12258) granting an increase of pension to 
Colin R. Cundey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12254) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12255) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Milsted—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12256) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Bedell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 12257) for the relief of the 
heirs of A. T. Hensley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12258) for the 
relief of John H. Doremus—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: A bill (H. R. 12259) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Norman W. Herdman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12260) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Follansbee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12261) granting an increase of pension to 
John Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12262) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo F, Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12268) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (II. R. 12264) granting an increase of pension to | 


Sherwood Wesley Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12265) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Totman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12266) granting an increase of pension to Ran- | 


solier Hurd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12267) granting an increase of pension 
Edwin H. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12268) granting an increase of pension 
Charles McCartee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12269) granting an increase of pension 
Joshua Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12270) granting an increase of pension 
Richard A. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12271) granting an increase of pension 
Edwin J. Godfrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 12272) granting an increase of pension 
John C. Towne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12273) granting an increase of pension 
Frederick A. Condon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


to 
to 
to 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12274) granting an increase of pension to Rol- | 


lins D. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12275) granting a pension to Francis Roy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12276) to amend the military record of Joseph 
McDaniel and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 12277) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against Lewis Wells—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12278) for the removal of the charge of deser- 
= against Charles S. Gillespie—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12279) for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion against William Wardel—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 12280) granting 
nsion to Emil Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 12282) granting a pension to 
Frances Helen Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 304) to pay Walter O. 
Hoffecker amount due him as clerk to the late Representative 
John H. Hoffecker—to the Committee on Accounts. 





a 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of W. A. Morse Post, No. 190, 
| Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of 
House bill No. 5779, known as the veteran preference measure— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petitions of C. W. Snow & Co., of Syracuse, N. Y.; Schot- 
ten & Co., of St. Louis, Mo.; Sharp & Dohme, of Baltimore, Md.; 
Meyers Brothers’ Drug Company, of St. Louis, Mo.; Yahr & 
Lange Drug Company, of Milwaukee, Wis.; and the National Pure 
Food and Drug Congress, in behalf of the pure-food bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hon. J. G. Schurman, president of Cornell Uni- 
versity, Ithaca, N. Y., in favor of the land-grant college bill—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolutions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of New Hartford, Iowa; also, resolutions of Friends’ Church, New 
Providence, Iowa, in favor of provision to prohibit the importa- 
tion of intoxicating liquors into countries chiefly inhabited by na- 
tive races—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the Presbytery of Dubuque, Iowa, in favor 
of an amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of select and common councils of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and of the Trades League of Philadelphia, and 
the New Century Club, in favor of legislation transferring the 
present mint building to the City of Philadelphia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the United States Brewers’ Association for the 
repeal of the war tax of $1 per barrel on beer in the war-revenue 
act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade for such leg- 
islation as will strengthen our maritime position—to the Commi>- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of Frederick Robie, presi- 
dent of the First National Bank of Portland, Me., and other 
officers of the various national and savings banks and trust com- 
| panies of Portland, for the repeal of stamp tax on checks, drafts, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolutions of John McDermott. Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 5779, giving veterans preferment in 
public service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
| By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of N. G. Hildreth, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, for the repeal of the tax on proprietary medicines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of William H. Lytle Post, No. 47, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Cincinnati, Ohio, indorsing House bill No. 
| 5779, relating to appointments in the Government service—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 36 citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pa., for the abolition of the canteen in the Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Irwin B, Lutz, of Denver, Pa., for the repeal 
of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of George H. Browne Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Providence, R. I., for the passage of the 
| veterans’ preference bill—to the Committee on Reform in the 

Civil Service. 
| By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of Charles Lee and 45 other citi- 
zens of Carbondale, Pa., for the passage of biils to forbid liquor 
selling in Army canteens, and the sale of intoxicants. etc.. in the 
Philippines to native races—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
| a pension to J.G. Viall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavit of G. Fitzgerald in relation to the removal of the 

| charge of desertion from the military record of William Brown— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of General Thomas A. Rowley Post, 
No. 495, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 5779, relating to the appointment of war veterans 
to the public service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 
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Also, petition of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
T. C. Search, president, of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of various 
measures for the promotion of American industries and commer- 
cial progress with other nations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of Elias Howe Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Bridgeport, Conn., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 5779, the veteran-preference bill—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of the Connecticut State Board of Trade, in 
favor of the Loud bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Koads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of citizens of Orangeville, Ill., favoring 
the passage of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ios. resolutions of Home Missionary societies and certain 
churches of Rockford, Freeport, Cedarville, Galena, Dakota, Eliza- 
beth, and Polo, Ill., against the importation and sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the insular possessions and for the reenactment of 
the anti-canteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Sixty-two affidavits of settlers and occupants 
of certain lands in the State of Washington and blue print relat- 
ing to House bill No. 12124, to authorize the issuance of patents to 
settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Sundry petitions of farmers and others 
in the State of Maine, urging the passage of the Grout bill and 
House bill No 9677, known as the Brosius bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of J. F. Jett, J. Radcliff, and T. 
Jensen and others in the State of Kansas, favoring the passage 
of the Grout bill to increase the tax on oleomargarine, etc.—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Mathews Medical Com- 
pany and 11 other drug companies of Indianapolis, Ind., praying 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to Pat- 
rick Brennan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Gideon Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Milsted—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of A. T. Hensley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: Petition of Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor and Epworth League, of Sloansville, 
N. Y., for the suppression of liquor selling in our new islands and 
in our Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Norman 
we Resbaen—tn the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Resolution of the Medina ( Mich.) 
Farmers’ Club, favoring the passage of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting polygamy—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of A. H. Scherzer, 
of Chicago, Ill., for ‘tthe commercial freedom of the United 
States ”’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Third Corps of the Army of the Potomac 
for an appropriation sufficient to complete at an early date the 
work provided for by the national park act—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange and other commer- 
cial and industrial bodies of St. Louis, Mo., for the improvement 
of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, December 4, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 

Lucien BAKER, a Senator from the State of Kansas; MARION 
BUTLER, a Senator from the State of North Carolina; CLARENCE 
D. CLARK, a Senator from the State of Wyoming; Henry C. 
HANSBROUGH, a Senator from the State of North Dakota; HENRY 
HEITFELD, a Senator from the State of Idaho, and RicHarp F, 


PETTIGREW, a Senator from the State of South Dakota, appeared | 


in their seats to-day. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I present the credentials of 
Hon. Jonathan P. Dolliver, appointed by the governor of Iowa to 
the place in the Senate made vacant by the death of the late Sen- 
ator Gear. 

The credentials of Jonathan Prentiss Dolliver, appointed by 
the governor of the State of Iowa to fill the vacancy from that 


State in the term ending March 3, 1905, occasioned by the death 
of Senator John H. Gear, were read and ordered to be filed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator appointed will 
present himself at the desk and take the necessary oath. 

Mr. Dolliver was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
ALLISON, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1900. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Ex- 
positions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for tha information of Congress, copy of aletter from 
the Commissioner-General of the United States to the Paris Exposition of 1900, 
of November 17, 1900, giving a detailed statement of the expenditures of the 
commission for the year ended November 15, 1900. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 4, 1900. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a preliminary 
report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, dated November 30, 1900. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 4, 1900. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that 10,000 extra copies of that report 
be printed; 6,000 for the use of the House, 3,000 for the use of the 
Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent for an order of the Senate that 10,000 
extra copies of the report be printed. 

Mr. HALE. lhaveno objection, but the rule—in fact, the law— 
provides that a motion to print any document, where the print- 
ing will cost more than $500, shall go to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know, but I suppose that the extra 
copies would not cost more than $500. 

fr. HALE. It is a pretty extensive report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not voluminous at all, 

Mr. LODGE. Is not this the preliminary report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the preliminary report. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the preliminary report. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a very short report. 

Mr. HALE. Then undoubtedly the cost will be within $500. 
I do not object to the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Attorney-General for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1900; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Comptroller of the Currency for the year ended Oc- 
tober 31, 1900; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with law, a statement showing expendi- 
tures under all appropriations for propagation of food-fishes dur- 
ing the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900, etc.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
| report of the operations of the Government Printing Office for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1900; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from Brig. Gen. John M. Wilson, Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army, transmitting the report of operations upon 
the new building for the Government Printing Office for the year 
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ended November 30, 1900; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REVISION OF LAWS RELATIVE TO PATENTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the commission appointed by the President under 
the act entitled ‘‘An act appointing commissioners to revise the 
statutes relating to patents, trade and othe? marks, and trade and 
commercial names,” approved June 4, 1898, transmitting the re- 
port called for by that act; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAND ENTRIES IN OREGON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of June 7, 1900, a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office relative to the allowance of 
entries for lands within the limits of wagon-road or railroad 
grants in the State of Oregon; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ELECTORAL VOTES OF NEW JERSEY, VERMONT, AND DELAWARE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate three com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
Vice-President from the States of New Jersey, Vermont, and Dela- 
ware; which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

REPORT ON THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the superintendent of the Library building and 
grounds, transmitting the report of the operations and proceed- 
ings in connection with the building for the Library of Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with law, a statement of the judgments 
rendered by that court for the year ended November 29, 1900, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the annexed findings by the 
court relating to the vessel brig Caroline, Elihu Cotton, master; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings filed by the court in the cause of John Mann vs. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the annexed finding by the 
court relating to the vessel sloop Abigail, Samuel Robinson, 
master; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings filed by the court in the cause of N. C. Perkins, ad- 
ministrator of J. J. Todd, deceased, vs. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant to 
the provisions of section 8 of the act of Congress approved March 
3, 1891, a list of judgments rendered in favor of claimants and 
against the United States and defendant Indian tribes, not hereto- 
fore appropriated for; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting a full 
and complete account of all property, including stationery, be- 
longing to the United States in his possession on December 3, 1900; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
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tary of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete statement of 
the receipts and expenditures of the Senate, showing in detail the 
items of expense under the proper appropriations, the aggregate 
thereof, and exhibiting the exact condition of all public moneys 
received, paid out, and remaining in his possession from February 
1, 1900, to June 30, 1900; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
REPORTS OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, transmitting 
a fulland complete account of all property belonging to the United 
States in his possession December 3, 1900; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, transmitting a statement of receipts 
from the sale of condemned property; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Sheridan Post, No. 34, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Salem, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation granting preference to veterans in the public serv- 
ice; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented 41 petitions of citizens of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation relative to the sale and manu- 
facture of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of the Woman’s Home and 
Foreign Missionary societies of the Presbyterian Synod; of sun- 
dry citizens of Orange and East Orange, Irvington, Lambertvilie, 
Newark, Leonia, New Vernon, Millington, Sterling, Longhill, 
and Logansville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Orange; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Cen- 
tral Presbyterian Church, of Orange; of the Ladies Aid Society 
of the Calvary Methodist Episcopal Church of East Orange, and 
of the Political Study Club, of Orange, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for an adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of members of the Third 
Corps of the Army of the Potomac, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made to enable the Gettysburg National Park Commis- 
sion to secure lands needed for that park, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the select and common councils 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the present site of the United States mint in that vity 
to be used as a free public library: which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating hquors in 
any post exchange or canteen, or upon any premises used for 
military purposes by the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of Detroit, the Young Lady's Missionary Society of Pal- 
myra, the Woman's Missionary Society of the Central Presby- 
terian Church of Detroit, the Woman’s Missionary Society of the 
Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian Church of Detroit, the Woman’s 
Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Mar- 
quette, the Westminster Woman's Association of Detroit, the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Ithaca, the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Memorial Presby- 
terian Church of Detroit, the First Presbyterian Church of Bay 
City, and of sundry citizens of Benzonia, all in the State of Michi- 
gan, praying for an adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Commiitee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Elwood, Ill., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
countries inhabited by native races; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Third Army Corps Union, 
Army of the Potomac, praying that an appropriation be made to 
enable the Gettysburg National Park Commission to secure the 
lands needed for that park, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Gale, praying for the 
enactment of legislation changing the date for the inauguration 
of the President of the United States from March 4 to January 1; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I! present numerous petitions and letters 
from farmers in the State of New Hampshire for reference to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. They ask for the enact- 
ment of a law governing the matter of oleomargarine, requiring 
that it shall be sold for what it really is, a contention that I very 
heartily support. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions and letters will 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Pomona Grange, No. 
13, Patrons of Husbandry, of Grafton County, N. H., praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I present a joint resolution of the legislature 
of Vermont relative to the procurement of recognition of the serv- 
ice of Capt. Charles E. Clark, which I ask may be read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, as follows: 

STATE OF VERMONT, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Montpelier, November 16, 1900. 


Sir: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith a certified copy of a joint reso” 
lution relating to the procurement of recognition of the service of Capt: 
Charles E. Clark adopted by the general assembly of Vermont at its pending 
biennial session, and which by its terms requires that copies be transmitted 
to Vermont's Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
FRED A. HOWLAND, 
Secretary of State. 
Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Proctor, ¥t. 


Resolved by the senate and house of representatives, That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives be requested, to endeavor 
to secure from Congress some proper recognition of and reward for the ex- 
traordinary service of Capt. Charles E. Clark, in command of the battle ship 
Oregon during the late Spanish war. 

Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to our 
said Senators and Representatives and tothe President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States. 

FLETCHER D. PROCTOR, 
Speaker of House of Representatives. 


MARTIN F. ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 


STATE OF VERMONT, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution 
relating to securing proper recognition of the service of Capt. Charles E. 
Clark adopted by the general assembly of the State of Vermont at its pend- 
ing biennial session, as appears by the files and records of this office. 

Witness my signature and the seal of this office, at Montpelier, this 16th 
day of November, 1900. 
[SEAL.] FRED. A. HOWLAND, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the Jefferson Avenue Church, of Detroit; the Presby- 
tery of Kalamazoo; the Westminster Woman’s Association, of De- 
troit; the Woman's Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Ithica; of A. B. Barnes and 73 other citizens of Rich- 
land; the Young Ladies’ Missionary Society of Palmyra; the con- 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Bay City; the Wo- 
man’s Missionary Society of the Memorial Church, of Detroit; of 
Fred E. Ash and 59 other citizens of Adrian; the Woman's Mis- 
sionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Plainwell; the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Plainwell; the Woman's 
Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Marquette; 
of G. A, Jackson and 97 other citizens of Hillsdale; the Ladies’ 
Aid Society of the Second Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Detroit; 
the Ladies’ Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of 
Harbor Springs; of 29 citizens of Detroit; the congregation of the 
Presbyterian Church of Adrian; thecongregation of the First Pres- 
byterian Church of Jackson; the Foreign Missionary Society of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Saginaw; the Home Missionary 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Saginaw; the Woman's 
Missionary Society of the Second Memorial Church, of Detroit; the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Laingsburg; of 20 citi- 
zens of Benzonia, and of the Woman’s Home and Foreign Mission 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Decatur, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woodland Creamery Com- 
pany; of H. E. Miller; of the Leonidas Locust Farm Creamery, of 
Adrian; the Cherry Creek Stock Farm, of Hilliards; of Orrin J. 
Stone, of Kalamazoo; of W. G. Hoffman, of Ida; of J. W. Henley, 
of Adrian; of V. A. Shubkland, of Sandlake; of A. J. Uphams, 
of Ida; of A. Hardy, of Burnips Corners; of John Munn, of Salem; 
of Hershel S. Munn, of Salem; of W. E. Locklin, of Leslie; of E, C. 
Cowell, of Unionville; of the Martin Creamery Company, of 
Martin; of J. O. Pengra, of Unionville; of S. D. Towers, of Kala- 
mazoo; of Samuel T. Meredith, of Edwardsburg; of B. A. Joy, of 
Albion; of D. J. Johnson, of Augusta; of Peter Nelson, of Bark 
River; of W. J. Miller, of Leonidas; of B. 8. Hally, of Woodland, 


and of D. C. Dean, of Adrian, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation relative to the sale and manu- 
facture of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SCOTT presented 90 petitions of citizens of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the sale and 
manufacture of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture aad Forestry. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Easton, Cal., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
on premises used for military purposes by the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of California, praying 
for the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal; which wasreferr 
to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Riverside, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation relative 
to the reclamation of arid land im the United States; which was 
— to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 

ands. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Manu- 
facturers and Producers’ Association of California, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to provide for the preservation, rec- 
lamation, and settlement of the public domain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also a a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Diego, Cal., praying that an increased appropriation be made for 
the maintenance of the hydrographic branch of the United States 
Geological Survey; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society 
the Epworth League, the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Con- 
gregational Church, all of Oroville, and a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Linden, allin the State 
of California, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, or canteen, 
or transport, or upon any premises A for military purposes by 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Winthrop, the Young Woman’s Christian 

emperance Union of Bangor, the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Bangor, and of V. L. Coffin and sundry other citizens of 
Harrington, all in the State of Maine, praying for an adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Fletcher National 
Bank; the Indiana National Bank; the Merchants’ National Bank; 
the Capital National Bank; the State Bank of Indiana; the Indi- 
ana Trust Company; the Union Trust Company; the Marion 
Trust Company, and the Central Trust Company, all of Indian- 
apolis, in the State of Indiana, praying for the repeal of the stamp 
tax on checks, drafts, notes, deeds, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the National Coopers’ Associa- 
tion, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect free labor 
from prison competition; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Fairfield, Me., praying for the enactment of 

egislation to prohibit the importation of intoxicating liquors into 
the Philippine Islands, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Philippines. 

He also presented fifteen petitions of citizens of Maine, praying 
for the enactment of legislation relative to the sale and manufac- 
ture of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Jedediah J. Varney, of Unity, and 
9 other citizens; of 17 citizens of Windham, of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Bangor, the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Winthrop, the Young Woman’s Christian 

emperance Union of Bangor, of the congregations of the Church 
of Friends of the Third Congressional district, and of the Church 
of Friends of Vassalboro, all in the State of Maine, praying for an 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Ellicott City, Md., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the importation of intoxicating 
liquors into countries inhabited by native races; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Publishers’ Press Association 
of New York, praying that they be granted the privileges of the 
floor of the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Rules, 
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Mr. FRYE. I present resolutions adopted by the National 
Farmers’ Congress, praying that liberal appropriations be made 
for river and harbor improvements; that the mail service to Brazil 
be under the American flag; for the construction of an interoceanic 
canal, and for governmental aid to our merchant marine, etc., 
and remonstrating against the leasing of public lands. The 

titioners request that the resolutions be printed as a document. 
tere objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

SUPREME COURT FOR THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. I introduce a bill to create a supreme court 
for the Philippine Islands, and I beg leave to call the attention of 
the Judiciary Committee to the importance of legislation of that 
character. 

The bill provides for a supreme court, consisting of five judges 
with an annual salary of $20,000 each. 

Mr. HOAR, I suppose that in the usage of the Senate, under 
the arrangement at any rate made last winter, it is not expected 
that the Judiciary Committee shall have jurisdiction, at the 
beginning, of this subject. Indeed, it is not the practice of the 
Senate to send a bill relating solely to the Territorial courts to the 
Judiciary Committee, but such measures go to the Committee on 
Territories. I think therefore this bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. 

The bill (S. 4962) to create a supreme court for the Philippine 
Islands was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make one further remark in regard 
to the bill. Our Territorial system of judges has been a success 
in the agricultural parts of the country, but it has been a failure 
in the mining regions where great interests were involved. The 
supreme court, as provided for in this bill, would have appellate 
jurisdiction in all matters and the appointment of all inferior 
judges. This matter must be taken hold of earnestly or we will 

ave on a large scale a repetition of what has occurred in many 
of our mining States where the judiciary system has been utterly 
inadequate for a mining community or a community far off 
where there are great interests involved. 

It is idle to send a man out on asalary of $3,000 a year where 
he has to spend $10,000 to live and where millions are involved in 
cases that come before him. The bill makes provision for a very 
urgent matter—I believe it is the most important matter con- 
nected with governing our newly acquired territory. To do 
justice there you must have the appointing power on the ground, 
and you must give sufficient salary to take judges from the top 
of the bar if you expect success. 

Iam not particular as to what committee it goes, but it seems 
ome that the Judiciary Committee should have charge of the 

ill. 

Mr. LODGE. As the bill relates to the Philippine Islands, I 
suggest that it go to that committee. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; let it go there. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4963) for the relief of 
Frank W. Howbert; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 
an bill (S. 4954) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

onrey; 

A bill (S. 4965) granting a pension to Thomas Robbins; 

A bill (8. 4966) granting a pension to Jose Pablo Garcia; 
aoe (S. 4967) granting an increase of pension to Solomon D. 

aylor: 

A bill (8. 4968) granting an increase of pension to John Milburn; 

A bill (S. 4969) granting a pension to Edgar L. Beckwith; 

A bill (8. 4970) granting an increase of pension to Stanley M. 
Casper; 

A bill (S. 4971) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Smith (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4972) granting an increase of pension to Edward D, 
Lashley; 

A bill (S. 4973) granting an increase of pension to Dallas W. 
Spencer (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4974) granting a pension to Mary Pollock; 

A bill (S, 4975) granting a pension to F, J. Landis (with accom- 
panying papers); 

A bill (S. 4976) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Brown; and 

A bill (5. 4977) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Scherzer. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4978) for the relief of Richard 
Emmons and others; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 





He also introduced a bill (S. 4979) for the relief of the estate of 
Daniel Heflebower, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 4980) to authorize the issuance of 
a patent to James Seldon Cowdon upon the payment of certain 
fees; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4981) to repeal the bank- 
rupt law; which was read twice by its title, and referred te the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4982) for the reorganiza- 
tion of the Army of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. To accompany the bill I present an explana- 
tory letter from the Secretary of War, which I move be a. 
and that it be referred, with the bill, to the Committee cn Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced the following bills; which were sevy- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4983) granting a pension to Louisa A. Crosby; 

A bill (S. 4984) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Barnum; and 

A bill (S, 4985) granting 
C. Jarvis. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
which were ordered to be printed, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 4986) relating to the examination for promotion of 
warrant officers in the Navy; 

A bill (S. 4987) authorizing the President to reclassify vessels 
of the Navy, and to formulate rules governing assignments to 
command; and 

A bill (S. 4988) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
section thirty-seven hundred and nineteen of the Revised Statutes, 
relative to guaranties on proposals for naval supplies.” 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 498) toenable the peo- 
ple of Oklahoma to form a constitution and State government and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the crigi- 
nal States, and to make donations of public lands to said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S.4990) for the 
relief of James Chieves; which was read twice by its title, ead 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4991) for the relief of Wil- 
liam C. Bragg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.4992) for the relief of the estate of 
George W. Drake, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (8. 4993) for the relief of the estates of Mrs, Amy Ander- 
son, deceased, Robert K. Anderson, deceased, and Adeliza Pickett 
Quays, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4994) for the relief of the estate of Henry Bauman, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4995) for the relief of Evelyn Clark: 

A bill (S. 4996) for the relief of the estate of George W. Dyson, 
deceased; 

A bill (S.4997) for the relief of Victorie C. Avet and of the 
estate of Vincent Avet; 

A bill (S. 4998) for the relief of Mrs. E. H. Briant; and 

A bill (S. 4999) for the relief of James A. Verret, administrator 
of Adolphe Verret, deceased. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 5000) granting an increase 
of pension to Etta Scott Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 5001) for the relief of Mrs. M. H. Coles; 

A bill (S. 5002) for the relief of the estates of Robert Bradley 
and Mary C. Bradley, deceased: : 

A bill (S. 5003) for the relief of the estate of James A. Ford, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5004) for the relief of the estate of R. T. Brown, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 
ve a (8. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

ogel; 


an increase of pension to Dr. George 
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A bill (S. 5006) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Comegys; 

A bill (S. 5007) granting an increase of pension to George N. 
Tarburton; 

A bill (S. 5008) granting a pension to David Pollock; 

A bill (8. 5009) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
Ridgway; and 

A bill (S. 5010) granting a pension to Thomas E, Clark. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 5011) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John W. Cheesman; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5012) to establish a na- 
tional military park at Valley Forge, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.5013) creating the office of super- 
intendent and inspectorof national cemeteries under the authority 
and control of the United States, and providing for the same; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5014) to authorize the Fourth Pool 
Connecting Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 





Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were | 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8.5015) granting a pension to Betsey L. Woodman; 

A bill (8.5016) granting an increase of pension to Francis H. 
Buffum; and 

A bill (8.5017) granting a pension to George H. Shapley. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (8.5018) to incorporate the 
National Army Relief Society; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S.5019) granting an increase of 
pension to Julia Crenshaw; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 5020) to admit free of duty articles 
controlled by a trust; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5021) to provide for refunding the 
tax laid and collected on raw cotton in the event that the Supreme 
Court holds the laws under which the same was collected to have 
been unconstitutional; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5022) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a port of delivery at Fall River, Mass.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5023) to provide for the establish- 
ment of a port of delivery at New Bedford, Mass.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORT ON REINDEER IN ALASKA, 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 


Senate the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon *‘ The introduction of domes- 
tic reindeer into the district of Alaska,” for 1900, 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 
On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, it was 


Ordered, That Mr. DILLINGHAM be appointed to fill vacancies on the fol- 
lowing committees: To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, 
Engrossed Bilis, Territories, Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, Addi- 
tional Accommodations for the Library of Congress (select), and Indian 
Depredations; and , 

That Mr. DoLLaverR be appointed to fill vacancies on the followin 


com- 
mittees: Pacific Railroads, Loricaleure and Forestry, Education and 


sabor, 
Interstate Commerce, Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and its Tributaries. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PRINTING, 


Mr. PLATT of New York submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it hereby is, authorized 
to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided for by law. 

CUBAN POSTAL SERVICE, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate all the information in his possession in relation to frauds in the 
postal service of Cuba. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? — ' 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it go over, Mr. President, 
The resolution lies over under 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection, 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE, 


Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

_ Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
directed to appoint a messenger for the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, whose services shall be devoted exclusively to the business of said 
committee, and that the messenger so es shall be selected by said 


committee, and paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of 
$1,440 per annum until otherwise provided by law. 


AID TO ASYLUMS FOR THE BLIND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the Calendar under Rule VIII isin order. 
The Secretary will report the first case on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 706) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the establishment and maintenance of an asylum 
for the blind was announced as first in order on the Calendar; 
and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report with the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLINGER in the chair), 
The Chair is informed that no written report has been made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator from Mon- 
tana explain the effect of the bill. 

Mr.CARTER. Mr. President, the bill merely provides for what, 
I think, is provided in other cases, butnotin this particular enablin 
act—the donation of public lands toestablish and maintain aschoo 
for the blind. There was a provision made for the deaf and 
dumb, but not for the blind in our State. We are maintaining 
such a school, and it seems but proper that this indemnity or 
grant should be made in order to assist in maintaining the school. 

The General Government is somewhat interested in the school, 
because the local school maintained by the State has been bur- 
dened with the care of blind from the Indian reservations, for 
whom no provision of law has been made and for which no com- 
pensation has been allowed. It is but an auxiliary to the main- 
tenance of this school, and I think it is a just appropriation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The same enabling act applies to South 
Dakota. The State of South Dakota has recently built a school 
for the blind. I therefore move to insert the words ‘‘and South 
Dakota” after the word ‘‘ Montana” in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill be read, so that we 
may know what it is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Idesire alsotoadd anamendment. It seems 
there was an omission in the enabling act, and there was no grant 
of public lands for institutions for the blind. At the proper time 
I shall want to add ‘‘and the State of Colorado.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

TheSEcRETARY. Itisproposed to amend by adding at the end of 
line 4, after the word ‘‘ Montana,” the words “‘and South Dakota.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And after the words ‘“‘South Dakota” add 
‘*and Colorado.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
moves to amend by adding what will be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And then you will provide for 
50,000 acres each? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

The Secretary. After the amendment it is proposed to add the 
words ‘‘and Colorado,” so that the bill will read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, granted 50,000 acres of the 
unappropriated public lands within the State of Montana, South Dakota, and 
Colorado unto said State, to be selected by the proper authorities thereof, 
to aid in the establishment and maintenance of an institution for the blind, 
which institution may be established and maintained separately or in con- 
junction with the asylum for the care and maintenance of the dead : and dumb. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that the 
word ‘‘State”’ will be changed by consent to the plural, provided 
the amendments prevail. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would be glad to have read the sections of 
the enabling act that apply to this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH, We had better get all the States in first. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well; later on let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
eee is recognized. 

~~ vapccgeraig I move that Idaho be also added to the States 
name 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Idaho that no further amendment can received 
at the present time. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corTt] to the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota {[Mr. PETTIGREW], inserting the 
words ‘‘and Colorado.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is ape the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota as amended. 

















1900. 





The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have the bill amended so that 
50,000 acres will be donated to each institution. The bill as it 
now reads carries only 50,000 acres for one institution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from South 
Dakota kindly prepare his amendment and send it to the desk? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the clerks can put it in in proper 
form. ‘Fifty thousand acres each for the following States,” I 
think, would be the proper wording. 

Mr. ALDRICH. his is a complicated sort of a bill, and I sug- 
gest that it had better be recommitted to the committee to pre- 
pare the amendments. 

Ths PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island make that motion ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEPOSITIONS BEFORE NAVAL COURTS. 

Mr. HALE. There are one or two bills that are important for 
the operations of the Navy Department to which there is no ob- 
jection and which I wish to have passed, The first one is Order 
of Business 533, Senate bill 1358. lask to have taken up the bill 
(S. 1858) to authorize the use of depositions before naval courts 
in certain cases. There are two bills on the Calendar that are 
necessary to the taking of testimony in the Navy Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE, The bill will speak for itself as it is read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1358) to authorize the use of depo- 
sitions before naval courts in certain cases, and by unanimous 
consent the Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to its 
consideration. It provides that the depositions of witnesses sta- 
tioned or residing at such a distance from the place at which a 
naval court is ordered to sit, or who are under orders and about 
to go to such a distance that it is not practicable to secure their 

ersonal attendance without incurring great expense or serious 
oss of time, if taken on reasonable notice to the opposite party 
and duly authenticated, may be put in evidence before such court 
in cases not capital. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ammendment. 

Mr. VEST. Let the bill be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, do I understand that bill to pro- 
vide that in anything less than a capital case a deposition can be 
read without the consent of the accused? 

Mr. HALE. No; it is just the reverse. 

Mr. VEST. Then I did not catch the meaning of the bill. It 
says ‘‘either party.” 

Mr. HALE. It excepts capital cases. 

Mr. VEST. I understand; but how does the Senator dispose of 
that clause of the Constitution which provides that in all crimi- 
nal cases the accused shall be entitled to be confronted with the 
witnesses? Suppose a man is accused of robbery or any of the 
felonies below murder, can you force him to submit to evidence 
taken by deposition without his consent? It seems to methat the 
bill is cleanty unconstitutional. 

Mr. HALE. The committee considered that, and did not believe 
that courts-martial came under the provision of the Constitution. 
Nearly all courts-martial are for the trial of small offenses, involvy- 
ing no heavy punishment. In many cases it is impossible, except 
at great expense and delay, to examine witnesses; and the com- 
mittee did not consider, when capital cases are excepted, that any 
harm would result. Of course, as the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. PLATT] suggests to me, wherever the provision of the Con- 
stitution applies, the accused hasthe rightto trial by jury. These, 
of course, are not in that class of cases. I have no ideathat any 
harm can come from the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the committee would insert an amendment 
that depositions taken at the instance of the accused might be read 
in evidence, that would be all right, but certainly in every crimi- 
nal proceeding the accused has the right to be confronted by the 
witnesses. Here is a man locked up in prison; the case comes to 
trial before a court-martial; he can not get out on bail to go and 
attend the examination, to examine or cross-examine the witnesses 
upon such matters as might arise in the course of the trial. The 
constitutional provision is necessary in every one of the judicial 
tribunals of the United States, and more eminently so in courts- 
martial. Courts-martial should know that they are subject tothe 
provisions of the Constitution of the United States, and that those 

rovisions can not be violated. I suggest to the Senator from 
aine that he insert the words “‘ at the instance of the accused.” 

Mr. HALE, There was so much noise in the Chamber that I 
could not hear the Senator. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator to put in the words 
‘depositions taken at the instance of the accused,” That, I think, 
will dispel the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will please take their 
seats and visitors to the Senate Chamber will preserve order. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill be read as proposed to be amended, so 
that we can see how it would stand. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the depositions, taken at the instance of the ac- 
cused, of witnesses stationed or residing at such adistance from the place at 
which a naval court is ordered to sit, or who are under orders and about to 
go to such a distance thatitis not practicable tosecure their pirsonal attend 
ance without incurring great expense or serious loss of time, if taken on rea 
sonable notice to the opposite party and duly authenticated, may be put in 
evidence before such court in cases not capital. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the bill read. 
heard a word the Senator from Alabama said. 
impossible to hear a word. It was not his fault, but the fault of 
the Senate. I have tried to listen tothe reading and discussion of 
this bill, but I do not know any more about it than if it had not 
been read, though I sit within a few feet of the Senator who has it 
in charge. I do not know how important this bill may be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have order, Mr. President, and let 
us stop business until we do have it. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that this is an important bill, 
and I think we had better suspend operations until order is re- 
stored and then have the bill read. I heard something said about 
trial by jury in a military court. If there is any such oppor- 
tunity allowed to the accused, I should like to know exactly how 
it comes, and what provision is made forit. I have been under 
the impression that in a military court there was not much oppor- 
tunity for a man to defend himself, and that the right of trial by 
jury was not accorded to him under those circumstances. 

Mr. HALE. Of course not, and the statement I made was to 
that effect. This is amatter in which the accused certainly ought 
to have an opportunity, on giving notice to the other side, to take 
depositions to be used in court-martial cases. Under the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Alabama it only applies to 
the side of the accused, andno harm cancomefromit. As» said, 
in many of these cases the charges are what we may call slight; 
the punishment is slight; and the party accused ought to have the 
opportunity of giving notice to the Government and taking depo- 
sitions, which can be done at very little expense, where if wonld 
be impossible for him to attend when he is a thousand niles 
away. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not going to object to the bill. I think 
the accused ought to have that right, but I was in absolute igno- 
rance of whether this was a provision for the benefit of the accused, 
or whether it was in the interest of the Government and against 
the accused. If it is an attempt to give greater protection to the 
individual charged with an offense. I am in favor of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will once more re- 
quest that the Senate shall be in order. Senators will please re- 
sume their seats and visitors to the Senate Chamber will observe 
the rules of the Senate. The Chair will call the attention of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to the necessity of enforcing the rule. [A 
pause.} The Senator from Colorado asks that the bill be again 
read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letushavethe ruie enforced, Mr, President. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the bill read. It has not 
been read in the hearing of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iinsist before the bill is read that we shall 
have order. Wehaveplenty of time. The whole session is before 
us now, and let us start out with good order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary again read the bill as amended. 

Mr. HOAR. Who is to determine under the bill what seems to 
be an essential preliminary to the validity of a deposition whether 
the evidence can be had and whether the party can not attend? 
It seems to me that there should be somewhere lodged the power 
to decide that question. The court-martial, when a deposition is 
offered, or the magistrate who takes the deposition, or somebody 
should determine that question, because the deposition is valid in 
one case and in the other it is not. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, we can make no iron rule that shall 
settle that. 1 can not conceive of any language that is better than 
that employed in the bill. It is only to be done in such cases. 
suppose if the privilege is abused, or if it was sought to give the 
deposition of a witness who was near by and whom the court knew 
could be had, the court would not receive the deposition, but 
would send for the witness. For the present I can not think of 
any description that would settle that any better than it is now. 
The court itself must decide whether it will receive the deposition 
under the circumstances, as all courts do. 


I have not 
It was utterly 
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Mr. HOAR. Suppose there should be added these words, which 
will carry out the idea suggested by the Senator: 


Such deposition to be admissible in case the tribunal to whom it is offered 
find that the aforesaid cause for taking the same exist. 


Mr. HALE. That would put it in a form which would un- 
doubtedly be the practice. 


Mr. HOAR. I dare say it might be, but I think it better to 
have the words inserted. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

Such deposition to be admissible in case the tribunal to whom it is offered 
find that the aforesaid cause for taking the same exist. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the next bill in order on 
the Calendar will be stated, the Chair would say to the Senator 
from Maine that he understood the Senator to state that he had 
another bill which he desired to be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I have sent for the other bill, but I want to exam- 
ine it a little further, and will not call it up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar will be proceeded 
with. 

ABRAM G. HOYT. 


The bill (S. 1981) for the’ relief of Abram G. Hoyt was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. WARREN Feb- 
ruary 5, 1900, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1981) for the 
relief of Abram G. Hoyt, having had the same under consideration, submit 
the following report thereon: 

In the Fifty-first Congress H. R. 3609, in similar language, was favorably 
reported to the House from the Committee on Claims by House Report No. 
1658, which your committee adopt as their report and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The report is as follows: 

{House Report No. 1658, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3699) for 
the relief of Abram G. Hoyt, having carefully considered the same, beg leave 
to submit the following report: 

Abram G. Hoyt, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., was, during the year 1876, designated 
depositary of the United Statesin the city of Santa Fe, Territory of New 
Mexico. One A. P. Gates was employed in the office of the designated deposi- 
tary asa clerk, having the care and charge of the books and papers pertain- 
ing tothe duties of thesaid office. He came to Mr. Hoyt highly recommended 
by gentlemen of character and high standing. 

Between February 23, 1876, and March 17, 1876, while engaged in making a 
thorough examination of the books and papers of the designated depositary, 
Mr. Hoyt discovered that Gates had committed an embezzlement of $2,943.(2; 
that the books had been altered, and that the balances in many instances 
were false ones. Previous to the date of this examination Mr. Hoyt was 
ignorant of the defalcation of Gates. a verifying the fact he at once 
replaced the entire amount of the embezzlement. 

Gates was first employed in the said office on or about the Ist ow of 
August, 1874, and so remained as a clerk up to the 23d day of February, 1876, 
when his employment ceased. 

In December, 1874, he stole acheck after it had been paid by Mr. Hoyt, and 
previous to its cancellation. The check was signed by Capt. A. J. McGonigle, 
assistant quartermaster, for the sum of $188.98. Gates negotiated the check 
after it had been paid, and had it paid asecond time by said Hoyt; and there- 
after, from December, 1874, until February 23, 1876, he at divers times stole 
and negotiated certain checks in the same manner, and Mr. Hoyt paid them 
all a second time. ’ 

Through the efforts of Mr. Hoyt, Gates was arrested, tried, and convicted 
of the theft, and sentenced to two years’ imprisonment. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask some member of the com- 
mittee—I do not see the Senator who reported the bill in his seat— 
whether they think it desirable to establish the precedent that a 
designated depository shall be reimbursed for money stolen by 
trusted employees? I have in mind the case of the First Na- 
tional Bank of New York, which lost $790,000 through a trusted 
employee. Is the Government of the United States to be held re- 
sponsible for the repayment of that money? In theabsence of the 
chairman of the committee reporting the bill, I think it had better 
go over unless some Senator can explain it. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over. 

PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF THE DIOCESE OF WASHING- 
TON, 


The bill (S. 2399) to amend section 2 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to incorporate the convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of the Diocese of Washington” was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr, Baker Febru- 
ary 5, 1900, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2399) to amend section 2 of an act entitled *‘An act to incorporate the 
convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the diocese of Washington,” 
make a favorable report thereon. The object of the bill is to remove the 
ambiguity in the original act of incorporation, so as to make it certain that 
the corporation referred to shall have power to take contributions and 
bequests for the purpose of the episcopal residence and such educational 
institutions as may be founded by the convention. 


The favorable report of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia is 
given below. 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 25, 1900. 

DEAR Sirk: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia recommend 
favorable action upon Senate bill 2399, ** To amend section 2 of an act entitled 
‘An act to incorporate the convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of 
the diocese of Washington,’” which was referred to them at your instance 
for their examination and report. 

The object of this bill is to remove any doubt there may be as to the right 
of the body corporate under said act to take and hold real estate, under the 
words “ grants and devises,” for the purpose of an episcopal residence, dioce- 
san house, church, colleges, church or parish schools, etc. There has been 
some question whether under section 2 of the act of March 16, 1898, the cor- 
poration may take real estate by deed or will. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN B. WIGHT, President. 

Senator JAMEs McMILLAN, 

Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a question under the language of 
this bill as to the quantity of real estate that may be held. I think 
it is entirely too indefinite. I sent for the original law of March 
16, 1896, which this bill proposes to amend so as to give greater 
power tothe Protestant Episcopal Church of the diocese of Wash- 
ington to hold real estate according to the report which has just 
been read. The question now is whether under this new grant of 
power they could not hold real estate indefinitely, and I should 
like to have a limitation on that power. _ : 

I call the attention of the Senator reporting the bill to the exact 
language as it occurs here: 

That the said corporation shall have full power and authority to take and 
hold subscriptions, contributions, donations, grants, devises, or bequests, in 
money, real estate, or otherwise, which heretofore have been made or which 
may hereafter be made for the purpose of an episcopal residence, diocesan 
house, church colleges, church or parish schools, churches, or mission chapels, 
and forthe purpose of creating a permanent fund or endowment for the sup- 
port of the episcopate in said diocese. 


The language of the bill would extend the right to hold real 
estate to any andevery purpose. They could hold land for endow- 
ment purposes. I move to amend by adding at the end of the 
bill the words: 


And provided further, That under this act no real estate shall be held for 
any other purpose than an episcopal residence, diocesan house, church col- 
leges, church or parish schools, churches, and mission chapels. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I think if the Senator will add the words “‘ or 
for similar uses ” it wil answer his purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know about “similar uses.” 
might extend that indefinitely. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; it must be of like kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not believe in granting to any corpora- 
tion the power to hold indefinite amounts of real estate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The object of the bill is not to do other than 
what the Senator desires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But if you begin to specify you may exclude 
unwittingly, and if you add the words ‘‘or for like uses” you 
will serve your purpose and there will be no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not see that there are “‘iike uses;” and 
if that language is employed, who is to determine what those 
“like uses” are and all that? What other uses can they have for 
the land except for an episcopal residence? That is all that is 
named here. Then, there is a drag net at the end of the bill. I 
want to get it right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add 
the following: 

And provided further, That under this act no real estate shall be held for 


any other purpose than an episcopal residence, diocesan house, church col- 
leges, church or parish schools, churches, and mission chapels. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Before the question is put, I would suggest 
to the Senator to use words giving a little more latitude, such as 
**for the like purposes,” which he really has in mind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What would bea “like purpose?” Let us 
see. We understand the English language just about as well as 
the ordinary average person, and let us specify what that like 
purpose is, 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. An orphan asylum, for instance. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; an orphan asylum might be one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am willing to put that in, but I do not 
want the bill toso read that the object for which it is designed can 
be avoided. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think perhaps the language in connection 
with the bill may be broad enough. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is ample. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

N. M. BROOKS. 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Cal- 
endar two small bills reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, which are merely formal in character,and will excite 
no debate. The first one is the bill (S. 4284) to authorize Capt. 
N. M. Brooks, Superintendent of Foreign Mails, Post-Office Depart- 
ment, to accept a decoration tendered to him by the Emperor of 
Germany. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HON, GEORGE D. MEIKLEJOHN, 


Mr. LODGE. The next measure for which I ask present con- 
sideration is the bill (S. 4489) to authorize Hon. George D. Meikle- 
john, Assistant Secretary of War, to accept a decoration tendered 
to him by the Government of Sweden and Norway. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IRA J. PAXTON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4830) to correct the military record 
of Ira J. Paxton. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment to 
insert at the end of the bill the words ‘‘on account of being under 
18 years of age,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Ira J. Paxton, late a private in Company I, Eighth Regiment Missouri 
State Militia, and to issue to him a discharge as of date August 2, 1862, on 
account of being under 18 years of age. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there a report in the case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the report may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The report submitted by Mr. COCKRELL May 31, 1900, was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4830) 
to correct the military record of Ira J. Paxton, have duly considered the 
same and submit the following report: 

This bill directs the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Ira J. Paxton and issue to him an honorable dis- 
charge as of date August 2, 1862. 

Your committee hereto attach the letter from the War Department as 
part of this report. The facts, as shown by the petition of the claimant, 
verified by his affidavit and by the affidavits of his father, brother, and sev- 
eral citizens and comrades, are that claimant was born December 12, 1845, 
and on March 13, 1862, being 16 years and 9 months old, enlisted in Company 
I, Eighth Regiment Missouri State Militia, without the permission or consent 
of his father and against his wishes and without his knowledge. 

The company afterwards camped near his father’s residence. His father 
visited the camp and begged his minor son to return home to aid him and his 
mother to care for five small children at home. His father’s importunities 
continued, — that his three older brothers were defending the flag and 
country, and finally the son yielded to the demands of his father and returned 
home and remained there during the war openly,and known to the company 
officers and soldiers, who were at times camped in the neighborhood, and vis- 
ited his father’s house and saw and talked with him and never asked for his 
return and never made any complaints to him for his absence. 

Under the law at the time there was no authority to enlist or accept him 
of his then age into the service, and such enlistment was in violation of the 
law and orders. 

His father could have had him discharged on writ of habeas corpus beyond 
any doubt, and in such a case the War Department has authority to remove 
such charge and issue discharge. It is perfectly manifest that this soldier 
did not intend to desert the flag or the cause of his country, and did not be- 
lieve he was committing any offense, and did believe that, in obedience to his 
father's demands, he was doing right in staying at home to aid his parents 
and his brothers anil sisters, only small children. He did not know that he 
was charged with desertion until after the close of the war. 

The War Department has no authority to remove such charge and the case 
is exceptional. 

Your committee believe that this stain upon the record of this soldier and 
citizen should be removed, and a discharge granted to him as of date August 
2, 1862, and report the bill back to the Senate and recommend its passage with 
an amendment by adding ‘‘on account of being under the age of 18 years.” 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, March 30, 1890. 


Srr: In reply to your letter of yesterday, received to-day, in which you re- 
nest to be furnished with the complete military and medical record of Ira 
. Paxton, as of Company I, Eighth Missouri State Militia, together with such 
facts as the records show relative to the soldier's desertion, ete., I beg to in- 
form you that the records show that Ira J. Paxton was enrolled March 13, 1862, 
at Linn Creek, Mo., as a private in Captain Reeder’s company, Missouri State 
Militia, which eventually became Company I, Eighth Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry, and that he deserted at Warsaw, Mo., August 2, 1862, never there- 
after returning to his commund, which remained in the service until April 
23. 1865. It does not appear that he was under medical treatment at any time 
during his service. 
It is stated on the records that he was born in Hickory County, Mo.; was 
18 years of age at the time of enlistment; by occupation, a farmer; 5 feet 3} 
inches high: of fair complexion, and that he had hazel eyes and dark hair. 
No record has been found of any application for removal of the charge of 
desertion, nor does it appear that the case has heretofore been under investi- 
ation. 
. It is proper to add that in the absence of an explanation of the circum- 
stances under which this soldier left his command, and of his failure to re- 
turn thereto, the Department is unable to determine whether the case is cov- 
ered by the provisions of the act of Congress os March 2, 1889, the law 
governing the subject of removal of charges of desertion. 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN TWEEDALE, 
Acting Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. F. M. CocKRELL, United States Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CLARA H, FULFORD. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 21) for the relief of Clara H. Fulford. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which will be read for the information of the Senate, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it a long report? 
long, I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithink I can state the facts. The report 
is quite long. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itisashort report. Let it be read. 

The report (submitted by Mr. TELLER June 2, 1900) was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 21) for the re- 
lief of Clara H. Fulford, having considered the same, respectfully recom- 
mend that the bill shall pass. 

Your committee further report that Congress passed an act which was ap- 
proved January 20, 1897, and is as follows: 

* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and is hereby, instructed to redeem, in favor of the heirs at law of D. Ful- 
ford, two bonds of the United States, consols of 1867, of the denomination of 
$500, $100, and known as five-twenties, said bonds having been destroyed by 
fire the 9th day of July, 1872, and to pay to the heirs at law of said D. Fulford 
the amount of said bonds, together with accrued interest from July 1, 1872, to 
the date of the maturity of said bonds. 

“Sec. 2. That the said heirs of D. Fulford shall also execute and file with 
the Secretary of the Treasury a bond with sufficient sureties, to be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, in the penalty of $2,000, conditioned to 
save harmless the United States from loss or liability on account of said 
bonds or the interest accrued thereon: Provided, That as itappears from the 
records of the Treasury Department that there are now outstanding and un- 
paid a $100 coupon bond, No. 83482, and two $500 coupon bonds, Nos. 12792 
and 34411, of the loan known as consols of i887, of which the last coupon bears 
date of July 1, 1872, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to proceed against said bond of indemnity whenever said coupoy 
bonds shall have been redeemed. 

“Approved, January 20, 1897." 

When the above bill was reported to the Senate by the Committee on 
Claims, the committee in its report said: 

“It has been ascertained by your committee that D. Fulford, deceased, who 
is represented in this claim by his heirs, was a minister of the Methodist 
Church and a resident of Dekalb, N. Y.,and was the owner of four Govern- 
ment bonds, ono for $500 and one for $100 and two for $0 each. On the 9th of 
July, 1872, these bonds were destroyed ina fire which consumed his residence. 
He was unable to describe them or give their numbers, as he had failed to 
yrocare arecord thereof. He had received payment of the coupons due July 

, 1872. His understanding was that all the bonds destroyed by fire were of 
the class known as consols of 1867. The accompanying letter of the Secretary 
of the ‘l'reasury confirms this understanding as to the $500 and $100 bonds, but 
indicates an error regarding the character of the two $50 bonds 

“Your committee has concluded upon the evidence that Mr. Fulford was 
the owner of the bonds described, and that the bonds were destroyed by fire 
asclaimed. The Secretary of the Treasury answers in his communication, 
herewith submitted, that the outstanding $100 bond may be one of Mr. Ful- 
ford’s burned bonds, but says he has no way of determining which. if either, 
of the two outstanding $500 bonds belonged to him. No process of investiga- 
tion can bring the missing bonds any closer to identification than this. It is 
reasonable to presume that one of them was his property and that the 3100 
unredeemed bond of the same class was also his : 

* Your committee is satisfied that the entire claim of the heirs of D. Fulford 
is a just one; that the Government was the recipient from him of the face of 
these bonds; and that he should be compensated, though nnabie, through 
misfortune, to present the evidence of governmental indebtedness 

“The accompanying paper hereto attached is submitted as part of this 
report. 


Is there objection to the present 
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“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 25, 1896. 

“Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
18th instant. inclosing Senate bill for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford, and 
requesting the oe of the Department as to whether a bond of indemnity 
can be so framed as to protect the United States from loss should the bill be- 
come a law; andalso desiring to know how many bonds are now outstanding 
and unpaid, known as consols of 1867, denominations of $100 and $500, of which 
the last coupon paid is dated July 1, 1872. 

“In reply { have to form you that Mr. Fulford made application to this 
Department for the payment of $700 United States 5.26 per cent coupon bonds, 
known as consols of 1867, alleged to have been destroyed by fire July 9, 1872, 
viz: Two bonds of the denominations of $50 each, one bond of $100, and one 
bond of $00. He was unable to give the numbers of the bonds, and his only 
means of identifying them was by the date of the last matured coupons de- 
tached and sold, which he said were dated July 1, 1872, he having collected 
the interest on the bonds to that date. An examination of the records of this 
Department shows that there are no $50 coupon bonds outstanding of the 
consols of 1867 of which the last coupon paid was dated July 1, 1872; and of 
the denominations of $100 and $500 of said loan there are found to be outstand- 
ing one bond of $100, No. 83482, and two of $500, Nos. 12792 and 34411, of which 
the last coupon paid was dated July 1, 1872. It is evident, therefore, that the 
$50 bonds aleael to have been destroyed do not belong to the loan of consols 
of 1867, and assuming that the $100 bond referred to is one of the lost bonds, 
there is apparently no way of determining which, if either, of the two $500 
bonds was the property of Mr. Fulford. 

“In view of these facts, and to further protect the Government against a 
second payment by reason of the passage of said bill, it is respectfully sug- 
gested that Senate bill be amended so as to cover the redemption of $600 only 
of the amount claimed, and that a proviso be inserted therein to the follow- 
ing effect, viz: ‘ Provided, That as it appears from the records of the Treas- 
ury Department that there are now outstanding and unpaid a $100 coupon 
bond, No. 83482, and two $500 coupon bonds, Nos. 12792 and 34411, of the loan 
known as consols of 1867, of which the last coupon paid bears date of July 1, 
1872, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pro- 
ceed against said bond of indemnity whenever said coupon bonds shall have 


been redeemed.’ 
“Very respectfully, S. WILKE, Acting Secretary. 
“Hon. R. F. Perrvicgrew, 
“* United States Senate.” . 


The two bonds of $50 each provided for in this bill are the bonds referred 
to in the above report, and are as yet unpaid. 

It is the opinion of your committee that a bond can be prepared by the 
Treasury Department so as to protect the interest of the Government, and 
that the two $50 bonds should be paid. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like toask the Senator from Colorado 
{[Mr. TELLER] what evidence the committee had of the burning of 
those bonds. This is a pretty dangerous precedent to establish. 

Mr. TELLER. So far as that is concerned, there was no doubt 
that bonds were burned. Of course it isa little uncertain whether 
these two bonds were, because the claimant was not quite prepared 
to describe them. These bonds have never come to the Depart- 
ment, and no claim for interest has been made since, and the De- 
eh itself believes those bonds were the bonds which were 

urned, 

Mr. ALDRICH. A large number of bonds of different issues 
have never been paid by the Government. If hereafter persons, 
knowing the numbers of the bonds, should file claims, it would be 
a very unfortunate thing for the Government. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no controversy but that this man lost 
certain fifty-dollar bonds. That is proved. I think it is clear 
enough that these were the bonds. We suppose they were. If it 
should turn out that there were other bonds and that these were 
not the bonds which were burned. the bond that the claimant is 
to give will be ample to protect the Government. It is a small 
matter, and has been before the commuttee two orthree times, I 
hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to be advised by the Senator in 
charge of the bill why it is that the widow is entitled to this 
money and not the heirs of the deceased also? 

Mr. TELLER. That is a point which I do not recall now with- 
out going over the case again. It was not large enough for me to 
carry in my mind a great while. But I have no doubt it is cor- 
rect that the widow is entitled to the money, or the committee 
would not have so reported. Perhaps the Senator whose con- 
stituent this woman is may be able to tell about it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The widow is about 75 years old, and with- 
out property. She has some children who are of age and abun- 
dautly able to take care of themselves, and therefore I drew the 
bill so as to give the money to her. I think she is the person who 
ought to have it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In the original bill, passed upon 
the application of the heirs of Mr. Fulford, noprovision was made 
for the two fifty-dollar bonds. It isnowclaimed that those should 
be paid, and that point suggests an inquiry, namely: The letter of 
the Department of January 25, 1896, only says that the two bonds 
of the denomination of $50 each do not belong to the loan of 1867, 
known as consols of 1867, and it further fails to show that there 
were any fifty-dollar bonds of any issue outstanding and unpaid. 
I suppose it is all right, but I think the evidence ought to bea 
little more precise and particular. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Is there objection to the present 
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INTERSTATE AND WEST INDIAN EXPOSITION AT CHARLESTON, §&, C. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8. 4673) to encourage the holding of an interstate and West In- 
dian exposition in the city of Charleston, in the State of South 
Carolina, in the year 1901. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
bill, which will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation, 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 6, page 8, line 4, there is evidently 
a word left out. It reads: ‘‘The United States shall not in any 
manner nor under any circumstances be liable for any of said 
South Carolina Interstate and West Indian Exposition Associa- 
tion.” It ought to read ‘‘for any acts or doings.” I move to 
insert ‘‘acts or doings.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend section 6, page 8, 
line 4, by inserting, after the words ‘‘for any,” the words ‘‘ acts 
or doings.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I wish to suggest to the Senator 
from South Carolina that there are two appropriating clauses in 
the bill. One appropriates $75,000 for the building, and then 
there is another clause which appropriates $250,000, apparently 
including the building. There are two appropriating clauses; 
and while I do not wish to propose any amendment, [ suggest 
that if it passes here and goes to the House it will be well enough 
to look at it and not have two appropriating clauses in the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will point out anything 
that is defective and let us fix it right now. We do not want to 
have any hitch or a double appropriation. We want merely the 
appropriation of $250,000, and that is all we do want. Seventy- 
five thousand dollars of that amount, as I understand the bill, is 
for buildings, and $175,000 for all other expenses. It isa dupli- 
one or was intended to be a duplicate, of the Buffalo Exposition 

ill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On page 5, I noticed, as the bill 
was being read, this language in line 21: 

But the contract for said building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of 
$75,000, said sum being hereby appropriated for said purpose out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Now, if I can find it in a moment, there is another appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is at the bottom of page 6. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Beginning near the bottom of 
page 6, the bill reads: 

And the total cost of said building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of 
$75,000, nor shall the expenses of said Government exhibit for each and every 
other purpose connected therewith, including transportation, exceed the sum 
of $175,000, amounting in all— 

‘‘Amounting in all,” it says— 
to not exceeding the sum of $250,000, which said sum of $250,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury. 

There are two appropriation clauses. 1 do not think itis neces- 
sary to appropriate in the first instance. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that we strike out, in line 22, page 
5, after the word ‘‘dollars,” the words ‘‘said sum being hereby 
appropriated for said purpose, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
priation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 5 I move to strike out lines 22, 23, 
= 24, Then that will leave the other appropriation and make 
only one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senate from Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, section 3, line 22, after the word 
‘** dollars,” strike out: 

Said sum being hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneyin 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, transmitted to the Senate resolutions 
on the death of Hon. Cushman K. Davis, late a Senator from the 
State of Minnesota; Hon. John H. Gear, late a Senator from the 


It is all included in the last appro- 
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State of Iowa; Hon. John H. Hoffecker, late a Representative 


from the State of Delaware, and Hon. William D, 
Representative from the State of New Jersey. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 11548) to authorize the Kingston Bridge and Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Clinch River 
at Kingston, Tenn.; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ABANDONED PROPERTY IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS, 


Mr. MONEY. Iask to have a reprint made of the bill (S. 602) 
to revive and amend an act to provide for the collection of 
abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in insurrection- 
ary districts within the United States, and acts amendatory 
thereof, so as to incorporate an amendment constituting the sixth 
section of the bill, which amendment has been reported favora- 
bly by the Committee on Claims. I ask to have the bill reprinted 
with that amendment added. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, as a matter of privilege I desire 
to call up for present consideration resolution No. 371 on the 
Calendar, found under the caption of ‘‘Subjects on the table.” 
The resolution is one introduced by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] for the purpose of referring certain 
credentials of Senators appointed from Montana tothe Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. It proposes to refer the credentials 
of William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis, appointed Senators 
from Montana, to the Committee on Privileges and Elections for 
report, and so forth. 

Mr. PETTUS. What is the motion, Mr. President? 

Mr. CARTER. That the resolution referred to be taken up for 
present consideration to the end that the credentials may be re- 
ferred and reported upon, as the resolution provides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will first be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 25th day of May, 1900, as follows: 

Resolved, That the credentials showing the ap 
= State of Montana of William A. Clark, signed by Acting Governor A. E. 
cone by Governor Robert B. Smith, be taken from the table and referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that said committee be 
directed to inquire whether either of said appointees has been duly and 
legally appointed to a seat in the Senate as Senator from said State of Mon- 


tana, and if so, to report which of said appointees is entitled to be admitted 
to the seat. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has it been to any committee? 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to refer the matter to the committee. 
The resolution has been on the table since the latter part of May. 
It will be recalled by the Senator from Missouri that the creden- 
tials of Mr. Clark were presented and laid on the table. The 
credentials of Mr. Maginnis were, I think, presented and likewise 
laid on the table. Thereupon the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections submitted resolution No. 371, which has 
just been read. That resolution was not acted upon at the last 
session of Congress. It is desirable that the State shall be 
informed who is entitled to represent it upon the floor. An effort 
has been made by the lieutenant-governor, and likewise by the 
governor, to get an appointment to the Senate of a Senator to fill 
the vacancy created by the resignation of Mr. Clark. I do not 
know how the matter can be disposed of except by the reference 
provided for in the resolution. 1 think the State is entitled to a 
prompt report upon the resolution, and that such a report should 
indicate who is entitled to the seat under the appointments now 
pending in the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I would take the liberty of sug- 

gesting to the Senator from Montana that the resolution which it 
is now proposed to adopt should make provision for due notice 
being given to these several gentlemen, one of whom, as I am in- 
formed, is in the distant State of Montana, and he should have an 
opportunity to be present at the time the investigation is to be 
entered upon by the committee. 
_ Mr. CARTER. I understand that such notice would be given 
in conformity with the regular rules of the committee. I have no 
objection whatever to having the resolution state that the respec- 
tive applicants for the seat shall be duly notified. I assume that 
that will be done. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senate would trust any committee of 
this body to see that if there were any doubt upon the title of a 
Senator to be sworn in the committee would give him a hearing 
before reporting upon the case; but supposing—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave not quite completed the sentence; then I 
will yield. Supposing it should turn out that there was no doubt 
whatever as to the title of one of these persons to take the seat in 


aly, late a 
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and the credentials showing a like appointment of Martin Maginnis, | 





the minds of anybody on the committee, it would be an injustice 
to him then to give him a notice to appear to argue in favor of a 
conclusion which the committee had already reached; and if the 
Senator’s amendment is made to the resolution that must be the 
result. 

Mr. BACON. With all due deference to the learned Senator, 
there is a difference between this and an ordinary case. If the 
investigation were to be limited to the right of a single party toa 
seat, then the proposition of the Senator would be correct. But 
the Senator will observe that here are two claimants, and the 
right of one is necessarily antagonistic to the right of the other. 
Therefore, if the committee should determine that one of the 
contestants or claimants is entitled to the seat, it would certainly 
be due to the other claimant that he should have the opportunity 
to show to the committee that they were in error. 

Mr. HOAR. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore it is important, in view of this par- 
ticular complication, that both the claimants should have notice 
not only of the investigation the committee might make as to the 
particular right of one, but of the investigation which the com- 
mittee would proceed to make as to the claimant whose right to 
the seat the other opposes. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not see any objection—— 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. CARTER). 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. CARTER. The pending business is, I understand, of the 
highest privilege, and takes precedence. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Montana to accept 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CARTER, I have no objection to the amendment, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. BACON. If the committee state it is their purpose to give 
both claimants notice and not to limit the notice to tha particular 
one whose right they may propose to investigate, I do not desire 
that there shall be any amendment proposed. If the committee 
should indicate that that is the purpose, that would be extirely 
satisfactory. 

Mr. HOAR. The chairman of the committee is not present, 
and being next in seniority I think I can safely give the assurance, 
in behalf of the committee, that these gentlemen will be noti ‘ed, 

Mr. BACON. That both of them will be notified? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business wil be 
stated. 

Mr. BACON. And that they will have the opportunity to be 
heard before the committee? 

Mr. VEST. LIappeal to the Senator from Montana to let this 
matter go over until to-morrow. I should like to look into it. It 
has come up suddenly; it is a matter of very extreme importance 
in more ways than one, and no harm can come from its going 
over until to-morrow. Although it is a question of the highest 
privilege, there is no necessity for rushing it right through the 
Senate now. 

Mr. CARTER. I beg the Senator to remember that there has 
been no undue haste in pressing it. I have no objection to the 
resolution going over until to-morrow. I do insist, however. that 
the State, having made an effort to secure a full representation 
on the floor of the Senate, is entitled to know what, if any, defect 
exists in either of the credentials, and whether the proper pro- 
ceedings have been followed to secure representation here, and 
that the State is entitled to that information at as early a date as 
practicable. That is all. I have no objection to the resolution 
going over until to-morrow. 

THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays the unfinished 
business before the Senate. It will be announced by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppres- 
sion of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine 
Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty con- 
cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 189s. 

PROMOTION OF COMMERCE AND INCREASE OF TRADE. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (8.727) to promote the commerce and increase the 
foreign trade of the United States, and to provide auxiliary 
cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use when 
necessary. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Maine inoves 


Let the matter go over 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 727. 
Does the Chair understand the Senator from South Dakota t 
demand the reading of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 


I demand the reading of the bill, 
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Mr. FRYE. I was going to ask unanimous consent that the 
formal reading might be dispensed with and that when read it 
might be read for amendment, the committee amendments to be 
first considered. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Do I understand that the Senator from 
Maine wishes to make some remarks? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes: I wish to explain the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. I will withdraw my request. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator consent to that request? 

Mr. BACON. What is it? 

Mr. FRYE. That the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, that the biil be read for amendment, and that the committee 
amendments shall first receive consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Maine that the bill has not yet been taken up for 
consideration. The question is upon the motion made by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 727, the title of which will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (8S. 727) to promote the commerce and 
increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when Mr. CHILTON’s name wascalled). My 
colleague (Mr. CHILTON] is absent on account of illness. 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I will 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER], and 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 
McLaurin]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
McBripE]. Ifhe were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and Ishould 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr, Carrery], 
and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HANNA (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish 
to inquire if the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. HANNA, I will transfer my pair with that Senator to the 
Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW], and let my vote stand. 

Mr. WARREN. On this vote I am paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. If he were present.I should vote 
in favor of taking up the bill, and I assume that the Senator from 


Washington would vote in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS -3s. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, Lodge, Quarles, 
Allison, Foster, McComas, Scott, 
Baker, Frye, McCumber, Sewell, 
Bard, Gallinger, McMillan, Shoup, 
Beveridge, Hale, Mason, Stewart, 
Carter Hanna, Nelson, Thurston, 
Clark Hansbrough, Penrose, Wetm« re, 
Cullom Hawley, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Dolliver, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Elkins Kean, Platt, N. Y. 
NAYS—20. 
Bacon, Culberson, Lindsay, Taliaferro, 
Berry Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Butler Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Tillman, 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Vest, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Sullivan, Wellington. 
NOT VOTING—27. 

Allen, Deboe, McEnery, Rawlins, 
Bate, pepe, McLaurin, Simon, 
Burrows, Dillingham, Mallory, Spooner, 
Caffery, Foraker, Martin, urley, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Money, Turner, 
Chiiton, Kyle, Pritchard, Warren. 
Daniel, McBride, Proctor, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, our present condition as a great 
maritime nation is humiliating beyond expression. With thou- 
sands of miles of seacoast equipped with fine harbors, boundless 
forests, iron and coal enough to supply the world, skilled mechan- 
ics, enterprising shipbuilders, the largest exportations of any coun- 
‘try in the world, imports amounting last year to $840,000,000, and 
abundant capital, we have permitted other countries—our com- 
mercial rivals, our inferiors in most of these regards—to seize upon 
the pathways of the oceans and hold them to our practical exclu- 
sion. Last year we carried under our flag to and from Europe 


only 2} per cent of our exports and imports; to and from the world 
a fraction over 9 per cent. We paid foreign nations, principally 
Great Britain and Germany, $500,000 a day in gold for transport- 
ing our foreign commerce, 

I fail to see how anyone can be blind to the dangers of our po- 
sition in this regard. Our short and decisive war with Spain 
compelled us to hunt the seas over for transports and colliers; to 
purchase or charter forty ships from foreign nations. Suppose 
the war had lasted a year, or had been with a more powerful nation, 
and neutrality had been enforced, as it shouk. be, we would 
have been in most serious straits. As it was, our producers paid 
heavy penalties in increased freight rates. Great Britain in her 
war with the Boers had transports enough; but even then rates 
were seriously advanced in the East. Suppose there should be a 
European war or a conflict between Great Britain and Germany, 
what would become of our enormous export trade? Who would 
be our carriers? Who would pay the war insurance premiums on 
our cargoes, even if carriers could be found? We should suffer 
almost as seriously as either of the combatants. Our farmers, 
manufacturers, and wage-earners would pay almost as much as 
a cost of the war as they. 

From a purely commercial point of view in peaceful hours 
could anything be less helpful to us than the employment of 
agencies whose interests were entirely antagonistic toours? How 
would they help us to find markets for our products? Could we 
expect them to be ambitious to extend our foreign trade? 

I have been trying for many years to find a remedy for this un- 
fortunate condition. A few years ago, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I reported a bill to the Senate, which became 
a law, removing all statute burdens from our ships. The decline 
still kept on. 1 reported an amendment to the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill, intended and well designed to establish steamship 
lines to the South American Republics and to promote our trade 
with them. It becamea law, but the Postmaster-General refused 
to execute it, resorting to the statutes authorizing the Post-Oftice 
Department to compel our vessels to take and deliver the mails, 
receiving as compensation sea and inland postage not sufficient 
to pay the actual cost of the service. Congress repealed those 
statutes, 

In 1891 I reported from the Committee on Commerce two bills, 
one paying a bounty to all ships engaged in the foreign trade, the 
other postal subsidies. The bounty was nearly double that con- 
tained in the pending measure. It passed the Senate and was 
defeated in the House by a majority of 3. The subsidy bill cost 
me several months of hard work. Tobe certainof providing rates 
just and adequate for the several classes of steamers I consulted 
leading experts, who made most careful and painstaking exami- 
nation. The completed bill was submitted to capitalists who were 
willing to consider the propriety of establishing steamship lines 
to South America, in the Pacific, and across the Atlantic. 

I received assurances that if the bill was enacted into law six or 
eight lines would be established of ships from 14 to 21 knots an 
hour. The House crippled the bill by a large and unscientific 
reduction of rates, returned it to the Senate too latein the session 
for any contest, and it becamealaw. Of course, it proved a dead 
failure. We did succeed under it in securing the American Line 
from New York to Southampton by admitting the New York and 
Paris to an American registry on condition that the company 
should build two ships here of like tonnage and speed. But those 
four ships have ever since been run at a loss to the corporation, 
not to us, for their value as auxiliaries to our Navy during the 
Spanish war was beyond computation. 

Now, in these regards we are at our worst when we should be 
at our best. The world hasentered upon a fierce commercial war, 
each of the great powers seeking an extension of its forei 
markets. The most of them are already intrenched in all of the 
commercial ports of the world, with subsidized steamship lines, 
banking facilities, long-established business agencies. They are 
all, too, looking especially to the East for the desired extension; 
Russia, England, Germany, France, and Italy are paying $5,000,- 
000 in aid of steamship lines to Asia, while we are paying $48,000; 
and yet our necessities are as pressing, if not more so, than theirs, 

Our productive forces are greater than those of any other coun- 
try. e raise more wheat, ten times more corn, five times more 
cotton, produce more coal, more pig iron, more copper, have 
cheaper freight rates on rail, by river and lake, than any country 
in the world. Our product from farm, factory, shop, and mine is 
increasing enormously. During the last three years we have ex- 
ported $500,000,000 worth more of farm products than during the 
preceding three years. Our manufactures are showing a corre- 
sponding increase. In 1897 we exported$151,000,000 and imported 
twice more than weexported. Last year we exported $200,000,000 
more than we imported. 

This increase will continue, and to us an extension of our for- 
eign markets is an absolute necessity if prosperity is to continue, 
for an unsold surplus would prove its death knell, In some re- 


gards there is no nation better equipped to secure its share of the 
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tradeof the Pacific thanours. With our Pacific coast, Hawaiiand 
Pearl Harbor, the bestin the Pacific; Tutuilla, with the second best 
harbor, a coaling and naval station already completely equipped 
there; Guam, a coaling station and a landing place for our cable, 
and I sincerely hope that the cable will be provided for at this ses- 
sion; the Philippine ae with Manila for a distributing 
point for our products, we ack but one thing—ships to carry our 
exports. This is a serious handicap. One of the most efficient 
possible agencies for the extension of our markets would be Ameri- 
can ships, officered by intelligent, active, and interested American 
citizens, seeking markets for our goods, establishing abroad all the 
necessary agencies for trade. 

Why do we find ourselves in this unfortunate and humiliating 
condition as to our foreign carrying trade? In my opinion there 
can be but one answer. Our ships costing 25 per cent more than 
those of England and Germany, with operating charges at least 
40 per cent greater by reason of higher wages and better living, 
unprotected, are compelled to compete with those protected. 

e outstrip other nations in nearly all of the industries by law 
encouraged and protected. This one alone, more important than 
any other, because national, is left to fight the battle with the 
world unaided. We have to-day a most magnificent fleet of coast- 
wise, river, and lake vessels, with a tonnage of documented and 
undocumented close on to six millions. It carried last year 168,- 
000,000 tons of freight and 200,000,000 passengers at lower rates 
than elsewhere known. 

This industry has been protected for a hundred years by a law 
prohibiting any foreign ship from engaging in it. 

This brings me to the consideration of the pending measure. 
Three years ago, instructed by resolutions of State legislatures, of 
political conventions, of commercial organizations, by recom- 
mendations of public officials, it seemed to me that our people 
were taking a greater interest in the restoration of our merchant 
marine than ever before, and that it was an opportune time to 
once more call the attention of Congress to the subject. I found, 
however, a great diversity of opinion among friends of the ship 
as to the remedy to be proposed. Discriminating duties had 
many advocates; bounties, subsidies, free ships each some. I 
knew that success was dependent upon united action. As a 
method of securing that I selected a committee of twenty-five, all 
friends of Congressional action; some of them shipbuilders and 
ship owners, experts, required for intelligent conclusions; a ma- 
jority having no interest other than as American citizens; those 
interested hardly any two in the same trade or in the same type of 
ships, selected from every part of the country; some favoring each 
proposed remedy except that of free ships, a majority at the start 
for discriminating duties. 

This committee was composed as follows: Senators HANNA, EL- 
KINS, PERKINS, FRYE, gentlemen who hadshown greatinterest, and 
some of whom had had experience in shipping matters; Hon. Sr- 
RENO E. PAYNE, then chairman of the House Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine; Charles H. Cramp, the well-known shipbuilder of 
Philadelphia; C. P. Huntington, who has probably at Newport 
News the finest shipyard in the world; Samuel S. Sewall, repre- 
senting the largest building company of sailing ships in the coun- 
try; Edwin W. Hyde, connected with the Bath shipbuilding works; 
C. A. Griscom, president of the American Line; Joseph P. Grace, 
representing the line between New York and Chile; H. P. Booth, 
president of the New York and Cuba Mail; William P. Clyde, 

resident of the Clyde Steamship Company; Eugene T. Chamber- 

ain, Commissioner of Navigation; Theodore C. Search, president 
of the National Manufacturers’ Association, the largest associa- 
tion, probably, that is known in the world, having a membership 
from nearly every State in the Union, an association whose sole 
object is to promote the export trade of the United States; Aaron 
Vanderbilt, secretary of the American Shipping League; Harvey 
D. Goulder, attorney for the Lake Carriers’ Association, one of the 
mostaccomplishedadmiralty lawyers in the United States; Charles 
H. Keep, secretary of the Lake Carriers’ Association, which rep- 
resents nine-tenths of the lake interests; D. D. C. Mink, president 
of the Coastwise Steamship Association, having no interest in this 
subject except asan American citizen and understanding shipping 
interests; A. R. Smith, formerly editor of the Seaboard, now sec- 
retary of the New York Commission of Commerce; Frank J. Firth, 
president of the Lake Carriers’ Association, and Thomas Clyde, of 
the Clyde Steamship Company. Thesubject-matter was commit- 
ted to this committee in 1897. 

Leaving out myself, Mr. President, I think it would be very dif- 
ficult to select from the entire country men more capable of just 
and intelligent conclusions. It was possibly unfortunate for the 
American Line that Mr. Griscom, its president, was made chair- 
man. To escape even the seeming of selfish purpose for his own, 


he assented to terms which gave that line the lowest-subsidy. 
Knowing that the subject to be considered would involve many 
important legal questions, I advised the an of counsel, 
Hon. George F. Edmunds was very wisely selected. The commit- 
tee was indefatigable in its labors, meeting many times in New 


York, Philadelphia, and Washington. After full, complete, and 
the most careful consideration this committee finally, with entire 
unanimity, decided against discriminating duties, against dis- 
criminating tonnage taxes, against bounties to be paid on the ex- 
portation of the products of the American farm, and in favor of 
sailing bounties for our ships, and in my opinion these conclu- 
sions were eminently wise. 

I am aware that in the early days when we carried but little of 
our commerce we adopted discriminating duties and that our car- 
rying trade increased. I am equally aware that we surrendered 
the discriminating duties. Theconditions prevailing then do not 
prevail at all to-day. Then we were not an exporting nation. 
Then we imported the most of what we used in the country. Then 
other countries discriminated and could not complain of our doing 
so. Then we had nocommercial treaties with other nations; and 
then, again, no man could tell whether or not it was the discrimi- 
nating duties which increased our carrying trade. Wehad atthe 
same time a prohibitory tonnage tax against certain classes of 
ships—absolutely prohibitory.e How much did that have to do 
with our getting our carrying trade back? Again, in those days 
we built the cheapest ships built in the world. We even built 
ships for other nations. Then, again, there was not the difference 
in wages in those days nor in the manner of living on shipboard 
there is to-day. 

Suppose you pass a law providing for discriminating duties of 
10, 15, or 20 per cent; who knows but that the next Congress would 
repeal it? With the danger of such repeal, do you suppose you 
are going to induce any capital to build these ships, costing all 
the way from a million to two million dollars apiece? Take our 
position to-day. See where we would be under discriminating 
duties. Of course no duty can be laid on exports, and we must 
deal with imports alone. Our imports last year amounted to 
$840,000,000. Thirty-five per cent of those were raw materials 
for our manufacturers. Is it likely that Congress would impose 
a duty on those raw materials? Isit likely that the country would 
receive that with favor? Again, 44 per cent of all those imports 
are on the free list, placed there by Congress for good and un- 
doubtedly sufficient reasons. Would Congress, then, turn around 
and impose a duty of 10 or 15 percent on theentire free list? Cer- 
tainly it would not. Then it leaves us with three or four hundred 
niillion dollars in imports and a discriminating duty to establivh 
our merchant marine once more upon the oceans of the world, It 
is simply an utterly absurd proposition. It would not be a baga- 
telle in solving the problem. 

Take the matter of bounties on exports. Can you place a 
bounty on wheat? Ido not think the Constitution would permit 
it. Can you select certain products of the farm and place boun- 
ties upon them? I am inclined to think that the lawyers here 
would say ‘‘no.” But there are twenty or thirty treaties which 
would be violated by such a course, and you would be compelled 
to abrogate all of them. Again, you would be compelled to pay 
those bounties to all ships alike, and you would simply leave us in 
the same relative position that we are to-day. 

Then, again, who would receive the bounties? The shin, to be 
sure. You could not hunt up the farmers all over this country 
and pay them the bounty. They had counsel here, ané he pro- 
posed a dollar a ton placed on agricultural products. But the 
tonnage of such products would amount, I think, to between 
twenty and twenty-nine million tons. That would require ar 
expenditure of from twenty to twenty-nine million dollars every 
year; and the expenditure would be to the ships, never te the 
farmer. He would not get the slightest possible benefit from it. 
while under the measure which is pending I have no doubt that 
the farmers of this country will receive an immense benefit. You 
let this bill become a law, and commence building our ships, do 
you suppose that Germany and Great Britain are going to sur- 
render without a contest the profits that they have been receiv- 
ing from our carrying trade? It will be one of the sharpest we 
have ever seen on the oceans. Every witness before our commit- 
tee and before the House committee declared that in his judgment 
it would reduce the freight rates for transportation across the 
oceans at least 25 per cent within two years. 

What is the tonnage of our exports and imports? About 
30,000,000 tons, as to our exports. Perhaps exports and imports 
both might amount to in the neighborhood of 40,000,000 tons. 
What is the average rate across the oceans of the world? [t is 
nearer $6. than $5, but call it $5, and then you have $200,000,000 
paid for freight on yourexportsand yourimports. Suppose these 
gentlemen are right and that the competition will reduce freight 
rates 25 percent. Then you havea saving of $50,000,000 a year 
in rates. Whosavesthat? Not the shipowner. He losesit, It 
is the producer who saves it. In that way the farmer, the pro- 
ducer, receives a direct benefit. In the other way of bounty it is 
utterly impossible for him to get any benefit. 

I wish to say right here what I should have said before, that in 
the matter of discriminating duties we encountered thirty-one 
commercial treaties, every one of whick we should be compelled to 
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abrogate. Some of them you can abrogate, on notice, in a year, 
some of them in two years. Those treaties are reasonably satis- 
factory to the people of the United States. Suppose that after we 
had placed discriminating duties upon the imports sent into this 
country we should desire once more to place ourselves in accord 
with the commercial nations of the earth. Do you think we 
could easily renew our treaties, when we had given this direct 
offense to all these nations of abrogation and then the discrim- 
inating duties? Our relations with the peoples of Europe to-day 
are of the very best, and our exports to them to-day are enormous, 
especially to Great Britain. Is it wise to doanything which shall 
disturb the present amicable commercial relations between us and 
those countries? 

And, as I say, the same trouble will be encountered with the 
bounties. 1 wrote to Senator Edmunds in relation to the bounty 
business, and received a reply which I think I will not take the 
time of the Senate to read, but with the consent of the Senate I 
will have it printed.as a part of my remarks. It names the 
treaties a bounty would interfere with, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection that order will be made. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 15, 1900. 


DEAR Str: Agreeably to your request, I have examined all the treaties in 
force between the United States and other countries on the subject of the 
ships of other countries being entitled to bounties on exportations if the 
United States grant bounties to its own ships, etc. The following list is 
taken from the book published this year, Compilation of Treaties in Force, 
being House Doc. No. 276, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session. This list con- 
tains the names of countries which by express provision of our treaties would 
be entitled to have their ships receive the same bounties for the exportation 
of goods from the United States that the United States may grant to its own 


ships. 

t The Argentine Republic. Treaty of 1853, page 6, article 6. 

2. Austria. Treaty of 1829, page 11, article 6. 

3. Belgium. Treaty of 1879, page 48, article 7. 
4. Bolivia. Treaty of 1858, page 63, article 4. 

5. Brazil. Treaty of 1828, pages 77-78, article 4. 
3. Colombia. Treaty of 1846, page 127, article 4. 

7. Costa Rica. Treaty of 1851, page 148, article 6. This bounty provision is 
confined to exportations between the two countries. 

8. Denmark. Treaty of 1826, e 153, article 3. 

9. Great Britain. Treaty of 1815, page 217, article 2. This bounty provision 
is limited to exportations between the two countries. 

10. Greece. Treaty of 1837, page 270, article 9. 

ll. Haiti’ Treaty of 1864, pase 279, article 2. 

12. Hanseatic Republics. Treaty of 1827 (Bremen, Hamburg, Lubeck), page 
290. article 1. These Republics are now in the North German Union. 

13. Honduras. Treaty of 1864, page 301, article 6. This bounty provision is 
limited to exportations between the two countries. 

14. Italy. Treaty of 1871, page 311, article 5. 

15. Japan. Treaty of 1894, e 355, article 8. 

16. Mecklenburg-Schwerin. eaty of 1847, page 384, article 1. 

17. Mexico. Treaties of 18351 and 1848. The bounty provision under the 
treaty of 183] is found in the large book of treaties, page 665, article 6, and is 
——— in force by the treaty of 1848, Book of Treaties in Force, page 398, 
article 17. 

18. Netherlands. Treaty of 1852, page 441, article 1. 

19. Nicaragua. Treaty of 1867, page 456, article 3. This treaty does not 
mention bounties, but provides that each country shall have every right and 
benefit or concession that may be granted to other countries at any time. 

2). Paraguay. Treaty of 1859, es article 3. Thistreaty provides that 
every favor, privilege, etc., granted to citizens of other States shall extend 
to the citizens of both countries. 

21. Peru. Treaty of 1587, e 499, article 6. 

22. Prussia. Treaty of 1828, page 518, article9. This treaty provides that 
any particular favor in navigation or commerce granted to citizens of other 
countries shall belong to citizens of both parties. 

23. Servia. Treaty of 1881, page 570, articles 1and6. This treaty provides 
that all rights, privileges, ete., enjoyed by citizens of other countries, with 
respect to commerce, etc., shall extend to the citizens of each. 

24. Sweden and Norway. Treaty of 1827, page 614, article 10. 

It will be seen from an examination of the foregoing named treaties that it 
is impossible for the United States to grant export bounties to their own 
ships without bringing into the benefits of the bounty the ships of nearly all 
the commercial ana maritime competitors of the United States, or else by the 
abrogation of quite or nearly all the treaties above referred to. 

To grant export bounties without Snaeies the treaties would obviously 
increase the advantage the foreign ships now have, for an equal increase of 
payments to two competitors always helps the stronger of the two more than 
the weaker. Sucha bounty could not m the least increase competition and 
thus lower freight charges. : 

Again. it is certain that in such case the American producer and manufac- 
nares would neither increase their exports nor get any higher prices for their 

roducts. 
- The supporters of bounty legislation as against the bill under considera- 
tion entirely mistake the nature of the bill. It issaid that speed, and not 
carrying goods, is the chief test. It is not. The very first clause of rates 
rovides for all vessels without regard tospeed. 8 is also provided for 
y additional compensation. This is important for many reasons: 

First. Speed is sometimes, and indeed often, of high importance in the 
transportation of food products, especially over warm seas or to tropical 
countries. ; 

Second. It is also very often eee in the transportation of manufac- 
tured goods, as much or more so than on land. 

Third. Fast and large ships are absolutely necessary to the safety of the 
United States in time of strain and trouble. 

Fourth. At the present time and in the future, under the existing and 
continuing international struggle for the commerce of the globe, the nation 
that does not ) a under its own flag, a great fleet of merchant vessels 
will shortly find itself incapable of either extending its commerce or of 
defending its rights and honor. 

The Constitution of the United States as it now stands is designed to pre- 
vent Congress as well as the States from enacting any class legislation what- 
ever. Equal rights and equal opportunities to nanan in any business or 
enterprise, and to receive equal or —aae nefits from public ex- 
nenditures, are among the fundamental principles embodied in that instru- 
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ment. Congress may raise and support armies and navies, and do whatever 
is fairly incidental to those ends, and thus may provide for inducing the 
building of ships which may be taken and used in the nationai defense. It 
may possibly grant bounties on the exportation of all the products of the 
country as a means of improving commercial relations with other countries. 
But if it discriminates by granting bounties on the exportation of particular 
classes of products it does at once establish a governmental! difference in favor 
of those particular classes and —— all other products — of and de- 
signed for similar exportation. It is clear to me, therefore, that a bounty on 
the exportation of woolen goods or wheat, for instance, while the exportation 
of cotton goods or corn was left unaided, would be in violation of the Con- 
stitution. I think, then, that a law granting a bounty on agricultural prod- 
ucts alone, as has been suggested, could not be upheld, just as a bounty on 
the exportation of manufactured products alone could not be upheld. 

If a bounty on exports is to be granted, it must apply to all exports. If 
such a course of legislation can be maintained at all, it must beon the ground 
that it is impartial and universal. The instance in our history of the fish- 
eries bounty stood on the principle and pay of providing seamen for 
national defense. And the sugar bounty of a few yearsago, if it could have 
been held valid at all, which is extremely doubtful, must have been upheld 
= a ground of the special and peculiar circumstances attending that 
subject. 

A general bounty on exports, if valid, must necessarily be equal, value for 
value, and if large enough to reach and benefit the original producers and 
manufacturers would be startling inamount. Every class of industry can 
be benefited in only two ways: 

First. By increasing sales at home and abroad. 

Second. By cheapening the cost of carriage from the purchaser to the 
consumer; and this can in the main only be done by enlarging the means of 
transportation and thus reducing prices of carriage through competition. 
It is true that the original cost of production can be reduced by a reduction 
of the wages of labor, which labor constitutes in almost, if not in all, cases a 
very large proportion of the value of the thing produced; but such a means 
of poses national happiness or welfare would have the opposite effect. 

have condensed these considerations in respect of bounty, and in respect 
of the opposition to the bill by those favoring the bounty, to the smallest 
compass, knowing that the committee will understand the points I have sug- 
gested and the extensive range of considerations that enter into the subject. 


Very truly, yours, 
GEO. F. EDMUNDS. 

Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 

Chairman Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. None of the committee were in favor of free ships; 
and I do not know why any of them should be. The highest duty 
of the United States of America to-day is to provide more ship- 
yards, more docks, more facilities for the construction of ships 
for the oceans. A great maritime nation like ours might just as 
well be without a constitution as without shipyards. And free 
ships would simply relegate all of our shipyards to doing Govern- 
ment work, or supplying the necessities of the coastwise trade and 
the Great Lakes. Besides, what benefit would a free ship be? 
What would you save by it? You wonld save the depreciation, 
the interest, and the insurance on the additional cost of the Ameri- 
can ship over the English, and that is all. You would save, on 
the average, about $4.50 a gross ton. That you would save, I 
admit, but you would still be handicapped by the difference of 
operation, from 40 to 80 per cent in wages, as between a foreign 
ship and your own. I assert, and I assert it without the slightest 
hesitation, that you can admit free ships to the United States to- 
day, and you will find no capital to invest inthem. You will not 
be able to sail them on the oceans of the world in competition 
with the Norwegian ships or the English. 

A bill was finally drafted embodying the views of this commit- 
tee, was presented to the Senate in the last Congress by Senator 
HANNA, and to the House by Representative Payne, referred to 
the respective committees having jurisdiction, was carefully con- 
sidered, evidence taken, discussion had, amendments adopted, 
and favorable reports were made; but for want of time the meas- 
ure was not considered. The general committee agreed to the 
amendments proposed by the Congressional committees; the press 
gave the details of the bill to the country. The result was fur- 
ther criticisms, additional amendments. All were considered, 
and those seeming reasonable were adopted. At the last session 
of this Congress the amended bills were again referred, were again 
discussed in committee, additional amendments were adopted, and 
agreed to by a subcommittee of the general committee, which was 
continually in session here. 

Finally the pending measure, with proposed amendments, was 
favorably reported to the Senate by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. In regard to it I wish to say that there never 
was any other bill before Congress which received such close and 
critical consideration, on which was expended such careful, con- 
scientious, and intelligent work. Nor was there ever one with 
this purpose in view which so generally commended itself to the 
friends of the American ship. Its critics and opponents are those 
who honestly believe in, and have always advocated, free ships, 
and the foreign lines who will not tamely submit to surrender the 
profits of their carrying trade. The former contest it from prin- 
ciple, but are not dangerous, for the country rejects their theory; 
the latter are inspired only by self-interest, one of the most power- 
ful of all motives, and they will make a most determined, vigor- 
ous, and never-ending fight. 

I now call your attention to the provisions of the pending bill. 
The first section authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to American ships registered and engaged in the foreign carrying 
trade of our exports and imports one cent and a half a ton for 
each 100 miles sailed up to 1,500; beyond the 1,500, 1 cent per ton 
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for each 100 miles. Those figures were reached with the greatest 
possible care, the only purpose being to equalize the conditions of 
the British ship and the American ship. The committee did not 
take the ships which can carry at the lowest possible cost. 

The Norwegian ships can beat the world to-day in cheapness 
of carrying. It did not take the German ships or the Spanish. 
For its comparison it took the English ship, which in wages and 
manner of living on shipboard leads the other nations, except 
perhaps, in the matter of food, Germany, and it only intended 
that it should equalize the difference between the two. That pro- 
vision applies to all ships, sail or steam, registered and engaged 
in the foreign carrying trade. It is the purest kind of democracy. 
A postal subsidy law is aristocracy; it is monopoly. The subsidy 
is paid to one great line, for instance, running between this port 
and the other port, thus practically excluding every cther line 
from running between those ports. But the provisions of this bill 
seeks to encourage the building of ships by any man who has 
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There was very much more evidence than that before the com- 
mittee as to the comparative cost of ships which I do not deem it 
necessary at this time to lay before the Senate, but the conclusion 
reached by the general committee was that from $4.60 to $5 a 
gross ton is the difference in favor of an English ship over an 
American ship. 

Now, as to the cost of operating. lam considering now wages 
alone. The Pacific Mail Steamship Company is operating the 
City of Sydney, running under the American fiag. The wages of 
officers and men, monthly, are $3,675. Corresponding ship of the 
Campania, Sud Americana de Vapores, under the Chilean flag, 
$1,408.66, the American ship wages being considerably more than 
double the wagesof the ship of the Spanish line. Pacific Maii 
steamer Peru, wages per month, $3,835; corresponding ship under 
the Chilean flag, $1,426.97; still in the American ship a good deal 
more than double the Spanish. The Sf. Louis, under the Ameri- 
can flag, monthly wages, $12,004.35; same steamship under the 


money enough to build them, and the establishing of lines by any | Belgian flag, $8,250.02. 


corporation that desires to establish them, and to run them 
between any ports they please. 

The difference between the 1,500 miles and the balance of the 
long voyages was made on the principle of the long and short 
haul, The ship that sailed but 1,500 miles would make a great 
many more entries in a year than the one that sailed 10,000 miles, 
and the former would have to handle cargo a great many times 
more frequently than the latter. The ship on the long voyage 
would have a decided advantage over the -_ on the short. It 
would pay less in port charges, because it would be less frequently 
in port. It would pay less light-house dues and other port 
charges abroad for the same reason. Therefore the committee 
believed that for voyages under 1,500 miles, which would be con- 
fined very largely to those between here and the Caribbean Sea 

rts and the West Indies, the rate fixed was wise, because we 

ave for some time been losing trade there. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The shorter-voyage vessel gets 
the greater pay? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; for reasons which were very obvious. 

Now, is the committee correct in its statement that it costs 
more to build and more to operate an American ship than it costs 
our commercial rivals to build and operate theirs? If the com- 
mittee is mistaken in that respect, then the foundation of this bill 
falisthrough. Ifthecommittee is correct, then any Senator can see 
that we never willrun American ships on the oceans against foreign 
ships until there is legislation which will equalize the difference. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does tke Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator speaks of the results of the work of 
the committee. Am I to understand him to refer to the commit- 
tee of 25 distinguished men? 

Mr. FRYE. The committee of 25 men. 

Mr. MONEY. Not the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. FRYE. I have not yet reached the Committee on Com- 
merce. I am dealing with the bill which two years ago the com- 
mittee of 25 finally concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is not this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. It isnot thisbill by any mannerof means, 

Mr. HANNA. It has been changed. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been changed very materially in a great 
many respects. 

Mr. HANNA. By the Commerce Committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 see there are changes in it. 

Mr. FRYE. Now,astothe relative cost of ships. TheSt. Louis 
and St. Paul cost $5,100,000. Builders on the Clyde offered to 
construct them for four millions. The St. Lowis and St. Paul cost 
$220 a ton. Great Britain's offer was a hundred and seventy-two 
dollars aton. I have a report from the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company. That company is now building two 18-knot ships at 
Newport News at a cost of a hundred and sixty dollars a ton. 
The Lgypt and the Arabia, 19-knot ships, built in England for 
the Asiatic trade, cost a hundred and forty-two dollars a ton. 
The 10-knot steamer Mascanoma, of forty-two hundred tons, built 
in England, cost $53.a ton. The lowest offer made here on bid 
was $80 a ton. The fair average cost here of these steamships is 
a hundred and sixty dollars a ton. In England it isa hundred 
and forty dollars a ton. I will give the difference on 18-knot 
steamships. First comes depreciation, which is calculated on all 
of these ships at from 5 to 6 per cent a year. The depreciation 
on the American ship would be $8; on the English$7._ The insur- 
ance increase on the American ship would be $9.60; on the Eng- 
lish $8.40. The interest, which in England is only 3 and 3} per 
cent on ship property and here never has been known to be less 
than 6 per cent and is now no less than that, would be $8 on the 
American ship and $5.60 on the English ship. The difference, 
total, is $4.60 a gross ton. 
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Then from the Commissioner of Navigation I have a table giv- 
ing the different wages, which I will print. 
Comparison of officers’ and seamen’s wages. 























American | | eats 
S. S.Cher-| British S. 8. |GermanS.S.| Dutch 8.8. "OY; 224 
okee Critic Sonnenburg| Teutonia lt: aie he ot 
(2,557 —|(2,601 gross). |(2,477 gross). | (3,209 gross).| “2 
gross). | | sro 
% eg 86«| on | a | f 
o od eo. oD v 
7 rc) : to ‘ x2 ih * 
° cS } 3 6 = | 36 | = 16 = 
~i Be iz Ee iaz| B iwi F lal CB 
Captain ....... 1/ $175; 1) $92.34] 1) $102.06; 1) $121.50; 1 | $119.21 
First mate -...| 1] 70} 1] “46.17| 1] 42.53) 1|° 40.50| 1)” 29.6 
Second mate ..| 1 45} 1 31.59 | 1 26.73! 1) 24.30) 1) 21.4) 
i nedlcccuhadescest> a 26.73 | 1 DEEO fidcslesnncet- at Ue 
Carpenter -.... 1 40; 1 29.16 | 1 21.87 | 1 18.22; 1) 17.51 
Steward. .-..... 1 60 1 31.59 1 13.36; 1| 14.17) 1) 71. 41 
= 1 50) 1 26.73 | 1 21.87 | 1 16.20] 1 8.75 
Mess-room boy} 1 2%} 1 2.15| 1 4.86; 1 6. 07 1 | 1.13 
A.B.andlamps} 1 2) 1 EE Beal acesuece : iijetul eesedsas 
Able seamen..| 9 25 | 7 144.57 | 6 80.16 | 7 90.72; 4) 41 
Ordinary sea- | 
"ae ia Sat aadall oo 1 10.98 j..../. coe @ 23.75 
Ist engineer...| 1 125 | 1 78.97 | 1 72.90} 1 72.90 | 1 43. 03 
2d engineer...| 1 75 | 1 58.32; 1 43.74 | 1] 2.40) 1 WO), 65 
3d engineer...| 1 65 | 1 38.88 | 1 29.16); 1); 24.30] 1 21.40 
4th engineer...|....!...... |} 1 Sat St MB ....h....... a a 
Donkeyman...|....}...... |} 1 TD Bina tcctredieenn Stn Radiek lasts i 1] 16.% 
Firemen. ...... 6} 210) 7} 153.09) 7] 102.06) 4/ 58.32] ¢ 85. St 
Trimmers. .... 3 Nes etcciadaien | 3 40.08 3 34. 02 : 
Oilers - FOE Bi eiedbeesain send sae a 
BS 2. ~ scsans | 32 | 1,385 | 28 | 851.69 | 29| 646.33 | 24! 553.62 | 25) 510.72 
"iii .tecssatus |... /16, 620 |....|10, 219. 80 |....|7, 755. 96 |... . 6,643.44 |... 16, 128. 64 
| | 
It is said that it is very singular that an American ship, for in- 


stance, lying right beside a British must pay $35 a month fora 
fireman and the British ship only $19; and yet that is the fact. 
The firemen, of course, are the principal part of the crew on one 
of these steamships. It takes one fireman for every 3 tons of coal. 
A 10-knot ship will take about 40 tons of coal. It will take, then, 
about fifteen or sixteen men in a10-knot ship. A 21-knot ship will 
take 878 tons of coal a day, and it will require a hundred and 
twenty-five men tohandleit. The increased cost of high-powered 
ships as compared with low-powered ships is in geometrical ratio, 
almost. 

Young Mr. Clyde, who is one of the most accomplished ship 
men [ know in this country, who has been before the committees 
of both Houses and impressed them all very favorably indeed, told 
us that he chartered a Norwegian ship to run to Haiti from New 
York, and that he was running an American ship of exactly the 
same size to and from the same ports. Singularly enough, for he 
said it was very unusual to do so, the captain of the Norwegian 
ship, a pleasant gentleman and one who had been in his employ 
some time, gave him the exact pay roll of the Norwegian ship, 
and to his utter amazement he found that it was but one-half the 
wages he was paying in the American ship. Being young and 
vigorous, he made up his mind to reform it promptly. So he 
determined that he would not run the American ship unless ho 
could get sailors for the Norwegian wages. He undertook it. In 
the course of a week he succeeded in getting four at Norwegian 
wages, and he got them on board ship. That night one of them 
went ashore and barely escaped with his life. He was immedi- 
ately mobbed by the rest of the sailors because he had consented 
toserve under the American flag at Norwegian wages. Mr. Clyde 
went to the rescue of the man, and when he got back the other 
three had fled. He gave up the business and paid American wages 
under the American flag and Norwegian wages under the Nor- 
wegian flag. That is the experience everywhere. 

Men say, ‘‘Suppose your American ship is in Liverpool; is she 
not to obtain sailors for Liverpool wages?” Not one bit of it, if 
she flies the American flag. Those sailors know just as much about 





































































































































wages as the men who run the ship, and they know the going 
wages under our flag just as well as the captain does. If you ask 
a man to go on an American ship, where he will have better liv- 
ing and better quarters, he will not do so in a foreign port unless 
he has the wages the other sailors on the American ship have. 
Sailorlike, he will take the poorer food, the poorer quarters, and 
the lower wages and sail under the British flag. 

I have in my hand a statement of the wages on the St. Louis, 
from the captain down, under the American flag, and on the St. 
Louis under the Belgian flag, which I will print. 


INTERNATIONAL NAVIGATION COMPANY, 
Philadelphia, January 80, 1900. 
Purser, Steamship St. Louis. 
DEAR Sir: Immediately on arrival please furnish this office with two copies 
of the information called for below relating to the crew of your vessel. One 
copy to be sent to Mr. G. H. Higbee, manager, and one copy to this office. 


Yours, truly, 
J. W. SHACKFORD, 
Marine Superintendent. 
American |Total per 
rate. month. 





Sailing department: 
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D CAPTAIN ..... 2.22. 2 2cne worcne ce cves connce consne cones e|aocsac ccnces $375. 00 
DD + + ccc enemenananatniens bnebbidets Galete lili meatal 120.00 
EEE LEE IE LEAL LEE $70.00 210.00 
hill TERRE SS AIRE RI 5 160. 00, 55. 00 115.00 
a rr Sree i cadeaiatliceniaciiiedl 40. 00 
ID unas came ber ek inka abu titinnkes 150. 00, 40. 00 90. 00 
2 boatswains -.......--.-. he onnaaaisweddnbse ue 65. 00 
8 quartermasters -..... 27.50 220.00 
4 masters-at-arms......-. ‘ 25.00 100.00 
a d 25. 00 475.00 
4 lookout quartermasters 26.25 105. 00 
IR in ooh iale iid cess beaeed wie cabanas binadel 15.00 30.00 
49 Total sailing department...........-........-|.----.------ | 1,945.00 
Passenger department: ae ee 
PU 2tinbbbensts nts Shnethohenhbadne ebb obedee Smee 137.50 
SIN ins wntusibeapiiekebebdbienabeceus baipieee 45.00 
=e SS ee ee 62.50 
1 second steward -...... 40.00 
III cio 6, cee cigialben dipeeiehaadaibenaans 111.55 
117 assistant stewards (first cabin, 77; second cabin, 
Dé: Seeewaws., BS) ...<n.ccnsces weveunas niepameitnen sl wenshs cobiell 1, 954. 44 
15 cooks (first cabin. 8; second cabin, 4; steerage, 3) .!............ 402.90 | 
4 storekeepers (first cabin, 2; second cabin, 1; steer- 
ee en eee 90.00 
5 bakers (first cabin, 2; second cabin, 1; steerage, 2) -|...........- 129.73 
3 butchers (first cabin 1; second cabin, 1; steer- 
iin tidal ei enseseentindiale dbbiaiinbn daedem wahihd niedaniee the . 66. 38 
DN iti. ae subinih ned Gaminedinipelains hbnGabbnvebs neces wonbeilagsine tebe 
1 linen keeper.| 
4scullery men stewards, 11, at £3 5s ...............]....--....-. 173. 39 
6 pantry men . 
 Viinncee eudlededsuamencseeseur it sreptaddiwertaainesé uvhiieel 63. 05 
nT ID nacenwncncns ccbcebebes cndectensnistascavecectes 30.00 
SE Loko dndsbitinddnsasceu:tdaiscabshdunnsedutatgbieiedieodin~ 29.10 
DOD TORE BIOTIN 6c ves ccen sec codecs snccwwce|ucvasses cone 78. 81 
178 Total passenger department. .-............-.|.--....----. | 8,414.35 
Engine department: ot sos 
Se A chia that adesnensaninnesdboodusesl semaoasabeen 150. 00 
3 second engineers (1 at $100,2 at $85)...............]......---..- 270. 00 
6 third engineers (1 at $70.5 at $65) _.................|............ 395. 00 
6 fourth engineers (1 at $60,5 at $55) ................}.........-.. 335. 00 
ee MD a | cwennn eiiee bbe weectodecces panties 150. 00 
2 electric engineers (1 at $70, 1 at $55) ..............-]......6..... 125.00 
2 refrigerator engineers (1 at $45, 1 at $40) ......-...|.........-.- 8&5. 00 
1 deck engineer - ... . CE ES ENE BEES ee DSS eptaulmadl 50.00 
2 etorekeopers, 1 at 900, 1 at G55 .... ..... cn cccoce. 2-2] eccccccccces 75. 00 
TD . hn ne: ache clietenbbtebebentsetseetentouskenenensd 840.00 
ne cock sepeiettaiteaiany mibedinanet ised awiined 2, 640.00 
I tte aes a eal ioe cinaatichial 1, 440.00 
RG aid tin btcdinihincinentahnacltncisivinneinddeutedeteuuel 90. 00 
167 Total engine department.................... | dainiieel neil 6, 645. 00 
34 NE rack atid tein aa dahidden anaes tio dette | 12, 004. 35 





©. M. BENGLESS. 


INTERNATIONAL NAVIGATION COMPANY, 


Purser. S.S. St. Louis Philadelphia, January 30, 1900. 


Dear Str: Immediately on arrival please furnish this office with two 
copies of the information called for below, relating to the crew of your vessel; 
one copy to be sent to Mr. G. H. Higbee, manager, and one copy to this office. 


sense, truly, J. W. SHACKFORD 
Marine Superintendent. 


Belgian \Total per 











rates. month. 
Sailing department: 

1 CRIURER, ... cc cceccccces cocccewocces cocceecscccsesece | scippitillliadieuat: $187. 67 
I i es acne lie aetna 72.12 
EESTI SE EAE $57. 69 178. 07 
TE i. Jntinciiliin bhdibddenkesedetiaeeamiid 48.08 96.16 
1 fourth officer .............-. ES EE EE Sa 38. 46 
TT nb ates vee aeecibnctanienaininimestecad (28. 85, 24. 04 52. 89 
ES ate acta inbinah obediniciedl puatiesencedad 24.04 52.89 
; 21.63 173.04 
19. 23 76.92 

19. 23 365. 37 
19.23 76. 92 

ibaicaisiettakbresteteadtbodabiatnaates | 1,865.5 








DECEMBER 4, 








Belgian |Total per 
rates. month. 
Passenger department: 

RIE ccctetihndieiinninnneadon® bin nag dhinnicinsig tesla itunes $67.31 
a a la arma 52. 88 
I a a eal iain etiania iad 50.00 
I oe emma tesa aebe need 33. 65 
7 stewardesses (1 at $19.23, 7at $14.42) ................|..--.----.-- 120.17 


117 assistant stewards (1 at $19.23, 116 at $14.42)..|............| 1,601.95 
15 cooks (first cabin, 1 at $28.85; second cabin, 14 at 













4 storekeepers (first cabin, 1 at $28.85; second cab- 
I riick biden whisacidcnnged cantiaietnbiah San atbent niakunitd 2.11 
5 bakers (first cabin, 1 at $38.46; second cabin, 1 at 
ee SE OU eee ee Cee 100.95 
3 butchers (first cabin, 1 at $28.85; second cabin,2 
I eit isnnesubigie’ tis Mealinetiaimninacbhsnitisd oso eentidd antec adn 57.69 
EEE cobcnksvtind dined elawin annkendaketn dapecmnidhinmsmesimiandicissiiahl ade 
1 linen keeper ) 
ane tees > 00 BO GOED ow cece ccnsuccdscccdcnncesdinbentsaswene $158. 62 
6 pantry men 
MN chictel a hanmnviniddbeagbenh abedbiaanndee Wien Gaes aihies ote naudimiatiies 
h purcor’s aaesietant ...........0-ccccee 28.85 
I sss cheretndin asi ihn 25.00 
5 mess-room stewards, at $14.42 72.10 
178 Total passenger department................|.....------- | 2,762.01 
Engine department: Oe a ene 
INN 00 in tds ond Gude seek ngdbekak Sipteentenadiimbieie 96.15 
I i ae sn deen emedinhaannecien $72.12 216.36 
IIL, ncn 0s aninke docukbusunaadhimmenanaton 7. 69 346.14 
I nasa ee iad ai neue enieieednaindll 2. 88 B17. 28 
i ees sane nde oS dnd ir eeniauninind 40, 86 22.58 
I oo a ee 43. 26 86. 52 
2 refrigerator engineers . 00, 35. 00 80.00 
1 deck engineer ............ ésthndetnaitinee 28. 85 
2 storekeepers........ 28.85 57.70 
IEE oie eicendhs canese 25. 50 535. 50 
I eve a cath iin tebe os bbautaktectecoaseusne 21.68 | 1,427.58 
NE fp nectilncatinbe bitiinbiin ctiiy nati wadidin naked 16. 83 807.84 
161 Total engine Genaremient. << cccecescocnccccceleccousecnces | 4,122.50 
386 Ne IE cn cndcane node 


sosseseseetneeseceesseee|enenennscene| 8, 250. 02 
C. M. BENGLESS. 

Now, take the matter of food. If you have twoor three hundred 
sailors, that is of some considerableimportance. The British have 
no statutory provision at all as to the food requirement, and many 
of the nations have not. The shipping federation provided one, 
but it is not followed. They agree upon the food pfactically be- 
tween the master and the crew. Our scale requires from one- 
half to three-quarters more than the shipping federation of Eng- 
land calls for, which, as I say, is not complied with, and a greater 
variety. Ido not believe that Senators have ever looked at the 
law which we passed two or three years ago as to the food sailors 
shall be supplied with on shipboard. Why, it is up to almost the 
menu of Delmonico’s. I am not going to read it. With the per- 
mission of the Senate, I will print it, sothat Senators may see how 
we serve our sailors. 

By the act of December 21, 1898, which went into effect last February, a 


minimum scale of provisions for seamen on American merchant vessels was 
fixed by law. That scale isas follows: 























» : ' > 

3 3 3 S38 Pals = 

= ° av = 3 

nm a & e uM fe n 
NOD checks scetns 4usc0 cece: 4 4 | 4 4 4 4 4 
SED nc cbaccndibeddacswacind pound..| 4 ; } ¢ 4 3 + 
CT sae SOM Ns cnitieleceubs AS Bile sigs ee 1k 
8 ere: ee Retiond teas Rciiaes 
I cuknchebeecenesceunesesel eons Hecenes | Heccces|ocaces 
en en ee © Tinssgslen tien Diseases Scie inaie 
Fresh bread -.......... ....pounds.. 1} 1} 1} 1} 1} ly y 
Fish, dry, preserved, or fresh, 

iii icishs nnedisa nen niseanekbies loocepeisenshe ie desnhl onedadiownene | 
Potatoes or yams. .......... pound... 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Canned tomatoes ............- do.... Mc cdelnhbwditadanstenhe debian Ot deie 
DIN dn cccmanameotentehenunill ee oe tee | ¥] 20s |acceee Citidece 
i a eee ai, Retieees Micntriel:, 1 . easkieinnetiiin 
ON i aa Ui ital elcid Peete la nawid Mibeisntodents | ateeel cake + 
Coffee (green berry) ....... ounce. . 4 5 3 4 3 3 5 
TOD .ccces vececs cccccesecccoeses BD sco 4 t t t t t 
EE co ddnccccsanens eosnee ounces. . 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
IND <acn wenewavescccoccee pint.. 4]-..... i eT 
SE ER cccntnawdes aconnd C 
OD vcdenaidinan ossncdonwiis’ 

ED wantwhagédinecotanedinnn 
Corn meal.. 

ee . 
i Adtiduuimibcanseseonnbil 
icietnih sate ahithbeune cored 1 


ea 
Mustard, pepper, and salt, suffi- 
cient for seasoning. 





The best estimate which can ibly be made as to the differ- 
ence in food between English sailors and Americans is that it costs 
10 cents a day more for the latter than for the former, and asa 
matter of course it costs a great deal more than in several other 
countries of Europe. 

I had occasion myself to look into this a number of years ago, 





1900. 
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and there has been no change since, except that we have been de- 


manding more and more of our ships. I was in Liverpool and 
stayed there for a week or ten days, anxious to get home. I be- 
came acquainted with Captain Russell, who was consul-general 
of the United States, appointed by Mr. Cleveland. He was anold 
shipmaster and a very accomplished man. He was a free trader 
ot a free shipman, and of course he and I had sundry discussions 
on this matter of free ships. 
I made the assertion to him about the difference in wages and 
the difference in food, and he denied it very promptly. 1 finally 
revailed upon him out of friendship—he and I were personal 
iends—to make himself entirely acquainted with the wages and 
the food cost on shipboard of all the maritime nations in the world, 
and he consented to doit. He told me that he spent a year in the 
inquiry, and did the work with the utmost thoroughness. Then, 
instead of sending his report to me he forwarded it to our Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. Bayard. It isin the State Department today, 
and can be seen by any Senator. He wrote to me that he had 
dropped his free-ship theory and no longer held to it, for he said 
he was perfectly amazed at the result. I wish to quote from that 
report. 
Reference to these tables— 


That is, to the tables which he furnished the State Depart- 
ment— 

Reference to these tables will show that the vessels of the United States 
pay the highest rate of wages, besides costing more for maintenance of the 
crews than those of any other nation. British vessels in domestic ports can 
procure crews from 37 to 32 per cent lower than are paid on American ves- 
sels, which is a serious item in the disbursement account. Then, again, the 
cost of maintenance on American ships is about 40 cents a man per day, 
against the English 29 cents, or a difference of 27 per cent in favor of the latter. 
It is an acknowledged fact that the living on board our vessels is superior to 
that of other nations, and it is generally asserted that large quantities of 
food are supplied to the crews, the scale of provisions laid down by Congress 
being rarely, if ever, resorted to. The wages paid on vessels belonging to 
Norway, Sweden, Russia, Germany, Denmark, Austria, Spain, and Italy av- 
erage from 47 to 50 per cent lower than those of the United States vessels, 
and the cost of maintenance about 32 per cent less, except that of Germany, 
which is about 10 per cent less only. 

The consul gave carefully prepared tables, illustrative of these 
statements. I took those statements and the tables which he fur- 
nished the Secretary of State and undertook (and I spent a great 
deal of time in doing it) to take one of John Roach’s ships which 
was thenrunning between New York and Brazilanda Spanish ship, 
I think she was the Alameda, of the same tonnage, which was re- 
ceiving a subsidy from an act of the Cortes of Spain, and to make 
a carefully prepared comparison between the two ships. All the 
figures given were figures taken from the books. I had employed 
to get it from the Spanish ship a man who had lived in Spain a 
great many years and was on the most familiar terms with the 
captain of the Alameda, if that was the name of the ship. 

IT give here all of the items of difference between the two ships 
making the same voyages and of the same tonnage and of the same 
speed. IfoundthattheSpanish ship had an advantage of the Ameri- 
can ship, including her subsidy, of $10,748.95 a month, which is 
over $120,000 a year. I found that the American ship could carry 
for $7.50 a ton, and the Spanish ship could carry for $5 a ton and 
make just as much money as the American ship. 














American| Spanish ee 
steamer. | steamer. lof Spanish 
a ii ro \ggge, 978.00 |......--.--. Be 
Spanish, exactly similar ...........-.---.--- | eheecnceces $344, 140. 00 abs één eenses 
BPEPONEINOD OF CONS 90 DAVOE.  occc . cn ccccccenlcoscce veccee PS OOT cosas etncke 
Equal in interest per month................|......-..--.|-------- a--| $191.19 
Cost of crew, wages per month. .-........... 2,500.00 | 1,750.00 750. 00 
Cost of crew, food per month -.-....-.....-- 1, 152.00 691. 20 460. 80 
Mail service, Brazil Government, distance 
11,490 miles, time 2 months—$4,750—or | 
ar a ae a TUE Eindsdncccaakesiecendatane 
Mail service, Spanish Government with 
aa Co. of Noy. 1, 1886, approved 
ov. 1, 1886, article 285, clause A, dis- 
tance 10,230 miles, at 10.18 pesetas, or 
$1.99 per mile, amounting to $20,307.50; 
difference of mileage compared with 
Brazil steamers, 1,260 miles, at $1,992,- 
501.10; total, 11,490 miles, at $22,808.60 per | 
SY We AELN aii Cinaes sun denncd sees cess lanedsces voce | 11,404.30 | 9, 029. 30 
Ce iS ceeceesl 450. 00 GI GD Feccvcccwcsen 
I a Be. Beene meceslaceveces cues 
Engine-room stores, oil waste, etc.......-- 250.00 | 180. 04 | 70. 00 
Insurance, 5} per cent per month.......... 1, 673. Of 1, 505. 00 168.00 
Wear and tear, 2} per cent per month..... 796. 62 716. 95 | 79. 66 
Ne tet eswscleccacwcccece] I SRES 





* Difference in favor of American, $50. 


Total difference per month in favor of Spanish ship, $10, 698.95; total differ- 
ence per annum in favor of Spanish ship, $128, 387.40; $10,698.95 per month in 
favor of Spanish ship enables same to carry cargo 33 per cent less than United 
States ship, same tonnage. 

Now, what happened? John Roach lost money year after year; 
then sold out his line to Mr. Thurber and other gentlemen in New 
York; they lost their entire investment, and the line was with- 
drawn. Could any other result have by any possibility happened? 








Well, now, what was true of the Spanish ship and John Roach’s 
is true of every American ship to-day engaged in the foreign trade, 
though not quite to the same extent. 

Take a British ship at the average subsidy of the postal lines 
and institute the same comparison, and you will find that she has 
an advantage cf the American of at least $6,000 a month. 

I had acarefully prepared comparison covering all these things, 
a statement of the difference in the three elements of costof ocean 
transportation in vessels of the type of the steamship St. Louis 
under the American flag as compared with the Belgium flag, and 
with the permission of the Senate I will print that as a part of my 
remarks without reading it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The order will be made, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 
ns nas cane needa ddeanncoes suceecucnauncces GOES 








ee I os tah en addakanbeddebdemnithawensdhankuauents 2, 000, 000 
I Cd sie iin Grmdcawnnged bieweleeminacdedetiucund 550, 000 
Per annum. 
Depreciation in difference in cost, at 6 per cent -..........--....--.---. $33, C00 
Average interest on difference in cost, at 3 per cent .......... 16, 500 
Average insurance on difference in cost, at 3 per cent -................. 16, 500 
Difference in wages, based on 304 men at an dverage of $30 per man 
per month under American wage scale, as compared with $20 per 
man per month under Belgian wage scale -...............-..- : . 43,908 
Difference in subsistence, based on 10 cents per man per day, which is 
a reasonable estimate of the difference in cost of American food 
scale as compared with Belgian food scale -.................--...----- 14, 18% 
Difference in cost of repairs, based on 20 per cent of average cost of 
repairs; this difference of 20 per cent being a reasonable estimate 
of the difference on cost of all repairs in the United States as com- 
I ile cintnteihn decane lida e baa eetenna manda munaed 9, 554 
SE aide Weknh dita teh aenabinass aduniadeneedudtadienh vteupiwheets 133, 646 


The steamship St. Louis, being 11,629 gross tons and making on an average 
12 round voyages of 6,200 miles per year, could earn under the full rates of 
compensation provided for in clause (a) of the bill $108,448 perannum. Since, 
as stated above, the actual difference in the cost of furnishing transporta- 
tion with the St. Louis under the American flag as compared with the Bel- 
gian flag in the same service and on the same scale would be $133,646 per 
annum, and the amount the St. Louis would receive for this service, under 
the full rates provided in clause (a) of the bill, would be only $108,448 per 
annum, there will be a loss of $25,198 per annum that has got to be made 
good to the owners of the St. Louisin some other way than as provided in 
clause (a) of the bill. 

In addition to this it must be borne in mind that while, as indicated in the 
foregoing statement, the American owner must charge and pay 6 per :ent 
interest on the money used in building his ship the Belgian, or other foreign 
owner in good credit, can get this money ata much lower rate. It isa tact 
that the International Navigation Company, in the construction of its for-ign 
built ships, has for years been able to borrow money at not exceeding 5} per 
cent, while in the United States this same company has been obliged, and will 
be obliged, to pay 6 per cent; therefore really in addition to the difference 
in the cost of furnishing transportation in the St. Louis, under the American 
flag, as compared with the Belgiau flag already stated, there should also be 
charged a difference of 2} per cent interest upon the entire original cost cf 
the ship, which, taking into consideration the 6 per cent depreciation account, 
as I have done throughout this statement, wouid be equivalent to 1} per cent 
on the original cost, or $31,875 perannum. This latter amount, together with 
the loss of $25,198 per annum, as above stated, makes a total loss, after receiv- 
ingall the compensation that can be earned under clause (a), $57,073 per annum. 

This amount, say $57,073, must therefore be carried forward to be made 
good to the owners of the St. Louis out of the compensation that can be 
earned under the (b) clause, which latter compensation must also cover the 
equivalent of the mail pay, admiralty, and other subventions paid by the 
foreign governments to their steamers of the class of the St. Louis. 

The St. Louis, making an average of twelve voyages per year across the 
North Atlantic, if under the British flag would receive relatively the same gov 


| ernment subventions as similar steamers of the Cunard and White Star lines 


receive, to wit, $12 per gross ton, which, upon the gross tonnage of the S/. 
Louis, say 11,629 tons, is equivalent to $147,339.46 per annum. Adding this last 
amount to the loss of $57,073 per annum, carried forward above, we havea 
total of $204,412.46 per annum, to be made good to the owners of the St. Louis 
out of the compensation to be paid under clause (b). 

The St. Louis, being a20-knot ship, can earn on twelve round voyages of 6,200 
miles, under clause (b), $173,040 per annum; therefore, even after receiving all 
of the compensation that the St. Louis can earn under the bill, under both 
clauses (a) and (b), she is worse off than her British competitor of the same 
type in the same service by $31,372.46 per annum. 

This shows conclusively that the rates of compensation provided in clause 
(b) are not excessive, and it will require all the ingenuity and better man 
agement of which the American owner is on to maintain his position, 
even with all the assistance rendered by the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, the next provision in the bill reaches another 
class of ships. Originally, as the bill was agreed upon, we com- 
menced a speed premium at steamships of 14 knots, witha gradual 
increase up to and including the 21-knot ship. This was in addi- 
tion to the sailing bounty heretofore referred to. 

We did it in part because the most of those ships were liable to 
carry our mail, this bill providing that all of those ships shall 
carry the United States mail for nothing, furnish.all the neces- 
sary quarters for messengers, and everything of that kind with- 
outcharge. Then, again, fromi4knotsand upward they are liable 
to be called upon in case of war as auxiliaries and transports. 

Then, again, they were obliged to meet the subsidized ships of 
the world, and I think Senators will be surprised to note to what 
extent those ships are subsidized. Take 16-knot ships up to 22- 
knot, and in the world outside of the United States there are only 
six to-day which are not running under subsidies from other 
governments, 

Mr. TELLER. To what classes of ships? 

Mr. FRYE, Sixteen-knot ships up to 21 knots, both inclusive. 
There are only six in the whole world to-day unsubsidized by their 
governments. From 14-knot ships up to 21, inclusive, 80 per cent 
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of all are to-day subsidized by foreign governments, and those are 
the ships with which we are obliged to compete with our Amer- 
ican steamships, in addition to the other difficulties. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
Does the Senator put in a table showing what countries subsidize 
their ships? 

Mr. FRYE. Ican do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would do it. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish first to give a recent act of the German 
Reichstag. They are preparing to secure the trade of Africa and 
at least to get their share of it as soon as the Boer war is over. 
I insert an article from a German newspaper: 

[Shipping Weekly Summary, London, March 16, 1900—London Morning Post 
Correspondent. | 
GERMAN STEAMSHIP PROJECT. 
BERLIN, March 12, 1900. 

A bill has been laid before the federal council providing for an augmenta- 
tion of the German mail service to South Africa commensurate with the 
rapid increase in commercial prosperity of that quarter of the globe which 
may be expected to follow the conclusion of the war. The pesowns contract 
with the German East Africa line terminates at the end of this year. 

It is proposed to establish a fortnightly mail service, running alternately 
from the east and from the west round the Cape of Good Hope, and assisted 
by an intermediary line to and from East Africa through the Suez Canal. 
The imperial subsidy to the contractors is to be raised from 900,000 marks to 
1,350,000 marks annually. 

The bill also stipulates for the construction of five new large steamers at 


a cost of 2,500,000 marks each, and of four medium-sized steamers at 1,300,000 
marks. ; 


That became a law last May. The subsidy will pay in thirteen 
years the entire cost of this new fleet of nine German steamships 
of 12 knots and under. Or, viewed in another way, these nine 
German ships will draw a subsidy about 25 per cent greater than 
proposed in the shipping bill now pending. 

That, I think, does not appear in the Commissioner's report, be- 
cause it was so late that the law was passed. But the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation is one of the most accomplished Commis- 
sioners we have ever had and is very faithful in his work. I 
commend his report to Senators who desire to make themselves 
familiar with this subject—last year’s report and this year’s report. 

THE SUBSIDIES OF OTHER NATIONS. 

Take Great Britain. She does not payso much nowasshe used 
to. She has been in the habit, if we undertook to interfere with her, 
of doubling her subsidies, and drove the Collins line offin that way. 


eR ais ctitictiininentitonmaneess —a F 
Mail contracts and mail pay, 1899! .-. $3, 755,395 
Colonial mail contracts, 1899? a 765, 450 
Mail contracts not ascertained (about), 1899 100,000 
Admiralty subventions, 1899! 316,223 
Retainers to merchant seamen, 1899! 606, 853 


That is money paid to the merchant seamen, so much a year, not 
for any service, but toretain them in case service is required in war. 


Refunds to British ships with naval-reserve apprentices 
(about), 1899 ® 
Canadian fishing bounties, 1897} 


Making in all, $5,851,525. 

That is Great Britain's, and this gives Germany, France, Italy, 
Russia, Austria-Hungary, Spain, Portugal, Netherlands, Norway 
and Sweden, Denmark, and Japan. ith the permission of the 
Senate, I will print the whole statement in my remarks. 


Germany 
Mail subsidies, 18992_.............. 
Trans-Atlantic mails (about)® 
France 
Mail subsidies, 18992 
Navigation bounties (annual average for past five 
years)! 
Construction bounties, 1897! 
Fishing bounties, 1897! 


me 

ail subsidies, 18992 
Navigation bounties, 1897! .__. 
Construction bounties, 1897! 

Russia 
Subsidies, 1800! ................ 
Refund Suez Canal dues, 1899! - 

Austria-Hungary «..<< .<..0.<...- ere FX 
I ID so. cna nteninschingenencnsciannhscnons Mgt 
Navigation and construction bounties -- (2) 

Spain .... eh tiertinige co mae : ecesucesouboonucessee----3- GT 
Mail subsidies, 1806 ° 1,629, 927 
a a se ete emi tel gaan en eee demande @ 

ala elon anna pphbcapdus nacéscue usbithpeailibas mieiabaienln 63, 300 
Mail subsidies, 1898 63, 300 

i a rien tics wedivinnnccenewmpideiemanataibelialaitndn 259, 971 
I a a s 259, 971 

a eT aust ce Oe 136, 948 
Mails and subsidies, 18995 

81,844 

82, 455 

~~? 

Japan... 8, 492, 107 


Sweden 
Mail subsidies, 13097 ~-- 3,316, 482 
aes eatin ncnees lpn bamivwin aa gent anenn t 
Construction bounties, 1899 138, 625 
Fishing bounties, 1898! 87,000 


26, 855, 641 
United States, i800’ .............. aia tcc ecetanad "998, 211 


3Government report orstatute. *Steamship report orcontract. * Estimate. 


$150, 000 
157, 504 


2, 185, 266 


o<<- ee ee 





| size, speed, number of voyages, and distances traversed during a year. W 
| this data it is easy to ascertain the additional rates named to which similar 


1,371, 187 | 
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I wish right here to insert something else in the Recorp, 
Strange and wonderful criticisms have been made as to this bill 
and their number will be like the sands on the seashore. The bili 
has enemies. The foreign lines will fight it to the bitterend. Per- 
haps later on in the debate I may wish to make further reply. 
One criticism constantly urged is that the compensation provided 
for is unreasonable and extravagant. 

Now, I wish to give the Senate certain British lines subsidized, 
as compared with these which we propose to subsidize. In the Pen- 
insular and Oriental, which is one of the first steamship lines sub- 
sidized by Great Britain, the British contract called for $1,650,297 
ayear. For exactly the same line of American steamships, mak- 
ing exactly the same voyages, under all the terms of this bill it 
would be $1,146,941, nearly $500,000 less than what Great Britain 

ys. 

The Pacific Steam and Orient figures are given here, the Castle 
Mail, the Royal Mail, the Canadian Pacific, the Cunard, and White 
Star. 

The totals under those corporations are tonnage, 887,262—more 
tonnage than we have in the United States engaged in the foreign 
carrying trade to-day. The contract ouniealty with those com- 
panies by Great Britain is $3,778,882. Putour ships in their place 
exactly as to size, tonnage, speed, and voyages, and under the 
Senate bill the pay would be $3,488,834. This Senate bill proposes 
to offset the amount awarded under the British contracts of 
$3,778,982 by $3,488,834 awarded under American contracts. 

The finding on the part of the general committee was that they 
could stand this difference in the Pacific Ocean, this advantage 
on the part of Great Britain, because these ships, nearly all of 
them, will be obliged to go through the Suez Canal and pay a 
dollar a ton toll, while the American ships will not be obliged - to 
do the same thing. I will, with the permission of the Senate, in- 
sert this statement as a part of my remarks: 


Some of the recent criticisms of this bill convey the impression that the 
compensation it provides for steamships is wholly uureasonable. On the 
general principle of the bill differences of opinion are to be expected, but its 
details are not, I believe, subject to criticism on the score of extravagance, 
at least when compared with the support foreign governments offer to their 
mail steamships. 

The bill gives a uniform rate of compensation to all vessels (sail or steam), 
virtually 1 cent per gross ton for each 100 nauticai miles traversed, to offset 
the increased cost of construction and operation in the United States. This 
has not, so far as [am aware, been criticised as unreasonable, if one accepts 
the theory that the Government is warranted in offsetting those differences 
in order to give our merchant shipping in foreign trade a start. 

The bill, as it is proposed to amend it, also gives (over and above that 
virtually 1 cent per ton per 100 miles) a special allowance for steamships of 
over 2,000 gross tons and of 12 knots speed or apwers. About 80 per cent of the 
seagoing screw steamships in the world which comply with the requirements 
named as to size and speed now receive and for some years have received the 
assistance in some form of the various governments whose flags they respec- 
tively fly. The proposition in Senate bill 5590, so far from being unwarrant- 
able, therefore, is mere compliance with the ordinary maritime custom of 
years. It seems strange only to those who have not looked at the facts. 

The special and additional rates for steamships of 12 knots or over, which 
have been condemned as extravagant and unheard of, are designed to off- 
set the corresponding allowances given to similar steamships by foreign 
governments. Bearing in mind that these rates only (not the allowance for 
difference in cost of construction and operation) are being considered, the 
rates proposed are not more than enough to counterbalance contributions by 
foreign governments to similar steamships. 

The large British mail contracts are awarded in lump sums, but I have been 
at the pains to ascertain the steamships by which they are performed, ar 


vessels would be entitled to under Senate bill 5590. Viewed another way this 
comparison will show what foreign governments pay to certain steamships 
and what American steamships of precisely the same size and speed oat 
ay to them throughout a year would receive as an offset under this bill. 

he detailed computations would fill several columns, but following are the 
summaries (including tonnage of the contract vessels): 


British |Senate No. 
contracts. 5590. 


Tonnage. 


Peninsular and Oriental .................... 
Pacific Steam and Orient 8. 8. Cos 

Castle Mail and Union 8. 8. Co 

Royal Mail 

DID on dons Sananeninnibd aikoundiiiee 
Ounard and White Star...........sc0.-...- 


148, 355 
56, 305 
63, 676 
21, 733 
17,715 
79, 478 


887, 262 | 


$1, 146, 941 
531 


456, 840 498, 410 
291, 600 196, 742 
291, 600 140, 586 
665, 545 1, 040, 624 


3, 778, 982 3, 488, 834 


413, 100 


Senate bill 5590 thus proposes to offset $3,778,982 awarded under British con- 
tracts with $3,488,834 awarded under American contracts. The proposition 
is not extravagant, nor does it mean a pot of money for the owners of fast 
American steamships. Were it not for two facts—that Americans will obtain 
advantages for operating slow cargo boats in conjunction with mail steam- 
ships, and that our Pacific intercourse with Asia is not subject to Suez Canal 
tolls—the bill would probably fail to accomplish its pu hs 

The last item in the table, which shows a marked Difference, calls for a 
word. The United States has been paying the Cunard and White Star lines 
annually $180,000, on the average, for some years ($225,000 in 1898) for opens 
the outward mails. Unless this amount be added to the $665,000 paid those 
lines by the British Government, it ought to be deducted from the $1,040,624 
which corresponding American vessels performivug the same service would 
receive under Senate bill 5590 as being ‘‘ merely mail pay,”’ and having noth- 
ing to do with ship subsidies. ‘ : 5 

Any method of comparing facts with which 1 am familiar will show that 
such advantages as this bill gives to American shipping are as much to the 
benefit of cargo vessels as to mail steamships, in spite of the her rates 
given to the latter which have been computed on the basis of efforts by 
other nations to main fast ocean mail lines, 





1900. 





Mr. CULLOM. May I ask a question of the Senator? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULLOM. I see that the Senator is thoroughly familiar, 
apparently, with everything pertaining to thissubject. I should 
like to have him state whether, under the operation of this bill, if 
it should pass, the South American commerce with the United 
States will be aided at all, and if so, to what extent, probably. 

Mr. FRYE. Under the original postal subsidy bill which I 
alluded to a while ago, which I reported to the Senate, and which 
passed the Senate, if it had become a law there would have been 


two lines between the United States and the South American | 
That had been promised by men who are entirely | 


republics. ) 0 ) 
competent to fulfill their promises. It is absolutely certain that 
if this bill becomes a law there will be two lines between the 
United States and the South American republics, of fast ships, 
because fast ships are more needed sailing south than they are 
across east and west, on account of tropical climates and the 
danger by the long voyages of the cargo becoming destroyed. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reason why I asked the question is that I 
have heard people state that they did not think this bill, if it should 
become a law, would encourage commerce between the United 
States and the South American republics, and I think it is very 
important that that should be done in some way. 


Mr. FRYE. It is required more between the United States and | 


the South American republics and on the Pacific Ocean than any- 
where else, and the purpose of the framers of the bill was to secure 
our share of the markets of South America and those of Asia. I 
have no doubt that the biil, if it should becomea law, would accom- 
plish those purposes, 

I wish, as a matter of interest to Senators, right here to give 
them an idea of the difference in the consumption of coal on these 
various ships. A 10-knot ship will consume 44 tons of coal a day 
and require 15 firemen; an 11-knot ship will consume 53 tons of 
coal a day and require 18 firemen; a 12-knot ship will consume 65 
tons of coal and require 22 firemen; an 18-knot ship will re- 
quire 209 tons of coal a day and 70 firemen; a 19-knot ship will 
consume 254 tons of coal and require 85 firemen; a 20-knot ship 
will consume 305 tons of coal and require 102 firemen, and a 21- 
knot ship will consume 371 tons of coal and require 127 firemen. 
So, while the 21-knot ship makes a trifle more than twice as much 
speed as the 10-knot ship, the one requires 44 tons of coal and the 
other, instead of requiring twice the amount of coal, requires 371 
tons. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ships of the same size? 

Mr. FRYE. Just the same size. 1 will print this statement, 
which is a carefully prepared one. It is a statement showing the 
annual cost of coal and handling coal, compared with the com- 
pensation under this bill, at various rates of speed, of a steamship 
of 10,000 gross tons from San Francisco to Nagasaki, 5,000 nautical 
miles, coal being $4 a ton, firemen costing $1 per day, and navi- 
gation at full speed for 175 days. A steamship will not be at sea 
more than 175 daysin any year. The rest of the time she is laid 
off for repairs or in dock, or is taking cargo on board or discharg- 
ing cargo. Consequently I think this statement will be very 
instructive. 

I wish to explain further about this matter: I said that the bill 
as agreed to by the general committee commenced the speed pre- 
mium at 14 knots, but before the Senate Committee on Commerce 
there were quite a number of gentlemen who appeared in behalf, 


as they said—and 1 suppose they did—of the agriculture of the | 
They contended that what they were after were low- | 


country. 
pa ships—freight ships. 
igh-powered ships. 

freight from the Pacific coast to the East—commonly called 
“tramps "—especially low-powered ships running from 12 or 13 
knots down to 6 and 8 knots an hour. They thought that we had 
given undue compensation to the higher grade ships. They per- 
suaded the Senate Committee on Commerce that there was some- 
thing in that contention, and in our investigation we found a 
singular fact, difficult to explain, but still a fact: A 10-knot ship, 
ranning 175 days at the speed provided for it, would pay for coal 
and handling it under this bill and have $15,000 left at the end of 
the year. That is the subvention for the 10-knot ship. 

The sailing bounty for a 10-knot ship would give it $15,000 a year 
more than its coal and handling; an 11-knot ship wouid get $12,000 
more; and a 12-knot ship would get only $8,000 more. The in- 
creased cost begins to become somewhat rapid when you strike a 
13-knot ship. A 13-knot ship would get only $2,730 more than its 
coal, evidently leaving the 12 and 13 knot ships subject to the 
criticism of the gentlemen who were before us. Therefore we 
offered an amendment in the Senate Committee on Commerce to 
the general committee's bill commencing the speed subsidy at 12 
knots instead of at 14, and as the bill is before the Senate to-day 
there is such an amendment pending, which, if adopted, will pay 
the low-powered vessels more in proportion than the highest. 

Mr. CLAY. Willthe Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 


Mr. CLAY. Under the provisions of the bill, about how much 


They did not care anything about 


They wanted low-powered ships to carry | 








| will travel 504 miles a day, and get $304,290. 
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subsidy would a 2i-knot ship get? Would it not draw about 
$304,000 a year? 

Mr. FRYE. Ican tell you what it gets here. A 21-knot ship 
She will burn 371 
tons of coal; she will employ 127 firemen, and she will receive as 
compensation, beyond the cost of handling the coal, $22,982. 

Mr. CLAY. How much would she receive in gross in a year? 
Would it not be about $304,000? 

Mr. FRYE. Three hundred and four thousand two hundred 


and ninety dollars. 


Mr. CLAY. That is a 21-knot ship? 
Mr. FRYE. Yes. 
Mr. CLAY. Doesa2i-knot ship really carry any farm products? 


Mr. FRYE. Of course she does not, other than fresh meats, etc. 
Mr. CLAY. Now, how much will a i4-knot ship receive under 
this bill? Will it not be about a third as much as a 21-knot ship? 
Is not that true? 
Mr. FRYE. No; the 14-knot ship receives over and above the 
cost of coal $53,508, while the 21-knot ship only receives $22,9.°. 
Mr. CLAY. 1 understand; but the total amount received by 


| the 21-knot ship, which is a fast passenger steamer, will amount 


to $304,290. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a little over twice as much as a 14-knot 
ship. 

Mr. CLAY. That is the total amount. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand that most of our farm products are 
carried by ships of about 12 knots. 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly they are. ’, 

Mr. CLAY. I understand that to be true, and I understand 
that the ships that are to convey our farm products under the 
provisions of this bill will not draw more than a third of the 
amount of subsidy that the fast passenger steamships will get. 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly they will not, and it will not cost more 
than a quarter as much to run them. But the idea of carrying 
farm products, wheat, cotton, corn, bacon, and all that sort of 
thing, in a 21-knot ship! Why, the carrying capacity of a 2l-knot 
ship, so far as freight is concerned, is not over 1,400 tons. Its 
space is taken up with machinery and with the coal in its bunkers, 
taking coal fcr its round voyage, with its passenger and post- 
office accommodations. Such ships were never in the werld 
intended for freight-carrying ships, and nobody would ever dream 
of carrying farm products in them. 

Mr. CLAY. Iso understand. 

Mr. FRYE. And nobody would ever dream of carrying faria 
products in a 14-knot ship. 

Mr. CLAY. Inever intended to convey the impression that 2 
fast passenger steamship carried farm products, but in the report 
of the majority of the committee it is stated that the object and 
purpose of this bill is to increase our exports, which consist 
chiefly of agricuitural products. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. The idea I wished to convey was simply that the 
passenger steamers that would draw the largest part of this sub- 
sidy do not carry any agricultural products, and that the ships 
which really convey our agricultural products would not draw a 
third as much subsidy as the passenger steamers. 

Mr. FRYE. And I was undertaking to show just at the time 
the Senator interrupted me that, in order to aid the lower-powered 
ships, which do carry agricultural products, we are giving them 
a higher premium under this bill than we do the fast ships, 
which do not carry them, and it was done at the demand of the 
agriculturists. That is just the point I was making about this 
bill. I will print this table, with the permission of the Senate. 


Statement showing annual cost of coal and handling coal, compared with com- 
pensation under bilis S. 727 and IT. R. 64, at various rates of speed of a steam- 
ship of 10,000 gross tons from San Francisco to Nagasaki (5,000 nautical miles); 
coal, $4 per ton; firemen, $1 per day; navigation at full speed, 175 days. 





be = .|* .| Cost of coal a aa 3 i . 
12 'o%)/ 2s) and han- Bad | $s % S 
Knots per | “mh °5|/a¢ dling. es |S oq g 
hour. /35/9s|&5|————_| #8 |é¢ os | Ss 
S of6|2a| Per | Per | sea |88 5 | 
5 A day. | mile.| = oD oO | os & 
oe | P a ee } , 
15 | $191 | $0.79 | 42,000 | $33,180 | $48,300 | $15, 120 
i 18; 230] .87 | 46,200] 40,194 | 53,130 | 12, 9% 
Be | 18 230 .87 | 46,200 } 40,194 | *71,610 | #31, 416 
; 2 282} .98 | 50,400) 49,392 | 57,960 8, 56 
| 6] 2 222 | (98 | 50.400 | 49.302 | #88' 2N9 | #38 80 
9| 26| 342) 1.10] 54,600} 60,060] 62,790) 2.730 
26 342 1.10 | 54,900 | 60,060 |*106.470 | * 46, 410 
9 | 32 416 1.24 | 58,800 | 72,912 | 126,426 | 53,508 
39 507 | 1.41 | 63,000 | 88,890 | 141,750 | 52. 920 
48} 624] 1.62 | 67,200 | 108,864 | 157.920 | 49.056 
f 58} 750! 1.84) 71,400 | 131,376 | 182,070 | 50, (04 
9) 70) 906) 2.09 | 75,400 | 158,004 | 207,900 | 49, Suu 
56 | 254 | 851,101 | 2.41 | 79,800 | 192,318 | 235,410 | 43,002 
102 1,322 | 2.75 | 84,000 | 231,000 | 264,600 | 33, 600 
ete ciisoisiccenncahini | $04 | 871 | 127 | 1,611 | 3.19 | 88,200 | 281.358 | 304,200 | 22, 932 


*Assuming that a speed compensation of 0.4 cent is allowed on 11-knot 
vessels, 0.6 cent on 12-knot vessels, and 0.8 cent on 13-knot vessels. 
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For consumption of coal and number of firemen, third and fourth columns, 
see the Report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1899, pages 53, 54 and 
283; also pages 44, 45. 

For annual mileage and number of trips, see the above-named report, 
pages 46, 47 and 282. 

‘or rate of compensation for 5,000 miles, see page 263. 

The Senator from Ohio i HANNA] reminds me that these fast 
ships do carry dressed beef, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. CLAY. I believe that is correct, and I think I have a mani- 
fest showing that they carry crockery and dressed beef. 

Mr. TELLER. Before the Senator from Maine gets through I 
want to ask him a question regarding the bill. Can the Senator 
give us a statement as to what the different speed premiumns 
would be on these steamships? If the Senator has that I should 
be glad to have him present it. I do not understand it. 

Mr. FRYE. I have it here, and I shall print it. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator one other question. 
I want to ask if the committee have determined as to which is the 
most economic speed forcarrying products like our farm products? 

Mr. FRYE. From 8 to 12 knots. 

Mr. TELLER. Solunderstand. That is my information. 

Mr. FRYE. That is why the general committee commenced in 
the first place the speed premium at 14 knots, for vessels having 
that speed immediately become available as auxiliaries to the 
Navy in case of need. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it be convenient to the Senator to complete 
his observations to-morrow, I will move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, if he will yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. I have taken so much time on the first two propo- 
sitions of the bill that I should like to spend some additional time 
on the other provisions contained in the bill, and therefore it will 
suit my convenience entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. VEST. Before that motion is put, I desire to offer an 
amendment by way of a substitute for the pending bill, and ask 
that it be read and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute, as follows: 
Amendatory of Title XLVIII of the Revised Statutes of the United States so 


as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United 
States for use in the foreign carrying trade. 


Be it enacted, etc., That so many of the various provisions of the Title 
XLVIII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled * Regulation of 
commerce and navigation,”’ embraced in chapters 1 to 9 of said title, and from 
section 4131 to section 4305, both inclusive, as either prohibit or restrict citi- 
zens of the United States from purchasing ships built in other countries, to 
be used in the foreign carrying trade of the United States, or which impose 
taxes, burdens, or restrictions on such ships when owned by American citi- 
zens which are not imposed on ships built in the United States, are hereby 
repealed; and it shall be lawful hereafter for all citizens of the United States 
to buy ships built in whole or in part in any foreign country and have them 
registered as ships of the United States; and when so registered such ships 
so bought shall be entitled to al! the rights and subjected only to the same 
regulations as are now provided by law for the government and management 
of ships built wholly within the United States and owned and controlled by 
citizens thereof. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 

amendment will lie upon the table and be printed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 5, 
1900, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 4, 1900. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Infantry arm, 

Harry W. Graham, of Ohio (corporal, Company D, Twelfth 
Infantry, United States Army), September 1, 1900, vice Price, 
Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

James C. Williams, of the District of Columbia (second lieuten- 
ant, sguadron Philippine Cavalry, United States Volunteers), 
September 1, 1900, vice Kinney, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

ohn Royden Kelly, of South Dakota, September 1, 1900, vice 
Hocker, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

E. R. Warner McCabe, of Virginia, September 1, 1900, vice 
Boyle, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

William Swift Martin, of New York, October 11, 1900, vice 
Young, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 
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William G. Ball, of Ohio, October 15, 1900, vice Parker, First 
Infantry, promoted. 

Joseph A. Marmon, of Ohio, October 15, 1900, vice Clark, Twenty- 
third Infantry, promoted. 

Emery T. Smith, of California, Octoter 15, 1900, vice Hunt, 
Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Cavalry arm. 

Sergt. James Huston, Troop F, Sixth Cavalry, July 25, 1900, 
vice Holbrook, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

First oe Edward Calvert, Troop M, First Cavalry, July 25, 
1900, vice Wade, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

Sergt. Bruce Palmer, Troop H, Sixth Cavalry, July 25, 1900, 
vice Heiberg, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Sergt. James E. Fechét, Troop D, Sixth Cavalry, July 25, 1900, 
vice Kochersperger, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

First Sergt. Philip W. Corbusier, Troop C, Fourth Cavalry, 
July 25, 1900, vice McIntyre, Ninth Cavalry, transferred to artil- 
lery arm. 

Infantry arm. 

Corpl. Ward Dabney, Company H, Tenth Infantry, July 25, 
1900, vice Bumpus, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. John 'T. Berry, Battery A, Third Artillery, July 25, 1900, 
vice Miller, Tenth Infantry, resigned. 

First Sergt. Paul M. Goodrich, Company M, Fourteenth In- 
fantry, July 25, 1900, vice Hill, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Frank H. Kalde, Company M, Second Infantry, July 25, 
1900, vice Dalton, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. William W. Taylor, jr., Fourth Infantry, 
July 25, 1900, vice Straat, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Q. M. Sergt. John B. Murphy, Battery D, Fourth Artillery, 
July 25, 1900, vice Catlin, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. RussellC. Hand, Troop G, Second Cavalry, July 25, 1900, 
vice McNulta, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Sergt. Henry A. Bell, Company M, Twentieth Infantry, 
July 25, 1900, vice Faulkner, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Bruno T. Scher, Company M, Eighth Infantry, July 25, 
1900, vice Perkins, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Private George A. Herbst, Battery K, Sixth Artillery, July 25, 
1900, vice Morse, Ninth Infantry, deceased. 

Corpl. Jairus A. Moore, Company G, Twenty-first Infantry, 
July 25, 1900, vice Childs, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Philip J. Lauber, Battery B, Sixth Artillery, July 25, 
1900, vice Wagner, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Com. Sergt. James V. Guthrie, Thirteenth Infantry, July 25, 
1900, vice Knabenshue, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Thomas M. Hunter, Battery ‘), Second Artillery, July 
25, 1900, vice Harrison, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Private Gad Morgan, Company K, Fifteenth Infantry, July 25, 
1900, vice Knox, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Elverton E. Fuller, Company E, Third Infantry, July 25, 
196v, vice Powers, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. William 8. Neely, Battery A, Sixth Artillery, July 25, 
1900, vice Lieher, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

First Sergt. Frank H. Adams, Company I, Seventeenth Infan- 
try, July 25, 1900, vice Bell, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. George C. Lewis, Troop M, Third Cavalry, July 25, 1900, 
vice Ramsay, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

First Sergt. Ernest G. Smith, Company L, Seventeenth Infan- 
ty, July 25, 1900, vice Mitchell, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

rivate William H. Patterson, Troop B, Third Cavalry, July 25, 
1900, vice Drouillard, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. David A. Lindsay, Battery L, Second Artillery, July 25, 
1900, vice Crimmins, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Jorpi. Leonard J. Mygatt, Company H, Twenty-third Infantry, 
July 25, 1900, vice Weeks, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Elliott M. Norton, Company L, Eighteenth Infantry, 
July 25, 1900, vice Graham, Fifth Infantry, resigned. 

Q. M. Sergt. Thomas M. Bains, jr., Battery E, Sixth Artillery, 
July 25, 1900, vice Love, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Roscoe H. Hearn, Troop M, Fourth Cavalry, July 235, 
1900, yice McCook, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Nels Anderson, TroopC, First Cavalry, July 25, 1900, vice 
Coleman, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. William McE. Walton, Battery H, Sixth Artillery, July 
25, 1900, vice Schindel, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Frank B. Edwards, Battery H, Fourth Artillery, July 25, 
1900, vice Pond, Third Infantry, ras 

Corpl. Arthur H. Freshwater, Troop K, Sixth Cavalry, July 25, 
1900, vice Merrill, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Electrician Sergt. William Korst, United States Army, July 25, 


1900, vice Wetherill, Sixth ae mae ety 


Corpl. Joseph C. Kay, Company attalion of Engineers, July 
25, 1900, vice Murphy, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Hosp. Steward John Jackson, United States Army, July 25, 
1900, vice Baldwin, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Acting Hosp. Steward Walter C. Jones, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900, vice Smith, Eighteenth Infantry, deceased. 





1900. 
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Com. Sergt. Charles Abel, United States Army, July 25, 1900, 
vice Keyes, Third Infantry, killed in action. 


Com. Sergt. George R. Greene, Ninth Infantry, July 25, 1900, 
vice Shields, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Private Elliot Caziarc, Company F, Fifteenth Infantry, July 25, 
1900, vice Cooke, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Sergt. La Vergne L. Gregg, Company M, Twenty-second 
Infantry, July 25, 1900, vice Conger, Eighteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Acting Hosp. Steward Oliver F. Snyder, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900, vice Kemper, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Acting Hosp. Steward Edward Lee Rains, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900, vice Barnes, 4 Co Infantry, promoted. 

Electrician Sergt. Charles L. Woodhouse, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900, vice Saxton, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Private Bertram P. Johnson, Company H, Seventh Infantry, 
July 25, 1900, vice Foy, Eighth Infantry, transferred to cavalry 
arm. 

Sergt. Gustave A. Wieser, Battery G, Fourth Artillery, July 
25, 1900, vice McNally, Twenty-fifth Infantry, transferred to cav- 
alry arm. 

First Sergt. Walter L. Reed, Battery N, Second Artillery, July 
25, 1900, vice Thorne, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Ira F. Fravel, Company L, Fifth Infantry, July 25, 1900, 
vice Howland, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. William M. Kistler, Battery D, Seventh Artillery, July 
25. 1900, vice Aloe, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Electrician Sergt. Robert M. Ellicott, United States Army, July 
25, 1900 (since transferred to the artillery arm), vice Oliver, 
Second Infantry, transferred to cavalry arm. 

Corpl. Ned M. Green, Company D, Seventh Infantry, July 30, 
1900, vice Fealy, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Theodore H. Koch, Battery I, Sixth Artillery, August 3, 
1900, vice Rowell, Second Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. William C. Stone, Troop F, Second Cavalry, August 7, 
1900, vice Druin, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. James A. Moss, Company B, Seventh Infantry, August 
13, 1900, vice Campbell, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Charles F. Leonard, Company K, Twenty-first Infantry, 
August 14, 1900, vice Foster, Ninth Infantry, resigned. 

Sergt. Henry C. Merriam, Battery H, Sixth Artillery, August 
20, 1900, vice Allison, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. John Sherman Chambers, Company M, Second Infantry, 
August 22, 1900, vice De Witt, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. James Regan, jr, Ninth Infantry, 
August 24, 1900, vice Morton, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Gilbert M. Allen, Company B, Sixth Infantry, August 
29, 1900, vice Wills, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Private Raymond W. Briggs, unassigned, Fourth Infantry, 
August 31, 1900, vice Breckinridge, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Acting Hosp. Steward Cleaveland Hilson, United States Army, 
August 31, 1900, vice McCaskey, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. John Randolph, Company G, Sixth Infantry, August 31, 
1900, vice McCue, First Infantry, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS OF GRADUATES OF THE MILITARY ACADEMY IN 
THE ARMY. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 
To be second lieutenants. 


1, Cadet George B. Pillsbury, vice Boggs, promoted. 
2. Cadet Edward M. Adams, vice Smith, promoted. 


To be additional second lieutenants. 
. Cadet Gustave R. Lukesh. 


. Cadet Edmund M. Rhett. 

5. Cadet John R. Slattery. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Artillery arm. 

‘ 6. Cadet Charles R. Lawson, vice Tanner, transferred to infan- 
ry arm. 

7. Cadet Francis A. Pope, vice Conklin, promoted. 

8. Cadet Gilbert A. Youngberg, vice West, resigned. 

9. Cadet Stanley B. Hamilton, vice Pearce, deceased. 
_ 15. Cadet William P. Stokey, vice McCleave, transferred to 
infantry arm. 

16. Cadet William I. Westerveldt, vice Koehler, promoted. 

19. Cadet Frederick L. Buck, vice Brady, promoted. 

20. Cadet Jay P. Hopkins, vice Goodnow, transferred to in- 
fantry arm. 

22. Cadet Leroy T. Hillman, vice Applewhite, promoted. 

23. Cadet Upton Birnie, jr., vice Carmichael, promoted. 
24. Cadet Archibald H. Sunderland, vice Bishop, promoted. 
25. Cadet Clarence Deems, jr., vice Boutelle, killed in action, 
26. Cadet Raymond H, Fenner, vice Moses, promoted. 


28. Cadet Charles L. J. Frohwitter, vice Whipple, transferred 
to infantry arm, 


~) 


om CO 


30. Cadet Edward P. Nones, vice Ashburn, promoted. 
Cadet Clifford C. Carson, vice Bottoms, promoted, 
. Cadet John McManus, vice Newbill, promoted. 


Cavalry arm. 


10. Cadet Joseph A. Baer, vice Cavenaugh, promoted. 
11. Cadet Frank O. Whitlock, vice Bigelow, promoted. 
12. Cadet Charles F. Martin, vice Sills, promoted. 

13. Cadet Robert E. Wood, vice Nissen, promoted. 

14. Cadet Willis V. Morris, vice Hawkins, promoted. 
18. Cadet Walter S. Grant, vice Parker, promoted. 

21. Cadet Charles M. Wesson, vice Herron, promoted. 
27. Cadet Morton C, Mumma, vice Dixon, promoted. 
29. Cadet Frank P. Amos, vice Pritchard, promoted. 

35. Cadet Julian A. Benjamin, vice Reisinger, resigned. 
37. Cadet John Watson, vice Anderson, promoted. 

. Cadet Samuel R. Gleaves, vice Sievert, promoted. 
41. Cadet Lewis 8. Morey, vice Jervey, promoted. 

43, Cadet James Goethe, vice Eltinge, promoted. 

44, Cadet Robert F. Jackson, vice Christian, promoted. 
5. Cadet Varien D, Dixon, vice Howard, retired from active 
service. 

46, Cadet Verne La S. Rockwell, vice Moses, promoted. 

49, Cadet John W. Wilen, vice Stodter, promoted. 

51. Cadet George B. Comly, vice Miller, promoted. 

52. Cadet Augustine McIntyre (since transferred to artillery 
arm), vice Drake, promoted. 

53. Cadet Charles G. Harvey, vice Saltzman, promoted. 

54. Richard M. Thomas, vice Morrison, promoted. 

Infantry arm. 

17. Cadet Edwin G. Davis, vice Hassaurek, deceased, 

31. Cadet Herman Glade, vice Foster, deceased. 

32. Cadet Arthur P.S. Hyde (since transferred to artillery arm), 
vice Burr, promoted. 

34, Cadet Harry E. Mitchell, vice Cheney, promoted. 

36. Cadet Ernest E. Allen, vice Howland, promoted, 

39. Cadet Frank 8S. Bowen, vice Parrott, promoted. 

40. Cadet Fred C. Doyle, vice Ford, promoted. 

42, Cadet James P. Robinson, vice Connor, promoted. 

47. Cadet Pressley K. Brice, vice Watkins, promoted. 

48, Cadet George T. Perkins, vice Brambila, promoted. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. Henry P. McCain, Fourteenth Infantry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general with the rank of major, Noyember 9, 1900, vice 
Barry. promoted. 

Capt. James T. Kerr, Seventeenth Infantry, to be assistant adju- 
tant-general with the rank of major, November 12, 1900, vice 
Heistand, promoted. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 

Capt. John L. Chamberlain, First Artillery, to be inspector- 
general with the rank of major, November 10, 1900, vice Heyl, 
promoted. 


~~ 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. David S. Stanley, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
assistant quartermaster with the rank of captain, August 13, 1909, 
vice Miller, promoted. 

First Lieut. Richmond McA. Scholfield, Fifth Cavalry, to be 
assistant quartermaster with the rank of captain, November 1, 
1900, vice Jones, promoted. 

SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. William H. Bean, Second Cavalry, to be commis- 
sary of subsistence with the rank of captain, July 31, 1900, vice 
Little, deceased. 

First Lieut. William H. Hart, Seventh Cavalry, to be commis-< 
sary of subsistence with the rank of captain, November 10, 1900, 
vice Peterson, deceased. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT, 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Walter D. Webb, of New York, captain and assistant surgeon, 
Forty-third Infantry, United States Volunteers, October 3, 1900, 
vice Westnedge, deceased. 

George W. Mathews, of Massachusetts, captain and assistant 
surgeon, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United States Volunteers, Octo- 
ber 3, 1900, vice Clendenin, deceased. 

Maj. A. W. Shockley, of Kansas, late surgeon, Seventh United 
States Volunteer Infantry, October 3, 1900, vice Ware, wholly 
retired. 

Robert N, Winn, of Kentucky, late captain and assistant sur- 
eon, Second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, October 3, 1900, vice 
ohnson, promoted. 

Theodore C, Lyster, of Michigan, October 3, 1900, vice Owen, 

promoted. 
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Sanford H. Wadhams, of Connecticut, October 3, 1900, vice Capt. James O'Hara, Third Artillery, to be major, June 6, 1900, 


Egan, promoted. vice Calef, First Artillery, promoted. 

Chandler P. Robbins, of Kentucky, October 3, 1900, vice Hig- Capt. Asher C, Taylor, Second Artillery, to be major, June 18, 
ley, deceased. ; 1900, vice Fuger, Fourth Artillery, retired from active service. 

Thomas L. Rhoads, of Pennsylvania, October 3, 1900, vice Capt. Richard P, Strong, Fourth Artillery, to be major, July 15, 
Wakeman, promoted. 1900, vice Tiernon, First Artillery, promoted. 

Harry L. Gilchrist, of Ohio, October 8, 1900, vice Heyl, re- Capt. Henry W. Hubbell, First Artillery, to be major, August10, 
signed, 1900, vice Lancaster, Fourth Artillery, promoted. 

William J. L. Lyster, of Michigan, October 3, 1900, vice Everts, Capt. William F. Stewart, Fourth Artillery, to be major, 
retired from active service. October 1, 1900, vice Scantling, Second Artillery, retired. 

Elbert E. Persons, of Illinois, October 3, 1900, vice Stephenson, Capt. Anthony W. Vogdes, Fifth Artillery, to be major, October 
promoted. 5, 1900, vice Ingalls, Fifth Artillery, promoted. 


William N. Bispham, of Maryland, October 3, 1900, vice Rash, First Lieut. Elisha 8. Benton, Seventh Artillery, to be captain, 
whose commission expired by constitutional limitation. June 6, 1900, vice O'Hara, Third Artillery, promoted. 
Edward F. Geddings, of South Carolina, October 9, 1900, vice First Lieut. Harry L. Hawthorne, Sixth Artillery, to be captain, 
Phillips, promoted. June 18, 1900, vice Taylor, Second Artillery, promoted. 
Howard W. Beal, of Maine, November 1, 1900, vice Pilcher, re- First Lieut. Cornélis De W. Willcox, Seventh Artillery, to be 
tired from active service. captain, July 15, 1900, vice Strong, Fourth Artillery, promoted, 
SIGNAL CORPS. i irst sees, Antone: Saste. seg e iamga ae captain, 
rr z : ; aie ugust 10, 1900, vice Hu , First Artillery, promoted. 
a <r 1 — eae ae Saver to be first lieutenant, First Lieut. John D. Barrette, Seventh Artillery, to be captain, 
a es ee August 15, 1900, vice Reilly, Fifth Artillery, killed in action. 
TO BE CAPTAIN OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. Charles F. Parker, Second Artillery, to be captain, 
George W. Kirkman, of Illinois, late captain, Twelfth Infantry, 


October 1, 1900, vice Stewart, Fourth Artillery, promoted. 
United States Army, to be captain of infantry, with rank from | First Lieut. Elmer W. Hubbard, Seventh Artillery, to be cap- 
July 19, 1899, 


tain, October 5, 1900, vice Vogdes, Fifth Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Willard D. Newbill, Seventh Artillery, to be first 
lientenant, April 8, 1900, vice Sturgis, Sixth Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harold E. Cloke, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant, May 31, 1900, vice Hazzard, First Artillery, dropped asa 
deserter. 

Second Lieut. Samuel C. Vestal, Seventh Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, June 6, 1900, vice Benton, Seventh Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas H. R. Mcintyre, Sixth Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant, June 18, 1900, vice Hawthorne, Sixth Artillery, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. McMaster, Sixth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant,J uly 15, 1900, vice Willcox, Seventh Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Philip R. Ward, Seventh Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, August 10, 1900, vice Curtis, Sixth Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Manus McCloskey, Fifth Artillery, to be first lieu- 
a August 15, 1900, vice Barrette, Seventh Artillery, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. John E. Stephens, Seventh Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, September 4, 1900, vice Russel, Sixth Artillery, who 


TO BE CAPTAIN IN SIGNAL CORPS, 


First Lieut. Samuel Reber, to be captain, to date from July 1, 
1900. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. John V. Furey, deputy quartermaster-general, to be 
assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel, August 
12, 1900, vice Lee, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin B. Atwood, deputy quartermaster-general, to 
be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel, No- 
vember 1, 1900, vice Scully, retired from active service. 

Maj. Forrest H. Hathaway, quartermaster, to be deputy quar- 
termaster-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 12, 
1900, vice Furey, promoted. 

Maj. Joshua W. Jacobs, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermas- 
ter-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, November 1, 1900, 
vice Atwood, promoted. 

‘apt. William H. Miller, assistant quartermaster, to be quarter- 
master with the rank of major, August 12, 1900, vice Hathaway, vacates by appointment in Signal Corps. 


promoted. ; Second Lieut. Thomas E, Merrill, First Artillery, to be first 
Capt. Samuel R. Jones, assistant quartermaster, to be quarter- | jientenant, October 1, 1900, vice Parker, Second Artillery, pro- 

master with the rank of major, November 1, 1900, vice Jacobs, jnotea. ” : 7 rs . 

porn. Second Lieut. George A. Nugent, Fourth Artillery, to be first 


Se te Scene | lient tober 5, 1900, vice Hubbard, Seventh Artillery, pro- 
Lieut. Col. Alfred A. Woodhull, deputy surgeon-general, to be | ae —- eee er ere es aries 


assistant surgeon-general with the rank of colonel, October 8, och itenaiaelk 
1900, vice Wright. deceased. Sa aRERE Sam. 

Maj. Alfred C. Girard, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general Lieut. Col. Charles F. Robe, Seventeenth Inf. paz to be colo- 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, October 8, 1900, vice Wood- | nel, July 13, 1900, vice Liscum, Ninth Infantry, killed in action. 


SSS SSS SSS 


hull, promoted. Maj. Alfred C. Markley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be lieu- 
Capt. John L. Phillips, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with | tenant-colonel, June 9, 1900, vice Potter, Twenty-second Infantry, 

the rank of major, October 8, 1900, vice Girard, promoted. retired from active service. 
CAVALRY ARM. Maj. Lyster M. O’Brien, Seventeenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 


First Lieut. Herbert 8. Whipple, Seventh Cavalry, to be cap- | Colonel, July 18, 1900, vice Robe, Seventeenth Infantry, pro- 
‘ ‘ 5 : | moted., 


tain, July 10, 1900, vice Mackay, Third Cavalry, retired from act- | Maj. William Auman, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant. 


ive service ; 7 : ; ; 
. ee Y : : 4 : | colonel, September 7, 1900, vice Clapp, Twenty-first Infantry, re- 
First Lieut. Charles W. Farber, Eighth Cavalry, to be captain, tived froma active service. 


ane he 1900, vice Lockwood, Fourth Cavalry, retired from | Maj. Jesse M. Lee, Fifteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
. | bepert e ‘ a ' 
Second Lieut. Stephen M. Kochersperger, Second Cavalry, to | October 9, 1900, vice Brinkerhoff, Sixth Infantry, retired from 


Romans Menbenees Sey 30, NPR See Waa Sore Coven, | "Maj, Jermes M. Miller, Twenty-second Infantry, to be lieuten- 
promoted. Ys 


Second Lieut. Ola W. Bell, Third Cavalry, to be first lienten- | Se ee vice Boyle, Nineteenth Infantry, 

ant, November 14, 1900, vice Farber, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. | Capt. Edwin B. Bolton, Sixteenth Infantry, to be major, June 
ARTILLERY ARM. 9, 1900, vice Markley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Lieut. Col. Tully McCrea, Fifth Artillery, to be colonel, July Capt. James S. Pettit, First Infantry, to be major, June 18, 1900, 
15, 1900, vice Williston, Sixth Artillery, retired from active | vice Edmunds, First Infantry, deceased. 
service. Capt. Charles L. Hodges, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be major, 

Maj. John H. Calef, First Artillery (since retired), to be lieu- | July 13, 1900, vice O’Brien, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 
tenant-colonel, June 6, 1900, vice Field, Third Artillery, retired Capt. Robert H. R. Loughborough, fp eae Infantry, to bé 
from active service. major, August 11, 1800, vice Whitney, Sixth Infantry, deceased, 

Maj. John L. Tiernon, First Artillery, to be lieutenant-colonel, Capt. John G. Ballance, Twenty-second Infantry, to be major, 
July 15, 1900, vice McCrea, Fifth Artillery, promoted. September 7, 1900, vice Auman, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

j. James M. Lancaster, Fourth Artillery (since deceased), Capt. William J. Turner, Second Infantry, to be major, October 

to be lientenant-colonel, August 10, 1900, vice Calef, Third Artil- | 5, 1900, vice Kendrick, Seventh Infantry, retired from active 
lery, retired from active service. service. 

Maj. James M. Ingalls, Fifth Artillery, to be lieutenant-colonel, Capt. Frank umes Eighth Infantry, to be major, October 9, 
October 5, 1900, vice Lancaster, Third Artillery, deceased. 1900, vice Lee, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 











1900. 





Capt. Richard T. Yeatman, Third Infantry, to be major, Novem- 
ber 13, 1900, vice Miller, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Francis H. Schoeffel, Ninth Infantry, to be captain, 
April 18, 1900, vice O'Connor, Twenty-third Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. William H. Bertsch, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
captain, May 12, 1900, vice McCammon, Fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. Ross L. Bush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be captain, 

May 31, 1900, vice Greene, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Joseph L. Donovan, Sixteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, June 3, 1900, vice Godfrey, Twenty-second Infantry, killed 
in action. 

First Lieut. John B. Bennet, Sixth Infantry, to be captain, 
June 9, 1900, vice Bolton, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Melville S. Jarvis, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
June 18, 1900, vice Pettit, First Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John W. Heavey, Eleventh Infantry, to be captain, 
July 9, 1900, vice Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Harry J. Hirsch, Fourth Infantry, to be captain, 
July 13, 1900, vice Hodges, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Joseph Frazier, Ninth Infantry, to be captain, Au- 
oes 1900, vice Loughborough, Twenty-fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted, 

First Lieut. Robert L. Hamilton, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
September 7, 1900, vice Ballance, Twenty-second Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. La Roy S. Upton, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
September 15, 1900, vice McQuiston, Fourth Infantry, deceased, 

First Lieut. Harry A. Smith, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
September 17, 1900, vice Mitchell, Fifteenth Infantry, killed in 
action. 

Second Lieut. Clifton C. Kinney, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first 
a April 18, 1900, vice Schoeffel, Ninth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Woodson Hocker, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
somnanae, May 12, 1900, vice Bertsch, Fifteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. : 

Second Lieut. Juan A. Boyle, Twenty-first Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 25, 1900, vice Stetson, Third Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. James S. Young, jr., Tenth Infantry, to be first 
eee May 31, 1900, vice Bush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. William M. Parker, First Infantry,to be first 
lieutenant, June 3, 1900, vice Donovan, Sixteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles B. Clark, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
first * Nepean June 9, 1900, vice Bennet, Sixth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Irvin L. Hunt, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, June 18, 1900, vice Jarvis, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George S. Simonds, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, July 2, 1900, vice Geiger, Fourteenth Infantry, 
deceased. 

Second Lieut. Louis 8. D. Rucker, jr., Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, July 9, 1900, vice Heavey, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Robert E. Frith, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
first ea, July 13, 1900, vice Hirsch, Fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Llewellyn N. Bushfield, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, July 29, 1900, vice Spurgin, Twenty-first Infan- 
try, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Samuel T. Ansell, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
et August 11, 1900, vice Frazier, Ninth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Robert H. Peck, Tenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 13, 1900, vice Murphy, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
killed in action. 

Second Lieut. Halsey E. Yates, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
— September 7, 1900, vice Hamilton, Fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

_ Second Lieut. Clement A. Trott, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
ew September 15, 1900, vice Upton, Fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted, 

Second Lieut. Wilson B. Burtt, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
—~ me September 17, 1900, vice Smith, Fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Walter S. Brown, Third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 20, 1900, vice Hill, Fourth Infantry, re- 
signec, 

Second Lieut. Josiah C. Minus, Twentieth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 22, 1900, vice Meade, Twenty-first Infantry, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


(rere 





PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 


ELEVENTH CAVALRY, 

First Lieut. George W. Winterburn, to be captain, June 7, 1900, 
vice England, whose commission expired by constitutional lixnita- 
tion. 

Second Lieut. George Curry, to be first lieutenant, June 7, 1900, 
vice Winterburn, promoted. 


SQUADRON PHILIPPINE CAVALRY. 


First Lieut. David H. Biddle, to be captain, July 2, 1900, vice 
Geiger, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Frank I. Otis, to be first lieutenant, July 2, 1900, 
vice Biddle, promoted. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Daniel Hyman, to be first lieutenant, September 
10. 1900, vice O'Flaherty, honorably discharged. 

Second Lieut. Thomas MacAllister Knox, to be first lientenant, 
September 15, 1900, vice Kennedy, honorably discharged. 

Second Lieut. Matthew T. E. Ward, to be first lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 15, 1900, vice Rodney, honorably discharged. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. McCoy, to be first lieutenant, Septem- 
ber 30, 1900, vice Cassells, resigned. 

TWENTY-EIGHTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. John P. Teagarden, to be captain, August 28, 1900, 
vice Crenshaw, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William H. Lyons, to be first lientenant, August 
28, 1900, vice Teagarden, promoted. 

TWENTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Edward Hill, to be captain, July 3 
Whitman, resigned. 

First Lieut. James Longstreet, jr., to be captain, September 3, 
1900, vice Rash, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Vincent M. Elmore, jr., to be first lieutenant, 
July 31, 1900, vice Hill, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas 8. Moorman, jr., to be first lieutenant, 
September 3, 1900, vice Longstreet, promoted. 


THIRTIETH INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Guilford S. Garber, to be first lieutenant, Juse 30, 

1900, vice McMillan, honorably discharged. 
THIRTY-FIRST INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Kent Browning, to becaptain, August 10, 1900, vice 
Gillenwater, honorably discharged. : 

Second Lieut. Henry Gibbins, to be first lieutenant, Augnst 1), 
1900, vice Browning, promoted. 

THIRTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. George S. Ralston, to be captain, September 1, 1900, 
vice Summerlin, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin R. Wade, to be first lieutenant, June 6, 
1900, vice Weaver, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Archie Miller, to be first lieutenant, September 1, 
1900, vice Ralston, promoted. 

THIRTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 

Lieut. Col. Marcus D. Cronin, to be colonel, June 9, 1900, vice 
Hare, who vacates by acceptance of appointment as brigadier- 
general of volunteers. 

Maj. Peyton C. March, to be lieutenant-colonel, June 9, 1900, 
vice Cronin, promoted. 

Capt. Edmund G. Shields, to be major, June 9, 1900, vice March, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Edgar N. Coffey, to be captain, June 9, 1900, vice 
Shields, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Henry J. McKenney, to be first lieutenant, June 
9, 1800, vice Coffey, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Donaid C. McClelland, to be first lieutenant, 
October 6, 1900, vice Hall, honorably discharged. 

Second Lieut. Hugh Williams, to be first lieutenant, October 24, 
1900, vice Febiger, killed in action. 

THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Harry W. Newton, tobe captain, July 25, 1900, vice 
Miller, resigned. 

First Lieut. Harry C. Barnes, to be captain, November 15, 1900, 
vice Calverley, honorably discharged. 

Second Lieut. Charles P. Hirst, to be first lieutenant, July 25, 
1900, vice Newton, promoted. , 

Second Lieut. Cleveland C. Lansing, to be first lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 10, 1900, vice Montgomery, resigned. 

Second Lieut. John T. Dunn, to be first lieutenant, November 
15, 1900, vice Barnes, promoted, 


THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Samuel M. English, to be first lieutenant, August 
20, 1900, vice Thomas, resigned. 


1, 1200, vice 























Sahatancahepaonplamapare 


a en eee 




































































42 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


THIRTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Frank Maloney, to be captain, August 13,1900, vice 
Murphy, killed in action. 

Second Lieut. Edward H. White, to be first lieutenant, August 
13, 1900, vice Maloney, promoted, 

FORTIETH INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. John M. Kelso, jr., to be first lieutenant, July 15, 

1900, vice Crotty, honorably discharged. 
FORTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. R. Howard Williams, to be first lieutenant, July 

7, 1900, vice Webster, deceased. 
FORTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Morton L. Avery, to be first lieutenant, May 11, 
1900, vice Evens, killed in action. 

Second Lieut. Robert Sterrett, to be first lieutenant, June 13, 
1900, vice Cilley, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William H. Burt, to be first lieutenant, Septem- 
ber 15, 1900, vice Power, resigned. 

FORTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Arthur J. Cadden, to be first lieutenant, October 
30, 1900, vice Koontz, killed in action. 

Second Lieut. Frederick L. Dengler, to be first lieutenant, No- 
vember 1, 1900, vice Levens, honorably discharged. 

FORTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Willard M. Fiynn, to be captain, August 17, 1900, 
vice Brown, killed in action. 

Second Lieut. Roy I. Taylor, to be first lieutenant, June 10, 1900, 
vice Brown (since deceased), promoted. 

Second Lieut. William E, W. MacKinlay, to be first lieutenant, 
August 17, 1900, vice Flynn, promoted. 

FORTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Moses R. Ross, to be first lieutenant, August 31, 

1900, vice Ely, honorably discharged. 
FORTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Leonard 8. Goddard, to be captain, July 6, 1900, 
vice Huston, deceased. 

First Lieut. Thomas R. J. Campbell, to be captain, August 28, 
1900, vice Bentley, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William R. Harrison, to be first lieutenant, July 
6, 1900, vice Goddard, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Lanham, to be first lieutenant, August 
10, 1900, vice Dyer, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Walter T. Slack, to be first lieutenant, August 28, 
1900, vice Campbell, promoted. 

FORTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 

Lirst Lieut. David J. Gilmer, to be captain, October 6, 1900, 
vice Jefferson, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Alfred M. Ray, to be first lieutenant, October 3, 
1900, vice Blakeman, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William McBryar, to be first lieutenant, October 
6, 1900, vice Gilmer, promoted. 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY, 

Second Lieut. Augustine McIntyre, from the cavalry arm to the 
artillery arm, July 11, 1900, with rank from June 13, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Arthur P. S. Hyde, from the infantry arm to the 
artillery arm, July 11, 1900, with rank from June 13, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Albert N. McClure, from the infantry arm to the 
cavalry arm, June 15, 1900, with rank from February 16, 1899. 

Second Lieut. Fred W. Hershler, from the infantry arm to the 
cavalry arm, June 30, 1900, with rank from June 14, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Robert M. Ellicott, from the infantry arm to the 
artillery arm, August 25, 1900, with rank from July 25, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
TO BE SURGEONS WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 

Capt. Frank E. Artaud, assistant surgeon, Forty-fifth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, July 9, 1900, vice Ireland, Forty-fifth 
Infantry, transferred to volunteer staff as surgeon with the rank 
of major. 

Capt. Seaton Norman, assistant surgeon, Thirty-ninth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, October 30, 1900, vice Wales, Thirty- 
ninth Infantry, honorably discharged. 

TO BE ASSISTANT SURGEONS WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 

First Lieut. William C. Berlin, assistant surgeon, Forty-fifth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, July 9, 1900, vice Artaud, 
Forty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edward G. Beeson, assistant surgeon, Thirty-ninth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, October 30, 1900, vice Norman, 
Thirty-ninth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Isaac W. Brewer, assistant surgeon, Thirty-sixth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, October 12, 1900, vice Mathews, 
Thirty-sixth Infantry, honorably discharged. 
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First Lieut. Dudley W. Welch, assistant surgeon, oe 
, Vice 


Infantry, United States Volunteers, November 12, 1 
Webb, Forty-third Infantry, honorably discharged. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS, 


To be major-generals. 

Brig. Gen. Loyd Wheaton, United States Volunteers (colonel 
Seventh Infantry, United States Army), June 18, 1900, vice Otis, 
who vacates by appointment as major-general, United States 
Army. 

Brig. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, United States Volunteers (colonel 
Eighth Cavalry, United States Army), July 19, 1900, to fill an 
original vacancy. 





















To be brigadier-general., 


Lieut. Col, Thomas H. Barry, assistant adjutant-general, United 
States Army, June 18, 1900, vice Wheeler, who vacates by appoint- 
ment as brigadier-general, United States Army. 

To be inspector-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 

Maj. Parker W. West, inspector-general, United States Volun- 
teers (captain, Fifth Cavalry, United States Army), December 1, 
1900, vice Harrison, honorably discharged. 

STAFF OFFICERS. 
To be quartermasters with the rank of major. 

Capt. William W. Robinson, jr., assistant quartermaster, 
United States Army, August 14, 1900, vice Miller, who vacates by 
promotion to quartermaster, with the rank of major, United 
States Army. 

Capt. Joseph C. Byron, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, September 27, 1900, vice Cartwright, deceased. 

To be assistant quartermasters with the rank of captain. 

First Lieut. George C. Barnhardt, Sixth Cavalry, United States 
Army, July 27, 1900, vice Johnson, resigned. 

First Lieut. Pegram Whitworth, Eighteenth Infantry, United 
States Army, October 12, 1900, to fill a vacancy in the Volunteer 
Army created under the first proviso to said section 14, by the ap- 
pointment of Byron, assistant quartermaster, United States Army, 
to be quartermaster, United States Volunteers. 

First Lieut. William C. Davis, Sixth Artillery, United States 
Army, October 29, 1900, vice Brookfield, resigned. 

To be commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 


Capt. Albert D. Niskern, commissary of subsistence, United 
States Army, October 19, 1900, vice Peterson, deceased. 

To be assistant commissaries of subsistence with the rank of captain. 

First Lieut. John E. Woodward, Sixteenth Infantry, United 
States Army, June 15, 1900, vice Deming, dismissed. 

First Lieut. Frank B. Watson, Nineteenth Infantry, United 
States Army, August 31, 1900, vice Milliken, resigned. 

To be surgeons with the rank of major. 

Maj. Merritte W. Ireland, surgeon, Forty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, June 30, 1900, vice Crosby, honorably dis- 
charged. (This is a transfer from line to staff. ) 

Capt. John 8. Kulp, assistant surgeon, United States Army, June 
11, 1900, vice Shiels, resigned. 

Capt. Frederick P. Reynolds, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, June 16, 1900, vice Keefer, resigned. 

Capt. William F. Lewis, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
October 1, 1900, vice Ducker, honorably discharged. 

Capt. Alexander N. Stark, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, November 7, 1900, vice Balch, honorably discharged. 

Capt. Paul Shillock, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
November 2, 1900, vice Davis, deceased. 

Capt. Powell C. Fauntleroy, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, November 30, 1900, vice Echeverria, honorably discharged. 

First Lieut. George W. Mathews, assistant surgeon, United 
— sue, November 30, 1900, vice Matthews, honorably dis- 
charged. 

Capt. William L. Kneedler, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, December 1, 1900, vice Potter, honorably discharged. 

To be signal officer with the rank of captain. 


First Lieut. Carl F. Hartmann, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, July 1, 1900, vice Reber, who vacates by promotion 
to captain, Signal Corps, United States Army. 

To be signal officer with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Alfred T. Clifton, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, July 1, 1900, vice Hartmann, appointed captain, 

Second Lieut. William W. Colt, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, August 31, 1900, vice Talbott, resigned. 

To be signal officers with the rank of second lieutenant. 

First-Class Sergt. John T. Sayles, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice Davies, appointed first lieutenant. 

























1900. 


First-Class Sergt. Charles O. Hastings, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, June 8, 1900, vice Mitchell, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Burt E. Grabo, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice Wallace, appointed first lieutenant, 
First-Class Sergt. Magnus Nordquist, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice Cunningham, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Otto B. Grimm, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice Rickard, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Charles E. Booth, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice Jones, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Henry S. Hathaway, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, June 8, 1900, vice Gibbs, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Peter Bartsch, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice ae appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Rush P. Wheat, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice Stamford, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Clifton R. Berry, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900, vice Rogan, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Earle W. Binkley, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, September 1, 1900, vice Colt, appointed first lieutenant. 
First-Class Sergt. Harry W. Capron, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, September 8, 1900, to fill a vacancy in the Volunteer Army 
created under the first proviso to said section 14 by the transfer of 
First Lieut. Edgar Russel (signal officer, with the rank of captain, 
United States Volunteers) from the Sixth Artillery to the Signal 
Corps, United States Army. 
First-Class Sergt. Joseph Smith, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, November 28, 1900, vice Kennedy, deceased. 


To be signal officers with the rank of first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Charles B. Rogan, jr., signal officer, United 
States Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. William Mitchell, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Henry W. Stamford, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Frederick M. Jones, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Victor Shepherd, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. William E. Davies, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Richard O, Rickard, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Charles 8. Wallace, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. George S. Gibbs, jr., signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 100, to fill an original vacancy. 

Second Lieut. Mack K. Cunningham, signal officer, United 
States Volunteers, June 8, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 


To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 


H. Brookman Wilkinson, of Alabama, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, June 8, 1900, vice Edmonston, Thirty-fourth 
Infantry, deceased. 

Charles Fitzpatrick, of Pennsylvania, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, August 9, 1900, vice Berlin, Forty-fifth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

George S. Wallace, of Pennsylvania, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, August 21, 1900, vice Griffith, Forty-second 
Infantry, resigned. 

William J. Boyd, of New York, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, September 6, 1900, vice Burchard, Fortieth Infantry, 
deceased. 

Loren B. T. Johnson, of the District of Columbia, actingassistant 
surgeon, United States Army, November 19, 1900, vice Brewer, 
Thirty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Harold L. Coffin, of Rhode Island, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, November 19, 1900, vice Beeson, Thirty-ninth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Laurel B, Sandall, of Michigan, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, November 19, 1900, vice Welch, Forty-third Infantry, 
promoted. 

George B. Lawrason, of Louisiana, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, November 19, 1900, vice Stuart, Eleventh 
Cavalry, deceased. 

ELEVENTH CAVALRY. 


Q. M. Sergt. Thomas H. Jennings, Troop B, Eleventh Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 30, 1900, 
vice Quinlan, vacated by appointment as first lieutenant, Squad- 
ron Philippine Cavalry. 

First Sergt. Carl C. Jones, Troop L, Eleventh Cavalry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 30, 1900, vice Bal- 
lard, resigned. 

First Sergt. Frank M. Gaskill, Troop A, Eleventh Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 8, 
1900, vice Curry, promoted. 
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SQUADRON PHILIPPINE CAVALRY. 


Second Lieut. Frank T. McNarney, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, Squadron Phil- 
ippine Cavalry, June 15, 1900, to fill an original vacancy, 

Second Lieut. Frank I. Otis, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Philippine 
Cavalry, June 15, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Sergt. Clarence M. Condon, Battery G, Third Artillery, United 
States Army, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Philippine Cav- 
alry, June 15, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

First Sergt. Boss Reese, Company D, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Phil- 
ippine Cavalry, June 15, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Sergt. Edward B. Howell, Company A, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Phil- 
ippine Cavalry, June 15, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

Corpl. Robert M. Barton, Company B, Twenty-first Infantry, 
United States Army, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Philippine 
Cavalry, October 1, 1900, vice Williams, vacated by appointment 
as second lieutenant, United States Army. 

TWENTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Earl C. Pierce, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 11, 
1900, vice Fernald, drowned. 

Sergt. Josiah H. Byerley, Company F, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 5, 1900, 
vice Wagner, killed in action. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Allen T. Crockett, Twenty-seventh Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 
1900, vice Vernon, promoted. 

First Sergt. James G. Taylor, Company E, Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, 
August 20, 1900, vice Oliver, resigned. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Charles Schneider, jr., Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 15, 1900, vice Hyman, promoted. 

Tirst Sergt. Harry F. Smith, Company B, Twenty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, dep- 
tember 24, 1900, vice Knox, promoted. 

First Sergt. Alfred J. Booth, Company H, Twenty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Septem- 
ber 24, 1900, vice Ward, promoted. 

First Sergt. Charles B. Baker, Company I, Twenty-seventh In 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 
15, 1900, vice McCoy, promoted. 

TWENTY-EIGHTH INFANTRY. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. John F. Bishop, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 4, 1900, 
vice Newhall, honorably discharged. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. James M. Grey, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 1, 
1900, vice Lyons, promoted. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Anton H. Schroeter, Twenty-eighth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Octo- 
ber 12, 1900, vice Danner, deceased. 

TWENTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Hugh S. Brown, Twenty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 14, 1900, 
vice Elmore, promoted. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. William E. Persons, Twenty-ninth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 15, 
1900, vice Moorman, promoted. 

THIRTIETH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. William R. Downey, Thirtieth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 4, 1900, vice 
Garber, promoted. 

Com. Sergt. William E, Twight, Thirtieth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 6, 1900, vice 
Boyle, resigned. 

THIRTY-FIRST INFANTRY. 

First Sergt. Curtis G. Rorebeck, Company A, Thirty-first Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 23, 
1900, vice Twyman, promoted. 

Sergt. James Totten, Company A, Thirty-first Infantry. United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 8, 1900, vice 
Gibbins, promoted. 

THIRTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 

First Sergt. John Ryan, Company I, Thirty-second Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 12, 1900, 
vice Wade, promoted. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Edward C. Wells, Thirty-second Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 4, 
1900, vice Ballard, honorably discharged. 
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Corpl, Junius I. Boyle, Company L, Thirty-second Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 5, 
1900, vice Miller, promoted. 

THIRTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 
Sergt. Maj. Albert E. Gebert, Thirty-third Infantry, United 


States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 16, 1900, vice Mc- | 


Kenney, promoted. 

Sergt. Maj. Edward G. McDougall, Thirty-third Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 15, 1900, 
vice McClelland, promoted. 

First Sergt. Robert F. Tate, Company A, Thirty-third Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 6, 
1900, vice Jackson, honorably discharged. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Sebring C. Megill, Thirty-third Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 28, 
1900, vice Williams, promoted. 

THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 


First Sergt. William M. Milne, Company K, Thirty-fourth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 
10, 1900, vice Hirst, promoted. 

Sergt. John N. Currie, Company C, Thirty-fourth Infantry, 
Dnited States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 3, 1900, 
vice Lansing, promoted. 

THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Bernard Goss, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 7, 1900, vice Otis, vacated 
by appointment as second lieutenant, Squadron Philippine Cav- 
alry. 

Hosp. Steward John F. New 
States Volunteers. to be secon 
English, promoted. 


rt, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
lieutenant, August 28, 1900, vice 


THIRTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Com. Sergt. George K. Wilson, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 1900, vice Bid- 
dle, vacated by appointment as first lieutenant, Squadron Philip- 
pine Cavalry. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. John A. Brown, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 1900, 
vice Gwynne, promoted. 

Hosp. Steward Frank L. Hemsted, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 4, 1900, vice 
McNarney, vacated by appointment as first lieutenant, Squadron 
Philippine Cavalry. 


Sergt. Maj. Victor J. Bergstrom, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United | 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 20, 1900, vice | 


Young, resigned. 

First Sergt. Allen P. Norton, Company E, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 27, 
1900, vice Mann, resigned. 

THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

First Sergt. Thomas Embry, Company C, Thirty-seventh Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 
1900, vice Baskette, promoted. 

First Sergt. Harry E. Potter, Company A, Thirty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 
20, 1900, vice Fuller, resigned. 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. James W. Mcintyre, Thirty-seventh In- | 


fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Octo- 
ber 2, 1900, vice Peck, resigned. 
THIRTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 
Sergt. Fred Cooke, Company K, Thirty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 27, 1900, vice 
White, promoted. 


First Sergt. Robert B. McConnell, Company D, Thirty-ninth | 


Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 20, 1900, vice Mohr, resigned. 
FORTIETH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Frank R. Weeks, Company F, Fortieth Infantry, United | 


States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 8, 1900, vice 
Kelso, promoted. 
FORTY-FIRST INFANTRY. 

Q. M. Sergt. Herbert G. Millar, Forty-first Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 1900, vice 
Towson, promoted. 

FORTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Frank T. Allbright, Forty-second Infantry, U 1ited 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 13, 1900, vice Wil- 
liams, promoted. 

FORTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Walter M. Lindsay, Forty-third Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 12, 1900, vice 
Avery, promoted. — 

First Sergt. Louis B. Chandler, Company E, Forty-third Infan- 


DECEMBER 4, 


try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 12, 
1900, vice Sterrett, promoted. 

Sergt. Maj. George E. Steele, Forty-third Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 12, 1900, vice 
Burt, promoted. 

FORTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 
| Com. Sergt. Elias J. Hincken, Forty-fourth Infantry, United 
| States Volunteers. to be second lieutenant, November 1, 1900, vice 
Cadden, promoted. 
| Sergt. Maj. Leonard H. Cook, Forty-fourth Infantry, United 
| States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 19, 1900, 
vice Dengler, promoted. 

FORTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Oscar Danielson, Forty-fifth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 16, 19/0, vice Mender, 
whose commission expired by constitutional limitation. 

(). M. Sergt. George K. Armstrong, lForty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 21, 1900, vice 
Taylor, promoted. 

First Sergt. George A. F. Trumbo, Company D, Forty-fifth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 5, 1900, vice MacKinlay, promoted. 

Sergt. Fred D. Shiras, Company B, Forty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 24, 1900, 
vice Mobley, resigned. 

Corpl. Charles E. Dority, Company E, Forty-fifth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 24, 

$00, vice Sweitzer, honorably discharged. 

FORTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Maj. Gustavus J. Hasson, Forty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 5, 1900, vice 
Ross, promoted. 

FORTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

Ser&t. Maj. Edwin Burke, Forty-seventh Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 23, 1900, vice Devine, 
honorably discharged. (First Sergt. Wiley J. Brickey, Company 
H, Forty-seventh Infantry, was nominated and confirmed for this 
vacancy, but died prior to the receipt by him of his commission, ) 

First Sergt. William P. Barber, jr.,. Company I. Forty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 
24, 1900, vice Harrison, promoted. 

First Sergt. Thomas T. Page, Company F, Forty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 
11, 1900, vice Lanham, promoted. 

First Sergt. Robert C, Q. Clark, Company L, Forty-seventh In- 
| fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 
| 6, 1900, vice Slack, promoted. 

FORTY-NINTH INFANTRY, 

Capt. Robert Gage, Forty-ninth Infantry, United States Volun- 
| teers, to be major, June 15, 1900, vice Kirkman, dismissed. 

Capt. William J. Vaiden, Thirty-eighth Infantry, United States 
| Volunteers, to be captain in the Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers (by transfer), July 16, 1900, with rank irom 
| August 17, 1899, vice Gage, appointed major. 

Sergt. Maj. George R. Grau, Twelfth Infantry, United States 
| Army, to be first lieutenant, Forty-ninth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, July 16, 1900, vice Gregg, dismissed. 

Sergt. Maj. John R. Blackburn, Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
| States Volunteers, to be second- lieutenant, June 15, 1900, vice 

Johnson, dismissed. 

Sergt. Maj. George A, Williams, Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
| States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 17, 1900, vice 
Ray, promoted. 

Sergt. Maj. William E. Tyler, Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 6, 1900, vice 
| McBryar, promoted. 
| PORTO RICO REGIMENT, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. Charles H. Hamiiton, Porto Rico Regiment, to be 
captain, November 5, 1900, vice Page, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Blas Nadal, Porto Rico Regiment, to be first 
lieutenant, November 5, 1900, vice Hamilton, appointed captain. 

William Ridgely Hay, of Illinois (late trumpeter, Troop H, 
Eighth Cavairy, United States Army), to be second lieutenant, 
November 5, 1900, vice Nadal, appointed first lieutenant. 

FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

William M. Johnson, of New Jersey, to be First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, to which office he was appointed during the 
| last recess of the Senate, vice Perry 8. Heath, resigned. 

MEMBER CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION, 

Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
for appointment as a member of the California Débris Commis- 
sion, provided for by the actof Congress, approved March 1, 1893, 
entitled ‘‘An act to create the California Débris Commission and 
regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California,” vice Col. 
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Samuel M. Mansfield, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, | years from July 1, 1900, to which office he was appointed during 
relieved. the last recess of the Senate to fill an original vacancy. 
INDIAN AGENTS, S. W. Woodward, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 


id City, S. Dak. : of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
gain B. Brennen, of Rapid City, S. Pak, who was appointed | °F three years from July 1, 000, fo which ofice he was appointed 
reg the Indians of the Pine Ridge Agency in South Dakota, vice | @4ring the last recess of the Senate to fill an original vacancy. 
Lieut. Col. Mabgooe H. Clapp, United States Army, relieved from MEMBERS OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO. 
duty as acting Indian agent. ; José Guzman Benitez, of Ponce, to be a member of the execu- 

yee ees ooo _— — for the ee tive council of Porto Rico, to which office he was appointed dur- 
o tee "Paste waa carilla”® ontil ita Semen ae na tale ing the last recess of the Senate, vice José de Diego, resigned. | 
oo 0 by the Indi ‘ati t. and said Wal & bei Y| José Gomez Brioso, of Ponce, to be a member of the executive 
1, 1900, et » hi —_ oad oem — oe eM o~ 1898. the ae | council of Porto Rico, to which office he was appointed during 
— by Seis aapendanens i to complete ‘the ote pre ane the last recess of the Senate, vice Manuel Camuiias, resigned. 
: ' SECOND SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 


contemplated in said original appointment. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. H. Percival Dodge, of Massachusetts, to be second secretary of 
My BUciehiew tule: dite inted the embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany, to which 
Harry H. Myers, of Brinkley, Ark., who was appointed August | office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
13, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land George M. Fisk, resigned 
oftice at Little Rock, Ark., vice William G. Whipple, resigned. ; , ; 
THIRD SECRETARIES OF EMBASSY. 


MINERAL-LAND COMMISSIONERS, z : 
ili W. Ala f Bo Siateh. ani inted Samuel Morrill, of Massachusetts, to be third secretary of the 
William W. ere0n, O zeman, Mont., who was appointed | embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany, to which office 


August 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral- | hg was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
land commissioner in Montana, (Reinstatement. ) _ H. Percival Dodge, appointed second secretary of the embassy 
Joseph C, Auld, of Glendive, Mont. , who was appointed August at Berlin. 
1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land com- | “arthur Bailly Blanchard, of Louisiana, to be third secretary of 
missioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) : the embassy of the United States at Paris, France, to which office 
George A. Black, of Fairhaven, Wash., who was appointed | he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Samuel 
August 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral- | \forri11, appointed third secretary of the embassy at Berlin. 
land commissioner in Idaho, (Reinstatement. ) 
Watson Boyle, of Washington, D. C., who was appointed Sep- 
tember 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral- 
land commissioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) 
Miles Cavanaugh, of Helena, Mont., who was appointed August 
1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land 
commissioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) 
Charles D. Curtis, of Helena, Mont., who was appointed August 
1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land 
commissioner in Montana. 
Thomas A. Davis, of Malad, Idaho, who was appointed August | 
1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land 
commissioner in Idaho. (Reinstatement. ) 
John W. Eddy, of Helena, Mont., who was appointed August 1, 
1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land com- 
missiondr in Montana. 
George W. Garrett, of Arkadelphia, Ark., who was appointed 
August 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land 
commissioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) 
Jule M. Hartley, of Missoula, Mont., who was appointed Sep- 
tember 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral- 
land commissioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) 
Edwin 8S. Hathaway, of Missoula, Mont., who was appointed 
August 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral- 
land commissioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) 
Edwin A. Jones, of Ottumwa, Iowa, who was appointed Au- 
gust 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land 
commissioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) United States under the conventions for a claims commission con- 
Homer B. King, of Idaho, who was appointed August 1, 1900, | cluded between the United States and Chile August 7, 182, and 
— recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land commissioner | May 24, 1897, to which office he was appointed during the last re- 
n idano. | ces Jeni fill a vacancy. 
Peter T. Morris, of Bozeman, Mont., who was appointed Au- 70s ea, & * sagt = 
gust 1, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral-land | CONSUL-GENERAL. 
commissioner in Montana. (Reinstatement. ) W. Irvin Shaw, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
William H. Williams, of Cokedale, Mont., who was appointed | United States at Singapore, Straits Settlements, to which office he 
August 23, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be a mineral- | was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Robert A. 
land commissioner in Montana. | Moseley, jr., deceased. 


PENSION AGENT, 


Leslie Combs, of Lexington, Ky., who was appointed November 
17, 1900, during the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at 
Louisville, Ky., vice Daniel R. Collier, resigned. (Reinstatement. ) 


MEMBERS OF BOARD OF CHARITIES. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 


Huntington Wilson, of Illinois, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Japan, to which office he was appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Joseph R. Herod, resigned, 


SECOND SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 


John Mackintosh Ferguson, of Pennsylvania, to be second sec- 
retary of the legation of the United States to Japan, to which 
office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice 
Huntington Wilson, appointed secretary of the legation. 

CONSULTING ENGINEER. 


Paul D, Cunninghar: , of Tennessee, to be consulting engineer 
of the United States c.. the International Boundary Commission, 
provided for in the cc )ention with Mexico of March i, 1889, ta 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the Senatz, 
vice W. W. Follett, resigned. 

SECRETARY OF CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


John F. Baker, of New York, to be secretary on the part of the 
United States under the conventions for a claims commission con- 
cluded between the United States and Chile August 7, 1992, and 
May 24, 1897, to which office he was appointed during the last re- 
cess of the Senate, to fill a vacancy. 

AGENT OF CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


John H, Perry, of Connecticut, to be agent on the part of the 


CONSULS. 


Orlando H. Baker, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Sydney, New South Wales, to which office he was appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, vice George W. Bell, recalled. 

Richard M. Bartleman, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Valencia, Spain, to which office he was appointed 

George W. Cook, of the District of Columbia, to be a member | during the last recess of the Senate, vice Horace Lee Washington, 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term | appointed consul at Geneva, 
of one year from July 1, 1900, to which officehe was appointed dur- | Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul of the United States 
ing the last recess of the Senate to fill an original vacancy. at Sheffield, England, to which office he was appointed during the 

John Joy Edson, of the District of Columbia, to be a member of | last recess of the Senate, vice James M. Johnston, appointed con- 
the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term of | sul at Palermo. 
three years from July 1, 1900, to which office he was appointed John C, Ingersoll, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
during the last recess of the Senate to fill an original vacancy. at Cartagena,Colombia, to which office he was appointed during 

Charles P. Neill, of the District of Columbia, to be a member of | the last recess of the Senate, vice Rafael Madrigal, resigned. 
the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term of | James Johnston, of New Jersey, tobe consul of the United States 
two years from July 1, 1900, to which office he was appointed dur- | at Palermo, Sicily, to which office he was appointed during the 
ing the last recess of the Senate to fill an original vacancy. last recess of the Senate, vice Church Howe, appointed consul at 

Simon Wolf, of the District of Columbia, to be a member of the | Sheffield, England. 
board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term of two Thomas T. Prentis, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
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States at Dinteo ob Martinique, “Went Satie: ‘o-stiiiy diies: tet anh map| Repiitiin aetna Gale ty snaiitieiaih usin aaidaiabeesits West Indies, to which office he was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Alonzo C, Yates, 
resigned. 

Bradstreet S. Rairden, of Maine, to be consul of the United 
States at Batavia, Java, to which office he was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Thomas T. Prentis, appointed 
consul at Martinique. 

Horace Lee Washington, of the District of Columbia, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Geneva, Switzerland, to which office 
he was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Richard 
M. Bartleman, appointed consul at Valencia. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
William G. Whipple, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Arkansas, vice ‘Jacob Trieber, 


resigned. William G. Whipple was temporarily appointed to the 
above-named position J uly 26, 1900, during the recess of the Senate. 


DISTRICT JUDGE, 


Jacob Trieber, of Arkansas, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Arkansas, vice John A. Williams, de- 
ceased. Jacob Trieber was temporarily appointed to the above- 
named position July 26, 1900, during the recess of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


James B. Holland, of Pennsylvania, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, vice James M. 
Beck, resigned. James B. Holland was temporarily appointed to 
= above-named position July 12, 1900, during the recess of the 

nate. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, 


Silas Alexander, of New Mexico, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of "the Territory of New Mexico, vice Charles A. 
Leland, resigned. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


James M. Beck, of Pennsylvania, to be Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral, vice James E. Boyd, resigned. James M. Beck was tempo- 
rarily appointed to the above-named position July 12, 1900, during 
the recess of the Senate. 

COMMISSIONER TO REVISE AND CODIFY CRIMINAL AND PENAL 
LAWS OF UNITED STATES. 


William D. Bynum, of Indiana, to be commissioner to revise 
and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States, vice 
D. B. Culberson, deceased. ‘William D. Bynum was temporarily 
appointed to the above-named position June 13, 1900, during the 
recess of the Senate. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 4, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’ s proceedings was read and approved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the election case from 
the Tenth Iowa district be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPsurnN] 
— to have the member- doet from the Tenth Iowa district sworn 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to Judge 
Conner being sworn in, but the certificate submitted yesterday 
ought to be withdrawn, the new and proper certificate ought to 
be filed in place thereof, and a statement of the facts put in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEp- 
BURN] withdraw the credentials offered yesterday? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to withdraw those offered yesterday. 

TheSPEAKER. Thecredentialsof yesterday being withdrawn, 
the following credentials of the governor of Iowa will be read to 
the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

United States of America, State of Iowa, executive department. 
To Hon. JAMEs P. CONNER, greeting: 


It is hereby certified that at an election holden on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1900, you were elected to the office of Representative in Congress from 
the Tenth Congressional district of said State for the residue of the term 
ending the 3d day of March, 1901. 

Given at the seat of government this 27th day of ove A. D. 1900. 

SEAL. ] ESLIE M. SHAW. 


yy the governor: 
G. L. DOBSON, Secretary of State. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. HEPBURN] that I think the credentials 
addressed to the member-elect are not exactly in form, but that is 
immaterial. I think they should have been addressed to the 
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Speaker of the House, but I would not make any objection to 
that mere informality. I desire, however, that it should go into 
the record that a vacancy did exist, in view of the certificate 
presented yesterday, and to which I felt constrained to object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Therecan be noquestion about that. What- 
ever defect there may have been about the written resignation of 
Mr. DOLLIVER, it was cured by the fact that he immediately, after 
the date of that, accepted another office, the holding of which 
would be inconsistent with his remaining a Representative. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. That is perfectly true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam told that the acceptance was in writing 
and was filed with the governor long prior to the date of his or- 
dering the election. 

Mr, BAILEY of Texas. But until the gentleman’s statement 
there was nothing in the record of the House to show that Mr. 
DOLLIVER had accepted an appointment which vacated his seat in 
the House, without reference to his resignation. If Mr. Conner’s 
right to a seat depended upon Mr. DOLLIVER’s resignation, he 
would not be entitled to admission as a member of the House, 
because no vacancy which authorized the governor of Iowa to 
order an election existed by reason of Mr. DOLLIVER’s resigna- 
tion, and the election would have been void; but in this case it 
happened that Mr. DOLLIVER accepted an appointment as Sen- 
ator from the State of Iowa, and thus created a vacancy, to fill 
which the governor of Iowa was authorized to issue a writ of 
election. With that statement made a part of the record it is 
entirely proper that the member-elect should be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will step forward 
and take the oath of office. 

Thereupon Mr. Conner came forward, accompanied by Mr. 
HEPBURN, and the oath of office was administered to him ty the 
Speaker. 

RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER FROM CALIFORNIA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resignation, 


Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of ee tatives 
of the United States, Dubuque, Iowa. 


DEAR Sir: I beg to respectfully advise you that I have this day resigned 
as a Representative in the Fifty-sixth Congress of the United States from 
the Second Congressional district of the State of California. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
MARION DE VRIES. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., August 20, A. D. 1900. 


COMMITTEE CHANGES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resigna- 
tion: 
The honorable the SPEAKER HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Srr: I hereby tender my resignation as a member of the Committee on 


Insular Affairs. 
Very respectfully, J. W. BABCOCK. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, this resignation will be 
approved. [After apause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

The SPEAKER made the following announcement of committee 
appointments: 

Epwarp L. HamiLtTon, of Michigan, to be a member of the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

JESSE OVERSTREET, of Indiana, to be chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

Rosert W. Davis, of Florida, and ALLAN L. McDermott, of 
New Jersey, to be members of the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement, and then 
to make a request by unanimousconsent. The Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs has completed the consideration of the bill for the 
reorganization of the Army, and will make a report this afternoon. 
I desire to ask unanimous consent that the bill may be taken up 
for consideration to-morrow—— 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. HULL. Before my request is submitted, I want to say that 
under the law as it now exists we must commence mustering out 
the present Army of the United States in the very near future. 
We should commence returning them to the United States in Jan- 
uary, and there are at least four hundred stations in the Philip- 
pines from which troops could not be withdrawn without endan- 
gering the life of every man who has shown himself friendly to 
the United States Government. The necessity for immediate ac- 
tion on this subject is, in my judgment, apparent not only to every 
member of the House, but to every citizen of the United States. 
The importance for immediate action is imperative. I therefore 
ask unanimous consent that to-morrow, immediately after theread- 
ing of the Journal, the bill I have named may be taken up for con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, asks unanimous consent that 
the Army reorganization bill be taken up to-morrow immediately 
~ “— = o the Journal. Is there objection? 

SULZER The gentleman can 


Mr. Speaker, I object. 





1900. 
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have a rule brought in for the consideration of the bill if the 
House wants to expedite it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER] 
objects. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


CENTENNIAL ANNIVERSARY-—SEAT OF NATIONAL GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Appropriations, I report back without amendment the bill 
which [ send to the desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill (H. R. 12283) was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12283) in relation to the celebration of the centennial anniversary 
* = oeepaseesens of the permanent seat of government in the District 
of Columbia. 


Whereas the Senate and House of Representatives have each appointed a 
committee to act with other committees appointed respectively by the Presi- 
dent of the United States and by the citizens of the District of Columbia (in 
a mass meeting assembled), which committees have in charge the celebration 
of the centennial anniversary of the establishment of the permanent seat of 
government in the District of Columbia; and 

Whereas said committees have in joint session adopted a plan of celebra- 
tion which has been submitted to the President of the United States and by 
him transmitted to Congress, such plan proposing asa feature of the cele- 
bration the holding by the Senate and House of Representatives, jointly, com- 
memorative exercises in the Hall of the House of Representatives in the 
afternoon of the 12th day of December, 1900, in honor of the centennial anni- 
yorenes of the first session of Congress heldin the permanent Capitol: There- 

ore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the two Houses of Congress 
shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives on the 12th day of 
December, 1900, at the hour of half past 3 o’clock p. m., and that addresses 
on subjects bearing on the celebration shall be made by Senators and 
Reqqeenemire to be chosen by the joint committee mentioned in the pre- 
ambie; that the President and ex-Presidents of the United States, the heads 
of the several Executive Departments, the Justices of the Supreme Court, 
representatives of foreign governments accredited to this Government, the 

overnors of the several States and Territories, the Commissioners of the 

istrict of Columbia, the Lieutenant-General of the Army and the Admiral 
of the Navy, officers of the Army and Navy who have received the thanks of 
Congress, and all persons who have the privilege of the floor either of the 
Senate or the House be, and are hereby, invited to be present on the occa- 
sion, and that the members of the committee from the country at large, the 
members of the said citizens’ committee, and the chairmen and vice-chairmen 
of the committees of the national —— centennial are hereby granted the 
privilege of the floor of the House during the exercises; that the said citi- 
zens’ committees shall issue cards of admission to such portions of the pub- 
lic galleries of the Hall of the House as may be set apart by the Doorkeeper 
of the House for that purpose. That the Speaker of the House shall call the 
assembly to order and the President pro tempore of the Senate shall act as 
pruee officer during the exercises. That the 12th day of December, 1900, 

a legal holiday within the District of Columbia. That the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy are authorized to deliver tothe Architect 
of the Capitol, for the purpose of decorating the Capitol, its approaches, and 
the reviewing stands in the Capitol grounds for the occasion, such United 
States ensigns and flags, except battle flags, and such signal numbers and 
other flags as may be spared, the same to be delivered to the Architect im- 
mediately, and returned by him not later than the 3lst day of December, 
1900. That admission of the general public to the southern portion of the 
Capitol, including the Rotunda, on the said 12th day of December, i900, shall 
be x card only, under the direction of the Doorkeeper of the House. That 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and directed, 
for the occasion, to make all reasonable regulations necessary to secure the 
preservation of public order and protection of life and property, and to grant 
authority or permits for the use of such thorougbfares and sidewalks in the 
city of Washington as may be necessary for parades, and that the citizens’ 
committee are authorized to erect for the occasion a reviewing stand at the 
east side of or on the east steps of the Capitol. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


EXPENDITURES OF PARIS EXPOSITION COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, forthe information of the Congress, copy of a letter 
from the Commissioner-General of the United States to the Paris Exposition 
of 1900, of November 17, 1900, giving a detailed statement of the expenditures 
of the Commission for the year ended November 15, 1900. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 4, 1900, 


PRELIMINARY REPORT OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a eatery re- 
port of the Isthmian Canal Commission, dated November 30, 1900. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 4, 1900. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Ways and Means I report back with amendments the resolution 
for the distribution of the President’s message, and ask its present 
consideration in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of the 
United States to the two Houses of a at the present session as rélates 
to the revenue, the bonded debt of the United States, and the treaties affect- 
ing the revenue be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

hat so much as relates to the foreign affairs, the consular and diplomatic 
service, including of oe tener ng therefor, together with the accompanying 
correspondence and documents, and to the revision of treaties other than 
von affecting the revenue, be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
airs. 

That so much as relates to the appropriations of the public revenue for 
support of the Government as herein provided, namely, for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; for fortifications 
and coast defenses; for pensions; for the District of Columbia, and for all 
deficiencies, and also for the exposition at Paris in 1900, be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

That so much as relates tothe judiciary of the United States, tc the admin- 
istration of justice, and the organization of courts be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

That somuch as relates to banks and banking and the currency be referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

That so much as relates to the mints of the United States and tothe coinage 
of gold and silver bullion be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

That so much as relates to the commerce of the United States, domestic 
and foreign, except so far as it affects the revenue, to intercolonial railways, 
and the Wicaraqua Canal be referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

That so much as relates to agriculture and appropriations therefor be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to the merchant marine and fisheries be referred 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

That so much as relates to the military establishment and appropriations 
therefor be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the naval establishment and to the construc- 
tion of additional vessels for the Navy, and appropriations therefor, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the post-offices and post-roads and to the carry- 
ing of the foreign mails, and a pecgmemens therefor, be referred tothe Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

That so much as relates tothe public domain be referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

That so much as relates to the relations of the United States to the Indian 
coe. and appropriations therefor, be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the Territories, Alaska, and the Hawaiian 
Islands be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the islands which came to the United States 
through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba (except so much as relates 
to the revenue and the appropriations), be referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

That so much as relates to pensions be referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

That so much as relates to the Pacific railroads be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads. 

That so much as relates to the civil service be referred to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

That so much as relates to foreign immigration be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

That so much as relates to the census be referred to the Select Committee 
on the Twelfth Census. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
ows: 


After the words “nineteen hundred,” on page 2, insert “the celebration 
of the centennial anniversary of the establishment of the seat of Government 
in ne ees of Columbia, and also the Pan-American Exposition in Buffalo 
in 1901.”" 

On page 4, after the word “census,” in line 5, insert “including apportion- 
ment of representation in Congress.”’ At the end of the resolution add the 
following: ** That so much as relates to public buildings be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the considera- 


tion of reports to be called up by the standing committees. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 


MILITARY JUSTICE, 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to call up House bill No. 7571. 

The bill (H. R. 7571) to prevent the failure of military justice, 
and for other purposes, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That every person not belonging to the Army of the 
United States who, being duly subpoenaed to appear as a witness before a 
general court-martial of the Army, willfully neglects or refuses to appear, 
or refuses to qualify as a witness or to testify or produce documentary evi- 
dence which such person may have been legally subpoenaed to produce, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, for which such person shall be punished 
on information in the district court of the United States; and it shall be the 
duty of the United States district attorney, on the certification of the facts 
to him by the general court-martial, to file an information against and prose- 
cute the person so offending, and the punishment of such person, on convic- 
tion, shall be a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment not to exceed six 
months, or both, at the discretion of the court: Provided, That this shali not 
apply to persons residing beyond the State, Territory, or District in which 
such general court-martial is held, and that the fees of such witness, at the 
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rate of 5 cents a mile from his place of residence to the place of trial and 
$1.50 for each day required for such travel, shall be tendered him, and that 
after testifying he shall be paid at the same rate for returning and $1.50 per 
day while in attendance on the court-martial, such amounts to be paid by the 
Pay Department of the Army out of the appropriation for compensation of 
witnesses 

Sec. 2. That article 94, section 1342, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 3. That section 183 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is Lereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Spe. 183. Any officer or clerk of any of the departments lawfully detailed 
to inVestigate frauds on, or attempts to defraud, the Government, or any 
irregularity or misconduct of any officer or agent of the United States, and 
any officer of the Army detailed to conduct an investigation, and the re- 
corder. and, if there be none, the presiding officer of any military board ap- 
pointed for such purpose, shall have authority to administer an oath to any 
witness attending to testify or depose in the course of such investigation.” 

Sec. 4. That article 83, section 1342, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“ART. 83. Regimental and garrison courts-martial and summary courts 
detailed under existing laws to try enlisted men shall not have power to try 
capital cases or commissioned officers, but shall have power to award punish- 
ment not to exceed confinement at hard labor for three months or forfeiture 
of three months’ pay, or both, and in addition thereto, in the case of noncom- 
missioned officers, reduction to the ranks, and in the case of first-class pri- 
vates, reduction to second-class privates.” 

Sec. 5. That article 60, section 1342, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the words “shall, 
on conviction thereof, be punished by fine or imprisonment, or by such other 
punishment as a court-martial may adjudge,” and substituting therefor the 
words “shall, on conviction thereof by a court-martial, be punished at the 
discretion of the court, subject to such limitation as may be prescribed by 
the President by virtue of the power vested in him.” 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of section 1 add the following: 

“Provided, That no witness shall be compelled to incriminate himself or to 
answer any questions which may tend to incriminate or degrade him.” 

At the ond of section 4 add the following: 

“Provided, That a summary court shall not adjudge confinement and for- 
feiture in excess of a period of one month unless the accused shall. before 
trial, consent in writing to trial by said court; but in any case of refusal to 
so consent the trial may be had either by general, regimental, or garrison 
court-martial, or by said summary court, but in case of trial by said sum 
mary court without consent as aforesaid the court shall not adjudge confine 
ment or forfeiture of pay for more than one month.” 

Strike out section 5and insert the ak 

“Sec. 5. That article 60, section 1342, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by inserting, after the words 
‘shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by fine or imprisonment, or by 
such other punishment as a court-martial may adjudge,’ the words ‘or by 
any or all of said penalties.’” 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, this bill is well 
named a bill to prevent the failure of military justice. It was 
originally prepared by the War Department for the relief of the 
military courts and of the soldier. Every section has received 
very careful attention from the committee. The substance of the 
measure may be stated very briefly. 

At present, by statute, a military court may subpoena a witness 
to come before it, but when that witness paeaees there is no pro- 
vision of law by which he can be compelled to testify. Military 
courts have no power to punish for contempt. In the present 
state of public feeling it was not thought advisable to give that 
power to military courts, but it was thought right that in such 
cases, in order to prevent the failure of justice, the military court 
might present the facts to the United States civil court, and that 
the man who refuses to attend and to testify might be tried and 
convicted of an offense against the United States. 

It will readily be seen that in cases, especially of stealing, em- 
bezzling, etc., where other parties who are not soldiers have been 

rivy to the offense, justice will often fail as regards the soldier 
himself unless evidence can be compelled. 

The second section is directed toacuriousanomaly. In the old 
days it was thought advisable to provide that courts-martialshould 
sit only between the hours of 8 in the morning and 3 in the after- 
noon. The result is that proceedings are often delayed by this 
provision. This bill repeals that section of the Articles of War. 

The third section gives to military officers who are appointed 
to conduct investigations the power toswear witnesses. At pres- 
ent officers of the Treasury Department or the Post-Office Depart- 
ment have the right to administer oaths; but an officer of the 
Army, intent on the same course of investigation, has no such 
power, but must go to a notary public; and if he happen to be in 
Alaska or in any of the Western Territories, he may be unable to 
find an officer to take an affidavit. This bill simply gives a mili- 
tary officer the same power which belongs to other officers of the 
Government. 

The fourth section, Mr. Speaker, is one that tends most to the 
relief of the soldier himself; and I desire to call the special atten- 
tion of the members present to it. For the past ten or fifteen 
years there has existed in the Army what has been called a sum- 
mary court, which, in part, takes the place of a general court- 
martial, and has jurisdiction of small infractions of discipline and 
trifling offenses committed by the soldier. Under the court- 
martial system, a soldier who is accused of some trifling infrac- 
tion of duty must wait sometimes even as long as three or four 
months ore the court can be convened, and is subjected to 
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great inconvenience, and often to imprisonment for the entire 
time. : 

Of course, until the question of guilt or innocence can be tried 
by the court-martial, the soldier is under certain restraints accord- 
ing to the rules of the service. To avoid this condition, and for 
the punishment of slight offenses, like being late at quarters or 
failure to respond to roll call, it is thought desirable to enlarge 
the jurisdiction and scope of the powers of these summary courts. 
By the present law the commanding officer of the post or of a 
detachment of troops might appoint asummary court to try small 
offenders and inflict punishment not exceeding confinement in the 
guardhouse or labor for one month and the forfeiture of one 
month’s pay. 

In the case of a noncommissioned officer, he might be reduced 
to the ranks in addition to the other punishment provided. The 
pending bill amends the jurisdiction given to such officers who 
are detailed to try these offenses, and is believed to be in the 
interest of the service as well as of the soldier himself, The 
amendment provides for cases that where there are several small 
offenses that might be tried together, or where the penalty is in- 
creased by reason of its being the second offense, under the law 
as it stands the accused is often kept waiting trial for months, in 
the more remote garrisons, and is sometimes forced to go long 
distances to a court-martial. To prevent these evils the jurisdic- 
tion of the summary court is extended to punishment for three 
months and forfeiture of three months’ pay, but with the express 
proviso, which the committee added by amendment, that in case 
of trial by summary court the penalty shall not exceed one month, 
as heretofore, unless the accused himself, before the trial, waives 
his right to a trial by a court-martial and consents in writing to 
trial by the summary court. 

The fifth section of the bill is an amendment tothe sixtieth article 
of war, which provides for the punishment of high crimes and 
misdemeanors in officers and men, such as embezzlement, steal- 
ing, frauds committed against the United States, and crimes of 
like character. The article provides that the party convicted 
shall be punished by fine or imprisonment, or by such other pun- 
ishment as the court-martial may adjudge, This bill adds the 
words ‘‘or by any or all of said penalties.” 

It will be recalled by members present that in the progress of a 
famous military trial within the last year, which involved what 
was believed to be the embezzlement of many thousands of dol- 
lars on the part of an officer of engineers, it was contended that 
only a fine or imprisonment could be awarded, and that on con- 
viction of the fraud a guity officer could not be punished by fine 
and imprisonment and by such other punishment as the court- 
martial may adjudge, but only by one of them, and that if both 
fine and imprisonment should be awarded the sentence would be 
illegal. It was therefore deemed necessary to add the words ‘‘ or 
by any or all of said penalties,” so that the full limit of punish- 
ment that the law evidently intended could be awarded in such 
cases. This new section provides that under this article of war, 
on conviction, any or all of such penalties may be invoked. 

If, Mr. Speaker, there are any other matters requiring explana- 
tion to the House, I shall be very glad on inquiry to respond to 
them and - a full explanation of all the provisions of the. bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. The bill, in the first section to which the gen- 
tleman has just referred, relates, as I understand it, to contempt 
cases? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. What is the extreme penalty for contempt 
which is proposed by the bill? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It authorizes a fine not exceed- 
ing $500 to be ere by the civil court—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Does any imprisonment attach? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey (continuing). Or imprisonment, 
at the option of thecourt. I beg — idia not read all of the 
provisions which the bill carries; but the gentleman will see that it 
covers both fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. WHEELER. And that is the punishment for contempt 
merely? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes; for contempt in refusing 
to obey a subpoena or refusing to testify when subpoenaed, The 
bill provides as follows: 

That every person not belonging to the Army of the United States who. 
being duly subpoenaed to appear as a witness before a general court-martial 
of the Army, willfully neglects or refuses to appear, or refuses to qualify asa 
witness or to testify or produce documentary evidence which such person 
may have been legally subpoenaed to produce, shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, for which such person shall be punished, on information, in the 
district court of the United States; and it shall be the duty of the United 
States district attorney, on the certification of the facts to him by the gen- 
eral court-martial, to file an information against and prosecute the person so 
offending, and the punishment of such person, on conviction, shall « fine 
of not more than $500 or imprisonment not to exceed six months, or both, at 
the discretion of the court. 

There are provisos that all fees shall be paid, and that no wit- 
ness should be compelled to incriminate himself. 
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Mr. WHEELER. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the phraseology of the bill. It says ‘‘if he willfully fails to attend.” 
Suppose his failure to attend is occasioned by unavoidable casu- 
alty, such as sickness, misfortune, or something of that sort? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. That would not be willful. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ah, yes; but I am just about to point out to 
the gentleman where a whimsical court might impose that penalty. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I think not. I think in a legal 
sense he would not be guilty of willful failure, because this is a 
criminal prosecution, subject to the rules of criminal law, which 
regards willfulness as implying intention. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will not dispute with my friend about a 
judicial construction of the language, but I desire to call attention 





embraces the language ‘‘unless prevented by .unavoidable casu- 
alty.” Now, has there been no criticism of that exact phraseology 
by any member of the committee? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. The phraseology of that section 
has been entirely changed from that originally suggested, and it 
has been very carefully drawn, so as to apply only to willful de- 
faults. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam quite sure that is the intention. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. And I believe that will be the intention of 
the House; but I am trying to point out to the gentleman how it 
is subject to another construction. My observation has been that 
in statutes of that sort, to guard against the whimsical construc- 
tion of some dyspeptic judge, if such can be found, they put in 
the language ‘‘ unless prevented by unavoidable casualty.” 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I think any jury would take 
care of that, inasmuch as this is an offense that would have to be 
tried by a jury. 

Mr. WHEELER. Do you so provide? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. No; but it is a misdemeanor, 
punishable on conviction. 

Mr. WHEELER. Contempt cases are always tried by the court. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. This is not a provision for pun- 
ishment for contempt by the court. It refers the matter to the 
civil authorities, and there must be a conviction of a misdemeanor, 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; but contempt proceedings look to the 
dignity of the tribunal, and unless specifically provided that the 
— shall be by jury it addresses itself to the conscience of the 
judge. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. This is not a punishment for 
contempt. It says that the man who refuses to attend shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, for which he can be tried in a 
United States district court. It is not for contempt, and the judge 
does not have the power of punishment for contempt. <A good 
many of us, or some of us, at least, would have liked to give the 
power to the military courts to punish for contempt, as they can 


in other countries; but that was thought inadvisable, as seeming | 


to be an attack upon the rights of the citizen. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is the penalty of $500 an arbitrary one, or is 
it left to the discretion of the court? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Itprovides that the punishment 
for the misdemeanor shall be in the discretion of the court, as in 
all other cases. 

Mr. WHEELER. It shall not exceed $500. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It shall not exceed $500. 

Mr. WHEELER. One other question, if the gentleman will 
pardon me for one moment. In that section relating to trial by 
what are ordinarily termed drumhead courts-martial it is pro- 
vided that the soldier shall not be so tried unless he gives written 
consent? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. For cumulative offenses; where more then 
one offense is tried. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Now. when he gives written consent, do you 
authorize that drumhead court-martial to imprison him in their 
discretion? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Not to exceed three months. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, that is the law that you are proposing 
to change, as I understand it? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. No; the present law limits it to 
one month. 

Mr. WHEELER. And now you propose to make it three. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Up to three. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think the bill would be more acceptable if 
the gentleman would consent to put that expression in there ‘* un- 
less prevented by unavoidable casualty.” 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. There might be a great many 
other excuses. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
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Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I wish to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. eee that as I understand it 
in the construction of criminal statutes the word * willful” implies 
moral turpitude. I think the objection raised by the gentleman 
from Kentucky would not be tenable; because an unavoidable 
detention or accident does not come under that head at all. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, it is a well-known rule of crim- 
inal procedure that no conviction can be had unless it is based 
upon criminal intent. The point I want to make on the word 
“willfully” is that it is subject entirely to the construction of the 
The jury passes on the guilt or innocence of the defend- 


| ant, and the court decides on what the punishment shall be. 
to the fact that in statutes of that sort the phraseology generally | 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 


| ments. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
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time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DETAIL OF RETIRED OFFICERS, ETC, 


Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, [ am instructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to call up for consideration and passage the 
bill H. R. 4742. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4742) to amend section 1225 of Revised Statutes so as to provide 
for detail of active or retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in 
military instruction in public schools. 

Whereas the national defense must depend upon the volunteer service of 
the people of the several States; and 

Whereas those cities and towns which shall adopt a system of military 
instruction in their public schools are entitled to the assistance of the Gov- 
ernment in order to secure to the United States such a knowledge of military 
affairs among the youth of the country as will render them efficient as vol- 
unteers if called upon for the national defense: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning 
the detail of officers of the Army and Navy to educational institutions be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to permit the President to detail, under 
the provisions of that act, and in addition to the detail of the officers of the 
Army and Navy now authorized to be detailed under the existing provisions 
of this act, such active or retired officers and noncommissioned ofticers of the 
Army and Navy of the United States asin his judgment may be required for 
that purpose, not exceeding the limit provided for in section 2 of this biil, to 
act as instructors in military drill and tactics in normal schools of the several 
States, and in the public schools of the various cities in the United States, 
where such instruction shall have been authorized by the educational au- 
thorities thereof, and where the services of such instructors shall have been 
appied for by said authorities. 

Sec. 2. That details of such active or retired officers and noncommissioned 
officers shall be made according to population, and apportioned as follows: 
Commissioned officers, not above the rank of captain, to cities of 100,000 and 
upward; sergeants, to cities of 50,000 and less than 100,000; corporals, to cities 
of 25,000 and less than 50,000: Provided, That in cities of 200,000 and upward a 


| sergeant may be detailed for each 100,000 above 100,000 inhabitants: And pro- 


vided further, That an active or retired commissioned officer may be detailed 
for this duty in the capital of any State not having 100,000 inhabitants. The 
maximum number of active or retired commissioned officers to be detailed 
under the provision of this act in State normal and public schools as herein 
prescribed shall not exceed 100, and shall be exclusive of the details of offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy authorized by the section hereby amended. and 
this amendment shall not affect any provision thereof. The maximum num- 
ber of active or retired noncommissioned officers to be detailed under the 
provisions of this act is not to exceed 300. 

Sec. 3. That no detail shall be made under this act to any city or town 
unless it shall pay the cost of commutation of quarters of the active or retired 
officers or noncommissioned officers detailed thereto and the extra-duty pay 
to which the latter may be entitled by law to receive for the performance of 
special duty. ' 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War is authorized to issue, at his discretion 
and under proper regulations to be prescribed by him, out of ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government, and which can be spared for 
that purpose, upon the approval of the governors of the respective States, 
such number of the same as may be required for military instruction and 
practice by the normal school of any State or public schools of any city which 
shall adopt military instruction as a part of its public school system, and the 
Secretary shall require a bond in each case, for double the value of the prop- 
erty, for the care and safe-keeping thereof and for the return of the same 
when required. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


| as follows: 


That the title and preamble be amended so as to read as follows: 

“A bili to amend section 124 of Revised Statutes so as to provide for detail of 
retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in 
schools. 

“Whereas the national defense must depend upon the volunteer service 
of the people of the several States; and 

‘ Whereas those schools which shall adopt a system of military instruction 
are entitled to the assistance of the Government in order to secure to 
United States such a knowledge of military affairs among the youth of 
the country as will render them efficient as volunteers if called upon for 
the national defense: Therefore.” 

On page 2, line 3, strike out the word “this * and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “said.” On the same line strike out the words “active or.’ 

Strike out all after the word “ purpose,” line 2, page 6, down to and includ- 
ing the word “bill” in line 7, page 2. 

Strike out the word “normal,” line 8, page 2, and strike out all after the 
word “school” in line 8, page 2, down to and including the word “citie 
line 9, page 2. 

Strike out all of section 2 of said bill, and change the number of secti: 
to section 2. 
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In line 10, page 3, strike out the words “city or town” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “school.” 

In line 11, page 3, strike out the words *‘ active or.” 

After the word *‘ duty,” line 14, page 3, at the end of section 2, as renum- 
bered, add the following: 

** Provided, That no detail shall be made under the provisior vf this act 
unless the officers or noncommissioned officers to be detailed :~ : willing to 
accept such position.” 

. Sorte out in line 15, page 3, the figure ‘‘4"° and insert in lieu thereof the 
gure “3.” 

In line 21, page 3, strike out the words “the normal” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “‘such.”’ In the same line and page, strike out all after the 
word “school” down to and including the word “system,” page 3, line 23. 

Page 4, line 3, strike out the figure “5” and insert in lieu thereof the fig- 
ure **4,” 


Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
know if this bill is on the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of order— 
first I want to know if this bill is on the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of order of the gentleman? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to know if this bill 
is on the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). And if the 
gentleman has been authorized by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to call it up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman so statéd. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Ata regular 
session of the committee was he instructed to call it up? 

The SPEAKER. When the bill was called up the gentleman 
made that statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. MARSH. I stated that I was instructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to call up the bill for consideration and passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have been unable to get a 
copy of the bill, and I do not know whether it has any appropria- 
tion in it or not. 

Mr. MARSH. 
the biil. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
in the bill? 

Mr. MARSH. There is noappropriation in this bill whatever. 

Mr. Speaker, under existing law officers of the Army and Navy 
may be detailed to educational institutions of the country, not ex- 
ceeding a hundred in number, This bill authorizes the Secretary 
of War, in his discretion, when requested by the educational in- 
stitutions, to detail to the schools of the country officers upon the 
retired list and noncommissioned officers as instructors in military 
matters. In other words, it proposes todo for the public and com- 
mon schools of the country what the Government is now doing for 
the great colleges of the country. There is no expense whatever 
to the United States Government involved in it. 

The bill is carefully and thoroughly guarded in that respect. 
The soldier or officer can not be detailed excepting by his own con- 
sent; he can not be detailed excepting upon the application of the 
proper school authorities making the application, it being left 
finally in the discretion of the Secretary of War whether the pub- 
lic service will admit of the detail asasked for. If gentlemen will 
read the bill and the numerous amendments therein it will be seen 
the bill is very carefully guarded in all respects and simply pro- 
vides for the detail of retired Army officers, with their consent, 
and of the noncommissioned officers of the Army, with their con- 
sent, to teach military tactics in the schools of the country, not 
confined to public schools, but including public schools, including 
academies, and including everything that comes under the head of 
schools. It is an amendment of the existing law, which provides 
what I have just called the attention of the House to. It also pro- 
vides for the issue of ordnance and ordnance stores, and | willread 
the section. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War is authorized to issue, at his discretion, 
and under proper regulations to be prescribed by him out of ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government, and which can be spared for 
that purpose, upon the approval of the governors of the respective States, 
such number of the same as may be required for military instruction and 
»ractice by such school, and the Secretary shall require a bond in each case 
for double the value of the property for the care and safe keeping thereof 
and for the return of the same when required. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this bill is a preeminently proper one, and 
I ask for the previous question on the bill and amendments unless 
some gentleman has something to say. 

Mr. ADAMS rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks for the 
previous question. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to ask, pending that motion, if this 
bill makes any increase in the number of commissioned officers 
who can be detailed for this purpose? 

Mr. MARSH. It makes no increase whatever. No commis- 
sioned officer can be detailed, except one on the retired list and 
with his consent. 


I did not hear the statement 


I would be glad to give the gentleman a copy of 


Is there any appropriation 
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provides for can not be detailed except by their consent; and it 
further provides that where the officer upon the retired list is 
detailed the school authorities shall provide the extra pay that 
the officer would be entitled to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois asks for the 
previous question on the bill and amendments. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
time; and it was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended. 

On motion of Mr. MARSH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, sub- 
mitted the bill (H. R. 12291) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all 
points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House 
that unless the House should otherwise determine as to the pro- 
cedure to-morrow I shall call up this bill immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the call of committees, called the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House bill 10374, 
to amend the laws relating to the second class of mail matter. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from California, the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, by authority 
of that committee, calls up the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of March 3, 1879, prescribing the conditions 
under which periodical publications shall be admitted to the second class of 
mail matter, shall not hereafter be so construed as to admit to the second- 
class rates publications purporting to be issued periodically and to subscrib- 
ers, but which are merely books or reprints of books, whether they be issued 
complete or in parts, whether they be bound or unbound, whether they be 
sold by subscription or otherwise, or whether they purport to be premiums 
or supplements or parts of regular newspapers or periodicals. 

Sec. 2. That news agents shall not be allowed to return to news agents or 
publishers at the pound rate unsold periodical publications, but shall pay 
postage on the same at the rate of one cent for four ounces. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this bill, I sub- 
mit, ought not to be on the House Calendar. It affects the reve- 
nue, It certainly relates to the postage rates. I do not see how 
it can be placed on the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOUD. It(ora bill similar tothis) has been on the House 
Calendar a number of years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This bi!l certainly affects 
the revenue, and under the rules ought not to be on the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. LOUD. It does not involve an expenditure of public money. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does involve an expendi- 
ture, because it affects the rates of poe. As I understand the 
rule, a bill, to be placed upon the House Calendar, must be a bill 
that does not affect the revenues in any way. I did not catch the 
full reading of the bill, and therefore do not know the merits of 
the bill, but we ought to adhere to the rule. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] that when the original bill was on the 
House Calendar there was no objection raised against it. I think 
that was in 1896. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1896? That is cut off by the statute of limi- 
tations. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have already stated that 
it might be a meritorious bill or I might have voted for an im- 
proper bill, but I do not think that affects the question of the point 
of order raised. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia on the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. Iwill state to the House, Mr. Speaker, that my 
understanding of this bill is that it is properly on the House Cal- 
endar. The question came up some yearsago. When the bill was 
first reported, or a bill similar in character, it was placed on the 
Union Calendar, but subsequently was placed on the House Cal- 
endar, as it involves no expenditure of public money. House bill 
No. 6071 was on the House Calendar, and was considered by the 
House at its last session. It was recommitted to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Whether the question as toits 
being properly on the House Calendar was then raised ornot I do not 
know. The bill, however, was recommitted to the committee, and 


The noncommissioned officers that this bill | this bill has been reported by the committee in place of House bill 
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No. 6071. We have, in fact, Mr. Speaker, along line of precedents 
showing that this bill was a ye placed on the House Calendar. 
That is all I have to offer. It has been on the House Calendar, 
permit me to say, for four years. I also call attention again to 
the fact that it is reported by the House committee in place of 
the bill which was recommitted to that committee. 

Mr. MOON. Iask the gentleman from California whether this 
is not an entirely new bill? 

Mr. LOUD. ell, no; it is not a new bill. It is a portion of 
House bill No. 6071. 

Mr. MOON. The gentleman introduced a new bill on this sub- 
ject; and this, as I understand, is the bill which he introduced. 

Mr. LOUD. I think so; yet it is a portion of House bill No. 
6071. There is nothing in this bill that was not in that bill—not 
a single letter or word. 

Mr. MOON. But there is more in this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Nothing more; there is not a word in this bill that 
was not in the other, 

Mr. MOON. Nothing more and nothing less? 

Mr. LOUD. There is something less, but nothing more. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to say 
a word to the gentleman from California. Although this bill may 
have been on the House Calendar, it may have been there improp- 
erly. Now, if the point of order has been made and has been ad- 
judicated by the present occupant of the chair, that is one ques- 
tion; but that is not the case as I understand it. The rule 
requires that the bill must not only be on the House Calendar, but 
must properly be there. That is the object of this inquiry—Is 
this bill properly on the House Calendar; and if so, how did it get 
there? We are now asked to consider this bill, but unless the 
gentleman has been authorized by his committee to call it up in 
this hour, itcan not be considered as I understand therule. Imake 
that point of order also. I desire to sustain the integrity of the 
rule, because I believe that living up to rules in every case is our 
only safety. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman quote the language of 
the rule on which he relies? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will be found in clause 4 
of Rule XXIV. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee make the 
point that the committee has not authorized the consideration of 
this bill under this call? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Cali- | 


fornia has not so stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to so 
state in answer to a question of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not so understand. 

Mr. LOUD. TheChairasked me that question when the bill was 
first presented; and permit me to say that we do not attempt to 
smuggle anything through the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not intimate any such 
thing. The gentleman must have misunderstood me. I did not 
understand the gentleman to have answered that question. If I 
had I should not have made the point. 

Mr. LOUD. I wish to call attention to the language of Rule 
XIII, which I suppose the Chair has looked at. I call attention to 
the second clause, which refers to bills on the House Ca‘endar: 

A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public character 
_ revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 

Now, this bill is clearly within clause 2 of that rule. It does 
not directly or indirectly appropriate any money, neither does it 
prspoes to raise revenue. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It deals with postage rates, 
and it certainly affects the revenue. The present occupant of the 
chair, at the first session of this Congress—I refer to the REcorD, 
page 2455—held that the bill must be properly on the Calendar— 
not simply there, but properly there—before it could be considered 
in this hour. 

Taking the statement of the gentleman from California, which I 
always take as true, that he is authorized to call this bill up, 1 in- 
sist that the bill ought not to be here, because it is not properly on 
this Calendar. If it deals with revenue in any way, it can not be 
considered in this hour. And the rule is founded in wisdom. It 
ought not to be departed from. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman regard this as a bill rais- 
ing revenue? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, it does not raise rev- 
enue, butit affects the revenue; it expendsthe revenue. Take, for 
instance, a bill reducing the revenue; it can not be said that it 
raises revenue, but it affects the revenue; so with an appropria- 
tion of any kind. This bill regulates the rates of postage, and 
postage is public money. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it nottrue that the bills which may not be 


on the House Calendar are bills raising revenne—in other words, 
revenue bills—in other words, bills reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean 


to say that such bills may go on the House Calendar? 


Mr. HEPBURN. No; I say such bills go to the Union Cal- 


endar. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But this not being a bill of that kind—not 
raising revenue, not coming from the Committee on Ways and 
Means—goes properly to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But does not this bill pro- 
pose to expend the public revenue? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nota dollar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Doesit not provide how the 
public revenue shall be expended in the matter of postage? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nota dollar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, certainly it does; it 
fixes the rates of postage to be paid on periodicals, and in some 
cases, one at least, raises the rate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itfixes certain rates of postage; but that does 
not make it a revenue bill; that does not make it a bill which 
should come from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A billaffecting the revenue 
does not have to come, necessarily, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I undertake to say that the proper test would 
be this: If this were a revenue bill, it would necessarily go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and the Post-Office Committee 
would not have jurisdiction of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; if it were a bill affect- 
ing postage rates, it would not have to go to the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But this is not a revenue bill; it does not 
propose to raise revenue in the sense in which that term is used 
in the rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The object of the rule, as 
I understand, is that whenever you expend the people’s money or 
whenever you dispose of public property, the matter must be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and such a bill must not go 
upon the House Calendar. This bill provides a charge upon the 
people and should go to Committee of the Whole. 

The House Calendar is provided, under the rule, for such bills 
as make no charge upon the people—bills that.carry no appropri- 
ation or that provide for no expenditure of the public money— 
bills that do not dispose of any of the — property. I think 


| that we ought to adhere to the rule, and that is the only object I 


have in view. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 


| California to give his attention to page 2 of the bill, which pre- 


scribes that the postage shall be hereafter 1 cent for each 4 ounces 
of weight. Is that an increase or a decrease? 
Mr. LOUD. Itisan increase, Mr. Speaker, on the present rate. 


| That is, I should say there is a decision of the Department which 


fixes that rate. But I defy any man to find any statute on the 
statute books of the United States that provides for the return 
of unsold copies of the printed matter referred to in that para- 
graph; and F repeat that the law, as it now stands, is simply a 
decision of the Department, or a regulation if you please, or a 
custom, which has grown up in the Department, and without any 
warrant whatever of law. And I challieas anyone to show any 
warrant of law for the return through the mails of any such 
unsold copies of periodicals as are covered by this provision. 

Section 2 of the bill fixes the rate at 4 cents per pound, postage 
on such periodicals. 

Mr. MOON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Califor- 
nia a question. I understand that this is the Loud bill, which 
was before the House and the committee at the last session of 
Congress ? 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman, of course, being a member of the 


| Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, understands what the 


bill is, and is thoroughly familiar with it. Itis asimilar bill, from 
which certain provisions have been eliminated. 

Mr. MOON. I understand that, Mr. Speaker. I, asa member 
of the committee, know the facts to be as the gentleman has stated 
them to the House; but I wanted the question fairly brought out 
before the House, and to have it understood whether this bill was 
or was not identical with the bill which was defeated on the occa- 
sion to which I have referred. 


Mr. LOUD. I will state to my colleague on the committee that 


| the bill (10374) now proposed to be called up simply includes— 





or excludes, I should say—books, serial novels, and such publica- 
tions from ‘he mails under the provision prescribed in the bill, 
and prohibits the return of any unsold copies of such publications, 
as is the custom now, at 1 cent a pound. 
Mr. MOON. And that embraces the amendment which was 
sought to be placed on the original bil! ? 
r. LOUD. This is, in substance, the language of House bill 
No. 6071, so far as that bill went. But there is eliminated from 
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the bill all reference to newspapers; and the bill is confined 
directly to periodicals such as books and magazines. 

Mr. MOON. Because, if the gentleman will permit me, that 
was largely the subject of contention with reference to the other 
bill; and as a member of the committee I desired to get the facts 
before the House. 

Mr. LOUD, The gentleman is entirely correct in that. This 
refers,not to newspapers, but to books and periodicals, such as 
magazines and novels. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question 
of order which has been presented. 

Rule XIII, referred to by the gentleman from California, pre- 
scribes the class of legislation that can go upon the House Calen- 
dar, as well as the other Calendars of the House, and the second 
paragraph of that rule is in the following language: 

Second. A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public 
character not raising revenue, nor directly or indirectly appropriating money 
or property. 

That, of course, indicates the class of bills that may properly be 
placed upon the House Calendar. 

Rule XXIII prescribes the class of business before the House 
which must be sent to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for consideration, and is in the following lan- 
guage: 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 
proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appropriations 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be made, or anu- 
thorizing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any lia- 
bility to the United States for money or property, or referring any claim to the 
Court of Claims, shall be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a 
point of order under this rule shall be good at any time before the consider- 
ation of a bill has commenced. 

Now, it seems to the Chair that the vital question presented in 
this discussion is as to whether or not this is a matter affecting 
the revenues of the Government. 

It is admitted by the gentleman in charge of the bill—and the 
Chair is not familiar with the rate of taxation under such condi- 
tions—that this increases the rate of postage, and to that extent 
increases the burdens on the people of the country. It may prob- 
ably raise more revenue. As to that the Chair is unable to say; 
but it clearly affects the revenue. That is admitted. There can 
be no question as to that fact. Now, if the contention be made 
that increasing the rate of postage does not affect the revenue, it 
may be answered that the House has already taken a decided 
stand on that question. 

In 1859, when the Post-Office appropriation bill went from the 
House to the Senate, that body added to the bill a proposition 
increasing the rate of postage. ‘The House, under the leadership 
of Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, took the ground that that did 
affect the revenue, and a stubborn and long-continued fight fol- 
lowed between the two Houses. The House of Representatives | 
allowed the Post-Office appropriation bill to fail before it would | 
yield on that point. 

Now, it seems to the Chair to be clear that an increase of the 
rate of postage does affect taxation, does affect the revenue; and 
the Chair is clearly of the opinion that it is a matter that should 
first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask howmuch time has expired | 
since the beginning of the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Three-quarters of an hour. Has the gentle- 
man anything further from the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
Post-Roads? 

Mr. LOUD. I have not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, 


The Committee on the Public Lands was called. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, there are two or three matters of 
minor importance upon this Calendar from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, but the Clerk has been unable to furnish the Calen- 
dar showing the present condition of the bills before the House, 
and I have been unable, for that reason, since the call of commit- 
tees has commenced, to get those bills ready. lask that the com- 
mittee be passed without prejudice, so that when the bills are 
ready they may be called up. 

The SP KER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] asks 
unanimous consent that the Public Lands Committee be passed 
on this call without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

BONDS OF PIMA COUNTY, ARIZONA TERRITORY. 


The Committee on the Territories was called, 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 8068, which 
is on the House oe mg 

‘rhe SPEAKER. It is essential, in calling up bills in the morn- 
ing hour, for the gentleman calling them up to state whether it is 
by authority of the committee that he does so. 

Mr. KNOX. It is by authority of the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 


eee EEE 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on the Territories, and by authority of that committee, 
calls up a bill, which the Clerk will now report. 

The bill (H. R. 8068) authorizing the board of supervisors of 
Pima County, Arizona Territory, to issue fifty-year 5 per cent 
bonds of Pima County, Arizona Territory, to redeem certain 
funded indebtedness of said county, was read, as follows: 

Whereas under and by virtue of the authority of Title XXXI, chapter 2, 
county indebtedness, paragraphs 2053, et seq., of the revised statutes of Arizona 
Territory, approved March 2, 1887, the board of supervisors of Pima County, 
Ariz., issued $250,0000f negotiable coupon bonds of said county, all dated June 
30, 1887, being 250 bonds, each for the sum of $1,000, and falling due after their 
date as follows, to wit: One to 25 (both inclusive), ten years after date; 26 to 
50 (both inclusive), eleven years after date; 51 to 75 (both inclusive), twelve 
years after date; 76 to 100 (both inclusive), thirteen years after date; 101 to 
1235 (both inclusive), fourteen years after date; 126 to 150 (both inclusive), fif- 
teen years after date; 151 to 175 (both inclusive), sixteen years after date; 
176 to 200 (both inclusive), seventeen years after date; 201 to 225 (both inclu- 
sive), eighteen years after date; 226 to 250 (both inclusive), nineteen years 
after date; and 

Whereas under and by virtue of the provision of title 31, chapter 1, Terri- 
torial indebtedness, revised statutes of Arizona, approved March 10, 1887, and 
of the act of Congress approved June 25, 1890, approving, with amend ments, 
the said funding act of Arizona Territory, and + pe No. 79 of the Territory 
of Arizona, approved March 18, 1891, and of the act of Congress approve 
June 6, 1896, part of the said bonds, to wit; Nos. 1 to 105 (both inclusive), were 
fundced; and 

Whereas it will be of great advantage to Pima County to refund the re- 
mainder of said bonds, to wit, Nos. 104 to 250 (both inclusive); and 

Whereas paragraph 2059 of the said title 31 of chapter 1, revised statutes of 
Arizona, approved March 10, 1887, has been repealed, and said bonds can not 
be refunded under any of the provisions of said chapter 1, or of the act of Con- 

ress of June 25, 1890. or of the act of Congress of June 6, 1896, or of the act 
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No. 79 of the Territory of Arizona, approved March 18, 1891: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the board of supervisors of Pima 
County, Arizona ae be, and they are hereby, authorized to prepare, 
execute, sell, and deliver, from time totime, bonds of the said Pima County, 
in accordance with the provisions of title 31, chapter 2, county indebtedness, 
of the revised statutes of Arizona, approved March 2, 1887, bearing interest 
not exceeding 5 per cent per annum, both principal and interest payable only 
in gold coin of the United States of America of present eaten the pro- 
ceeds to be used only for the redemption of the aforesaid M7 bonds of Pima 
County, Arizona Territory. The total amount of the bonds hereby author- 
ized to be issued shall not exceed $147,000, and no bonds shall be issued under 
the ae of this act except when it is necessary so to doin order to re- 
fund the aforesaid indebtedness of Pima County, and then only in amounts 
sufficient to refund such indebtedness as it falls due as hereinbefore set out. 
None of said bonds shall be sold or exchanged for less than their par value 
and any interest that may be due thereon, and this act shall be printed on 
the back of all bonds issued under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 2. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as I may be en- 
titled to on this bill to the gentleman from Arizona {[Mr. WILSON}. 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, as will appear from 
the preamble of the bill, a litthe more than thirteen years ago 
$300,000 of the outstanding indebtedness of Pima County was 
refunded. One hundred and fifty-three thousand dollars of that 
has been settled. There is still $147,000 of it yet unsettled. fall- 
ing due $25,000 annually. 

The bonds bear interest at 7 per cent perannum. The holders 
of those old bonds propose to exchange them for new ones, fifty- 
year 5 per cent bonds. The county is without authority to 
refund the bonds without the consent of Congress. In order that 
she may save about $3,000 a year in interest, and save herseif from 
being cramped for payment of the principal at the present time, 
this bill has beenintroduced. The effect of it is to give the county 
fifty years’ time in which to raise a sinking fund for the payment 
of the principal and to save $3,000 annually in interest, as a new 
settlement or a new contract with the holders of the old bonds, 
who agree to take the new ones. For that reason, of course, we 
can see no reason why the bill should not be passed, and I ask that 
it do pass. 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
In what are these old bonds payable? 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. They are payab’e in cash, to be paid 
by a tax levied by the county. 

Mr. GAINES. Payable in coin—gold and silver or gold or sil- 
ver, and if either, which? 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. The old bonds are gold bonds, and 
the new ones necessarily must be. 

Mr. GAINES, You are certain they are gold bonds? 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. I am certain of that. 

Mr. GAINES. They are payable on their face in gold? 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. That is specified on their face; yes. 

Mr. GAINES. When were these bonds issued? 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. In 1887. 

Mr. GAINES. I want to record my opposition to making our 
obligations payable in only one of our coin monies or in any spe- 
cific kind of our several moneys. Wesay, and by law, our moneys 
are all equal. Such legislation is a confession, and that, too, by 
law, that they are not equal or equally good, thereby discrediting 
the money contracted against, and crediting, and unnecessarily 
so if they are all equal, to the one contracted for, in this case 
gold. This also produces a disparity of the two coins, when our 
very laws say ont the policy of this Government has been to keep 
the two ootna talent our moneys—on a parity. This kind of 











legislation and these kind of contracts break down the very thing we 
declare by law is our fixed policy—the keeping at least our coin, 
gold and silver, on a parity. This particular bill, it seems, is 
excused, from the fact that it carries out the original undertaking 
to pay these bonds in gold, protecting to that extent what the 
creditor would claim his right to be. The policy of such legisla- 
tion is wrong and should never have been started. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 











On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote | 

was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Crump (on the request of Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH), indefi- 
nitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BREWER, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 1 o’clock and 33 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

Annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the year | 
ended June 30, 1900—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, showing | 
expenditures for propagation of food-fishes during the year end- 
ing June 30, 1900—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- | 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Comptroller of the Currency, trans- | 
mitting the annual report for the year ending October 31, 1900— | 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for preparation of Official Regis- 
ter of the United States—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Chief of Bureau of Statistics sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for increase of a salary—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting | 
an estimate of appropriation for repairs on roof of Capitol—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for salaries in division of 
customs—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy | 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for increase of salary of chief clerk—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey submitting an estimate in relation to ap- | 
propriations for Coast and Geodetic Survey—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of acommunication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for third secretary of the embassy 
at Rome—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- | 
ting an estimate of appropriation for salaries in the Post-Office 
Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | 
copy of a communication from the Auditor for the War Depart- | 
ment submitting an estimate of appropriation for pay of certified | 
claims arising from war with Spain—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Auditor for the Navy Department 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for one law clerk—to the | 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Treasurer of the United States sub- | 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for additional chief of divi- | 
sionin Treasury Department—tothe Committeeon 
and ordered to be printed. 


minutes | 
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Appropriations, | 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


of a communication from the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for fees for clerks 
in lunacy cases—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the secretary of the Territory of Hawaii 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for improvements and 
miscellaneous expenses—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of judg- 
ments rendered in Indian depredation claims—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12283) in relation 
to the celebration of the centennial anniversary of the establish- 
ment of the permanent seat of government in the District of 
Columbia, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2008). 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12291) making ap- 
| propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 


of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and 
for other purposes, reported the same, accompanied by a report 


| (No. 2009); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4300) to increase the 
efficiency of the military establishment of the United States, 
reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2010); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





RESOLUTIONS, AND 


INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


PUBLIC MEMORIALS 


BILLS, 


| follows: 


By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 12284) authorizing construction of 
bridge—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreigm Commerce. 
By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 12285) to establish a national 


| military park at Valley Forge, Pa.—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12286) providing 
that disabilities existing prior to enlistment shall not be consid- 
ered ground for rejection of claim for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12287) forbidding the payment of witness 
fees and mileage to Indians who instigate violations of the laws 
prohibiting the selling or disposal of intoxicating liquors to In- 
dians—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 12288) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Hamilton, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12289) making the 
salary of the collector of customs for the Sandusky, Ohio, district 
$2,500, in lieu of all fees. commissions, and other emoluments here- 
tofore allowed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 12290) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce”—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations: A 
bill (H. R. 12291) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 


| ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, accompanied by a 


report (No. 2009). 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 12292) for the classifica- 
tion of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 12293) authorizing 
the adjustment of rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian Reserva- 
tion, Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 12327) toamend an act granting 
torailroads the right of way through the public lands of the United 
States, approved March 3, 1875—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12328) to increase the member- 
ship of the Court of Claims, and for other purposes—to the Cor- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12329) for the judicial ascertainment of claims 
against the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 272) propos- 
ing an amendment tothe Constitution providing for the repeal of 
the fifteenth amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 273) permitting 
certain officers and enlisted men to wear distinctive badges—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 274) protesting 
against the continuation of the war in South Africa—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A resolution (H. Res. 306) relating to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 4300—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A resolution (H. Res. 307) requesting the Sec- 
retary of War to investigate the practice of hazing at the West 
Point Military Academy, and more particularly the hazing of 
Oscar L. Booz, formerly a cadet at the said Military Academy 
from the Seventh Congressional district of Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Aresolution (H. Res. 308) for the employment 
of eight additional folders during the present session—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
“ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLIOWS: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 12294) granting a pension 
to Lottie M. V. Rankins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 12295) granting an increase of 
pension to John Maxwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12296) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Starcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12297) granting an increase of pension to An- | 
drew J. Harbison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12298) granting an increase of pension to 
John Revely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 12299) granting a pension to Wells Palmer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 12300) granting an -in- 
crease of pension to William W. Thornton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 12301) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob E.Swap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12302) to restore pension to William F. 
Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 12303) for the relief of Henry Mulvin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12304) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. 
Whiteley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12305) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 12306) to reimburse Hora- | 
tio V. Warner for loss during the civil war and for pension com- 
mensurate with the services rendered—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12307) for the relief of Susan C. Thorne—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12308) for the relief of Sarah Riddle—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12309) for the relief of John Brill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12310) to grant authority and jurisdiction to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 12311) for the relief of St. 
James Episcopal Church, of Wilmington, N. C.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12312) granting a pension to | 
Mrs. Eliza J. Norris and her three minor children—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 12313) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Francis McCarthy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12314) correcting the mili- 
tary record of Elphas Coakley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 12315) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 12316) granting 
arrears of pension to Elmira E. Harris, formerly Elmira E. Pool— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12317) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Tripp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12818) granting an increase | 
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of pension to Sarah K. Joyce—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12319) to correct the 


military record of Jacob McDowell—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12320) for relief of Thomas V. 
Mosby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R, 12321) to authorize 
the issuance of a patent to James Seldon Cowdon upon the pay- 
ment of certain fees—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12322) granting a pension to 
Daniel Madigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12323) for the relief of Jacob H. Harter—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 12324) granting a pension to 
James McMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12325) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward P, Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 12326) to remove 
the charge of desertion from themaval record of John Hogan—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Onder clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the McFadden Coffee and 
Spice Company, of Dubuque, lowa, in favor of certain amend- 
ments to the Brosius pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
urging a reduction of the war revenue tax of June 13, 1898—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of certain commercial and in- 
dustrial bodies of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the improvement of 
the Mississippi river between St. Louis and Cairo—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade recommending such modification of the stamp taxes as can 
be obtained without hampering the Administration in necessary 
expenditures—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of Maine State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 
3717, amending the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of New Providence, Pa., against saloons in our 
island possessions and for the abolition of the Army canteen—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of brewers of Lancaster, Pa., for relief from the 
revenue tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Friends’ Church of Portsmouth, 
R. I., against island saloons and canteens—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of E. S. Rouse and sundry other 
persons in Nebraska in favor of the Grout oleomargarine bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Petition of druggists of 
Troy, N. Y.,for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medi- 
cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Sundry petitions of home and foreign mis- 
sionary societies and Presbyterian churches of Detroit, Mich., in 


| favor of an amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Affidavit in support of House bill No. 1758, 
for the relief of Joseph Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Charles Miller, department com- 


|; mander of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, praying 


for the passage of House bill No. 5499, for the relief of the officers 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service-—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of the woman’s home mis- 
sionary societies of Presbyterian churches of Buchanan and Deca- 
tur, Mich.,and petition of 97 citizens of Buchanan, for the restric- 
tion of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of Gus Olson and other citizens of 
Orange, Wis., relating to Government lands in Wisconsin and to 

— its sale to speculators—to the Committee on the Public 
ands. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Petition of D. E. G. Parsons, of Dallas, N. C., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending the oleo- 
margarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Papers to accompany House bill 
arrears of pension to Elmira E. Harris, formerly Elmira 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nting 
. Pool— 








1900. 


By Mr. LESTER: Petition of the heirs of Alfred E. Jones, de- 
ceased, late of Chatham County, Ga., for reference of war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Protest of John R. Kelley and 64 other 
citizens of Maine, against subsidy to foreign-built vessels—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


By Mr. LONG: Resolutions of the Woman's Christian Temper- | P 


ance Union of Anthony and the Methodist Episcopal Church of 

Marquette, Kans., in relation to the exclusion of all spirituous 

1 
airs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of Washington Ransom, of Walker 
County, Ga., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, and 
George G. Meade Post, No. 444, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Illinois, in favor of House bill No. 5779, known as the 
‘‘veteran preference measure”—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of retail druggists of Philadelphia, 
Pa., for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., | 


No. | 


favoring the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. PAYNE: Resolutions of Albert M. Murray Post, 
162, Department of New York, in favor of House bill No, 5779, 


known as the ‘‘ veteran preference measure ”—to the Committee | 


on Reform in the Civil Service. 
Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of 
East Auburn and of Cayuga County, N. Y., union meetings of 


Methodist Episcopal churches of Wolcott, N. Y., and the Metho- | 
dist Episcopal Church of Sodus, N. Y., against island saloons and 


Army canteens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Weedsport, N. Y., in favor of an 
amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petitions of A. H. Holt, W. F. 


Wilken, R, E. Weidler, and other citizens of Indiana, in favor of | 


the Grout oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper to accompany House bill for the 

elief of Jacob H. Harter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of George Van Horn Post, No. 39, 


Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Connecticut, favor- | 


ing the passage of House bill No. 5779, relating to the appoint- 
ment of war veterans to the public service—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 


Also, petition of druggists of Waterbury, Conn., for the repeal | 
of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means. 


Also, resolutions of the State Board of Trade of Connecticut, | 


urging the passage of House bill relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of various citizens of New Haven, Conn., against 
the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Meriden, Conn., against the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in our new possessions—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Retail Gro- 
cers’ Association of Minneapolis, Minn., against the parcel-post 
system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

a Mr.SULZER: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York, urging the improvement of Buttermilk Channel—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the United States Brewers’ Association, for the 
repeal of the war tax of $1 per barrel on beer in the war-revenue 
act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the New York Mercantile Exchange, in favor 
of the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending the oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Resolutions of Staunton Post, No. 
396, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 5779, giving veterans pre- 
ferment in public service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, petition of 6 citizens of Kendall, N. Y., favoring anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Presbyterian, Baptist, and Methodist con- 
gregations of Wyoming County, N. Y., asking extension of treaty 
excluding slavery, rifles, and spirituous liquors from portions of 
Africa, etc.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, | 


praving for a reduction of the war-revenue tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


| ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CuLLOM, and by unanimous 
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iquors from our insular possessions—to the Committee on Insular | 
Ar 


| nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 5, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLpurn, D. D. 

JOHN C. SPOONER, a Senator from the State of Wisconsin, ap- 
eared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 


consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 
COST OF NAVAL TRANSPORTATION, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of May 23, 1900, reports from the various bureaus 
of the Navy Department, containing information relative to the 
armed vessels, tenders, and war ships sent to the Philippines, or 
from there since May 1, 1898, their tonnage, traveling distances, 
etc., tolls paid the Suez Canal Company, distances covered in time 
of the cruise of the Oregon from the Pacific coast to Manila, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES OF MARYLAND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a certified copy 
of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice- 
President appointed in the State of Maryland at the election held 
therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table. 

SARAH E. NORTON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 


ting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause 
of Sarah E. Norton, administratrix, vs. The United States; which, 
| with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 
CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I present the credentials of Sam- 

UEL D, McENERY, elected a Senator from the State of Louisiana 

| for the term beginning the 4th of March, 1903. I ask that they 
| be read and placed on file. 

The credentials of SAMUEL DouGLAS MCENERY, chosen by the 

| legislature of the State of Louisiana a Senator from that State 

| for the term beginning March 4, 1903, were read and ordered to 


| be filed. 

Mr. McENERY presented the credentials of Murphy James Fos- 
ter, chosen by the legislature of the State of Louisiana a Senator 
from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1901; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 present the credentials of my colleague, who 
has been elected a Senator from the State of Rhode Island for six 
years, commencing March 4, 1901. 

The credentials of GEORGE PEABODY WETMORE, chosen by the 
legislature of the State of Rhode Island a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1901, were read and ordered to be 
filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Dental Society, the Odonto- 
graphic Society, and the Odontological Society, all of Chicago, in 
the State of Illinois, and of the Tri-State Dental Societies of Indi- 
ana, Michigan, and Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the appointment of Army dental surgeons in the 
Philippine Islands; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the National Con- 
vention of Good Roads, praying that an appropriation be made 
to carry on the construction of good roads under the supervision 
of the director of public road inquiries; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Aid Society of the 
Presbyterian Church of Minonk, Ill., praying for the enactment 

| of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Alaska, 
Hawaii, the Philippines, Porto Rico, and Cuba; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petitions of Isaac Norris, of Deselm; John 
Rice, of Deselm; F.M. Wright, of Manteno: V. W. Lawrence, of 
Manteno; J.J. Mattingly, of Champaign; John J. Lingle, of Mill- 
creek; Jacob Gerhart, of Allison; Walter Vantile, of Carthage; 
A. L, Hitz, of Grantfork; John Andrew, of Caledonia; C. E. Drake, 
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of Chapin; Charles I. Forrest, of Woodstock; Fred C. Schrodt, of 
Sugar Creek; W.F. Mason, of Willow Hill; C. M. Wright, of Man- 
teno; Edgar Durham, of Princeton; F’. Arnold & Co., of Woodbine; 
W.H. Keefe, of Long View; T. A. Manning, of Pittwood; George 
Ralston, of Caledonia; F. Shintz, of Shipman; E. Brantigam, of 
Shipman; R. W. Hiff, of Washburn; H. M. Burbank, of Elkvilile: 
Mason Hatch, of Griggsville; E. E. Pratt, of Tompkin; H. H. 
Spooner, of Hebron; John Overby, of Dongola; C. W. Risley, of 
Mount Carmel; E. G. Britton, of Beechwood; James A. Jackson, of 
Dale; Geo. R. Wilson, of Cameron; Joseph Vogel, of Benson; G.N. 
Melenay, of Thompson; Pleasant Valley Creamery Company; N.C. 
Bank, of Ellsworth; S. G. Stagin, of Elliott; Hiram Wallace, of 
Golconda; John R. Logan, of Junction City; J. F. Bute, of Kemp- 
ton; M.1I. Brown, of Garden Prairie; U. Garrett, of Weldon; J. 5. 
Blackman, of Stonefort; J. W. Bradford, of Adrian; Joseph Beland, 
of Danforth; Herbert Lemenage, of Clifton; A. C. McCullough, of 
Savoy; the Rock Island County Farmers’ Institute; Isaac Cole, of 
Sidney; J. P. Brenneman, of Vandalia; Isaac Thomas, of Donovan; 
Bird C. Pate, of Catlin; Henry H. Dussilen, of Garrett; John A. De- 
mand, of Wapella; Joel D. Jones, of Wilton Center; J. J. Shively, 
of Cerrogordo; Christian Camp, of Metamora; James H. Ollie, 
of Pittwood; A. H. Gernand, of Rossville; J. R. Black, of Hast- 
ings; L. C. Newcomb, of Iron; 8, J. Harrington, of Cisne: John 
M. Pearson, of Goodfrey; Martin I. Engler, of Willstadt; Cra E. 
Hanna, of Ava; John Ellet, of Grand Tower; John Sinoot, of 
Pulaski; Wiley Sipe, of Elkville; Iscar Maxey, of Mount Vernon; 
Nicholas Hahn, of Ogden; David Allan, of Weldon; J. M. Rock, 
of Tiatt; J. B. Smith, of Galden Gate; Hiram Reed, of Mossville; 
John Holdman, of Joliet; J. A. Phillips. of Damascus; M. Hub- 
bell, of Carthage; A. J. Cunningham, of Bowen: George H. Bald- 
win, of Mendon; the Eleroy Stock Creamery Co., of Eleroy; 
Frederick Nilkenning, of Crete: John T. Lee, of Arthur; C. W. 
McNair, of Dahlgren; William McFarland, of Allendale; Simon 
Block, of Harper; S. W. Peak, of Winchester; H. B. Rice, of 
Lewistown; EliC. Fisk, of Havana; G. H. Gurler, of Dekalb; H. D. 
De Long, of Galesburg; G. W. Ferner, of Washington; John W. 
Reid, of Argyle; M. C. Clory, of Rockton; A. A. Spickerman, of 
Dekalb; Oliver H. Perry, of MountSterling; John Pratt. of Loraine; 
John Beck, of Milan; William A. Mealiff, of Mendon; Harry 
Binney, of Binney; Riley Smith, of Colusa; T. J. Armstrong, of 
Mount Vernon; F. M. Brown, of Diswood; G. D. Jones, of Mount 
Vernon; F. Thies, of Campbell Hill; G. G. Corley, of Unionville; 
M. H. Bagby. of Olmsted; Jos. Miller, of Louisville; L. R. Strick- 
lin, of Raleigh; R. F. Jenkins, of Frankfort; T. M. Carroll, of Ina; 
J. W. Hill, of Charleston; J. H. Riter, of Powellton; William 
Trainer, of Custer Park, Il.; F. D. Bacon, of Media; E. D. Mor- 
rill, of Powellton; Frank W. Baird, of Custer Park; M. H. Crei- 
der, of Otten; James Morris, of Galena; W. M. Miller, of Haldane; 
Fred. Buser, of Marshall; William Dittman, of Marshall; F. A. 
Drury, of Carlton; A. Stewart, of Kirkwood; L. E. Smith, of Mun- 
cie; C. W. Somme, of Dewey; John F. Hubbell, of Wapella; Har- 
vey Abbott, of Danvers; J. C. South, of Orin; P. H. Blanchet, of 
Exlim; J. R. Elder, of Ogden; T. M. Cavitt, of Ozark; Jacob 
Deen, of Azotus; Eben Stookey, of Freeburg; J. Alphonsus, of 
Ruma; James H. Simpson, of Ruma; John Jone, of Wilton Cen- 
ter; C. D. Greve, of Garrett; John M. Tudor, of McLean; Christ 
Gebhardt, of Blackstone; J. B. Humphreys, of Midland City; 
Harry R. Smith, of Stillman Valley; B. H. Daugherty, of Onargo; 
Cc. W. Cardiff, of Dewitt; T. O. Thompson, of Perdue; B. N. 
Powley, of Papapinsau; W. H. Luxton, of Hudson, [l.; John 
Blank, of Rio; C. C. Safford, of Hamilton; J. B. Campbell, of 
Lacrosse; Riber Merrill, of Youngstown; G. Wilcox, of Eno; H. 
W. Frederick, of Washington; C. E, Schlots, of Elmwood; J. F. 
Oldendorf, of Hoxen; J. Wright & Sons, of Fenton; J. C. Wen- 
ner, of Pontiac; E. Santer, of Marseilles; John W. Cutforth, of 
Liberty; Charles A. Hummell, of Dewey; John Maffitt, of Mar- 
tinton, and J. Bartlett, of Colusa, all in theState of Illinois, praying 
for the enactment of legislation relative to the sale and manufac- 
ture of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation relative to 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine: which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Gainesville, of 
Albert Roy, jr., and sundry other citizens of Elmira; of W. K. 
Palmer and sundry other citizens of New Rochelle; of J. B. Rice 
and sundry other citizens of Cambridge; of Thomas Smith and 
sundry other citizens of New York City; of H. H. Todd and sun- 
dry other citizens of New Rochelle, Mount Vernon, and Brook- 
lyn; of Frank J. New and sundry other citizens of New Rochelle; 
of Howard R. Ware and sundry other citizens of New Rochelle; 
of Charles Hyatt andsundry other citizensof New York City; of D. 
P. Whitaker and sundry other citizens of Savona; of the Woman's 
Missionary Society of the Presbytery of Rochester; of the League 
for Social Service; of the Woman's Home and Foreign Missionary 
Society of the Presbytery of Brooklyn, and of the Oneida, Che- 


nango, and Delaware Association of the Congregational churches 
of Sherburne, all in the State of New York, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Lucius K. Smalling, of Cohoes, 
N. Y., praying that he be granted a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and manufactures; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of E.S. Young Post, No. 83, Depart- 
ment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Amsterdam, 
N. Y., and a petition of Frank Head Post, No. 16, Department of 
New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation giving preference to veterans 
in the publicservice; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Joseph M. Huffman, of Lockport; 
of the United Trades and Labor Council of Erie County, and of 
the Onondaga Whisk Broom Works, of Syracuse, all in the State 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
free labor from prison competition; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Reed Corners, N. Y., and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Groton, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in Alaska, Cuba, Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands; 
— were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 

Rico. 

He also presented petitions of Rev. W. H. Dodd, of Garfield; of 
Edward Kirktalcott, of Goshen, and of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Yonkers, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the ratification of the treaty providing for the protection 
of the people of Central Africa against the sale of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J, Deyo and sundry 
other citizens of Wallkill, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all of our 
new island possessions, including the Philippines; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of B. G. Dutton, of Buffalo, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in the Philippines to native races, as in Alaska, 
and also to abolish saloons and the opium traffic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the American Library Associa- 
tion of Dorchester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the better publication and distribution of public 
documents; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of W. A. Ellis, of Mar- 
lette, and sundry other citizens of Michigan, and the petition of 
J. B. Moore, of Lennon, and sundry other citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the sale and 
manufacture of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. THURSTON presented 31 petitions of citizens of Nebraska, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Church of Neenah, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
countries inhabited chiefly by native races; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. SEWELL presented sundry petitions of citizens of Mullica 
Hill, Trenton, Allentown, Wrightstown, Madison, Ardena, Morris 
town, Burlington, Hackettstown, Jacksonville, Harrington, Wil- 
liamstown, Woodstown, Whitehouse, Readington, Newmarket, 
Rosemont, Franklin Park, Oxford, and Cranberry, all in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation relative 
to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boonton, New- 
ark. Hanover, Dividing Creek, and East Orange, ali in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the executive council of 


the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for a modifica- 
tion of the stamp-tax law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Captain George Lawrence Post, 
No. 17, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minersville; of General 
Thomas A. Rowley Post, No. 495, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Natrona, and of General Welsh Post, No. 118, Grand Army of 
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the Republic, of Columbia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation giving preference to veterans 
in the public service; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. o 

He also presented petitions of 27 citizens of Pennsylvania, 44 
citizens of Carbondale, 36 citizens of Chester County, of the con- 

egation of the Presbyterian Church of Wilkesbarre, of the Young 

en’s Christian Association of Wilkesbarre, and of the Ladies’ 
Foreign Missionary Society of Montrose, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Philippines, in any post exchange, 
canteen, or transport, or upon any premises used for military pur- 
poses by the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of High- 
land, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Army and all island posses- 
sions; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California, praying for the construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
teroceanic Canals. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Produc- 
ers’ Association of California, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the preservation, reclamation, and settlement 
of the public domain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the extension of the soil surveys in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesalers’ Board of Trade 
of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments tothe bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented 13 petitions of sundry citizens of 
New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation relative 
to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Jacob L. Crosby and 19 
other citizens of Bath, Me., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented fifteen petitions of sundry citizens of Maine, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the sale and 
manufacture of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


ZERILDA COBB, 


Mr. COCKRELL. For reference tothe Committee on Pensions. 
to accompany the bill (S. 496) for the relief of Zerilda Cobb, I 
oresent the affidavits of Eliza aay. William Chitwood, E. A. 

ee, and Alice Lee, and move that they be referred to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SIOUX INDIAN OUTBREAK AND MASSACRE OF 1962. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs the 


history, by Samuel J. Brown, of the Minnesota outbreak and mas- 
sacre of 1862. It is not long,and I think it is a very important 


document. It is a portion of the history that has never been 
written before. It ought to go into the archives of the Govern- 
ment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota to print as a document the 
paper he sends to the desk? The Chair hears none and it is so 
ordered. It will be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4936) to provide for the construction of a 
bridge by the Fargo, Duluth and Northwestern Railroad Com- 
pany across the Red River of the North at Fargo, N. Dak., re- 
ported it without amendment. 


CLINCH RIVER BRIDGE AT KINGSTON, TENN. 


Mr. VEST. I move that the bill (H. R. 11548) to authorize the 
Kingston Bridge and Terminal Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Clinch River at Kingston, Tenn., which came 
from the House of Representatives yesterday, be substituted on 
the Calendar for the bill (S. 4852 toa uthorize the Kingston Bridge 
and Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Clinch River at Kingston, Tenn., being Order of Business 1471 on 
the Calendar, which I reported at the last session and which is 
identical with the House bill, and that the Senate bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 


The motion was agreed to, 








CAPT. B. H. MACALLA AND COMMANDER WILLIAM C, WISE. 


Mr. BACON. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report a bill granting permission to Capt. B. H. MacCalla, 
United States Navy, and Commander William C. Wise, also of 
the United States Navy, to accept decorations tendered to them by 
the Emperorof Germany. Accompanying the bill are letters from 
the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Navy indorsing the 
propriety of receiving these decorations. I am instructed by the 
committee to ask for the immediate consideration by the Senate 
of the bill. 

The bill (S. 5024) granting permission to Capt. B. H. MacCalla, 
United States Navy, and Commander William C. Wise, United 
States Navy, to accept decorations tendered to them by the Em- 
peror of Germany was read the first time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia is 
instructed by the committee to ask for the present consideration 
of the bill. It will be read in full to the Senate for its information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Capt. B. H. MacCalla, United States Navy, and 
Commander William C. Wise, United States Navy, be, and they are hereby, 





authorized to accept, respectively, the decoration (including a diploma and 
insignia) of the Order of the Second Class of the Red Eagle with Swords, and 
the decoration (including adiploma and insignia) of the Order of the Second 
Class of the Royal Crown with Swords, tendered to them by the Emperor of 
Germany through the Department of State of the United States; and the 
Department of State is hereby authorized to deliver to them the decorations 


herein named. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


Is there objection to the pres- 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5025) to correct the military 
record of Jacob 8. Allen, alias Jacob Eikly; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents: 

A bill (S. 5026) to revise the laws of the United States relating 
to trade-marks; 

A bill (S. 5027) to regulate and protect marks, trade-marks, 
commercial names, and symbols used in commerce, and to enforce 
treaties regarding the same; 

A bill (S. 5028) respecting applicants for patents not residing in 
the United States; 

A bill (S. 5029) to give effect to treaty stipulations relating to 
letters patent for inventions; and 

A bill (S. 5030) to revise the patent laws of the United States. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced the following bills: which were sev- 
erally read twice by their tities, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5031) granting a pension to Margaret A. Potts (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8.5032) granting a pension to John Geibel (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5033) granting a pension to Lizzie Barrett. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 5034) to create a circuit 
court of the United States for the tenth circuit, and to create a 
court of appeals of the United States for the tenth circuit; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5035) to provide for med- 
ical care and surgical treatment of honorably discharged soldiers, 
sailors, and marines; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 5036) granting an increase of 
pension to Norton Schermerhorn; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5037) granting an increase 
of pension to Aaron Gardner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5038) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John W. Burns; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 5039) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lucie M. Mabry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 5040) forbidding the payment 
of witness fees and mileage to Indians who instigate violations of 
the laws prohibiting the selling or disposal of intoxicating liquors 
to Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 5041) for the relief of 
W. D. Gibbs, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
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accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations: 

A bill (8. 5042) to authorize Ethelbert Watts, consul of the 
United States at Kingston, Jamaica, to accept a decoration ten- 
dered to him by the Khedive of Egypt; and 

A bill (S. 5043) to authorize George W. Hill, chief of the Divi- 
sion of Publications of the Department of Agriculture, to accept 
a decoration tendered to him by the Government of the French 
Republic. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5044) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Frasher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5045) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza N. Lord; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5046) to revive the grade of 
Vice-Admiral in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8S. 5047) granting a pension 
to Lucinda W. Cavender; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Mrs. Lucinda W. Cavender, widow of John S$. Cavender, late 
colonel Twenty-ninth Regiment Missouri Infantry Volunteers, 
together with the affidavits of several physicians and the military 
record. I movethat these papers be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, to accompany the bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 5048) for the relief of W. O. 
Donovan and the heirs of Lizzie M. Donovan, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5049) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcellus A. Lothrop; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.5050) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles A. Marsh; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (8.5051) authorizing the Navajo 
and Mogui Indians to lease mineral lands within their reservations 
on a royalty basis; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5052) to declare the St. 
Joseph River in the State of Indiana, not navigable and validating 
structures thereon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MASON submitted an amendment fixing the salary of the 
private secretary to the Public Priuter at $2,400 per annum, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be pritited. 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. LODGE. If the routine business is concluded, I desire to 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make that 
motion now? 

Mr. HOAR. I hope before my colleague makes the motion he 
will yie'd, that I may ask that the resolution called up yesterday 
by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTEr], in regard to the cre- 
dentials of claimants to the vacant seat from that State, may stand 
over until to-morrow with the same privilege that it would have 
to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the senior Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


CUBAN POSTAL SERVICE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over froma former day. Did the jun- 
ior Senator from Massachusetts make a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, or did he only give notice of 
a motion? 

Mr. LODGE. lintended to make the motion now. I do not 
know what is desired in regard to the resolution which the Chair 
lays before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I shall move to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. I presume that 
will be satisfactory, perhaps, to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 presume so, Mr. President. Of course 





I take it for granted that the Committee on Relations with Cuba 
will NESE or act promptly upon the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think within this week the com- 
mittee will be able to furnish from the committee all the infor- 
mation that the Senator desires. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then, very well. Let the resolution go 
to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read to 
the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to send 


to the Senate all the information in his possession in relation to frauds in the 
postal service of Cuba. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. A‘ter one hour and thirty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4742) to amend section 1225 of Revised Statutes so 
as to provide for detail of retired officers of the Army and Navy 
to assist in military instruction in schools; 

A bill (H. R. 7571) to prevent the failure of military justice, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8068) authorizing the board of supervisors of Pima 
County, Ariz., to issue fifty-year 5 per cent bondsof Pima County, 
Ariz., to redeem certain funded indebtedness of said county; and 

A bill (H. R. 12283) in relation to the celebration of the centen- 
nial anniversary of the establishment of the permanent seat of 
government in the District of Columbia, 


CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION AT WASHINGTON, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, a bill has just come over from the 
House of Representatives providing for the exercises of the cen- 
tennial celebration here on the 12th of this month. Itis impor- 
tant. It simply provides for the order of exercises and the use of 
the Hall of the nd of Representatives for the celebration. I 
should like very much to have it put upon its passage now. There 
is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair lays before the Senate a bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The bill (H. R. 12283) in relation to the celebration of the cen- 
tennial anniversary of the establishment of the permanent seat of 
government in the District of Columbia was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read the second time in full. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. Before the reading begins, the hour of 
2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and 
increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the unfin- 
ished business will be temporarily laid aside pending the consid- 
eration of the bill from the House, which will be read the second 
time at length. 


The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas the Senate and House of Representatives have each appointed a 
committee to act with other committees appointed respectively by the Presi- 
dent of the United States and by the citizens of the District of Columbia (in 
a mass meeting assembled), which committees have in charge the celebra- 
tion of the centennial anniversary of the establishment of the permanent 
seat of government in the District of Columbia; and 

Whereas said committees have in joint session adopted a plan of celebra- 
tion which has been submitted to the President of the United States and by 
him transmitted to Congress, such plan proposing asa feature of the cele- 
bration the holding by the Senate and House of Representatives, jointly, 
commemorative exercises in the Hall of the House of Representatives in the 
afternoon of the 12th day of December, 1900, in honor of the centennial anni- 
A eed of the first session of Congress held in the permanent capital: 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the 
Hall of the House of Representatives on the 12th day of December, 1900, at 
the hour of half past 3 o'clock p. m., and that addresses on subjects bearing 
on the celebration shall be made by Senatorsand Representatives to be chosen 
by the joint committee mentioned in the preamble; that the President and 
ex-Presidents of the United States, the heads of the several Executive De- 
partments, the justices of the Supreme Court, representatives of foreign 
governments accredited to this Government, the governors of the several 
States and Territories, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the 
Lieutenant-General of the Army and the Admiral of the Navy, officers of 








nd Navy who have received the thanks of Congress, and all per- 
a 4 a.) ore the Privilege of the floor either of the Senate or the House be, 
and are hereby, invited to be present on the occasion, and that the members 
of the committee from the country at large, the members of the said citizens’ 
committee, and the chairmen and vice-chairmen of the committees of the 
national capital centennial are hereby granted the privilege of the floor of 
the House during the exercises; that the said citizens’ committees shall issue 
eards of admission to such portions of the public galleries of the Hall of the 
House as may be set apart by the Doorkeeper of the House for that purpose; 
that the Speaker of the House shall call the assembly to order and the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate shall act as presiding officer during the ex- 
ercises; that the 12th day of December, 1900, be a legal holiday within the 
District of Columbia; that the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy are authorized to deliver to the Architect of the Capitol, for the per 
pose of decorating the Capitol, its approaches, and the reviewing stands in 
the Capitol grounds for the occasion, such United States ensigns and flags, 
except battle flags, and such signal numbers and others flags as may be 
spared, the same to be delivered to the Architect immediately, and returned 
by him not later than the 3ist day of December, 1900; that admission of the 
general public to the southern portion of the Capitol, including the Rotunda, 
on the said 12th day of December, 1900, shall be by card only, under the direc- 
tion of the Doorkeeper of the House; that the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia are authorized and directed, for the occasion, to make all reason- 
able regulations necessary to secure the preservation of public order and 
protection of life and property, and to grant authority or permits for the use 
of such thoroughfares and sidewalks in the city of Washington as may be 
necessary for parades, and that the citizens’ committee are authorized to 
erect for the occasion a reviewing stand at the east side of or on the east 
steps of the Capitol. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask whether the bill makes 
the 12th day of December a national holiday? 
Mr. HALE. It makes it a legal holiday for the District of Co- 
lumbia. The committee 
Mr. COCKRELL. For all time tocome, or just simply for this 
ear? 
, Mr. HALE. Only for this year. The committee that had it in 
charge at the other end of the Capitol—— 
Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator is sure that it is only for this 
ear? 
_ Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. COCKRELL, If itis for all time tocome, Iam unalterably 
opposed to it. 
Mr. HALE. Let that part of the bill be read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that part be read again. 





Mr. HALE. I know what the intention is. The provision in | 


reference to the holiday is in the latter part of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 did not catch it. There were others talk- 
ing equally as loud while it was being read. 

Ir. HALE. Of course, it ought to apply only to the present 
12th of December. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is on the third page of the bill. 

The Sécretary read as follows: 

That the 12th day of December, 1900, be a legal holiday within the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. That is very clear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no amendment pro- 
posed, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the Senator from Maine, 
the committee, and all those interested in this matter agree that 
the 12th of December is not to bea permanent holiday, but only in 
the vear 1900, 

Mr. HALE. It is so stated definitively in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it may be claimed—— 


Mr. HALE. Itisthe 12th of this December. There isno doubt | 


about it at all. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I want to have it clearly understood, because 
there are a little too many holidays already. 

aoe bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4742) to amend section 1225 of Revised Statutes so 
as to provide for detail of retired officers of the Army and Navy 
to assist in military instruction in schools; and 

A bill (H. R. 7571) to prevent the failure of military justice, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill (H. R. 8068) authorizing the board of supervisors of 
Pima County, Ariz., to issue fifty-year 5 per cent bonds of Pima 
County, Ariz., to redeem certain funded indebtedness of said 
county, was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 


PROMOTION OF COMMERCE AND INCREASE OF TRADE, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and 
increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
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auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate now to certain limitations upon the expenditures author- 
ized in this bill. 

There is a limitation of $9,000,000; no more than that sum can 
be expended in any one year. So far as the cost to the Goverr- 
ment is concerned, it is practically $7,500,000, because these ships 
are required to carry the mails without charge. I think last year 
the mail pay was about $1,400,000, and in a year or two years it 
will amount certainly to the $1,500,000, 

This limitation was placed in the bill by the Senate Committee 
on Commerce. It was in response to one of the misstatements 
and exaggerations about this measure that it would cost us 
$50,000,000 a year, and I have seen a declaration that it would cost 
a hundred million dollars a year. There seems to be no method 
whatever in the madness of the critics of this bill. 

The general committee of which I have spoken approved of that 
limitation without any hesitation, and they did it on this theory: 
We have been building in our shipyards the last twenty years pos- 
sibly one merchant ship for the foreign carrying trade a year. I 
notice by the report of the Commissioner of Navigation that dur- 
ing the last ten years we have constructed about ten thousand of 
tonnage a year. Ten thousand tons would be the carrying 


| capacity of about one low-power freight ship in modern times. 


Now, Great Britain in the same time has been building these 
| ships—low-power freight ships—by the wholesale. You would 
; find in a single yard there fifteen or twenty merchant ships of the 
sametonnage, plans, dimensions, andspeed. Itisentirely clear that 
if you build ships by the wholesale you can construct them much 
more cheaply than you can where you have but one in your yard. 
For instance, take it in one of our shipyards now, one with which I 
am somewhat familiar. There are on the siocks a yacht, a side- 
wheel steamer, a barge, a torpedo boat, a schooner, and a bark. 
You put the mechanics upon the yacht and they must finish it as 
completely and as carefully in every appointment as you would 
one of the finest parlors inan American palace. They get into the 
habit of that finish. You put them immediately on a tramp ship, 
which is finished in the rough, practically, and half of their time 
for weeks is wasted in adapting themselves to the new work. 

I was talking with a shipbuilder a few days ago, and he told me 
that in building two ships instead of one he could afford to make 
|a discount of 10 per cent. He said that the same plans for the 
ship and the same patterns for all machinery could be used for 
the two, and that that would be a saving of nearly 10 per cent. 
Now, these skilled men on the general committee said they 
had no doubt at all that if this bill became a law and was the suc- 
cess they expected, in five years from now, with our immensely 
increased shipyards, with the increased competition, and with the 
building by wholesale instead of by retail, we would construct 
these ships as cheaply as Great Britain. 

This $9,000,000 limit will not be reached before five years from 
now. When it is, the Secretary of the Treasury is instructed in 
this measure to reduce pro rata the bounty sailing and the pre- 
mium speed pay. Theresult of the limitation will be undoubtedly 
that in five years, the following years of five—because the bill 
limits the power of the Treasurer to make contracts to ten years— 
the five following years there will be annually a reduction in the 
amount which the Secretary is authorized to pay to these ships. 
So, no friends of the bill feel that there is any danger whatever 
| in this limitation of $9,000,000. 

The American ships which are to receive the advantage of this 
pay are those to be registered and to engage in the foreign carry- 
ing trade. They will be required to file with the Secretary of the 
Treasury a satisfactory bond that within the next five years they 
will build in our own yards 25 per cent more of tonnage than they 
register and engage in foreign trade. They will receive no pay 
| on the extra tonnage until it is completed and ready to carry. 

Later on in the bill there is a provision admitting certain for- 
eign-built ships to an American registry. There is a limitation 
upon the amount of the pay to be made to them of 50 per cent, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is instructed to pay to them no 
part of the subsidy until they have duplicated the tonnage so 
admitted in our yards. The Secretary of the Treasury is to retain 
all those foreign-built ships, after they are registered here, would 
earn each year until they have made that duplication. Of course, 
when one ship is brought in under the registry and one of the 
same size, speed, and tonnage is constructed here. then they will 
receive their 50 per cent pay on the foreign-built ships and the 
full pay on the one which is constructed here. 

Mr. HALE. Will my colleague yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLinGEer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Maine yield to his colleague? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Will my colleague tell the Senate what were the 
considerations moving the committee that led them. to put in this 
provision fur the admission of foreign-built ships? 
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Mr. FRYE. I will do that with pleasure a little later on when 
I come to that section. 

There is another limitation contained in the bill that no ship 
shall be paid for more than 16 entries—that would be 16 trips—in 
any one year. I wish just here to call the attention of the Senate 
now to this fact. Senator Edmunds drafted this bill, and it may | 
be unnecessary for me to say that he protected with steel armor | 
the Government of the United States against all chances for fraud | 
or evasion, as Senators will find when they read the bill in full. 

There is an amendment proposed here touching American ves- | 
sels. It is that those registered prior to January 1, 1900, shall not | 
be paid the subsidy for more than ten years. Those builtand reg- 
istered after January 1,190), the Secretary may make contracts 
with for twenty years. The reason for that is this: Many of these | 
ships have been in business for five, six, eight, and ten years, and 
the practical life of aship is twenty. It was not deemed by the 
Senate Committee on Commerce that it was wise to take a ship, 
for instance, ten years old, and authorize a contract to be made | 
with it extending over twenty years. The only division that | 
could be made, entirely logical, was to take the ships which were 
in existence before this bill became a law or before January 1, 
1900, and draw the line there. 

There is another amendment on page 3, to which I will call the | 
attention of the Senate. It requires these ships to carry as freight, | 
sailing from a port in the United States to a foreign port, 50 per 
cent of their gross tonnage. The reason, if there is any reason for | 
such an amendment as that, was that it was asserted, bruad and 
large, that these ships would run, under the subsidy provided for, 
with a couple of barrels of flour and one passenger from a port of 
the United States to a foreign port and back from a foreign port 
to the United States—a mere sentimentality, the absurdity of 
which can be seen in one moment by just one ship which I will 
take as anexample. I have quite a number of them, but I will 
take only one—a ship of 3,500 tons, a low-powered freight ship, 
running in ballast across the Atlantic Ocean and back. 

The expense charged up against that ship for that voyage would 
be $18,805. The subsidy paid to the ship would be $3,344. The 
balance against the ship and the loss on that single voyage would | 
be $15,461. So Senators will see that it would not take many 
trips of such a ship as that to conclude her ship existence. 

The amendment which has been offered by the committee, in 
my opinion, requires still further amendment, and for this reason: | 
This requires 50 per cent of the gross tonnage in freight. Take a | 
low-powered freight-carrying ship, The Pleiades, about a three or | 
four thousand ton ship, and this requirement here would simply | 
compel her to take an outgoing cargo of 20 per cent of her carry- 
ing capacity. Take the ship St. Louis, and the same requirement 
would compel her to take a cargo to the extent of her entire car- 
rying capacity. 

Now, the hice from 16 knots speed up to 21 knots, inclusive, 
will all undoubtedly be mail ships. The St. Louis, for instance, 
would, of course, be a mail ship. She would be compelled by the 
Government to sail at stated times, whether she had any cargo or | 
not; and this requirement of the low-powered ship to take but 20 
per cent and of the highest powered ship to take the entire cargo 
capacity is clearly entirely unjust and indefensible. 

I shall submit to the Committee on Commerce to-morrow morn- 
ing at its meeting an amendment to be substituted for this—an 
amendment which will provide that all ships shall take 50 per cent 
of their cargo capacity when leaving a port of the United States 





for a foreign port. That will increase the amount of cargo which | 


must be taken, but it will so distribute it amongst the various ships 
that there will be no inequality or injustice; and I hope the Senate 





Committee on Commerce will adopt the amendment. 


Committee on Commerce where the limitation of $9,000,000 was 
contained. The amendment reads: 

Of which $9,000,000 not more than $2,000,000 shall, in respect of any one fiscal 
year, be paid as compensation to the vessels described in paragraphs 8 and 9 
of clause 6 of this section— 

That is, to the two higher powered ships— 
and of which $9,000,000 not more than 70 per cent shall be expended in any 
one fiscal year in respect of vessels engaged’in the Atlantic Ocean trade, ex- 
cept in case the Pacific Ocean trade shall not require, in respect of the ves- 
sels engaged in said last-mentioned trade, the expenditure of the whole 
amount of 30 per cent of said $9,000,000 in any such year. 

That amendment was agreed to by the committee in answer to 
certain criticisms, which were raised by friends of transportation 
in the Pacific Ocean, that there was danger that the Atlantic 


trade, which to-day so much exceeds the Pacific and has so many | 


more ships in it, would consume the entire $9,000,000 and leave 
nothing for the Pacific. The Senate Committee on Commerce was 
very desirous, indeed more desirous, of building up the transpor- 
tation in the Pacific than they were in the Atlantic. They re- 
gard it as now of more importance than the trade in the Atlantic, 
and they very readily agreed to this amendment providing that 
no greater sum than is mentioned here should be expended in the 
Atlantic in any one year. 





Section 2 is alsoan amendment proposed by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which naawelés that no ship shall receive 
any of this pay, either bounty, sailing, or speed premium, unless 
it israted Al; in other words, unless it shall be a first-class ship in 
every respect. 

Section 4 contains a provision by which, if a ship is lost, another 
of like tonnage and speed may be substituted in her place. 

Section 5 provides that at least one-fourth of the crews of all 


| these aided ships shall be American citizens; and we have a law, 


to which reference is made here in this bill, which requires that 
all the officers of American ships shall be American citizens. 
Section 6 provides for the usual naval tests as to the speeed of 
these vessels. 
Sections 7 and 8 provide bounties for fishing vessels and for fish- 


| . ve . ~ 
|ermen. I donotthink it is necessary for me to argue to the Senate 


that this is a valuable provision. In all of the wars this country 
has ever been engaged in on the ocean I think that the fishery fleet 
have furnished more and better sailors than have been found any- 
where else. I remember that General Knox applauded the Mar- 
blehead fishermen in a speech he made for the wonderful ability, 
courage, and fidelity they displayed in the war of the Revolution. 

The bill simply gives a bounty of $2 a gross ton on the vessel 
which is engaged for three years, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does that come out of the 
$,000,000? 

Mr. FRYE. No; I do not think so. It pays, also, to each 
American sailor on a fishing vessel for three months’ service $1 a 
month during the time necessarily employed in the voyage of 
such vessel. That will take about one hundred and seventy or 
one hundred and seventy-five thousand dollarsa year. I am sorry 
to say to the Senate that our fishing fleet is gradually being re- 
duced year by year. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator understand the scope of 
the phrase ‘‘ deep-sea fisheries” to be? 

Mr. FRYE. 1 understand it to refer to fishermen on the Banks. 
It is used to distinguish it from inshore. 

Mr. HALE. To those on the Banks, and not to the mackerel 
fishermen? 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr.HALE. Although that may be deep water. But this refers 
to the Newfoundland Banks? 

Mr. FRYE. Iam inclined tothink if the mackerel fishing was 
pursued on the deep sea it would receive the bounty. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to what other nations 
are doing in this regard. Canada’s judicious use of the Halifax 


| award of $5,500,000, paid by the United States in 1878, is shown 


by the latest report of the Dominion department of marine and 
fisheries. That report shows that from 1882 to 1897, inclusive, 
Canada has paid $2,521,909 in fishing bounties. The value of the 
catch in 1897, the last year reported, was $22,783,546, the largest 
recorded in the report. The bounty paid was $157,504, fishing 
vessels receiving $1 per ton, and fishermen $6, or about $1 a month 
of actual service. 

Of Germany’s efforts, the British commercial attaché at Berlin 
has reported this year: 

The large falling off in the sailing tonnage of the German mercantile ma- 
rine is constered to be unsatisfactory from the point of view of training 
crews for sea service, and it is partly on account of this consideration that 
the Government now does a great deal to develop the fishing fleets of the 


| Baltic and North seas. 


The French consul at Dusseldorf reports that in about ten years 
Germany has spent upward of $3,000,000 in opening up fishing 
harbors, and that at the Geestemunde Harbor the sales increased 
from 5,864 hundredweight in 1888 to 274,950 hundredweight in 


: | 1895. France in 1897 spent 620,935 francs directly in encouraging 
There was an amendment to clause E proposed by the Senate | a ° : hat 


fishing vessels, besides more liberal bounties on the exported 
catch, and Japan last year voted $75,000 per annum to develop 
deep-sea fisheries, an incident to maritime strength. 

This bill proposes to expend about $170,000 annually on Ameri- 
can fisheries by precisely the same method Great Britain has em- 
ployed for years in supporting Canadian fisheries. It must be 
remembered that our fishing vessels are compelled to pay a fishing 


| license to purchase bait in Canadian waters. 


I have forgotten exactly what that license for our fishing ves- 
sels is. Does my colleague remember it? 

Mr. HALE, No; 1 do not now remember just what it is. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that it is quite large, but I have 


| forgotten the amount. 


Section 9 is a section of exclusion. It excludes all vessels not 
intrade. Of course, that means yachts. Itexcludes vessels which 
under our statute have been wrecked on our shores and have been 
admitted, after an expenditure of three-quarters of their value has 
been laid out upon them here, to an American register. It ex- 
cludes a vessel employed in the coasting trade, as a matter of 
course, because coasting vessels are protected absolutely now 
against any intervention from foreign ships. It also excludes— 


A vessel on a voyage during any part of which she shall have carried pas- 
sengers or cargo which under the laws of the United States could aot 
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1900. 


lawfully have been carried by a foreign vessel, or a vessel employed in 
the fisheries. 

That peculiar language there is used because we found some few 
years ago that foreign ships were evading the coastwise law by 
carrying material or freight from one port of the United States 
toa foreign port and bringing it back toa home port again. Con- 
gress passed a law prohibiting that, and that is a reference to that 
law. 

‘““D” excludes vessels between ports on the Atlantic coast and 
ports on the Pacific coast. They are coastwise, and coastwise 
whether they land the cargo at Panama and transport it across 
the Isthmus by rail and then reload and take it to San Francisco 
or elsewhere on the Pacific coast. Also— 

(e) a vessel owned by a citizen of the United States which shall not be en- 
titled under the provisions of section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

The statute referred to is that which requires certain officers to 
be American citizens—all watch officers, etc. 

‘*F” excludes all vessels sailing not more than 150 miles. That 
applies to all the vessels upon Puget Sound from Tacoma up to 
Vancouver or Victoria. They are not much more than ferries. 
Also to vessels, for instance, in Maine from Eastport to St. John. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What about vessels plying be- 
tween Habana and Key West? 

Mr. FRYE. It excludes those. 


(g) A vessel on a voyage less than one-half of the whole length of which, 
on her outward and homeward voyages, respectively, shall have been on the 
sea, between a port of the United States and a foreign port. 

That excludes vessels from the Great Lakes through the Wel- 
land Canal to Montreal. 

Now I come to section 10, which admits foreign-built ships to 
American registry. There are three classes, The first is, ships 
engaged in an established freight business before January 1, 
1900, that business being from ports of the United States to 
foreign ports, a majority of the ownership being in American 
citizens; second, also ships actually under construction by Ameri- 
can citizens in foreign shipyards January 1, 1900; third, ships 
actually contracted for by American citizens in foreign yards 
before January 1, 1900; and it provides that all these ships must 
be rated A1, as first-class ships. 

The reasons for that may be possibly partly sentimental, It has 
been utterly impossible for an American citizen, under existing 
conditions, to invest his money in American ships to engage in the 
foreign carrying trade. I think I must have satisfied Senators 
yesterday in that very long speech, which I wish to apologize for, 
that it was utterly absurd for an American to think for a moment 
of putting any money, under present conditions, into a ship which 
was to sail from our ports to foreign ports. The only way we have 
lived at all in this trade is that we have a few sailing ships engaged 
in it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FRYE. Inamoment. These ships have taken cargoes of 
coal from the Atlantic side around the Cape and up to San Fran- 
cisco, and then have registered and gone on voyages to foreign 
ports, being part coastwise and part foreign. Now I will yield 
to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Perhaps the Senator was going 
to allude to it, but I wish to inquire why was the date January 1, 
1900, fixed? 

Mr. FRYE, We were obliged tofix a date in order to be at all cer- 
tain of how many ships this would include. If the bill was an 
invitation—and I am afraid it will not prove to be much of an in- 
vitation—if it was an invitation or a temptation to place these 
ships under the American flag with an American registry, then 
there might be a great many contracts made, of which we have 
but little knowledge, and we could make no real, genuine calcula- 
tion as to what the requirements of the bill would be. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But suppose a contract had been 
made in good faith by American citizens for the building of an 


advantages as if the contract had been made before the ist of Jan- 
uary, 1900? 
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eign trade as it was possible to do. The requirement upon these 
shipowners is that they shall build here an equal amount of the 
same kind of tonnage for every ship which is registered here. 
They shall have ten years in which todoit. The best calculation 
that we could make was that about 350,000 tons would be so reg- 
istered. If there were, that would require in ten years the ex- 
penditure of about $50,000,000 in our American shipyards by 
American citizens. Itwould more than double the present capac- 
ity of cur shipyards; it would employ many thousands more men, 
and it would create an enormous industry of infinite value in all 
the future to our country, both in times of peace and in times of 
war. 

The objection has been made to that since, or it has been as- 
serted since, by men of intelligence that 500,000 gross tons of ships 
will come in under that provision. That would be a carrying ca- 
pacity of about 700,000 tons. I shall submit to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce to-morrow a substitute for this provision. 
One can be drafted without difficulty which shall make it abso- 
lutely certain just how many ships will come in under this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator please, I should like to ask why 
the committee reduced the ownership in corpcrations operating 
foreign-built ships from 80 per cent to a bare majority. One of 
the strongest features of the bill is that it encourages American 
shipbuilding. If you permit foreign ships to come in, there will 
be no necessity for us to build any more ships. 

Mr. FRYE. But they are compelled to build just as many more 
in our shipyards. As | said a moment ago, under this bill if 
300,000 tons come in, they must build within ten years at least 
$40,000,000 worth of ships in our yards, or else they will not get a 
dollar of this subsidy, and the registration under the terms of the 
bill will be revoked. That is provided for. 

Mr. PERKINS. Those vessels were built by foreign mechanics, 

Mr. FRYE. I will tell the Senator why I was willing. I think 
&@ majority is more logical than any particular per cent—s0, 90, 
70, or any other which might be named. Nearly all of the lines 
that would come in under the provisions of this bill are owned 
entirely by American citizens, with the exception of what little 
is required to he owned abroad in order that they may be able to 
sail under foreign flags. But I know of one line with a few very 
fine vessels where it was not certain that 60 per cent or 70 per cent 
would cover it. I was certain that 50 per cent would. So far as 
I was concerned, I was entirely willing that that line should come 
in and build four ships like the ones they have now in use. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator leaves this most interesting 
feature of the bill I desire to say to him that while I am in entire 
sympathy with him on the general purposes of the bill, as so 
completely stated by him yesterday, I am troubled by the feature 
of introducing into the bill the provision for foreign-built ships. 
The Senator says that the provision for admitting foreign-built 
ships is accompanied with another provision that an equal amount 
of tonnage shall be built by the owners of the ships in our 
shipyards, 

With the provisions that have been so carefully incorporated 
into the bill to equalize the differenge, as he stated yesterday, be- 
tween the cost of building and the cost of running, does the Sen- 
ator think that without this provision for foreign-built ships there 


| will not be in the next five years a very large addition to our 


marine of American-built ships? If he does, then the bill fails of 
its original purpose, and I want to cail his attention to this point. 
I should like to have him state, because he has made himself mas- 
ter of this question, whether what is set forth in the memorial I 
have here is true: 

We, the undersigned builders and owners of American vessels, respect 


sae N | fully petition that the provision for the admission to American registry 0 
American ship in a foreign yard, and concluded on the 1st of April | £21j¥ Petition that the provision for the admission to American registry of 


last. Why would not that ship be just as much entitled to these | 
| of the United States Treasury in aid of foreign shipbuilders. 


and payment of bounties to foreign-built vessels be stricken from the ship- 
ping bill now before Congress, being unqualitiedly opposed to the depletion 


Accompanying that protest is a statement which perhaps the 


Mr. FRYE. Supposeit was three months later, or four months, | Senator has heard, and I should like to have him tell us whether 


You might have made it the Ist of April, to be sure, but here was | 


the bill pending. Everybody in the country knew what the bill 
was and what its terms were, and we desired to have a fixed limit, 
as nearly as it could be fixed, of the ships built in foreign ports 
which would be admitted to an American registry. 

lt was saying that perhaps part of.this is sentiment. These 
men have been compelled if they wished to engage in shipping— 
and many men think that they can do nothing except on the sea—to 
go abroad to buy their ships, and, on account of operating ex- 
penses, to run them under foreign flags. Wethought it would do 
no harm to admit such ships as those of the highest class to an 
American register. 

Then again we were desirous of obtaining within the next five 
years as many ships under the American flag engaged in the for- 


he believes it is correct. The statement is that already, in view 
and expectation of the passage of this bill, parties who are urging 
this provision for foreign-built shipr are engaged in building a 
great many ships in foreign yards whieh will come in and get the 
benefit of this bill the moment it passes. I am going to turn these 
papers over to my colleague, because I want him to have them 
before the Committee on Commerce to-morrow morning. They 
represent to me that the bounties that will be paid under the bill 
for the foreign-built ships which are now being constructed in 
view of the passage of this bill will amount to more than $3.(),000. 

Now, I do not think my colleague, who has most faithfully 
studied this question and who believes not in free ships, but in 
American-built ships, would urge upon the Senate the passage of 
a bill that would result in the great bulk of the subsidy being 
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turned over immediately to foreign-built ships. AsI said, Iam 
going to turn these —— over to him unless he already has 
copies of them, in order that when this matter comes up, as he 
indicates it will be up in the morning, before the Committee on 
Commerce it may be thoroughly looked into. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Maine tell the 
Senate from what paper he has read? 

Mr. HALE. I read from an original petition of shipbuilders, 
this particular one being signed, I should think, by forty or fifty, 
perhaps sixty, shipbuilders, Then accompanying that is a docu- 
ment giving the figures I have indicated of the amount that will be 
paid to these foreign-built ships, and in that reference is made to 
the report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1899, in which 
lists are given of these vessels now being constructed in foreign 
yards to come in and take this bounty as soon as the bill passes. 
That is a new feature to me, Mr. President. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All that would be of interest to the 
entire Senate as well as the Committee on Commerce, and I hope 
the Senator from Maine will let it all be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. MONEY. Now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him for information whether or not these foreign-built ships, 
which he says are being built with a view of getting the advan- 
tage of this bounty, are to sail under the American flag by some 
act admitting them to registry? 

Mr. HALE. The provisions of the bill cover that. 

Mr. MONEY. They do? 

Mr. HALE. They are admitted to the privileges of our flag. 

Mr. MONEY. How does that encourage American shipbuild- 
ing? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can answer that better than I. 

Mr. MONEY. I will ask the Senator to do so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I hope the document referred to by 
the Senator from Maine will be printed in the Recorp. It con- 
tains information which would be valuable to the entire Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not regard it as of any particular value. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator proceeds, may I 
ask the senior Senator from Maine if the document referred to by 
him will be printed? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not got thisin form. I have the big docu- 
ment here. I do not know what I should want to put in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not refer to the report of the 
Commissioner. All I ask for is for the printing of the document 
from which the Senator from Maine quoted. 

Mr. FRYE. Ithink Senators opposed to the bill will be flooded 
with all such documents before the debate is closed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to have this printed now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ishould like toask, if the Senator from Maine 
will state it, what is the amount of the tonnage referred to in the 
communication he has? 

Mr. HALE, Itsays: 

The International Navigation Company, for example, is now completing in 
English yards 44,000 tons of high-class steamships (the Zeeland, Haverford, 
Merion, and one not yet named), and these results of the expenditure of mil- 


lions of American money in foreign yards will be ready to begin drawing 
American bounties as soon as this bill becomes law. 


Mr. FRYE, It is not true at all. 

Mr. HALE, That is what I want the Senator to state to the 
Senate. . 

Mr. FRYE. Under the provisions of the bill they can not draw 
a cent of bounty until after they have built an equal amount of 
tonnage in American shipyards. 

Mr. HALE, The provision is that the money shall be held in 
the Treasury until they build the ships. 

Mr. FRYE. Until they build the ships; and, so far as I know, 
there are now two freight ships of 20,000 tons each building in 
American yards, the largest ships ever built in the world, which 
will come under the provisions of this bill undoubtedly, and ought 
to come under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HALE. They are being built here, 

Mr. FRYE. In American shipyards. 

Mr. TELLER. Where? 

Mr. FRYE. New London, Conn. 

Mr. HALE. They ought to come in. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course they ought to come in, and my judgment 
is that this foreign tonnage referred to here ought to come in to 
enable us within five years to have a respectable and encouraging 
fleet of our own to carry our commerce abroad. We have about 
800,000 tons, or a little more than that, now. You admit 300,000 
tons from abroad. They must build 300,000 tons here. That gives 
us 600,000 tons of first-class ships, which, added to your 800,000, 
makes 1,400,000 tons. Add to that 300,000 tons, built in your own 
country, and you are getting a very respectable carrying fleet for 
our country under the provisions of this bill. 

If you simply call upon the United States to furnish these ves- 
sels, under the provisions of the bill they are required to furnish 
only 25 per cent more of tonnage for each vessel that receives pay 
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under the provisions of the bill, and you would be ten or fifteen 
or twenty years in getting what would be an encouraging fleet of 
vessels, which would be an inducement to others to invest their 
capital in this sort of business. American capital has been slow 
and will be slowtoinvest. It has been ioweaiinas in railroads and 
all that sort of thing. You can not hire a dollar here on ship 
security short of 6 per cent a year. 

The International Line go to Great Britain, build a ship there, 
and hire for 34 per cent interest. They must pay in this country 
6 per cent. Why? Because we have been entirely out of the 
habit of having anything to do with ships on the ocean, and we 
must induce Americans to take an interest in this kind of invest- 
ment. My judgment is that the building of $40,000,000 worth of 
ships in our own shipyards, doubling their capacity, and more, 
too, will attract the attention of American capital, and that we 
will go on and make the bill ultimately a profound success. That 
is what Iam after. It will not be a success—that is, you will not 
get fleet enough to carry all your exports in the next five years or 
ten years. 

I desire a bill which, through its provisions, shall in twenty or 
thirty years place us on the ocean where we legitimately belong, 
carrying all our exports to all the foreign ports of the world. I 
said before the Senator interrupted me that I proposed to bring 
this matter to the attention of the Committee on Commerce to- 
morrow morning, not that we should decline to admit any foreign- 
built ships to American registry, for I do not believe in that, but 
in order that we may draft a provision by which there will be no 
guesswork whatever as to the amount of foreign-built ships which 
shall be registered in our country. I have already stated that tho 
foreign-built ships are to receive only 50 per cent of the bounty. 

Now, I wish to say right here that, being in favor of registering 
these ships, I have great fears that we will not succeed under the 
terms of the bill in doing it to any great extent. There is the 
Grace Line between New York and Chili, a valuable line to Amer- 
ican commerce, owned entirely by American citizens—Mayor 
Grace, of New York. His son is engaged in business with him. 
He was over here two or three days ago, and informed me that 
they had investigated this subject with great care and that they 
could not afford under the terms of the bill to register their line 
of ships in America, and that they should not do it. 

Mr. Baker, of the Atlantic Transport Company, told me a few 
days ago that he could not possibly, under the terms of the bill, 
register all of the ships in his line, because they get only 50 per 
cent, and, in his judgment, the whole amount paid here does no 
more than to equalize foreign and American ships. 

Mr. HALE. That is the Atlantic Transport Company? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; the Atlantic Transport Company. The 
American Line informed me that at least ten of their ships would 
never be admitted to American registry; that about six, I think, 
or seven, under the terms of the bill, would be, and that the 
amount admitted would compel them to build $14,000,000 worth 
of ships in our yards. 

Section 11 requires an inspection of the foreign-built ships, 

Section 14 requires all of these ships to— 
carry on each foreign voyage as a member of the ship's company one Amer- 
ican boy, under 21 years of age and suitable for such employment, for each 
1,000 tons gross registered tonnage, which boys shall be taught in the duties 
of seamanship, or engineering, or other maritime knowledge, as the case may 
ee respectively, and receive such pay for their services as shall be reason- 
able, 

Mr. HALE. What section is that? 

Mr. FRYE. Section 14. 

Mr. HALE. What page? 

Mr. FRYE. Page 20. That, in the course of five years, if the 
bill was a reasonable success, would result in at least a thousand 
of our boys being trained and educated on shipboard. 

Section 15 provides for the employment of these vessels as auxil- 
iaries of the Navy under the usual terms. There isa proposed 
amendment at the close of this section. 

Mr. TELLER. What print has the Senator? It is different 
from mine. 

Mr. FRYE. This is the last print of Senate bill 727. 

Mr. TELLER. The print of February 26? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is at the bottom of the page. 

Mr. FRYE. The last clause of that section isa proposed amend- 
ment, as follows: 

In case of any taking or employment as provided in this section the ship- 
ping obligations of the officers and crews existing at the time shall be deemed 

o have terminated. 

Of course, such a provision was entirely unnecessary, but the 
seamen’s attorney, who has been in Washington for the last ten 
years, in a published statement declared that the bill provided for 
the impressment of sailors, and that amendment was proposed to 
take from the bill all such fear. 

Section 17 provides that all of these vessels when required shall 
carry the United States mails without pay, and furnish all the 
moog accommodations, carrying messengers, and all that sort 
of thing. 
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Section 19 provides for a forfeiture in the event that the con- 
tracts upon the part of the ship contractors are not faithfully car- 
ried out. 

I believe I have now said all I desire to say in relation to the 
bill. 

Mr, FORAKER. If it will not interrupt the Senator from 
Maine, I should like, before he passes from his explanation of the 
bill, to call his attention to a criticism I have heard upon it, and 
I call the Senator's attention to it in order that he may make 
answer to it in connection with his remarks. As I understood 
the Senator to say a while ago, one of the apprehensions he has as 
to the operation of the bill is that it will not bring into American 
registry foreign-built ships to the extent that has been expected 
or contemplated, reciting some facts in that connection. 

The criticism I have heard upon the bill would seem to be a 
proper one to be considered in that connection. It is that there 
is a limitation and restriction in the provisions of the bill as to the 
admission of foreign-built ships to American registry, of this 
character, namely, that none shall be admitted except only those 
which are foreign built and American owned at the time of the 
passage of the bill or at a date named in the bill, or such as are 
actually under construction, coming within that description, at 
the date named. It is contended by those who criticise the bill on 
that account that it stands in the way of the development of our 
merchant marine. 

I call the Senator’s attention to it because I have seen that re- 
peatedly in the newspapers and because quite recently a gentle- 
man from Boston, Mr. Henry W. Peabody, has been going about 
over the country making some addresses. He made one at Cin- 
cinnati and he made one at Chicago. I heard the one at Cincin- 
nati, and this was the point upon which he particularly dwelt. It 
may be that the Senator on yesterday, when I had the misfortune 
to be absent from the Chamber, commented upon this point. If 
so, it is unnecessary for me to have him do so again; butif he has 
not paid particular attention to it, I should be glad if he would do 
so. While it does not trouble me particularly, I know it has 
troubled some people who are very warm friends of the proposi- 
tion, stated generally, to restore the merchant marine. 

Mr. FRYE. I have been all my public life contending against 
the doctrine of free ships. I fought most vigorously every prop- 
osition for rehabilitating our ships that were practically com- 
pelled to go under a foreign flag during the civil war. I never 
yielded until the dead failure of a subsidy bill, on which I had 
spent an immense amount of time and as to which, and an accom- 
panying bounty bill, I had great hopes that they would, if they 

ecame law, be a great success, and that we would once more 
occupy the position such a nation as this ought to on the ocean. 

When I found that it was a dead failure, caused by amendments 
without reason or rhyme, the proposition was made to admit the 
New York and Paris. First the proposition was made to admit 
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the entire fleet, with an agreement that they would build corre- | 


sponding tonnage in the United States. 
favor the admission of two of the best of their ships, with the 


I finally consented to | 


agreement that they would complement them here with two more | 


of like speed, etc. In that way we succeeded in having a line be- 
tween our country and Europe by which, if we wished to go 
abroad, we could sail under the American flag, and it removed to 
some extent my prejudices and induced me in this measure, in 
my anxiety to have it asuccess as early as possible, for the reasons 
I stated just now, to consent toa certain fixed number of ships 
which should receive an American register. 

I would not dare follow Mr. Henry Peabody. I have known 
him; I have heard all of his arguments; I have had all of his 
a he has been before our committee; I know everything 

é says, and I do not at all yield my judgment to his in this mat- 
ter. He is, I believe, a free-ship advocate. I do not myself pre- 
tend to have great knowledge of shipping affairs, but for twenty- 
five years my attention has been very largely absorbed in commer- 
cial questions, and especially in those relating to shipping, and lam 
happy to say that I never yet have reported from the Committee 
on Commerce a bill to the United States Senate touching ships 
that has not passed this body. 

I regard that as a very great compliment to what little knowl- 
edge the Senate may think that I have about shipping matters. I 
do not believe in Mr. Peabody's proposition. I do not believe it 
would be safe or wise to adopt it. believe it is the next thing to 
free ships. I do not suppose there ever will be, under this bill, 
another foreign-built ship admitted to American registry —— 

Mr. TELLER. How is that? 

Mr. FRYE. I donot believe there will ever be another foreign- 
built ship admitted to our registry, if this bill becomes a law, 
other than those which are provided for in it. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh! That is what I did not understand. 

Mr. FRYE. I believe that the result, if this becomes a law, 
will be such a picture to the American people that with the 
enormous capital we have now in this country, with nothing 
hardly for it to invest itself in, it will flow toward the ships of 
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the ocean, where it hasrefused absolutely to go up to the present 
time. 
Mr. TELLER. Why? 

Mr. FRYE. Because their attention is drawn now largely away 
from the railroad investments and—— 

Mr. TELLER. What 1 meantto ask the Senator is why capital 
has refused to flow toward the building and running of ships? 

Mr. FRYE. Because there was more money in other things. 
There was money in coastwise ships and lake ships and capital 
flowed thitherward freely. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask if it will not be necessary that we 
shall make some arrangement by which money can be made in 
building and running ships before money wil! flow there. 

Mr. FRYE. The men who are building and running ships, and 
who ought to know, believe that under the provisions of the bill 
capital will gointo the business to the full extent that it is nceded. 
They believe that the bill will do what it professes to do—restore the 
American merchant marinetotheocean. They arewilling to take 
their chances and to come under contracts to build this enormous 
amount of American tonnage. They know where they can get 
capital. They are willing to establish lines to South America and 
across the Pacific to the Orient. They know perfectly well that at 
any rate for three or four years it is to be one of the fiercest fights— 
Imeanacommercial fight—that has been seen upon the ocean: that 
Germany and Great Britain and Norway and other countries are 
not going to surrender to us if they can help it. 

You know perfectly well that when we subsidized the Collins 
Line Great Britain immediately doubled the subsidy to the Cu- 
nard Line, and the Collins Line in eight years was driven away 
from the ocean. That attempt is to be made here. But these 
men, who ought to know, and who are going to invest their money, 
are the men who are willing to take the risk of undertaking to re- 
store the merchant marine under the conditions of this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 should like to ask, if the Senator will let me 
interrupt him, whether he does not think when that financial com- 
petition begins between the shipowners of Europe and the United 
States, and they double their subsidy, as he says they did, and as 
very likely they will, that they may drop their freight rates and 
their passage rates to such an extent as to make the investment 
unprofitable; and if these people will not then come here and ask 
us to double their subsidy too. Will we not bein the position of 
having induced them to go into it, so that they can appeal to us to 
give them a remuneration for their capital by giving them an 
additional subsidy; and are we not likely to get into a good deal 
of difficulty about this matter? 

Mr. FRYE. We are notestablishing in this bill, if the Senator 
please, one line from New York to Liverpool, We are hoping to 
establish lines to all the commercial ports of the whole world. 
When Great Britain had the Cunard line running between Liver- 
pool and New York, and it was the only line there, and we put on 
a line which jeopardized it, she could well afford to double that 
subsidy. But when we are having lines running to all the com- 
mercial ports Great Britain will never dream of doubling the sub- 
sidies which she is paying now, and making them ten or fifteen 
million dollars instead of what she is paying to-day. 

Our safety lies in that. It is in the multiplicity of the lines. If 
we under this bill were going to establish only one line, like the 
Collins, I should agree entirely with the Senator. They would 
drive us off the ocean; I haveno doubt about itatall. But under 
the provisions of this bill, if it is successful, as we hope it will be, 


| and as these gentlemen believe it will be, I have not any fear of 


that at all. 

I said yesterday, and I fully believe it, that in less than three 
years the competition which will result on account of the provi- 
sions of this bill, if it becomes a law, will reduce freight rates 
across the ocean to the world 25 percent. They can stand a 25 per 
cent reduction to-day on the Pacific. There is where the profits 
are made to-day in ship sailing and carrying freight. 

Mr. TELLER. How about the Atlantic? 

Mr. FRYE. On the Atlantic ships are carrying, or two years 
ago were carrying, as lowas they could profitably; but these rates 
have increased very largely since the Spanish war. 

Mr. HANNA. One hundred per cent. 

Mr. FRYE. One hundred per cent, I understand. The with- 
drawal of so many ships, first by the United States for sea trans- 
port and collier service in the Spanish war and then by England 
of her transports for the Boer war, has made us short of ships. 
We were exporting coal, but we had to stop. The freights went 
to that extent of increase we could not affordtodo it. That there 
will be a reduction of freight rates of 25 per cent in two or three 
years I have not the shadow of a doubt, and I argued yesterday 
that the producer would get the entire benefit of that reduction, 
while in a bounty paid to ships he will get absolutely nothing. 

Mr. TELLER. The reduction that you prophesy is from pres- 
ent rates to 25 per cent? 

Mr. FRYE. No: I prophesy it from the normal rates. 

Mr. TELLER. The former rates? 
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Mr, FRYE. 

Mr. MONEY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 


The former rates; the normal rates. 
Mr. President—— 
Does the Senator from Maine 


Mr. FRYE. I shall be delighted to hear the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. If it will not interrupt the Senator,I should 
like to ask a question. He was asked if the English Government 
would not double the bounty in order to still further compete. 
The Senator replied that when they had a single line they could 
afford to do it; that when an American line was put on which 
jeopardized the interest of the Cunarders, then the British Gov- 
ernment doubled its subsidy. 

Mr. FRYE. It was the Collins Line. 

Mr. MONEY. But the Cunard Line was threatened? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. MONEY. TheCollins Line was put on. Is nottheSenator 
aware of the fact that the British Government discriminate in 
favor of some lines of their own against other lines of their own 
as well as of other nations, and to such an extent that they have 
even doubled the postage from the home countries to the Austra- 
lian colonies on some lines in excess of that over others? They 
have not only continued these discriminations as to foreign ships 
but as to their own, and as a matter of fact they have charged 
doubled postage on a route over the postage on another route in 
order to build upacertain route. Of course, we are not going to 
follow the example of Great Britain in a matter of that sort. 

Mr. FRYE. I am persuaded now that while the policy pur- 
sued by Great Britain, and commenced many and many years 
ago, was a good policy for her, establishing certain lines to her 
colonies and elsewhere and paying them large subsidies, and 
while I think that policy worked admirably for her, I do not think 
it would work well in this Republic. 

I think the law here should give every man the.same chance 
that any other man has. Any man who has money should be per- 
mitted to put it intoaship and establish a lineif he pleases. Any 
corporation should be permitted todoit. Takeour American Line 
from New York to Southampton. That receives $750,000 a year 
for carrying the mails. It is a losing game for the ships. While 
the company receives that amount of money, and no other com- 
pany could receive anything because the contract is with that 
company, of course you never will have another line established. 

Under this bill there is the same invitation to all men and to all 
corporations. Nobody is selected as England selects them and 
then adjusts the subsidies as she pleases, as the Senator from 
Mississippi says. I know that she does it. I know when she 
wishes to establish a line in order to gain commercial opportuni- 
ties in certain directions she will increase it, or if one is estab- 
lished she is satisfied and is inclined to let well enough alone. 

Mr. President, I wish to apologize to the Senate for taking the 
time I did yesterday and have taken to-day in discussing this bill, 
and I thank Senators for the patience they have exercised and the 
attention they have given me. My only justification is my intense 
interest in this matter, the importance of the subject, and the wild 
and insane criticisms and misrepresentations which have been 
made about a bill of which the people who made them knew 
absolutely little or nothing. 

The bill has not been sent overthecountry. It has been repre- 
sented to the country as these foreign lines and their agents desire 
to represent it. No amendment has ever been alluded to. It has 
been talked about as the Hanna-Payne bill, which was introduced 
in the Senate two years ago. It has been changed in very many 
material particulars, seriously changed, too, and yet the same old 
criticisms and misrepresentations are repeated day in and day out 
about the Hanna-Payne bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Has it been improved? 

Mr. FRYE. I think it has beenimproveddecidedly. I beg the 
Senate's pardon for talking so long. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator from 
Maine need apologize for the speech that he has made, I think 
that he might go on and help us out in some features of this dif- 
ficulty. I followed the Senator very carefully, and I do not see 
that he has really told us what is the cause of the decadence of 
American shipping. If he has done so, 1 was at lunch for a few 
moments and lost it. Now, that is what I want to know. If I 
knew the cause, I should think I knew something about theremedy; 
but I have been unable to find any adequate cause for the deca- 
dence which began, | think, about 18€0 or 1861. 

I know the Senator from Maine has given a great deal of atten- 
tion to this matter, and I should like, either now or at some time 
while he is speaking, to have him tell us, if he can, what are the 
difficulties. He told us yesterday that we had removed several 
obstacles, which we have done, as I know, and yet the decadence 
continued; it was rather accelerated, I think, afterthe effort which 
was made in some way. 

I should like to have his opinion on that question either now or 
at some time before the debate is over. I join with him in the de- 
sire to restore the American marine. I have not got a bit of en- 


couragement from what the Senator has said. Really it seemed 
to me, after he got through, asif he had put usin a position where 
we have to bolster up this business for all time or else the deca- 
dence isto goon. If I knew that that was so, I should not vote 
for this bill. If that is to be the case, I am not going to vote for it. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill provides that no contract shall be made 
after ten years. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that; but what is the use of our 
attempting to establish the American marine for twenty years 
and then go back? They will come tous then and say, ‘‘ Why, we 
built these ships, and you must keep us afloat.” Are we to do 
that always? I believe we will doit always until we find out what 
the difficulty is. If it is a difficulty which can not be overcome 
except by subsidy, let us accept the situation and say that for 
some reason we are denied the privilege of carrying our products 
abroad in our own ships, as we did carry them to the extent of 75 
per cent from our earliest infancy clear up to 1860 and 1861. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ninety per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. It was 90 per cent at one time, but when the 
decadence began we were carrying 75 per cent of all our imports 
and exports in our own ships. 

Now, that is what I want the Senator to address himself to, if 
he will. Ido not careif he takes two or three days todo it. I 
believe it would be profitable for us if he could give us any infor- 
mation on that subject. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 could repeat one of my old speeches on ae and 
the decline in shipping, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
could repeat one of his old ones on free ships. There would not 
be the slightest difficulty about it. I could do it now, but in my 
remarks yesterday (I do not know that the Senator heard me: I[ 
doubt if he did) I think that I gave very directly and distinctly 
my opinion as to what the cause was. 

Now, what I have said will be published to-morrow morning 
in the Recorp, and if the Senator is not at all satisfied, later on 
in this debate, when I have heard from the opposition, I shall be 
very happy to indulge, if the Senate will permit me, in some more 
remarks on the shipping question. But { would rather not do it 
now. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the question of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] reminds me of a very learned lecture 
delivered by the late John Roach, the celebrated American ship- 
builder, in which he undertook to compare the cause of the 
decline of American shipping and shipbuilding, and used a very 
splendid Irish bull. He said that the civil war and the discovery 
that iron was better than wood was the twin mother of the decay 
of the American marine. That bull carried as much of truth in 
it as it did of wit; and it was very nearly the exact truth at the 
time he uttered it, which was about eighteen years ago. 

Since that time, however, we have got in the habit of exporting 
iron toGreat Britain, and we have in one locality that I have in 
mind iron of the best quality of ore, coalof the finest kind, unlim- 
ited quantities of both, and the limestone for the flux, all in such 
juxtaposition that it seems that nature intended to make us the 
cheapest producer of ironin the world. Weare not only sellin 
steel rails to the North, but we are selling iron to England, an 
we are selling iron all over the world. I think that Mr. Cramp, 
if [am not very much mistaken, admitted some year or two ago 
that he could build a ship as cheap as it could be built anywhere 
in the world. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not want to defeat this bill, 
but I want to challenge the statement, if I may, so that the Sena- 
tor may look it up, that there is a difference between the cost of 
building a ship in the United States and Great Britain of 25 per 
cent. 1 know that as long as six or eight years ago the shipbuild- 
ers of this country declared that there was not to exceed the dif- 
ference of 10 per cent. Since that time there has been a very 
great reduction in the price of iron, if we go back to the normal 
condition. Perhaps just now that may not be the case, but the 
rise in iron is probably temporary. However, there has been a 
rise in iron and steel, of course in Europe as well as here. I be- 
lieve that to-day all the material which goes into a ship of iron 
can be produced in the United States cheaper than in any other 

lace in the world. The timber that goes in is certainly cheaper 
con than it is in any other place in the world, and all the mate- 
rial you may say that goes into a ship ought to be produced and 
is produced in the United States as cheap as anywhere else. 

r. FRYE rose. 

Mr. TELLER. But it is possible that there is some difference 
in the labor. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwas going to ask the Senator what percentage 
of the first-class ships is the material. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the labor is, of course, the larger cost. 

Mr. FRYE. But what percentage of the entire cost of the ship 
is the material itself ? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis only 45 percent. That is where the trouble 
comes in, 
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Mr. TELLER. I know labor enters largely into it, and there 
is probably some difference there. 

hir. FRYE. There is the trouble; it is in the labor. 

Mr. TELLER. But if the statement the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi made is true, that they declared they could build them as 
cheap here in a few years as they could in Europe, there can not 
be that difference. owever, if that difference exists now it will 
continue to exist, undoubtedly, and that is one of the difficulties 
we shall have to meet. In my judgment, the greatest difficulty 
that we meet with in running American ships is what the Sena- 
tor himself presented, which I know of no way to avoid, and that 
is that we can not hire American seamen for the same rate that 
other countries hire theirs. 

Until conditions change in that respect, or we assume the posi- 
tion that we are going to level up by subsidy the difference be- 
tween the labor in foreign countries, or the cheapest labor and 
ours, as well as the difference in the cost of building ships, this 
condition is going to exist until money gets cheaper in this coun- 
try than in Europe. When it does that, I suppose capital will 
turn its attention to ships. A Senator in front of me says it is 
cheaper now. At times undoubtedly it is. There is plenty of 
money here to build ships. There is not any question about it. 
We do not want to go abroad to seek investment, and will not, 
simply because it doesnot pay. We will not put money there, be- 
cause it does not pay. 

Now, if we can find some way to make shipping pay without a 
subsidy, and I do not know but that we can, that is the thing we 
ought todo. lf we could give shipping some preferentials, some 
advantages that we do not give toeverybody else, that we did give 
for many years in our history, I believe we could return to some 
of the old conditions; perhaps not entirely, for we had 90 per cent; 
but we could at least increase the number of ships carrying our 
flag abroad. 

I can not for myself feel very kindly disposed toward this pres- 
ent proposition, although I am willing to say that if I believed it 
would bring a return within a reasonable time with a reasonable 
outlay of money I should not object toit. That is all I want to 
be convinced of. I am not at the present time convinced that 
that will be the case. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I movethat the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 42 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
December 6, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 5, 1900. 
ASSISTANT SURGEONS, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Louis P. H. Bahrenburg, of Ohio, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


burg is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- | 


ing the recess of the Senate. 

John 8. Boggess, of the District of Columbia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. Mr. 
Boggess is now serving under a temporary commission issued dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 


John T. Burkhalter, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon in | 


the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. Mr. Burkhalter 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 


PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. Leland BE. Cofer, of Virginia, to be a passed assist- 
ant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
Mr. Cofer is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Samuel D. Dickinson, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector 
of customs at Jersey City, N. J., in the district of New York, 
in the State of New York, to succeed Michael I. Fagen, removed. 

ASSISTANT SURGEONS, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Edward Francis, of Ohio, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, in place of S, R. 
Tabb, deceased. Mr. Francis is now serving under a temporary 
commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

George W. McCoy, of Tennessee, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. Mr. McCoy is 
now serving under a temporary commission issued during the re- 
cess of the Senate. 

Claude C, Pierce, of Tennessee, to be an assistant surgeon in 


the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. Mr. Pierce is 
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now serving under a temporary commission issued during the re- 
cess of the Senate. ‘ : 
Benjamin S. Warren, of Washington, to be an assistant surgeon 


in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. Mr. Warren 
is now serving under a temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frederick S, Stratton, of California, to be collector of customs 
for the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, in 
place of John P. Jackson, deceased. Mr. Stratton is now serving 
under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Walter T. Merrick, of Pennsylvania, to be naval officer of cus- 
toms in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
to succeed James B, Holland, resigned. Mr. Merrick is now serv- 
ing under a temporary commission issued during the recess of the 
Senate, 

GENERAL APPRAISER, 

Marion De Vries, of California, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise, in place of William D. Bynum, failed of confirmation. 
Mr. De Vries is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 

MEMBERS OF INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION. 

Charles H. Litchman, of New Jersey, to be a member of the In- 
dustrial Commission authorized by the act of Congress approved 
June 18, 1898, to succeed M. D. Ratchford, resigned. Mr. Litcih- 
man is now serving under a temporary commission issued during 
the recess of the Senate. 

Daniel A. Tompkins, of North Carolina, to be a member of the 
Industrial Commission authorized by the act of Congress approved 
June 18, 1898, to succeed Ellison A. Smythe, resigned. Mr. Tomp- 
kins is now serving under a temporary commission issued during 
the recess of the Senate. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Roy H. Chamberlain, of Iowa, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Hawaii, to succeed William Haywood, re- 
signed, 

ASSAYER. 
| Benjamin H. Tatem, of Montana, to be assayer in charge of the 
United States assay office at Helena, Mont., to succeed Eugene 
| B. Braden, resigned. 


| 


| SUPERINTENDENT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

Otto H. Tittmann, of Missouri, to be Superintendent of the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, to succeed Henry S, 
Pritchett, resigned. Mr. Tittmann is now serving under a tem- 
porary commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 
| COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
| John W. Yerkes, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal reve- 
| nue for the Eighth district of Kentucky, to succeed John W. 
| Yerkes, resigned. Mr. Yerkes is now serving under a temporary 
| commission issued during the recess of the Senate. 

ASSISTANT AGENT. 

Abram D. Harlan, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant agent at the 
salmon fisheries in Alaska, to succeed W. S. Ballard, resigned. 
Mr. Harlan is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
| during the recess of the Senate. 








CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 5, 1900, 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


| 
| William M. Johnson, of New Jersey, to'be First Assistant Post- 
master-General, 





CONSUL-GENERAL. 
W. Irvin Shaw, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Singapore, Straits Settlements, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 5, 1900. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. : 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the following announce- 
ment: Mr, SHaw of New York to be a member of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
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COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that 
he has received a communication from Mr. BouTELLE of Maine, 
or his family, resigning his place as chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; and, without objection and with the consent of 
the House, that resignation will be approved. [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears no objection. 


ARMY BILL. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to submit the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House Resolution No. 306, 
has had the same under consideration and herewith report the following 
substitute therefor: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution the 
House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and consider Senate bill 4300, ‘‘An act increasing the efficiency 
of the military establishment of the United States;’’ this rule not to inter- 
fere with other special orders. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, under existing law the Army on 
the 30th day of next June will consist of only about 26,000 men, 
or less than one-half of the number that are now at Manila. It 
is perfectly apparent, therefore, to every one that legislation of 
some character must be had with respect to Army reorganization. 
We are advised by the War Department that there is necessity 
for haste. It takes some considerable time to recruit a new army 
and to get it ready for action, hence thisrule, It will be observed 
that the rule simply provides for consideration of the bill, leaving 
to the judgment of the House the time to be occupied by general 
debate and the time to be occupied in debate under the five-minute 
rule. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 
ten minutes, and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, we recognize 
the fact, as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that it 
may be necessary that there shall be some legislation with respect 
to the Army, but we do notagree with him that this bill ought to 
become law. The bill that we are called upon to consider isa 
bill which is intended to provide a permanent military establish- 
ment for this country, a military establishment, Mr. Speaker, 
which is to exist permanently, in time of profound peace. If you 
say that we are not in a state of profound peace to-day, then this 
bill ought not to pass, for it does not contain the remedy for pres- 
ent conditions. We ought to consider this bill, or any bill 
providing a permanent military establishment, as if we were con- 
sidering it in time of peace, because that is the natural condition 
of the United States. 

In legislating for the Army, when we consider a bill making a 
standing army, we ought to legislate as if we were legislating for 


an emergency exists, as intimated by the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania, it ought not to be dealt with in this bill, or any bill 


the position we take on this side of the House. We are opposed 


to this bill because of a number of its provisions, I can not at- | 


tempt in the few moments that I shall discuss it to refer to all the 
obnoxious features. The first and fundamental objection to this 
bill is that it provides a standing army of not less than 58,000, 
speaking in general numbers, nor more than 100,000. 

There is a margin, Mr. Speaker, of 42,000 men that this bill pro- 
vides for or allows in the permanent military establishment of 
the country. Whether you are to have astanding army of 58,000 
or 100,000 depends upon the option of one man. I care not how 
able, or patriotic, or good that man may be, nor whoever he may 
be, I am not willing to say any one man ought to control in a 
matter of that importance. It is the duty of Congress, Mr. 
Speaker, to say what the standing Army of the United States shall 
be. We have not the right to abdicate our powers in a matter of 
s0 grave importance as this. We ought not to leave it optional 
with any man—and I sayit in no disparagementof the gentleman 
now in the Executive Mansion, but I would not be willing to 
leave it to any man to say whether we shall have permanently 
58,000, 100,000, or any number between thosetwo numbers. Con- 
gress should say exactly how many men the standing Army shall 
consist of, and that number, Mr. Speaker, ought to be fixed with 
the idea that it is permanent and not an emergency, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzELu}. 

I undertake to say that this country has never fought her bat- 
tles with a standing army. There is patriotism enough left in 
the country now, and always will be, goog to fight our battles 
with volunteers. That is the way we managed to get along suc- 
cessfully in the most stupendous war of modern times. We did 
not depend on the Regular Army then. The Regular Army in 
existence when we had two million and a half soldiers in the field 
in the greatest war of modern times was not equal to the stand- 
ing Army that we propose now in this bill to create for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Iam opposed to it for that reason, 
I am opposed to it for the other reason mentioned, and still other 
reasons which I will not now take time to discuss, 








I say, Mr. Speaker, upon the question of a permanent army at 
this time, it is not necessary to deal with it now; but if I am mis- 
taken in this, and if there is an emergency upon us, let us provide 
for it with volunteers. Iam willing to give the President of the 
United States, as Commander in Chief of the Army, every dollar 
and every man necessary to put down rebellion against the estab- 
lished authority anywhere and everywhere, but I am opposed to 
putting a provision for an emergency into a bill intended to pro- 
vide a permanent military establishment. I now yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the bill as brought before 
the House for consideration under this rule does not purport to 
be a bill for the continuation of the Philippine army in the Philip- 
pine Islands or to strengthen the Executive to carry on that war, 
but it is a bill brought here to establish a permanent army in the 
United States, no matter what may be the ultimate condition or 
ownership of those islands. The bill itself contemplates that it 
may not be necessary for the police force of this country. It car- 
ries on its very face the fact that it can be reduced to 58,000 men. 

Now, what does that demonstrate? This bill does not receive 
its birth in the House of Representatives. It comes here under 
the approval of the Secretary of War; it comes here vouched for 


| by the Executive of this nation. Does that mean that the Execu- 


tive of the National Government mistrusts the legislative body of 
this country, and believes that a time may come when the legis- 
lative portion of the Government, the Congress of the United 
States, will not respond with men in order to maintain the dignity 
and preserve the peace of this country? For what other reason 
can this sliding scale be put in this bill? There has never been a 
time in the history of the Government of the United States, from 
its very foundation up to the present hour, when the Executi~e of 
the country called on the Congress for men to sustain the flag and 
uphold the Government that the Congress has not responded. 
And why should we in this day and hour be met at the very be- 
ginning of this legislation with the distrust of the representatives 
of the people of the United States—a distrust believing that the 
men here on the floor of this House, who represent the people of 
the country, would not respond and provide a sufficient army to 
protect and maintain peace in this country if conditions require it? 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL., I yield, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, GROsVENOR] such time as he may require. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, there has never been a mo- 
ment of time in the history of this country, from the days of 
George Washington down tothe present time, when we did not 


| have a standing army. The word ‘‘standing army” is not a 
our country upon a permanent peace basis, notanemergency. If | 


scarecrow to the people of the United States. They have heard 
that word a good deal during the last four or five months, and 


| they seem to have lived and got along very well up to the present 
making a permanent military establishment. This, in brief, is 





time. There has never been a question, until it was made here 
this morning, in opposition to a standing army. Does the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] understand that that is 
an open question in the history of the United States? George 
Washington provided us, with the instrumentalities of his mighty 
influence, with a standing army more than four times greater 
per capita to the people of the United States than is proposed in 
this bill, and that army was maintained until the days of Jeffer- 
son, when it was reduced, and at that time, under the reduction 
which Jefferson made, the standing army was twice greater than 
is proposed under this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Ohio will allow me 
to say that he did not understand what I stated. I stated that 
under this bill there is provided for the first time a sliding scale 
whereby the Executive and not the Congress of the United States 
can regulate how many men shall be in the Regular Army. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is a play upon terms to 
say there is a sliding scale in this proposition. For myself, and 
speaking, as I believe, in behalf of the sentiment of a majority, a 
very large majority, of the people of the United States, I would 
favor a permanent establishment of 100,000 men. The people of 
this country are not frightened when a demagogue says that the 
Army is to be located at places where they can suppress labor 
riots. The people of the United States are not frightened by the 
cry of the demagogue who undertakes to make citizens of a Repub- 
lic, such as we have, fearful of the subversion of their liberties. 
The “ sliding scale ” is simply this: It is proposed to authorize the 
President of the United States, when a proper emergency shail 
arise, to fill up the skeleton companies from 60 to the maximum of 
100 men. Is not that in line with the duties of the Chief Magis- 
trate of the country? 

I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Tennessee to 
this fact: The President of the United States has had power from 
the foundation of the Government down to the present time to 
use the Army of the country practically without limitation except 
in the law of the land, with a broad discretion given to him under 
all circumstances as to when, where, and how he shall use the 
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Army. Is it a great deviation from the established policy of the 
Government to give the President also this discretionary power 
as to the number of men to be enlisted when already he has the 
discretionary power as to the use of the men of the Army? And 
let it be said to the glory of the American Republic—going back 
to its foundation and coming down through all the exigencies of 

arty change—there never was a time when the President of the 

Jnited States made use of that power which has been given to 
him to the discredit of his office or the disturbance of the happi- 
ness and peace of the country. Only on one or two or three occa- 
sions from the foundation of the Government down has this dis- 
cretion ever been used. Why, Mr. Speaker, there is no record of 
the public acts of men in the United States that discloses such 
hesitancy, such unwillingness, such a determination not to act, 
as is sbown in the whole record of the President's action in the 
matter of the troops. 

There is one great, magnificent act to the credit of Grover 
Cleveland that will stamp upon his Administration, even under 
the condemnation of his own party, a glory that will always 
shine—when, upon the advice of his Attorney-General, he as- 
sumed authority to keep the peace and protect property in a Com- 
monwealth of this Republic, when the governor not only did not 
call for it, but protested against it. And in that instance, and 
perhaps in two others, you have the whole history of the interven- 
tion by the Executive through the agency of the armed forces of 
the United States in the matter of suppressing riots or anything of 
that character. 

Now, then, I take it for granted that we must have a new organ- 
ization of the Army. While the voice of the country is still echo- 
ing in the ears of our friends on the other side, I do not believe 
that they are willing that the armed forces of the United States 
shall be cut down to 25,000 men on the Ist day of next July. And 
I do not believethatthe gentleman from Tennessee is in earnest 
when he talks about a volunteer force to meet an exigency such 
as is claimed we have at our doors to-day. For how long a time 
would the gentleman enlist that volunteer force; and what would 
he do with it after he got it? Would he send a volunteer regi- 
ment organized for one year over to the Philippines, or would he 
not himself—party politics being entirely excluded from his judg- 
ment—would he not organize a force sufficient for the present 
emergency, but looking forward to the possibility that a greater 
force might be demanded? 

We had at the beginning of the Spanish war something like 
20,000 available troops. We organized under the votes of this 
House a force of 250,000 men. That forcein that emergency would 
have been equaled by the presence in an armed organization of 
50,000 regular troops of, say, two years’ service. Andif we had had 
50,000 regular troops we would have saved away up into a host of 
millions of money that we expended on that volunteer force. The 
gentleman will understand—he does understand as well as I do— 
the impossibility of suddenly meeting such an emergency by an 
organization of volunteer troops. 

A gentleman sitting near me to-day, who had some experience 
during the war, has said to me—and [ think he has said exactly 
what we all believe—that if the old United States, the United 
States under the unamended Constitution, had had, on the day 
of the first Bull Run, 50,000 regular soldiers, officered by loyal 
men, favorable to the upholding of the Union, the rebellion would 
not have lasted thirty days following the memorable 2d day of 
July, 1861. 

Mr. HOPKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman think that if in the 


war of ‘1812 we had had a regular army, our Capitol would not | 


have been burned? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave no doubt of that. Proud as I am 
of the record of the volunteer soldiery, proud as I am of the little 
participation that I had the honor to have in those great events, I 
yet recognize what I am sure the gentleman from Tennessee will 
duly appreciate, that volunteer regiments, organized under the 
most favorable circumstances, are absolutely worthless in a great 
emergency until they have been at least one year in the field under 
competent organization and competent officers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But, Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman from Ohio will permit an interruption, I wish to sug- 
gest to him that volunteers in our Army are enlisted for a period 
of two years. Now you enlist men in the Regular Army for a 
period of three years, and I fail to find any necessity for making 
such a radical change as the bill proposes, or why we can not 
secure sufficient efficiency in the Army by the two-year enlistment 
plan in place of the three years now proposed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, by the time the volunteer 
regiments have served one or two years, under proper officers, they 
would become, practically, regular troops, I would state in answer 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then let me see if I under- 
stand the argument of the gentleman from Ohio, If he insists 
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that an emergency exists at the present time—and I suppose he 
refers to the condition of affairs in the Philippine Islands—if he 
insists that an emergency requires an army of 100,000 men for the 
country, then I would like to have that clearly stated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I will say very frankly to the 
gentleman from Tennessee that I do not know anything about it. 
I know no more than he does about it. That is one of the few 
things that the gentleman from Tennessee and myself put together 
know nothing about. |Laughter. | 

But it is well enough to provide for any emergency, and to pro- 
vide this small army of 100,000 men if it should be necessary to 
use them. It is well enough to have the machinery provided by 
law for such organization if we should need it. And I say to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, what I believe he will reecho, that I 
have no fear, and I think that he has none, that the present Presi- 
dent of the United States, or any other President of the United 
States who may succeed him, will blur, blot, disgrace, or obscure 
the magnificent record which has been made by their predeces- 
sors in that high office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Ohio another question. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] stated that there was never a time in the history of 
the country when the President of the United States had the dis- 
cretion which you now propose to confer upon him, of using a 
sliding scale with reference to the number of troops in the Regular 
Army. Now, [ask the gentleman from Ohio whether that is true 
or not. Wasthere ever a time in the history of the country when 
the President of the United States had, in respect to the military 
establishment, absolute discretion to increase or decrease the 
standing army at will? 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I will state to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that there never was a time when the President of the 
United States did not have the power to use the sliding scale. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then let the gentleman point out the 
law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will give us full information upon the point that he has just 
suggested. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So far as the gentleman from Alabama is 
concerned, his statement is radically wrong and is precisely the 
reverse of the facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
from Ohio point to the law? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have stated that there was no law 
which authorized an increase or diminution of the Army at the 
will of the President; and I challenge the gentlemen from Ohio 
to point to any such law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam going to do so asI proceed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (continuing). iask him to show any law 
which authorizes the President of the United States to increase or 
diminish the Army at will. Of course, I know that he would 
have discretion to enlist men up to the full number authorized by 
law; but I ask the gentleman to point to any statute of the 
United States which authorizes an increase or diminution of the 
Army at the will of the President. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The point of the gentleman from Alabama 
as to the finding of the law which authorized this practice is, of 
course, well taken. The law covers the statute books of the coun- 
try during all our history. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is precisely what I stated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, let me continue, the very fact of the 
organization of an army in the United States necessarily gives the 
President power of administering the sliding scale with reference 
to the number of troops, as I have stated. The present organiza- 
tion of a regiment of infantry, for instance, authorizes the forma- 
tion of three battalions of four companies each and 100 men to 
each company. There is no law that compels the President of 
the United States to maintain that maximum up to 100 menina 
company, and in practice it has not been thecase. Practically, no 
Administration in time of profound peace would maintain the 
maximum of the companies at 100 men each, although authorized 
by the law. The only difference between the action of the long 
line of Presidents and the uniform policy of the Government 
heretofore with the present bill, now pending before the House, is 
to give to the President of the United States by law aright which 
has been exercised practically heretofore to increase the Army 
above the maximum of 58,000 men in case of necessity. So that 
the power has always been there, and if it was a dangerous power 
it has always been in the hands of the President; and my point is 
that it has never been used to the injury of the Republic nor the 
disgrace of the Army or the country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, if the gentleman will allow me for 
a moment, I wish to call his attention to the fact that so far as the 
skeleton companies were concerned that existed before the Span- 
ish war, it took the legislation of Congress to fill those companies, 
and the only place where any question of a sliding scale came in 
was where the Executive allowed the enlistments to fall below the 





Then will the gentleman 
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number of men authorized by Congress, and that was only a tem- | 
porary matter of a few months until the enlistments were picked | 
up again; but it was not an authorized act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My point is this: Practically there has 
always been a sliding scalein the matter of the minimum and the 
maximum of the Army. I assert that it has never been misused | 
or abused by the President; and, furthermore, with regard to this | 
bill, I assert that it is not any derogation of the principle and | 
policy upon which the Government has hitherto always acted. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I now ask for the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, before going into the bill, I should 
like to know if we can not arrange some time when general debate 
may be closed, and when we may proceed to the consideration of 
the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman from Iowa 
will agree to two hours on a side, and then that the bill shall be 
taken up under the five-minute rule, with general leave to print 
for ten days, the time on that side to be controlled by the gentle- 
men from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] and the time on this side to be con- 
trolled by myself. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing to agree to 
that proposition, that the general debate shall continue for two 
hour on a side, the time to be controlled equally, as suggested. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] 
proposes that general debate be limited to two hours on a side on 
this bill, after which discussion under the five-minute rule shall 
be proceeded with, with general leave to print for ten days, the 
time on the Republican side to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr, HuLt], chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and the time on the Democratic side to be controlled by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr.SuLzer]. Is there objection 
to this arrangement? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, there is a special order set for to- 


morrow—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, before the discussion begins, 
I desire to give notice that at the proper time I shall offer a sub- 
stitute for the majority report. 

The SPEAKER, That will be in order at the proper time. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Speaker, there is a special order for to-morrow. 
That special order was made some months ago, and I hope by 
agreement it may be set down to follow this bill. We hope to 
pass the bill to-morrow if we can have the opportunity to con- 
tinue the consideration of it. I ask unanimous consent that what 
is called the oleo bill—I really do not know the number of it— 
made the special order for to-morrow, may be made the special 
order to follow the passage of this Army bill; that the special 
order setting the oleo bill down for to-morrow may be vacated. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, pending the granting of 
unanimous consent, I should like, as a member of the Agricul- 
tural Committee, to have it definitely understood when the oleo 
bill is to be taken up, and how much time for debate is to be 


} 





granted. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. As I understand it, Friday is private bill 


day and Monday is District of Columbia day. I simply mention 
that fact. I am not particular as to the day on which the oleo 
bill shall be taken up, but I want it settled on what day it is to | 
be taken up before the granting of unanimous consent. | 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will suggest that if this request is 
granted, providing that the oleomargarine bill shall immediately 
follow the disposition of this bill, and the consideration of it be 
continued until it is disposed of, there can be no misapprehension. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is understood, then. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. A parliamentary inquiry. Pending 
that request, I desire to know, if the request was denied, if the 
military bill would displace the oleomargarine bill, and if it should 
fail to be taken up to-morrow, if it would lose its place as a special 
order, 

The SPEAKER. A second assignment can not displace a first | 
assignment or first special order. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that 
_— is a clause in the rule that saves the oleomargarine bill its 

ace. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I did not attend the meeting of the 
Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of the opinion thateven without 
that rule the first order would not be displaced. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa, it provides positively that a vote 
shall be taken upon the military bill to-morrow? 


DECEMBER 5, 


Mr. HULL. Oh, no, Isaid “I hoped” to have a vote to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You ‘‘hoped.” I do not 
want to have any understanding that we are to fix a time to take 
a — on the military bill before reading it under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. HULL. My understanding is that general debate is torun 
for two hours on a side—four hours; and that then the bill is to 
be considered under the five-minute rule; and I hoped by proper 
attention to business that we may conclude the consideration of 
the bill to-morrow without much doubt, and have a vote on it be- 
fore we adjourn to-morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Following my parliamentary inquiry, 
the 7 result of an objection to this request will be, then, to 
simply lay the military bill aside and begin the consideration of 
the oleomargarine bill to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. And to be continued until completed. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Yes. Well, nothing can be gained by 
that, and therefore I have no objection to the request. I would 
like to object to that bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the Military Committee occupied a portion 
of to-morrow in the consideration of this bill, and the order of the 
House was by unanimous consent that we commence immediately 
the consideration of the Grout bill, to be continued until con- 
cluded, would that displace the special order for Friday, or the 
rule in regard to the District of Columbia on Monday? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. The Chair will 
state the request of the gentleman from Iowa, as he understands 
it. The gentleman asks that the special order made for December 
6, for the consideration of House bill 3717, be so modified that it 
will be postponed until the disposition of the Army reorganization 
bill, the one which has just been passed upon by the House, and 
then that this special order on the bill just referred to will be taken 
up immediately and that the consideration thereof shall continue 
until that is disposed of. Is that the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. HULL. That is the request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask if it is in- 
tended to modify the rule already adopted at the first session of 
this Congress for the consideration of the Grout bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY,. That will be the effect of it, whether the in- 
tention or not. 

Mr. PAYNE. How will it be? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want to tie our 
hands any tighter than they are. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Idesire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs if he does not think it possible to conclude 
this bill in three hours to-morrow? 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is impossible for me to make 
any determination of that. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SCLZER], representing gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House, in talking with me this morning, said he had no ques- 
tion but what we could conclude the bill to-morrow; but whether 
we conclude the bill to-morrow or not depends upon the action of 
the House. I shall myself quicken that all I can without being 
unfair to any parties who desire to be heard. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to inquire of the gentleman from 
Minnesota if I understand him to say that if this request for 
unanimous consent be given that it will place the oleomargarine 
bill in a position that it does not now get under the rule? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Minnesota’s inquiry was 
as to the beginning of the discussion or consideration of that bill. 
It merely postpones the consideration of it until the conclusion of 
the consideration of the military bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. And does not affect it in any other way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not desire to object ta the consid- 
eration of this request if it does not affect the oleomargarine bill; 
and I make this parliamentary inquiry—whether this unanimous 
consent now asked will give to the oleomargarine bill a place on 
the Calendar that it would not have under the rule already 
adopted? 

The SPEAKER. That isa question that the Chair would be 
unwilling to decide at this stage of the proceedings, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because if it does, I am constrained to 
object. Iam unwilling to give that bill a position by unanimous 
consent that it could not otherwise have occupied under the rules, 
and to such a request for unanimous consent I desire to object. 

The SPEAKER, It is a question, the Chair will state, whether 
under this rule more than one day can be given to the considera- 
tion of the oleomargarine bill. That is a question that the Chair 
does not desire to decide. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand, the request for unanimous 
consent covers merely the completion of the Army bill, and on the 
completion of that the oleomargarine bill comes up precisely as.it 
does now under the special order. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, was practi- 
cally the request of the gentleman from Iowa. 
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Mr. HULL. My understanding was that this oleomargarine 
bill would come up to-morrew and occupy the time until com- 
pleted, and we wanted to displace it for the time being, provided 
that we did not displace it altogether. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, why can not we take up the mili- 
tary bill to-day and to-morrow take > the oleomargarine bill, in 
accordance with the special order, and then let the military bill, 
partly finished, follow that? 

The SPEAKER. That will be the order, unless unanimous 
consent is given. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think that is the better way to dispose of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Illinois to object. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. If this request—— 

The SPEAKER. Willthe House please bein order? An effort 
is being made to reach an agreement, and that can not be done 
unless the House is in order. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, let me modify my request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Henry] has the floor. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I want to make an inquiry. No 
one cares to antagonize the Army bill. We are all in favor of it, 
at least on this side of the House; but gentlemen representing the 
Agricultural Committee are anxious to know how it will affect the 
special order for to-morrow. We have aspecial order for one day 
only; and now if we agree to this request of the chairman of the 
Military Committee, can we have time on Friday? As I under- 
stand, there is a general order giving the Committee on Claims the 
first Friday of each month. Now, if we agree to this request of 
the chairman of the Military Committee, can the oleomargarine 
bill have the right of way on Friday? 

The SPEAKER. The oleomargarine bill has the right of way 
on Friday under the order previously made. 

Mr. GROUT. It is assigned for Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intended to say Thursday. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested to me by the 
gentleman from Minnesota {Mr. TAWNEY] that, in order to obvi- 
ate this trouble, we let the consideration of the oleomargarine bill 
begin on Monday next. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I propose to object to any 
unanimous consent that includes the oleomargarine bill. If that 
is not included in the request, I shall not object. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, what is the request that is made 
for unanimous consent? I was not on the floor at the time. 

The SPEAKER. The latest request is that made by the gentle- 
man from Iowa |Mr. HULL], namely, that the special setting of 
the oleomargarine bill on the (th—Thursday of this week—be 
changed to Monday of next week, reserving the same rights, no 
more and no less, that it now possesses, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. Under theorder of the House, the 
House now resolves itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the Army reorgan- 
ization bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of Union, with Mr. DALzELL in the 
chair, for the consideration of the Army reorganization bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
Senate bill 4300, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

S. 4300. An act to increase the efficiency of the military establishment of 
the United States. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the result of the action of the 
Committee on Military Affairs is to present an Army bill going 
both to the line and staff of the Army and making a permanent 
establishment for the United States. It does not make a perma- 
nent establishment of 96,000 men. It really creates a permanent 
establishment in round numbers of 58,000 men, eighteen thousand 
and some hundreds being in the artillery branch of the service, and 
in that branch it provides that but 20 per cent of the increased 
number provided for the artillery, something over ten thousand 
men, shall be recruited from year to year for a period of five 
years, so that at the present establishment, if there are no exigen- 
cies demanding a larger force, a permanent establishment of the 
United States by this bill would be at less than fifty thousand 
men. And when the bill works out its fuil provisions during the 
next five years for the permanent establishment of the force pro- 
vided in the bill, exclusive of the artillery, for all other branches 
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a great army is not well advised. 

The bill does provide for 96,000 men at this time. 

Section 31 is as follows: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this 
act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as Con- 


of the service is less than forty thousand men, so that the talk of 
| gress may hereafter direct. 


This gives the maximum in the bill now—authorizes the Presi- 
dent to enlist the full number. He can reduce the Army or Con- 
gress can act at any time. 
| In other words, Congress next year, if it shall determine that 
| the Army shall be reduced, has the absolute power to say whether 
| the additional men shall be maintained or not, and it would have 
that power without this provision in the bill. It gives uo addi- 
| tional power to us and it takes nothing fromit. During ourentire 
| history the Regular Army has been the subject of constant legis 
| lation. And there has never been a question but that we, the 

representatives of the people, have the right, at any session, to 
determine whether the Army is greater or less than the needs of 
the country demand. 
This bill in its organization lines follows-practically the same 
lines of organization adopted by this House on two separate occa- 
sions. It does give battalion commissioned officers where the 
first bill passed by the House did not. It gives a commissary and 
quartermaster combined for each battalion, in addition to what 
was given by the original House bill passed two years ago, Out- 
side of that, it is practically the organization passed upon favor- 
ably by this House on two separate occasions. 
And, Mr. Chairiman, the only criticism that I have heard on the 
bill, so far as it relates to the line, is with regard to the fact that 
the proportion of cavalry regiments is larger than ordinarily ob- 
tains in the organization of anarmy. The bill gives fifteen cav- 
alry regiments to thirty regiments of infantry. There is this 
reason for that, which influenced the minds of a majority of the 
committee, that the different States of the Union, in their militia 
organizations, do not provide cavalry organizations. They can 
multiply the infantry regiments almost without number in every 
crisis. And there is the further reason that in the operations in 
the Philippine Islands cavalry will be more useful in scouting the 
country, in suppressing lawlessness, and in overcoming the brig- 
ands that now infest the islands than would infantry regiments. 
These are the arguments that have induced the committee to rec- 
ommend fifteen regiments of cavalry, as provided in this bill. 
The main contest in the committee and before the country has 
been in regard to the staff organization of the Army. Members 
of the House are familiar with the recommendations of the pres- 
ent Secretary of War in favor of an unlimited detail of staff and 
changing what is now the fixed or permanent staff into one of 
detail in nearly all of the departments of the Army. making even 
the chiefs of the staff corps a matter of detail. So far as Il am 
concerned I can see no special harm in a detailed staff applying 
only to the military branches of the Government, which would 
be the Adjutant-General’s and Inspector-General’s departments. 
The officers of those departments are educated in their duties all 
| the time during their service in the line; but the great supply de- 
| partments of the Government, or the technical departments of 
| the Government, must have more than a temporary detail to 
| render an officer efficient. Take for instance our Engineer Corps. 
| The officers of that corps are engaged in special work; and while 
| the matter was left out of the recommendations of the Secretary 
| of War, the hearings before the Military Committee in the past 
showed that this corps was placed on all fours with the Ordnance 

3ureau, and was only left out of the recommendations of the 
present Secretary of War because of the fear that it would en- 
danger the passage of the measure. 

There has been criticism of our staff, and there always will be 
criticism of the staff and the organization of an army in this coun- 
try when the time comes that we must multiply the military force 
of the United States ten or more times in less than three weeks. 

Mr. COX. In this connection I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question in order that we may get at the points of this bill, 

Mr. HULL. What is the gentleman's question? 

Mr. COX. By the exercise of the President's power under this 
bill, what will be the number of your standing army? 

Mr. HULL. If the President sees fit it will be ninety-six thon- 
sand and a few hundred men. 

Mr. COX. Then the President can enlist a standing army of 
96,000 men. Is that right? 

Mr. HULL. The bill specifically authorizes him to do so. 

Mr. COX. Now, suppose the President does not exercise that 
power, what will be the number of our standing army? 

Mr. HULL. Fifty-eight thousand, in five years from now. It 
will be less than 50,000 now. 

Mr. COX. So the President can increase the Army to 96,000 men 
upon his own volition; is that true? , 

Mr. HULL. The bill specifically provides that the President, in 
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the present exigency, shall have the right to recruit the Army to 
a maximum of 96,000 and a few hundred men. 

Mr. COX. I hope my colleague on the committee will yield a 
moment or two further. We want to get a few facts in this mat- 
ter. It appears then that you are proposing to confer upon the 
President the power to increase the Army to 96,000 men? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir; and two years ago the Senate 

Mr. COX. Ido not care what the Senate did. 

Mr. HULL. Two years ago the Senate proposed to confer upon 
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an army so well cared for, fed, or clad, or provided with all that 


| was necessary to make it effective, as the Army of the United 


States since the beginning of the late war with Spain; and the 
same can be said as to the civil war. The 2,000,000 men then in 


| the service were thoroughly cared for in all respects by the pres- 
| ent staff organization, and no general of experience then has ever 


| 
| 


the President the right to expand the Regular Army from 27,000 to | 


65,000, and also proposed to give him the right to organize 35.000 
men into 30 provisional regiments, to be used in his discretion. 
That was done by the Senate and concurred in by the House—a 
much larger discretion than conferred by this bill. 

Mr. COX. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me, let me ask 
one more question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HULL. Iam anxious to yield to the gentleman all I can; 
but this debate is limited to two hours, and there are others who 
want to talk. 

Mr. COX. I am not going to indulge in any debate, 
going to let the gentleman make the debate. 

Mr. HULL. ‘The five-minute rule will let all these gentlemen 
in. I will yield once more, and then I hope I shall not be further 
interrupted. 

Mr. COX. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman. As I 
understand, this bill confers upon the President the power to in- 
crease the standing army to 96,000 men. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COX. Now, let us settle that. 

Mr. HULL. That is settled. ' And that being settled, I hope 
my colleague will let me go on. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman 
word; but I may say something 
bill. 

Mr. HULL. I hope so. 
friend from Tennessee, as I always am; but at present there is 
only a short time at my disposal. 1 think there is no difference 
between the gentleman and myself, or between any members of 
the House, as to what the bill does in that respect. 

I was discussing the staff, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman 
from Tennessee interposed his inquiry, and I desire to say that the 
committee was divided in opinion as to the matters suggested by 


I am 


objects, I will not say another 
before we get through with this 


| stand, 


advocated a radica! change. 

Our Quartermaster’s Department in the late war not only met 
all of the conditions which were forced upon it in such an emer- 
gency, but at the same time has organized a transport service, 
entirely new to our country, that stands to day without a rival in 
the armies or navies of the world. Our Ordnance Department is 
recognized as being managed by men of the highest technical 
skill, men who administer upon property of the United States 
year after year involving more than $40,000,000 and in capacity 
I may say, without a rival amongst the nations of the 
world. The Corps of Engineers have shown the highest skill and 
are entitled to the confidence and admiration of our people; and 
when you come to the Signal Corps, crippled as it has been, or- 
ganized upon a system of detail, which was after years of trial 
abandoned, you will find a corps of regulars and volunteers work- 
ing in harmony, whose skill in technical electric work compares 
more than favorably with that of any army in the world. 

The head of it was a signal officer of the Regular Army. Weall 
recognize the fact that through the excejlent system organized by 
him the first line connecting the world and making communica- 
tion between the world and the old city of Pekin possible was 


| due to the enterprise, skill, and work of our Signal Corps, and it 


has been recognized throughout this war that it has kept pace 


| with the movements of the troops and with the requirements of 


| desirable. 


the Secretary of War, whether they would accept the entire rec- | 


ommeridation made by that official or not. Buta large majority 


of the committee determined that in certain departments of the | 


staff of the Army details might be made in the lower rank, and 
that when a man had reached the position of a major on the staff, 
then that he should be fixed in that rank. In the more technical 
corps of the Army no detail system was thought advisable. 

The provision of the bill also proceeds to modify existing con- 


the service under all circumstances and in all places where war 
was progressing, so that the people of the United States have been 
informed day by day what has been going on in different parts of 
the world where its Army is stationed. This chief believes in 


| selection and a permanent corps, and opposes the detail system. 
I shall be delighted to hear from my | 


And, Mr. Chairman, we believe the system which carried the 
country through the great wars of recent years should not be 
abandoned, but that we should broaden it at the bottom, improve 
it if it is possible to improve it, and make such changes as have 
been demonstrated to be necessary; and that we shall avail our- 
selves of all the information and of all of the facts which a trial of 
the system in actual service has demonstrated to be necessary and 
The committee, I think, have no difference of opinion 
on that point now. No one from civil life can be appointed to 


| the lower ranks of the staff corps after these vacancies have been 


filled. The committee have struck out the age limit in all these 


| corps, with the proviso that men who are now serving in the vol- 


ditions to the extent that no man can be detailed who has not 


passed an examination, and no man can come up and take this 
examination—that is, no officer of the line—until he has been so 
recommended by his commanding officer. The committee, of 


course, recognize the need of the most careful selection of staff | 


officers, and have provided for details in the lower grades in the 


Quartermaster's, Subsistence, Judge-Advocate’s, and Pay Depart- | 


ments and Signal Corps. 
We believe that we have so guarded these and also provided for 
final promotions as to give the most efficient officers the rewards 


to which they are entitled and give the Army an efficient staff for | 


time of war, so far as the numbers authorized will permit. 


This | 


allows each officer who is recommended for detail upon this serv- | 


ice to stand absolutely upon his own merits. In this regard it 
provides for efficiency just as is provided in the other depart- 
ments of the Army. It applies to the Quartermaster’s, Comiis- 
sary’s,and Judge-Advocate’s Departments and the Pay and Signal 
Corps, but does not apply to what may be called the more tech- 
nical corps, like the Engineers, the Ordnance, and the Medical 
Corps. 


unteers, holding commissions in the Volunteer Army, shall be 
eligible to these appointments, regardless of their age; after orig- 
inal vacancies are filled and all places are filled from the line of 
the Army, no age limit is necessary. 

Mr. MARSH. You mean now serving. 

Mr. HULL. Now serving or who have been commissioned 
since the 2ist day of April, 1898. This opens the Pay Department, 
the Judge-Advocate’s Department, the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, andthe Commissary Department to those who have served the 
country during this war, without regard to age. They are left 
with the record they have made, and that matter is left with the 
President of the United States, with the exception of a provision 
of two lines that I do not regard as of importance enough to keep 
in the bill if any member of this committee objects to it, That 
provision is— 

Who shall establish their mental and moral fitness to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of War. 

I see nothing in that one way or the other. It has been objected 
to by some, but, so far as I am concerned, I regard it as of no con- 


| sequence, because these men have their records made of actual 


Now, by the operation of this law a man must give some | 


indication of his aptitude for the position before he is fixed on the | 


staff in the corps where details are allowed and as now provided 


by law in the three, and I think that the result, and that is the | 
opinion of the committee, is to give the very best service to the | 


country when the service of the Army is needed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word as to the criticisms that have been 
made on the line and the staff. 
substantially as it is now established. 
the detail system throughout the staff. 

The Seminole war, which has been frequently referred to during 
the previous investigations on the subject, demonstrated the utter 
inability of thestaff, as then organized, tograspexisting conditio 
and Congress changed to present organization. Since then, how- 
ever, since the adoption of the change to which I was referring, 
we have educated men in all the lines of duty connected with the 
Army, so that the entire world recognizes the fact that never was 


Previous to that we had 


Since 1838 the staff has existed 


service. They are to be appointed by the President. They must 
be confirmed by the Senate; and if they run that gauntlet, I have 
no fear as to their mental and moral qualifications. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I should like to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to section 19, with regard to the establishment of 
a nurse corps, and to ask him if that section does not in substance 
embody the bill that was defeated by a very overwhelming vote 
in the House at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. HULL. No. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. What is the difference? 

Mr. HULL. That bill provided for a separate corps of nurses 
and a more elaborate programme. This is sent by the War De- 


| partment, and is simply what they have adopted and what is now 


in force in the Department. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It is not the old bill? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; not at all. It is recommended by the 
Surgeon-General, and the only reason that we put it in this bill is 
this: There is an old law, I think nearly fifty years old, which 
provides that nurses in the Army shall have 20 centsaday. This 


| regulation of the War Department now gives these nurses exactly 
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what this bill provides. The Comptroller of the Treasury has 
notified the War Department that unless this Congress fixes the 
pay of these nurses he is going to reduce them to 20 cents a day, 
and everybody knows you can not get nurses at any such figure. 

It is an anomaly to put a nurse corps in an Army organization 
bill, but this provision was sent by the War Department. The 
Surgeon-General and the Secretary of War believe that this pro- 
vision ought to be passed with this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word. An attempt has been made 
during the last campaign to make it appear that the Republican 
party, asa whole, were in favor of a great standing army and 
that they would not depend upon the volunteers in the future. I 
want to say to this committee and the country that there is no 
man on this side of the House who believes ina great standing 
army; but I hope there is no man on this side of the House who 
does not believe that we should have an army large enough for 


well as in time of war; in time of peace, because the volunteer 
soldier will not enlist and remain in the service to perform the 
duties performed by the Regular Army. 

The volunteer is a man who leaves his home and business, under 
the temporary necessities of the Government, from a high sense 
of patriotism to fight its battles. The volunteer has been the 
great fighting arm of this Government in all of its past, and the 
volunteer will remain the great fighting arm of this Government 
in all of its future. There is no question about that. But the 
volunteers will not remain in the service in times like these, 
because they do not desire to make the Army their permanent 
business. We need a regular army large enough to take the first 
fighting line until our volunteers can be organized in every great 
war. This bill gives that in asmall measure, and in a small meas- 
ure only. It does not create an army that can be for one moment 
compared with any army of Europe. 

My good friends of the opposition went through all of our dis- 
tricts in the North in the last campaign saying that we were adopt- 
ing the German system, and almost every opposition paper had a 
a of every citizen carrying a soldier. A discussion of the 

ills which had been before Congress convinced the people of the 
falsity of such charges, and the result of the discussion can be read 
in the election returns from almost every district in the North. 

Germany, with only a little more than two-thirds—hardly two- 
thirds—of our population, has an army of over 600,000 men all the 
time. 





It has an army of more than 3,000,000 of trained soldiers, 


with their organization in every neighborhood, with their arms | 
and accouterments ready to put on in twenty-four hours, has | 


these trained soldiers all the time. We have nothing of the kind 
and ask nothing of the kind. A man who would deal fairly with 
this question as a patriotic American citizen will concede the fact 
that this Army is the very lowest number that this great nation 
should provide. 
measure, that we have too many officers. 

Gentlemen, this nation has never had a trained corps of officers 
sufficient to meetits demands. In this last war there was a scar- 


city of officers; there were cases where there was only one man | 


commissioned commanding companies. We depleted the Regular | . : 5 
; & Pi I 7 | manent establishment way above those who have fought for years 


Army to provide for the volunteers, and it has continued to be 
depleted since the beginning of the war. To-day in the Philip- 
pines and in Cuba and Porto Rico and in the United States a large 
number of companies have with them but one commissioned offi- 
cer. This bill does increase the commissioned force, making it a 
permanent increase, which ought to be done. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will it interrupt my colleague to ask him a 
question right here at this point? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to know what provision, if any, 
has been made in this bill for retaining in the permanent service 
those volunteer officers who have distinguished themselves in the 
Spanish war or the Philippines, or what grades it will be possible 
for them to attain. 

Mr. HULL. You mean in the line or staff? 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the line and staff. 

Mr. HULL. In most staff places held by regulars the same is 
open to volunteers on the staff without regard toage. In the line 
of the Army there is no age limit; but, Mr. Chairman, there is a 
limit as to where they goin. They go in as first or second lieu- 
tenants in the line and in the lower grades of the staff. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 
further question? Under the provisions of this bill, for instance, 
take the case of Brigadier-General Funston, now in the Philip- 
pines, or Lieutenant-Colonel Miller, of the Fifty-first Iowa, officers 
who have distinguished themselves—is there a possibility under the 
terms of this bill of either of those distinguished officers attaining 
any grade above that of first lieutenancy? 

Mr. HULL. No; there is not, unless they shall be appointed 
brigadier-generals. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ® Will the gentleman allow me toask him still 
another question? 


| the efficiency of the Army. 


I know that it will be said, in criticism of this | 
| ranked. 


(Quer 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 71 


| 
| 


the needs of the country from year to year, in time of peace as | 





Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would you object, at the proper place, to the 
insertion of an amendment of this character—I do not know just 
where it should come in: 

Provided, That any and all officers below the grade of colonel authorized 
by this act may be filled by appointment from the list of volugteer officers, 
either of the line or staff, that have been commissioned since the Ist day of 
April, 1898, it being the intent and meaning of this act to place the volun- 
teer officers commissioned since April, 1898, upon a complete equality with 
any and all other persons as to their eligibility for appointments authorized 
by this act. 

Mr. HULL. Yes, I should object to that for this reason, that 
you would put men in that way over those who have served in the 
same war, and who have in addition to that served, some of them, 
twenty years and more, some of them thirty-five years, without 
having yet reached the grade of major, men who have served on 
the Indian frontier, risking their lives in all the battles that have 
pushed our civilization forward as the frontier has been pushed 
backward during the last thirty years, and make a man who has 
served but two years in the same battles these men served in 
their ranking officers. It would not be just. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would it be unjust to these gentlemen when 
you remember that you are increasing the number? You do not 
disturb the possibility of promotions as they now exist for these 
officers you have named, but you have increased the total number 
of officers. Would it be unjust if you increased the eligible list 
from which the officers should be drawn? 

Mr. HULL. We have increased the number of officers in the 
Regular Army from civil life, during the last two years, to such 
an extent that the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa would 
displace all of them as well as the regulars. For instance, each 
regiment from my State had certified to the President one man 
for a commission in the Regular Army under the bill that we 
passed two yearsago. That same thing applied te other States, 
I do not believe that it is fair to give a man who served two 
years a field officer's rank. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Willthegentlemanpermit me? Have not all 
these officers been provided for upon the basis of an Army of 65,000 
men? Now, with this addition of 35,000, you are increasing the 
number of officers? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, but that is not the point with me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And you are leaving all the places for these 
ofticersin the Army of 65,000 as they are nowsubstantially. They 
are not in any way affected as to the rapidity of their promotion 
beyond what they now have. 

Mr. HULL. They are affected because there are more men in 
the lower grade. But not only that; Ido not believe it is fair to 
say to the man who has served two years that he can rank a man 
that has served twenty-five years. 1 believe that it would destroy 
I believe that the officers who have 
served through all the lower grades so slowly ought not to be out- 
Some of them who served through the civil war are now 
only captains in the Regular Army and are only waiting to get one 
more promotion before retiring. It would be an injustice te give 
a man who participated in the same battle, because he happens to 
hold a higher temperary rank than the other, a place in the per- 


to attain their rank. Butthis can come up under the five-minute 
rule, and I wish the gentleman would take it up at that time. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from Iowa 
will permit me, I would like to ask a question. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Section 36 provides as follows: 

That any officer of the Army on the active list below the grade of brigadier- 
general who served during the civil war shall, when retired, be retired with 
the rank and pay of the next higher grade, except such officers as may be 
retired under section 34 of this act. 

Now, that is a similar provision to the onein the naval personnel 
bill, and I would like to call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that that provision aroused very great feeling and resulted in 
a bill in the Senate to make it retroactive. 

Mr. HULL. The committee considered that and refused totake 
up the question of a retired list. As far as I am concerned, I do 
not think there weuld be any injustice in doing it, but this bill 
confines it to grades below that of brigadier-general, taking in the 
grade of colonel. In my judgment this section does as small an 
amount of justice to the old soldiers of the civil war as it is pos- 
sible, if we do anything for them. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
tion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes. 
do what we can. 
my time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before the gentleman from Iowa takes his 
seat I would like to ask a question. 

Mr. HULL. Very well. 

_ Mr. HEPBURN. Can you give the grade of that officer who 
in 1866 was in the civil war and who occupies the lowest grade 
now? Are there any of them who are not field officers? 


It is justice with discrimina- 


But if we can not do full justice let us 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of 
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Mr. HULL. 
were one or two who are yet captains. I can tell by looking over 
the Army Register, but that is something of a job. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is in the artillery? 

Mr. HULL. I did not ask what branch of the service. 

Mr. MARSH. It is in the cavalry—Captaiu Chase. 

Mr. HULL. I can give the names of a great many who are 
majors. 

Mr, GAINES. 

Mr. HULL. Very well. 

Mr. GAINES. At the bottom of page 22 of the bill, section 19 
provides, among other things, as follows: 


I would like to ask the chairman a question. 


That the nurse corps (female) shali consi 
appointed by the Secretary of War, and whose term of office may be termi 
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I was told at the Department yesterday that there | 


| derstand, he will serve until July 1, 1901. 


t of one superintendent, to he | 


nated at his discretion, whose compensation shall be $1,800 per annum, and | 


of as many chief nurses, nurses, and reserve nurses as may be needed. 


Re- | 


serve nurses may be assigned to active duty when the emergency of the | 


service demands, but shall receive no compensation except when on such 
duty: Provided, That all nurses in the nurse corps shall be appointed or 


removed by the co General, with the approval of the Secretary of | 


War; that they shall be graduates of hospital training schools, and shall 
have passed a satisfactory professional, moral, mental, and physical exam- 
ination. 

Now, suppose the nurse is already in the employ of the Govern- 
ment, say in the Philippine Islands, what provision is made for 
taking care of that efficient nurse who has passed the examination 
and is not a graduate of one of these schools? 

Mr. HULL. 
that in the bill. 
is now doing. 

Mr. GAINES. Will you turn out all those nurses? 

Mr. HULL. 
visions similar to those in this bill. 

Mr. GAINES. I would like toask another question. 
to the question of compensation. On page 23 the bill provides: 

That the pay and allowances of nurses, and of reserve nurses, when onactive 
service, shall be $40 per month when on duty in the United States and $50 
per month when without the limits of the United States. 

Where does that apply? 
States” differently used here? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman can answer that question just as 
wellasIcan. That is the same old question that we have already 
gone over. I decline to yield further to these questions, because 


it is taking up time which should be devoted to general debate and | 


is not for real information, When we come to discuss the bill 
under the five-minute rule I shall be glad to answer any question 
that any gentleman may desire to ask. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would like to ask a question in relation 
to section 40, Does my friend understand that that section abol- 
ishes the canteen? Will that be the effect? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will read the section, and then 
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is a limit to that process. The limit is when vacancies are filled 
that are provided for in this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. When they are once filled, that ends the promo- 
tions from the volunteer force? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; I supposed the gentleman from Michigan 
understood that. 

Mr. CORLISS. Take, for instance, a captain in the Commis- 
sary Department now serving in the Philippine Islands. As 1 un- 
Without action on the 
part of the President would he, under this bill, be retired from the 
service? 

Mr. HULL. Without action on the part of the President recom- 
missioning him he would be. But the President has authority to 
commission him in the regular service as a member of the perma- 
nent staff corps if he desires to retain him in the service. 

Mr. CORLISS. But is he not given a preference over one who 
has not served in that capacity? 

Mr. HOLL. He is given an absolute preference, by being the 
only man not in the Regular Army who can be appointed; and 
the bill gives him a positive preference, which, in my judgment, 
is almost a direction, that when these vacancies occur,it there 
are suitable men in the volunteer service they shall be appointed 
to thesa places. The provision of the bill is an expression of 


| opinion by Congress as to that matter, and that is just as far as 


There is no provision on that subject other than | 
The bill conforms to what the War Department | 
| reserve the balance of my time. 


Those who are now in have come in under pro- | 


we can go, because the President has the right of appointment. 
We can not take it from him, and should not if we could. I now 


Mr. SULZER obtained the floor. 
Mr. SULZER. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 


| Missouri [Mr. Cocuran]. 


It relates 
Appendix. ] 


[Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri addressed the committee. See 


Mr. SULZER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


| Texas. 


What do you mean by the term “United | 


read the provision of the existing law, he can answer that ques- | 


tion. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam assured that it does not abolish the 
canteen, but I would like to have an assurance from the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I do not want to give any assurance on that 
subject. 
construe for himself. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 


in the last Congress on this subject. 
Mr. SULZER. That is a very tender subject. 


committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Iowa is familiar with 
this bill, and I am not. I would like him to indicate at what 
point the matter, which I read some time ago, will properly 
come in. 


Mr. HOLL. 


Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HULL. The only objection I have to yielding is that this 
is not really general debate, but matter which should come in 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CORLISS. I wish only to ask this question: What effect 
will the provisions of this bill have upon volunteer officers hold- 
ing the position, say, of captain in the Commissary or Quarter- 
master’s Department? 

Mr, HULL. It leaves such officers eligible to appointment. 

Mr. CORLISS. To what position? 

Mr. HULL. To the position of captain in the Commissary or 
Quartermaster’s Department, without regard to age. 

Mr. CORLISS. So that a captain in the Volunteer Commissary 
Department in the Spanish War may be continued by the Presi- 
dent permanently in the Army without regard to age? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. We give that concession to the volun- 
teers. 

Mr. MARSH. Thechairman ought to state, perhaps, that there 


The language is something which the gentleman can | 


I ask this question because there was a | 
good deal of discussion as to the intent of the legislation enacted | 


The gentle- | 
man ought not to press his question upon the chairman of the | 


: : | 
I do not remember the section exactly, but I will | 
inform my colleague when I look it up. 


Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, it will be impossible in the 
short time allotted to me to go over a vast field and discuss the 
questions presented upon an issue of this kind, and I shall have 
to content myself mainly with a general protest against the pas- 
sage of this measure. 

| would, however, call attention to the House of the undue haste 
with which this measure is being foisted upon the consideration 
of this House. 

I can not see the necessity of the haste. Five or six months yet 
remain before the temporary force now in the field will have to 
be dischargeé because the time of their service will expire. Is it 
because, Mr. Chairman, that a decision of another branch of this 
Government is anticipated which would possibly make it unneces- 
sary that there should be a large permanent or temporary mili- 


| tary establishment created? 





In a short time, we are informed by the public press, this great 
question, this question involving the validity of constitutional 
government in our foreign possession, will be decided, and it is 
known to the public mind everywhere that the highest court must 
soon pass upon this question, and may probably decide against the 
constitutionality not only of the Porto Rican bill, but of the antici- 
pated similar legislation with reference to the Philippines. Then, 
I presume, it will be unnecessary to have any army for the Philip- 
pines, and the Republican Administration will make post haste to 
withdraw its jurisdiction and control from the Philippines. Can 
it be possible that the Republican party anticipates such a contin- 
gency and is therefore attempting to forestall such a decision and 
to provide for a large standing army at all events? 

But, sir, I am opposed to any material increase of the Regular 


| Army, either temporary or permanent, for purposes of conquest, 


because it strikes at the fundamental principles of our institu- 
tions. It isa departure from American traditions. It isin the 
face of constitutional government, and itis in the face of local 
self-government. Everyone knows, although not disclosed in 
this measure, that this army is intended for a military govern- 
ment over the Philippines; that it is intended to inaugurate a 
species of government in those distant islands which is foreign to 
every constitutional precedent in this country. 

Military governors and commissioners, backed by the strong 
arm of the military, are to rule and are to be the future gov- 
ernment of these people; and when that is done, as it is declared 
in this bill, although indirectly it will be done, I say it flies in 
the face not only of constitutional government, but of such gov- 
ernment as is vouchsafed by our Declaration of Independence, 
which provides for a government by the consent of the governed, 

We can not maintain a republic here and inaugurate a colonial 
government in the Philippines. We can not maintain here the 
principles that all men are created equal, that they are endowed 
by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, that governments are 
instituted to secure these rights, and that all just powers of 
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government are derived from the consent of the governed, and at 
the same time force a government, however beneficent, upon the 
people in the Philippines against their consent. without doing 
violence to the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution. 
Such a course must end sooner or later in absolutism and destroy 
our free institutions. This, if no other reason—and there are 
many others, such as the enormous expense which the great in- 
crease of a large standing army would entail, the injustice of a 
war of conquest, etc.—compels me to oppose this bill. 

It is said by gentlemen that it will be policy to vote for some 
increase in the Regular Army, and that it is policy to bow to the 
inevitable; that the American people have spoken and by their 
voice have pronounced for an increased Regular Army and a 
colonial form of government. 

Mr. Chairman, when the mad passions of the hour shall have 
subsided, when the people, before it may be too late, upon sober 
second thought, shall have restored this great Republic to its 
pristine strength and glory, or perhaps when it is too late and 
this Republic shall have crumbled into the dust—in either event, 
when the calm historian shall record this sad chapter in our 
country’s history, let it be said that the Democratic party, through 
its chosen representatives, stood with unflinching courage by the 
Constitution, by the Declaration of Independence, by local self- 
government, by civil liberty, and, like the faithful mother, amid 
the deadly blasts of the storm, drew its children closer in its loving 
embrace, ready to perish with them rather than to desert them in 
the hour of their peril. [Applause.] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five minutes to my 
colleague from New York |Mr. MCCLELLAN]. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I can not bring 
myself to vote for this bill, for there is a great deal of good in it. 
The sections that refer to reorganization contain many excellent 
provisions, and did the bill have no other object in view but the 
reorganization of the Army I should vote for it. The reorganiza- 
tion features are by no means perfect, but if enacted they would 
work great improvement in the efticiency of the service. 

I concede that we need a large increase in the artillery, as we 
are far short of the number required to man our seacoast guns 
now in position. I also concede that for tactical purposes we need 
an increase in our field army. 

While opposed heart and soul to militarism, I am not one of 
those who has fixed upon an arbitrary number for the size of 
the Army and has declared that one private more than that 
number means militarism and oppression, while one private less 
means liberty. I have always maintained, since I have been a 
member of this House, that the standing Army in time of peace 
should be large enough, and no larger, to be expanded in time of 
war so as to constitute a first line of defense behind which volun- 
teer regiments may be raised. For this purpose, and for this pur- 
pose only, I am willing, and always have been, to vote for a 
reasonable increase of the standing Army in time of peace. I do 
not think, however, that in time of peace, for tactical or for any 
other reasons, the Army need be 100,000 strong. 

This bill fixes a minimum skeleton Army. While [ think that 
that minimum is possibly larger than tactical considerations re- 
quire in time of peace, it is merely a difference of opinion; and 
did the bill stop there I might be willing to waive my opinion in 
deference to that of the Committee on Military Affairs. But the 
bill goes further than this in an entirely new and unthought-of 
direction. 

It authorizes the President, whenever he may see fit, to increase 
the Army to100,000men. Itis conceded that if this bill becomes a 
law, because of present conditions in the Philippines the President 
will forthwith increase the Army to its maximum. 

Article 1, section 8, of the Constitution empowers Congress ‘‘ to 
raise and support armies.” There is no constitutional authority 
in the President to raise armies; it is a power distinctly limited 
by the Constitution to Congress; itis a trust power that we as 
trustees can not delegate to another. It has been said upon the 
floor that this power can never be exercised by the President 
without an appropriation tosupport the increased establishment; 
but the moment the President increases the establishment under 
this bill a charge has been created upon the Treasury, and if Con- 
gress fails to appropriate, then every enlisted man provided in 
this bill and not appropriated for can go to the Court of Claims 
and recover his pay. 1 have the greatest personal respect for the 
present incumbent of the White Honse, but I do not believe that 
any man, be he neverso wise and never so good, should be intrusted, 
or can be intrusted under our Constitution, with the vast power 
that this bill —— to confer upon the Chief Executive. It 


would make him the most independent and supreme war lord on 
earth, with the exception of the Czar of Russia and the Sultan of 
Turkey. 

It is said that the conditions that require an army of 100,000 
men are only temporary in their character. 
net rovide temporarily to meet them? 

© 


If this be true, why 
" I? present conditions in 
hilippines are, in the opinion of the majority, permanent, 
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why not say so and prepare to meet them? in the face of an 
emergency it is proposed to entirely reorganize our Army on a 
permanent basis for all time to come, and with the reorganization 
to incorporate provisions to meet an emergency that ought only 
to occur in war. In timeof war I believe that powers ought and 
can be constitutionally conferred upon the President, as com- 
mander in chief, that can not be so conferred in time of peace. If 
the bill had limited the President's power to increase the Army to 
timeof war, then my position would have been different, for under 
our Constitution Congress would first be obliged to act in declar- 
ing war before the President would have the right to raise the 
Army to its maximum. 

I recognize the existence of the emergency with which we are 
confronted in the Philippines. I am unwilling to deprive the 
President of a single man deemed by him to be necessary at tho 
present time; but lam equally unwilling, in the face of emergency, 
to yield powers to the President which I feel we have no consti- 
tutional right to give him. I shall, therefore, at the proper time, 
move to recommit the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
with instructions to report back forthwith a substitute continuing 
the present Army law for a further period of two years, or until 
the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. 

lf my substitute is agreed to, it will give the President all the 
men he wants to meet the emergency, and then, during the next 
session, with ample time at our disposal, we will be able to enact 
a law intelligently and scientifically reorganize the Army. If 
at the end of two years there is still need of an Army of 60,000 
men in the Philippines, we can then determine if conditions now: 
called temporary have become permanent; and if so, we can legis- 
late to meet them. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey |Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman who has just taken his seat whether he, in com- 
mon with the gentleman who addressed the committee before 
him, thinks that this provision giving the President the power 
to increase or diminish the Army in a time of emergency is 
unprecedented? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. What does the gentleman mean by the 
term *‘emergency?” There can only be one emergency, the time 
of war. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I mean danger of war. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Not without Congressional action—cer- 
tainly not. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I desire to call the attention of 
gentlemen on the other side to several acts of the Congress of the 
United States with respect to that matter. Practically everyone 
knows that the time to increase an army is not after you have war, 
but before. In peace prepare for war. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Butthat would necessitate themaintenance 
of an army of war strength, which even this bill does not contem- 
plate. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It necessitates only what ought, 
perhaps, to have been definitely expressed in this bill—the giving 
of power to the Executive of the United States, in case the situ- 
ation proves dangerous, to increase the active force of the Army, 
at his discretion, within certain bounds. 

Now, this is not unprecedented. On the contrary, acts which 
give that power are many, and they begin with the fathers of our 
country. In the year 178 there was difficulty, but not war, with 
France. By an act of May 28 of that year the President of the 
United States was authorized 

Mr. COX. Will my colleague on the committee allow me one 
question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I will be glad if the gentleman 
will wait until I have finished the statement of these statutes. 

The President of the United States was authorized, ‘‘in the 
event of a declaration of war against the United States, or of 
actual invasion of their territory by a foreign power, or of immi- 
nent danger of such invasion, discovered, in his opinion, to exist, 
before the next session of Congress, to cause to be enlisted and 
called into service a number of troops not exceeding 10,000,” etc. 

On July 16 of that year—remember, there was no war then— 
the President was given a general authority—a discretionary 
authority—‘‘to raise, in addition to the present military estab- 
lishment, 12 regiments of infanéry and 6 troops of light dragoons, 
to be enlisted for and during the continuance of the existing 
differences between the United States and the French Republic, 
unless sooner discharged.” 

In March, 1799, it was declared lawful for the President of the 
United States, among other things, ‘‘in case imminent danger of 
the invasion of their territory by any power shall, in his opinion, 
be discovered to exist,” to organize 24 regiments of infantry, be- 
sides riflemen. artillerists, and cavalry. 

And he was allowed, when it appeared expedient, during the 
session of the Senate or in their recess, to appoint their officers. 
Again, in the year 1800—May 14—when we were not at war, the 
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President was authorized to suspend further military appoint- 
ments. 

Again, March 16, 1802, he was authorized, when he should deem 
it expedient, to organize a corps of engineers. 

Avain, in 18083—March 8—he was authorized, whenever he 


should judge it expedient, to require the executives of such of the | 


States as he might deem expedient, and from their local situation 
most convenient, to take effectual measures to organize, arm, and 


equip, according to law, and hold in readiness to march at a | 


moment's warning, a detachment of militia not exceeding 80,000, 
officers included. 
Again, January 2, 1812, he was authorized, when he should 


have satisfactory evidence of actual or threatened invasion of any | 


State by any Indian tribe or tribes, to raise, either by the accept- 
ance of volunteers or by enlistment for one year, as many com- 
panies as he might deem necessary, not exceeding 6, as rangers. 

Again, January 29, 1813,it was provided by Congress that there 
be raised such numberof regiments of infantry, not exceeding 20, 
as, in the opinion of the President, may be necessary for the public 
service, to be enlisted for one year, unless sooner discharged. 

Again, in 18382—June 15—the President was authorized to raise, 
by the acceptance of volunteers or by enlistments for one year, 
600 mounted rangers, as the nature of the service may, in his 
opinion, make necessary. 

Again, May 23, 1836, he was authorized to accept volunteers, 
either infantry or cavalry, not exceeding 10,000 men, to serve six 
or twelve months after they arrived at the rendezvous. 

Gentlemen may say that these provisions merely give authority 
to enlist volunteers, and that the enlistment of volunteers is in ac- 
cordance with precedent. Butthatisnotall. In the year 1846— 
May 13—it was enacted 

That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, authorized by 
voluntary enlistment to increase the number of privates in each and any 
of the companies of the existing regiments of dragoons, artillery, and infan- 
try, toany number not exceeding 100, whenever in his opinion the exigen- 
cies of the public service may require the same; and to reduce the same to 
64 when the exigencies requiring the present increase shall cease: Provided, 
That said enlistment shall be for the term of five years and no longer, unless 
sooner disbanded by the President. 


A subsequent act, June 18, 1846, extends that power of enlarg- 





ing or diminishing the companies to the volunteers already in | 


service. Why, my friends, why? This is exactly the principle 
adopted by the present bill. 

Gentlemen say this is a time of peace; or they ask us whether 
it is not atime of peace. It would be a time of peace except for 
such speeches as we have heard all too recently, declaring the 
right of the Philippine insurgents to hold their islands, notwith- 
standing the treaty with Spain. Every word of that sort speeds 
a Mauser bullet on its way; every word of that sort prolones the 
time when the maximum of the Army will have to be maintained, 
and puts off the time when, by the provisions of this bill, the 
President of the United States is authorized to decrease that 
Army. It creates more danger of foreign complications and 
more difficulty of internal management. It makes more neces- 
sary the provisions of this bill in order that the Executive, whom 
we trust, shall have full power to increase or diminish the Army 
as may be necessary to meet any emergency which might arise. 
And how is it to be done? 

Mr. Chairman, two years ago we had a bill before the House, 


which was known as the Hull bill, for the increase of the Army. | 


It was a bill that very slightly enlarged the number of regular 
officers to be provided for the companies serving in the Regular 
Army; it contained provisions for increase of each company, 
which gave a total of about 85.000 men, in the discretion of the 
President. But that bill was not enacted into law. Congress 
chose to do otherwise. It chose to enlist an independent volun- 
teer force of 35,000 men. We had passed the Hull bill through this 
House, and were forced to accept another bill for a volunteer 
army, and as a consequence there is not a member of this House 
who does not know some officer coming home from the Philip- 
pines- 

Mr. SULZER. 
home. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey (continuing). 
not coming home, who do not intend to make an army life their 
profession, who do not have the benefit of the retirement provision 
under the general law, who have served their country faithfully 
but have not the bénefit of belonging to the Regular Army because 
they are men who served in a temporary army organized for a 
temporary purpose, who have given up their business affairs, but 
who will have no claim upon the Government in any shape after 
their present service expires. There is not a member present who 
does not know officers who are coming home in this condition and 
who will necessarily ask relief at their hands. 

Now, with that condition of affairs before us, gentlemen pro- 
pose to organize another volunteer army and repeat the mistakes 
which have already been made, and at the end of the two years’ 
enlistment (or, as we hope, within less time) they will be coming 


I know a large number who will never come 
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| back, not as officers of the Regular Army, but simply as citizens, 
| to find theiremployment gone, That is not our proposition, Mr. 
|Chairman. That is not the condition of affairs which we seek 
to promote by the pending bill. Our proposition is that the Army 
| of the United States shall be officered by men whose duty is there 
for life, and so organized as that it shall not be bound by hard and 
| fast rule as to the number of men in each company, but capable 
of enlargement as occasion may require, so that if an emergency 
arises we should be in such condition as that the Executive of the 
Government might have the power to enlarge and diminish the 
| Army from time to time as may be deemed expedient and neces- 
| sary. 

| _ Now, Mr. Chairman, to meet such an emergency as that we 
| do not propose to add another thirty-five regiments of infantry, 
| but only five of infantry and five of cavalry. The artillery is 
| 


recognized by all to be upon a peace basis and only for the pro- 

tection of our coasts; oa we only enlarge the present army to be 
| sent to the Philippines by ten regiments instead of thirty-five. 
| The bill gives places as a reward to the most deserving of all our 
| Philippine volunteers, and does not attempt to enlist a new vol- 
unteer army, because it is not intended to enlarge the Army of 
the United States by thirty-five regiments of infantry and cav- 
alry, but only by ten regiments altogether. That is the purpose 
of the bill, and that is the principle upon which it is based. 

To continue your thirty-tive regiments another two vears would 
enable the officers to say that they had had four years’ of active 
service, and the claim would then come from these same gentle- 
men on the other side of the House that these men have done such 
service that they will be entit'ed to have the Regular Army en- 
larged enough to make places for them all—that this is the pledge 
now made to them. That pledge has not been yet made. They 
were enlisted for two years only. Some of them have proved 
fit—fit to take rank with our Regular Army officers in the Regu- 
lar Army; but ({ say it with all deference) some of them have 
not had as much active service and have not shown their fitness 
so thoroughly, and some, perhaps, are not in good enough condi- 
tion of health to remain in the Army. 

The ten new regiments of infantry and cavalry will give room 
for the most deserving of these officers of volunteers to take their 
places in the Regular Army, whereby in the end they will receive 
the reward of a grateful country, in the ranks of retired Army 
officers, with retirement on three-quarters pay, when they are 
unable to continue longer in the service of the country. 
| ‘The bill, therefore, enlarges the Army as a whole but little 
| when at its minimum in time of peace; while, on the other hand, 

it gives to us in time of war, or when there is threatening of war, 
| the right to increase these ranks from within, so that we can put 
| forth as the first line against any attacking force, in case of sud- 
; den invasion, an army, not of 25,000 men, but of 100,000 men, un- 
| der good officers, well armed, well equipped, and well organized, 


leaving time for the volunteers to come to the front afterwards. 
Let no man tell me that these views are engendered by the 
| difficulties in the Philippines. They were expressed in a bill 
which I introduced over four years ago, a bill to provide that 
regiments should be recruited locally, and that in time of war or 
expectation of war the members of every troop, battery, and com- 
pany might be doubled in the discretionof the President. Those 
| views were then supported by areportuponthat line. They were 
supported on the floor at the introduction of the Hull bill. They 
| are before this House. Experience has proved that this plan of 
organization, the one followed by the chief military nations of the 
| world, giving the power to expand the line in time of war or 
| threatened war by calling in new men to serve in old companies 
| under tried officers, instead of by calling in new companies and 
new officers who know not their men—I say that this is the 
| only plan upon which any nation can thoroughly rely in these 
| days of great armaments, when attacks may come suddenly, and 
when we must provide in time of peace a system so elastic that it 
will respond immediately to the wants of the country in time of 
war. 
Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuL- 
ZER]| occupy some of his time now? 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
| gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. SHAFROTH]. 


[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. SULZER. 
part of his time? 
Mr. HULL. I do not know that we have anybody else that 
| wants to participate in the general debate. If the gentleman 
from New York has no one who wants to speak, why can not we 
| proceed under the five-minute rule? 
Mr. SULZER. We have several gentlemen on this side who 
want to use up our two hours, 
Mr. HULL. The gentlemen on this side seem more anxious to 
get on with the bill than they are to talk. 
Mr. SULZER. Then, if there is no one on that side who wishes 


Will the gentleman on the other side use a 


a 





1900. 





to speak, I will yield one hour to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. McCaLt]. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman proceeds I 
would like a statement as to the time which is left for each side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] has 
one hour and three minutes remaining. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SuLZER] has one hour and twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to judge the 
pending bill by the newspaper reports, because it has been so re- 
cently reported to the House that there has been no opportunity to 


“study its details: but as I understand them it fixes the minimum 


limit of the Regu'ar Army at more than twice the number of men 
that it contained at the beginning of the Spanish war and gives to 
the President authority to increase the number by 66 per cent, or | 
to make it nearly four times as large as it was at the outbreak of 
the war. Undoubtedly some increase is needed. Sufficient men 
should be provided to man our coast defenses. But taking into 
account every probable demand, it seems to me that a military | 
establishment of 50,000 men should be amp’e for all needs of the | 
country upon this oes This estimate is in harmony with 
the message of the Presi 

the Philippine Islands at from 45,000 to 60,000, There should un- 
doubtedly be reform in the organization of the Army. We have 
had too many officers in proportion to the number of men, and the 
cost per soldier has thus been greatly increased. One objection to 
bill is that for a minimum army of 60,000 substantially the same 
number of commissioned officers are provided as would be needed 
for the maximum number of nearly 100,000. It is to be regretted 
that the bill does not give us the efficient and economical organi- 
zation in the smaller army. 


1 am unable to acceptthe principle which would confer uponthe | 
Executive the discretion to multiply almost by two the regular | 
standing Army of the United States; and I say this without re- | 
gard to the present Executive, who would exercise the discretion, | 


I believe, as patriotically and wisely as it could be exercised. 
The objection is one of fundamental principle. Congress shou!d 
fix the number of men in our military establishment. The im- 
portance of an army in any government, and most of all in a re- 
publican government, is so great that it is a dangerous grant of 
power, and I believe one that can not be paralleled even in the con- 
stitutional monarchies, to bestow upon the Executive such au- 
thority in fixing the numberof the Army. This extraordinary dis- 
cretion is not conferred for an emergency or with any limitation 
as totime. The power is his, not for a day or a year, but it will 
require to terminate it a law which must pass both Houses of 
Congress and be approved by the President, or be passed by a two- 
thirds vote of both Houses over his veto. 

It may be said that money must still be provided by Congress 
to maintain the Army. But after a charge upon the public Treas- 
ury has been created by law, an appropriation becomes merely a 
matter of form. In fact, a soldier for whose pay an appropriation 
should be denied might proceed in the Court of Claims and re- 
cover judgment against the Government. We propose by this 
bill, therefore, to confer upon the Executive the power to raise 
the Regular Army from about 60,000 men to about 100,000 men, 
and also the power of creating a charge upon the Treasury 
equal to the difference in the cost between those two armies. 
It strikes me that this is a violation of most essential principles. 
Congress should not confer such a responsibility upon the Execu- 
tive; but, as the great political organ of the Government, and the 
direct representative of the people, it should always maintain con- 
trol in a matter of such importance. 

Furthermore, I do not believe that it is necessary that Congress 

should authorize a permanent military organization of 100,000 men. 
I believe that such an organization is vastly in excess of the per- 
manent need of this country. Ido not say that that number is 
too great if we are to decide to maintain perpetually an empire 
over those 1,300 islands in the tropics of Asia. I fear we shall 
need them all as long as we shall maintain our government there. 
Iam firmly convinced that the honor and interests of the United 
States demand that we should make it the goal of American 
statesmanship to extricate ourselves from responsibility for the 
government of those islands and to return again to the historic 
olicy discerned by the eagle eye of Washington more than a 
1undred years ago, and which was marked out by the location of 
this country, by the character of our Government, and by our 
obvious interests. 

It seems to me the time has arrived at last when the question of 
the ultimate relations of this country to the Philippine Archipel- 
ago should be considered and our position as a nation declared. 
Before the treaty we were told that the question could not with 
propriety be discussed; that we were at war with Spain, and that 
a discussion of that character should wait the return of peace. 
After peace had been declared and we had bought from her the | 
civil war which we had at least encouraged against her, we were 
told that it would not do to discuss the ultimate relations of the 
Philippine Islands with us while they were in what was called a 


ent, which puts the number required for | 
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state of rebellion against their purchasers. We have been told, 
however, with a good deal of iteration by our generals and com- 
missioners and other civil officers that the organized rebellion was 
broken up; thatan appearance of war was only kept up by the hope 
of apolitical occurrence in this country which has not taken place. 

If the question can not with propriety be discussed to-day, if 
we must wait until the Philippine Islands are as peaceful as Ohio 
or Massachusetts, I fear that it will never become proper for us 
to discuss what our duties and our interests demand, but we shall 
be thrust along to one ill-considered step after another until our 
position shall become irretrievably fixed. In my opinion our pol- 
icy in the Philippines should have been declared at the outset and 
should have been a similar policy to that which we declared for 
Cuba. Unfortunately our course was consistent with po other 
theory than that the Filipino had been fighting cimmey for a 
change of masters and that the yoke of the United 8S Ss might 


| be substituted for the yoke of Spain. If we had practiced a simi- 


lar policy in Cuba, which some influential gentlemen sé@ém to re- 
gret, who can doubt that we should have had a war in Cuba as 
we have one in the Philippine islands? 

The Filipinos had an army more thoroughly organized than 
the army of Cuba. They had been treated more nearly as our al- 
lies, and had conducted themselves bravely and efficiently in bat- 
tles in which our own so'diers were engaged. Would it not have 
been beyond the bounds of all belief that we should not have had 
war if, under these conditions, we purchased and endeavored to 
assert the title over them which we ours®lves had encouraged them 
to resist? But whether or not there should have been a definite 
declaration of our policy two years ago, I believe that to-day, when 
weare proposing a military establishment to deal with that prob- 
lem, it becomes of the greatest importance to consider whether 
the problem itself is to be perpetual and what is the ultimate pur- 
pose of this nation with reference to those people. 

If we shall decide that it is for our interests not to remain per- 
manently in the Philippine Archipelago—if our statesmen shall 
apply their ingenuity, not to the discovery of difficulties in the 
way of our getting out, but to find some means by which we can 
honorably recur to our ancient policy—a solution of the problem 
will more certain!y be found consistent with that view. If, on 
the other hand, it shall be found for the interest or the honor of 
this country to embark permanently upon a colonial policy in the 
tropics of the Orient, it will be a thousand times better to embark 
upon that policy understandingly and having beforehand care- 
fully weighed its disadvantages. 

I do not propose to discuss at any length the unfitness of our 
system of government for the colonial policy, because that propo- 
sition has been so o!ten and so thoroughly discussed. There is 
undoubtedly an irrepressible conflict between the principle of 
that policy and the great lesson of our history. I believe that 
nothing is more strongly established by experience than the gen- 
eral wisdom of the principle as applied to communities that gov- 
ernments ‘‘derive their just powers from the consent of the 
governed.” The power of the strong state to make laws for the 
weaker state without its consent, to impose taxes according to its 
own will, disguised, as such a power has always been, under the 
sounding terms of freedom and civilization, has usually been pro- 
ductive of a national slavery as bad in principle and practice as 
individual slavery. 

There is no community of interest between the people of the 
Philippine Islands and the people of the United States. We and 
they are geographically and ethnologically almost as far apart as 
the poles asunder. No advocate of retaining them (however he 
may have asserted as areason for taking them that we had annexed 
contiguous territory, destined to become a corporate part of the 
United States) has been daring enough to maintain that we should 
make them a part of our political system. In fact, the argument 
against treating the inhabitants of an island which is geographi- 
cally part of this hemisphere and may well some day enter into 
our political system as entirely outside the Constitution, without 
any of the fundamental human rights safeguarded there and sub- 
ject absolutely to such laws as Congress might see fit to impose, 
was that if the people of Porto Rico were put upon a different 


| basis, we should therefore be compelled to extend the same rights 


to the people of the Philippine Islands. The able lawyers and 
orators who defended the principle of the tariff upon Porto Rico 
were unable to discover a stronger argument for their position 
than that if we did not have the power to impose it, we could not 
retain the Philippine Islands, From the notion that the people 
of those islands should have constitutional rights they recoiled 
with a species of horror. 1am making no extravagant assertion, 
therefore, when I say that no responsible pubic man in this 


_ country dreams of having the Philippine Islands become a part of 


the United States, as Louisiana and Florida became a part of the 
United States, and having them participate jointly with us in 
making laws for a common country. ; 

Since, then, they are to have no share in our country’s govern- 
ment—since we do not propose to ‘‘ benevolently assimilate ’ them 
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tothe point where they shall become an integral part of ourselves— 
upon what theory are we to remain there, and for what purpose? 


I believe that the underlying motive, and in fact the motive that | 


has been most widely proclaimed upon the stump and in the de- 
bates in Congress, is that it is broadly for the advantage of the 


people of the United States, and especially for their pecuniary | 
I propose, therefore, to present briefly | 


advantage, to remain there. 
some of the reasons which lead me to believe that it is not for 
the interest of the United States permanently to occupy those 
islands. This is a view of the question which has not usually been 
discussed; and I discuss it to-day not because I think it of more 
importance that or of equal importance with the great question of 
wrinciple, but because I consider it material to meet as fairly as 
| can the underlying argument which is presented in support of 
the policy. I do not claim novelty for my argument. 
only be upon a different line from that which is commonly pursued. 

As a portion of the cost of retaining the Philippine Islands we 


are to include the maintenance of the greater part of the army | 


established by this very bill. This measure isthe firstborn and le- 
gitimate offspring of that policy. The cost of our Army is, on the 
average, about $1,000 per man. With 27,000 men our war bill has 
been about $27,000,000. With 100,000 1men it has been about 
$100,000,000. Those whoare comparing our standing army with 
the armies of other nations are usually careful not also to compare 
the relative cost. 
the direct cost of our Army is nearly equal to that of the great and 
overburdened military nations of Europe. The French army cost 
in the year 1899 $125,000,000; the German army in the year ending 
March 31, 1900, $130,000,000; the British army cost in the year 1900 
$100,000,000, and the Russian army in the year 1898 $158,000,000. I 
understand these figures include the cost of pensions and fortifica- 
tions. On the basis of this bill the estimate of the War Department 
calls for $113,000,000, putting us fourth on the list of the five great 
powers I have named. But these figures by no means tell the 
whole story. There is another expense, not included in a direct 
military appropriation, which is a necessary incident to our Army 
and as much a part of its cost as the pay of asoldier. That is 
seen in our pension system. The American people have gener- 
ously declared the policy of liberal pensions for their soldiers. 
The poorhouse is no place for the deserving soldier who has 
fought for his country. We are appropriating for pensions at the 
rate of $145,000,000 a year. We have, then, from these two 
sources—from the direct war bill and from the pension appropri- 
ations—a total of about $260,000,000 a year, which is vastly greater 
than the similar charges of any other nation, and greater even 
than the combined military expenses of France and Germany, 
those two great enemies who are armed to the teeth against each 
other. It has been supposed that we enjoyed an immunity from 
the warlike burdens which curse Europe; but the point is already 
reached where we have far outstripped any other nation in the 


element of military cost, and where, at the speed with which we | 
are forging ahead, it is not unreasonable to expect that our annual | 


outlay will equal that of three of the four greatest powers of 
Europe combined. 
rn : . _s 
The pension charge of the system which we are now embarking 
upon is liable to be a heavy one. The American soldier born and 


brought up in a temperate climate is most certain to develop | 


some weakness in his systemn by any protracted service in the 
Philippine Islands, or in any other tropical country. There are 
already nearly 40,000 applications for pensions growing out of the 
Spanish war, a greater number than that of the soldiers who 
actually participated in it. A pension roll has some of the ele- 
ments of immortality. We still have a pension list growing out 
of the war of the Revolution which ended nearly a century anda 
quarter ago, and the policy of maintaining an army of 60,000 
American boys in the Philippine Islands, that will be constantly 
decimated by disease and have to be fed with fresh supplies, will 
entail upon us and upon our posterity an enormous burden. 

Let us look at the practical effect of this policy upon the actual 
expenditures of our Government. During the fiscal year which 
began more than twenty months after the ratification of the 


treaty of peace with Spain our expenditures were $120,000,000 | 
greater than during our last peace year; and for the next year the | 


estimates call for $70,000,000 more than this enormous sum, which 
is an increase of $190,000,000 over what the expenses were during 
the last year prior to the war. The effect of this policy is to bring 


withit acertain extravagance of expenditureinall the Departments | 


of Government; and its cost is not measured simply by the money 
that is paid out for the greater Army and the greater Navy, 
although the extra charges for these two items undeniably account 
for the greater part of theincrease. I have indicated to you, then. 
something of the actual cash cost of this policy; and it seems to me 


that a continuance of it is likely to increase rather than diminish | 
But from a financial standpoint the expense is likely | 


that cost. 
to be far greater than this. Great wars are most expensive 
things, simply from the money standpoint and disregarding the 
vastly greater expense incurred by the loss of human life. If a 


It will | 


On the basis of 100,000 men you will find that | 


' 


country is liable to such a war, the insurance cost to meet the 
expense should be proportionately great. 

Consider for a moment this element of expense tous. By our 
| purchase of Louisiana we got rid of one powerful neighbor upon 

this continent. By the Spanish war we got rid of another neigh- 
bor that was once powerful. We have to-day only one great neigh- 
bor, and we are likely under present conditions to continue at 
peace with her, unless from the lack of something to take up their 
minds or todemonstrate that we are a great world power some of 
our enterprising statesmen may find it necessary to set us up ina 
war with Great Britain. We are therefore to-day in the posses- 
| sion of a continent with those inestimable possessions for a nation— 
| two immense oceans for our boundaries. We have only one great 
| neighbor, and with her we are not likely to gotowar. But when 
we take the Philippine Islands, and force ourselves as a political 
power into the Orient, we do two things: We divide by two the 
| ability of this country for offensive or defensive war, and we mul- 
tiply at least by two our liability to war with some great power. 

Under the condition of things that existed up to two years azo, 
we were practically invulnerable against tle except by a single 
nation. Wehadthesetwogreatscientific natural frontiers, With 
ordinary prudence we were beyond all question safe from attack, 
| and it would be entirely for us to dec. de whether we should pur- 
sue any adversary where we could suffer material damage. But 
with 1,300 islands 10,000 miles from our capital city, and on the 
| other side of the greatest ocean in the world, if any nation should 
see fit to take advantage of anything in our internal condition or 
our relations with other nations to deal usa blow, all that it would 
be necessary to do would be to seize some sand reef in the Asiatic 
tropics, run up its flag, and then the honor of this nation would 
demand that we should expend billions of dollars and the lives of 
tens of thousands of our boys in order again to get possession of 
that strip of sand. 

We have thrown away our invulnerability, therefore, and have 
weakened our power in war for all its justifiable purposes by the 
adoption of thispolicy. And that we have increased the liability 
of war follows, necessarily, from the fact that we are thrusting 
ourselves among great and hostile neighbors and are taking a posi- 
tion which will invite an attack where war can be made upon equal 
terms, whereas ander our old policy it was practically useless for 
other nations to attack us. 

After you shall have fastened upon the country the policy fur- 
thered by this bill, it will bethe merest theatric and spectacular 
display to declaimabouteconomy. You may make some miserabie 
savings by cheeseparing; you may check the construction of great 
public works demanded for our development at home in order to 
continue abroad a policy without proit and without glory. But 
if you continue this policy of Asiatic empire, you will lay broad 
and deep the foundations for a system of expenditure which will 
rest heavily upon future generations. This country was happily 
placed in a position making possible an exemption from foreign 
war. If we are deliberately and wantonly to throw away this 
| advantage—if we are to adopt a policy which shall tax and burden 
two-thirds of our people in order that the other third may wear 
uniforms or be borne upon pension rolls, we shall be rejecting the 
| most precious gift that Providence ever bestowed upona nation. 
Let us consider, then, possibilities of profit. We have seen 
| prominent gentlemen upon the stump weave from their imagi- 

nations glittering fabrics of trade, and airily draw checks for 
$100,000,000 of commerce each year with the Philippine Islands. 
| Let us see if these drafts are liable to be paid when they are pre- 
| sented. When it was first proposed to set up an Asiatic empire 
the Treasury Department, with a commendable willingness to give 
| members of Congress all possible light over this new athway, 
| presented to us the report of a commissioner who had investi- 
| gated the question of trade. It appeared from that report that 
the yearly imports into the Philippine Islands amounted to less 
than $20,000,000 on a silver basis, or about $10,000,000 ona gold 
basis. 

Assuining that we did not propose to adopt the Spanish system 
of colonial government, and that one of our methods of taking 
freedom to the people of those islands was not to compel them to 
buy American goods if they could purchase similar goods else- 
| where at lower prices, we could not, of course, expect the whole 

ot this trade. As a matter of fact, we have thus far secured 
| only a small percentage of it. During the two years that we 
have been there that percentage has not materially increased. 
| Most of the few things which these people want they apparently 
| are able to purchase from other nations at cheaper prices; and so 
| far as trade is not governed by price, but by sentiment, it is diffi- 
| cult to see how our trade prospects have been advanced by a policy 
| which, according to the report of our commanding general, has 
roduced for us a hatred that is widespread, and, | fear, will soon 
come ineradicable. Those islands, from their climate and situ- 
ation, are never likely to become centers of trade; and the average 
inhabitant is not likely to be a better customer than the North 
American Indian. The latter at least requires, from his situation, 








Rie 


ee 


—— 


SOE AR ERT EE PS Aer a Pee 


1900. 





clothing to supply that warmth which the Filipino gets from his 
climate. Their own soil supplies them with food which is better 
adapted to them than our own products. The increase of our 
trade during the last two years is of slight importance in volume, 
and that increase has been mainly in those articles which it does 
no great credit to this nation to send there. 

It must be remembered, too, in connection with the growth of 
trade, that we are maintaining 70,000 soldiers in the Philippines, 
or six times the total white population which was there at the 
time we occupied them, and who are consumers of our products. 
You may increase the foreign purchases of these people more than 
three times, and increase by as many times the percentage of the 
goods we sell them. These estimates are fanciful, and I believe 
improbable; yet, even upon that basis, and allowing 20 per cent of 
our sales as profits, you would not have $5,000,000 per year. What 
is this paltry sum, which will go to a few individuals, compared 
to the enormous burden put upon the American people in order 
to secure it; and I have said nothing about the loss of thousands 
of American lives, for which there can be no recompense whatever 
in trade. 

But in some mysterious way, by having the Philippines, we are 
to secure the trade of untold millions in the East. The Treasury 
Department, at the time it issued the report to which I have just 
referred, also put forth another document, holding before us the 
great aggregate of a billion dollars or more in trade with seven or 
eight hundred millions of people in the Orient. The bare scrutiny 
of the details of that trade, however, will disclose very little that 
we can gain. A great portion of it consists of the exports and 
imports of India and Australasia, colonies of Great Britain, many 
of whose products we shut out from our own markets because we 
can not compete with them in ourown home. Does anyone imagine 
that the Philippine Islands can be a factor in securing us that 
trade? The great open field is China. The total imports into 
that country from the various nations appeared to be $170,000,000, 
and one-half of this amount was in the products of India, that 
great contiguouscountry. Another large portion wasfrom Hong- 
kong, which, although it belongs to Great Britain, is a natural 
part of China. We will need something more than imposing 
columns of figures to demonstrate how even the possession of the 
Philippine Islands is to enable us to compete in China with the 
products of Hindostan or with the trade from Hongkong. The 
imports from the United States to China, as appears from the 
document to which I have referred, are about equal in value to 
the imports to that a from the whole continent of Europe. 
In the natural course of things you would naturally expect that 
the 250,000,000 or more people in Europe would sell China as 
much merchandise in value as the 70,000,000 in the United States. 

The only chance for us to gain materially in China is from 
Great Britain, a country which was exceedingly anxious for us to 
enter into the competition, if it is considered that our going to the 
Philippines made us a competitor in any different sense from what 
we were before. If the exports to China from the United States 
and from Great Britain, not including Hindostan and Hongkong, 
were equally divided between the two countries our exports to 
that country would aggregate something over $30,000,000. How 
many war ships or how many soldiers would the protit on that 
trade, which would go to a few individuals, pay the American 
people for maintaining it? And what reason is there why we 
should not have substantially all of it if we had nothing whatever 
to do with the Philippine Islands beyond at the most maintaining 
a naval station there? Wecan manufacture no more cheaply in 
the United States with the Philippines than without them. We 
shall have to go to China in competition with the other nations, 
The Philippines have had no immediate trade relations with 
China which by becoming their possessors we have secured the 
advantage of. You will find from the document to which I 
called your attention that the total trade between China and the 
Philippine Islands, going both ways, was an absolutely insignifi- 
cant item. 

_There is no possible advantage that the possession of the Philip- 

ine Islands can give us in securing the trade with China, unless 
it should be that the other powers might shut us out from our 
natural rights of trade and that the possession of the Philippines 
would afford us a place from which we could send our ships of 
war to threaten the Chinese coast. That is the sum total of the 
possible advantage of the possession of the Philippine Islands in 
preserving the Chinese trade. A coaling station would, as I have 
said, give us the same advantage in this regard that we should 
derive from the whole group, although no nation has ever yet 
attempted to abridge our trade. Certainly our recent experience 
has not very forcibly demonstrated the value of the Philippines 
with reference to China from the war point of view. The atten- 
tion of our 65,000 men seems to have been so thoroughly en- 
grossed with the internal affairs of those islands that it was only 
after a considerable time and most painful efforts that a few 
thousand men were available for the movement in China. As- 
suming that we possessed the transport facilities, we could 
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have landed in China about the same time about the same num- 
ber of men from San Francisco and taken them from our small 
ante-bellum Army. 

But we are not treading upon new ground. The recent history 
of other nations is rich in the experience for which we are about 
to pay. The experience of England with the tropical colony of 
Jamaica is well known toall. Jamaica was a losing venture for 
England on any other basis than the contract-labor system, which 
meant practical slavery. Take the experience of Italy in Abys- 
sinia. The financial statement of the minister of the treasury 
to the Chamber on May 5, 1896, showed that 160,000,060 lire had 
been actually appropriated for the African expedition, and that 
the expenditures for the fiscal year 1895-96 amounied to 124,733,000 
lire, or nearly $25,000,000. The war was abandoned because 


| General Recotti, the minister of war, calculated that to succeed 


| would require the employment of an army of 150,000 men for 





two years, at a cost of 1,000,000,000 lire. In about six months 
the Italians lost nearly 11,000 men, not counting prisoners; and 
this does not include the number who succumbed to the climate. 
The death rate among the troops from disease reached the enor- 
mous figure of 167 in 1,000. The total trade for that same year, 
in which $25,000,000 were expended, amountéd to 15,000,000 lire, 
or $3,000,000, which is higher than the average annual trade, 
The average cost to Italy of maintaining her east African posses- 
sions for thirteen years was more than $4.680,000 each year, or 
more than 50 per cent in excess of the total trade; and it is 
notorious that the official reports of the Italian Government 
do not show the full extent of thecost. The result was not merely 
most adverse to Italy, so far as the loss of men and the expendi- 
ture of money was concerned, but a revolution was produced in 
Italy and the throne itself was shaken. 

The experience of France in Tonkin is directly in point. Ton- 
kin, including Cochin China, has about the area of the Philip- 
pine Islands. They do not approach by many hundred miles so 
near the equator as the Philippines. The population is almost ex- 
actly the same. From the enormous cost of the war in 1885 
France has not yet fully recovered. Her men perished by thou- 
sands; she expended in less than a year 470,000,000 francs. The 
cost of Tonkin to France for the eleven years from 1883 to 1894 
amounted to 534,000,000 francs, or a yearly average of 45,000,000, 
France, as is well known, pursues a most rigorous closed-door 
policy, making the most favorable possible conditions for the im- 
portation of her own products. The total trade between France 
and all her colonies with Tonkin amounted in the ten years 1883 
to 1892 to $12,642,000, a yearly average of $1,264,000, as against a 
yearly average cost to her of $8,908,000. Notwithstanding France's 
efforts, other nations have traded with Tonkin during that period 
to the amount of $3,876,000 per year, or more than three times the 
trade of France. In other words, in ten years France spent 476,- 
000,000 francs on Tonkin, in order to disposeof atotal of 59,060,000 
francsof products. I imagine that no one would contendthat we 
should govern the Philippines more economically than France has 
governed Tonkin. Weare a Republic more than in name, and 
republican governments are not cheap governments. The death 
rate of the French soldiers was enormous—almost equal to that of 
the Italian soldiers in eastern Africa. 

The returns in the Statesman’s Year-Book show a very similar 
condition in Madagascar, another French tropical colony. In the 
last two fiscal vears for which reports are available the cost to 
France for running that colony has been about 15,800,000 francs 
for each year, or more than $3,000,000. On the other hand, the 
total trade with France, including both imports and exports, 
amounted to about $800,000a year. Notwithstanding the discrimi- 
nating French laws, the trade of Great Britain with this colony 
was more than double that of France. I believe that the Philip- 
pine Islands, from their location, from the character of their popu- 
lation, and from the wants of their people, would be less profitable 
in trade to us than Madagascar or Tonkin were to France, or 
Abyssinia to Italy. And what, during the last half century, has 
been the experience of Spain with tropical colonies? Surely no 
one will contend that we made her any the less strong by taking 
the Philippines from her. 

The study of modern colonial history will dispel the illusion 
that colonies are usually a source of profit to the mother coun- 
try. Thechiefexceptionis England. Byreason of her contracted 
natural limits and her location the colonial policy was inevitable 
to England, and after she has with more or less success scoured 
the earth for two or three centuries in pursuit of her colonial 
policy very few things that are desirable in the way of colonies 
are left. England has shown judgment in the colonies which she 
has refused to keep as well as in those which she has taken. She 
once captured the Philippine Islands in war. and yet such was her 
idea of their value that she gave them up to Spain upon the pay- 
ment of asmali indemnity. The fact that they alone were sub- 
stantially the only colonies which remained in the hands of Spain 
after three or four centuries of decay, except such colonies as she 
held in this hemisphere and which were practically saved to her 
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by the Monroe doctrine, is some evidence of the estimate put upon 
their value by the great powers. Itisadoubtful question whether 
the trade of India compensates Great Britain for the enormous 
obligations that she is under. 
between India and the Philippines. 
development of civilization more than two thousand years ago. 
Much wealth had been accumulated, and the consumption of her 
300,000,000 people is infinitely greater than we could ever expect 
the consumption of the Philippine people to be. Great Britain 


But no comparison can be made | 
The former had a great | 





It is a terrible business, however, this living amonginferior races. I have 
seldom, from man or woman, since I came to the East, heard a sentence which 
was reconcilable with the hypothesis that Christianity had ever come intothe 
world. -Detestation, contempt, ferocity, vengeance, whether Chinamen or 
Indians be the object. There are some three or four hundred servants in this 
house. When one first passes by their salaaming, one feels a little awkward. 

sut the feeling soon wears off, and one moves among them with perfect in- 
difference, treating them. not asdogs, because in that case one would whistle 
to them and pat them, but as machines with which one can have no com- 


| munion or sympathy. Of course, those who can speak the language are some- 
| what more en rapport with the natives, but very slightly so, I take it. When 


has a colonial system which has been developing for hundreds of | 


years. The cost to us of acjuiring her efficiency and experience 
would be enormous; and as tothe effect of colonies upon the trade 
of a nation, tell me, if you can, how it happens that while Great 
Britain is the greatest colonia! power in the world the two coun- 
tries that have been going by her with rapid strides in the matter 
of commerce are the United States, which until yesterday had 
no colonies, and Germany, whose scattered possessions are an 
admitted drain. 

With reference, however, to the expansion of England, the ex- 
pansion which has added to her strength and to her wealth has 
been mainly that which has occurred in vast and empty territories 
within the Temperate Zone. 
acter and climate to become the homes of Englishmen; and they 
have gone to them, bearing with them the institutions, laws, and 
habits of their native land, and have thus added strength to the 
mother country. 
prokably been a source of profit to England: but when you take 
into account the serious problems which she has presented in 
England's foreign policy, and the wars to which her possession 
has given rise, she has come far short of being of unmixed ad- 
vantage to England. 

The Philippine Islands are lacking in the primary requisite of 
a colony, and that is the fitness to become the home of the people 
of the colonizing power. In the first piace, those islands are not 
empty ard unoccupied, but they are as densely populated as New 
England. The present population will have to be cleared off with 
the forests in order to make room for any great number of our 
own people. But.in the next place, the climatic conditions are 
such that they are not fitted to become the home of the Caucasian. 
The fact that after several centuries less than 20,000 whites are 
found living there, not counting the soldiers, is pretty strong 
proof that they are not fitted for the white man. The northern- 
most point of the islands is south of Calcutta, and from that point 
they extend for about 1,500 miles toward the equator. 

It is urged that the possession of the Philippines will open new 
fields for the investment of capital, such fields being nearly ex- 
hausted at home. Possibly the limit is nearly reached for the 
exploitation of franchises in this country, but when vast tracts of 
land shall have been reclaimed, when the wooden stage of devel- 
opment shall have given place to stone and iron habitations built 
for 300,000,000 instead of 70,000,000 people, it will be time enough 
then to consider the exhaustion of our home field for investment. 

The barest survey of the question convinces me that the cost 
to this nation in money of Philippine colonies will be greater 
than any pecuniary benefits it will receive; that while a few for- 
tunes may be made by exploitation, a vastly greater burden will 
be imposed upon the-nation as a whole than the benefits which 
any individuals may secure; that the islands are not likely ever 
to become a corporate part of this country; that they are not fit- 
ted to be the home of Americans; that they will greatly weaken the 
country in time of war and expose it to liability to war; that, 
worst of all, their retention will involve the destruction of tens 
of thousands of American lives, and that it will involve the depar- 
ture from the traditional policy which has made this nation great. 

The assertion of a policy of Asiatic domination will bring the 
Monroe doctrine tumbling about our ears, for we shall make our- 
selves the laughingstock of mankind if we say to the overcrowded 
nations of the other hemisphere, ‘‘ Keep your hands off the empty 
and unoccupied portions of this continent,” and then at the same 
time, having a sparse population, embrace a thousand islands in 
the other hemisphere. Such a course would deprive the Monroe 
doctrine of the last appearance of justice, and thenceforward it 
would have to stand upon force alone. In my opinion, in no 
proper sense of the word can this policy be called expansion. It 
is nO more expansion or growth than is the cancer or the horrible 
tumor which swells the bulk of the human body, but saps it of its 
vitality and strength. 


the passions of fear and hatred are ingrafted on this indifference, the result 
is frightful; an absolute callousness as tothe sufferings of the objects of those 
passions, which must be witnessed to be understood and believed. 

—— tells me that yesterday, at dinner, the fact that government had 
removed some commissioners who, not content with hanging all the rebels 
they could lay their hands on, had been insulting them by destroying their 


| caste, telling them that after death they should be cast to the dogs to be 


devoured, etc.,was mentioned. A reverend gentleman could not understand 
the conduct of government; could not see that there was any impropriety 


| in torturing men’s souls: seemed to think a good deal might be said in favor 


Those territories were fitted in char- | 


India, for the reasons I-have referred to, has | 


| ish colony? 


| tion. 


Then comes the accumulation of horrible race problems, of which | 


we already have our full share in this country. Let me call to 
your attention the testimony of Lord Elgin, who was governor- 
general of India, and whocould speak with the greatest authority 
upon this question. The quotations I make were cited in a pam- 
phlet entitled ‘* Commonwealth or Empire,” written by one of the 
greatest scholars and writers in the British Empire, a man who 
has shown himself asympathetic friend of American institutions— 
Prof. Goldwin Smith. 


of bodily torture as well! These are your teachers, O Israel! Imagine what 
the pupils become under such leading! 

The newspapers of this country have frequently contained 
reports (whether true or false I do not know) of cruel treatment 
of the Filipinos by American soldiers and of Americans by Fil- 
ipinos. But we can accurately predict what will take place if we 
permanently remain in that country. We shall have the race 
problem, and race hatred in general. in its bitterest forms. 

But what shall we do with the Philippines? We are told that 
we have already taken them, we have already expanded. It is 
said, *‘ You are arguing a question that is already closed.” I 
insist, however, that we are not to submit to the perpetual drain 
which this policy will impose, because what was never an Aneri- 
can problem hzs been treated as an American problem. Why 
should not the Philippine Islanders govern themselves? If they 
are not fitted to become the abode of Americans or a part of the 
American commonwealth, for what righteous purpose are Ameri- 
cans there? Let us treat the Philippine Islands according to 
American precedents. I would have no loosely defined protec- 
torate. But it seems to me, from all the testimony, that if those 
people were permitted to govern themselves, after their own rude 
fashion, but still a fashion that fits them better than does our 
fashion, they could after a brief time walk alone as well as the 
people of many of the South American countries or the people of 
Haiti or of Cuba. I said let us treat them according to American 
precedents. What are those precedents? 

How did we treat Mexico, that had only recently been a Span- 
After a checkered experience as a nation of hardly a 
generation, in which were seen disorder and governmental chaos, 
and all things that, it is predicted, will take place in the Philip- 
pine Islands, the people of the United States conquered that 
country and subjugated it as completely as a conquest can ever 
be effected by arms. Our flag was over the City of Mexico. A 
movement was made in this country, as general and widespread 
certainly as the movement for the annexation of the Philippines 
before the ratification of the treaty, in favor of our annexing the 
whole of Mexico. There was this to be said at least for that 
policy, that it was complicated with no delicate question of an 
alliance, that the territory was contiguous, and that it some time 
might become an integral part of the United States. Professor 
Bourne has reviewed, with a good deal of learning, a discussion of 
that subject. President Polk resisted the policy of wholesale an- 
nexation. Some of his advisors favored it, and among them James 
Buchanan; and the course of the latter curiously brings to view 
the cant with whichitisinvariably sought to conceal the felonious 
designs which a strong nation sometimes entertains toward a weak 
one. Buchanan cesired to take the whole of Mexico. Polk reso- 
lutely opposed this policy, and in his message proposed to encour- 
age thefriends of peace in Mexico to establish ‘‘ arepublican govern- 
mentableand willing tomake peace.” Buchanan piously proposed 
to substitute for this the declaration that ‘‘*we must fulfill that 
cestiny which Providence may have in store for both countries.” 
This submissive Christian spirit was not destined to have sway, 
and Mexico was not completely crushed under the heel of the victor 
and stripped of her last possession, even of her existence as a na- 
We aided her in setting up a government that could meet 
some of the ends of government, although imperfectly. She was 
established under our protection. When our attention was en- 
grossed by civil war, a foreign power, ostensibly in the interest of 
liberty and civilization, took possession of Mexico. We had no 
sooner terminated our own struggle than we massed our troops 
along the Rio Grande and gave France notice that she must with- 
draw, andshe withdrew. After yearsof struggle and revolution, 


Mexico has to-day a stable government, and I think no one would 
contend that it was not fortunate for her—fortunate, too, for the 
United States—that the extreme policy of extinction was not ac- 
complished. 

We have held up Haiti, although no other portion of the world 
has come so near not having a civil government as the Republic 
of Haiti. 


When such an enlightened governing agency as Great 
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Britain claimed a strip of Venezuela a few years ago we gave her 
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Mr. HULL. Ithinkso. I have not had any applications from 


notice to keep her hands off, to submit her claims to arbitration, | gentlemen on this side desiring to speak. I do not wish to cecupy, 


although we were keeping out this high governing agency from | myself, any great amount of time. 
a considerable portion of the country of South America and | 


were maintaining a power which had government by revolution. 
There is at least one thing in government worse than govern- 
ment by revolution, and that is government by brute force. The 


government of one community by another community, of one | 
| wants to close the debate, which he is entitled to do, 


race by another race, contrary to the customs and ideas of the gov- 
erned, is something worse than government by revolution. 
then, let us follow the American precedents, the policy that we 
have followed in the case of Haiti, Mexico, and Venezuela, and 
that we have proclaimed for Cuba. 
of justice; for this great nation, after favoring a people who were 
struggling for independence and encouraging them in that strug- 
gle, can never stand before the bar of history, having purchased 
that people, and having endeavored to crush those aspirations 
which not merely our own glorious example but our own direct 
incitement had aroused. The Filipino does not, perhaps, come up 
to Anglo-Saxon standards, and shou!d not be judged by them. 
He may not make war according to civilized precedents, although 
if we are to judge from the statements of one party to the con- 
troversy, there is nothing barbarous that he has committed in this 
war that can not be duplicated by the conduct of Great Britain in 
South Africa. He seems advanced enough, however, to fight for 
his freedom. Give him the benefit of that. 

I have seen this spirit called somewhere. and I think admirably 
called, the ‘‘unconquerable spirit.” It is the spirit that kept 
George Washington fighting after Valley Forge. It is the spirit 
which animates De Wet to-day in South Africa after the organi- 


I say, | 


I say let us follow the dictates | 





| seaboard States have been entirely overlooked. 


For this reason I would like 
gentlemen on the other side to conclude their remarks or yield the 
tloor, in order that I may close the debate. 3 
Mr. SULZER. I hope the gentleman will consume some of his 
time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa says that he only 


Mr. SULZER. How much time will the gentleman occupy in 
closing the debate? 

Mr. HULL. I should say twenty minutes at the outside. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield five minutes to the gent:eman from New 
York | Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, after a casual reading of 
this bill, it seems to me that in its preparation the interests of the 
We have appro- 
priated and expended nearly $100,000,000 for the construction of 
coast defenses and for making guns with which to repel attack 
and defend them. I understand that to properly man these de- 


| fenses the artillery branch of the service must be increased to 


| 18,000 men. 


' to hiteen. 


This bill fails to make the required increase. It 
proposes to increase the number of our cavalry regiments from ten 
It seems to me that the proper method of providing for 


| an increase in the Army at this time is to promptly provide for 


the manning of our coast defenses. Billions of dollars in prop- 


| erty are at stake in the cities of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
| Baltimore, Charleston, Savannah, New Orleans, and San }'ran- 


zation of the republican armies has been destroyed and they have | 
| defenses, of supplying them with the most formidable guns, and of 
| manning them with a superior force of artillery. 

broken down tribal lines and made the people of the Philippines | 


been broken up into bands of roving patriots, It is the same 
spirit which, according to the reports of our own generals, has 


unanimous in their hostility to this nation. It is the same spirit 
which would have shown itself in Cuba had we turned our war 
of deliverance in that country, as we did in Asia. into one of 
conquest. Those who think that the Filipinos continue to wage 
against us the war we purchased from Spain because of some speech 
made by somebody against the treaty have read history to but little 
purpose, if, indeed, they have read it at all. Theyare inspired by 
that same unconquerable spirit which is the noblest heritage of 
the human heart, which I am glad to believe is universal; it is 
man’s best title to freedom, and that is the spirit to wage unre- 
lenting war in behalf of liberty. 


The Empire of Great Britain never attained a loftier moral 


stature than when, after Majuba Hill, she showed herself willing 
to do justice to the Boers. Standing almost peerless in physical 
strength among the nations, she displayed that nobler and more 
essential quality of greatness when after a reverse she yet listened 
to the demands of that weak little republic in South Africa. That 
act of Gladstone’s strengthened his country in the hearts of men 
the world over; and it will shine in history all the more brightly 
in contrast with the brutal and merciless policy of extermination 
which is now shocking the sensibilities of Christendom. But how 
much easier is it for us to-day to pursue a policy of justice? 
have suffered no reverse, or none indeed unless it be a moral one 
which our own conduct hasinflicted. The organized armies have 
been dispersed. The Filipino leader, whom we bore to Luzon 
with arms in one of our own ships, has been driven by us to the 
caves of the mountains, if indeed he yet lives. The time has come 


purpose toward them. Let us give them that assurance which 
all our history inspires. Let us tell them that we will aid them 
for one year—for five years if need be—in setting up a govern- 
ment of their own, symbolized by their own flag, and that we will 
leave with them all that is most glorious in the meaning of another 
flag—liberty, independence, self-government. {Loud applause. | 


We | 


| 


i 
' 





cisco. The looting spirit is abroad among the nations, and we 
can not take action too soon. It seems to me that it would be 
prudent tocarry out the system already adopted of building coast 


I would like to vote for this bill if it provided for a proper in- 


| crease of the Army by the adoption of measures putting the artil- 
| lery, and not cavalry, to the front. 


The cavalry ought not to be 
increased at the expense of the artillery. Even the infantry regi- 


| ments have no corresponding increase with the cavalry. 


This ought not to bea bill drawn up in the interest of horse 
dealers. Il hope, sir, that before the bill is brought to a vote the 
proper increase in the artillery will be made. Then the people 


|} and property on our coasts will be comparatively safe, and the 
| nation itself bid defiance to the armies and navies of Europe. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. SHOWALTER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

5S. 1358, An act to authorize the use of depositions before naval 
courts in certain cases; 

S. 2399. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of 
the diocese of Washington;” 

S. 4284. An act to authorize Capt. N. M. Brooks, Superintendent 
of Foreign Mails, Post-Office Department, to accept a decoration 
tendered to him by the Emperor of Germany; 

S. 4439. An act toauthorize Hon. George D. Meiklejohn, Assist- 


| ant Secretary of War, to accept a decoration tendered to him by 
| the Government of Sweden and Norway; 
when we should frankly declare to those people our ultimate | 


S. 4573. An act to encourage the holding of an interstate and 


West Indian exposition in the city of Charleston, in the State of 


| 


South Carolina, in the year 1901; 
S. 4830. An act to correct the military record of Ira J, Paxton; 
S. 21. An act for the relief of Clara H. Fulford; 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 12283) in relation to the celebra- 


Mr. HULL. There is still some time remaining, I believe, for | tion of the centennial anniversary of the establishment of the 


debate on the other side. 

Mr. SULZER. I trust the gentleman from Iowa will now con- 
sume some of his time. 

Mr. HULL. Thechances are that we shall not want to consume 
all our time. We want the right to close this debate. 

Mr. SULZER. I hope the gentleman will take some of his time 
now. 

Mr. HULL. Are there not some gentlemen on the other side 
desiring to occupy the floor? 

_ Mr. SULZER. Oh, yes; but the gentleman who wanted to speak 
just now is not in the Hall at present. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that we shall 
want on this side more than ten or fifteen minutes. I think the 
gentlemen on the other side, if they desire to speak, ought to pro- 
ceed now. We certainly have the right to close the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hut] is 
entitled to close the debate. 


vermanent seat of government in the District of Columbia. 
Ss 


ARMY BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield the balance of the time to my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. Cox}. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, what I may say about this bill will be 
of a general character. In the few minutes which I shall occupy 1 
am not going to enter into a discussion of the details of the meas- 
ure, When the last Army bill was passed through this House, 
calling for a volunteer force of 35,000 men, I foresaw what would 
be the end. What is your proposition now? Let it be distinctly 
understood by the country. It is to increase your standing army 
to about 96,000. If any gentleman on the Republican side thinks 
that I am making a mistake in my figures, I will thank him very 
kindly for a correction. You propose to increase your standing 
army to 96,000 men. Now, I want to ask, what is that done for? 
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What is the object? What is the point that you expect to accom- 

plish by making a standing army of 96,000? Why, sir, but a | 
short time ago our Regular Army was down to between 20,000 and | 
25,000 men. I desire to emphasize the question, and I call upon | 
some one to answer it, What do you want with a standing army | 
of 96,000 men? The question is unnecessary; we do not need such | 
an army. 

But let me go one step further on this matter; and I am sur- : 
prised that the chairman of our committee is not at this moment | 
on the floor, for heis generally ready to answer everything, whether 
he answersit rightor not. |Laughter.| Irepeat, Mr. Chairman, 
I want the country to understand the position of the gentleman. 
I have no politics in this matter myself. What would you want 
with an army of 96,000 men? I wish the chairman of the com- 
mittee would tell me. 

Mr. HULL. I suppose the country will understand, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we want anarmy toenforce the authority and maintain 
the power of the United States of America over every foot of soil | 
that belongs to the United States and is under its jurisdiction. 

Mr. COX. Iam glad to hear the gentleman. Then, you must | 
have an army, let us say, of 96.000 men to enforce the authority | 
of the United States over every foot of territory that you assume | 
to control. I hope the question is squarely put now before the | 
House and before the people. Now, in this connection, I want to 
ask the chairman of the committee if, under a former bill, when 
he called for 35,000 volunteers, he did not say that it was p!enty 
to assert the jurisdiction of the United States and to enable it to 
exercise control over every foot of territory that Congress claimed 
jurisdiction over. I want to meet this face to face. I do not 
want any sophistry about the matter. Let us come down to the | 
plain question. What do you want with such an army? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have waited for a reply, but the gentle- | 
man seems to acquiesce in what I have just said, and he does not 
give me much trouble in his responses. But let us understand 
the question squarely and honestly. Do you intend to increase 
the standing army of the United States to 96,000 men—we will call | 
it hereafter 100,000 men, for that is more like the number, and 
that is what you mean by the bill—do you intend, when you 
increase the standing army—and I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to answer me—to go into war with any- | 
body? What do you want with theincrease? Whoare you going | 
to fight? [Laughter.] Why, Mr. Chairman, I get no response. | 





Our chairman, always so ready on the floor, seems to be in trouble. 
Mr. HULL. I did not understand the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, my attention having been temporarily attracted. | 

Mr. COX. Well,{I will mako it so plain that you can not mis- | 
understand it. 

Mr. HULL. Well, you will have to be very plain indeed. 

Mr. COX. ILintend to be. I do not deal in sophistry. I make 
the inquiry plainly. If you increase the Army to 96,000, what are 
you going to increase the Army to 96,000 men for? What are you 
going to do with them? 

Mr. HULL. Well, I will state to the gentleman that they will | 
largely take the place of the hundred thousand men our friends on | 
the other side aided to give us in the last two or three years. 

Mr. COX, Oh, well, now, there is no dodging about that. | 
{Laughter.] Let meseeif I understand the thing properly. You | 
increase the Army to 96,000 men—the Regular Army. Now what 

} 
} 


are you going to do with them? Who are you going to fight? 
Who are you going to whip? [Laughter. ] 
Mr. Chairman, it seems that gentlemen in charge of the biil are | 
absolutely void of an answer. What is the matter with our chair- | 
man? [Laughter. ] 
But I will come to a question that is plain and tangible and | 
about which there can be no dodging. Thechairman knows that | 
I do not believe in a regular standing army of 96,000 men. Well, | 
if you have a standing army of 96,000 men or 100,000 men, whom 
are you going tofight? Is any man ready to tell me whow is going 
to be fought by this army? Who is fighting us now? Give us | 
an honest, common-sense reason and afair answer to the inquiry. | 
Whom are you going to fight? [Laughter.] Get up in your | 
place and say that you have a proposition for an army of 96,000 
men to fight somebody, and tell us whom it is that you are going 
to fight. [Laughter and applause.] Well, what is the matter 
with you over there? [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, I have got it 
pretty near to a point, evidently. I repeat the inquiry again; the 
gentleman can not escape it. If you want an army of 100,000 
or 96,000 men, call it as you please, whom are you going to fight? 
[Renewed laughter and applause. | 
I heard Speaker Reed say one thing which struck me forcibly 
at onetime. He isa man that I have a great deal of respect for— 
aman of genius, and intelligence, and judgment. He said to us 
over here, ‘‘I pity you poor fellows; you don't know what to 
say.” Now, what in the world is the matter with you gentlemen 
over there? [(Langhter.] Whom are you going to fight? [Ap- 
lause.] Now, I never was in favor of this war against the Fil- 
— My record shows how I stood; but the country seems to 
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have declared in favor of it. Gentlemen on the other side, you 
stand there like a set of dummies and will not tell us whom you are 
going to fight. [Laughter.] Whatisthe matter with you? Ifyou 
are not going to fight anybody, what do you want of an army? I 
should hike to hear the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs answer that question. I ask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE], who is a warm personal friend of mine, whom 
are you going to fight? Do you want to catch Aguinaldo? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not wonder that the gentleman asks the 
question, because we have whipped almost everything in sight. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. Well, if you have whipped everything in sight, what 
do you want with an army of a hundred thousand men? [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to produce any pleasantry 
at all, but it seems to me that the question which I have asked is 
one that gentlemen can not answer. Gentlemen may say I have 
but one idea, but that is a better one than a good many men in 
You want to increase the standing army. 
When you undertook to increase the regiments in the artillery di- 
vision, | called your attention to the fact that you can never re- 


| duce a standing army after you have once created it. 


Whenever the institutions of the United States are threatened 
and it is necessary to protect them, give me the old volunteer 
soldier, with his own regimental officers and his own company 
officers, every time. There never was a battle fought in the 
United States—in the civil war or in any of our foreign wars—in 
which the victory was not achieved by our volunteers. I am not 
afraid of Tennesseans failing to defend the flag. We hold the 
proud distinction of being the banner volunteer State. That 


| means that the citizens of the United States are ready to defend 


their Government whenever called upon. Is there a Republican 
over on the other side who says that is wrong? You can not 
maintain the United States as a republican government without 
the assistance or sanction of the volunteers. Talk as you may, I 
have no criticisms to make about our Army. It is good to a cer- 
tain extent; it is bad to another extent; but if I had to fighta 
war for the United States, give me the old volunteer. Even if 


| he had not been in the service more than three days I would de- 


pend on him. He would shoot. 

Now, in conclusion, I wish to say afew words. When the last 
bill was under consideration by this House, I asked my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]| what he wanted with 
35,000 volunteers. He said they would show us after a while. 
Now, I want to know what are you going to do with an army of 
96,000? Whom are you going to fight? I can not keep away from 
that question, Are you going toshoot the Filipinos? Is that your 
intention? Let me ask you one simple, common-sense question. 
What did the Filipinos ever do to us that should make you want 
to shoot them? When we were fighting Spain you thought they 
were very good allies. I say now, as I said when the first bill 


| came to this House, I will not vote to take away the money from 


an honest soldier who is called into the service. 

In my ten years’ experience no man has ever heard me raise my 
voice or my hand against the old soldier, I do not care which side 
he wason. But if you are going to call out your 96,000 men to 
shoot the Filipinos, who are fighting for what we fought for, I will 
never vote a nickel for that proposition. 

I beg you toremember one thing. You will never be able, after 
you have increased your standing army, to reduce it. You will 
never be able to create a great army and then reduce it. The cir- 
cumstances which surround it make that impossible. But if you 
want to conquer the Filipinos and that is your idea, I think it 
will take you longer than you think. Iam not in politics any 
more, and I want to call the attention of gentlemen to the fact 
that I will never vote a dollar to shoot a man who is fighting in 
favor of his own independence, [Applause en the Democratic 
side, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
=: CuMMINGS] in his remarks upon the bill said he would vote 

or a bill if it created 18,000 artillerymen to man our coast de- 
fenses. I desire to call the gentleman's attention to the provisions 
of the bill making the artillery corps 18,920 men, both as a maxi- 
mum andaminimum,. The bill provides against any reduction 
in that corps when the Army shall be reduced. In this respect 
the bill meets every want of the gentleman from New York. 

So that the gentleman's objection to the bill is entirely over- 
come by the provision itself. There is to be a reduction in the 
infantry and cavalry when the Army comes to its minimum, but 
none whatever in the artillery; and the increase in the artillery 
is made from year to year, precisely as the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment require by the completion of the coast defenses, This 
estimate is made by officers who know what the needs of the Gov- 
ernment will be. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.u}, Mr. Chair- 
man, seems to misapprehend the character of the measure before 
the House. It is not a question as to what we want to do or 
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what will be done in the way of trade or future policy. Itisa 
question of what the demands of the Government require to-day 
under the conditions confronting us. The war that we under- 
took was not a partisan one. All parties werefor it. The results 
of the war, by which we have acquired territory, have been ratified 
by both Houses of Congress, after a treaty was negotiated, and 
the President of the United States, by his sworn duty to the 
people of the country, must maintain the authority of this Gov- 
ernment over every foot of our territory as long as it remains our 
territory. 

What shall be done in the future remains for this Congress or 
future Congresses to determine. What shall be done to-day is to | 
maintain the authority of the Government, not only upon the 
mainland, but upon all the islands of the sea where our flag floats 
by authority of law [applause]; and when the gentleman from 
Massachusetts weighs the cost against what we are compelled to | 
do in honor, it seems to me that he weighs dollars against the | 
honor of this great Republic. [Renewed applause.| So far as I 
am concerned as an individual, I believe we will maintain our | 
authority upon the Philippine Islands as long as the Republic | 
endures. 

Whether that will be the policy of the Government or not de- | 
pends upon the wishes of the people of the United States in the | 
future. But, Mr. Chairman, as long as they are ours we disgrace 
ourselves at home and abroad or we have got tosupply the neces- 
sary force tomaintain our authority. The gentleman speaks about 
fighting theFilipinos. Weare. Why? Because they are fighting 
us. We did not begin it; we tried to avoid it. 

With infinite patience and, as it seems to me, with great wisdom 
the President kept from organizing the larger force until the very | 
last moment, hoping by his generous concessions for self-govern- | 
ment and the liberty that would bring to them would obviate the | 
necessity of organizing the extra 35,000 men; and they were only 
organized because the people in the islands, subject to the author- 
ity of the Government just as much as our people are, refused to | 
yield assent to the demands of the constituted authorifies of the 
United States. If the President had been anxious fora large army 
he would at once have organized the full force. 

You talk about the Filipino establishing a government. Let 
them demonstrate the fact of their ability before turning it over 
to them. ‘The opportunity is offered them by the wise and hu- 
mane policy of the President to exercise local government. They 
refuse. We are there to-day, and have been there every day since 
we acquired our sovereignty, affording a local government so far 
as it has been possible to give it to them, and have gone to the 
extreme, in my judgment, in trying to induce these people to 
exercise local government. They have preferred lawlessness to 
order, murder and arson to settled conditions, and pillage to labor. 

You talk about people fighting for their liberties. My good | 
friends, let me say this to you, that the few numbers engaged in 
hostilities as against the United States Government do not dem- 
onstrate that the people of this country are forcing their sover- 
eignty over an unwilling people. Less than 5 per cent of the | 
Tagalog tribe are in revolt against ourauthority. All the rest of 
them are anxious to pursue the avocations of peace supported by 
the authority of the United States; and the time will not come 
when the people of this great Republic will treat on any terms 
whatever with any people of the islands in rebellion until they 
lay down their arms and acknowledge the jurisdiction of this 
country. The people of the United States are generous, but 
they are not cowards. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to yield to the 
gentleman before I conclude. 

This condition confronts us, and this only, in my mind: We are 
in the Philippine Islands by solemn treaty. Weare there under 
the sanction of law enacted by the Senate and House. Our power 
and our jurisdiction is as absolute there as in any part of the 
United States. We have over 60,000 troops in the Philippine 
Islands who are soon to be brought home. If you withdraw those 
troops from those stations without replacing them with others, | 
you expose to murder every friend of this Government in the 
Philippine Islands, You destroy our authority. You encourage 
rebellion, and sow seeds in the future of untold loss of blood and 
treasure by such action. That is what confronts this Congress. 
Now I will listen to my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. If there is only 5 per cent of the Filipinos, as you 
say, that resist the Government of the United States, why do you 
want an army of 96,000 men? So peel! 

Mr. HULL. I am delighted if I can only enlighten my friend 
on that. A very small per cent in a country like the Philippines, 
without.a government, as we understand the name, acting as 
brigands, rushing in and destroying property and killing their 
own kinsmen for friendship to us, can cover a large space of coun- 
try and will require a considerable number of troops to protect 
them adequately, and this Government has taken on itself the 
obligation to protect established government in the Philippine | 
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I did not say 5 per cent of the 12,000,000 of inhabitants. 
lt is not quite 


Islands. 
That would be a larger number than our Army. 
5 per cent of the Tagalos tribe, which is about 1,000,000, 


Mr. COX. [ said that you said there was only about 5 per 
cent of the Filipinos resisting the authority of the United States. 

Mr. HULL. I will qualify that if it will help my friend out by 
saying that it is not 5 percent of the Tagalos tribe alone. But 
even if it were 5 per cent of the entire island, it strikes me that 
the other 95 per cent ought to have some consideration from so 
distinguished a patriot as my friend from Tennessee. | Laughter. | 

Mr. COX. Will my friend yield—— 

Mr. HULL. Inow yield tothe gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WHEELER}. 

Mr. WHEELER. Does not the gentleman from Iowa think 


| that a permanent declaration of what our policy will be in regard 


to the islands would tend to pacify them? 

Mr. HULL. I think not. I think it would have no effect at all, 
unless you had such a guaranty as that given by your late can- 
didate for the Presidency, that we would stand between them and 
all foreign nations and let them play the devil with the people. 

Mr. WHEELER. Does the gentleman think it would have no 
effect, beneficial or not, upon the people of the Philippine Islands? 
ls it not a matter to be desired? 

Mr. HULL. I think the greatest mistake—— 

Mr. WHEELER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I have not 
finished. Is it not a matter to be desired, since a permanent dec- 
laration of the policy of the Administration is desired by a great 


| portion of this country and one that would give the inhabitants 


all the elements of our citizenship? 

Mr. HULL. I want to say that they have had every assurance 
by proclamation that the largest measure of self-government of 
which they are capable would be granted to them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But what does that amount 
to? 

Mr.HULL. The gentleman from Mississippi may say that they 
are as civilized as the rest of the world, but the testimony of the 
men who have been there is that they are not capable of self- 


| government; that their idea of liberty is only the liberty to cut 


their enemies’ throats. Now, we can wait until we reach the 


| proper degree of information; let Congress take up that when they 


reach it. The idea that the Army has got to wait until sueh 
questions have been determined in the future is rather far-fetched. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why not make the establish- 
ment for the Philippine war? 

Mr. HULL. Because we do not want to. This army is for the 
United States of America, and will go wherever the authority of 
the Government extends, and do what the necessities of the Gov- 

Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS Le nNississippi. During the war between the 
States you enlisted men for this war. 

Mr. HULL. That was a well-defined job we had to do, and it 
took us a good while to finish it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As a matter of fact, between 
you and me, outside of the Philippine question, independently of 
it and beyond it, do you not want 90,000 men for a standing 
army? 

Mr. HULL. Beyondit? No; mostemphatically no. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts |Mr. McCa tu] stated that it wou!d 


| require an act of Congress to compel the President .to reduce the 


number because the bill makes it a permanent army of 100,000 
men. What does the bill say? It says: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this 
act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as Con- 
gress may hereafter direct. 

Do you think that is an unusual thing? Why, my good Demo- 
cratic friends, from the day of George Washington to the present 
time the Congress of the United States has put the Army up and 
down at its own pleasure. 

Mr. KING. Has the President done so? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, repeatedly, and been authorized to do it. 
But even if he does not, the whole question is in the hands of 
Congress. Gentlemen seem to forget that we have a three years’ 
enlistment. About one-third of the entire force of the Regular 
Army goes out every year. You talk as though you could not 
refuse to appropriate because men are eulisted for three years. 
You can stop the enlistment any year and one-third will step out. 
Another year you can stop another third. You have the power 
in your own hands all the time. You talk as though this was as 
unalterable as the laws of the Medes and Persians. Two years 
ago we passed a bill giving 100,000 men for two years, andalarger 
number of officers by nearly 500 than this bill provides for. 

Mr. SULZER rose, 

Mr. HULL. I decline to yield at present. 

Mr. SULZER. I simply want to ask whether the 
will consent to that now? 

Mr. HULL. No; that is easily answered. 
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Mr. Hay rose. 

Mr. HULL. In one moment I will yield to my friend from Vir- 
ginia |Mr. Hay], whom I am always delighted to work with and 
sorry when I disagree with him. 

We took that bill. At that time every man in the Senate and 
House conceded that we needed an army of 100,000 men. Gentle- 
men said that in two years they could tell what we needed asa 
permanent army. You [addressing the Democratic side] cost the 
Government at least $25,000,000 additional by your bill beyond 
what our bill would have cost. 

Mr. WHEELER. And you cost the Government three hundred 
millions by refusing to declare your policy. 

Mr. HULL. Our Democratic friends want to know why it 
would not be well to limit this increase of the Army to two years. 
I say that if we provide for a permanent establishment, then if 
we need this army two years from now, we shall have it, without 
the large expense of recruiting a new army; and if we do not 
need it, the matter will adjust itself without any harm to the 
Government. 

Mr. HAY. Now will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman has stated on three different occa- 
sions that our party forced upon the country the bill which is now 
in operation, and thereby caused a great deal of the expense which 
has been incurred. I want to ask him whether his party at that 
time did not have a majority in the House and in the Senate, and 
whether they had not a President of theirown party? How, then, 
can the responsibility for legislation enacted at that time be shifted 
upon the shoulders of gentlemen on this side of the House? 

Mr. HULL. It is true, as the gentleman has said, that we had 
a majority in this House and that we had the President of the 
United States, but those other gentlemen had the Senate—— 

Mr. HAY. No, we had not. 

Mr. HULL. And the Senate notified us that unless we accepted 
their compromise, bad as it was, the defects of which were pointed 
out in debate here and fully recognized, we could go without an 
army; that they could talk in the Senate until the 4th of March, 
and thus forceanextrasession. Weaccepted that measure simply 
as a temporary makeshift. We ought not to have accepted it. 
But now you gentlemen want to continue that same expensive, 
worthless system of makeshifts from year to year, in order to go 
before the people trying to frighten them with the idea of a great 
standing army. You gentlemen tried that in the last campaign, 
and I should imagine that the average Democrat had had all of 
that kind of amusement he would want, because in every place 
where the question was discussed the people said, ‘‘ Give the Pres- 
ident every man he wants to maintain the authority of this Gov- 
ernment.” [Applause. ] 


Mr. WHEELER. Does the gentleman think it fair to allude | 


to the last election? 

Mr. HULL. No; itis not. Itis never proper to spéak disre- 
spectfully of the dead. [Applause and laughter. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as the policy of this Government in 
regard to the future is concerned, this Congress can not estab- 
lish that absolutely. The next Congress can do as it pleases in 
these matters. But this one thing is sure—that the people of the 
United States have never yet turned down a party that believed 
in growth and expansion and in the dignity and power and maj- 
esty of the people of the United States. They believe in their 
flag, in their institutions; they believe in our future. The party 
that has no better thing to appeal to than prejudice and reaction 
and opposition can never hope to rule in this Republic. [Ap- 

plause. | 

' There is one other thing to which I wish to refer. My friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.u] referred to the great cost of 
the Army of the United States. Gentlemen, it does cost more to 
support a United States soldier than it does to support the soldier 
of any other nation on earth. Thank God for that. Germany 
pays her soldiers, if I remember rightly, about $2.50 a month; 
Austria, about 90 cents a month; France, about $2.50 a month; 
England, $9 amonth. At the same time these nations manage, by 
a series of fines, to bring the private out about even with the Gov- 
ernment every month. We do not believe in that kind of thing. 
We have nocompulsory military service in thiscountry. Our sol- 
dier is the volunteer; whether you call him a regular or not, he is 
a volunteer. Both the volunteer and the regular are citizens of 
the Republic. Each of them enlists by his own volition; each of 
them must furnish a certificate of good character. 

Would my friend from Massachusetts advocate giving to our 
soldiers what is now given to the soldiers of the Old World? We 
have not acted that way in regard to the labor of the United 
States. His State has been built up into a great hive of industry 
by putting into practice the American theory that an American 
citizen is entitled to higher wages than any other manonearth. Is 
the gentleman from Massachusetts in favor of reducing our sol- 
diers to a level with the European soldier because he is afraid of 
the expense? Let me advise him, then, to remove the shield of 
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the Government from before the face of the workingman of Mas- 
sachusetts and let him take his stand with the rest of the world. 
He would not Jast long as a statesman there if he advocated that. 

Massachusetts has always had some man in public life opposed 
to every stepforward. Al]l through the course of our Indian wars 
Massachusetts had some man to advocate always the theory that 
we had no right to capture the wilds of the West. Massachu- 
setts has always had some man afraid, as Phillips said once, to 
brush the cobwebs from the rafters for fear the roof of the house 
would fallin. Massachusetts has always had men in great crises 
to oppose the onward march of the Republic. Some of her citi- 
zens did this in 1814, and have done it at every opportunity since. 
But, thank God, the heart of the great old Commonwealth has 
always been true to the best interests of the country, and her peo- 
ple have been against her recreant sons. 

Mr. COX. Now I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Tennessee 
and I have had so many interesting seances in the committee 
that I hope he will not bring them up here on the floor of the 
House. 

Mr. COX. Ionly want to ask you a short question. 

Mr. HULL. I can not find it in my heart to decline to yield to 
my friend. 

Mr. COX. Iam sorry that the chairman of the committee will 
not allow me 

Mr. HULL. Ihave yielded and yielded to the gentleman. I 
am always glad to yield to my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Well, I do not find that the gentleman has over- 
burdened himself in yielding to me to-day. my mpebd 

But my point is this: That so far as the soldier is concerned, I 
have never said a word in Congress against any soldier; I do not 
care on which side he fought. 

Now, then, what do you want with these soldiers? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HULL. I tried to explain to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see why we wanted the Army more than once during the course 
of my remarks, and if, after all that has been said upon that 
subject in the committee and on the floor of the House, he is 
not satisfied, 1 am afraid to enter upon a further explanation 
for his benefit. [Laughter. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to put in the RecorD a table show- 
ing the cost of the different armies of the world, the per diem pay 
of the soldier in the different armies of the world, and a general 
table showing the expenses of the armies of different countries, 
which I understand I have a right to submit at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the gentleman from 
Iowa will be permitted to print such tables as he may desire in 
connection with the pending bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL, The general debate being now ended, I ask for the 
reading of the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the approval of this bill the Army of the United States 
shall consist of 15 regiments of cavalry, a corps of artillery, 30 regiments of 





| infantry, 1 Lieutenant-General, 6 major-generals, 15 brigadier-generals, an 


Adjutant-General’s Department, an Inspector-General’s Department, a 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department,a Quartermaster’s Department, a 
Subsistence Department, a Medical Department, a Pay a. an En- 
gineer Corps, an Ordnance Department, a Signal Corps, the officers of the 
Record and Pension Office, the chaplains, the officers and enlisted men of the 
Army on the retired list, the professors, corps of cadets, the army-service 
detachment and band at the United States Military Academy, and such other 
officers and enlisted men as may hereinafter be provided for: Provided, 
That when a vacancy shall occur through death, retirement, or other sepa- 
ration from active service in the office of storekeeper, now provided for by 
law in the Quartermaster’s Department and Ordnance Department, respec- 
tively, said office shall cease to exist. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is the bill now being read for amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DALZELL). It is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to offer an amendment to that para- 
graph. : y 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will senditup. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa offers an amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “exist,” in line 11, page 11, the following: 

*“ Provided, That any vacancy in the offices of the Pay Department, the 
Quartermaster’s Department, the Ordnance Department, or Medical Depart- 
ment may be filled by appointment from the Army or from civil life.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. As I understand, Mr. Chairman, from the 
examination that I have been able to make of this bill——- 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding further, I raise 
the point of order to this amendment that it is not germane to 
this paragraph, because this simply goes on to tell what shall com- 
prise the Army. ‘There are sections further on in the bill which 
tell how the different corps shall be filled. There is certainly 
nothing in this paragraph that would justify an amendment of 
this character. ie 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think it makes any difference where 
it comes, It is pertinent here, 
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Mr. HULL. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that this | firms the appointment, that man ought to go into the service 


paragraph simply deals with the general statement of what the 
Army shall consist of, without any reference whatever to the mat- 

ter covered by the amendment, without any reference whatever | 
to how the different departments shall be constituted, and that 
other sections of the bill deal with that question, which will be 
reached as we progress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I donot think there is any other section where 
it would be more appropriate than here. There is clearly nothing 
in the nature of this bill to prohibit an amendment of the charac- 
ter I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Iowa to say that there is a point in the bill where such an | 
amendment would be germane? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes. There are sections that deal with the | 
question how these different forces shall be made up. All the | 
staff corps have specific provisions in the bill as to how they sha!] | 
be constituted. This section does not deal with that question at | 
all, but simply deals with the question what corps and divi- | 
sions shall comprise the Army, without regard to the make-up of | 


the different divisions. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What sections does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. HULL. There aresections relating tothe Pay Department | 
and to all the other departments. : : 

Mr. HEPBURN. But each section applies to a specific corps. 

Mr. HULL. Yes, and you can strike out that provision and | 
make any general provision that you desire. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Sections 26, 27, and 28 relate 
especially to the subject. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly, sections 26, 27, and 28 relate to the 
details. The gentleman could move to strike out those sections 
and put in the provision which he has offered. The amendment 
certainly is not in order at this part of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will submit to the ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the point is well taken, 
and sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then,I will offer the amendment at the 
proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. ll. That the enlisted force of the Corps of Engineers shall consist of 
one band and three battalions of engineers. The engineers band shal! be 
organized as now provided by law for bands of infantry regiments. Each 
battalion of engineers shall consist of 1 sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster- 
sergeant, and 4companies. Each company of engineers shall consist of 1 
first sergeant; 1 quartermaster-sergeant, with the rank, pay, and allowances 
of sergeant; 8 sergeants, 10 corporals, 2 musicians, 2 cooks, 38 first-class and 
88 second-class privates: Provided, That the President may, in his discretion, 
increase the number of sergeants in any company of engineers to 12, the 
number of corporals to 18, the number of first-class privates to 64, and the 


num! er of second-class privates to 64, but the total number of enlisted men 
authorized for the whole Army shall not, at any time, be exceeded. 


Mr. HULL. In the first line of section 11 the letter ‘‘s” has 
been dropped off from the word ‘‘engineer,” which should be 
** engineers.” : 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 15. That the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department shall consist of 
one Judge-Advocate-General with therank of brigadier-general two judge- 
advocates with the rank of colonel, three judge-advocates with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, six judge-advocates with the rank of major, and for each 


geographical department or tactical division of troops not provided with a 
judge-advocate from the list of officers holding permanent commissions in 


the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department one judge-advocate with the | 
rank, pay, and allowances of a, mounted. Promotions to vacancies 


above the grade of major, created or caused by this act, shall be made, ac- 
cording to the rules of seniority, from officers now holding commission in the 
Judge Advocate-General's Department. Vacancies created or caused by this | 


act in the grade of major may be filled by appointment of officers holding | 


commissions as judge-advocate of volunteers since April 21, 1897, under such 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. Vacancies | 
which may occur hereafter in the grade of major in the Judge-Adyocate- | 
General's Department shall be filled by selection of officers of the line. 


Mr. CANNON. [should like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from lowa to lines 17 and 18in section 15 on page 19, to the | 
words ‘‘under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of War.” My amendment is to strike out the words which 
I have quoted, 

Mr. HULL. The same words appear in all of the sections re- 
lating to the staff corps that are open to appointment from civil | 
life. The President makes the appointments. I understand the 
idea of my friend from Illinois is that if the President makes the 
appointment, and it is confirmed by the Senate, that ought to be 
suificient without the limitation which the gentleman from IIli- 
nois |Mr. CANNON] has quoted. The committee have no objec- 
tion to striking that out, and have no feeling about it one way or 





the other. Those words were simply put in because the sections 
were sent to us in that form. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that my reason for of- 
fering the amendment is that if a man has performed service in 
the war with Spain or in the Philippines, in the Volunteer Army, 
and if the President appoints such an officer and the Senate con- 


without the consent of the Secretary of War, and without any 
regulations that might be made from the standpoint, perhaps, of 
some martinet in the service,if there beanysuch. Possibly there 
may be officers who have done service in the Philippines in the 
Volunteer Army that may not be able to calculate the distance 
from the earth to the sun, but who are good soldiers in fact, and 
could do good service after their nomination by the President and 
confirmation by the Senate. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow mea 
suggestion about physical examination, health, etc.? These are 
usual! regulations. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we can trust the President and the 
Senate. Given the volunteer officer, given the vacancy under this 
Army bill that we are now proposing to pass, it seems to me the 
President and the Senate could be trusted, without adding quali- 
fications that might be equal to a civil-service examination, and 
perhaps much more severe, and bar out, perchance, worthy vol- 
unteer officers. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘rhe Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 19, lines 17 and 18, strike out the words ‘under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of War.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to amend.in the same line, 
17, by striking out the word ‘‘seven” and inserting the word 
‘‘eight.” It is 1898 all the way through the bill, and it was in- 
tended to be that here. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “‘ninety-seven” and insert the word “ ninety-eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That the Quartermaster’s Department shall consist of 1 Quarter- 
master-General with the rank of brigadier-general, 6 quartermasters with 
the rank of colonel, 9 quartermasters with the rank of lieutenant-colone!), 
18 quartermasters with the rank of major, 54 quartermasters with the rank 
of captain, mounted; the military storekeeper now provided for by law, 
and 150 post quartermaster-sergeants: Provided, That all vacancies in the 
grade of colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and major created or caused by this sec- 
tion shall be filled by promotion according to seniority, as now prescribed by 
law. That to fill vacancies in the grade of captain created by this act in the 
Quartermaster’s Department the President is authorized to appoint officers 
of volunteers commissioned since April 21, 1898, and whose professional and 

or fitness have been established to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
ar. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, in order to make the bill conform 
to the amendment just adopted. I move to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘ ninety-eight,” in lines 21, 22, and 23: 

And whose professional and physical fitness have been established to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. May I ask the gentleman from Iowa this 
question: Would not it meet the purpose of your amendment 
and at the same time preserve some little security in the matter 
of physical fitness if you merely strike out the words ‘to the sat- 
isfaction of the Secretary of War?” 

Mr. HULL. I assume that a man who has made his record by 
actual service will not be put in the Army by the President if he 
is an unfit man to goin. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The President may not be informed. 

Mr. HULL. The War Department has the whole record with 
it, and before a single man is appointed the President will have 
this record. The fear of some gentlemen was that by setting up 
a stiff technical examination fora volunteer quartermaster or com- 
missary or others it would be impossible for the volunteer to pass 
the examination unless he was a graduate and recent graduate of 
some college, Personally I do not believe there is a particle of 
danger of that, but with the words out or not the President will 
undoubtedly inquire into the efficiency of every man now in the 
Army presented to him for commission in the Regular Army, and 
the Senate will undoubtedly make examination on their own ac- 
count before voting to confirm. 

Mr. PAYNE. 1 would like to ask the gentleman if this is 
stricken out and left entirely out of the bill, does it not still leave 
with the President the right to prescribe any rule for physical 
examination? 

Mr.HULL. Nodoubt. I donot think that it will make any 
change at all, but it obviates some objection made to the bill on 
this side, and as it does no harm to the service, I am willing that it 
shall go out. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter from the Quarter- 
master’s Department, transmitted to me by the Secretary of War, 
and I desire to offer an amendment after conferring with some 
members of the committee, but I do not offer it as a committee 
amendment. I have no authority to offer it as such. The Secre- 
tary of War sends it to me with the simple statement that the De- 
partment sending up their propositions, in considering the number 
of officers provided for their departments in the pending bill for 
the reorganization of the Army, claim that the number which was 
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submitted was insufficient. I will now ask to have read the letter 
from the Quartermaster-General, which will give all the informa- 
tio I could possibly give and more, 

The letter was read, as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 3, 1900. 

Sir: In referring to the advance copy of the proposed bill, prepared by 
the War Department, for the reorganization of the Army of the United 
States, it is observed that the bill provides for only 88 officers for the Quar- 
termaster’s Department. This number is so inadequate, in the judgment of 
the undersigned, that special attention is called thereto. 

The department has now 123 officers, including both regulars and volun- 
teers. After a most careful consideration of this subject, this office reported 
to the Secretary of War, in letter of August 25 last, that a reduction of 6 offi- 
cers might be made without detriment to the service. The War department 
bill provides for a reduction of 4 officers from the number now in service. 
Considering the magnitude and importance of the work with which this de- 

artment is charged, covering at this time the supply of troops in the United 

tates, Cuba, Porto Rico, Hawaii, China, and the Philippines, with the great 
supply depots and the transport service to be efficiently managed and main- 
tained, and the enormous quantities of quartermaster supplies to be con- 
stantly purchased, imapested, and distributed, this reduction—in the opinion 
of the Quartermaster-General—can not be made without resulting in great 
injury to the public service. 

In this connection I desire to state that since the beginning of the Span- 
ish-American war this department has been frequently embarrassed in Rnd 





ing officers to meet all the requirements of the service. and at this time there 
is not a single officer fit for duty unassigned. The chief quartermaster at 
Manila has recently informed me that other officers of the Quartermaster’s 
Department will be constantly required there to take the place of those ren- 
dered unfit for duty by reason of the unfavorable climatic conditions incident 
to Philippine service. , 

In view of the foregoing, I feel that I would be derelict in my public duty 
did [ not call attention to this matter, with a view to rectifying what may be 
an oversight in fixing, in the proposed Army-reorganization measure, the 
small number of officers for this department. 1 regard 122 officers as the 
very lowest number which can properly and efficiently transact the business 
pertaining to this department, and earnestly urge and recommend that Con- 
gress be requested to supply that number. This department can not be ex- 
pected to assume the great responsibility resting upon it by law and regula- 
= ms if = adequate force of officers is not furnished by Congress to perform 
the work. 

I further call attention to the age limit provided in the proposed bill at 
which volunteer quartermasters will be allowed to receive appointment in 
the permanent establishment of the department. This limit will prevent a 
large majority of the most valuable volunteer officers from being appointed, 
thereby depriving the department of their experience and services. Many 
of the volunteer officers have been performing such efficient and responsible 
duties since the beginning of the war with Spain that they are, in my judg- 
ment, entitled to special consideration, and it is ho and recommended 
that this bar to the appointment of the most meritorious of these officers be 
eliminated from the bill, leaving to the Secretary of War and the President. 
in their discretion, the consideration of each case on its merits as to whether 
appointment in the regular establishment would or would not enhance the 
public interests. 

I notice also in this proposed measure that a very small increase in the 
higher grades of this department is provided for. It seems proper that the 
Quartermaster’s Depart ment, composed of 122 officers, should hares. greater 
proportion of colonels, lieutenant-colonels, and majors than a staff corps hav- 
ing but half ora fourth of this number of officers. I hope, therefore, that 
this may be rectified, and that the higher grades be fixed and this depart- 
ment established on the basis recommended in my communication of August 
25 last, viz, 1 brigadier-general, 8 colonels, 16 lieutenant-colonels, 30 majors, 
and 67 captains. The military storekeeper will retire early in January next, 
and the vacancy wi!! not be filled. 

It is recommended that favorable consideration be given to the foregoing 
by the honorable the Secretary of War, and that this letter be transmitted 
to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of the House for con- 
sideration in connection with the Army reorganization measure now being 
framed by that committee. 

M. L LUDINGTON, 


Very respectfully, 
Quartermaster-General United States Army. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, after consultation with those mem- 
bers of the committee I could reach, and believing that the 
Quartermaster-General's statement is correct, and that they should 
have more officers than this bill gives them, I move to amend the 
section by striking out the word *‘six,” in line 9, and inserting the 
word ‘‘seven.”” That would make one additional colonel. Also, 
in line 10, strike out ‘‘ nine” and insert “ eleven;” and in line 11 
strike out “fifty-four” and insert ‘‘seventy-two.” That will give 
about 119. A hundred and twenty-two, he says, is what he abso- 
lutely needs, but he also, in his supplemental statement, says that 
118 is the closest approach to the danger line that it is possible to 
run and administer his Department. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have not heard you make any change in 
the number of majors. 

Mr. HULL. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. I 
thought Lincluded them. There should be twenty-eight. I move 
to strike out in lines 10 and 11 the word ‘‘eighteen ” and insert 
“twenty-eight.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, page 20, strike out the word ‘six’ and insert “seven.” 

In line 10 strike out “nine” and insert “eleven.” 

At the end of line 11 strike out “ eighteen” and insert “twenty-eight.” 

In line 11 strike out ‘fifty-four’ and insert “seventy-two.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in examining the bill since I 
called the attention of the committee to the amendment [ offered, 


I am unable to find any place where the gentleman from lowa | very necessity of the case 








might not make a captious objection on the ground of want of 
similarity if he saw fit, and it may be that I will have to divide 
the amendment I want to make, 

Mr. HULL. Iwill ask the gentleman from Iowa if he is not 
willing to let this go over and examine sections 36 and 37 of the 
bill, which is in regard to the detail system. 

Mr. HEPBURN. By dividing my amendment there is one part 
of it which I am satisfied is germane to this paragraph, and I 
offer to amend by adding to the end of the paragraph the follow- 
ing, ‘‘ Provided, That any vacancy in the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment may be filled by appointment from civil life or from 
volunteers serving since April 21, 1898,” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That any vacancy in the Quartermaster’s Department may be 
one appointment from civil life or from volunteers serving since April 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered affects 
the Quartermaster’s Department, the Subsistence Department, 
the Pay Department, and the Medical Department, the four de- 
partments that may properly be called the supply departments of 
the Army, and the departments that do not require for the effi- 
cient discharge of the duties military science or military knowl- 
edge and experience. On the contrary, what is wanted in these 
departments is a business capacity as distinguished from a mili- 
tary capacity. 

I am satisfied that I could cite instances in the history of this 
country during the last three years that show conclusively that 
the method which we have adopted for filling these four corps 
has not been a success. You will remember some two years ago 
it became necessary to send an expedition to the eastern end of 
the island of Cuba. Sixteen thousand men were sent. They were 
sent under the immediate control, or so far as the loading of their 
ships, furnishing them with supplies, under the control of the 
Sarg ange Department, Yet we have authority for saying 
that in the fitting out of that expedition some parts of the battery 
would be sent on one ship, some parts on another, and again on a 
third ship would bea portion of the same battery. They were 
sent there without any method, or any means whatever for un- 
loading, although it was known that they were to unload from a 
roadstead a mile or more from shore, and yet there were neither 
launches nor boats of any character to facilitate their unloading. 

We were told at the time that it becamenecessary because of this 
inefficient action of the Quartermaster’s Department to throw ani- 
mals—mules and horses—into the sea a mile or more from shore, 
and some of them succeeded at last in reaching it, while others 
were lost by going in the wrong direction. We know that at the 
time we got the news of the first military performance on the east 
end of that island, that when we heard that complaints were made 
as to these things, that the responsibility was thrown upon the 
Quartermaster’s Department that there was not sufficient means 
to transport supplies and to move the army after they got them 
on land. So that I say in my judgment it can not be claimed that 
this branch of the service is to be improved by adhering to the 


; old methods of filling these corps. 


1 believe that the President ought to have the opportunity and 
the power of selecting efficient men without regard to their service 
in the Army. I can conceive of no reason why long experience in 
the military service adds materially to the fitness of an officer to 


| discharge the duties of quartermaster. This is par excellence a 


business place, where you need activity and energy and good com- 
mon sense, and where you need to be relieved, as far as possible, 
from the routine of red tape and from those methods that grow up 
after long years of usage and custom in a given line. 

Mr. BROMWELL, I wish to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] to the reading of this paragraph, 
commencing on line 17. I think his proposed amendment will 
have to take the place of this last sentence, or else tne sentence will 
have to be largely modified, because it is a proviso that vacancies 
in the grade of captain shall be filled by appointments from the 
volunteers, etc. The gentleman's provision is a general one for 
filling all vacancies, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave noticed what the gentleman states, but 
I want to see whether the House has any disposition whatever to 
adopt this amendment, and if so I shall be glad to have the assist- 
ance of the gentleman in making the bill conform to the general 
idea embraced in my proposition. And, Mr. Chairman, I may 
add that I would propose to apply this rule of appointment from 
civil life or from the volunteers to all four of the corps to which 
I have referred. 

i the hammer fell. ] 

r. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it is necessary to 
enter upon a discussion of the amendment at this time. ButI 
wish to say in reply to the gentleman's criticism of the Quarter- 
master’s Department as to moving troops to Santiago without 
proper arrangements es been made in advance, that the 

emanded that those troops should 
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be moved without proper arrangements having been provided. 
They could not be provided without long delay, and delay meant 
probable defeat of the movement. Transports were chartered and 
rushed down to Key West and from there to Santiago. 

The Government had made no preparations whatever for mov- 
ing troops by water up to the war with Spain. The necessity for 
an immediate advance was regarded as imperative, if our troops 
were to accomplish the great purpose which was afterwards ac- 
complished. And when they reached Santiago there was no wharf 
for them to land at; there were no facilities for disembarking, 


although the Navy and the Army were cooperating in the trans- 


portation of troops and the landing of troops and supplies. 

Mr. STEELE. The lighter was lost. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; the lighter was lost. 

If we had waited until preparations such as those suggested by 
the gentleman from Iowa had been made, the war might have 
been going on for some months after the time when it in fact 
closed and more suffering and loss of life entailed than was caused 
by the prompt advance. 

But 1 appeal to the gentlemen whether it is not true that as 
soon as it was known what the Government needed in this line 
the Quartermaster’s Department met all the requirements of that 
occasion, and of every occasion that came up, with a wonderful 
ability in providing for the transportation and care of troops on 
land and water. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to conclude this question 
to-night—— 


Mr. HEPBURN. One moment, before the gentleman makes | 


the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. HULL. I withhold that motion, of course. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no disposition to criticise querulously 
any branch of the Army. I have as much pride in it and in the 
aggregate of its great performances as my colleague or anyone 
else. But Iam not blind to certain defects in that organization, 
and I want to call my friend’s attention to the fact that after the 
expedition to which I have referred was prepared for sailing it 
went back because of a report that a hostile fleet might be in the 
way, and remained for many days at Tampa. I insist that the 
gentleman who had charge of this expedition knew where the 
landing was to be; knew that there would be no wharf for them 
to land at; knew that the unlading of those vessels must be from 
the open sea; and under those circumstances efficient men would 
have had at hand the necessary facilities to carry on that proceed- 
ing in a proper and orderly way. 

It will not do to say that those gentlemen, charged with that 
responsible duty, and who proved so derelict, had not knowledge 
of all the circumstances of the case. They knewall the surround- 
ings; and I believe that if there had been an infusion of new blood 


in that force—if it had been possible for the President to call to | 


his aid, as the Secretary of War in one instance did, men from the 
outside—the lamentable exhibition that was made would not have 
been made. I remember that when those grave duties incident to 


the Quartermaster’s Department devolved with such suddenness | 


upon the Secretary of War he did not rely upon the Regular 
Army or the Quartermaster’s Department. He called to his aid 


business men from the outside, and it was they who provided the | 


transports. They were the men who did the active duties that 
brought credit in the greatest degree to the performances of the 
Army. 

It was by reason of the fact that the Secretary of War was able 
to do this at that time that we reaped such marked advantage as 
we did. I want to put in the power of the President in all 
instances the right to call to his aid efficient men; and I do not 
believe that our systems of Army life do give efficiency in busi- 
ness matters. 

Iam willing to say that military experience is essential in the 
command of troops, essential in the laying out of campaigus and 
in all matters of strategy; but there is no reason in the world why 
a man should become fitted for the duties of a quartermaster sim- 
ply because he has been in the American Army. Onthecontrary, 
there are many reasons why he may become unfitted for the best 
discharge of the duties of the Quartermaster’s Department. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Iowa seems to assume, in the first place, that the Quarter- 
master’s Department was perfectly organized for war when the 
war came, while it is well known that Congress had been, year 
after year since the close of the civil war, clipping off that and 
all other staff departments, here and there. early all of the offi- 
cers of the Quartermaster’s Department had been taken from 
civil life, so that the very splendid efficiency of that department 
may help to bear out the argument of my colleague, but not his 
conclusions. They were trained men, but of such limited num- 
ber as to make it impossible for them to do all the immense 
increase of work. Congress is to blame, not the department. We 
ignored the advice of every educated soldier, to provide a larger 
staff in peace than was absolutely needed, so that we could be 
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prepared for war, and crippled the staff corps even for a peace 
establishment. 

We provided in the volunteer act for a large number of men 
from civil life, who were rushed into the service without prepara- 
tion or previous training, who finally, in many instances, came to 
be most efficient officers, and the idea that the Quartermasters 
Department, because the troops were brought back to Key Weat 

| after starting, could provide for their landing in Cuba in advance 
| of any knowledge of the place of landing shows that my friend 
| has given but little thought to the matter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. At all events, facilities for landing might 
have been provided. 

Mr. HULL (continuing). And the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment did not know where the troops were going. From the 
moment the troops were placed on the transport they were under 
the control of the General of the Army and under his orders and 
the military authorities here and at Tampa. It might have been 
a bad thing, but as a matter of fact it resulted at last in good. 
The Quartermaster’s Department could not send men to Santiago 
| in advance of the troops to provide a place of landing. They had 
no money for the accomplishment of that purpose assigned to them 
by the Secretary of War in the first place, and in the second place 
they would not have lived long after they had landed there and 
undertook to do the work under the circumstances then existing, 
without an army to protect them. 

My friend will also remember that a lighter was provided and 
started off with the troops. This was wrecked, and would my 
friend say that they ought to wait and stop the expedition until 
another lighter could have been procured rather than take the 
chance of losing a mule by landing from the vessels as was done? 
We unloaded safely the food for the troops, the arms, and the men 
themselves. It was a matter of grave difficulty to furnish the ra- 
tions to the men on the fighting line at first, but the organiza- 
tion of pack trains, composed of men and mules, which had been 
safely landed, in a little while enabled the Department to provide 
full rations for all the men engaged in the service on the fighting 
line. 

The Army suffered a great deal, itis true. War means suffer- 
ing in an active campaign; but the boys who did the fighting have 
not complained. They, the regulars and the volunteers, standing 
shoulder to shoulder on the fighting line, knew that the Govern- 
ment was doing everything that could be done in their behalf, 
and they were satisfied that there was no neglect or want of care 
as far as their interests were concerned. The capture of 22.000 
Spanish soldiers by less than 17,000 American soldiers is a prac- 
tical illustration of the capacity of the men who stood on the 
fighting line and endured the hardships and dangers. 

In this connection let me say that the line and staff of the Army 
worked in absolute harmony. There is no legitimate criticism on 
| the staff for what took place in reference to the shipment of troops 
from Tampa to Santiago. 

I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be 
| recognized, if I may be recognized at this time. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has moved that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. HULL: I will withdraw that motion if the gentleman 
| from Mississippi desires to proceed now. I will state to him. 
| however, that the debate under the five-minute rule will proceed 
when this bill is taken up again. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I did not understand the 
situation. Itis now after 5 o'clock, and I understand that the 
| five-minute debate will proceed to-morrow when this bill comes 

up. I will take occasion then to ask recognition. 

Mr. HULL. We may not take up the bill to-morrow. I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the 
military establishment of the United States, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 








ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HULL. I wish now, Mr. Speaker. to renew a request I 
made ashort time ago. Iam informed by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] and by one or two others—I know not, 
of course, after how full a conference—that if we ask unanimous 
consent that the bill known as the ‘Grout bill,” which was fixed 
as a special order for to-morrow, be taken up on Monday next, 
there would be no objection. I ask now of the members present 
if that is the understanding? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. No; itis not. I object. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman object to unanimous consent 
to go on with this bill to-morrow, and let the Grout bill come up 
immediately afterwards? 
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Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, prior to the ad- 
journment of Congress last June a majority of the House was 
in favor of the present consideration of the Grout bill—an over- 
whelming majority. We were overruled, and as a compromise 
accepted the special order fixing the consideration of the bill for 
the 6th day of December—to-morrow. I can not consent to any 
arrangement that will vacate that order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 4, 1900. 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives: 
I hereby respectfully resign my place on the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
THOMAS HEDGE. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, this resignation will be 
accepted. 
There was no objection. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 

To the Committee on Pensions, Mr. WILLIAM RICHARDSON, of 
Alabama. 

To the Committee on the Public Lands, Mr. Francis R. Lassi- 
TER, of Virginia. 

To the Committee on Railways and Canals, Mr. Jostan L. KERR, 
of Maryland. 

To the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings, Mr. 
Ricuarp A, Wisk, of Virginia. 


To the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Establishment | 


of the Seat of Government in Washington, Mr. JamMEs W. Denny, 
of Maryland. 
To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Mr. JAmMEs P. CONNER, 
of lowa. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. McCaLu, leave 


was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without | 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Charles 8. Hall, Fifty- | 


sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls attention to House bill 11327, 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and is 
returned, with the request that it be referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. Without objection, this change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 


that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill ! 
(H. R, 122838) in relation to the celebration of the centennial an- | 
niversary of the establishment of the permanent seat of govern- | 


ment in the-District of Columbia; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 1358. An act to authorize the use of depositions before naval 
courts in certain cases—to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

S. 2399. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled *‘An act to 


incorporate the convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of | 
the Diocese of Washington ’—to the Committee on the District of | 


Columbia. 
S. 4489. An act to authorize Hon. George D. Meiklejohn, As- 


sistant Secretary of War, to accept a decoration tendered to him | 


by the Government of Sweden and Norway—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

S. 4830. An act to correct the military record of Ira J. Paxton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 21. An act for the relief of Clara H. Fulford—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

S. 4673. An act to encourage the holding of an interstate and 
West Indian exposition in the city of Charleston, in the State of 
South Carolina, in the year 1901—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

S. 4284. An act toauthorize Capt. N. M. Brooks, superintendent 
of foreign mails, Post-Office Department, to accept a decoration 
tendered to him by the Emperor of Germany—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

REPRINT OF THE ARMY REORGANIZATION BILL. 


Mr.HULL. Mr. Speaker, the edition of the Army bill as printed 
has been entirely exhausted, and there is such a constant demand 
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for it that I ask unanimous consent that a reprint be ordered of 
the bill and report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the Army bill, S. 4300. 

Mr. HULL. And also the report. 

The SPEAKER. Including the report upon that bill. 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa asks leave to reprint the Senate bill with the 
House amendments. 

Mr. HULL. The whole thing is together. 
mean that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that form. 

Mr. HULL. The whole thing, in the form in which it now 
appears? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is understood. You 
mean the Senate bill with the House amendments. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Hutt (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


Is there 


I suppose it would 


It ought to be reprinted in 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
| combined statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Gov- 
| ernment for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Labor, transmitting a state- 
ment of all moneys expended during the fiscal year ended June 
| 30. 1900—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
harbor of Havre de Grace, Md.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Colorado River, Nevada—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and estimate 
for removing bar near the pier of the Southern Railway Com- 
pany, Nor'ollk, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the Ohio River in Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
{rom the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
San Joa.uin River, Calitornia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
| Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 

Sabine Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
| and ordered to be printed. 

A ‘etter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 

| harbor of Harrisonville, I1l.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Mahon (harbor) River, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers. 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Lynn Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Little Tennessee River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
| of Clinch River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
| bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Hiwassee River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
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of Tacoma Harbor, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the President of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting the 
report of the board for the year ended June 30, 1900—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, so much as refers to appropriations; so 
much as refers to other matters, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Pagan River. Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of | 


Pawtucket River, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Muskegon Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of the 
sloop Abigail, Samuel Robinson, master, against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of the 
brig Caroline, Elihu Cotton, master, against the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Smyrna River, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Chesconnessex Creek, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, witha letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 


Manitowoc Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Sakonnet Harbor, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Long Prairie River, Minnesota—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Kootenai River, Montana—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Milwaukee Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 





A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Detroit River, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a statement of the expenditures of the Department for contingent 





expenses for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900—to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 12317) granting a pension to Mary Tripp—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 12236) granting a pension to Sofa T. Philip— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 11237) making an appropriation for the de- 
struction of the aquatic plant known as the water hyacinth from 

| streams, bayous, and other waters in Florida, Louisiana, and 
other Southern Atlantic and Gulf States, by chemical or mechan- 


Fire Island Inlet, New York--to the Committee on Rivers and | ical means—Committee on Ways and Means discharged, and 


Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Portland Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Trinity River, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Quantico Creek, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Mispillion River, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Branford Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of river and harbor at Camden, Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of Beach Thoroughfare, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Warroad Harbor and Warroad River, Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Sioux River, South Dakota—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Skiddaway Narrows, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 


referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Rules, to which was 
referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 306) relative to the 
consideration of Senate bill 4300, reported in lieu thereof H. Res. 
309, accompanied by a report (No. 2011). 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12330) for the relief of inspectors 
of customs who performed double duty—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12331) to amend an act entitled 
“An act conferring on the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia jurisdiction to take proof of the execution of wills affect- 
ing real estate, and for other purposes,” approved June 8, 1898— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12382) for the erection of a monu- 
ment to Andrew Lewis—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 12333) to provide for the ex- 
tension of the charters of national banks—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 12334) to establish 
a supreme court for the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and 
Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12335) 
providing for extra pay for certain soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12336) to prohibit the 
sale of firearms, opium, and intoxicants to aboriginal tribes and 
— races on the Pacific islands—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, and to reduce 
taxation thereunder—to the Committee on Ways eud Means. 
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By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 12395) to provide for the hold- 
ing of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 
eastern district of Arkansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12396) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide revenues and a 
civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved April 12, 1900, and to increase the salary of the commis- 
sioner of education provided for by said act—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

3y Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 12397) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 12398) to provide for medical 
care and surgical treatment of honorably discharged soldiers, 
sailors, and marines—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 275) requesting the President to furnish transportation 
to the Boers who desire to immigrate to this country—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 276) for the diver- 
sion of moneys heretofore appropriated for the harbor of Daven- 
port, lowa—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEELE: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 59) for 
the printing of the report of the Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to, the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. DALZELL, from Committee on Rules: A resolution 
(H. Res. 309) relative to the consideration of Senate bill 4300 (in 
lieu of H. Res. 306), accompanied by a report (No. 2011). 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 12337) for the relief of Maria 
Roth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


3y Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 12338) paying certain claims of | 


Charles Moran—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12339) granting an increase of pension to 
James F,. Conner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 12340) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claims of O. P. Cobb and others—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 12341) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Jeremiah C. Lamar, late of Company 
E, Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and authorize his 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12342) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Augustin H. 
Finn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12348) for the relief of James H. De Coster— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 12344) granting an increase of 
pension to Julia Crenshaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12345) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the naval record of Ezekiel Downey—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 12346) to remove the charge 
of absence without leave against the military record of Peleg T. 
Griffith—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12347) granting a pension to G. W. 
Warnick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12348) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to 
provide for the payment of the claim of the Presbyterian Church 
of Huntsville, Ala., for the use and —— of said church 
building for Government purposes by the United States military 
authorities during the late war, and all claims for damages result- 
ing from the appropriation to Government use of any of the fur- 
nishings or materials pertaining to said building, and for damage 
to said building—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12349) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Huntsville, Ala., for 
the use and occupation of said church building for Government 
purposes by the United States military authorities during the late 
war, and all claims for damages resulting from the appropriation 
to Government use of any of the furnishings or materials pertain- 
ing tosaid building, and for damage to said building—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 12350) granting an 
increase of pension to James Paul—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 12351) granting a pension 
to William P. Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12352) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram P. Pew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 12353) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucie M. Mabry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12354) granting a 
pension to Edna K. Hoyt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12355) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Elizabeth Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12356) granting a ' 
pension to General M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12357) granting a pension to Albert Guern- 
sey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12358) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Bellinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12359) granting a pension to Peter Weber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12360) granting a pension to Josephine A. 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12361) granting a pension to Raynor H. New- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12362) granting a pension to Sylvia H. Lamo- 


| reaux—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12363) granting a pension to Phila A, Clark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12364) granting a pension to Mary Butler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12365) granting a pension to Eliza Burcaw— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12366) for the relief of Lemon Barnes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12367) to correct the military record of Fre- 


| mont C. Downing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12368) to correct the military record of Henry 
Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12369) to correct the military record of Day- 
ton S. Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12370) granting a pension to all surviving 


| employees of the Franklin shops, at Nashville, Tenn., who served 
| six months and over during the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12371). for the re- 
lief of Andrew G. Gorrell—to the Committee on War Claiuis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12372) for the relief of John P. Jones—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12373) for the relief of Elisha R. Swain—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12374) for the relief of Lemuel C. Canfield— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12875) for the relief of Carrie M. Boone—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12376) for the relief of Lawrence H. Rous- 
seau—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12377) for the relief of August Schlapp—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12378) for the relief of Columbus P. French— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12379) for the relief of Omar H. Case—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12380) for the relief of Joseph Murray—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12381) for the relief of Frank M. Vowels—to 
the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12382) for the relief of Fenelon B. Matthews— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12383) for the relief of Jomn Fuller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12384) for the relief of John A. Heald—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12385) for the relief of Hubbard K. Milward— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12386) granting an increase 
of pension to William N. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12387) granting a pension to Frances L. Poe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12388) for the relief of 
Caroline V. English—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12389) for the relief of Marion McKibben— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12390) for the relief of Maj. James Rock- 
well, jr.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 12391) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Campbell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WISE: A bill (H, R. 12392) granting a pension to Dr. 
Henry Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R, 12393) for the relief of Thomas 
Christy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12399) to correct the military 
record of Thomas Curneen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1900. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of George B. Randolph, depart- 
ment commander of Alabama, Grand Army of the Republic, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No, 5499, for the relief of the 
ofticers of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of Seth T. Snipe, of Bath, 
Me., in behalf of the Maine Department of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, for the consideration of House bill No. 5499, promoting 
the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of H. M. Orahood, department com- 
mander of Colorado and Wyoming, urging favorable action on 
House bill No. 5499, relating to the Revenue-Cutter Service—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BERRY: Paper to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Maria Roth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of S. T. Harris, department 
commander of Tennessee, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
5499, to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Elmore Preston, deceased, late of 
Knox County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of John A. Keebler, of Washington County, 
Tenn., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Joseph Henderson, deceased, late of 
Washington County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Levi Carmack, deceased, late of 
Claiborne County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Elijah Simerly, deceased, late of Carter County, 
Tenn., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of Trinity Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Lincoln, Nebr., for the exclusion of slavery, rifles, and 
spirituous liquors from portions of Africa, etc.—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of E. A. Jones, J. A. Jones, and 
other citizens of China, Me., against the sale of intoxicating liq- 
uors, etc,, in our new possessions—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions 
of Vasselboro and Winthrop and petition of citizens of Unity, 
Me., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution against polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petitions of citizens of Belleville, 
Brookville, Salina, and Marysville, Kans., in f-vor of the Grout 
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Thomas Curneen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANLER: Petitions of Egbert & Case, J. A. Willett 
& Co., and Fitch, Rowland & Co., of the city of New York, in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending the oleo- 
margarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the United States Brewers’ Association, for | 


the repeal of the tax on beer in the war-revenue act—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 


Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association and the | 


Maritime Association, of New York, urging the improvement of 
Buttermilk Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., in 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of the Mas- 
sachusetts Total Abstinence Society, to prohibit the sale of intox- 
icants in Army canteens and trading posts—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Petition of certain com- 
mercial and industrial bodies of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the 
improvement of the Mississippi River between St. Louis and 
Cairo—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association, Maritime 
Association, and Produce Exchange, all of New York, advocating 
an appropriation for the improvement of Buttermilk Channei—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Frank Head Post, No. 16, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of New York, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 5779, giving veterans preferment in public service— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens in the West- 
minster Presbyterian Church of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking for the 
exclusion of slavery, rifles, and spirituous liquors from portions 
of Africa—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, asking for the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to amend 
the interstate-commerce law so as to provide for the enforcement 
of the provisions regulating transportation rates—to the Comit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of Philip Lawrence, department 
commander of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, fa- 
voring early consideration of House bill No, 5499—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commeree. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolutions of Stony Point Grange, No. 
1733, Patrons of Husbandry, of Jefferson County, Ind., in favor of 
the Grout oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of the heirs of John Evers, deceased, late 
of Rockingham County, Va., for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Jeremiah 
C. Lamar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Petition of the heirs of Frederick Phillips, 
deceased, late of Pocahontas County, W. Va., for reference of 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Wilbur F. Henry, department com- 
mander of Missouri Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5499, for the relief of the officers of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Ezekiel Downey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Petitions of J. M. Smucker, of Orrville, 
Ohio, and citizens of Wayne County, Ohio, in favor of the passage 
of House bill No. 3717, amending the oleomargarine law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of J. M. Roundtree, of Corinth, Ark., 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petitions of A. J. Goodbrod, de- 
“ae x commander of Oregon, Grand Army of the Republic, and 

. A. W. Shock, commander Oregon Commandery, Loyal! Legion, 
requesting early consideration of House bill No, 5499—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the San Diego Shakespeare 
Club for the purchase of the Calavaras Big Tree Grove, California, 
by the Government—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Wholesalers’ Board of Trade, of Los 
Angeles, Cal., in support of Senate bill No. 4282, and House bill 
No. 9882, known as the Ray bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions or the board of directors of the Manufacturers 
and Producers’ Association of California, relating to the preser- 
vation, reclamation, and settlement of the public domain—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5685, to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of C. F. Hertweck— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Peter D. Smith, department com- 
mander of Massachusetts,Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5499, for the relief of the officers 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petitions of citizens of New 
Haven, Fort Wayne, and Waterloo, Ind., in favor of the Grout 
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Independent Cavalry Troop of Fort Wayne, 
Ind., relating to Army reorganization—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of John K. Bucklyn, department 
commander of Connecticut, Grand Army of the Republic, for 
| action on House bill No. 5499, to promote the efficiency of the Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of James Paul, of Com- 
pany K, New York Volunteer Infantry, for increase of peusion, 
to accompany House bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of druggists of Sharon, Pa., 
for the repeal of the tax on proprietary medicines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of William 
P. Morrison, of Lawrence County, Pa.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Daniel L. Griesser and others, 

i asking for increase of pay for keepers in the Life-Saving Service— 

to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

i Also, petition of citizens of Fulton County, Ohio, favoring the 
{i passage of House bill No. 2717, amending the oleomargarine law— 

ts to the Committee on Agriculture. 

t he Also, petition of Frances M. Monasmith and others, for the re- 

i iy peal of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the Committee 

if on Ways and Means. 


t By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minnesota 
? Butter and Cheese Makers’ Association, favoring the Grout bill— 
i to the Committee on Agriculture, 
| BS By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Resolutions of Old Abe Post, Grand 
ei Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, indorsing House 
i" bill No. 5779, relating toappointments in the Government service— 


to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of Post No. 80, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Nebraska, in support of House bill No. 4742, 
amending section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, relating to military 
instruction in publicschoo!s—tothe Committeeon Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Congregational Church of Clay Center, 
Nebr., for the exclusion of intoxicants from all countries inhabited 
by native races—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of John R. King, department 
commander of Maryland Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 
the passage of House bill No. 5499, for the relief of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WISE: Paper to accompany House bill granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petitions of Isaac W. Davis and P. W. Kief- 
aber Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 3717, amending the oleomargarine law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

; Also, petition of J. J. Williams, civil engineer, favoring the 
Nicaragua Ship Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

; Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, for such leg- 
ii islation as will strengthen our maritime position—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
i T. C. Search, president, of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of various 
measures for the promotion of American industries and commer- 
| = progress with other nations—to the Committee on Ways and 
i eans. 

i Also, resolutions of select and common councils of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and of the Trades League of Philadelphia, and the New 
Century Club and the Civic Club of Philadelphia, in favor of leg- 
islation transferring the present mint building to the city of 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of chemists and druggists of Philadelphia, Pa., 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines, etc.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the removal of the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas Christy— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Affidavits of 26 members of the Worth In- 
fantry and York Rifles, in favor of the bill granting the surviving | 
members of said companies medals of honor—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Gettysburg, Pa., to accompany 
House bill No. 9278, for the relief of George W. Cook—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE, 

; THURSDAY, December 6, 1900. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisury, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


‘ LANDS IN WASHINGTON CITY. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
: ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, | 
f pursuant to the provisions of the act of Congress approved June | 








































6, 1900, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, | 


together with a copy of a report from Col. Theo. A. Bingham, sub- | 
mitting plans, estimate of cost, etc., for the treatment of that sec- 

tion of the District of Columbia situated south of Pennsylvania | 
avenue, etc, | 
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should go. 
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The Chair does not know to what committee the communication 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think beyond a question it should go to 


the Committee on the District of Columbia primarily. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be referred to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia and the manuscript ordered 
printed. I think the Chair had perhaps better not order the plans 
to be printed until the committee has examined them. 


Mr. GALLINGER, Certainly not. The manuscript will be 


sufficient. 


REPORT OF THE LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 


report of the Librarian of Congress for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1900; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON REINDEER IN ALASKA, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “‘ The introduction 


of domestic reindeer into the district of Alaska” for the year 1900, 

The Chair calls the attention of the senior Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. TELLER] to this report. 

Mr. TELLER. I havea resolution to offer, providing for the 
printing of an extra number of copies, which I suppose must go 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where will the Senator have 
the report go? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know where the report ought to go. 
I want to have it printed, and that is about all there is of it. It 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations, I suppose. 

Mr. KYLE. The Committee on Territories. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, with the accompanying map. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. What is the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order, but if there 
is no objection it will be received. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that it may be passed 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The concurrent resolution was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies additional to the usual number of the report of Dr. 
Sheldon Jackson upon the Introduction of Domestic Reindeer into the Dis- 
trict of Alaska, for 1900, of which 1,000 — shall be for the use of the Senate, 


3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 6,000 copies for 
the use of the Commissioner of Education. 


LIST OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
list of buildings under the control of that Department for which, 
for reasons stated in each case, it is necessary, in order to insure 
their proper completion, that the limit of cost should be extended 
by Congress; which, on motion of Mr. ALLISON, was, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR AT GALVESTON, TEX. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together 
with a copy of a report of the Board of Engineers recently con- 
vened at Galveston, Tex., to make an examination of the effect of 
the storm of September 8, 1900, on the jetties and main ship chan- 
nel at Galveston. 

The communication and accompanying papers will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, and the accompany- 
ing plans will be referred to the committee without printing. 

The Chair also lays before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, together with copy of a report of the 
Board of Engineers recently convened at Galveston, Tex., for the 
purpose of reporting upon the damage to the fortifications at Gal- 
veston Harbor by the hurricane of September 8, 1900, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together 
witha copy ofa report of the Board of Engineers recently convened 
at Galveston, Tex. , for the purpose of investigating the effect of the 
storm of September 8, 1900, on the jetties of the Brazos River, etc. 

The communication and manuscript will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and the plans accompany- 
ing the same will be referred to the committee without printing. 
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1900. 





NATIONAL ARMORY, SPRINGFIELD, MASS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
compliance with law, a statement exhibiting the expenditures at 
the Springfield Armory, Springfield, Mass., for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1900; which, with the accompanying papers, will 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. The communication should go to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator ask that it 
shall go to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the communication should go to the 
Committee on meorepenenen, These appropriations are usually 
made in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac- 
companying papers will be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

CONTRACTS FOR ARMY SUPPLIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army calling attention to the 
necessity for suspending indefinitely the operation of certain pro- 
visions of law relating to the War Department, which provisions 
of law were last suspended by the act of February 24, 1900, etc.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTORAL VOTES OF OHIO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a certified 
copy of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
Vice-President, appointed in the State of Ohio, at the election 
held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I present the credentials of my 
colleague, certifying his reelection to the Senate for the period of 
six years commencing March 4, 1901, 1 ask that the credentials 
be read and take the usual course. 

TheSecretary read thecredentials of AUGusTUs O. BACON, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Georgia a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1901; and they were ordered 
to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented 72 petitions of sundry citizens of IIli- 
nois, praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 260 citizens of Illinois, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Quincy Freight Bureau, of 
Quincy, Ill., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Quincy Freight Bureau, of 
Quincy, nil, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the war- 
revenue law repealing the provisions of Section A, requiring rev- 
enue stamps to be affixed to express receipts, bills of lading, tele- 
grams, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of C. W. Sawyer Post, 
No. 17, Department of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the Re- 


public, of Dover, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation | 


giving preference to veterans in the public service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented 23 petitions of citizens of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented 88 petitions of citizens of North 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented 33 petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

_Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Woman's Home Mis- 
sionary Society of the Presbyterian Church, of Morrisville, Pa., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented 38 petitions of citizens of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the manufac- 
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ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Heber Le Favour Post, 
No. 181, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic. 
of Milford, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 
preference to veterans in the public service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Historical Club of 
Detroit; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the Presbyterian 
Church of Plainwell, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Plainwell, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit po- 
lygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER presented 11 petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the board of managers of 
the Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of New 
York, praying for an extension of the treaty of 1892 by the exclu- 
sion of all intoxicants from all countries inhabited chiefly by 
native races; Which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented seven petitions of citizens of Maine, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation relative to the manufacture 
and sale. of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

TEMPLE FARM AND MOORE HOUSE, AT YORKTOWN, VA. 


Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions of the legislature of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which, in accordance with the 
usual custom, I suppose will be read at the desk, and I desire to 
call the attention of the Senators from Virginia to these resolu- 
tions, 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year one thousand nine hundred 
Resolutions relative to the purchase of Temple Farm and Moore House, at 
Yorktown, Va., by the United States Government. 

Whereas the Moore House, and Temple Farm, upon which it is situated, at 
Yorktown, Va., will carry with them through all time memories of the siege 
and victory by which the allied armies of France and the American colonies 
secured the independence of our nation; and 

Whereas it is reported that the property can at this time be bought for a 
nominal sum, and it is believed that the product of the farm will be sufficient 
to keep the buildings in repair, and the buildings are so situated as to be well 
adapted for Government purposes on occasions of naval inspection and re- 
views on York River: Beit 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
Commonwealth be, and are hereby, requested to considerand, if in their judg 
ment they can wisely do so, to support a bill for the purchase of Temple 
Farm and Moore House, at Yorktown, Va., by the Government of the United 
States of America: Provided, That the cost of the said farm with its improve- 
ments shall not exceed a reasonable sum: And be it 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions be sent to the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from this Commonwealth. 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 29, 1900. 

Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 

JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 


SENATE, June 4, 1900. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I am 
much gratified to find the interest taken by the State of Massa- 
chusetts in this matter. It is a subject which has attracted a good 
deal of attention in Virginia, and it has had tosome extent already 
the attention of the Senators from that State. A bill will be pre- 
sented at an early day intended to carry out the purposes expressed 
in the memorial. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Massachusetts desire? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on the Library. 


Adopted in concurrence. 
Clerk. 
Atrue copy. Attest: 


What reference does the Sen- 


It will be referred to the Com- 


MARY A. MOORE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill (S. 532) to in- 
crease the pension of Mary A. Moore, widow of Col. David Moore, 
late colonel Twenty-first and Fifty-first Regiments Missouri Vol- 
unteers, | present memoranda and data by Hon. John W. Noble, 
late Secretary of the Interior, in regard to Colonel Moore, and I 
move that the papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MICHAEL CONNOR. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill (S. 551) granting a 
pension to Michael Connor, I present the affidavits of Michael Con- 
nor and the affidavits of Andrew Condra and James Kinsley. I 
move that the papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions for 
consideration in connection with that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11588) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Osage River at the city of Warsaw, Benton County, 
Mo., reported it without amendment. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report a bill to amend an act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, approved 
March 6, 1900. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa brief bill and of alocal character. I 
ask that it may be now considered. It will take but a moment. 

The bill (S. 5053) to amend an act authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, ap- 
proved March 6, 1900, was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc... That section 2 of an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, egareved March 6, 
19%), is hereby amended by striking out the words “two hundred” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “ one hundred and seventy-five.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iask unanimous consent that the letter of the 
Secretary of War relating to this subject may be printed in the 
ReEcorD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 8, 1900. 

My Dear Srr: Your telegram of 16th ultimo, bespeaking the approval of 
the plans of a bridge proposed to be constructed by the Dubuque and Wis- 
consin Bridge Company across the Mississippi River in the vicinity of Eagle 
Point, in the city of Dubuque, Iowa, under the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress approved | larch 6, 1900, was received during my absence from the city. 

Replying thereto, I beg tostate that the plans submitted by the company do 
notcomply with the requirements of the act under which they are submitted, 
section 2of which act provides ‘‘ thatsaid bridge, between the lowa shore and 
the lowlands or islands on the Wisconsin side of the river, shall be constructed 
with unbroken and continuous spans, and the main span shall be over the 
main navigable channel of the river and shall give aclear width of waterway 
not less than 30feet. * * * The remaining spans shall each give a clear 
width of waterway of not less than 200 feet.’’ Instead of one channel span of 
350 feet and other spans of 200 feet, the plans provide for two channel spans 
of 380 feet each and two side spans of 175 each, and while it is thought by the 
engineer officers and others concerned that this arrangement would give in- 
creased facilities for navigation, at the same time offering less obstruction to 
the flow of the water, I would not feel justified in giving the present plans my 
approval unless Congress should change the act so as to legalize the proposed 
spans which are of less width than the minimum fixed by the act referred to 

The proposed plans and location of the bridge are favorably indorsed by 
the engineer authorities and will receive the approval of the Department 
upon the passage of the necessary legislation. 

Very respectfully, ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 


Without objection, it is so 


Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
United States Senate. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Burrows on the 4th instant, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
directed to appoint a messenger for the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
tions, whose services shall be devoted exclusively to the business of said 
committee, and that the messenger so appointed shall be selected by said 
committee, and paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of 
$1,440 per annum until otherwise provided by law. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. PLattr of New York on the 4th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it hereby is, authorized 
to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided for by law. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8S. 5054) granting an increase 
of pension to Annie E. Joseph; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was 


tate of William Booth; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bili (S. 5057) to amend certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the District of Columbia as to the Metropolitan police, and for 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





DECEMBER 6, 


other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5058) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act conferring on the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
jurisdiction to take proof of the execution of wills affecting real 
estate, and for other purposes,” approved June 8, 1898; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5059) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benjamin 8. Harrower; which was read twice by its title, 
—_ with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

-ensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5060) to prohibit the sale of 
firearms, opium, and intoxicants to aboriginal tribes and native 
races in the Pacific islands; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PROCTOR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5061) to pro- 
vide for the refundment of certain moneys to the Republic of 
Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 5062) to provide for building 
and maintaining an Indian industrial school at or near Evarts, in 
the State of South Dakota, and to provide a farm in conjunction 
therewith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5063) for the relief of the 
Missouri State Lunatic Asylum No. 1, at Fulton, Mo.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5064) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to William B. Barnes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5065) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George F. Bowers; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill, I present the peti- 
tion of George F. Bowers, together with the affidavits of Dr. 
George D. Coe, Renard Napper, Timothy Meador, and M. H. 
Fisher. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5066) granting a pension 
to Catharine Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5067) granting an increase of pension to Robert Voigt; 

A bill (S. 5068) granting a pension to Rosannah J. Ross (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 5069) granting an increase of pension to Mahala Lit- 
ton (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5070) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcellus A. Lothrop; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 5071) for the relief of Albert 
V. Conway, trustee; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5072) tocorrect the military 
record of Robert Moore; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MALLORY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5078) to pro- 
vide for the construction and administration of an isthmian canal; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5074) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah F. Bridges; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5075) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Otis B. Vanfleet; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (5.5076) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional district judge in and for the north- 
ern judicial district of the State of Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CODE BILL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 


t 6 Ons : : f | proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9835) to establish a code of law 
He also introduced a bill (S, 5055) granting pensions to soldiers | 


for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 


. oe ; ; | tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 7 P 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 5056) for the relief of the es- | 


PROTECTION OF NATIVE AND UNCIVILIZED RACES, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That in the opinion of this body the time has come when the principle, 
twice affirmed in international treaties for Central Africa, that native races 
should be protected against the destructive traffic in intoxicants should be 
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extended to all uncivilized peepee by the enactment of such laws and the 
making of such treaties as will effectually prohibit the sale to aboriginal 
tribes and uncivilized races of firearms, opium, and intoxicating beverages. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD, ETC. 


Mr. PERKINS. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Industrial Commission is hereby directed to prepare 
and send to the Senate, as soon as possible, a digest of any testimony it may 
have taken on the subject of adulterating food and drink products, a digest 
of the so-called pure food and drug laws of the various States, and also a 
digest of the testimony recently taken before the Committee on Manufac- 
tures of the Senate on the same subject. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where does the resolution come from? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was offered by the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINs]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that all this data has been com- 
piled and is now ready to be presented by the Industrial Commis- 
sion, There is no expense whatever attached to it, and it is 
information which the Senate should have while discussing the 
bill that is soon to be brought up for consideration, known as the 
Grout pure-food bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I simply wish to suggest to the Senator from 
California that the Industrial Commission is a commission cre- 
ated by law, and I doubt somewhat the power of one House to 
instruct it to transmit a portion of the testimony taken be- 
fore it. I think, perhaps, it should be made a joint or concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. The chairman of the commission thought it 
unnecessary to make it a joint or concurrent resolution. They 
are very desirous of furnishing Congress with this information. 
However, if the Senator thinks it advisable, the resolution can be 
so amended, 

Mr. HOAR. The two Houses would have no more power than 
one. If the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin be well 
taken it would have to be a law. 

Mr. SPOONER. A joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should think the Senate might give such a 
direction. 

Mr. SPOONER. The commission is instructed by law to make 
certain reports and certain communications to the Houses. I 
hardly see that one House can modify that and impose additional 
duties upon them. 

Mr. HOAR. The two Houses? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; by joint resolution, and then if it is ap- 
proved by the President it is a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? ~ 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

MESSENGER FOR OFFICIAL REPORTERS. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was | 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent | 


Expenses of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 


directed to appoint a messenger for the Official Reporters of the Senate, | 


whose services shall be devoted exclusively to the business of said Official 
Reporters, and that the messenger so appointed shall be selected by said 
Official Reporters, and paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at the 
rate of $1,440 per annum until otherwise provided by law, said appointment 
to date from the beginning of the present session. 


EXTRA PAY OF DISABLED SURFMEN, ETC. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 


the Senate a copy of the decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury holding | 


that applications of members of the Life-Saving Service for the benefit of 
section 7 of the act of May 4, 1882, allowing disabled surfmen, etc., one year’s 
extra pay, must be made before the expiration of the term of enlistment of 
such surfmen, etc., together with a list of such applications as have been 
denied under said decision. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. PROCTOR was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on the District of Columbia and the 
Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the junior Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. DiLLincHam] be appointed a member of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia in the place of the senior Senator 
from Vermont, who has been excused. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island moves that the junior Senator from Vermont be placed 
upon the Committee on the District of Columbia in the place 
made vacant by the resignation of the senior Senator from Ver- 
mont. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 


me, I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next, at some con- ! 


venient hour, [ shall call up Senate resolution No. 371, presented 
by the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
for the reference of the credentials of Mr. Maginnis and Mr. 
Clark to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as provided 
by that resolution. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr, LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours and fifty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 4 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Friday, December 7, 1900, at 12 o'clock m, 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 6, 1900, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Daniel H. McMillan, of New York, to be associate justice of the 
| supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, vice Charles Le- 
| land,resigned. The nomination of Silas Alexander for the above- 
named position, which was delivered to the Senate December 4, 
| 1900, is hereby withdrawn. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, 

Lewis I. O. Neal, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the city of 
Washington), his present term expiring December i4, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Pay Director Edwin Stewart, to be Paymaster-General and Chief 
of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in the Department of the 
Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, from the 3d day of March, 
1899, until the 6th day of May, 1899. 

Walter S, Harshman, a citizen of Ohio, to be a professor of 
mathematics in the Navy, from the 25th day of August, 1900, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

Gunner Michael W. Gilmartin, to bea chief gunner in the Navy, 
from the 28th day of October, 1900, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of section 12 of an act approved March 3, 1899, entitled 
“An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel 
| of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States.” 

Officers of the Pay Corps. 

| Asst. Paymaster William H. Doherty, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 12th day of November, 1899, vice 
P, A. Paymaster Martin McM. Ramsay, promoted. 

Willam B. Rogers, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 12th day of June, 1900, to fill a 
| vacancy existing in that corps. sie 8 

Thomas D. Harris, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the i5th day of June, 1900, to fill a va- 
| cancy existing in that corps. 





| Pay Inspector Albert W. Bacon, to be a pay director in the Navy, 
from the 10th day of July, 1900, vice Pay Director George Coch- 
ran, deceased. 

Paymaster James A, Ring, to be a payinspector inthe Navy, from 
the i0th day of July, 1900, vice Pay Inspector Albert W. Bacon, 
| promoted. 

P. A, Paymaster Barron P. Du Bois, to be a paymaster in the 
| Navy, from the 10th day of July, 1900, vice Paymaster James A. 
| Ring, promoted. 

Frederick Chunn, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 4th day of September, 1900, to filla 
vacancy existing in that corps. 

Officers of the line, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Noble E. Irwin, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 8th day of December, 1899, vice Lieut. William S. 
Hogg, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bion B. Bierer, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 18th day of January, 1900, vice Lieut. Albert G. 
Winterhalter, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William H. McGrann, to be a lieutenant 
| in the Navy, from the 2d day of February, 1900, vice Lieut. George 
P. Blow, resigned. : 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Horace G. Macfarland, to be a lieuten- 
antin the Navy, from the 18th day of February, 1900, vice Lieut. 
John M. Orchard, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles F. Preston, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 24th day of February, 1900, vice Lieut. Charles 
R. Emrich, deceased. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Richard H. Leigh, to be a lientenant in 
| the Navy, from the 9th day of March, 1900, vice Lieut. John N, 
Jordan, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Adelbert Althouse, to be a lieutenant in 

the Navy, from the 27th day of March, 1900 (subject to the exam- 

| inations required by law), vice Lieut. Augustus F. Fechteler, pro- 
moted, 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) William D. Brotherton, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 29th day of March, 1900, vice Lieut. Henry 
E. Wright, promoted. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick A. Traut, to be a lieutenant in 


| the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. John Gibson, 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) James F. Carter, to be a lieutenant in | 


the Navy, from the 26th day of May, 1900 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law). vice Lieut. Albert Gleaves, promoted. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry E. Smith, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 2d day of June, 1900, vice Lieut. Ryland D. Tis- 
dale, deceased. 
Lieut. Commander George P. Colvocoresses to be a commander 


retired. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F. Hine, to be a lieutenant in the 


| Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Stokely Morgan, 


in the Navy, from the 30th day of June, 1900, vice Commander | 


Daniel Delehanty, retired. 


Lieut. James P. Parker to be a lieutenant-commander in the | 


Navy, from the 30th day of June, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
George P. Colvocoresses, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George W. Laws to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 80th day of June, 1900, vice Lieut. James P. 
Parker, promoted. 

Capt. Merrill Miller, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 


ist day of July, 1900, vice Rear-Admiral John W. Philip, de- | _ tin 
| Navy, from the 23d day of July, 1900 (subject to the examinations 
| required by law), vice Lieut. James H. Oliver, promoted. 


ceased. 
Commander Morris R. 8. Mackenzie, to be a captain in the 


Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Capt. Merrill Miller, | . he ‘ 
| in the Navy, from the 19th day of August, 1900, vice Commander 


promoted. 


the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Commander Morris 


R. 8S. Mackenzie, promoted. 

Lieut. Ben W. Hodges, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy. from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
Charles E. Colahan, promoted. 

Commander Charles 8. Sperry, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the ist day of July, 1900, vice Capt. William H. Harris, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Albert G. Berry, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900, vice Commander Charles 8. 
Sperry, promoted. 

Lieut. Herbert O. Dunn, to be a lieutenent-commander in the 
Navy. from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
Albert G. Berry, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George C. Day, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Lieut. Herbert O. Dunn, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John A. Norris, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900, vice Commander William IL. 
Moore, retired. 

Lieut. Arthur W. Dodd, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
John A. Norris, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Luke McNamee, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900 (subject to the examina- 
tions required by law), vice Lieut. Arthur W. Dodd, promoted. 

Lieut. George W. Denfield, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut, Commander 
William F. Low, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick L. Sawyer, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Lieut. George W. Dentfield, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. Albert W. Grant, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy,from the ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
Nelson T. Houston, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles L. Hussey, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Albert W. 
Grant, promoted. 

Lieut. Horace W. Harrison, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
Clayton 8. Richman, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John R. Y. Blakely, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Horace W. 
Harrison, promoted. 

Lieut. Valentine S. Nelson, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
Martin E. Hall, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles T. Jewell, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Valentine S. 
Nelson, promoted. 

Lieut. William 8. Benson, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander Laz- 
arus L. Reamey, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Gregory C. Davison, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. William S. 
Benson, promoted. 

Lieut. William V. Bronaugh, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
William Kilburn, retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Leon S. Thompson, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900, vice Lieut. William V. 
Bronaugh, promoted. 


retired. 

Lieut. Frank M. Bostwick, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Lieut. Commander William G. Hannum, 
reduced to grade of lieutenant. 

Commander Frank Courtis, to be a captain in the Navy. from the 
23d day of July, 1900, vice Capt. William C. Gibson, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Nathaniel J. K. Patch, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 23d day of July, 1900, vice Commander Frank 
Courtis, promoted. 

Lieut. James H. Oliver, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 23d day of July, 1900 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Lieut. Commander Nathaniel J. K. Patch, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Fed R. Payne, to be a lieutenant in the 


Lieut. Commander Thomas 8. Phelps, jr., to be a commander 


Lieut. Commander Charles E. Colahan, to .be a commander in | George Cowie, retired. 


Lieut. Harry M. Dombaugh, to bea lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 19th day of August, 1900, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Thomas 8. Phelps, jr., promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert K. Crank, to bea lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 19th day of August, 1900 (subject to the examina- 
Sate Selgwtes by law), vice Lieut. Harry M. Dombaugh, pro- 
moted, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stanford E. Moses, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 23d'day of August, 1900 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law), vice Lieut. Henry 8S. Ritter, retired. 

Lieut. Simon Cook, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 
from the 30th day of August, 1900 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Lieut. Commander John A. Shearman, 
deceased, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Powers Symington, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy,from the 30th day of August, 1900, vice Lieut. Simon 
Cook, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Yates Stirling, jr., to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 24th day of October, 1900 (subject to the 
es required by law), vice Lieut. William G. Hannum, 
retired. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Raymond D. Hasbrouck, to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 2ist day of November, 1900 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice Lieut. Francis J, Haese- 
ler, deceased. 

Commander William W. Reisinger, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from a 22d day of November, 1900, vice Capt. Edward T. Strong, 
retired. 

Lieut.Commander Kar! Rohrer, to be acommander in the Navy, 
from the 22d day of November, 1900, vice Commander William 
W. Reisinger, promoted. 

Lieut. Thomas S. Rodgers, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 22d day of November, 1900, vice Lieut. Commander 
Karl Rohrer, promoted. 

Capt. John J, Read, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 
29th day of November, 1900 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), vice Rear-Admiral Frederick V. McNair, deceased. 

Commander William T. Burwell, to bea captain in the Navy, 
from the 29th day of November, 1900, vice Capt. John J. Read, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander John A. H. Nickels, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 29th day of November, 1900, vice Commander 
William T. Burwell, promoted. 

Officers of the Medical Corps. 

P. A. Surg. Albert M. D. McCormick, to be a surgeon in the 
Navy, from the 11th day of November, 1899, vice Surg. George E. 
H. Harmon, promoted. 

Asst. Surg. Daniel H. Morgan, to be a passed assistant surgeol 
in the Navy, from the 27th day of November, 1899, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade. 

P. A. Surg. George B. Wilson, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of February, 1900, vice Surg. Ezra Z. Derr, promoted. 

Medical Inspector George P. Bradley, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 31st day of May, 1900 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law), vice Medical Director Thomas C, Wal- 
ton, retired, 

Surg. Frank B. Stephenson, to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy, from the 8lst day of May, 1900, vice Medical Inspector 
George P. Bradley, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Charles F. Stokes, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 3ist day of May, 1900, vice Surg. Frank B. Stephenson, pro- 
moted, 
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To be assistant surgeons in the Navy. 


John J. Snyder, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Henry A. Dunn, a citizen of the District of Columbia, 

Allan Stuart, a citizen of South Carolina, 

Edward M. Blackwell, a citizen of Virginia, 

William H,. Ulsh, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Mack V. Stone, a citizen of California. 

Chauncey R. Burr, a citizen of California. 

George I’. Freeman, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Raphael O. Marcour, a citizen of Louisiana. 

James H. Payne, jr., a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Jacob Stepp, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Charles H. De Lancey, a citizen of New York. 

Fred M. Bogan, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Rice K. McClanahan, a citizen of Virginia. 

Warren E. G. High, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

P, A. Surg. Edward R. Stitt, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of June, 1900 (subject to the examinations required 
by law), to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 

P.A.Surg. Manley F. Gates, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of June, 1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 

P. A. Surg. Charles H. T. Lowndes. to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 7th day of June, 1900, to fil! a vacancy existing in that 

rade. 
. P. A. Surg. George Rothganger, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 7th day of June, 1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that 
rrade, 
. Asst. Surg. Raymond Spear, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy, from the 22d day of June, 1900, to fill a vacancy exist- 
ing in that grade. 

Macomb K. Elmer, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, from the 18th day of July, 1900, to fill a 
vacancy existing in that corps. 

Medical Inspector Charles U. Gravatt, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1900, vice Medical 
Director George W. Woods, retired. 

Surg. Presley M. Rixey, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 24th day of August, 1900, vice Medical Inspector Charles 
U. Gravatt, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. George T. Smith, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 24th day of August, 1900, vice Surg. Presley M. Rixey, pro- 
moted. 

Robert E. Ledbetter, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant sur- 


geon in the Navy, from the 19th day of October, 1900, to fill a | 


vacancy existing in that corps. 

Charles St. John Butler, a citizen of Tennessee, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 26th day of October, 190%, 
to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

Richard Bland Williams, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, from the 17th day of November, 1900, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

MEDICAL DIRECTOR, 


Medical Inspector Paul Fitzsimong, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 19th day of November, 1900, vice Medical Di- 
rector Charles H. White, retired. 

SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN MARINE CORPS, 


John W. McClaskey, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine 
Corps, to be a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 5th 
day of December, 1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

Fred A. Ramsey, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine 
Corps, to be a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 
5th day of December, 1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

Hilary A. Herbert, jr., a citizen of Alabama, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps,from the 5th day of December, 
1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. Francis H. Harrington, to be acolonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 15th day of August, 1900, vice Col. William 8S. 
Muse, retired. 

Maj. Otway C. Berryman, to bea lieutenant-colonelinthe Marine 
Corps, from the 15th day of August, 1900, vice Lieut. Col. Francis 
H. Harrington, promoted. 

Capt. Henry ©. Haines, to be a major in the Marine Corps, from 
the 15th day of August, 1900, vice Maj. Otway C. Berryman, 
promoted. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


Rupert C. Dewey, a citizen of Minnesota. 
Edward A. Greene, a citizen of Georgia. 
Edward B. Manwaring, a citizen of Wisconsin. 
William E. Smith, a citizen of Connecticut. 
Thomas M. Clinton, a citizen of Maryland. 
Hamilton D. South, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 
Theodore Monell, a citizen of New York. 
Edgar Hayes, a citizen of Alabama. 

James T, Buttrick, a citizen of Rhode Island. 
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Raymond B, Sullivan, a citizen of Colorado. 

Giles Bishop, jr., a citizen of Connecticut. 

Frank Halford, a citizen of Indiana. 

James K. Tracy, a citizen of New Hampshire. 

Ellis B. Miller, a citizen of Iowa. 

Arthur J. O'Leary, a citizen of Montana, 

Berton W. Sibley, a citizen of Vermont. 

Frank F. Robards, a citizen of Texas. 

Raymond W. Dikeman, a citizen of Michigan. 

Harold Colvocoresses. appointed a. large. 

William Brackett, a citizen of Lllinois. 

Chandler Campbell, a citizen of West Virginia. ‘ 

William L. Redles, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Fred A. Udell, a citizen of Washington. 

Austin C. Rogers, a citizen of Texas. 

Provence McCormick, appointed from noncommissioned officer. 

W oodel Pickering, a citizen of Indiana. 

Franklin 8. Wiltse, a citizen of New York. 

Howard H. Kipp, a citizen of New York. 

William D. A. Junkin, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Henry H. Scott, a citizen of California. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Hollis C. Clark, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, September 23. 1900, vice Cartwright, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
deceased. 

First Lieut. George C. Saffarrans, Tenth Infantry, to becaptain, 
October 5, 1900, vice Turner, Second Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Palmer E. Pierce, Thirteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, October 9, 1900, vice Taylor, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Lutz Wahl, Twenty-first Infantry, to be captain, 
October 31, 1900, vice Sparrow, Twenty-first Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

First Lieut. William P. Jackson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be captain, November 13, 1900, vice Yeatman, Third Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles M. Bundel, Fourth Infantry. to be first 
lientenant, September 23, 1900, vice Clark, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Henry L. Harris. jr.. Twentieth Infantry, to be 


| first lieutenant, October 5, 1900, vice Saffarrans, Tenth Infantry, 


promoted. 

Second Lieut. Laurence Halstead, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 9, 1900, vice Pierce, Thirteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick W. Van Duyne, Twenty-fourth Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, October 15, 1900, vice Brookfield, 


| Eleventh Infantry, resigned. 


| 
| 





Second Lieut. Charles D. Herron. Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, October 31, 1900, vice Wahl, Twenty-first Infan- 
try. promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. Calvert, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, November 13, 1900, vice Jackson, Twenty-fourth 
Infantry, promoted. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 

Capt. Daniel E. McCarthy, assistant quartermaster, United 
States Army, to be quartermaster of volunteers, with the rank of 
major, December 3, 1900, vice Jones, who vacates by promotion 
to major and quartermaster, United States Army. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenant. 

Harry Graham, of Ohio (corporal, Company D, Twelfth In- 
fantry, United States Army), September 1, 1900, vice Price, Sixth 
Infantry, promoted. The nomination of Harry W. Graham, of 
Ohio, for this appointment, which was delivered to the Senate 
December 4, 1900, is hereby withdrawn. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph C. Manning, to be postmaster at Alexander City, in the 
county of Tallapoosa and State of Alabama, in the place of E. M. 

3arnes, deceased. 

Josiah R. Baker, to be postmaster at Antioch, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California, in the place of Dayid 
Macartney, whose commission expires January 12, 1901. 

Charles Durner, to be postmaster at Benicia, in the county of 
Solano and State of California, in the place of James Clyne, whose 
commission expired April 16, 1900. : 

I. T. Bassett, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county of 
Brevard and State of Florida, in the place of R. C. Scrimgeoru, 
deceased. 

Newell B. Hull, to be postmaster at Starke, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Florida, in the place uf L. C. Hull, deceased. 

Alfred J. Dunn, to be postmaster at Wallace, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho, in the place of R. N. Dunn, resigned. 

Henry C, Jones, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
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Williamson and State of Illinois, in the place of L. D. Hartwell, 
resigned. 

William O. Butler, to be postmaster at Laharpe, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Illinois, in the place of Judd Hartzell, 
resigned. 

Orange L. Campbell, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the 
county of Knox and State of Illinois, in the place of L. M. Smith, 
resigned. 

Howard H. Newby, to be postmaster at Sheridan,in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Indiana, in the place of Frank Oldham, 
removed, 

George K. Covert, to be postmaster at Vinton, in the county of 
Benton and State of Iowa, in the place of Bernard Murphy, re- 
signed, 

Edson E. Burnham, to be postmaster at Amite (late Amite 
City), in the county of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana, in the 
placeof Edson E. Burnham. (Reappointment by reason of change 
in name of post-office. ) 

Grace W. Buck, to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county of 
Piscataquis and State of Maine, in the place of A. P. Buck, de- 
ceased, 

Olive P. Smith, to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of G. P. Smith, 
deceased. 

John K. Fancher, to be postmaster at Dodge Center, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Minnesota, in the place of O. H. Phillips, 
removed. 

William Bostian, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of G. W. Coakley, 
removed. 

Abram D. Runyon, tobe postmaster at Millington,in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of M. J. Munson, 
whose commission expires January 12, 1901. 

James E, Munger, to be postmaster at Fishkill on the Hudson, 
in the county of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of 
C. W. Anderson, whose commission expires January 7, 1901. 

Alfred C, Hodgman, to be postmaster at Fort Edward, county 
of Washington and State of New York, in the place of B. M. 
Tasker, whose commission expires December 22, 1900. 

John Rielley, to be postmaster at Highland Falls, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of J. E. Brennan, 
deceased. 

Annie Larrabee, to be postmaster at Oyster Bay, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York, in the place of Annie Larrabee, 
whose commission expired May 14, 1900. (Reappointed.) 

Isaac W. Sherrill, to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of F. W. Halsted, 
resigned, 

George B. Tripp, to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York, in the place of N. W. 
Kelso, removed. 

George M. Nicol, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of J. V. 
Crawford, whose commission expired March 27, 1900. 

William T. Chapman, to be postmaster at Pawling, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of W. R. Lee, 
resigned. 

Ellis H. Timm, to be postmaster at Cold Spring, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York, in the place of J. 8S. Boyd, 
removed. 

Charles E. Ainger, to be postmaster at Andover, in the county 
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in the place of J. S. Morley, 
deceased. 

Grenville Reed, to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 
Clatsop and State of Oregon, in the place of Charles McDonald, 
removed. 

Hambleton P. Wilson, to be postmaster at Altoona, in the | 
county of Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Ham- 
bleton P. Wilson, whose commission expired January 7, 1900. 

William W. Champion, to be postmaster at Montoursville, in | 
the county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place | 
of David Trump, removed. | 

Ira R. Burns, to be postmaster at Bellwood, in the county of 
Blair and State of Pennsy|vania, in the place of A. M. Cornmesser, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1900, 

T. F. Berner, to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the county of | 
Clay and State of Texas, in the place of F. E. Squires, whose com- | 
mission expired March 11, 1900. 

Elmer L. Stevens, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of Baylor and State of Texas, in the place of A. L. Board, whose 
commission expired December 21, 1899, 

I. R. Nye, to be postmaster at Wittenberg, in the county of | 
Shawano and State of Wisconsin, in the place of W. E. Homme, | 
resigned. 

Ramon Alfonzo Rivera, to be postmaster at Arecibo, Porto Rico, 
an original vacancy under the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide revenues and a civil gov- 


| exhausted. 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 6, 


ernment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” approved April 
10, 1900. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 6, 1900, 
SUPERINTENDENT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 
Otto H. Tittmann, of Missouri, to be Superintendent of the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 6, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 

CONSPIRACY, ETC, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the minority have until the 4th day of February to file their 
views, if they so desire, in regard to the bill H. R. 8917, limiting 
the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspiracy,” etc. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the minority have until February 4 to file 
their views, if they so desire, on the bill H. R. 8917. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What isthe title of the bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Affecting conspiracy. 

Mr. SULZER. Is that a House bill or a Senate bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Itisa House bill. I ask this unani- 
mous consent, Mr. Speaker, to accommodate the minority side of 
the House, and make it at the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Trrry]. 

Mr. TERRY. The author of the original bill is not present, 
and it is nothing but fair that the extension of time asked for 
should be allowed. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to renew my request of yes- 
terday for unanimous consent that the bill made the special order 
for to-day be postponed until to-morrow, so that we may proceed 
with the Army bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the special order for to-day be carried over until 
to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, in deference to 
the views of the friends of the Army bill, who regard immediate 
action as of very great importance, the friends of the Grout bill 
with some reluctance consent. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before they all do that, I would like to know 
whether this motion made by the gentleman from Iowa will fix 
it so that the so-called Grout bill will have the same standing be- 
fore the House on the opening of the session to-morrow that it has 
to-day under the present order. 

The SPEAKER. It will have absolutely the same position. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And we want to know if 
it will have no more privilege than to-day. 

The SPEAKER. one whatever, if postponed. Is there objec- 
—. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 


[After a pause.] The 


REPRINT OF OLEOMARGARINE BILL. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the edition of 
the bill H, R. 3717, known as the oleomargarine bill, has been 
Iask unanimous consent that 2,000 copies be printed, 
together with the report. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermontasks unanimous 
consent that there be a reprint of 2,000 copies of the bill H. R. 3717, 
together with the report thereon, this being what is known as the 
oleomargarine bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does that include the minority report? 

The SPEAKER. The request includes the report. 

Mr. GROUT. Of course it would include the minority report. 

The SPEAKER. Together with the views of the minority. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered, 

ARMY BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill S. 4800, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DALZELL in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill S. 4800. The Clerk will report the pending amendment, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at end of line 23, page 20: 

“ Provided, That any vacancy in the Quartermaster’s Department may be 
filled by appointment from civil life or from volunteers serving since April 
21, 1898.°° 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will be 
yoted down. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, a question for information. My 
remembrance is that we struck out all after the word ‘‘ninety- 
eight,” in line 21, did we not, yesterday? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all stricken out. 

Mr. HULL. Thatisallright. Read the next section, then. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 17. That the Subsistence Department shall consist of 1 Commissary- 
General with the rank of brigadier-general, 3 commissaries with the rank 
of colonel, 4 commissaries with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 9 commissaries 
with the rank of major, 27 commissaries with the rank of captain, mounted, 
and 150 commissary-sergeants who shall hereafter be known as post commis- 
sary-sergeants: Provided, That all vacancies in the grades of colonel, lieu- 
tenant-colonel, and major, created or caused by this section, shall be filled by 
promotion, according to seniority, as now prescribed by law. That to fill 
vacancies in the grade of captain, created by this act, in the Subsistence 
Department the President is authorized to appoint officers of volunteers, 
commissioned since April 21, 1898, and whose professional and physical fitness 
have been established to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment to 
this section. In line 11, page 21, after the word “ Department,” 
insert a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to carry out the 
agreement entered into with the committee yesterday, I move to 
strike out all after the word “ ninety-eight,” in line 13, at the end 
of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 21, line 13, after the word “ ninety-cight,” strike out the words 
“and whose professional and physical fitness have been established to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of War.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


Sec. 18. That the Medical Department shall consist of 1 Surgeon-General 
with the rank of brigadier-general, 8 surgeons with the rank of colonel, 12 
surgeons with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 6) surgeons with the rank of 
major, 240 assistant surgeons with the rank of captain or first lieutenant. the 
Hospital Corps, as now authorized by law, and the nurse corps: Provided, 
That all vacancies in the grades of colonel, heutenant-colonel, and major 
created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion according to 
seniority, subject to the examination now soedentioadl by law: And provided, 
That the period during which any assistant surgeon shall have served as a 
surgeon or assistant surgeon in the Volunteer Army during the war with 
Spain or since shall be counted as a portion of the five years’ service required 
to entitle him to rank of captain: And provided also, That nothing in this sec- 
tion shall change the relative rank for subsequent promotion of medical offi- 
cers as arranged by results of competitive examination: Provided further, 
That in emergencies the Surgeon-General of the Army, with the approval of 
the Secretary of War, may appoint as many contract surgeons as may be 
necessary, at a compensation not to exceed $150 per month. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have here a letter from the Sur- 
geon-General of the Army, transmitted to the Secretary of War, 
which I desire to have read in view of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hay] offering an amendment contained in the letter, 
as a proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 4, 1900. 

Sir: In view of the inadequate number of commissioned medical officers 
provided for in the bill for the reorganization of the Army of the United 
States, now under consideration by the Military Committee of the House, I 
have = honor to recommend that the following provision shall be added to 
section 18: 

“ That on or after the passage of this act the President may appoint for 
duty in the Philippine Islands 50 surgeons of volunteers with the rank and 
pay of major and 1580 assistant surgeons of volunteers with the rank and 
pay of captain for a period of two years: Provided, That so many of these 
volunteer medical officers as are not required shall be honorably discharged 
the service whenever in the opinion of the Secretary of War their services 
are no longer peeney 

The present method of depending upon contract surgeons for a greater 
part of the medical service with troops in garrisons and in the field is expen- 
sive and extremely unsatisfactory. A constant stream of physicians em- 
ployed under contract has been sent to the Philippines to replace those 
returning. Contracts are made for one year, and it takes on an average six 
weeks from the time contract is made before the physician from civil life 
arrives at his station in the Philippines. At the end of the year, if he so 
desires, he is entitled to return home, and as there is no prospect of promo- 
tion a considerable proportion of those appointed insist upon returning home 
at the expiration of the period for which the contract was made. Mean- 
while they have scarcely had time to familiarize themselves with the impor- 
tant duties of a medical officer aside from those relating to the medical care 
of the sick. These duties include the sanitary supervision of camps, the care 
and accountability for Government property, the instruction and discipline 
of members of the Hospital Corps, the making of prescribed reports and 
returns, etc. 

Unfortunately these physicians from civil life, unacquainted with the 
emergencies of the service, must be sent at once to ———- or to duty with 
troops in the field, where, as a rule, they are not under the immediate super- 
vision of a trained medical officer who might give them the instruction they 
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so much need. The result is that our troops are being cared for by physi- 
cians without knowledge or experience with reference to the special duties 
pertaining to a medical officer of the Army, and that just when they are be 
ginning to acquire this knowledge their services are frequently lost, and 
they must be replaced by other physicians from civil life. I would say, how 

ever, that a considerable proportion of the acting assistant surgeons who 
have been employed are young men of excellent professional attainments, 
who only lack experience and special training to make them desirable med 
ical officers. 

The commissioned officers of volunteers provided for should, in my opin- 
ion, be selected from _the volunteer medical officers and acting assistant 
surgeons now in the Philippines, many of whom would no doubt be willing 
to remain if they could be commissioned as proposed. 

Very respectfully, ; 
GEORGE M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General United States Army 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will say that the Surgeon-General 
asked for a very much larger increase for permanent officers than 
the Secretary of War recommended. This recommendation is not 
for increasing the permanent corps, but for continuing practically 
in the service volunteer medical officers who are now in the serv- 
ice and thoroughly trained and who can not be retained unless 
continued as volunteers. It will be much less expensive to the 
Government to retain these officers, who can be mustered out 
when the emergency shall disappear, than to largely increase the 
Medical Corps. For that reason I am in favor of adopting the 
suggestion, and giving the rank of captain and major to these 
volunteer surgeons, and retaining them in the service. If the 
gentleman from Virginia will offer the amendment, I will consent 
to it. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I will offer the amendment contained 
in the letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 18 the following: 

* That on or after the passage of this act the President may ap 
duty in the Philippine Islands 50 surgeons of volunteers with the rar 


' 
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pay of major, and 150 assistant surgeons of volunteers with the rank i 
pay of captain, for a period of two years: Provided, That so many of these 
volunteer medical officers as are not required shall be honorably discharged 
the service whenever in the opinion of the Secretary of War their services 


are no longer necessary." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment to 
the section which has just been read and which I will send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of the amendment just atepted the following: 
* That the Surgeon-General of the Army, withthe approval of the Secretary 


of War, be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ dental surgeons to serve 
the ofticers and enlisted men of the Regular and Volunteer Army, in the pro- 
portion of not toexceed 1 for every 1,000 of said Army, and not exceeding 3) 


in all. Said dental surgeons shall be employed as contract dentai surgeons 
under the terms and conditions applicable to Army contract surgeons, and 
shall be graduates of standard medical or dental colleges, trained in the 
several branches of dentistry, of good moral and professional character, and 
shall pass a satisfactory professional examination: Provided, That 3 of the 
number of dental surgeons to be employed shall be first appointed by the 
Surgeon-General, with the approvalof the Secretary of War, with reference 
to their fitness for assignment, under the direction of the Surgeon-General, 
to the special service of conducting the examinations and supervising the 
operations of the others; and for such special service an extra compensation 
of $60 a month will be allowed: Provided further, That dental college grad- 
uates now employed in the Hospital Corps who have been detailed for a pe- 
riod of not less than twelve months to render dental service to the Army and 
who are shown by the reports of their superior officers to have rendered 
such service satisfactorily may be appointed contract dental surgeons witb- 
out examination.” 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is the bill which 
was reported unanimously by the Senate committee, the same 
bill having been reported by the House committee unanimously 
on two occasions except that the House bill provided for 1 dentist 
for every 1,000 men. The Senate bill changed that to 1 dentist for 
every 1,000, men but not to exceed 30 in all. [believe every mem- 
ber of this House has been interviewed on this subject, and I have 
yet to find a single one who has openly opposed it. I have a list 
of a few of them here which I will give. 

The following are members of Congress who have cordially ap- 
proved this bill: 

Senator Joun H. GEAR, Iowa. Representative N. D. Sererry, Con 
Representative WILLIAM W. GROUT, | _ necticut. 
Vermont. 


Representative E.S. Henry, Con: 


Representative InvinG P. WANGER, | _ ticut. 

Pennsylvania. Representative CHARLES A. Rvus- 
Representative J. A. TAWNEY, Min-|  sELu, Connecticut. 

nesota. | Senator JoHn W.DANTEL, Virginia 
Delegate D. T. FLYNN, Oklahoma. | Representative L. FLETCHER, Min 
Representative J. B. SHOWALTER, | _ nesota. 

Pennsylvania. | Representative FRANK M. Eppy, 
Senator C. W. FAIRBANKS, Indiana. iinnesote. 
ReprseentativeC. B. LANpIS, Indiana, | Representative R.C. Davey, Loui 
Representative T. C. CATCHINGS, Mis- slana. 

sissippi. Senator KNUuTE Newson, Minnesot 
Representative C. R. Taomas, North | Senator THomas S. MARTIN, Virginis. 

Carolina. Representative H. B. PackrEr, Penn 


Representative W. T. Crawrorp, sylvania. 
North Carolina. Senator A. J. BevERIDG®, Indiana. 
Paver. D. BELLAMY, North | Representative J. OVERSTREET, Indi- 


arolina. — ana. 
Representative H. H. Powers, Ver- | Senator Borrs Penrose, Pennsyl- 
mont. Vania. 
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Representative J. C. SrpLey, Penn- | Representative J. B. Cor.iss, Wis- 
sylvania consin. 

Representative A. C. HARMER, Penn- | Representative J. C. NeepHaM, Cali- 
sylvania. fornia. 

Senator GrorGce C. Perkins, Cali- | Representative T. F. Kiurrz, North 
fornia Carolina. 

Representative JoHN LAMB,Virginia. | Senator N. B. Scott, West Virginia. 

Representative H. R. GrBpson, Ten- Representative JAMEs HAY, Virginia. 
nessee Representative W. A. Youna, Vir- 

Representative MARION DE VRIEs, ginia. 
California. Representative W. F. Rug, Virginia. 

Representative J. A. BARHAM, Cali- | Representative WALTER P. Brown- 


fornia Low, Tennessee 
Representative R. J. Waters, Cali- Representative WILLIAM SULZER, 
fornia. New York. 


Representative V. H. MeTca.r, Cali- | Representative WILLIAM W. KiTcnr- 
fornia. 1N, North Carolina. 

Senator S. B. ELk1ns, West Virginia. Representative J. H. SMALL, North 

Representative 8. W. Smiru, Michi Carolina. 

gan Representative John W. ATWATER, 
Senator J. B. FoRAKER, Ohio. North Carolina. 

Here are 80 distinguished Army officers—surgeons—I will not 
read the names of all of them; but they include such distinguished 
men as Dr. Senn, of Chicago, whom you all know; Dr. Latimer, 
of Baltimore, whom you all know. And then hereis the name of 
Governor Pingree, of Michigan: Governor Shaw, of lowa; Gov- 
ernor Lind, of Minnesota, recently elected; Governor J. W. Leedy, 
of Kansas; Lieutenant-Governor Richter, of Kansas. I could goon 
and give the names of a number of other distinguished men. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I ask that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia |Mr. Orry] be permitted to occupy five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
& question? 

Mr. OTEY. Certainly—with pleasure. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Has the gentleman no way of demonstrating 


the qualifications of dentists and the necessity for their services | 
without reading the roll of all the public officials in the country? 


Mr. OTEY. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. Verywell; goahead. Your timeisrolling on. 

Mr. OTEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not thrust myself upon 
the House very often. When I do, I have something to say that 
is tangible and worth talkingabout. |{Laughter.] I donot know 
to what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] has referred. 
He reminds me of the Irishman of whom I hearda story. Hewas 
eating eggs. The first one he swallowed went down all right: 
but in swallowing another he heard the sound of a chick as it 
went down his throat; and then he exclaimed, ‘‘ Begorrah, you 
have aswate voice, but you spake too late.” |Laughter.| I think, 
sir, that anybody whoopposes this bill ‘‘spakes” too late. I want 
gentiemen to come out now and say whether they are going to 
take care of 3,290,000 teeth, half of which are aching all the time. 
{Laughter.] LIappeal to gentlemen on this side of the House and 
on the other side of the House, regardless of recent elections and 
regardless of political affiliations, to come forward and give the 
old soldier—that grand old soldier—a chance to get rid of the 
toothache. 

I do not care to occupy further time. Iask for a vote on this 
question, and I hope every man will stand up or sit down. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is one of very 
great importance, and one which, it seems to me, ought to be con- 
sidered as a separate, independent proposition, so that each mem- 
ber might have intelligently before him the different provisions, 
I hope, therefore, the House will not put it on this bill, but will 
take it up as an independent proposition. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 19. That the nurse corps (female) shall consist of one superintendent, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of War and whose term of office may be 
terminated at his discretion, whose compensation shall be $1,800 per annum, 
and of as many chief nurses, nurses, and reserve nurses as may be needed. 
Reserve nurses may be assigned to active duty when the emergency of the 
service demands, but shall receive no compensation except when on such 
duty: Provided, That all nurses in the nurse corps shall be appointed or re- 
moved by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Secretary of War; 
that they shall be graduates of hospital training schools, and shall have passed 
a satisfactory professional, moral, mental, and physical examination: And 
provided, That the superintendent and nurses shall receive transportation 
and necessary expenses when traveling under orders; that the pay and al 
lowances of nurses, and of reserve nurses, when on active service, shall be 
$40 per month when on duty in the United States and $50 per month when 
without the limits of the United States. They shall be entitled to quar- 
ters, subsistence, and medical attendance during illness, and they may be 
granted leaves of absence for thirty days, with pay, for each calendar year; 
and when serving as chief nurses their pay may be increased by authority 
of the Secretary of War, such increase not to exceed $25 per month. Pay- 
ments to the nurse corps shall be made by the Pay Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to offer as an amendment a provi- 
sion which appears on pages 7 and 8 of the present bill, being par- 
agraphs of the Senate bill which have been struck out in the 
preparation of this bill. I see in the report no statement of rea- 
sons why the veterinary corps, as etablished by the Senate bill, 
has been excluded entirely from this bill. I am desirous, how- 
ever, to have an expression of the judgment of the House upon this 





Before the gentleman resumes, may I ask him | 
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| 





question. I therefore offer as an amendment the provision begin- 
ning on line 21, page 7, and covering the whole of page 8, relating 
to the veterinary corps. 

— ean I object togoing backnow. Wehad better finish 
the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no going back. 

Mr. HULL. We are considering the bill by sections, and we 
have passed over those sections which the gentleman now pro- 
poses to take up. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have not passed over these sections. 
eee parts of the Senate bill which have been excluded from 
this bill. 

Mr. HULL. We have passed over those sections. If the gen- 
tleman desires to amend our bill by putting in those provisions, 
= ws do that, I suppose, when we get through regularly with the 
bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whyshould not these provisions goin now as 
independent paragraphs the same as any other amendment? 

Mr. HULL. Unless the gentleman proposes tooffer his amend- 
ment to follow the provision in regard to the nurse corps, I 


| object to going back, because I am anxious to get through with 


the bill. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Ican not understand why there is any going 
back. The provisions which I offer have never been read. There- 


| fore there is no going back. I claim that this amendment is fairly 


eligible for position in any part of this bill. 

Mr. HULL. But the amendment, in my judgment, is not ger- 
mane to the part of the bill we are considering. The gentleman, 
if he wants to put in those provisions, taken from a part of the 
bill which we have gone over, ought to wait until we have com- 
pleted the consideration of the subsequent portions of the bill. 
Unless we adhere to the regular order of proceeding we shall be 
constantly jumping backward and forward, considering proposi- 
tions having no relevancy to the matter under consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no purpose to jump forward or 
backward. We have already considered paragraphs pertaining 
to the Surgeon-General’s establishment; we have just concluded 
a paragraph pertaining to the nurses’ establishment. Theamend- 
ment | desire to offer has direct relation to those two paragraphs, 


| and is consistent at this point as a part of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania pro- 
poses to introduce a new paragraph at this point. Is that the 
proposition? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I simply ask that an additional paragraph, 
covering the wording of the Senate bill, may be considered at this 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is the order. The 
Clerk will report the gentleman’s amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 14, page 23, insert the following: 

“Sec. 20. That the veterinary corps shall consist of— 

“A chief veterinarian with the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel, 
United States Army. 

“An assistant chief veterinarian with the rank, pay, and allowances of a 
major, United States Army, to be promoted in 1905, after competitive satis- 


| factory examination, from the grade of veterinarian and captain. 


ss 


‘Four veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a captain of cav- 
alry, to be promoted in 1908, after competitive satisfactory examination, from 
the grade of assistant veterinarian and first lieutenant. 

“Ten assistant veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a first 
lieutenant of cavalry, to be promoted, after a satisfactory examination, from 
the grade of assistant veterinarian and second lieutenant after one year's 
service in this grade. : 

“Twenty assistant veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a 
second lieutenant of cavalry, to be appointed after satisfactory examination: 
Provided, That these twenty positions shall include the veterinarians, first 
class, provided for in the act of March 2, 1899, who have passed satisfactory 
examinations, and also the six veterinarians, second class, who are now em- 
ployed in the Army under said act of March 2, 1899. 

“Allrulesand regulations governing the veterinary corps shall be made by 
the Secretray of War, and the chief veterinarian shall report directly to that 
officer. 

**For pay of officers of the veterinary corps, $33,500." 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I fully recognize that the 
amendment I have submitted (being word for word a part of the 
Senate bill as it came to the House) would go to conference as soon 
as this bill passes, along with the other paragraphs of the Senate 
bill, and would be subject to consideration there. I think, how- 
ever, at the same time, that this subject has been gone over so 
thoroughly that there is a conviction on the part of the House of 
the wisdom and necessity of the establishment of this additional 
branch of service, so as to be a part of the reorganization of the 
Army. 

This proposition, Mr. Chairman, was carefully considered in the 
Senate, a great deal of testimony was taken in reference to it, and 
it passed that body and became a part of the bill which was trans- 
mitted to the House. There is nothing whatever in the report of 
the House Committee on Military Affairs, as I read it, that in 
any wise refers to crossing out or wiping out the paragraph in 
the Senate bill to which reference is made in the amendment. 
We have not been given any information upon that subject. 

In the brief I hold in my hand, prepared by Senator KENNEY, 
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appears this amendment. The statement is made that the entire 


cost. under the amendment, will not exceed $6,500. It is asserted 
in this brief that that is the entire cost over and above the cost 
of the civil employees now engaged in that service. It is also al- 
leged that this will be more than compensated for by the organi- 
zation of this veterinary corps which the amendment proposes. 

Under the rulings of the Department, as well as the judicial 
decisions, the present force of the veterinary surgeons is declared 
to be a force of civilian employees—-so rated and so paid—$75 a 
month to one class and $125 a month to another. They hold no 
commissions and have no commissioned relations with the other 
branches of the service. It is claimed in this proposition, which 
has had the indorsement of the most efficient and careful officers 
of the Army, General Merritt, General Brooke, Major-General 
Wilson, and other high officers, as well as the approval of Presi- 
dent McKinley, General Miles, Commander in Chief of the Army, 
Quartermaster-General Ludington, and others high in rank, that 
the proposition is one for the best interest of the service, and 
that under the proposed organization or reorganization of the 
Army such a proposition is desirable and necessary. I am in- 
formed that, as the Army will be reorganized under the provisions 
of this bill, if it becomes a law, there will be upward of 25,000 
animals to be cared for. The cavalry, the artillery, and the nec- 
essary transportation required for the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment will involve the care of this large number of animals. 

Mr. JETT. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question for information. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. JETT. I would like to ask if the amendment that the gen- 
tleman offers is not a section of the bill that was before the Senate 
and passed by that body and came here during the last session of 
the House for our consideration? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Absolutely the same, word for word. I have 
simply torn out the printed sheet of the original bill and presented 
it here as an amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this matter is so thoroughly understood by the 
House that I have no desire to take time to discuss it. I have 
shown what the increase of expenditures will be. I have shown 
that it would be a little in excess of $6,000. Certainly such an 
organization, indorsed by the leading officers of the service, de- 
serves consideration at our hands, and I think it but fair to say 
that by the action we now take here the House will either make 
the paragraph a part of the bill agreed to by both the Houses or 
leave it as a paragraph to be settled in conference. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

fr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not prevail. The 
Committee on Military Affairs took the Senate bill and struck 
from it all after the enacting clause and inserted the bill which is 
now reported here to the House and recommended by the com- 
mittee. Now, if we take a part of the bill here and there and 
insert it in the House proposition, you reduce the power of the 
House to enforce its own will just to that extent; and it seems to 
me that the position of veterinary surgeon should stand with the 


other provisions of the Senate bill and let it go to conference as a | 


whole. 

Further than that, Mr. Chairman, I am strongly in favor of 
commissioned ranks for the veterinary corps of the Army. I 
believe they ought to have commissioned rank. As to whether 
we want to create a new corps, a new bureau in the Army, is 
another and entirely different question, that ought to be thought 
over very carefully before this House shall adopt it. I do not 
believe we ought to put it in this bill. I will say, Mr. Chairman, 
at the request of one of my friends here, that the veterinary corps 
has commissioned rank in all the other armies of the world. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. 

Mr. STEELE, Assimilated rank. 

Mr. HULL. Well, that is true of the army surgeons in other 
armies also. They do not have rank for their doctors there. It 
is only assimilated rank for them, too. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a few words with regard to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [| Mr. 
BINGHAM]. Asa member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
familiar with this subject, I concur in all that the gentleman has 
said. This amendment for a veterinary corps should be incorpo- 
rated into this bill now. It should not be eliminated here and 
allowed to go to conference. There is no doubt in the world but 
what this veterinary corps is one of the most important at the 
present time inthe Army. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Brncuam] has truly said, there will be over 25,000 animals 
in the Army if this bill becomes a law, and as a friend of the horse 
I want to see this Honse adoptit. I trustitwill. Itisright. There 
ought to be veterinary surgeons to look after them. The veter- 


inary corps is one of the most important branches in relation to 
the Army to-day, and this amendment should be adopted. To 
defeat it now will probably mean its permanent defeat. I appeal 


for fairness in the matter in order that our Army animals may be 
protected. 

Mr. GAINES. Why did not the Military Committee report the 
provision in the bill which they brought in here? ‘ 

Mr. SULZER. The committee should have reported it. 

Mr. GAINES. Why did they not report it? 

Mr. SULZER. Because the committee struck ont the entire 
Senate bill and put in the War Department bill without any 
amendments whatever. This amendment was in the Senate bill 
passed last session. 

Mr. GAINES. Why did they not leave that provision of the 
Senate bill in the bill which they brought in here? 

Mr. SULZER. They should have done so, 

Mr. GAINES, Did they give any reasons for their failure to 
do so? 

Mr. SULZER. You will have to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee about that. The minority of the committee had nothing 
to do with it; but as a member of the minority, and speaking for 
the veterinary surgeons of this country, and for the best interests 
of the animals that will be in the Army, I think this amendment 
should be adopted, and I hope every friend of the horse will vote 
for it. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, Iam sorry that I can not agree with 
the gentleman from New York |Mr. SuLZER], because after a 
careful consideration of the provision contained in the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. BING- 
HAM], after hearing all the evidence which was adduced before 
us, I came to the conclusion that it would not be for the benefit 
of the surgeons to have the veterinary corps established in the 
form in which it is provided in the Senate bill. 

In the first place it creates a new bureau down here in the War 
Department. It creates a new staff bureau, and we may expect 
that bureau to be built up as other bureaus have been, at consid- 
erable cost. Moreover, the present veterinary corps, if they are 
given rank such as was suggested by the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. Hut}, should be satisfied. Thatis all they ought toask 
for. They have worked very well so far. They have done good 
service up to this time, and the animals of the Army have not 
suffered, so far as I have been able to ascertain. Therefore I do 
not see why we should create a new bureau in the War Depart- 
ment, at a considerable expense, when there is no necessity for it, 
and when these veterinary surgeons can have tiie rank which 
will give them the authority they now say is necessary 1n order to 
enable them to carry on their work inthe Army. I hope, there- 
fore, that the committee will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. GAINES. What does the bill provide with reference to 
veterinary surgeons? 

Mr. HAY. ‘The bill does not provide anything with reference 
to veterinary surgeons, as it now stands; but, as I understand it, 
the probability is that in conference these surgeons will be given 
the rank of second lieutenants of cavalry. 

Mr. GAINES. The bill does provide for veterinary surgeons. 

Mr. HAY. Oh, yes; it provides for the employment of them 


| now, but it does not provide for a bureau here. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the House 
for one minute while I submit some reasons why this amendment 
shou!d be inserted in this bill. 

This represents the progress that is taking place in our country, 
both in science and in army improvement. In the old days the 
farriers were sufficient to take care of the live stock of the Army, 
but with the progress of science nowevery man who practices the 
veterinary calling must have a diploma from a university. Aman 
who is educated to that point should be raised above the farrier, 
and is entitled to the recognition of rank in the Army of the United 
States. If these men are to be established as a corps, they should 
be organized as such if you are to have efficiency throughout the 
Army, $2,000,000 representing the value of the live stock in the 
United States Army to-day. It is of sufficient value to warrant 
an additional $6,500 for their care and promotion. 

Not only that; I would call attention tothe fact that every civ- 


| ilized nation to-day has its veterinary corps to examine animals 


purchased. England, in the war with South Africa, sent veteri- 
nary surgeons to this country, when they were buying live stock, 
and saved hundreds of thousands of dollars in the purchase of 
those animals by means of c*reful inspection. There is another 
point I would earnestly press upon the House. One of the few 
disagreeable things that we want to forget about is the spoiled 
meat served to our gallant troops that were fighting in the armies 





of thiscountry. If we had had this corps, that meat would all be 
inspected, and there could no such scandal take place. 

It is seldom, Mr. Chairman, that [ find myself in opposition to 
the committee. I can not agree wii): the suggestion of the chair- 
man of the committee that this matter should go over so that it 
could be dealt with in conference with the Senate. If this House 
believes in the measure, they should vote for it now and put it in 
the bill. This is the proper place to put it in and let it be estab- 
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lished, and then it is beyond peradventure and can not be traded 
off for any other proposition, and will be in the bill for the benefit 
of the Army and economy to the Government. It will be a rec- 
ognition of a profession which is rising to-day; and all the veter- 
inary schools and that great profession throughout our country 
are solidly behind this measure. I hope the House will act now 
and not trust to chance. A wise man never trusts to chance if he 
can get what he wants inhand. Vote to put this in as the Senate 
had it in the bill and it places this question beyond peradventure. 

Mr. STEELE, Does not the gentleman say that this bureau is 
to cost $6,500? 

Mr. ADAMS. Additional. 

Mr. STEELE. The cost is given here as $33,500. 

Mr. ADAMS. That gives theentire corps, This will be an ad- 
ditional amount of $6,500. 

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will 
not be adopted by the House at this or any subsequent time. 
I do not believe it is necessary for the best interest of the service; 
neither do I believe it would be wise to commission horse doctors 
as officers of the United StatesArmy. It has been stated here that 
the armies of all civilized countries havea veterinary corps, with 
rank It should have been stated ‘‘assimilated rank.” Assimi- 
lated gives the pay, but not the honor or the title of the rank. 
There is not an army in the world that bas a veterinary corps 
ranking with the officers of the line. It is not necessary,in my 
opinion, for the best interest of the service that the veterinary 
corps of the United States Army should have rank. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why should we not give the horse doctor rank 
the same as we give the medical doctor? 

Mr. MONDELL, I think there is some difference between a 
man and a horse. 

Mr. BUTLER. One is the doctor for the man and the other the 
doctor for the horse. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think there is a difference between doctor- 
ing one of our soldiers and doctoring an army mule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are they not both educated men, and ought 
not both to be men of intelligence? 

Mr. MONDELL. The fact that a veterinary might be an edu- 
“ated man is no reason why the horse doctor should be commis- 
sioned. An army surgeon in time of action is often necessarily 
under fire. If the gentleman will recollect the occurrences of the 
Santiago campaign, he will remember that the surgeons of the 
Army the most of the time during the operations before Santiago 
were under fire quite as much as some of the men in the advance. 
The horse doctor, I do not imagine, under any circumstances, 
would ever be under fire. I see no reason why a horse doctor, 
any more than a wagoner, a blacksmith, or other men connected 
with the Army in various capacities, should also receive a com- 
mission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Wyoming allow 
me to make a suggestion? The surgeon comes in immediate con- 
tact with the men about him who are engaged in carrying men‘On 
the stretchers to the hospitals, and furthermore, he comes in con- 
tact with other enlisted men who are employed with the men in 
the hospital, and it is necessary to give him some rank in order 
that he may discharge his duties and assert the difference in rank 
between himself and the enlisted men. That is not true in the 


doctor their horses. You might as well give rank to the men who 
curry the colonel’s horse as to confer rank upon the veterinary 
surgeons. 

Mr. MONDELL. Iagree with the gentleman from Ohio in all 
that he says, and I thank him for his remarks. 
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The surgeon in | 


the Army is not only the physician who attendsto the wounds and | 


the ailments of the soldiers, but he is also the one who goes among 
the wounded in the hospital and on the field and cheers and en- 
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referred to the Santiago campaign, and undertook to show to the 
House that there was a difference between the doctor who doctors 
the soldiers and one who doctors the army mule. I want to say, 
as an incident of that campaign, that it developed that a horse 
doctor, Dr, Huidekoper, was assigned to the treatment of sol- 
— the hospital, so I do not think that that point amounts to 
much. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has charge 
of this bill states that he does not desire to mar the integrity and 
unity of his bill for the reason that they have crossed out all of the 
Senate bill and submitted this as a subsitute. He doubtless is as 
familiar as myself with what goes on in the conference committee, 
I have had some experience, in common with other gentlemen in the 
House, and it is nae that when a bill is presented, like this bill, 
a clean wipe-out, a clean submission of something new, that it 
comes to a mere barter and trade in conference—‘' If you will give 
us that, we will give you this,” and you comeintothe House witha 
mongrel bill. So far as this bill is concerned I do not want it to 
have that form or shape. I want this committee to determine the 
paragraph one way or another and not subject it to rejection be- 
cause some other paragraph may be admitted. 

One word with reference to the statement of the gentleman as to 
the horse doctor, as he designated him, not being a party to field 
actionor tothe battle. Granted. Thesurgeon is only thus detailed 
for that special work; others are back in the hospital. The offi- 
cers of the Ordnance Corps, a large and one of the most intellectual 
corps of the service, are notinaction. Itis only occasionally that 
an officer of the Engineer Corps of the Army is detailed to be in 
a position under fire. 

Mr. BUTLER. How about the paymasters? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The paymasters are never inaction. That 
does not make for or against the veterinary surgeon or lessen their 
usefulness. 

As to the objection of the gentleman on the other side who says 
that the establishment will create a bureau in Washington. The 
whole cost of these surgeons will be $33,500, an increase er of 
$6,500 over the current law. If any bureau was ever established 
in Washington, they could have the supervision of only $33,500. 
Therefore, [contend that this criticism does not bring any strength 
against the proposition contained in the Senate bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to insert at the end of my 
remarks a ‘‘ brief in the House of Representatives May 5, 1900, of 
facts in support of Senator KENNEY’s amendment to the Army 
reorganization bill, which passed the Senate and goes to the House 
of Representatives for concurrence.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will be granted. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The brief referred to by Mr. Binauam is as follows: 

Brief (S. 4300. In the House of Representatives, May 5, 1900) of facts in suppers 
of Senator KENNEY’s amendment to the Army reorganization bill, which 


has passed the Senate and now goes to the House of Representatives for 
concurrence. 


Senator KENNEY'samendment to the Army reorganization bill provides for 
the establishment of an organized veterinary service, with reputable officers, 


| whose education and competency is insured by rigid examination; to replace 
| } 


the present system of employment of an unorganized class of individual civ- 
ilians, with no rank, no future, no responsibility, and no official position. 
The United States Army is absolutely deficient ina proper veterinary sery- 


| ice, which exists in the army of every other civilized country in the world. 


The present system in the United States Army has less method in it than 
that found needful in any large contractor's stable or stock farm in the 


; | country. 
case of the veterinary surgeon who goes to the cavalry stables to | ~ . 


ECONOMY. 


The entire cost under the amendment is only $6,500 over the present cost of 
civilian employees under the present system, and will be more than compen- 
sated for by the economy resulting from an organized veterinary corps. 

The establishment of an organized veterinary service 

To give proper instruction in hippology, inspection of forage, stable hy- 
giene, and looviery. to officers, cadets, noncommissioned officers, and farriers, 
at our military schools and large posts; 

To furnish expert veterinarians for service as members on boards of pur- 


| chase of remounts; 


courages them, and he shares with them largely their privations | 


and their dangers. 
wagoners and the farriers. 


He does not belong to the same class as the | 


It has been stated here that the change would only mean an ad- | 


ditional expense of $6,000. Possibly so at the time of the passage 
of the bill, but it means a constantly increasing corps of officers 
who in the course of time are to go to swell the retired list, and, 
instead of $6,000 annual expenditure, in a short time it would add 
avery much i.rgersum. If we are notable to secure the services 
of good veterinary surgeons at the present prices paid, let us pay 
better prices for our veterinary surgeons, but never give horse 
doctors, honorable though their calling is, rank and authority with 
the fighting men of the American Army. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman 
a question? 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I want to say that he 


To furnish qualified inspectors of live stock and dressed meat for our sol- 
diers’ rations [there is not a qualified meat-inspection service in the United 
States Army]: 

To furnish practical services in prevention and cure of diseases— 
is needed, both on the ground of economy, for the efficiency of the Army, 
and for the health of our soldiers. 

The letters, copies of which have been furnished, from Major-General 
Merritt, Major-General Brooke, Major-General Wilson, and numerous others 
of the higher officers of the Army indorse such an organization. 

The establishment of such an organization has had the approval of the 
President, William McKinley. 

The General Commanding the Army, Major-General Miles, and the Quarter- 
master-General, Brigadier-General Ludington strongly approve and favor 
the amendment. ' 

(Committee on Army legislation, American Veterinary Medical Associa- 

tion, Rush 8. Huidekoper, secretary, Washington, May 4, 1900.) 


Mr. GAINES. I should like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if the veterinary surgeons contemplated by this amend- 


ment are to be graduates of a school or college. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The surgeons employed under this corps will 
be subject to the directions of the Secretary of War, who will 
make regulations as to their credentials, 
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Mr. GAINES. Does the gentleman give that as one reason why | $64,000. In addition to that, officers who have been in this serv- 
this amendment should pass? ice for fifteen years as veterinarians, would receive longevity pay 
Mr. BINGHAM. Ido, The veterinary surgeon not only does | and other allowances. The cost for pay and allowances, saying 
this work for the benefit of the animal, but for the protection of | nothing of traveling expenses, would be about $100,000. 
millions of dollars of Government property. I think, as the chairman of the committee has suggested, that 
Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, | it would be perfectly fair to let this matter go to conference with 
from the remarks which have been made by members of the House | the other provisions of the bill. In that way we could arrive ata 
in opposition to this amendment, that the value of the horse and much better conclusion than, I think, can be arrived at by under- 
mule in the Army is not at all appreciated. I call the attention | taking to act on this subject here and now. While this amend- 
of gentlemen to the fact that the fighting of our Army is to-day on | ment at the beginning would simply call fora colonel and a major 
an entirely different principle from the fighting of twenty years | at the War Department headquarters, mark my words, inside of 
ago, or even of ten years ago. The long-range guns of the artil- | five years the number of field officers will be materially increased, 
lery and the infantry require the utmost celerity of movement. | as we!l as the expense. 
We shall find in the future that the victories will be gained as Mr. SULZER. The gentleman says let this go to conference. 
often by the rapid movement of our cavalry and our infantry as | Why not adopt the amendment and then let it go to conference? 
in any other manner. In fact, the army horse and mule rank sec- Mr. STEELE. If we adopt theamendment, there can be no con- 
ond only to the soldier and the gun. ference, so far as this provision is concerned. 
This proposition seems to me anexceedingly fairone. Any man Mr. SULZER. The gentleman is mistaken. 
who has watched the movements of even an infantry regiment Mr. STEELE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. This is a provi- 
must have seen the absolute necessity of having some responsible, | sion of the Senate bill, and if the House and the Senate agree upon 
qualified person in charge of the horses of a regiment. Why, sir, | the proposition there will be nothing to confer about. 
an infantry company can be delayed not only hours, but days, by Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, many of my 
having a few of its mules out of condition. Almostevery part of | friends are veterinary surgeons. We should have the very best 
the impedimenta of an infantry company to-day is moved by the | talent in that service that the United States can afford, and the 
company wagons, and the movements of the company areentirely | most experienced surgeons should be found and honored in our 
dependent upon having the horses in condition to move rapidly. | Army. But I can not accept the proposition which is now before 
If there is any valuable provision that could be introduced into | the House as an amendment to the pending bill; and I beg the 
this Army bill—one which will pay the nation in time of war for | House to bear with me a moment and to understand with me 
its adoption, one which would help in winning victories, whether | what that provision is. 
on this side of the ocean or on foreign shores—I believe that this As has been pointed out by the chairman of the Committee on 
amendment, if adopted, will be one of the most valuable improve- | Military Affairs, it is not a question whether veterinary surgeons 
ments that can be made in the framing of an Army bill. should have rank or pay or honor, but whether they should con- 
I ask the members of the House to consider the fact that most | stitute a new and separate staff corps. It is whether we should 
of the military work, not only carried on to-day, but which will | accept this particular provision for such a corps without recom- 
be carried on by the United States in the future, will be in foreign | mendation by the War Department or the Army, without the 
lands. We all know that the sickness which has prevailed among | opinion of that Department, and without opportunity under the 
our troops in the Philippine Islands and in China has been shared | rules to perfect this proposition. Weare asked not toaccept sur- 
by the horsesand mules of the Army. Any man who has watched | geons as officers, but to establish a new corps. What does that 
the war in South Africa has had forced upon his attention the | mean? 
fact that the trouble with the English troops has been that they What isacorps? It is an independent branch of the Army. If 
have been constantly hampered by the sickness of their horses | this provision is adopted it means that the officers of such a corps 
everywhere. Thousands and thousands of horses and mules have | are not under the control of the officers of the line. 
recently been purchased in this country for use in Africa, simply | In the last war with Spain there was a case—there may have 
because of the terrible amount of death and disease among the | been others—but there was a case where a brigadier-genera! in 
horses there. It is an old saw that every man’s business is no- | charge of a camp with a thousand sick men found that the doctors 
body's business, and if you want the horses and mules of the Army in charge of the hospital were spending their afternoons on hotel 
to be taken care of—if you think they are worth taking care of, | porticos away from thecamp. He told them to go back to duty and 
as I certainly do—it is absolutely necessary to have a bureau to | take charge of the sick men in the hospital. He was informed 
take charge of this subject, with a competent head, and with per- | that he was not in a position to give such anorder. And, Mr, 
sons under him qualified for the peculiar work. | Chairman, he only got the medical corps back to theirduties when, 
There is only one way to get men who are properly qualified to | after going 120 miles, he was enabled to find at division headquar- 
take charge of horses or to give general directions for that pur- | ters an authority which had the right to give the order to them. 
pose, and that is by giving qualified men rank in our Army. It! Now, adoctor may rightly order a man out of the ranks, if he is 
requires educated men to take care of horses, Perhaps just as | sick and unable to perform duty, and the doctor may rightly send 
much education is required in this line as in taking care of men. | him toa hospital whether his commander assent or no. That is 
And, as I have just said, the only way to secure proper service in | where the question is of human life. But when we come to deal- 
this line is to give rank to the officers who have charge of such | ing with horses and males, a very different case is presented, for 
work. It must bea badge of honor. I am not only pleased to | there may be conditions which require the quartermaster to work 
vote for this proposition, but I think it is the duty of every mem- | his mules or horses for army transportation whether they are sick 
ber, especially as the expense of the proposed amendment is cer- | or well, and there should be no interference with the performance 
tainly not great—though if it were five times as much I should | of his duty under such circumstances. 
favor it—I believe it to be the duty of every man who hasat heart; If a captain of a troop or battery desires to use the horses or 
the creation of an efficient Army to vote for this provision. mules under his command, sick or well, and finds it necessary to 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say one word in | do soif the exigencies of the service so require, no man should be 
favor of the most faithful animal that ever moved a foot or | allowed to interfere. You can and should employ a veterinary 
served a master. I would go further than the present proposi- | surgeon where his services are needed; you may make him an offi- 
tion; I would require, if I had the power, that these veterinary | cer, but you can not safely employ or establish a veterinary corps 
surgeons should go into places of danger to attend and treat | which shall in any way supersede the power of the commanding 
horses, in the same way that a medical officer is required to go on | officer. 
the field of battle under the present regulations. I think this As I have already said, the surgeon may send a man into the 
regulation will overcome the distinction made by the gentleman | hospital and may order him out of the ranks in case of sickness, 
from Wyoming in answer to a question which I put to him a few | but the officer in charge of a battery or a company has the right 
moments ago. to use horseflesh—noble as that animal may be—iinder any cir- 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated by the gentle- | cumstances which may present themselves to him. He has enough 
man from Pennsylvania that the total cost of this service, in the | staff subjection already. The man of the Army, the officer of the 
pay of the officers provided, would be $33,500. I find by looking | line, is subject toa system of staff inspection and orders unknown 
at the pay table that a colonel who has just entered the service is | in any other country. It may be now noticed because it will 
entitled to $3,500; and this bill provides for 1 colonel. A major | come up later on in the consideration of the bill. He can not get 
(one such officer being provided by this bill) receives as pay | provisions without going to the subsistence department or trans- 
proper, $2,500, allowing nothing for longevity service. Then the | portation without the aid of the quartermaster’s corps. 
amendment provides for 4 captains. the pay of whom would He can not get his men paid without going toa separate pay 
be $2,000 each, without any additional allowances, amounting to | department, nor get guns or ammunition without applying to a 
$8,000. Then there are to be 10 first lieutenants, at $2,000 (say- | separate ordnance department. His life is a life of requisitions 
ing nothing of allowances) making $20,000. Then there are | and red tape. Other armies put these departments in each divi- 
20 second lieutenants at $1,500 each (taking into account nothing | sion under the general commanding the division, and in each 
for allowances) making $30,000. It will thus be found that the | post, while the staff have assimilated rank and good pay, they 
total amount of pay for this corps under this amendment will be | are under the commander of the post, under any captain of an 
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independent command, who keeps, and is bound to keep, all 
branches of the service under his control so far as his command 
extends. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
the time of the gentleman from New Jersey may be extended five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. In every other army, especially 
in the German army, the staff in all its branches is made the serv- 
ant, or at any rate the friend, of the line. Our great Secretary 
of War, the greatest, 1 believe, that we have had since Stanton, 
says that the need of our Army is to bring the line and staff to- 
gether. He therefore proposed and urged upon us that details 
should go from the line to the staff, and from the staff back to the 
line,as proposed in the Senate bill; thatthereshould be only details 
and no permanent appointments, so that the whole Army should 
be one, working harmoniously together through the system of 
details without subjection of the line to permanent and separate 
staffs. 

The committee and perhaps a majority of this House concluded 
that we should go slowly. That may bewise. We therefore pro- 
vide by the House bill that there shall be details, but only in the 
lower grades of the staff, and we add to the Secretary’s plan that 
these details shall be settled by competition before boards of offi- 
cers, so as to avoid favoritism and to determine fairly what men 
shall go into the lower ranks of the staff. The bill thus provides 
for a perpetual change and flow between the line and the lower 
ranks of the staff of the Army. 

For the higher ranks of the staff the bill provides that from 
those who have been detailed there shall be competitive exgmina- 
tion for appointment to these higher ranks, so that we shall get 
the cream of our young men in the great staff departments of the 
Army, while we give them enough army service to keep them in 
touch with the needs of that Army, and prevent the disposition to 
red tape that assailsany body whois permanently in aseparatecorps. 

That is the object of this bill, to abolish or, at least, mitigate the 
evils of separate staff corps. Let us not attack the general ob- 
ject of this bill by establishing another separate corps and coun- 
teract the views of our great Secretary of War by putting along- 
side of the many independent staff corps another corps with inde- 
pendent command, free from control by the line. 

Give rank if you please, or honor if you please, but let us aim 
to unite and not to disunite each division of the Army. 

This provision is in the Senate bill. When the matter goes into 
conference a satisfactory and proper section can be put in its 
place. Butif this amendment be adopted, it must be taken as it 
is, with its faults. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on.this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HULL. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BiIncHam, and 
the Chairman announced that the ‘“‘ noes” appeared to have it. 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. SULZER demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 56. 

Mr. HULL. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Brina- 
HAM and Mr. HULL. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, 
noes 72. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 20. That the Pay Department shall consist of 1 Paymaster-General 
with the rank of brigadier-general, 3 paymasters with the rank of colonel, 4 
paymasters with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 9 paymasters with the rank 
of major, and 27 paymasters with the rank of captain: Provided, That all 
vacancies in the grade of colonel and lieutenant-colonel created or caused by 
this section shall be filled by promotion according to seniority, as now pre- 
scribed by law, and no more appointments to the grade of major and pay- 
master shall be made until the number of paymasters is reduced below 9: 
And provided, That persons who have served in the Volunteer Army since 
Aprif 21. 1898, as additional paymasters may be appointed to positions in the 
grade of captain, created by this section. Solong as there remain surplus 
majors an equal number of vacancies shall be held in the grade of captain, 
so that the total number of paymasters authorized by this section shall not 
be exceeded at any time. 

Mr. DICK. With a view to offering an amendment to that 
section, I desire to have the Clerk read the letter which I send to 
the desk. It is a letter from the Paymaster-General, U.S. Army, 
to the Secretary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN, The letter will be read in the time of the 
gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 8, 1900. 
Sir: Will you permit me, as head of the Pay Department, to respectfully 
call your attention to the fact that the organization of the Pay Department 
as proposed in section 20 of the bill for the reorganization of the Army, copy 


I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 


Mr. Chairman 
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of which has been furnished me from your office, does not, in my judgment, 
give us sufficient force to perform the duties which the Pay Department is 
called upon to perform. 

The present number of officers in the regular and volunteer force of the 
a7 Department is, aside from the Paymaster-General, 55. The proposed 
bill gives us 43,a reduction of 12 officers. At the present moment there is 
but one officer of this department on leave of absence, and he was granted 
one month's leave from the Department of California, succeeding his return 
to this country from a two years’ detail in the Philippines. There is not an 
officer in the service who could be granted a leave for two months without 
detriment to the service, unless his place could be filled by some other pay- 
master during that time. 

As the Army is now distributed, we have between four and five hundred 
different stations to pay in the Philippines, and we have there and en route 
there 26 paymasters, and I have constant reports of the very severe service 
the officers there are called upon to perform and the necessity for more help. 
If the force is reduced it must be by taking away some of the officers from 
that point, as there is not now stationed within the limits of the United 
States a single officer whose place could be made vacant without detriment 


to the service. 
Very respectfully, A. E. BATES, 
Paymaster-General, U. S. A. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. DICK. I move to amend section 20, line 16, page 23, by 
striking out the word “ three” and inserting the word ‘ four.” 

In line 17, after the word ‘ colonel,” insert the words ‘‘and as- 
sistant paymaster-general;” also, in line 17, strike out the word 
“four” and insert the word ‘‘ five.” 

Inline 18, after the words “ lieutenant-colonel,” insert the words 
‘‘and deputy paymaster-general;” also, in line 18, strike out the 
word ‘‘nine” and insert the word ‘‘ twenty.” 

In line 19, strike out the words ‘‘twenty-seven” and insert the 
words *‘ twenty-five.” 

In line 24, after the words ‘‘number of,” insert the words ‘‘ ma- 
jors and.” 

In line 25, strike out the word ‘‘nine” and insert the word 
“twenty.” 

Mr. HULL. That simply gives them the titles which they have 
at present. 

Mr. DICK. The purpose of the changed phraseology is simply 
to preserve the phraseology of the law as it now stands. The in- 
crease asked for is explained by the letters of the Paymaster- 
General to the Secretary of War, and ree is to give to the 
Army as it will be reorganized a force sufficient to pay it. Atthe 
present time, as fixed by the act of March 2, 1899, the force is 56. 
This amendmentasks for 55, ‘The section which we seek to amend 
gives but 44. Prior to the Spanish-American war the Army in 
the United States amounted to about a corps as now organized, 
but widely distributed over the whole country. The force was 
then a total of 26 officers, the payments monthly, and the force 
was sufficiently occupied. 

Now the Army is about four times as large, more widely dis- 
tributed—and paid by a force, but not with the requisite prompt- 
ness—of 56 officers, and as to the Philippines, and because of the 
limited number of officers, payments are made every two months, 
or as nearly so as possible. 

It isnot the number of troops so much as the manner of their 
distribution which should determine the numerical strength of the 
Pay Department. 

Then, it is stated that in 15 of the Philippine Islands alone there 
are 420 garrisoned posts to be visited by paymasters, or about four 
times as many as there were in the United States preceding the 

var with Spain; that there are 102 posts in the United States, 8 
in Cuba, 8 in Alaska, 4 in Porto Rico; that, except as to the 120- 
odd miles of railroad in the Philippines, all other means of land 
communication in these islands is of the crudest kind and sur- 
rounded with danger, and that with the present number of 55 
working paymastersit is at times possible, in the Philippine group, 
to pay the Army there with reasonable regularity. It will be easily 
understood that the present strength of the Pay Department, 56 
ofticers, is the minimum force under which payments can be ef- 
fected. 

This seems not only like a fair request, but a demand to meet 
the very necessities of the situation. I trust the amendment will 
be adopted by the House. [Cries of ‘* Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio proposes to increase the officials in the Pay 
Department beyond the estimates submitted by the Secretary of 
War, which were presumably based upon absolute knowledge of 
the necessities of the situation. While I was unable, owing to the 
confusion in the House, to hear all my distinguished friend from 
Ohio said in justification of his amendment, what I did hear did 
not convince me that we ought to go beyond the estimates sub- 
mitted by the Secretary of War; and it looks to me like making a 
needless increase in the officers of the Paymaster’s Department 
and a needless tax upon this country. I hope that the amend- 
ment will be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 23, line 16, strike out the word “three” and insert the word 
“‘four;” in line 17 strike out the word “four” and insert the word “five;” 
in line 18 strike out the word “nine” and insert the word “twenty;” in line 
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19 strike out “twenty-seven” and insert “twenty-five;” line 18, after the 
word “ lieutenant-colonel,” insert “and deputy paymaster-general;” in line 
24, after the word “of,” insert the words “ major and.” 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ent. 

Mr. DICK. Just one omission, Mr. Chairman, in line 17, ‘‘as- 
sistant and paymaster,” and in line 18, ‘‘ assistant deputy pay- 
master.” 

Mr. HULL. Not assistant at all, but lieutenant-colonel and 
deputy paymaster: general. 

he CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio indicate the 
word preceding what he proposes to introduce? 

Mr. HULL. My understanding of the gentleman’s amendment 
is, after the word ‘‘colonel” to insert the words ‘and assistant 
paymaster-general,” and in line 18, after the word “ lieutenant- 
colonel,” insert the words ‘“‘and deputy paymaster-general;” and 
in line 24, after the word ‘‘ of,” insert the words ‘‘ major and ;” 
and these amendments are simply to preserve the titles as they 
are now and have been for so many years known. 

Mr. HAY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, and 
that is, whether it increases the corps of the Paymaster’s Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. DICK. It reduces it one. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 21. That the Corps of Engineers shall consist of 1 Chief of Engineers 
with the rank of brigadier-general, 7 colonels, 14 lieutenant-colonels, 28 
majors, 40 captains, 40 first lieutenants, and 30 second lieutenants. The 
enlisted force provided in section 11 of this act and the officers serving there- 
with shall constitute a part of the line of the Army: Provided, That vacan- 
cies in the Corps of Engineers created or caused by this act in the grade 
above that of second lieutenant shall be filled, as far as possible, by promo- 
tion according to seniority from the Corps of Engineers: And provided also, 
That vacancies remaining in the grades of first and second lieutenant may 
be filled by transfer of officers of the Regular Army, subject to such profes- 
sional examination as may be approved by the Secretary of War. Vacancies 
in the grade of second lieutenant not filled by transfer shall be left for future 
promotions from the corps of cadets at the United States Military Academy. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, Ihave received the following com- 
munication from the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers, 
which I desire to have read for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The letter will be read in the gentleman's 
time. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, December €, 19vv. 


Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith a letter (memoranda accom- 
panying) from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, of this date, by 
which it would appear that the head of that department considers that the 
number of officers provided for his department by the pending bill for the 
reorganization of the Army, which was submitted by this Department to 
your committee, are insufficient. 

Very respectfully, ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. JoHn A. T. HULL, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


Memoranda relating to proposed legislation for reorganization of the Corps of 
Engineers. 

July 24 the Adjutant-General called on the Chief of Engineers as to the 
specific reorganization recommended for the Corps of Engineers. 

s.ugust 10 the Chief of Engineers submitted for the consideration of the 
Secretary of War certain memoranda showing the necessity for the increase 
of the Corps of Engineers, together with a draft of proposed legislation. 
These were based on most careful and detailed consideration of the subject, 
and the legislation recommended was considered of most vital importance. 
The numbers proposed for the various grades were the minimum consistent 
with the efficient performance of duties devolving upon the corps, and the 
proportionate number of each grade was worked out with great care, with a 
view to providing for the various duties and for such gradual and proper pro- 
motion as must be provided for to keep the Corps of Engineers alive. 

The number of officers recommended was as follows: 

One brigadier-general, 12 colonels, 24 lieutenant-colonels, 36 majors, 50 cap- 
tains, 40 first lieutenants, and 25 second lieutenants. 

The numbers proposed by the newly printed bill are: 

One brigadier-general, 7 colonels, 14 lieutenant-colonels, 28 majors, 40 cap- 
tains, 40 first lieutenants, and 30 second lieutenants—an increase over present 
organization of 5 captains, 14 first lieutenants, and 18 second lieutenants, 
without any increase in the field officers. 

In determining the relative number of officers of the different grades the 
following system was followed: 

Two divisions were considered—the first of and above the rank of major, 
the second including officers below the rank of major. 

The average time of service through all grades was taken at forty years. It 
Was assumed twenty years of this time should be spent in the lower division 
and twenty in the higher; that is, that an officer should serve twenty years 
before reaching the grade of major; their age at such time would average 
forty-three years. 

Under the present organization the percentage of officers above and in- 
cluding the grade of major is 40, and below,61. This percentage is about cor- 
rect to give twenty years in lower division and twenty years in upper divi 
sion, as shown bya table giving percentages of the number of officers of 
various terms of service for each year during past twenty-five years and the 
average for the entire period. It was therefore considered desirable to main- 
tain the present percentage in any increase recommended, and this was done. 

_ The proportion proposed would provide approximately for a service of 
six years as colonel, six years as Heutenant-colonel, eight yearsas major, and 
twenty years as a subaltern. 

Considering the relative numbers throughout, they are such as to provide 
for the duties of the corps without any surplus numbers, and to also provide 
for a fair and reasonable if not rapid promotion. 

The increase provided for in bill is all in the junior officers. It will de- 


stroy the approximately fair division of existing organization, interfere ma- 


TS 








terially with merited promotion, and render it more desirable for the highest 
graduates of the Military Academy to enter the line rather than the Corps 
of Engineers. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, after the word 
“that,” in line 15, page 24, by inserting the words ‘‘ Chief of Engi- 
neers shall be selected as now provided by law, and hereafter.” 

Also, in line 16, strike out the words ‘‘created or caused by this 
act” and insert after the word ‘“‘in,” in the same line, the words 
‘all other grades;” and strike out the words ‘‘the grade,” in lines 
16 and 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 24, line 15, after the word “‘ part,” insert the words ‘“‘ Chief of Engi- 
neers shall be selected as now provided by law, and hereafter.” 

In line 16 strike out the words “created or caused by this act” and insert 
“all other grades.”’ 

After the word “in,”’ strike out the words “the grade.” 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, one minute. The first amendment 
comes in after the word ‘‘ that,” and before the word ‘‘ vacancies,” 
in line 15, and not the word ‘‘ part,” as read by the Clerk. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “seven,” “ fourteen,” and “twenty-eight,” in line 11, page 24, and 
“forty” after the word ** majors,’’ and “thirty,” in line 12, page 24, and insert 
the words “twelve” before “colonels,” “twenty-four” before “ lieutenant- 
colonels,’ “‘thirty-six’’ before ‘*majors,”’ in line 11; also “fifty”’ before 
“captains” and ‘**twenty-five” before the word “second,” in line 12. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amend- 
ment is to make this bill conform to the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers as contained in the communication which has 
just been read. The increase which is provided in the Engineer 
Corps by this bill is an increase in the lower grade of that corps. 

The colonels remain the same as at present, the lieutenant- 
colonels the same, and the majorsthe same. There is an increase 
of 5 captains, an increase of 26 first lieutenants, and an increase 
of 12 second lieutenants. It isin the lower grades of this corps 
that the increase is not needed to such an extent as itis in the 
upper grade, and for this reason: The Engineer Corps is devoted 
almost entirely—in fact, entirely—to the work of constructing the 
fortifications and great public improvements carried on the river 
and harbor bill. The independent work given to the officers of 
the Engineer Corps is not intrusted to the officers of these lower 
grades. Asa rule they are assistants to the officers of the engi- 
neers in charge of the actual work. 

Now, with the increase of our territory and the necessity of 
sending engineers to Porto Rico and the Philippines, with the 
natural increase also of the public works from year to year, the 
necessity of officers capable of handling this independent work 
increases, and thus calls for an increase in the corps in the grades 
above that of first lieutenant. The Chief of Engineers does not 
recommend any increase over this bill in the corps of first lieu- 
tenants, being satisfied with the forty. He recommends five less 
in the grade of second lieutenants, recommending twenty-five 
instead of thirty, as the bill provides. But he does provide for a 
substantial increase in officers of the higher grades, twelve instead 
of seven colonels, twenty-four instead of fourteen lieutenant- 
colonels, thirty-six instead of twenty-eight of the grade of major. 

Now, the precedent has been in all the bills governing this corps 
that there should be, as the Chief of Engineers says, 39 per cent of 
the corps of the grade of majors and above, and 61 per cent of the 
corps of the grade below that of major. Thathas been the record 
of the corps. The amendment which he has suggested to the Sec- 
retary of War provides for the continuation of that ratio; whereas 
the House bill as now presented reverses that and puts a much 
greater proportion of Engineer Corps below the grade of major 
than at present. 

Not only that, but according to the record in this corps it takes 
twenty years for an officer in this branch of the service to reach 
the grade of major. He starts in asa cadet from West Point of 
the age of 21 to 23 years, and the record shows that he is at least 
43 to 45 years of age before he becomes a major. The present 
Chief of Engineers did not reach the grade of colonel until he was 
57 years of age. Now, under the recommendation of the Chief of 
Engineers, twenty years will be the usual length of time fora 


| graduate from West Point in this corps to reach the grade of 


major. He will then have eight years as major, six years asa 
lieutenant-colonel, and six years as a colonel before his retirement. 
It does seem to me, in view of the vast interests committed to this 
corps, in view of the special training these officers have in this 
service, that this recommendation of the Chief of Engineers should 
be followed by this House and the bill amended in accordance 
with the terms I have submitted. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope this amendment 
will not be adopted. If adopted it puts the Engineer Corps way 
beyond every other corps in the Army in regard to promotion. 
The gentleman forgets that two years ago we gave this corps pro- 
motion in the higher grade, additional officers, improving their 
opportunities by which the whole corps was moved up. If you 
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adopt this, you give the engineers one major for two captains, and 
one lieutenant-colonel for every two majors, something unknown 
in every other corps. We did increase the quartermasters yester- 
day, but how did we do it? Inthe lower grades. We gave them, 
where they asked for twelve colonels, one increase; we gave them 
only two in the lientenant-colonels, and put the others in as cap- 
tains. 
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ratio of the other grades in the Department, have to-day an equal | 
chance for promotion with the Ordnance or any other corps of | 


Army. 
Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but they are lieutenants in six 
years, captains in fourteen years, and in the other lines of the Army 


they have all to serve twenty years to get to the grade of captain. | 


If we iisten to what the different bureaus want in regard to the 
higher grades, they will all be colonels, lieutenant-colonels, and 
majors. I want to see the line drawn somewhere which will pre- 
serve something like equity and justice as between these corps, 
and I hope this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HAY. 
by the Secretary of War with a view to the needs of each one of 
these various departments? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. And that we have not in any case, except in the 
Quartermaster’s Department, I believe, increased these corps. 

Mr. HULL. We made an increase in the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department and in the Pay Department. 

Mr. HAY. But not in the lower ranks. 

Mr. HULL. None in the grades of colonel and lieutenant-col- 
onel to amount to anything. We have in the Quartermaster’s 
Department 72 captains. who have to look forward to only seven 
colonelcies, as I remember now. If we adopt the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, we shall have 40 captains 
looking forward to 12 colonelcies. I hope the amendment will be 
voted down. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I entirely concur in the view of 


Is it not a fact that this bill was carefully prepared | 


the chairman of our committee that this amendment should not | 


be adopted. 
heavy. 
to the Engineer Corps do that corps more than justice. 
the amendment will be voted down. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. BROMWELL 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 22. That the Ordnance Department shall consist of 1 Chief of Ord- 
nance with the rank of brigadier-general, 4 colonels, 6 lieutenant-colonels, 
12 majors, 24 captains, and 24 first lieutenants, the ordnance storekeeper, and 
the enlisted men, including ordnance sergeants, as now authorized by law. 


All vacancies created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion 
and appointment as now prescribed by law. 


Mr. McCLELLAN, I moveto amend by striking out the last 
word. 
say that as I do not desire to go upon record as appearing to vote 


If adopted, it would make the Engineer Corps top- | 
The recommendations of the Secretary of War in regard | 
I trust | 


| 


| years with troops of the arm in which he is commissioned. 





{ will occupy only one minute of the committee's time to | 


against any increase of the Army in the present emergency, I | 


shall, at the proper time, if no one else does so, offer a substitute 
continuing the existing establishment for two years. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 23. That the Signal Corps shall consist of 1 Chief Signal Officer with 


the rank of brigadier-general, 1 colonel, 1 lieutenant-colonel, 3 majors, 9 cap- 
tains, 9 first lieutenants, 80 first-class sergeants, 120 sergeants, 150 corporals, 


200 first-class privates, 150 second-class privates, and 10 cooks: Provided, That | the Regular Army 


vacancies created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion of 
officers of the Signal Corps according to seniority, as now provided by law. 
Vacancies remaining after such promotions may be filled by appointment of 
»ersons who have served in the Volunteer Signal Corps since April 21, 1898: 


DECEMBER 6, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 26. That whenever there shall occur a vacancy, which can not be 


filled by promotion or appointment under the provisions of preceding sec- 
tions of this act, in offices of the grades of lieutenant-colonel and major in 


| the Adjutant-General’s and Inspector-General’s departments; of eaptain in 

tA 7 ; . ’ . | the Quartermaster's, Subsistence, and Pay departments, and of first lieu- 

The Engineer Corps under this bill, figured out with the | 
T 


tenant in the Ordnance Department and the Signal Corps, such vacancy 
shall not be filled by a permanent appointment, but shall be filled by the de- 
tail, by the Secretary of War, after competitive examination, as hereinafter 
provided, of an officer of the line, who shall serve for the period of four 
years unless sooner relieved, and shall not again be eligible for detail in any 
staff corps or department until he shall have rendered actual service for two 
Any ofticer de- 
tailed for staff duty under the provisions of this section shall be selected 


| from the grade corresponding to, or from the grade next below, that to 


which the detail is to be made, and shall have the rank, pay, and allowances 
of the grade to which detailed. No detail for staff duty as herein provided 
shall be made in the case of any officer until he has actually served with 
troops for at least four years if his rank is above that of a second lieutenan 


| and for at least two years if he is a second lieutenant; and no such detai 
| shall be made in the case of any officer until he shall have passed a satisfac- 


tory competitive examination by an examining board composed of three 
officers, of whom one may be a line officer and two shall be permanent or de- 
tailed officers of the department or corps in which the detail is to be made, 
said examination to be conducted under regulations to be pogeermee by the 
examining boards, to be constituted as herein prescribed, for the various 
departments and corps in which details are to be made shall be convened by 
the Secretary of War at such times and places as the exigencies of the serv- 
ice may require, and said boards shall examine and report upon, as far as 
practicable, all line officers who may be applicants for details to staff duty, 
and who shall have been recommended by their commanding officers for 
such details. A separate list of officers reported on favorably by such ex- 
amining boards shall be kept for each department or corps in which details 
are to be made, the officers on said list to be arranged in accordance with 
the ratings given them by the cxamining boards, and to be detailed for duty, 
in the department or corps to which the list pertains, in the order of their 
standing upon said list, beginning with the officers having the highest rating; 
but no officer shall remain eligible for detail for more than two years unless 
he shall again successfully pass the examination hereinbefore prescribed: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to require the de- 
tail for staff duty of any officer who, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War, is mentally, morally, or physically unfit for such detail. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I believe the bill as printed does 
not correspond with the action of the committee. Thecommittee 
resolved to leave the Ordnance Department out of the detail sys- 
tem absolutely; so that the words ‘‘the Ordnance Department 
and,” in line 25, should be stricken out. I move that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a question at 
this point? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will this bill make the Adjutant-General’s 
Department or the Inspector-General’s Department larger than 
they are under the statute organizing the Reguiar Army, on the 
basis of 27,000 or 29,000 men? There are men now in that corps 
detailed to other branches of the service. When it comes to filling 
the vacancies that your bill makes, will the men in that corps be 
relegated back to their rank in the Regular Army or will they 
have precedence for appointment in the volunteers? 

Mr. HULL. If this bill passes they will, in my judgment, re- 
main permanently in the corps. They have reached there by 
examination. 


Mr. BINGHAM. In other words, I understand that, according 


| to the gentleman’s judgment, if there should be any vacancies 


*ovided, That the President is authorized to continue in service, during the | 


present emergency, for duty in the Philippine Islands, 10 volunteer signal 
officers with the rank of first lientenant and 10 volunteer signal officers with 
the rank of second lieutenant. This authority shall extend only for the pe- 
riod when their services may be absolutely necessary, and not beyond July 1, 
1902. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Inow offer an amendmentin regard to which 


I have consulted with the chairman of the committee, and I think | 
that it meets his approval and perhaps that of other members of | 


the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 25, in line 11, strike out “one” and insert “ two; also strike out | 


“ three " and insert ‘five; also strike out ‘* nine’ wherever it occurs in line 
1] and insert ‘ nineteen; so that the section will read: 

“That the Signal Corps shall consist of 1 Chief Signal Officer with the rank 
of brigadier-general, 1 colonel, 2 lieutenant-colonels, 5 majors, 19 captains, 19 
first lieutenants, etc.” 


The question being taken, the amendment was adopted. 
Mr. 


IULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that the proviso, | 


beginning in line 21, with regard to ten volunteer signal officers | 


being continued should be stricken out. Iloffer an amendment to 


strike out that proviso. My understanding is that we havealready | 
taken these volunteer signal officers, authorized their continuance, | 


and put them in the regular establishment. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


On page 25 strike out all of section 2% after the word “ ninety-eight,” in 
line 21. 


| they will be filled from the men now in the Adjutant-General’s 


and Inspector-General's corps? 
Mr. HULL. That would be my judgment, they being now in 


Mr. HAY. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman to this 
proviso on page 28, beginning with line 18: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to require the 
detail for staff duty of any officer who, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War, is mentally, morally, or physically unfit for such detail. 

I do not understand that those words were put in the bill when 
we had it under consideration in the committee, 

Mr. HULL. Yes; they were inserted in the amended bill as 
adopted. 

Mr. HAY. I think they ought to be stricken out, because they 
give the Secretary of War absolute power to turn down any offi- 
cer who may have passed an examination. 

Mr, HU LL. I do not believe that any officer who is mentally, 
morally, or physically unfit will be given an examination. 

Mr. HAY. I donot think so either. Therefore that proviso 
ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. HULL. This proviso does not apply to volunteer officers, 
So far as the regulars are concerned, I did not object tothe De- 
partment fixing up the provision in whatever way it wanted to. 

Mr. HAY. But we ought not to give the Secretary of War 
arbitrary power to turn a man down. 

Mr. HULL. I assume that the Secretary of War would not 
have a man mentally, morally, or physically unfit examined. 
With regard to volunteers, where we struck out a similar author- 
ity on the part of the Secretary of War, the idea of the men who 
opposed that provision was that the Secretary of War might pre- 
scribe a rigid examination which the average volunteer would 
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But in this case, where officers of the Regular 


be unable to pass. the : 
Army are concerned, the man can not pass the examination until 


his commanding officer has designated him in orders for that 


purpose. ee - 
Mr. HAY. Does the gentleman from Iowa regard this provi- 


sion as at all necessary in the bill? Does he not think that it 
might be stricken out without injury to this provision of the bill? 

Mr. HULL. In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, the provision does 
neither harm nor good. : 

Mr. HAY. Then why not let it go out? 

Mr. HOLL. I have no special objection. | 

Mr. HAY. I move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out that provision 
which has just been read. : : 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to its going out. 

The amendment proposed by Mr, Hay was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 27. That whenever there shall occur a vacancy, which can not be 
filled under the provisions of preceding sections of this act by the promo- 
tion of officers holding permanent appointments, in offices of the grades of 
eolonel in the Adjutant-General’s and Inspector-General’s Departments, of 
major in the Quartermaster’s and Subsistence Departments, of major in the 
Pay Department after the number of paymasters of that grade shall have 
been reduced below nine, and of captain in the Ordnance Department and 
the Signal Corps, such vacancy shall be filled by the appointment of an offi- 
cer to be selected from among those who have served by detail, under the 
provisions of this act, in the next lower grade in the department or corps in 
which the vacancy occurs. 

Mr. HDLL. Mr. Chairman, the word “nine” in line 4 of this 
section should be stricken out and * twenty ” inserted, in order to 
correspond with the amendment made to the bill in regard to pay- 
masters. 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. HULL. I move also, inline 5 of thesame section, to amend 
by striking out the words ‘‘ The Ordnance Department and.” 

This would make the provision conform to the action already 
taken by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. | ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section. 

The Clerk read section 29, as follows: 

Sec. 29, That vacancies in the grade of field officers and captain, created by 
this act, in the cavalry, artillery, and infantry shall be filled by promotion 
according to seniority in each branch, respectively. Vacanciesexistingafter 
the promotions have n made shall be provided for as follows: A sutticient 
number shall be reserved in the rank of second lieutenant for the next grad- 
uating class at the United States Military Academy. Officers now holding 
commissions in tke Volunteer Army may be ordered before boards of officers 
for such examination as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. Vol- 
unteer officers who establish their fitness before these examining boards may 
be appointed to the grade of first or second lieutenant in the Regular Army. 
Volunteer officers so appointed to the grade of first or second lieutenant shall 
be arranged according to rank, on a separate list. All vacancies then exist- 
ing in the grade of first lieutenant in each arm of the service shall be filled 
from this list and the lineal lists of second lieutenants, according to seniority, 
as determined by length of prior commissioned service; but nothing herein 
contained shall change the relative rank of officers heretofore commissioned 
as second lieutenants in the Regular Army. 

When the vacancies in the grade of first lieutenant shall have been filled 
from the two lists. the names of the remaining second lieutenants shall then 
be placed on one list in each branch, arranged as to seniority, according to 
the dates of their commissions, and promotions thereafter shall be made as 
provided for in existing law. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Military Affairs 
made some amendments to this section which would make the 
officers under it eligible as volunteer officers of the Army without 
regard to any age limit. 
stands we have injured, instead of benefited, the volunteer officers, 
because under the present law a man could not come in from the 
ranks and would necessarily be under 30 years of age. 

Now I desire to offer an amendment to carry out the idea of 
the committee, providing that a volunteer officer shall be eligible 
to the grades of first and second lieutenant without regard to age. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. All whoserved as volunteers to 
be so eligible? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; that is the idea. I have not yet prepared 
the amendment, because I understood that Mr. MONDELL or Mr. 
PARKER would offer it. But I will prepare and offer the amend- 
ment if the Chair will indulge me for a moment. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Will this amendment which | 
have here answer the gentleman’s purpose? 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from New Jersey give his at- 
oe and see if I have this in a form which is satisfactory to 

im 

That the present restrictions of law or regulations as to age shall not ap- 
ply to those who have served as volunteers since April 21, 1898. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. For the purposes of appointment. 

Mr. HULL, I will add that— 


So far as appointments to the grades of second or first lieutenants of the 
line are concerned. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after line 24, page 30: 


“That the present restrictions of law or regulations as to age shall not 
apply to those who have served as volunteers since April 21, 1808,so far as 


Iam afraid that by the provision as it | 


appointments to the grades of second or first lieutenants of the line are con- 
cerned.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this para- 
graph, any volunteer officer is eligible, after examination, in the 
creation of this new army, to be made either a first or a second 
lieutenant. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HULL. I think that is correct, because I think this list 
limits it to volunteer officers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, you say this further, that it shall be 
done according to seniority as determined by length of prior com- 
missioned service. 

The cadets of the class of 1899 were graduated some months be- 
fore the usual date of graduation, as well, I think, as the class of 
1900. According to this provision, a volunteer officer who has 
served prior to the graduation of those young men fron the Acad- 
emy will get credit in his rank as either first or second lieutenant 
when it comes to his commissions. Therefore each one of those 
cadets who were graduated in 1900 and in 1899 will be junior to 
this body of men transferred from the volunteer service to the 
regular service. Is that so? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will look at the 
bill he will see that it makes two lists—one list of those who are 
in the Regular Army and one list of those who are volunteers. 
The commissions of the volunteers govern as against each other 
in the matter of length of service. Those who are now in the 
Regular Army will be pushed up in their promotion according to 
their seniority in their own list, but the volunteers will be in an- 
other list, and their length of service will balance with each other, 

Mr. BINGHAM. But not in competition with or antagonism 
to the Regular Army officers. 
| Mr. HULL. No; not in competition with the Regular Army 
| officers. They are already in the Regular Army, and are ona 

lineal list provided for in the same section, upon which they go 
according to their rank. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Therefore none of these men who are in the 
classes from the Academy to which I have referred will be junior 
to these volunteers to be appointed hereafter. 

Mr.HULL. Notatall. Ofcourse there are men nowin the Reg- 
ular Army, appointed from civil life, who are a part of the perma- 
nent establishment under present law, who will hold their present 

| places above cadets who have been graduated since. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; they are now in the permanent estab- 
| lishment. I refer to those to be appointed hereafter. 

Mr. HULL. I[ask that the Clerk proceed with the reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 30. That to fill vacancies occurring from time to time in the several 
organizations serving without the limits of the United States with trained 

} men the President is authorized to enlist recruits in numbers equal to 4 per 
| cent in excess of the total strength authorized for such organizations. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, welive in the most extraordinary age 
| and in the greatest country of the world. Whatshall wesay of the 
| two mighty revolutions which have marked the progress of ourown 

country during the last one hundred and twenty-five years? One 
converted thirteen weak colonies into a nation which has spread 
itself from the Atlantic to the Pacific, not by the desolations of 
successful war, but by the triumphant march of industry and 
enterprise. The other threatened to disrupt this great Republic, 
but, guided and governed by the inscrutable wisdom of Provi- 
dence, its results are renewed prosperity and a more closely united 
people. 

No epoch of the world’s history can exhibit a people so numer- 
ous, so homogeneous; we have one form of government; we speak 
a common language; our people enjoy the widest personal and 

| political liberty; we have a domain of imperial expanse wherein 
may be found every variety of climate and every character of soil. 
Our population is something over 76,000,000 people. The arts of 
civilization, the benefits of commerce, have been carried to their 
utmost perfection; education is diffused throughout our popula- 
tion and its benefits are felt alike by rich and poor. The produc- 
tions of our farmers, the yields of our mines, the vast wealth of 
all kinds with which our country abounds, strikethe mind as some- 
thing stupendous. 

| We live under the freest Government in the world. This happy 
| condition of affairs has been brought about, first, by the goodn¢ Ss 
of Almighty God, and, second, by the institutions of government 
under which we have lived since 1776. The Declaration of In- 
dependence and the Constitution of the United States, adhered to 
by our forefathers, have made this a great country and a happy 
and prosperous people. Because of our free institutions millions 
of people have come to us from other lands, and the tide of immi- 
gration is continuing to flow toward our shores. Up to the time 
of the passage of the bill for the government of Porto Rico this 
Government had taken no step which could be called a departure 
from those policies and principles which have guided and gov- 
erned our statesmen during the past one hundred and twenty-four 
years. 
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The question of the Philippine Islands was then and still is un- 
settled. For, while the President has governed it as a military 
province, his policy has neither been indorsed by the people of the 
country nor by this House. In the past we have steered clear of 
the quarrels of Europe. We have obeyed the behest of Washing- 
ton and have formed no entangling alliances abroad. We have 
adhered to the principles and practices of the Monroe doctrine. 
Since the war of 1812 no foreign soldier has set his foot upon our 
soil, and no foreign country has insulted our dignity at home or 
abroad. It is now proposed to depart from the settled policy of 
this country, and the first step to be taken in that direction is the 
maintenance of the great standing Army under the provisions of 
this bill. 

The next step will be the building of many ships and the enlist- 
ment of many sailors. Thenextis the conferring upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States absolute military and civil ae in the 
Philippine Islands. It is within the power of this House to give 
to the Executive all the soldiers necessary to maintain the 
authority of the United States in the Philippine Islands and at 
the same time to adhere to these maxims of government which 
are recognized as best for our country. Itis dangerous to depart 
from our well-settled policy of maintaining only a small standing 
army. Itis true that the Republican party in the last campaign 
ridiculed the idea of imperialism and denied strenuously that 
there was any intention on the part of the Government to enter 
upon such a policy. But that the granting of such enormous 
powers to the Executive is cause for serious alarm no candid man 
will deny. It will be argued that the people by their votes have 
retained in power the party which advocates these measures, but 
it is equally true that the votes of the people did not indorse the 
policy of military expansion, of great standing armies, of enor- 
mous expenditures, 

If all the people who then and now condemn the Philippine 
policy of the Administration, the raising of a great standing 
army, the possibility of conscription, and the enormous taxation 
which must accompany this policy had voted against the Repub- 
lican party, its candidate would have suffered an ignominious 
defeat. There were other questions which seemed to the people 
of more importance for the moment, and they were satisfied that 
they could deal with the question of imperialism later on. The 
battle is just now joined, and will not be decided until the peop!e 
of this country have an opportunity, untrammeleda by other mat- 
ters, to express their opinions at the polls. It may be true that 
many members of this House honestly believe that there is no 
harm to result to the Republic from the steps which are now pro- 
posed. It has been the history of all republics that imperialism 
has crept upon them unawares; that the advocates of such a 
policy—some of them honestly—have diverted the minds of the 
people from issues so vitally important. 

But to all who have studied the history of the past and have 
marked the trend of current events the policy of the Adminis- 
tration seems fraught with great danger to the Republic. The 
greatest and wisest statesman of this country has said ‘that a 
great standing army is a menace to freedom.” He said this, hav- 
ing before him the examples of history, and had he lived in this 
age he might have seen the whole of Europe bending under the 
burden of armies and groaning under taxation levied for their 
support. These great European armies and navies are maintained 
and supported for the same purposes and for the same ends which 
this Administration is striving to accomplish. Shall we enter the 
same pathways and pursue the same course which have been fatal 
to those who have gone before us? 

The present Administration has given to us two examples of 
its purpose to govern as dependent colonies the territory which 
we have unfortunately acquired from Spain. Take as the first 
example the treatment of the people of the island of Porto Rico. 
We all know that when our Army, commanded by General Miles, 
invaded that island the people welcomed him with open arms; 
that the little children came down to the shores of that island 
with United States flags in their hands and garlands of flowers to 
strew the pathway of our soldiers. They did so because they be- 
lieved that this was a free and independent republic; that it 
would suffer no subjects under its flag, and that it would confer 
upon them the free institutions of the United States—that they 
would receive the immunities and privileges of our own citizens. 
They were strengthened in this belief by the proclamation of the 
Commanding General of our Armies, which declared that they 
should be free. And yet in the last session of Congress a bill was 
passed for the civil government of Porto Rico, which while it 
provided for a representative body to be elected by 27 per cent of 
the people of that island, it also provided for an executive coun- 
cil, which was given the power to pass upon every measure 
adopted by the representative body. 

The members of the executive council areappointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. They are his creatures. They depend 
for their offices upon his will and pleasure, and thus he holds within 
his grasp the absolute power of governing the people of that island. 
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They are not even given a representative upon thisfloor. Theyare 

taxed without representation, and every principle of freedom is 
| violated by that measure. This legislation was an astounding 
_ revelation to the people of Porto Rico, particularly so when the 

were about to send representatives to the Spanish Cortes. I will 

not stop to speak of the outrage perpetrated upon these people by 

forcing them to pay tariff duties. Thus we see what the purpose 
| of the Administration is in this instance. 

Another example of the intention of the Administration to dis- 
regard the principles of the Constitution and to violate every 
maxim of our republican form of government is the treatment 
which has been accorded to the people of the Philippine Islands. 
In the first place, why should we ever have acquired islands from 
seven toeight thousand miles from our nearest seaport, populated 
by from eight to ten millions of people who can never become 
citizens of this country, having a climate unsuited to our people, 
presenting no advantages for enterprise or for business and situ- 
ated in a part of the globe which is the storm center of the world, 
right at the door of China, where the eagles are gathered together 
for a division of spoil; where it will be almost necessary that we 
should take an active and pomene a militant part in the quarrels 
of the great powers—islands whose permanent retention means a 
war with some one or other of the great European powers? We 
are told that it was a manifest destiny which placed upon us the 
burden of these islands. Was it manifest destiny which caused 
the commissioners of this country at Paris to demand the Philip- 
pine Islands and to pay for them $20,000,000? Was it not rather 
the will and wish of the President to acquire these islands which 
caused that clause to be incorporated in the treaty? The public 
knows nothing of the secret instructions given to the commission- 
| ers who negotiated the treaty of Paris, but assuredly they simply 
obeyed their instructions. Why should the President have desired 
the possession of these islands, and, having acquired the possession 
|-of them, why did not he lay down a policy to be pursued toward 
| them which would have assured them of self-government? If this 
had been done we would have been spared the loss of blood and 
treasure which has marked every step taken by the Administra- 
tion in the Philippine Islands. 

In casting about to find the reason for this remarkable purchase 
| of these islands we can only come to the conclusion that it was 
done for the purpose of giving to the Administration an opportu- 
nity of pursuing and building up a policy of colonization and im- 
perialism. It is an excuse for a standing army, for a great 
navy. What will be the result of this permanent retention of 
the Philippines? First, it is necessary to maintain a large stand- 
ing army—witness the provisions of this bill, which provides for an 
army of over 100,000 men—and which it will cost this country at 
least $125,000,000 a year tosupport. Nor will this cust be con- 
fined to one year, or two years, or twenty years. By the passage 
of this bill we are fixing upon us and our posterity a great burden 
of taxation. Generations yet unborn will bear it, for it has been 
the history of all European countries which have undertaken to 
conquer and subdue Asiatic populations that they were compelled 
tomaintain for generations large standing armiesin thosecountries. 

England has been governing India for two hundred years, and 
yet to-day she maintains in that country an army of 80,000 men. 
France bas been undertaking to subdue Algiers for seventy-five 
years, and she maintains there to-day a standing army of 72,000 
men. Nor canit be said thatit is possible to pay these armies 
from the revenue of the colonies. I venture the assertion that 
after the payment of the civil officers and other internal govern- 
mental expenses of the Philippine Islands out of the island reve- 
nues nothing will remain with which to pay the Army. I desire 
to call attention to another phase of this question of a standing 
army, and that is whether it will be possible to recruit the same 
by voluntary enlistment. 

At no timein our history has the standing Army of this country 
been recruited up to the number of men allowed by law, and there 
is no reason to believe that itcan bedonenow. Everyone familiar 
with the conditions in the Philippine Islands knows that it will be 
necessary, if they are to be permanently retained by this country, 
to have the Army up to its full complement, and if they can not be 
obtained by voluntary enlistment they must be by conscription. 
Another inevitable consequence of the permanent retention of the 
Philippine Islands is the building of a navy as large as any other 
navy in the world, because, being in the very center, as it were, 
of those entanglements and quarrels which are now pending be- 
tween the great European powers, we must prepare ourselves to 
defend the possessions which we have acquired in the Orient, and 
to do this we must build up our Navy. 

To build a navy equal to that of England it will cost for years 
to come a hundred million of dollars per year. Then, too, we 
must fortify the coasts of these islands, and that expense, together 
with the expense of the civil government of those islands, will 
amount to no less than fifty millions per annum. The pension 
list of this country is now $150,000,000 per year, and the increase 
of the Army will mean a corresponding increase of pensions, and 
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the ultimate result of this policy advocated and insisted upon by 
the President and his party means, in money alone, $500,000,000 
per year, to be collected in shape of taxes from the people of this 
country. 

I do ot speak of the blood which will be shed, of the many who 
will die of disease as a result of this imperial policy. There have 
been very many deaths among our soldiers in the Philippines. 
Hundreds of them are in lunatic asylums; hundreds of them have 
become useless from disease and are pensioners upon the bounty 
of the country. We are told thatthe time has come for this coun- 
try to be a world power, and by world power is meant a fighting 
power, for since the Declaration of Independence one hundred 
and twenty-four years ago we have been a world power in the best 
sense of the word. Under our influence this continent has been 
free from European aggression, and every State in Southern and 
Central America has had over them the protecting wings of our 
Government. 

Our commerce has been projected into every sea. Products of 
our factories and of our farms are sold in the uttermost parts of 
theearth. Ourinventions, our improvements in all the arts of civ- 
ilization have been diffused into every corner of the globe. The 
power and dignity of our Government have been respected by the 
great States of Europe. We have been appealed to to settle the 
difficulties of other countries, and we have been recognized the 
world over as one of the great powers of the earth. No amount 
of warfare can add to our renown. The acquisition of no island 
and of no foreign territory can enhance our greatness. Nostand- 
ing army and no great navy can do more for our commerce; no 
imperial policy, no colonization can be of benefit to our people. 

We are to-day the greatest, the most independent, of the nations, 
and we will remain so as long as we faithfully adhere to the Decla- 
ration of Independence and to the Constitution. But it is said 
that the Democratic party, under the lead of Thomas Jefferson, 
was the first to inaugurate a policy of expansion. It is true that 
in the early years of our country, and while the Democratic party 
was in power, we added to our domain the Louisiana purchase in 
1803, Florida in 1819, Texas in 1845, California, New Mexico, Ari- 
zona, and a part of Colorado as a consequence of the Mexican war; 
but that was true expansion. It was an expansion over territory 
where the Constitution followed the flag. It was expansion over 
people who could become a part of and be assimilated with our 
people. It was the expansion of our political ideas, and it pro- 
duced for this country great States and statesmen. 

In order to carry it out it was not necessary to maintain great 
standing armies and vast navies. The territories which we took 
were Within our geographical limitations. Wedid not havetosend 
our soldiers 8,000 miles across the ocean. In other words, it was 
true and natural expansion of the boundaries of our country. In 
one sense it was an expansion for self-defense, because through 
the Louisiana purchase we obtained control of the Mississippi 
River—that great artery of commerce which extends from Minne- 
sota to Louisiana—and it would not have been unwise had we 
further extended our power and controlled the St. Lawrence as 
well. How different was that expansion from that which is now 
proposed by the Republican party. That party proposes to erect in 
distant lands governments antagonistic to ours in form and sub- 
stance, to be maintained by military force, and to necessitate for 
= times a tremendous burden of taxation and a useless waste of 

ife. 

Iam unalterably opposed to the creation of this great standing 
Army, because I know that once created it will remain forever an 
incubus upon us and our posterity. I do not believe that there is 
any necessity for it if the Administration will declare its purpose 
to grant to the people of the Philippine Islands self-government. 
The war now being waged there will cease, and all necessity for 
such a body of soldiers as 65,000 men in those islands will be obvi- 
ated. There are nowin those islandsalarge numberof men. There 
area large number of military stations. There are many ships and 
many sailors stationed in the waters of those islands, and yet, after 
two years of warfare, the authority of the United States does not 
extend beyond the sound of their guns. 

It is reliably stated that one can not go from one garrison to an- 
other without the protection of an armed escort. It is a crime to 
continue a policy such as this, under the conditions now existing, 
when all could be changed by a mere declaration of the Govern- 
ment. This Government owes it to itself and to its people and to 
the traditions of the past and to the hopes of the future that a per- 
petual warfare should cease; that the blood and treasure of this 
country should no longer be poured out for purposes of conquest. 

However much I may beopposed tothisincubusof standing Army, 
T recognize that it is necessary to provide troops for the immediate 
necessities in the Philippines and in this country. From the best 
information I can obtain I am inclined to the belief that 100,000 
men will not be too many for the present needs. While we were 
told before the election that Mr. McKinley’s election meant im- 
mediate cessation of hostilities in the Philippines; while the 
Philippine Commission made a report to this effect, which was 
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widely used as a campaign document, yet we are now confronted 
with a report from General MacArthur, the commanding general 
of the United States in the Philippines, in which it it is declared 
that it is absolutely necessary to continue the present number 
of troops now in the Philippines, and indeed to increase that 
number. 

Therefore it is that we must provide the necessary number of 
soldiers until this Administration shall declare a policy which 
will make it possible to have peace in those islands. The substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from New York will give to this 
Administration all the time it needs to pacify these islands, if 
they can be pacified. It keeps the Army up for the length of time 
that enlistments are made in the Regular Army. Best of all, it 
provides for a temporary instead of a permanent army. If dur- 
ing the two years before us the people of this country shall deter- 
mine that they want a permanent standing army, that army can 
be provided for without additional cost or expense by repealing 
the act proposed by the gentleman from New York. 

1 want now to call attention to the fact that the section which 
has just been read shows that the President is authorized to main- 
tain and raise a standing army of 100,000 men. 

I shall vote for the substitute which will be offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. McCLe.ian]; which gives the coun- 
try the law now on the statute books and continues it for two 
years. It doesseem to me that itis the duty certainly of every 
Democrat on this floor to do everything in his power to prevent a 
permanent standing army, and the only way to do this is to vote 
for a temporary army. If there is one principle which we have 
contended against, it is against a permanent standing army. 
Under this bill we have a permanent standing army of a hundred 
thousand men placed upon us. 

Now, it may be said that the responsibility is not upon us upon 
this side; but the minority has a responsibility as well as the 
majority, and if the members on this side of the House want to do 
their duty by the country under the circumstances which now 
confront us they must vote for the lesser of two evils. By so 
doing we may prevent the passage of this bill. We know that we 
can not avoid voting at this particular time for some bill which 
will provide for troops in the Philippine Islands. It may be that 
the decision of the Supreme Court may so affect the minds of our 
friends on the other side that they will not want to stay in the 
Philippines. That is another reason why this question of a per- 
manent standing army should be postponed as long as possible. 
I say that we want to defeat a permanent standing army, and in 
order to give an opportunity to the members of this House to vote 

gainst a permanent standing army we should offer something 
affirmative; we should construct something. 

When we offer them the same military system under which the 
country has been living for the past two years, we give ourselves 
time, so that circumstances may change and the Republicans not be 
able to insist that there is any necessity for a large standing army 
by reason of conditions in the Philippines. In this way we may 
avoid entirely a permanent standing army in this country. It is 
the only feasible plan, it does seem to me, for a great party to as- 
sume; it is the only position which can be defended: and I believe 
that if gentlemen will think about this proposition and about 
this standing army they will vote for the substitute to be offered 
by the gentleman from New York, and if that is not accepted by 
the House they will then vote against this bill providing for this 
{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, | simply want to say one word 
about this section. The reason it is put in the bill is because if 
you make the net a little low the enlistments are stopped at once, 
and by giving this authority you can hold the maximum at 96,000, 
if it is desired, or above the 58,000, so that the full number of the 
minimum can be maintained. 

Mr. HAY. I withdraw my amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 31. That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of 
the several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed 
by this act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time 
as Congress may hereafter direct. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “direct,” in line 9, section 31, the following: 

“Provided, That in the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army 
for the period required by law, andafter the expiration of one year's service, 
should either of his parents die leaving the other solely dependent upon the 
soldier for support, such soldier may be honorably discharged from the serv- 
ice of the United States, upon due proof being made of such condition to the 
Secretary of War.”’ 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I can see no sense 
of justice whatever in holding a soldier in the service under such 
circumstances. Of what use is a man in the Army if his mother 
is at home dependent upon him, and mourning her life away 
because of his absence under circumstances which entirely 
changed after his voluntary admission into the Army? I know of 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
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cases where parents have spared their sons to the Army when the | 
emergency arose which required them to go, and without hesita- | 
tion they parted with perhaps their only son. 

At the time the family of the soldier was intact, his father and 
mother were living, and no particular necessity existed for him to | 
remain at home; but after his admission into the Army his father | 
may have died, leaving the mother solely dependent upon her sol- | 
dier boy. Is it right or proper that the mother should be deprived 
of the services of her son at home under such circumstances? 
All praise should be accorded to the generous, patriotic mothers of | 
the country who have spared their sons in time of the nation’s 
peril, and no better appreciation can be shown for this great and 
voluntary sacrifice than to permit the son to return with an hon- 
orable discharge when he may be needed to sustain his widowed | 
mother at home. 

I believe it is the custom, and one of the regulations, of coun- | 
tries operating under conscription laws, that they will not take 
an only son, even under conscription or draft, as they recognize 
the fact that he may be as necessary to his widowed mother as to 
the country itself. Surely, our country can be as generous as the | 
empires across the sea, when we recollect that the greatest armies | 
that the-world has ever seen have been recruited from among the | 
young men of our country, who voluntarily came to its service 
whenever peril or disaster threatened our land. I am unwilling 
that there should be no law regulating matters of this kind. It | 
may be said that the Department regulations should control, but 
I deny that they are either as effective, as just, or as kindly as 
they should be in their administration, and I think if we put into 
the statute law governing the Army a wholesome provision of 
this character we will be doing but justice to the families of 
enlisted men. I understand that this is not objected to by the 
committee, and call for a vote. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is authorized to detach from the Army 
at large such number of enlisted men as may be necessary to perform duty 
at the various recruiting rendezvous, and while performing such duty one 
member of each party shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of sergeant, 


and one the rank, pay, and allowances of corporal of the arm of the service 
to which they respectively belong. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to be added after the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that the Secretary of War is hereby directed to have made and deliv- 
ered to each officer and enlisted man who served during the war with Spain 
and who has not been dishonorably discharged from the service a bronze 
a of such design as he may approve, such medals to cost not more than 
$1 each. 

Mr. HULL, I raise the point of order against the amendment. 
It has nothing to do with the organization of the Army or any part 
of it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman withhold the point of 
order for a moment? 

Mr. HULL. I withhold it at the gentleman's request. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will say frankly that I am 
inclined to think that the gentleman's point of order is probably well 
taken. lLintend tointroducea billalong the line of thisamendment, | 
and knowing that when introduced it will go toits long sleep, and 
probably its last, in the box of the proper committee and may | 
never be heard from again in the House, I wanted to bring it | 
before the House at this time, in the hope of getting the attention | 
of the proper committee to the matter. I believe that it is a wise 
and just provision. We are following so many precedents set by | 
foreign armies, and a good many of them, it appears to. me, bad 
precedents, that I think it is time we borrow some good ideas 
from them. A medal is given, as I understand it,in nearly every 
service except that of the United States to every soldier who par- 
ticipates in actual war. It becomes an heirloom in the family; it 
is preserved and handed down from father to son, and I believe 
that any boy raised in the presence of his father’s old musket or 
old sword, or who has received as part of his heritage one of these 





| against, and their cause will be a just one. 
| not to be passed at all, or it ought to do equal justice to all sol- 
| diers. 





medals for gallant service in actual war, is a better citizen and 
more likely to be a patriot and offer his services when the coun- | 
try needs them than one who is not. For this reason I have pre- | 
sented this amendment and intend to introduce a bill containing | 
similar provisions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 36. That any officer of the Army on the active list below the grade of | 
brigadier-general who served during the civil war shall, when retired, be re- | 
tired with the rank and pay of the next higher grade, except such officers as | 
may be retired under section 34 of this act 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- | 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22, page 32, after the word “act,” insert the following: 

* And all officers of the Army who served during the civil war and have 
heretofore been retired at agrade below that of brigadier-general, and are 
still living, shall hereafter be entitled to the rank and pay of the next higher 
grade.”’ 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, when this bill 
was under general debate I called the attention of the committee 
to the effect of the provision which has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which is to retire all officers now upon 
the active list who served during the civil war at one grade higher 
than that which they occupy on the date of their retirement. It 
leaves out of consideration a large list of officers who served dur- 


| ing the civil war and were compelled by the wounds which they 


received in that war, or in the Indian wars following it, to retire 
before their age compelled their retirement. In other words, it 


| rewards length of service without rewarding hardship of service. 


The naval personnel bill which we passed a few years ago con- 
tained the same provision with respect to the Navy as that now 
before the committee. The result has been that there has been a 


| continued agitation by the officers who were discriminated against 


in favor of some such measure as I have now proposed. Sucha 
measure has passed the Senate, is now before the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs, and I understand it is giving them a great deal of 


trouble. The gentleman from [owa, in reply to my questions, ad- 
mitted that this provision was discriminating justice; that it dis- 
criminated against the officer who has heretofore retired. I think 
the provision ought to go out or be amended. Without further 
delay I ask the Clerk to read a letter which I have received since 
the beginning of this session of the House, which puts in graphic 
form the hardship of the discrimination which the committee pro- 
poses. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hon. W. H. Moopy. 


Dear Sir: That clause in the Army reorganization bill, now up in the 
House of Representatives, relating to the future retirement of officers with 
one grade who served during the civil war, etc., fails entirely to cover that 
class of officers who served during the civil war, but who were compelled to 
be retired on low rank on account of the severity of their service by reason 
of wounds or disability incurred in the service. That is no disgrace and 
should not militate against them now that they are on the shady side of life. 
That clause was originally intended as a bill in equity to even up things as a 
matter of justice. ‘The law of October, 1890, gave many officers, also disabled 
since the civil war, an advanced grade, some of whom were never ona battle- 
field, and consequently not so much entitled to this distinction as we are. 
They are comparatively young men. and it is very galling to those of us who 
know what we went through in that war to see such discrimination. This 
bill will have practically the same effect. In short, the whole thing is a dis- 
crimination now in favor of those who, by iength of service, but not by 
wounds or disease or necessarily severe service (perhaps they never once 
placed their lives in jeopardy), have already got all the var.k they were ever 
entitled to or could reasonably expect, and will result in again making the 
retired list top-heavy with brigadier-generals and colonels, instead of giving 


} those who got the brunt of that war and were retired as first lieutenants 


and captains, the advanced grade to even up matters in equity and justice. 
Mr. Chairman, the writer of that letter is a type of the many 


| hundred officers who served throughout the civil war and in our [n- 
| dian hostilities alter the close of the civil war. 
| to retire long before the age limit on account of disabilities he had 


He was compelled 


incurred in the service. If you pass this provision in the man- 


| ner in which it is reported, we shall all be beset by officers on the 


retired list who will believe that they have been discriminated 
The provision ought 


Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts be reported again to the House. 

The amendment was again read. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. MAHoN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, sundry messages in writing from 
the President of the United States were communicated to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 

ARMY BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of this 
amendment. If this section in the bill passes, a rank iniustice 
will be done to a large number of men on the retired list. 1 agree 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopyj that the 
provision of this section must cover all the men on the retired list 
or cover none. 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Military Affairs time and 
time again have been appealed to to allow officers to be retired 
with the rank and pay above the rank which they now held, and 
the committee has uniformly refused to report such bill. Now, I 
will say to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] 
that personally I have no objection to this amendment, but of 
the men that this section will cover I can safely say that seven- 
eighths of them were never under fire. You retired last year 
three officers who went through the civil war and had four or five 
wounds on their persons, who served twenty-two years on the 
frontier fighting Indians. Do you propose that these men shall be 
discriminated against? Mr. Chairman, if you are going to dis- 
criminate and have any class legislation, let it be in favor of the 
men who bore the brunt of the civilwar. [Applause.] You pro- 
pose to put in a young man who entered the service in 1865 and 
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since that time has been holding a position in the War Depart- | teers—men who had been shot through the body and who were 


ment. 

Mr. HULL. I want to suggest to the gentleman that the bill 
provides that these men shall be men who served through the 
civil war. 

Mr. MAHON. ‘‘Served in the civil war” or ‘‘ during the civil | 
war;” that is, any part of it. Now, Mr. Chairman, this section 
covers men that have never been under fire, but because they have | 
been detailed to perform civil services in the War Department, 
will you put men of that kind on the retired list, with rank and | 
pay above the grade they hold, and turn down old men who are 
walking through the streets of Washington to-day, many of them | 
with one arm and many on crutches, men who bore the brunt of 
battle and served many long years in our Indian wars? I hope 
this amendment will be adopted or the whole section stricken out. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does this amendment include the Indian 
wars? 

Mr. MAHON. I think not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman,I appreciate the justice, 
or partial justice, of this proposed amendment; but I warn the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] and the committee 
that if it is adopted, and the living men to come within the scope 
of the amendment are put on the retired list at a grade above 
that which they hold, what are you going to do about the dis- 





crimination that has already, or will thereby be done, against the | 
dead men who were carried on the retired list at the grade they | 


did hold? It will simply result, in my judgment, in a general 
provision shortly that the heirs and legal representatives of these 
dead persons shall have the right to assert a claim to equalize 
them as representatives upon the same basis as the men who have 
lived to see this day; and there probably would be a great equity 
in their favor, because a great many of them died on account of 
the superior service which they rendered. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to the fact that this is not retroactive. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that; but it creates a retro- 
active principle. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I see the embarrassment, but 
it arises out of the section; strike out the section altogether. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the trouble about the amendment 
as offered is that you enter upon a wide field, and there has been 
no definite information given as to what it will do. 

The section as reported by the committee confines its benefits to 
a very few cases; there is no question about that. It corresponds 
in some degree with what the nation has already done for the 
Navy. In the provision for the Navy no resttiction was made as 


to rank, but each officer as he retired was allowed to do so at the 
In this bill | 


next higher grade than that which he actually held. 
the benefits of the provision are confined to officers below the rank 
of brigadier-general. 

I can sympathize with what my friend from Pennsylvania says 
to some extent, but not to the full extent that he goes. I know 
men who are now in the service who have performed service con- 
tinuously since 1861 and who are now siinply majors in the regu- 
lar establishment. One such officer, whom I now call to mind, 
has just returned from Manila broken in health, compelled to re- 
tire before he could attain the next higher grade. If this provi- 
sion be stricken out entirely, he will be compelled to retire with 
the rank of major. 


It seems to me that if my friend from Pennsylvania can not get | 


all that he wants he ought not, for that reason, to stand here and 
refuse to such men as Major McClure the small meed of recogni- 
tion for long, faithful, and distinguished service by allowing him 
to attain one grade higher before he retires. For many reasons I 
would prefer that the section remain as it is, rather than that we 
should endanger the passage of a measure recognizing men who 
have been performing this meritorious service. 

I know the casawhich my friend has especially in mind—the 
case of a gallant soldier who fought his way up from civil life to 
be a colonel, when he reached the age of retirement. I would be 
willing to see this recognition given to such officers; but in the 
committee and since it has been my conviction that if we under- 
take to provide for all these officers we shall endanger the passage 
of the amendment and thereby fail to do justice to those who 
should have justice done to them. 

Many officers now on the retired list have for the last twenty 
years been engaged in other business, making more money than 
the amount they would receive as full pay. There has been noth- 
ing to prevent any man on the retired list from transacting some 
line of business, or doing something by which his pay might be 
increased, while men in the regular ae with only one-fourth 
more pay, can not do anything to add one penny to their salary. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Suppose the retired officer is 
disabled, which is frequently the case. 

Mr. HULL. I have known such officers to be disabled, with an 
arm off ora leg off. I have known men to have served in the volun- 
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living ona pension. But when we undertake to extend this pro- 
vision as proposed, we are liable to enlarge the scope of the meas- 
ure to such an extent as to endanger the entire proposition, and 
thus deny justice to many officers who have been in the service 
during all these years. 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. Chairman, if this section had been drawn 
so as to confine its benefits to officers who have been for thirty or 
forty years in the Regular Army there might be some excuse for 
it. ButI want to repeat, in regard to the men‘who bore the brunt 
of the battle in the civil war as regular officers—who went through 
four years of active service in the field—that there arenot many 
of those men who are not to-day on the retired list, forced there 
by reason of exposure or wounds in the field. 

But you propose to take men who are still on the active list— 
which is evidence of the fact that they have never performed any 
extraordinarily hard service during the civil war—men who are 
stillin active service forty years after that war has ended, and 
put them on the retired list, promoting them over the heads of 
men who deserve this recognition at the hands of the Government. 

Mr. HULL. General Lawton served all through the civil war, 
and but for his recent death in battle he would be in active service 
to-day. 

Mr. MAHON. I offered a bill for the benefit of a man who be- 
longed to Senator Lane’s company, who entered the White House 
on the 16th of April, 1861, to defend that house and the Presi- 
dent, who served as a sergeant in that company and was dis- 
charged, who carries to-day a discharge signed by President Lin- 
coln, he being one of the only five men in this country who hold 
such a discharge. Having been wounded three times during the 
war, besides having been confined in Libby Prison, he went 
into the regular service as a second lieutenant. After the war 
he was sent to the frontier. He was not one of the pets of the 
Department. For thirty-four long years he served in the Rocky 
Mountains, fighting the Indians, without even a detail, and, not- 
withstanding the fact that his body was scarred with wounds, 
this committee refused to bring in a bill here to authorize the 
President to put him on the retired list as a brigadier-general. 

Mr. HULL. Did not the committee report that bill? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. HULL, It did. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, you never called it up in the House. 

Mr. HULL. Wecould not get it up. 

Mr. MAHON. That man fought his way up from civil life to 
the rank of colonel in the Sixth United States Cavalry, and by 
operation of law he was compelled to retire as a colonel. 

I for one, as a member of this House, will never agree that men 
who have been holding down chairs in the War Department shall 
have the benefit of a provision of this kind, while men such as 
those I have named are kept out. With me this is not a matter 
of money. Justice is justice, let it cost what it will. If the men 
embraced in the provision of the committee are to be retired, in 
the name of God, I appeal to the chairman of this committee to 
allow my amendment to pass, to do justice to such men as those 
for whom I am now speaking. I remember that on the battlefield 
of Gettysburg a division of regulars marched into that bloody 
wheat field and were swept into those woods, so that in less than 
nine minutes eighteen hundred of them were on their backs. Men 
who were regular officers in that charge are walking the streets 
of this city to-day, maimed for life. Yet the provision of the com- 
mittee would forbid those men being placed on the retired list at 
a grade above the rank they held when forced out of the service 
on account of being crippled. 

Now, the gentleman talks of the families of these men. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, we take care of the men in their lives. We take 
care of them in this world, but do not propose te provide for them 
in other worlds. We are not bound to take care of their famiiles 
in this respect. Our pension laws provide ample protection for 
them. But if you place these men on the retired list, then I ap- 
peal for justice in the first place for the men who fought the ter- 
rible struggle during the civil war and fought it to a successful 
conclusion. And even though near forty years have elapsed since 
that war began, there are many men who fought in that war still 
on the active list, which is proof positive that their service was 
not of the hardest kind and did not disable them from active serv- 
ice in the affairs of life. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HULL. I understood the gentleman to refer to men who 
were not in perfect health. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman,I wisha momentlonger. I wish 
to offer an amendment which will include all Indian officers in 
the same category. There are many men still living who were 


crippled by wounds or ill health in the Indian wars, and I want 
the House to adopt an amendment to provide for them, and then, 
if you see proper to doso thereafter, you can vote down this whole 
provision as amended if this section is not regarded as a wise one, 

The CHAIRMAN, 


The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania that the amendment would not be in order at this Mr. HULL. Well, if he is a major now, and there is one case 


time, as another is pending. 


Mr. MAHON. I understand that, Mr. Chairman, but I simply | 


gave notice that I shall offer the amendment at the proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts was 
again read, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HULL) there were—ayes 61, noes 74. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I call for tellers on the vote 
just taken. 

Mr. MAHON. I move to strike out the entire section, No. 36. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment 
now pending, and upon which tellers are demanded. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chair appointed Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts and Mr. HULL 
as tellers. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Before the vote was announced, 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if I may be | 
permitted to do so, I shall withdraw the demand for tellers and | 


move to strike out the entire section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that motion has 
been suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion has already been made by two 
gentlemen on the floor. 

Mr. HULL. What is the pending motion now? 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike out the entire sec- | 


tion. 

Mr. HULL. Before action is taken upon that, Mr. Chairman, 
I wish to be heard for a moment. 

I hope the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, which 
I understand to be to strike out the section, will not be agreed to 
by the committee. The provision as it stands in the bill simply 
gives to those who are now entitled to be upon the active list and 
who served throughout or during the civil war, or in the Indian 
war, of which my friend from Pennsylvania speaks so pathetically, 
or during the last war with Spain, a grade higher than that to 


which they are now entitled upon their retirement. The appeal | 


for the old soldier who was on the retired list for some years can 
be made more eloquently by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
for those who are now on the active list and must soon retire at 
low grades in the Army, 

When the Navy personnel bill was passed the officers of the 


Navy received one grade higher, regardless of rank, for all those | 


who served through the civil war and were then on the active list. 
This provision confines the rank below that of brigadier-general, 


so that it will not give the higher ranks to men placed on the | 
retired list under this provision. There are a few of the old sol- | 
diers of the civil war who served from 1861 who are now ready | 
to be retired and who will retire as majors, one or two as cap- | 


tains, and one or two as lieutenant-colonels, unless this provi- 
sion is adopted. It simply gives to the Army ina small degree 
the recognition so generously and freely and heartily accorded to 
the Navy during the last Congress. It seems to me that because 
an amendment extending its scope was not adopted by the com- 


mittee, that should be no reason for refusing this act of justice | 


to these old men, who have served their country continuously for 
almost forty years. 


It dors not apply to the men to whom my friend refers, men | 
holding soft jobs in Washington; because in almost every case of | 


that character, where a man has been in Washington continuously, 
holding staff positions. having served through the civil war, he 
is now on the retired list as a colonel or as a brigadier-general. 


It refers to the men who have been on the frontier, who have not | 
had the opportunities for promotion, who have served their coun- | 


try, who have been confined to the meager pay of each rank of the 
service, and who now come to Congress through this provision, 
adopted, I think, with practical unanimity. by the committee, rec- 
ommended by two or three Secretaries of War, approved, in my 
judgment, by the conscience of everyone who has investigated it. 


I hope thjs provision will be held in the bill by the votes of this | 


committee. It does seem tome that the man who poses as the 
friend of the old soldier will not take occasion, through pique at 


not getting all that he wanted, to strike in the face the most de- | 


serving old soldiers who can be found. 
Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman 


The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from lowa yield to the | 


gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; I yield, if he wants to ask me a question. 


with higher grade, he also gets a larger salary? 


Mr. HULL. Why, of course; it gives him three-fourths of the | 


salary of the grade. 
Mr. GAINES, It not only retires him, but gives him a higher 
salary? 


| of that kind, he would be retired as a lieutenant-colonel, and the 
salary of a lieutenant-colonel on the active list is $500 a year 
more than the salary of a major. This provision would give him 
three-quarters of that extra $500. 

Mr.GAINES. Then youare not satisfied, when he retires from 
active service, that he shall have the same salary that he has been 
getting while in the active service, but, in other words, you want 
to promote him and give him a higher salary when he is doing 
nothing than he received when he was in active service. 

Mr. HULL. I believe that you ought to give to the Army in 
this small degree what you have already given to the Navy ina 
much larger degree. 

Mr. GAINES. You propose to retire a man and give him an 
increased salary for the privilege of doing nothing. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, apart from the glaring injustice of 
this bill advocated by the gentleman from Iowa [| Mr. Bort) , which 
gives to a few menemoluments which ought to have been given to 
all of the class if they ought to have been given at all, the provi- 
sion is vicious for the further reason that it builds up the retired 
list of the Army. Already this list is enormous, and you have to- 
day added 36 officers—a colonel, a major, 4 captains, and 20 or 30 
lieutenants and second lieutenants of the Regular Army—who will 
be placed upon this retired list. Moreover, your bill, which pro- 
vides for a minimum standing army of 58,000 men, provides for 
officers enough for an army of 100,000men. In other words, when 
; you decrease your army of 100,000 men down to 58,000 men you 
will still have officers for 100,000 men, who will have no troops to 
command. So that I say from every point of view it is not right 
to keep this section in the bill. It is an injustice to a large num- 
ber of retired Army officers, and it is taking another step toward 

building up the retired list, which is growing in numbers every 
| day, which is costing millions of dollars, and which will continue 
to cost more with this permanent large army which you propose 
to put upon the country. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, we might as well be frank about 
this matter, and I propose to state my position. I am willing to 
put any man on the retired list with the grade and pay above his 
rank for distinguished services in behalf of his country. We 
| have many men in this country, many men as brave as any coun- 
try ever produced, that this Congress could with great propriety 
and great justice put upon the retired list with a slight promo- 
tion. The gentleman talks about being in the way of the old 
soldiers. I am not in favor of putting a man on the retired list 
with promotion and additional pay unless he has rendered some 
service to the Government that entitles him to that promotion. 
Now, if the gentleman will amend the bill and say it shall apply 
to all the officers on thé active list and retired list who served 
| through the entire civil war and the Indian wars, and after the 
civil war on the frontier in active service for twenty-five years, I 
will vote for your amendment. 

In the last Congress, Mr. Chairman, in what was intended to be 
only a small bureau of the War Department, we now have a 
| gentleman holding the position of chief clerk with the rank of 
brigadier-general. The people of this country, Mr. Chairman, 
will stand so much and no more, and I believe we have reached 
the extreme point of making soft places for men who have not 
earned them by compelling this House to promote them by put- 
ting measures for their benefit into general bills that we can not 
defeat. If gentlemen think of services which entitle a man to 
| promotion, bring in a private bill, and if you convince the House 
he is entitled to it he will get it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, maybe a few cases of hardship may come 
from the striking out of this section; but, on the other hand, a 
large number of men who will be benefited by this section are 
men who never earned it on the battlefield, The men on the 
active list to-day are few that were in the civil wer from 1861 and 
in it all through, and then spent their days on the frontier in 
fighting the Indians. There are not many ef those men on the 
active list today. The officer who did no hard service and who 
was not exposed to the elements, did not expose his body to the 
deadly bullet, is the one to be benefited by this. I will venture 
to say that seven out of eight men that this bill will favor never 
had a bullet scratch upon their bodies. 

I have no doubt that some of them had; but I will not, for one, 
allow you to take these men and promote them and give them 
extra pay who are still on the active list and could go out and 
work at blacksmithing if they were compelled to do it. There are 
} men on the active list and on the retired list by operation of law 
of 63 years, and there are some old soldiers maimed in battle now 





| in their eighties, or at least in great age, and yet you would give 
| these men on the active list more pay. Many of these old men 
Mr. GAINES. I desire to ask if, when this officer is retired | 


were compelled to lay down their swords because they had no 





hands to hold them, many of them because they had no limbs to 
march with, and many of them quit the service because they were 
broken in health, and they have been living all these days until 
they are now old men. The gentleman says it is not going to cost 
much, This also will not cost much. Iam in favor of striking 
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out this section and do justice to all these men. I will favor a 
bill promoting men for distinguished service, but will not favor 
it otherwise. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has said, I desire to call just one proposi- 
tion to the attention of the House, The bill provides, and the 
chairman who reports it says, that however long or short a time 
an officer has served in the Army, whether he has been in active 
service or not, when he is retired he shall be retired at a higher 
salary. In other words, when he does nothing he receives more 
than when he is doing something. This section so provides. Is | 
this right? Mr. Chairman, is there to be no such thing as re- | 
trenchment and reform again? If so, is it not high time when | 
such a brazen proposition as this is presented that we should be- 
gin? Isay in justice to the Government and in justice to the tax- 
payers thatnoman whoretires, to do nothing but luxuriate at the | 
summer resorts and take his Eastern trips, should have his salary | 
increased, when for years he served actively for what he consid- | 
ered a satisfactory sum, with the right to resign. Such a law is | 
an inducement to retire from posts of duty and for monetary con- | 
siderations. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment this section 
ought to be stricken out. The principle involved in it is illogical. | 
Promotion is given to a man in service for two reasons—one as | 
a reward and a stimulant, and the other to give a higher fieldand 
broader opportunity of service, so that the experience secured in | 
the lower grade may be utilized for the public good. Now, this | 
proposition is that a man who has reached that point where no 
other services can be rendered by giving him this broader field of 
usefulness shall be promoted. I do not believe that itis right. I 
believe that it is an attempt to modify the pay of these men, the 
retired officers. I believe it ought to be done by direction rather | 
than by indirection, if done at all. [Applause. | 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that during my absence 
from the floor the retired list of the Navy has been referred to. 
In the reorganization of the Navy, in an act passed some two years 
ago, we made provision that those officers who served during the 
civil war should be retired with the rank and pay of the next | 
higher grade, but the reason we did it at that time was due to the | 
special conditions which then existed in the line of the Navy. We 
found that there were a great many officers who had come in dur- | 
ing the civil war and were clogging up the higher grades of the 
Navy and keeping back the younger men, so that, for instance. 
we had lieutenants in the line of the Navy who were 50 years of 
age, and they were not reaching the rank of command until they 
were really too old to command a ship. Now, we inserted that 
clause as an incentive and an encouragement to the men who had | 
served in the civil war to retire from the service for the benfit of 
the whole Navy. ; 

Since that time those who served during the civil war, but who 
retired before the passage of that act, have been importuning us 
to give them the same rank and pay which have been received by 
those who retired under the operation of the personne! bill. 

But if you retire these officers as a reward for past services, in 
that case you should treat them all alike, in my judgment, the 
whole retired list. 

But the reason why we inserted a similar clause in the Navy 
bill at that time was due to the peculiar conditions which existed 
in the line of the Navy. I do not consider that can be used as an 
argument in connection with this section of the reorganization 
bill of the Army. 

Mr. HULL. Why did you not insert a clause retiring them 
without giving them. the extra rank and pay? 

Mr. FOSS. We did not have the power, under the old law. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; you could have retired them at any age 
you wanted to. 

Mr. FOSS. Not unless they were retired for disability. 

Mr. HULL. It is not the disability which retires a man; it is 
the law. Congress can fix the age at 54 as well as it can fix it at 
64. Congress can retire a man at any age it sees fit. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes; we could have passed a new law. 

Mr. HULL. You could have provided that all men who have 
been in the service thirty or twenty years should be retired, and 
covered your civil-war soldiers by that provision, as easily as you 
could by giving them ad@itional rank and pay. All I ask is that 
the Army be placed in some degrs2 on the same footing as the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further to say. I 
wanted to point out the special ressom why we did it at that par- 
ticular time. It was not as « reward to these men who served 
during the civil war, but, as I say, it was put in as an incentive 
and encouragement for them to rotire for the good of the service. 

Mr. DAYTON. _I would like to suggest that the provisions for 
the retirement under the personnel bill of the Navy provided two | 
methods for retirement, »n¢ voluntary, and one involuntary. | 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” ** Vote!”’} 

TheCHAIRMAN. The qurstionison the amendment proposing | 
to strike out all of seetion 36, 
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| order. 


| was rejected, 





ill 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


When, in the opinion of the President, natives of the Philippine Islands 
shall, by their services and character, show fitness for command, the President 
is autborized to make provisional appointments to the grades of second and 
first lieutenants from such natives, who, when so appointed, shall have the 
pay and allowances to be fixed by the Secretary of w ar, not exceeding those 
of corresponding grades of the Regular Army. 


{[Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS addressed the committee. 
Appendix. } 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 39. That the President is authorized to organize and maintain one 
provisional regiment of not exceeding three battalions of infantry for serv- 
ice in Porto Rico, the enlisted strength thereof to be composed of natives of 
that island. The regiment shall be organized as to numbers, pay, and allow- 
ances as authorized for infantry regiments of the Regular Army. The fleid 
ofticers shall be selected from officers of the next lower grades in the Regular 
Army and shall, while so serving in the higher grade, have the rank, pay, 
and allowances thereof. The company and regimental and battalion staff 
officers shall be appointed by the President. The President may, in his dis- 
cretion, continue with their own consent the volunteer officers and enlisted 


See 


| menof the Porto Rico regiment, whose terms of service expire by law July 1, 


1901. Enlistments for the Porto Rico regiment shall be made for periods of 
three years, unless sooner discharged. The regiment shall be continued in 
service until further directed by Congress. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I move to amend by adding to this sec- 
tion the words— 

The President shall, on or before the Ist day of December, 1902, reduce the 
enlisted force to 25,000, which number shall not thereafter be exceeded. 

Mr. HULL. Irise toa point of order. Unless the gentleman 
applies this provision to the whole bill, the amendment is not in 
The pending section relates to a regiment of Porto Ricans. 
You can not reduce that regiment to 25,000. I submit that the 
amendment is not germane, 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinion of the Chair, the amendment 
is not germane. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
additional section. 

Mr. McCDERMOTT,. Mr. Chairman, probably this proposition 
should have been offered as an amendment to section 35, but in 
the rapidity of reading and discussion I failed to offer it when 
that section was before the Committee of the Whole. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that it is the duty of every patri- 
otic citizen, absolutely independent of partisan affiliation, to 
uphold the Executive hand in putting down the revolt now exist- 
ing in the Philippine Islands. Those islands having become 
part of the land owned by this Union, it is our duty to uphold 
the hand of the Executive in restoring order there. After order 
is restored the line of demarcation between the great parties of 


I move it, then, as an independent section. 
That isin order. It will be in order as an 


| this country will be sufficiently in evidence to allow full dis- 


cussion of questions of political policy with reference to the 
government there—questions of such moment that they have not, 
in my opinion, been paralleled in our history. 

But this proposition of reorganizing the Army of the United 
States finds its base and support when presented to the people of 
this country upon the ground that we must of necessity protect 
our possessions in Asia. Having grown from being the United 
States of America to be the United States of America and Asia, 
popular glamour, created by words of war, by reference to armed 
troops and generals and captains and lieutenants and the rank 
and file, that glamour may for the moment deceive the public, so 
that a temporary applause will be given to the passage of this 
bill. But, Mr. Chairman, this bill does not mean the mere sup- 
pression of riots in the Philippines. It means the undemocratic 
and un-American creation of a standing army for all time. If 
your excuse is the existing condition in the Philippine Islands, 
then limit your bill to an army of 100,000 men for two years. If 
you can not suppress the insurrection in the Philippine Islands 
within those two years, then it will be proper policy for the 
United States of America to do what Spain did after she had held 
those islands for three centuries—to find some other nation that 
wants to buy a gold brick in Asia and sell those islands to her. 
{ Laughter. ] 

That excuse, Mr. Chairman, is the only one that has been given 
to the people for the creation of an army that is 25,000 greater in 
number than the troops called for by President Lincoln in 1861. 
There is no necessity forsuch an army. If there is a temporary 
necessity, let there be a limitation. If in two years 100,000 met 
can not quell a riot in islands populated by 9,000,000 of Malay In- 
dians oat Chinese—populated by 9,000,000 of people. only 5.009 of 


|; whom are of Castilian blood and pure whites—if you can not 


make American citizens of those people in two years, you can not 
do it at all. 7 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. HULL. It seems to me there is no necessity for further 
debate on this amendment, and I call for a vote. : 
The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. McDermorr 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
of the bill. 
The Clerk read section 40, as follows: 


Sec. 40. That no officer or private soldier shall sell intoxicating drinks of | 


any kind, as a bartender or otherwise, in any army post. or on any army 
transport, or in any encampment, or fort, or on any premises used for mili- 
tary purposes by the United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby 
directed to issue such general order as may be necessary to carry the pro- 
visions of this section into full force and effect. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I | 


send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Maine will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 40 of the bill, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following section: 


“Sec. 40. The sale of or iealing in beer, wine, or intoxicating liquors by any | 


person in any post, exchiunge, or canteen, or army transport, or upon any 
premises used for military purposes by the United States, is hereby prohib- 
ited. The Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of 
this section into full force and effect.” 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, this section of the com- 
mittee’s bill involves what is known as the ‘‘ canteen” question. 
The section as reported by the committee is substantially the ex- 
isting provision of law, with regard to the provisions of which 
there has been so much controversy in the last few months. 

I will read the provision of law as it now stands: 

Sxc. 17. That no officer or private soldier shall bedetailed to sell intoxicat 
ing drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, nor 
shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any en- 
campment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such gen- 
eral order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into 
full force and effect. 

Very serious criticism has been made of the Attorney-General 
of the United States because he held that under this section of the 
existing law the sale of intoxicants and liquors of any kind was 
not prohibited in the canteen. Now, I think that due justice to 
him requires the statement on the floor of the House that this 
section did not accomplish that result. All that the section ac- 
complished, practically, was simply to prohibit the detail of any 

yerson in the service of thé United States for the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors at such places, and to provide that persons not in the 
service of the United States were not allowed to sell intoxicants 
at such places. The obvious inference from this language is that 
persons in the service might be allowed to sell, although they 
could not be detailed for that purpose. To this extent, at least, 
the opinion of the Attorney-General is not properly the subject 
of criticism, and it is clear that the section did not accomplish the 
desired purpose. 


Now, the provision of the bill that the amendment attacks is | L n 
| cept the gentleman from New Jersey and the gentleman from 


substantially that which has been construed by the Attorney- 


General, and about which such criticism has attached throughout | 


the country. Theamendmentis substantially the Bowersock bill, 
which was reported at the last session of Congress by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and with the concurrence of all of the 
committee with the exception, I think, of the gentleman from New 
Jersey | Mr. ns and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLay- 
DEN], who submitted their minority views. The amendment as 
read will absolutely prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any 
canteen, exchange, or premises occupied for military purposes by 
the United States. 

I should say, before going further, that the amendment is not 
quite as drastic a proposition as the one which the Military Affairs 
Committee reported favorably, because the bill reported by the 
Military Affairs Committee provided that no intoxicating liquors 
should be sold on any premises used or owned by the United States, 
which goes vastly further than to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the canteen. Briefly, as to the sey ed of the amend- 
ment, I am fully aware that there is a great difference of opinion, 
and an honest difference of opinion, as to the wisdom and propriety 
of thisamendment. Iam fully aware that the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs received from the War Department an adverse rec- 
ommendation in connection with this measure, and I will read 
very briefly the succinct statement of General Corbin in relation 
thereto, because I desire later to read another statement by Gen- 
eral Corbin, made earlier, in connection with the same subject. 
The extract that I read from General Corbin’s letter to the com- 
mittee is as follows: 

In conclusion I desire to say that the canteen system is carefully watched 
by this office and any reported infraction of the regulations thoroughly 
investigated and, if well founded, promptly corrected. At present it is 
working well. It has the approval of more than 95 per cent of the officers of 
the Army, and, in justice to the best interests of the service, ought not to be 
disturbed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I shall have to ask for a few moments 
more. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to continue for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request that the 
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The Clerk will proceed with the reading of | 
| minutes? 


The amendment proposed by the gentleman | 
| change, the saloon feature of which is not productive of 
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gentleman from Maine be allowed to continue his remarks for five 


There was no objection. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ought to state that the figures upon 


| which the Adjutant-General bases his statement are taken from 


answers to inquiries received from 1,020 officers, when there are 
something like 2,200 officers in the service. Now, as against the 
opinion of General Corbin in 1900, 1 feel as though I ought to give 
the House the benefit of his opinion, announced in 1892, upon the 
same subject, which was as follows, referring to the canteen: 

A cause of restlessness (in the Army) is traced to the excesses of the ex- 
ood, and should be 


done away with without further experiment. Thesale of beer, superintended 
by a commissioned officer and served by noncommissioned officers'and soldiers, 


| is not conducive to discipline, nor is it a picture that can be submitted to the 


people for their approval. The men who drink spend the greater portion of 
their money for beer. The credit system brings them to the pay table with 
little or no money due. This takes all heart out of them, and makes them 
quite ready to ask their discharge and try some other calling. 

This extract is from his official report when he ranked as assist- 
ant adjutant-general. 


And I ought also to state that as late as February 9, 1899, as I 


| am advised, General Corbin reiterated these conclusions, which I 


assume he reached in 1892 after due and reasonable consideraticn, 
So that was his opinion, I may safely assume, up to 1899, 

Now, I make no criticism of General Corbin. It is an impor- 
tant question, and one upon which any man has a perfect right at 
any time to change his opinion; but I call the attention of the 
House to these facts in order that they may understand that a 
condition of things, at least, existed in 1899 which, in the opinion 
of General Corbin, would justify and require this legislation. I 
read a brief extract now from the report of General Miles, in 
which he makes an extract from a report by General Ludlow, 
then in Cuba, relating to this same subject: 

In this department thus far endeavor has been made to make the prohibi- 
tion absolute, and, while it is perhaps not — to enforce this with entire 
thoroughness, the weight of authority and precept is thrown against the use 
of intoxicants, and the men are in every way discouraged from its use. It is 
believed that these measures are practically imperative. * * * It is par- 
ticularly important where a large proportion of the troops are recruits that 
nothing be officially done to create in them any habit of using intoxicants; 
and this, it is believed, would be the result if, as has been deemed desirable 
in some portions of the United States, canteens be established in the posts, 
where light wines and beer are regularly furnished. In such circumstances 
the temptations of sociability and companionship are practically irresistible, 
and the habit of drinking is readily acquired. 

I have called attention to these statements by these distinguished 
men for the reason that I think it may suggest the foundation for 
the able report of the Military Affairs Committee made to the 
House May 24, 1900, from which I now read, a report, as I have 
already stated, concurred in by every man on the committee ex- 


Texas. Referring to the Bowersock bill, which is in substance 
the amendment that I propose, ths report says: 

The bill was referred to the War Department and a very voluminous re- 
port was returned to the committee against the passage of the bill, but the 
committee believes that, in view of the legisiation of the last Congress, when 
it was intended by Congress to abolish the canteen, but on account of faulty 
language did not accomplish it, the present bill should pass. The expres- 
sions received from all parts of the United States go to the point that even 
if the canteen results in the decreased consumption of liqnor by the Army, 
the United States Government should not in any sense be connected with the 
liquor traffic, but let private parties conduct it under the laws of the differ- 
ent States. 

Here the hammer fell.]} 

fr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I sin- 
cerely trust that the amendment which has just been offered by 
the gentleman from Maine will not prevail. I think he, as well 
as every sensible member of this House, must realize the fact that 
the canteen system as now practiced and carried out in the Army 
is easily the best method of handling this great question, and it 
seems to me thatif we are not going to act as hypocrites we ought 
to vote down the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine, 
and to vote for the provision as it exists in the bill now before the 
House. It is,in my judgment, impossible to enforce prohibition 
in any portion of this country or in any portion of the world. 

It is impossible to enlist an army of 65,000 men, in my judg- 
ment, to serve in the Philippine Islands or any other portion of 
the world where their services may be needed by the United 
States Government and attempt to have all those men total ab- 
stainers. In this condition of affairs, if these men must obtain 
liquor, it seems to me the part of prudence and the part of wisdom 
on the part of the United States Congress to provide the means of 
obtaining that liquor that will give the most temperance and the 
best results. 

I witnessed a good deal of the agitation on this question during 
the past two years. I have heard of the benefits of the present 
system at the Charleston Navy-Yard, and I have heard, within an 
hour, of the great improvement brought about by the establish- 
ment of the canteen system at Togus, Me., in the gentleman’s own 
State; and it is only within the last hour that persons well ac- 


| quainted with the conditions that existed in that State told me 
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that the conduct and morals of the soldiers of that Home had im- 
proved wonderfully with the system now in vogue. 

The gentleman comes from the State of Maine, where a prohi- 
bition law is in existence, and has been for the past twenty years, 
and yet the law has never been enforced, and is not enforced there 
to-day; there is more liquor sold, and as openly, as in any com- 
munity in the United States, and when it was made an issue in 
the cityof Portland the Prohibitionist candidate was elected be- | 
cause he promised to enforce thelaw. Now, the gentleman knows 
I am speaking the truth upon this question. He knows how the 
prohibition law has operated in Maine—that it has not decreased | 
crime there, but has resulted in bringing about improper relations 
between the officers of the law and private individuals engaged in | 
selling liquor. He knows that corruption has increased in differ- 
ent portionsof the State, and that the people, in order to be relieved 
of this condition of affairs, in one community elected the Prohi- | 
bitionist candidate to office, something unheard of in the State of 
Maine before. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we ought at least to 
be honest in this question. We all have read the stories that 
come to us from the Philippine Islands about the character of the 
liquor that is served there to the soldiers and the evil effects that | 
it has upon the men. I say in all fairness that we ought to con- 
sider this question as men interested in the soldier, interested in 
the best method of dealing with this question; and if we act upon | 
this question honestly, in accordance with the reports that have 
been submitted upon [this very question, after an experience of | 
twenty-five years, by the majority of the officers in the United | 
States Government, men who have dealt with this question from | 
a practical standpoint, then we must vote for the bill as it is | 
reported by the committee and vote down the amendment offered | 
by the gentleman from Maine. 

Iam not a drinking man myself, and think if the soldiers re- 
frained from drinking liquor they would be better off. I can not, 
} 


however, be blind to the conditions that surround us on this ques- 
tion, and I therefore hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I propose to place myself 
in an attitude the propriety of which I am in some doubt about. 
I do not believe a great deal in, nor have I hitherto had faith in, 
the suppression of intemperance by law. I believe that the evils 
of intoxicating drink can be minimized by law. I believe that 
the experiments heretofore made in total prohibition in this coun- 
try have been substantial if not absolute failures, and have resulted 
in the increase of the sale of bad liquors, violations of law, and 
degradation of the law by reason of its violation. 

I have been led to believe that the report of the Army officials 
correctly states the facts in regard to this question. They above | 
all men have the greatest interestin the question. General Corbin 
has not given his opinion upon his own judgment and knowledge 





alone, and it is due to General Corbin—and Iamsure that the distin- | 
guished gentleman from Maine does not intend to do him an injus- | 
tice—itis dueto him tosay thatin 1892 he was not Adjutant-General 
of the Army and was only acting in a subordinate capacity, but 
he became Adjutant-General of the Army during the last two or | 
two and a half years. So that his means of observation and gen- | 
eral knowledge was not in 1892 what it was in 1900, at the time he | 
made the report to which reference has been made. I treat with | 
very small appreciation the report that somebody is said to have | 
made that somebody had heard him say that somebody thought in | 
1899 he had a different opinion from what he has this year. 

I have a grave apprehension that the adoption of this amend- | 
ment will do harm and not good. [ am going to vote for the | 
amendment, and | am going to state my reasons forit. I am sat- 
isfied that no amount of testimony, though one should rise from | 
the dead, will disabuse the minds of the vast majority of the peo- 
ple of this country upon this question. 

I know very well that it was believed—firmly believed and dis- 
tinctly understood—that the adoption of the prohibition law in 
the State of Maine a great many years ago was going to create a 
condition of absolute immunity from the evils caused by the sale 
of liquor in that State, and consequently be a great moral object | 
lesson that was to sweep over thecountry; and yet [ have lived to | 
see the time when the object lesson of Maineis a warning tostates- | 
manship from one end of the country to the other. No man now 
seriously believes that the attempts at State prohibition can be 
successful, and local option of towns or municipal corporations, 
with taxation and stringent limitations, is the best course. 

The result in Maine does not stand alone. The same is irue of | 
the results in Kansas and in Iowa, and the same will be true of 
every other State that relinquishes the regulation of and the tax- 
ation and partial prohibition of liquor traffic and which substi- | 
tutes the attempt at prohibition. But the people of this country 
have the impression firmly fixed that we will have a temperate 
army, a virtuous military army, if this canteen is only abolished. 
I think the experiment must be tried. They will not hear the | 





testimony of men who say that it is a great modification of the 
saloon. 
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General Corbin was talking about the saloon in 1892, All these 
saloon features have long ago been eliminated from the Army 
canteen. Therefore the people of the country have the impres- 
sion that drunkenness will be eliminated, in the absolute teeth of 
the testimony that if you drive out the sale of light wines and beer 
in the canteen the soldier will go and get drunk on the outside of 
the limits of the camp or reservation. There isnot asaloon keeper 
in the United States of America to-day resident near an Army 
post who does not favor the abolition of the canteen in the 
Army—not one. I can take you to a city where they are now 
standing ready to come down upon the Army posts so soon as the 
canteen is abolished. 

I am going to vote to abolish it, and if good comes from it, if 
temperance comes from it, and if sobriety in the Army comes out 
of the result, [ shail thank God that I had the privilege of voting 
for it. If lam mistaken, and good comes from it, nobody will be 
more willing to testify toit than I will. If no good comes from 
it, and we discover that we made a mistake in overriding all the 
opinions of the Army officers of the country, all that I have heard 
from, then we can easily retrace our steps. 

But when there is such an uprising, such a great moral deter- 
mination among the people of this country, | am willing that the 


| experiment shall be made, and this, too, even in the light of the 


unreasonable criticism which has been made of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral and the false and malicious attacks upon the President, all 
of which have been utterly without foundation. I overlook the 
false and scandalous assaults upon the President by a petty 
preacher, a petty candidate for office, a peregrinating libeler who 
traveled over the country during the recent campaign and im- 
pugned the motives of the President of the United States. While 
I condemn these things, I vote for the amendment with the hope 
that good shall come of it. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, [ ask unanimous consent that all 
debate on this paragraph be closed in twenty minutes. 

Mr. HAY and others. I object to that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I will make it thirty minutes. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. HULL. I give notice, then, that at the end of thirty min- 
utes I shall move to close debate. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in May of last year I, together 
with the gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. PARKER], signed a 
minority report upon the canteen question. That report opened 
with these words: ‘‘ The passage of this bill we think would bea 
calamity to the cause of temperance.” I had arrived at that 
opinion after a careful examination of the question and after a 
personal investigation at various military posts throughout the 
country. I say I had arrived at the opinion expressed in the 
opening paragraph of this report after mature deliberation and 
to the extent of my opportunities after examining the operation 
at the postsin this country. I believed then, and I believe now, 
that the abolition of the post exchange would be acalamity. [ 


| believed then, upon the evidence submitted by hundreds of offi- 


cers of the United States Army, that it would be detrimental to 
the good order and discipline of the Army if the post exchange 
were abolished. 

I am absolutely convinced, Mr. Chairman, that if the members 
of this House would read the report, submitted by the Secretary of 
War last year, of the testimony of the officers of the various 
branches of the military service they would also come to that 
view. But, Mr. Chairman, they utterly disregard testimony sub- 
mitted on this question which, in my humble judgment, should 
convince any jury after a careful examination. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, there are gentlemen in this House 
who will not vote their convictions upon this question. It is the 


| Woman's Christian Temperance Union which *‘doth make cow- 


ards of us all” on thisoccasion. If all the gentlemen in this House 
who have read this testimony, and who believe that the post ex- 
change contributes not merely to the comfort and the discipline 
and good order of the Army but to its temperance, will vote 
against the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine, it 
will go down in overwhelming defeat. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to briefly call the attention of 
the House to a little evidence which I have gathered, and which 
has been submitted by the Secretary of War. I will ask the Clerk 
to read from the desk a letter addressed to me by the quarter- 
master of the Military Academy at West Point in reply to inter- 


| rogatories which I submitted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, 
QUARTERMASTER’S OFFICE, 
West Point, N. Y., June 





Str: In reply to your queries in regard to the post exchange, I would say 
that after fourteen years’ service [ have become convinced, beyond an ues- 
tion of a doubt, that the post exchange works for the good of the temperance 
cause inthe Army. It promotes discipline and increases the contentment and 
self-respect of the enlisted men. 

Since its establishment the records of the Army show a very great diminu- 
tion in the number of cases of drunkenness and other accompanying offenses 

Were the post exchange to be abolished there would inevitably be a retura 


— 


to the condition that prevailed before its establishment, viz, numerous cases 
of drunkenness in the towns adjacent to military posts, followed by fights 
among the soldiers or between the soldiers and citizens, the soldier finally 
lying drunk in the street or along the roadside. 

Such occurrences as these are now almost unheard of. 

I wish to add that [am a temperance man, and that I do, and always have 
done, all [ can to promote temperance in the Army. 


Respectfully, 
MALVERN-HIILL BARNUM, 
First Lieutenant, Tenth United States Cavalry. 
Hon. J. L. SLAYDEN, 
Member of Board of Visitors, West Point, N. Y. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That letter is signed by a gentleman of dis- 
tinguished service in the Army of the United States, who for 
fourteen years has been connected with the Quartermaster- 
General's Department and who has had opportunity to observe 
the practical working of the post exchange. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I occu- 
pied? 

The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask that the gentle- 
man have four minutes more. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in conjunction with the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey {[Mr. PARKER] I had the temerity to 
sign a report which has made me the object of attack by various 
temperance organizations throughout the country; and I ask for 
more time in which—— 

The CHAIRMAN. How much more time? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may continue his remarks for ten minutes. Is there objec- | 
tion? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I would like to have five minutes; | 
and unless that time can be allowed me, I must object to the gen- 
tleman’s request. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Iask, then, for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Consent is asked that the gentleman may 
continue his remarks for five minutes. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, if reputable gentlemen can be 
believed, and if reason and not hysteria is to control in legislation, 
this amendment will be voted down. All of the evidence sub- 
mitted, or practically all of it, goes to confirm the statement made 
by its advocates that the post exchange is an agency for temper- 
ance. Out of a thousand replies received by the War Department 
from both commissioned and noncommissioned officers, the over- 
whelming preponderance of the testimony was to that effect. 

Mr. Chairman, in five minutes I can not, of course, undertake | 
to make the argument upon this question which I had hoped to | 
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make; but I want to say that there is evidence here from gentle- 
men whom I have personally known for twenty years—whom I | 
know to be men of character and truth—men who have been | 
brought into personal contact with the operations of the post 
exchange and who know whereof they speak; and without a dis- | 
senting voice they urge its continuance. To-day Ihad a personal | 
interview with a chaplain of the United States Army recently 
returned from a fourteen months’ term of service in the Philip- 
pines. He tells me that he went out there strongly opposed to the 
principle of the post exchange, as well as being an active and zeal- 
ous prohibitionist in civil life. 

He said to me this afternoon that his observation of the oper- 
ations of the post exchange in the Philippines convinced him of 
the fact that at least there it was a necessity and that perhaps he 
had been mistaken as to its operations in other parts of the world. 
That clergyman, who served fourteen months in the Philippines 
and who has been brought into personal contact with the soldiers, 
tells me that he saw no drunkenness about the canteens or post | 
exchanges. He tells me that the profits made on the sale of the 
beer, wines, and foods sold there are subsequently distributed in 
the way of dividends among the soldiers and contribute to the 
physical comfort of the men in that unhappy climate. No whisky, 
no ardent spirits of any kind, are permitted to besold at those post 
exchanges. 

Now, unless you intend to make prisoners of your soldiers, un- 
less you intend to keep them under constant surveillance from the 
time of their enlistment to the time of their discharge, you can 
not prevent them from drinking. The practical question, then, 
is whether you will give them a harmless beverage at a reason- 
able cost, which will satisfy their longings for something more 
than the mere rations given by the Government, or whether you 
will drive them to the outskirts of the military posts, where they 
will, according to the evidence of this chaplain and other chap- 
lains, fall not only into the habit of drinking ardent spirits, but 
into other habits of a more immoral nature; for, as this clergy- 
man said, upon the confines of the posts, just beyond the limits 
of the military jurisdiction, you will find flagren: immorality 
allied with the opportunity to obtain intoxicating drink. And he 
says that there is not the same temptation to the soldiers where 
they are permitted the privileges of the post exchange as conducted 
in this country. 
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Allusion has been made to the opinion of the Adjutant-General 
given in 1892. His mature judgment, given in the fall of 1900, 
is entitled to your respect; and he says, in his report just issued, 
that— 

The operation of the post exchanges during the past year, despite the 
attacks of the opposition outside the Army 

Mark you, the opposition comes from men who are not in- 
formed— 
which have been persistent and unremitting, has been especially gratifying. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are other members here who want 
to say something on this question, and I yield the balance of my 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr. Chairman,I am glad to be able 
to inform my friend from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] that upon this, 
as upon every other question, I have the courage to vote in 
accordance with my convictions; and I have no hesitation in 
saying that I shall vote against this amendment, not because I 
am not just as sincerely in sympathy with temperance as my 
friend from Maine, but because I[ believe, after a very careful 
examination of this canteen system as it is operated at every post 
of the United States (and I have visited nearly all of them), there 
is no institution which does more to fortify temperate habits and 
induce temperance in the Army than the canteen system; and 
there is no measure of law that would do more to break down the 
temperance influence of the Army officers and to increase intem- 


| perance than the measure proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 


Why, let me ask him, has he not included in his amendment a 
proposition to forbid and absolutely prohibit the carrying of any 


| kind of intoxicants upon a governmental reservation by the offi- 


cers as wellas by themen? If an officer of the Army has the right 
to drink beer or wine, certainly the enlisted man has precisely the 


| same right, and we ought not to withdraw that right from bim. 
| [ have seen the canteen introduced in the Army, and I well remem- 


ber the condition of affairs before its introduction. There are 
now, I may state, in every city of the Union, saloon keepers and 


| dive keepers waiting and watching the enactment of such an 


amendment as this, to enable them to surround the Government 
reservations with their saloons, where the business they conduct 


| can be carried on safely and the poisonous compounds which they 


dispense may be furnished to the soldiers of the Army. That is 
the reason that I am opposed to such legislation as has been sug- 
gested here. Under the care and regulations which now exist for 
the control of the canteen system of the Army it is, in my judg- 
ment, a wise provision and one which should be continued, and 
for that reason I shall vote against the proposition which is now 
proms to prohibit the continuance of that system in the future. 

think the suggestion is unwise and unwarranted, and I hope it 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I should not take up the time of 
the House even fora moment on this question were it not for 
the fact that I advocated this amendment in the Committee on 
Military Affairs and desire to state the reason on the floor of the 
House for doing so. I do not regard it whatever as a question 
of prohibition. Weare not undertaking to prohibit the sale of 
ardent spirits throughout the country. That is not the proposi- 
tion at all. It is not a question of ‘*‘ hysterical legislation” in 
any sense of the word. I am supporting the amendment because 
I believe that it is wrong for the Government of the United States 
to engage in the sale of intoxicating liquors, either upon its own 
property or in any other place anywhere. [Applause. | 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This bill provides that no officer or pri- 
vate soldier shall engage in the sale of intoxicating liquors, and 
consequently you can not implicate theGovernment of the United 
States under the provisions of the bill, 

Mr. HAY. Oh, yes, I can; because under the decision of the 
Attorney-General somebody else can be authorized to engage in 
this traftic near the Army post or upon the Government reservation. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But if he does so engage, it is as a private 
citizen, and it is not in any sense of the word the action of the 
Government. 

Mr. HAY. But how does he get there? He gets there by force 
of a permission which is granted to him by the authorities of the 
United States, because under other circumstances he would be 
absolutely excluded. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will say that I am in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Maine, because the young 
men of this country who join our Army either at home or for serv- 
ice in the Philippines ought not to have this temptation offered to 
them at all times in the very posts of the Army in which they go to 
serve their country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
United States as well. 

Mr. HAY. Yes,and by the Government itself, which offers the 
temptation by the sale of whisky. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman from Virginia permit me 


And by the Government of the 
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to interrupt him for a correction? I am sure he does not want to 
misstate the matter. The Government does not permit the sale 
of whisky at any post at all. 

Mr. HAY. Oh, well,I understand that. It doesnot permit the 
sale of whisky, in direct words; but it permits soldiers and civil- 
ians about the posts to sell intoxicating liquors. It is simply a 
begging of the question when you say they are not permitted to 
sell whisky. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman certainly knows that the sol- 
dier or the civilian is only permitted to sell the mildest classes of 
beverages, like beer or wine, and there is no permission granted 
to any civilian to sell whisky at the Army post. 

Mr. HAY. Of course I understand that. But they are per- 
mitted to sell beers and wines and liquors of that class, and a man 
can get drunk just as well on beer or wine as on whisky —— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Hardly. 

Mr. HAY (continuing). Although it may be a little more ex- 
pensive proceeding. And atall events, the use of these intoxicants 
under such conditions gives him a taste for the whisky, and we do 


not propose to allow that to exist if it can possibly be avoided in | 


connection with our young recruits. 


I am told that this thing should be allowed to proceed in the | 


Army posts because otherwise these establishments would be 
erected around the posts, and the temptation would be furnished 
to the soldier in that way. Why, Mr. Chairman, they are around 
the posts now, and the man in the Army who wants whisky can 


go outside and get it in a few moments, notwithstanding the oper- | 


ation of the canteen system. 

It is absurd to say because you have a canteen where you 
only sell wine and beer that the man who wants whisky is not 
going out to get it. He does go out to get it, and the evidence of 
Army officers is not all on one side upon this question. There 
are very many Army officers who have testified to the fact that 
this canteen is a bad thing for the soldiers. 

Some people say that the private soldiers ought to have the same 
rights as the officers, and that they ought to have their clubs. 
Why, they can have their clubs, but they can have them in a 
healthy way, and these canteens ought not to be permitted in the 
posts, or upon the transports, or upon the encampments of the 
armies of the United States. I trust, therefore, that this House 
will adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. [Ap- 
vee) 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I do not sympa- 
thize with the views of the man who decides to vote for this 
amendment in order to please any general sentiment which 
through ignorance has grown up among the people of the United 
States, and thereby knowingly votes to hurt the soldier. We are 
trustees for the soldier. [Applause.] We are charged to speak 
and act for his temperance and his good order, and when we abol- 
ish the canteen system of the post exchange temperance in the 
Army will have received almost a death blow. 

The adoption of this amendment, we think, would be a calamity 
to the cause of temperance. None greater could befall that cause 
in the Army and in the Soldiers’ Home than the prohibition of the 
canteen feature of the post exchange. This is not a matter of 
theory, but one of actual experience. Soldiers, as well as every- 
one else, resent interference with their personal freedom. To 
adopt this amendment means that those who would otherwise 
drink beer in moderation under the eyes of their fellows will go 
outside where they will get strong drink, and that all the evils 
that once existed will be renewed. 

In old times we had the sutler’s canteen, the sutler being em- 
ployed by the Government to sell liquors as desired, and at that 
time the Army was a whisky-drinking army. Later we had the 

ost-trader system, where the post trader, a private individual, was 
icensed to sell whisky to soldiers, and then we also had a whisky- 
drinking army. It was an army in which pay day meant absence 
from the _ of half of the command, men imprisoned by the 
score in the guardhouse, men who overstayed their leave, and 
men who were fleeced by dive keepers on all sides. 

There were rows of liquor saloons at the gates of every post, 
where vile liquor and sometimes vile drugs were dispensed, and 
where all the abominations that are annexed to such places were 
= in the way of the young men who were in the Army. At 

st an experiment was tried; at first at but one post. It spread 
gradually through the Army until it has become a matter of reg- 
ulation in all posts and is called the post exchange. 

This post exchange system is one developed for and by Ameri- 
cans. y the Army Regulations, of which I annex an abstract, 
the post exchange is tocombine the features of reading and recrea- 
tion rooms, a cooperative store, and a restaurant in order to supply 
the troops at reasonable prices with the articles of ordinary use, 
wear, and consumption not supplied by the Government, and to 
afford them means of rational recreation and amusement, while 
through exchange profits it provides means for improving the 
messes. Buildings are ordered to be set apart or rented at every 
post for the exchange. An officer is put incharge of the manage- 
ment and a noncommissioned officer of firmness, now an outsider, 
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is made exchange steward. The exchange is superintended by a 
council of officers, with a subcommittee of noncommissioned offi- 
cers. Rules of order are prescribed, prohibiting gambling and re- 
stricting the entry of civilians. 

The sale and use of ardent spirits * * * isstrictly prohibited. But on 
the recommendation of the exchange council the commanding officer may 
mg beer and light wines to be sold at the canteen by the drink whenever 

e is satisfied that giving to the troops the opportunity of obtaining such 
beverages within the post limits will prevent them from resorting for strong 
intoxicants to places without such limits and tends to promote temperance 
and discipline among them. 

The canteen must bein a separate room, preferably in a sepa- 
rate building. The sale of beer is limited to week days, the beer 
to be consumed upon the premises, and treating is not permitted. 

In the cooperative store the goods are got at cheap prices, and 
lunchroom prices are made as small as possible. Sales are mado 
on credit, and the profits applied, 5 per cent to the band, a part 
to gardens, reading room, and gymnastic appliances, aid the rest 
to company funds, which enable the soldiers to get better meals 
and comforts, or returned in dividends, 

Such an exchange was first undertaken as an experiment in 
Vancouver Barracks in 1880, but was not established in the Army 
till 1889, and came into full use in the year 1891. 

This is the American system that treats the soldier as entitled 
to his home and his reading room, where he may meet his friends 
and do what he wishes, always in moderation. It has attracted 
attention abroad. Itis recommended by General Roberts in place 
of the sutler’s canteen system. By itthesoldier has his club. It 
is, by regulation, attached to every post. There is thus estab- 
lished a building in which there are reading rooms, newspapers; a 
cooperative store for the sale to the soldiers of what they neod 
and can not get in the ordinary rations. 

There is a refreshment saloon for coffee and tea and for food at 
odd times when the soldier can not get meals or comes in from 
guard duty and wants something to eat. Generally there is pro- 
vided a gymnasium. It pays something toward the regimental 
band, in which they all have pride. It supplies the material for 
polo, football, and other games, and all this is done by saying to 
those who wish to have a drink, ‘‘ Do not go outside; come in here 
and buy among your friends in your own club.” Without the 
profits of these sales it could not be supported. But nothing ex- 
cept beer and light wines are sold—no heavy intoxicants—and there 
is no treating. 

The results have been marvelous. They are embodied in Report 
No. 1701, at the last session of this Congress. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman let me ask him one question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I should be glad to answer any 
question if I had thetime. If the gentleman’s question does not 
come out of my time, I shall be glad to answer it. 

Mr. HAY. Would you advocate putting a canteen at the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes, sir, 

Mr. HAY. You would? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I would, for the soldiers sta- 
tioned there. There is a canteen at the Military Academy for 
the soldiers stationed there, and the officers at West Point have 
testified to the benefit of it. Major Hess, in a report to the War 
Department 

Mr. HAY. Do you mean to tell me 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I hope the gentleman will ex- 
cuse me. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. HAY. Do you mean to say there is a canteen for the cadets 
at West Point? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I will answer all questions, if I 
can have the time, but I must have some time for myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has expired. 

Mr. HAY. I ask that the gentleman be allowed further time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman be extended five minutes. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from New Jersey be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Now, if the gentleman from 
Virginia will ask me his question 

Mr. HAY. The question I wanted to ask was if there was any 
canteen at the Military Academy for the cadets. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. No; certainly not. Cadets can 
not go outside; soldiers can. it is to prevent the evils of outside 
saloons that canteens are established. Let us go a step further. 
In order to find out the sentiment of the Army on this subject in- 
quiries were sent out to every post commander, every troop, bat- 
tery, and company commander, every regimental commander, and 
to many noncommissioned officers. Over athousand replies were 
received. 

The results are contained in the report of the Secretary of War 
in 1899, which contains the views of the practical experience of 
over a thousand officers and noncommissioned officers, including 
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company, troop, and battery commanders and post commanders 
(to all of whom inguiry was addressed), and also a number of 
noncommissioned officers of long experience. Each man gives 
his own views. 

These officers are charged with the discipline of the Army. 
They know their men, and they fear drunkenness as no one here 
“an fear it. The decision is almost unanimous; 981 are opposed 
to prohibiting the canteen, 36 for prohibition, and 3 are doubtful. 

We learn that since its establishment hospital admissions for 
alcoholism have diminished by more than half, and desertions by 
the like ratio, as well as convictions for drunkenness, 

I quote from the report referred to, No. 1701, of the first session 
Fifty-sixth Congress, when a like measure was proposed by bill 
3752. The references are to the appendixes to the Secretary of 
War's report of 1899. 

Its results are carefully tabulated by Surgeon Munson, on pages 277 to 281 
of the same appendix. Comparing the years before 1891 with those after- 
wards, hospital admissions for alcoholism gradually diminished from 64.28 
per thousand in that year to 30 per thousand in 1897. 

In 1890 there were 17 posts in which the admission rate exceeded 10 per 
cent of the strength. In 1897 there were but2. Particular posts are instanced 
on pages 277 and 278. The percentage of desertions (see p. 279) fell from an 
average of 9.18 per cent of the enlisted force in seven years before 1891 to 4.54 
per cent of the enlisted force in six years afterthat year. The total trials 
and convictions for drunkenness in the Army during the seven years before 
1891 averaged 372.5 each year, and inthe six years after 1891 160.6 in each year. 
The average number of men making savings deposits increased over 13 per 
cent (p. 280). 

The opinions of the officers (pp. 97 to 276) are almost unanimous. They 
have to be read to be appreciated, and experience is the only thing to be thor- 
oughly believed. Many of them say that they are total abstainers themselves. 
Many more state that they viewed the establishment of the canteen with dis- 
approval, but after their experience changed their minds. Those who are 
opposed to prohibiting the canteen are 981. Those who are for its prohibi- 
tion are 36, and 3 are doubtful. 

Almost all of them have expressed their official opinions as to the effect of 
the canteen upon the morality, discipline, desertions, the number of courts- 
martial, and cases of drunkenness, and on the likelihood of the soldier to go 
outside the camp for intoxicants. The following table shows the number of 
those who think the canteen beneficial in those regards, the number who 
think it is detrimental, the number who think these effects doubtful, the num- 
ber who think it is of no effect, and the number who expressed no opinion. 


Answers of various commanders of troops, companies, batteries, and regiments, 
and noncommissioned officers of long service in the ranks as to the working 
of the canteen system and its effect on the Army. 

Effects of the canteen system on— 


! 
Courts- 
martial. 


Answers made. Drunken-| Outside 


ness. / saloons. 


| Disci- | Deser- 
| pline. | tions. 


Moral 


Be oceficial 739 25 
Detrimental 35 6 20 
Doubtful 29 49 38 
No effect 116 43 
No opinion 19 155 139 
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These opinions have to be read to be appreciated. I give only a few quota- 
tions as to their views of the post exchange. ‘It is the enlisted man’s social 
club.” “They have no such desire to visit disorderly places outside."’ ‘* De- 
sertions lessened.” ‘* Drunkenness decreased.” ‘ Nearly all drunkenness at 
present can be traced to strong liquor purchased outside.” ‘It has been the 
essential feature for the prevention of desertion. Under the old system men 
would visit saloons outside the posts, overstay their passes, or absent them- 
selves without leave.” 

These officers state that the effect of absolute prohibition would be an in- 
crease of drunkenness, a decrease of comforts, an increase of absenteeism 
and of trial by summary court-martial; that it would cause the smuggling 
of whisky into camp; that any unprejudiced man who has served with troops 
in the field for twenty years will be convinced that prohibition would result 
in the increase of low dives near the reservations, with attendant evils; that 
the temporary suspension of the canteen has always proved the effect to be 
disastrous; that prohibition would increase the grosser forms of drunken- 
ness and the frequenting of disreputable, disorderly, and degrading saloons; 
that they have seldom or never known of any drunkenness resulting from 
the canteen; that prohibition would remove the checks which now exist; 
that the canteen has certainly lessened the evil of drink in the Army, and 
that it has done much to elevate the character and moral tone of the soldier; 
that the soldier would resent any uncalled-for denial of his privileges; that 
the canteen gives a way of exercising restraint of drinking which is whole- 
some and yet not ae 

In various places through this report it is noted that the grogshops out- 
side of a camp are often houses of prostitution and that the temptation, if 
men go there, is very great; that the sad diseases have greatly decreased 
since the establishment of the post exchange, and that in case of prohibition 
the soldiers would obtain liquor clandestinely, or would visit resorts where 
other and worse temptations await them: that in the exchange “ the sale of 
beer is limited and controlled by officers who have at heart the best interests 
of the soldier as well as the efficiency of the service,” and that “the institu- 
tion promotes temperance.’ (Page 105.) 

“Tn 1885 I was called upon to officially express my opinion as to the advis- 
ability of replacing the post traders by the canteen. I was strongly against 
the move. Since then I have been convinced that the change as made was a 
goood one;" that “ prohibition would deprive the enlisted man of the mod- 
erate indulgence in garrison, and cut off a fund which procures him many 
benefits.”. ‘Proprietors of vicious resorts in the neighborhood of military 
camps or stations are loud in denouncing the canteen."’ Officers state that 
prohibition would result in the resumption “ofthe old-time sprees" every 
pay day, and the renewal of the growth of gin mills and rum shops near all 
military posts 

We are told that prohibition encourages the drinking of whisky, because 
beer is too bulky to be smuggled into camp, and that “ abolition woald double 
the burden of officers and men in their efforts to improve the health, moral- 
ity, and usefulness of the Army.” 

And page 117, Captain Wilder, of the Fourth Cavalry, says: 

“An army of whisky drinkers has been converted into an army of moder- 
ate beer drinkers. As for myself, I seldom touch a glass of beer. The can- 
teen serves the cause of temperance.” 
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Se Walsh, of the Fourth Cavalry (page 118), says: 

“The exchange is strictly a temperance measure; lessens and controls 
drinking, decreases desertion and trial by courts-martial, and tends to ele- 
vate, as conducted in the Regular Army, the morals of a command. It is 
probable that if the present agitators thoroughly understood the situation, 
and realized that they were unwittingly allying themselves on the side of the 
worst features of the liquor traffic and the lowest forms of prostitution, they 
would insist on the retention of the exchange in place of asking for its 
abolishment.” 

Captain Erwin, Fourth Cavalry (page 118), says abolition would increase 
immorality, lower discipline, increase desertion and trials by courts-martial 
for drunkenness, decrease money savings, impoverish table fare, and lower 
the moral and physical standard of the enlisted men. 

Lieutenant Carr, Fifth Cavalry, that it would beareturn to the time when 
pay day was dreaded; that volunteer camps are an example of what might 
happen in the Army if the system were abolished and troops subject again 
to the villainy and extortion practiced by post traders and saloon keepers. 

Captain Macomb, Fifth Cavalry (page 119), believes in the canteen system 
because prohibition is not practicable. License without abuse is what the 
canteen system desires. 

Lieutenant Rhodes, Sixth Cavalry (page 122), favors the present exchange, 
with continued improvements; that he uses no intoxicants himself; that 
when he joined the regiment in 1889 drunkenness, under the old system of 
post traders, was disgraceful and alarming; that around Fort Wingate little 
rum shops thrived, crimes, and debauchery, and after each pay day patrols 
dragged soldiers from the keepers of these dives; the guardhouse always 
full of drunkards and absentees; that those who were prejudiced against 
what was termed ‘Government barrooms’’ found the benefit so startlin 
that it could not be combated, and now the improvements in morality an 
discipline have been so marked that officers fairly shuddered when there 
was a possibility of a return to the old system. 

Other officers urge (page 123) that to abolish the sale of beer means smug- 
gling of cheap whisky by soldiers and civilians; that saloon keepers, gam- 

slers, and prostitutes would obtain the money now being used to improve 

and add to rations now provided; that the post exchange is all right since 
enlisted men were taken from the bar, and that all retail liquor dealers, 
kitchen bar room, and dive keepers in the vicinity of garrisons are anxious to 
have the sale of beer in garrisons put toan end; that at Fort Meadea village 
of outlaws near the garrison has been abandoned; at Fort Yates the same; 
that there is no truer friend to the frontier dive keeper than the ignorant 
partisan of temperance who builds up their business on the ruin of the post 
canteen. 

Officers of the Seventh Cavalry have observed it for 25 years (p. 125) and 
say that the exchange is a practical means of controlling and regulating the 
sale of beer; that abolishment would cause discontent and trouble to control 
the men. “It helps here in Cuba, where before its establishment they used 
aguardiente or some other Cuban drink, which for a time set them crazy,” 
and more often absent from duty (p. 126); that with the exchange system 
the men are contented and have no encouragement to drink to excess; that 
without it in low places which they can not be prevented from visiting, and 
where they usually procure the vilest liquor, they have every encouragement; 
that the majority do not abuse the beer feature; that the better element 
appreciate the fact that when they want a glass of beer they can procure it 
at a respectable place; that soldiers are not different from others in respect 
of drinking and should not be treated as children in the matter. 

Page 127: That opposition to the post exchange is from misguided per- 
sons who desire to change human nature and to enforce total abstinence, 
the saintly and sordid cooperating to drive our young men from the conven- 
ient, clean, sanitary, and zespossente places of refreshment and entertain- 
ment, where excesses are forbidden, and where the profits are theirs, to the 
dives which surround military posts and litter the roads to the nearest 
towns. 

Page 128: That to abolish the canteen will make the post exchange unprof- 
itable, lead to the discontinuance of most of them, deprive troop and post 
libraries of athletic sport and games of support and encouragement; that 
discontinuance means the partial but certain return to pay-day orgies, in- 
creased desertion due to lessened variety in troop mess, lack of amusementand 
recreation in the post, all of which are purchased by profits of the exchange, 
and that in North Dakota—when the exchange was established a prohibition 
State—drunkenness was common, what was called whisky being smuggled; 
¢ = temperance associations are, strange to say, assisted by the liquor 

ealers. 

Page 129: In Oklahoma in 1898, the exchange being closed, liquor was 
smuggled. When reopened there was no further trouble. 

Page 130: To abolish it would not materially decrease the amount of liquor 
consumed by the Army, but would be detrimental to the interests of the 
service. Rum shops would spring up, and men would go where they would 
not be under control. At present troop messes are really quite satisfactory, 
the ration Somenemee by purchases wholly due to exchange profits. 

Captain McBlain, Troop D, Ninth Cavalry (p. 131), says: 

‘Many years ago, while an enlisted man, Thad to invest a portion of my 
yay in food. The exchange system enabled me to take for use of my troo 


| in Cuba last summer tobacco and canned fruits; to purchase vegetables an 


ice for my troop while encamped at Port Tampa.” 

Captain Cole: “* The whole discipline of our Army is founded on the char- 
acter of the American soldier. It is impossible to cram American men intoa 
mold, apply pressure, and turn out the soldier as is done in the continental 
armies. We have no ignorant classin the European sense. All restrictions 
must be founded on reason and good sense. e get all conditions of men 
looking for adveature, who like to ride, hunt, shoot, and see the country—out 
of a job, wishing the service as a start in life—restiess, wandering men. 
Training makes these men strong, healthy, enduring discipline; association 
develops = and comradeship. They do duty gloriously; stand 
hardship like Spartans; do not grow] at the inevitable; ure as apt to laugh as 
to arowl in suffering unnecessary privation. 

“A vicious element is speedily eliminated. The mass are firm. hearty, 
wholesome Americans, each with an independent mind, shrewd fedgmens, 
and no especial reverence for anything but the colors. Like all men who 
have periods of tremendous nervous strain followed by periods of rest, they 
use intoxicating liquor; are used to it, want it, and are going to getit. The 
question now can not be one of eliminating this evil, but of minimizing it. 

rohibitory legislation is a history of failure.” 

Page 132: That Kansas is a prohibition State, and Leavenworth abounds 
with wide-open saloons; that if a law is enacted prohibitizg sale of liquor on 
military reservations it will not be sold openly, but clandestinely; dives with 
vile liquor will spring up, infinitely more disastrous to health, morals, and 
discipline than the worst old post-traders’ establishment, tosay nothing of the 
canteen, which is a means of control; that sincere people who advocate to- 
tal abstinence have their work cut out for them in their own homes. 

In attempting to grapple with a condition they can not pay under- 
stand, they place themselves in the position of fools, who “rush in where 
angels fear fo tread;”" * * * that a great eee of the soldiers will 
spend all their money, and why not provide a place where they can cet the 
most pleasure and comfort from it? And the profits, instead of filling the 
poumals of some grasping trader, are given to an increased quality of the mess; 
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that the majority will drink—if nothing better, horse medicine, Jamaica 
ginger, and even red ink—but give them beer, control the sale, and your men 
will be all right. ; 

Page 133: That abolishment will lead to “ boot legging” and low dives; that 
since the canteen system the old soak has become impossible among the en- 
listed men, almost to his disappearance; that the exchange furnishes a decent 
place for the soldier to get his beer among his fellows without the danger 
of assault or robbery; that it is the soldiers’ club, and it is his right to have 
it; that the soldier says it is unfair for people who can not control their local 
community and enforce prohibition among people whom they know to at- 
tempt to enforce their doctrine in a temperate community among people 
whom they do not know and for whom they do not care. 

Page 134: That the more pay a soldier uses at the exchange the less he has 
to get into trouble outside; that if he is of saving disposition he will not 
spend more than a certain amount at any place; that the profits provide bil- 
liards, tenpins, dominoes, football, tennis, field sports, and affords a com- 
fortable place to sit, smoke, write, talk, meet comrades from other companies, 
and promote the esprit de corps; that the beer feature is by no means the 

wrincipal one: that men will drink, but indulgence may through the canteen 
@ restricted and regulated; that no mistaken zeal for a nominal temperance 
should take from him that which has steadily bettered his condition for a 
decade and reduced desertions over 50 per cent. 

Page 135: That soldiers should be treated like men, not boys; that a pa- 
ternal attitude ruins discipline and esprit de corps; that the post exchange 
is almost indispensable. ‘Liquor would be procured, vile stuff that makes 
men wild and hard to control.” 

Page 136: That dives would increase 100 per cent. 

Page 137: That if abolished, conditions would return to those when, out of 
a six-company post, 25 cases before a court every pay day were not uncom- 
mon, with along list of absentees every pay day, increase of intemperance, 
and frequent courts-martial; that prohibition is a severe blow to discipline 
and contentment; that with an exchange a small number of men apply for 

ermission to go away, but without, a large number would make application, 
be refused and the first step towards discontent is made. 

Page 138: That the exchange is a pleasant, clean, respectful club in which 
he feels ownership and meets no loose characters; that associations here pro- 
mote good-fellowship; that the exchange has benefited the men more than 
anything instituted since the civil war; ‘‘I am an almost strictly temperate 
man, and brought up so. The carteen part of the post exchange has my un- 
qualified approval, however; that it is not too much toask these good peo- 
ple to trust the officers to do what is right and good for the soldiers’ moral 
and material welfare. 

Page 140: That no complaint has come up from the Army against the can- 
teen; “In my opinion it has done more for the material comfort and moral 
welfare of the soldier than any one thing that I can recall;’’ that selling beer 
having been prohibited in this department (Habana),men must be restricted 
to post limits to keep them from drinking vile native liquors; that it increases 
drunkenness and is our greatest danger as regards infection from yellow 
fever; that better saloons refuse liquor to soldiers, and only low dives and 
resorts will sell; that,as many good men occasionally like a drink of beer, 
the present situation is debasing. 

Page 141: Lam practically a “ teetotaler."" Would stop the sale if possible, 
but the only practical course is to regulate the sale, and after years of ob- 
servation I am firmly convinced that a well-regulated canteen is beneficial to 
a command on point of temperance, morality, and discipline. 

The great effort of a battery commander is to inculcate temperate habits 
among men who desire strong drink; to make it much more expensive, dis- 
agreeable, and uncomfortable to get drunk than to remain sober. The post 
exchangeis one of the greatest assistants to thisend that can be devised. 
Rational amusements are furnished. 

t is patronized in preference to going out into the streets, contentment is 
promoted, articles sold at reasonable prices—the vast majorities are satisfied 
with beer, and no stronger liquor kept. Prohibition of beer in the post ex- 
change will practically break up that institution and turn our soldiers out 
into the street again to become the prey of unprincipled dealers and liquor 
sellers. These remarks apply tenfold to service in Cuba, where conditions 
make it imperative to control drunkenness, but where the cheapness and 
vileness of the stronger liquor, and the eagerness of dealers to sell despite all 
as} make it afar more difficult problem than in the United States. (Page 

Page 142: Since arrival in Cuba I have seen the evilof prohibiting beer in 
post exchange. Men who have been good, steady, reliable, accustomed to 
drinking beer in moderate quantities, have gone outside and bought cheap 
liquor that has made brutes of them. : 4 

With the exchange ‘‘there has been more time spent in garrison, are ab- 
sent without leave less frequently, and very much more contented and at 
home.” Asa choice of evils, the continuation of the exchange, provided the 
sale of beer can be restricted and the practice of treating prevented. 

Page 143: Major Hess, Third Artillery, says: 

“When the post canteen was first introduced he was at Washington Bar- 
racks, opposed to it, and wrote a report that it would simply add another 
place to the too long list; that the first month’s experience proved the can- 
teen a great success, and before the second month more than half of the little 
saloons outside had closed up and their proprietors had moved away—drunk- 
enness and trial for absence without leave greatly decreased. This object 
lesson had the effect of changing his views. e saw in the canteen, and still 
sees, a powerful instrument of discipline when properly conducted; and that 
the fear of losing his privileges at the club and being debarred from associat- 
ing with his fellows there operates asa powerful deterrent upon the occasion- 
ally unruly.” 

cae 144: Captain Hoskins says: 

a ae men will drink; go to the nearest saloon, where birds of prey lie 
in wait, where he is served with vilest liquors, and when his money is gone 
will be kicked into the street; that every post is surrounded by the lowest 
type of dives, where the soldier is made much of; that frequently before he 
is aware he is under the influence of some potent drug; they entice men to 
dispose of blankets in trade for liquor; they are bitterly opposed to the ex- 
change and desire it abolished.” 

Captain Califf: 

‘lam in favor of the present exchange unless prchibition were a fact and 
not a name.” 

Captain Humphreys: 

That in a year he has had ten men tried for drunkenness—five found 
drunk at saloons in the city; the other five returned to post drunk. 

Captain Potts (page 145): 

“With the opportunity at hand to obtain beer almost whenever wanted, 
weak men are less apt to drink to excess and men of character soon learn the 
value of their money, properly spent. Under other circumstances, with the 
very young men now so numerous in the Army, half of the temptation lies 
in the risk of obtaining it.” 

Captain Danes: 

“Under present conditions there are quite a number of men in my battery 
who do not use intoxicants.” 

Lieutenant Kessler (page 145): 
“Here in the Philippines men should be supplied with beer by means of 


the canteen; if not, they will drink it elsewhere, or something worse, and 
the native drinks are most terrible.” 

Captain Rumbough: 

“When the canteen was first introduced, I was opposed to it, but since I 
have seen the results I have changed my views entirely. The number of 
saloons, nearly always of loose character, in the vicinity of post has decreased, 
and the men now drink beer instead of bad whisky. Advocates of temper- 
ance could not doa worse thing for their cause than to abolish beer in the post 
exchange.”’ 

Captain Bennett: 

“The only real valid objection to the canteen I have heard is that recruits 
learn to drink from the contact with the same, when otherwise they would 
not do so. But many would, but for the canteen, acquire worse habits out- 
side at saloons, in all probability, since, in absence of the exchange, saloons 
always flourish just outside of a post.” 

Colonel Guenther (page 147). That he has lived in a garrison ever since the 
close of the war of the rebellion, and states as his conviction and belief that 
the sale of beer at posts as conducted under the regulations has done more 
to advance the cause of temperiunce and good morals in the Army than any- 
thing else he knows of. 

Major Fuger (page 147). That he was three months in Florida in 1889 with 
no canteen, with the consequence that men were absent without leave and 
summary courts filled, trials daily; that he started a canteen, with the result 
that he had few cases for trial. 


angen Andrees, Fourth Artillery (page 147). That prohibition inthe Army 
would relegate it to the experience of the service before this privilege was 
permitted; that the men would seek outside saloons where poisonous liquors 
are sold, and the results on morals and discipline ruinous. 

Captain Howes (page 148). That nearly half the trials by court-martial at 
his post are caused by the use of bad whisky. Thatan exchange at the post 
did not prevent them entirely, but reduced it very materially. 

Captain Leary, jr.: 

“It would drive men who are temperate beer drinkers to the saloon and 
brothels outside the post in order to get a glass of beer. When the canteen 
system was begun I objected. With some years’ experience, I am heartily 
its advocate. Its discontinuance would throw the enlisted men back ten 
years in their moral progress as a body, which moral progress is now patent 
to all the old officers of the Army.” 

Page 149: Captain Cummins, that abolition would belittle short of a calam- 
ity to the soldier and the Army. 

It is idle to multiply citations. If we wish to have an army 
composed of self-controlling, self-respecting men, we must give 
them the opportunity to exercise the virtue of temperance by 
choice, instead of trying to enforce total abstinence. 

The American Army is not to be governed by State prison 
rules. When at homethey have the right to use liquor in moder- 
ation within the walls of their own homes. 

When in the Army they claim the same right. If it be denied, 
those who wish to drink are driven outside to fiery spirits, or 
worse. 

There is no vice more to be feared in any army than intemper- 
ance. It is because the post exchange and the canteen has been 
shown beyond all question to promote temperance that we favor 
it and deprecate any efforts which by statute will forbid the offi- 
cers of the Army to do what they find best for the morality, health, 
and discipline of their men. 

The testimonials as to the matter from the various Soldiers’ 
Homes are equally convincing. Some of them are already printed. 

This is the first time that this matter has really come up for 
careful consideration. Theanticanteen amendment does not cover 
this question; no lawyer haschallenged Attorney-General Griggs’s 
construction of its terms. It was placed upon a bill for the in- 
crease of the Army without much consideration, and certainly 
without such full knowledge of the facts as we now have. The 
misunderstanding which earnest people throughout the United 
States have upon this matter is appalling. 

It is certainly true that drunkenness and the vices attendant 
thereon are of all things.the evils most greatly to be feared in an 
army, and that they are all too rife in any army, but when we are 
referred to their prevalence among the volunteers we must remem- 
ber that the volunteers generally had no post exchange, and some- 
times allowed them to become mere post traders’ institutions, where 
sales were made without proper restriction. 

For example, a very impassioned address was made before the 

committee by the chaplain of the First Tennessee Volunteer Infan- 
try. That regiment had no canteen, and its adjutant tells us that 
its good order and sobriety were best when it was brigaded with 
the Twenty-third Infantry, and the men found their way to the 
santeen, ‘‘ where, with much good-fellowship, there was a mini- 
mum of disorder ” (B. N. Coffman, first lieutenant and adjutant, 
First Tennessee Volunteers). Lieutenant Coffman states that the 
same experience was had at Iloilo, where the strictest prohibition 
measures were adopted, resulting in the greatest amount of drunk- 
enness on native liquors, while as soon as the Eighteenth In- 
fantry established their canteen near the regiment the drunken- 
ness fell off. 

This is a question of our practical duty as men and brethren to 
our brothersin the Army. We must treat them exactly as we do 
our brothers at home. Unless we are prepared to deny to our 
friends at home the right to drink a glass of beer in their own 
houses, it is neither our duty nor our right to enforce such pro- 
hibition against our brothers in the Army as distinguished from 
prone restrictions. For the sake of the cause of order and so- 

riety and temperance we oppose the adoption of this amendment. 

Why should we assume to know more of the Army and its needs 
than the brigade, regimental, and company commanders, who 
know their men and have their interests most at heart? 1 have 
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no apology for quoting their opinion. Why should we deny to 
our brothers in the Army the right to moderation in their own 
home which we claim for ourselves? Why should we drive them 
out to the vile saloon outside? 
we put the Army back as it was ten years ago? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I ask leave to extend my re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will have 
leave to extend his remarks. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman has the right under the rule to 
extend his remarks. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I only protest, for the soldiers, 
that we should not carry this amendment. I add as an appendix 
the laws and regulations on this subject, taken from the report of 
the Secretary of War for 1899: 

APPENDIX A.—PostT EXCHANGES. 

By the act of June 13, 1890, Congress provided: 

“That no alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied to the 
enlisted men in any canteen or post-trader’s store, or in any room or build- 
ing at any garrison or military post in any State or Territory in which the 
sale of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohibited by law.” 

3y section 17 of the act of March 2, 1894, Congress provided: 

“That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxicating 
drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any_ post exchange or canteen, nor 
shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any en 
campment or fort oron any premises used for military purposes by the United 
States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issye such general 
order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into full 
force and effect.” 

The post exchange is thus described by the regulations prescribed by the 
War Department: 

“The post exchange will combine the features of reading and recreation 
rooms, a cooperative store,and a restaurant. Its primary purpose is to sup 
ply the troops at reasonable prices with the articles of ordinary use, wear, 
and consumption not —_— by the Government, and to afford the means 
of rational recreation and amusement. 


Its secondary purpose is through exchange profits to provide the means | 


for improving the messes.”’ 

The money which constitutes the capital employed in the operation of the 
exchange is the money of the men themselves, so that the business conducted 
is their own business conducted for them, and the benefits of all kinds are 
equally shared by them. 

The regulations relating to the conduct of exchanges have for several 
years provided: 

“9 Exchange features.—An exchange doing its full work should embrace 
the following sections: (a) A well-stocked general store, in which such goods 
are kept as are usually required at military posts, and as extensive in 
number and variety as conditions will justify; (5) a well-kept lunch counter, 
supplied with as great a variety of viands as circumstances permit, such as 
tea, coffee, cocoa, nonalcoholic drinks, soup, fish, cooked and canned meats, 
sandwiches, pastries, etc.; (c) a canteen, at which, under the conditions 
hereinafter set forth, beer and light wines by the drink, and tobaccos, may 
be sold; (¢@) reading and recreation rooms, supplied with books, periodicals 
and other reading matter, billiard and pool tables, bowling alley, and 
facilities for other proper indoor games, as well as apparatus for outdoor 
sports and exercises, such as cricket, football, baseball, tennis, etc.; a well- 


equipped gymnasium, possessing also the requisite paraphernalia for outdoor | , z ‘ u 
| this paragraph close in five minutes. 


athletics. At small posts it may be impracticable to maintain all of these 
sections, but at every exchange there should be no less than two depart 
ments—the refreshment. embracing store, lunch counter, and canteen, and 
the recreation, which includes all the other branches. 

“10. Sale of liquors prohibited.—The sale or use of ardent spirits in any 


branch of the exchange, and in any encampment or fort, or on any premises | 


used for military purposes by the United States, is strictly prohibited; but 
on the recommendation of the exchange council thocemmnantiar officer may 
yermit beer and light wines to be sold at the canteen by the drink whenever 
21e is satisfied that giving to the troops the opportunity of obtaining such 
beverages within the post limits will prevent them from resorting for strong 
intoxicants to places without such limits, and tend to promote temperance 
and discipline among them. 

“Should the commanding officer not approve the recommendation of the 
exchange council, it will be submitted for final decision to the department 
commander. The canteen must be in a room used for no other purpose, and 
when practicable in a building apart from that in which the recreation and 
reading rooms are located. The sale of beer must be limited to week davs. 
and the beer consuthed aa the premises. The practice known as ‘treat 
ing’ will not be permitted.’ 


These exchanges have largely replaced the old and objectionable post 


trader store at military posts, and have furnished the only means to relieve | 


the cheerlessness and tedium of an enlisted man’s life in time of peace, which 
lower the morale of the force and repel the better class of enlistments. 
During the year ending June 30, 1898, the aggregate receipts of the ex 
changes in operation in the Army amounted to $1,621,398.67, ond there was re 
ceived as money on deposit $189,258.81, making the total amount of money 
received $1,810,657.48. There was expended for merchandise purchased, rent, 
fixtures, and repairs, and expenses of operation $1,297,737,16, which, less de- 
posit, give a profit of $323,661.51. From this amount there was donated tothe 
funds of the several regimental bands $9,154.51; to the maintenance of post 
gardens, $1,559.17; to post libraries, $640.06; to gymnasiums, $2,913.75; as prizes 
for the encouragement of athletic sports, $3,338.41; and after setting aside the 


sum of $60,877.58 as a reserve fund to meet anticipated expenses for at least 
one month there was returned to the members in the form of dividends the 
sum of $254,890.98. 


During the year ending June 30, 1899, the aggregate receipts of the 80 post 
exchanges and the 34 regimental exchanges in the Army, so far as reports 
have been received, amounted to $1,609,492.33, and the expenditures $97), 
012.26, which, less deposit, give a net profit of $399,588.27. From this amount 
there was donated to the funds of the several regimental bands $5,563.09, to 
the maintenance of post gardens $1,089.74, to post libraries $1,121.55, to gym 
nasiums $1,527.07, to athletic sports $1,312.18, and after setting aside the sum 
of $1(4.008.08 as a reserve fund there was returned tothe members in the 
form of dividends the sum of $275,580.74. 

The aggregate receipts of the post exchanges, therefore, during the past 
two years have been $3,420,149.81, and the dividends $530,471.67. The net value 
of these exchanges—that is to say, the balance of their combined assets over 
their liabilities—was on June 30, 1899, $253,792.26. 

The wide difference between the terms used by Congress in the act of 
June 13, 1890, distinctly and unmistakably prohibiting all sales of alcoholic 
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‘i | prohibition of such sale by post traders, led to a reference by my 
How can we pardon ourselves if 





liquors, beer, or wine in military posts in States where sales to civilians are 
prohibited by law, and the terms used in the act of March 2, 1899, which 
seemed to be designed asa regulation of the sale in post exchanges and a 

oredecessor 
to the Attorney-General for a construction of this provision of the act of 
March 2, 1899. 

The Attorney-General, on the 12th of April, rendered an opinion to the 
effect that the section in question “does not prohibit the continuance of the 
sale of intoxicating drinks through the canteen sections of the post exchanges 
as heretofore organized and carried on, except that, of course, no officer or 
soldier can be put on duty in the canteen section to do the selling, either 
directly or indirectly.” 

The regulations have been amended to comply with the statute as thus 
construed. I agree with the view that this is the more reasonable construc- 
tion of the statute. It is, however, questioned by many citizens, and it is 
very desirable that if Congress does in fact intend toabsolutely prohibit the 
sale of beers and light wines in post exchanges to the soldiers of our Army in 
States where such sale is permitted by law to all other persons, this intention 
should be expressed in terms which are free from doubt. 

It is to be observed that the sale of ardent spirits is now strictly prohibited 
by the Army Regulations and that the sale of beer and light wines is limited 
to the cases where the commanding officer of the post ‘is satisfied that giving 
to the troops the opportunity of obtaining such beverages within the post 
limits will prevent them from resorting for strong intoxicants to places with- 
out such limits, and tends to promote temperance and discipline among them.” 

For the purpose of ascertaining the effect of this regulation a circular let- 
ter was sent to each department commander on the 2d of May last, directing 
the submission of a series of questions to the officers of the Army, designed to 
elicit the results of their experience and observation as to the effect of the 
sale of beer, etc., in ~~ exchanges upon the morality, sobriety, and discipline 
of the troops, and their opinions as to the effect of an actual prohibition. 

I append hereto (marked Appendix C) a copy of the circular letter, and an 
abstract giving the substance of the expressions which have been received 
in response. 

Some troops were of course so situated at the time that it was not practi- 
cable to secure expressions from them. Expressions have been received 
from 24 of the 25 regiments of infantry, substantially all of the 10 regiments 
of cavalry, and of the 7 regiments of artillery. It will be perceived that the 
overwhelming testimony of the Army is to the effect that the present regu- 
lation has promoted the temperance, discipline, morals, and health of the 
enlisted men, and that in the interest of morality and effective service it 
should be retained. No change bas accordingly been made in the regulation. 

In considering the testimony of these officers it should be borne in mind 
that enlisted men are not always on duty; that during considerable portions 
of their time they always are, and necessarily must be, permitted to go about 
outside of their camps and posts just as other citizens do, and that when they 
are thus at liberty it is impossible to subject them to restraints which are 
notalso imposed upon the other members of thecommunity. In States where 
the sale of intoxicants is permitted by law soldiers will drink outside the 
camp or post just as other people drink, and it can not be prevented except 
by confining them to the limits of the camp or post. 

This would not only be unjust and injurious, but would reduce enlistment 
to imprisonment, and immediately put an end to enlistments. The practical 
question to be considered is not whether soldiers should drink or not drink, 
but whether they should be permitted to drink beer in the camp, surrounded 
they be driven to drink bad whisky in the vile resorts which cluster around 
by the restraining influences of discipline and good association, or whether 
the limits of every military post and camp, and especially around those in 
which prohibition is maintained. I have no doubt that the present regula- 
tion furnishes the wise answer to this question. 

I present the subject thus fully in order that, if Congress takes a different 
view, the matter may be fully before it for action. 


Mr. HULL. I move that all debate on this amendment and 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 
committee, moves that all debate upon this amendment be closed 


| in five minutes. 
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The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Division! 

The Chair proceeded to count, and had announced the affirma- 
tive vote, when 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Iwithdraw the request for a division and 
do not desire to take the time of the House, and will not request 
tellers if it can be so that I can havea few moments in closing 
debate. 

Mr. HULL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Perhaps five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Maine, if it remain at five minutes, he will be compelled to recog- 
nize the gentlemen on the committee in preference to others. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, everyone has the right to print 
whatever he desires on this bill, or any part of it, and I want to 
have a vote on the bill to-night, and must get it, or it goes over 


| indefinitely. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman on the committee 
consent to ten minutes? 

Mr. HULL. The committee has voted for tive minutes. I 
have no right to give it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
has carried, and debate is limited to five minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. I will yield to the gentleman from Maine two minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that section 40 of 
this bill represents the sentiment of the War Department on this 
question. If that is so, I desire to impress my friends here upon 
the floor with the idea that if the War Depariment reports or rec- 
ommends a section of this kind it is presumed that itis based upon 
practical experience. There is practical experience upon one side 
and sentiment upon the other. Practical experience teaches the 
generals, the colonels, and the officers of the War Department that 
the canteen is an institution in the interest of temperance. The 
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sentiment which we strike upon the other side is in the interest of 


temperance. It is only a question as to which side is right, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HULL. 
[Mr. Dick]. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
gives the best reason why section 40 should not pass unamended— 
simply because it is inoperative law, and therefore accomplishes 
nothing. The gentleman frém Texas is wrong when he says that 
all army officers testify to the wisdorn of the sale of liquors at the 
army canteen. On the contrary, we have the testimony of Gen- 
eral Miles, General Shafter, General Wheeler, Surgeon-General 
Sternberg, and many other officers who regard it as demoralizing 
to discipline and as interfering seriously with the efficiency, the 
health, and the service of the soldier. Contrary to the expression 
of the member from Texas, and taking decided issue with him, I 
insist that the mothers of this country who give their sons to the 
Army of the United States have the right to petition the American 
Congress, and that these appeals to protect their boys from undue 
temptation ought not to go unheeded. [Loud applause. | 

The gentleman from New Jersey is wrong when he assumes 
that this amendment aims to destroy the army canteen. Its sim- 
ple purpose is to keep the canteen from being converted into a 
saloon, and does not interfere with any of its social features. 

The overwhelming public opinion which brought this question 
into the House at the close of last session has not changed, nor 
have the conditions it was intended to affect. The amendment 
may not accomplish all its friends expect of it, but why shall we 
legislate to encourage an evil? It is not a function of our Goy- 
ernment to engage in the sale of intoxicating liquors. 

Mr. Chairman, consistent with the report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs at the close of last session, and in which action I 
joined, I shall support with my vote the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine and urge its adoption by the House. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to say, in an- 
swer to the suggestions of the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
FITZGERALD], that I challenge absolutely the accuracy of the 
statements made by him in relation to the operation of the prohib- 
itory law of Maine. I do not contend that it is an absolute suc- 
cess, that it is enforced with such a degree of success as ought to 
attend it, but I do contend, and every man who has any know)- 
edge of the conditions knows, that the result of the enactment 
and enforcement of the prohibitory law has been vastly in favor 
of the improvement of the people of Maine during the whole of its 
history. It has increased sobriety, and conserved Jaw and order, 
and been conducive to good citizenship. 

I deny the proposition that during the history of the law there 
has been any increase of crime or of the evils that are attendant 
upon the sale of intoxicating liquor. I assert that the contrary is 
true. I deny the assertion that liquor is sold in Maine as openly 
asin any other community. In Washington, for instance, it is 
sold as openly as dry goods, groceries, and other articles of legiti- 
mate merchandise. The saloons advertise in the papers, by signs 
over their doors, upon their windows, and by a display of their 
goods in the windows on the street to attract the attention of the 
traveler. 

I have lived in Maine all my life and I never saw or had my at- 
tention called to a saloon in Maine that thus advertised its busi- 
ness upon the streets or in the press, and I deny that there are any 
such. While there are saloons in Maine, principally in the cities 
and larger towns, they have been driven behind the door by the 
law, where they are looked for, instead of openly and publicly 
drawing the attention of customers by attractive devices, as do 
saloons elsewhere. And this, I submit, is far different from the 
open selling as it exists elsewhere. 

But the State of Maine is not on trial here. The only question 
is whether or not it shall be the policy of the United States to say 
that its soldiers shall be protected from the evils of intemperance 
by this legislation. That is the only proposition. Now,I care 
not what reasons men may have, whether it is because the saloons 
favor it or not, or whether it is a proposition that temperance 
people favor,so long as they record their votes in favor of this 
amendment. I give a list of military and naval officers, many of 
them eminent in their profession, who condemn liquor selling in 
canteens. 

British Generals Wolseley, Roberts, and Kitchener. 

Generals Miles, Shafter, Wheeler, Corbin, Sternberg (Surgeon-General), 
Howard, Henry, Boynton, Wilcox, Stanley, Rochester, Harries, Carr, Carlin, 
Graham, Bliss, Lee (Assistant Quartermaster-General). 

Colonels of following regiments, which had no canteens: First and Third 
Nebraska (Col. W. J. Bryan); First Texas; First Wisconsin; Second, Fourth, 
Sixth, and Eighth Ohio; Fifth, Eighth, Twelfth, and Thirteenth Pennsylva- 
nia; Second and Fifth Missouri: Twenty-fifth Kansas; One hundred and 
fifty-seventh, One hundred and fifty-ninth, and One hundred and sixtieth 
Indiana; First, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, and Ninth Illinois; First. Second, 
Third, and Fourth Kentucky; District of Columbia Regiment; First and 
Second Mississippi; First New Hampshire: Fifth and Eighth Massachusetts; 
First Washington; Fifteenth Minnesota; First and Second Arkansas; Forty- 
ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-second lowa; First South Dakota; Second Virginia; 


I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
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Second South Carolina, and Second Louisiana. (Many of these regiments 
tried the canteen and then abolished it.) 

Lieutenant-Colonels Treuman, North Dakota; Beck, Kansas. 

Chaplains Sam Small, Third United States Engineers (no canteen); Craw- 
ford and Harbaugh, Ohio; House, Massachusetts; Hunter and Brady, Penn- 
sylvania; White, Texas; Todd, Illinois; Phillips, Nebraska; Cook, Georgia; 
Stamper, Kentucky; Solomon, Missouri; Babcock, Arkansas; Kimball (regu- 
lars); Watts, Texas, and Lyman, Louisiana. 

Surgeons Genella (regulars); Ward, Missouri; Penrose, Utah; 
Tennessee. 

Adjutant Venable (United States Engineers). 

Maj. Burton R. Ross, District of Columbia. 

Capt. R. S. Woodson (expert on tropical diseases); 
Pennsylvania. 

Lieut. A. K. Taylor (Regular Army), article in United Service Magazine. 

Rear-Admiral Sampson, Rear-Admiral Kimberly, and Commodore L. H. 
Gibbs; Captains Folger, Barker, Higginson, Crowninshield, Bradford 


The following orders, and extracts from letters and articles, 
fully sustain my contention: 


THE CANTEEN IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 


{Lieut. A. K. Taylor, then of the Ninth Infantry, in the United Service Maga- 
zine for April, 1892. ] 

What is this institution but one of licensed idleness, with the attraction of 
beer, cards, dice, billiards, and other kindred solicitations to extravagance 
and dissipation? The young recruit, fresh from the rural districts, of whom 
we hope much from his enlistment, is met on the threshold of his military life 
with the invitation to waste his money, become a beer drinker,a card player, 
a dice thrower, and an idler of his time. We may,and donbtless will, return 
him to civil life, if we limit him to one enlistment. as now proposed, enfeebled 
in body, weakened in mind, and morals tainted—the end a ruined manhood. 


LATE WAR, 


Epler, 


Hunt, Battery D, 


OPINIONS EXPRESSED DURING THE 
[General Miles’s anti-canteen order. } 


GENERAL ORDER, } HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
2 ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
No. 87. ) 


Washington, July 2, 1898. 

The Army is engaged in active service under climatic conditions which it 
has not before experienced. 

In order that it may perform its most difficult and laborious duties with 
the least practicable loss from sickness, the utmost care consistent with 
prompt and efficient service must be exercised by all, especially by officers 

The history of other armies has demonstrated that in a hot climate absti- 
nence from the use of intoxicating drink is essential to continued health and 
efficiency. 

Commanding officers of all grades and officers of the medical staff will 
carefully note the effect of the use of such light beverages—wines and beer 
as are permitted to be sold at the post and camp exchanges, and the com- 
manders of all independent commands are enjoined to restrict, or to entirely 
prohibit, the sale of such beverages, if the welfare of the troops or the in- 
terests of the service require such action. 

In this most important hour of the nation’s history it is due the Govern- 
ment from all those in its service that they should not only render the most 
earnest efforts for its honor and welfare, but that their full physical and in- 
tellectual force should be given to their public duties, uncontaminated by 
any indulgences that shall dim, stultify, weaken, or impair their faculties 
and strength in any particular. 

Officers of every grade, by example as well as by authority, will contribute 
to the enforcement of the order. 

By command of Major-General Miles: 

H. C. CORBIN, Adjutant-General. 
[General Shafter. ] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE FIrTH ARMY CORPS, 
Santiago de Cuba, July 380, 1898. 


I have always been strongly opposed to the canteen system or the sale of 
intoxicating drinks of any kind on military reservations, and have opposed 
it until absolutely overruled and required to establish a canteen at my post. 

I regard it demoralizing to the men, besides impairing seriously their effti- 
ciency. There are always in every regiment anumber of men that will under 
any circumstances get and drink liquor, but the great majority are temper- 
ate, abstemious men, and itis to those that the evil effects of the post-exchange 
system work the greatest injury.as young men who would not think of going 
away from the post for liquor will, when it is placed before them and every in- 
ducement offered them to purchase, do sOand thus gradually acquire habits of 
intemperance. 

The plea that it furnishes a large sum, which it does, to improve the table 
fare of the men is, in my opinion, a very poor one, as the Government of the 
United States is perfectly able to feed its men without any assistance from 
the profits of rum selling. I have absolutely prohibited the sale of liquor or 
the opening of saloons in the city of Santiago,and have refused permission for 
cargoes of beer to come from the States here. I think that the necessity of 
refraining from drink is fully realized by all the men, and of their own ac- 
cord they would refrain from drinking. 

WILLIAM H. SHAFTER, 


Major-General United States Volunteers, ¢ 
(“Fighting Joe Wheeler.’’] 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES Forces, 


ommanding. 


Camp Wikoff, Montauk Point, Long Island, September 20, 1898. 
[ama thorough believer in temperance in all things, and am utterly op- 
posed to soldiers being sold intoxicating liquors, andI believe that every effort 
should be exercised to remove the temptation of such dissipation from them. 
You must recollect that all men are human, and if we can not make every 

thing perfect, we must make it as near perfect as possible 
J. WHEELER 
Major-Ge neral, United States Volunteers. 


[Surgeon-General Sternberg. ] 


I do not think much of the beer canteen. The theory that the soldier 
needs a beer canteen to keep him from going to outside saloons for some- 


thing stronger isall wrong. Thereisnothing init. Onthecontrary.a great 
many young soldiers who are not accustomed to drink contract drinking 
habits at these canteens, and are ruined. There is no need whatever for in- 
toxicating drinks at these canteens, and it will be a good thing for the Army 


if they are abolished. 
[Milo B. Ward, major and surgeon, United States Volunteers, Kansas City, 
Mo., September 23, 1898 
I have had good opportunity to observe the effects of beer on the health of 
the men in the Second Division, Third Army Corps, and f am forced t n- 
fess that it was one of the features of camp life which caused the medical 
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department muchconcern. I wassome of the time medical officer of the day, 
and in that capacity I visited and inspected the entire division. 

{ urged in each report made that the canteens be closed. I found the 
troops who drank beer suffered from malarial jaundice, and many of them 
were very ill. 

I can not say that a limited quantity of beer would have been injurious, 
but the quantity can not be controlled if canteens are permitted to be open. 
Many of the regiments found it necessary to close their canteens. 

[Surgeon Genella. } 
HosPITrAL HEADQUARTERS, CAMP WIKOFF, LONG ISLAND, 
September 23, 1895 

What the houses of prostitution are to the youth of the city, so are the 

canteens of our Army to the soldiers 





W. GENELLA, 
Regimental Surgeon Seventh Regular United States Infantry 


[Chaplain E. L. House, Fifth Massachusetts, United States Volunteers, Camp 
Meade, Middletown, Pa., September 22, 1898. ] 

There is no doubt in my mind that the sale of intoxicating liquors has done 
more to contribute to the sickness, death, and troubles of camp life than all 
other things combined. In our post exchange we have never allowed any 

iing but tonics to be sold. Lager beer, etc., have been entirely excluded, 
and we have held the record, wherever we have been, of being the best 
behaved and most gentlemanly regiment of the field. Our colonel, while not 

prohibitionist, would not assume the moral consequences that would surely 
come from the sale of beer. His own words are: * i am not going to educate 
men to drink, through the sale of beer, that have never drank intoxicating 
liquors.” Almost all our own court sentences have been the result of men 
getting liquor outside of the camp when on leave, or else running the guard 
to get the same 

in fact, 1 have been told by the most trustworthy source that the great 
disaster of deaths that came to one of our regiments was due, not to the 
fighting in the trenches of Santiago, but to a weakened condition and dis 
turbance of the stomachs of the men, brought on by the use of intoxicating 
liquors before arriving in Cuba, which, with the extreme heat and exposure, 
brought fever to many men. 





[Colonel Glenn. } 
HEADQUARTERS FOURTEENTH REGIMENT 
PENNSYLVANIA VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
Camp Meade, Middletown, Pa., September 23, 1898. 

There are many ways that a soldier can ruin himself, but I think the can 
teen is the most damnable of all. I have never allowed one in my regiment, 
and I never will 

W. J. GLENN, Colonel, Commanding 
[General Willcox. ] 

It is my opinion that the public good, as well as personal character of those 
concerned, would be enhanced very much by the exclusion of liquor from 
the rank and file of the Army, except under due medical prescription. 

O. B. WILLCOX, 
Brevet Major-General (retired). 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
{General Rochester. } 

There is no doubt that the drink habit works very great injury to the 
Army. It has been shown over and over again that those who endure the 
greatest fatigue and exposure are the men who do not drink. 

WILLIAM B. ROCHESTER, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army (retired). 
WasurnaTton, D. C. 
[General Carlin.] 

It has always, since I was old enough to have an opinion, been my convic 
tion that the public good would be enhanced by the exclusion of liquor from 
all circles. It does no good anywhere and countless evils everywhere. It is 
useless to discriminate between the Army and other people. Liquor is a 
nuisance and an evil,and no greater blessing to mankind could come to it 
than the total prohibition of its manufacture, sale, and use. 

WILLIAM R. CARLIN, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army (retired). 

GRAND Hore, New York Crry. 

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE WAR INVESTIGATION COMMISSION. 


Major-General Boynton, who was then in command at Camp Thomas, tes- 
tified before the commission, and his testimony was in part reported by the 
New York Tribune as follows: 

“Asked if each regiment had a sutler,General Boynton replied: ‘They had 
something worse than a sutler: each one had acanteen.’ He said that 372car 
loads of beer had been soldin the camp. He deprecated the fact that Army 
regulations permitted the canteen system.” 

Col. James C. Lee, assistant quartermaster-general, testified to facts with 
regard to drink in the camp that were reported in the New York Sun in the 
tollowing paragraph: 

“I think the freedom of the admission of beer and other articles into 
camp and the frequenting of the rum-selling holes in town more dangerous 
than sleeping on the ground.” 

Chaplain Phillips testifies that the canteen was prohibited by Col. William 
Jennings Bryan in his Nebraska regiment. 

ABSTINENCE BEST FOR THE NAYY, TOO. 

Rear-Admiral Sampson, in interview published in New Voice: 

“I think there is but one opinion among officers of the Navy about grog, 
and it is that alcoholic liquors have no place in the Navy of the United States 
except asa medicine. Intoxicating liquors of all sorts should be abolished.” 


{Commodore Gibbs. ] 


In my opinion, there can be no question that the public good would be 
rreatly enhanced by the exclusion of alcoholic drink, as a beverage, from 
both Army and Navy circles. The man who needs the stimulus of alcoholic 
liquor to enable him to perform his duty is not to be trusted inany capacity. 
In my experience of nearly fifty years as an officer in the United States 
Navy I think I can safely say that 90 per cent of all punishments inflicted on 
board ship that have come under my observation can be traced directly to 


rum. 
I. H. GIBBS, 
Commodore, United States Navy. 
ALEXANDRIA, VA. 
[Rear-Admiral Kimberly. ] 

I should say, as a naval man, that alcoholic liquor could be dispensed with 
with advantage. except for medical purposes. 

In the Navy the grog ration has been abolished for years and coffee sub- 
stituted in the early morning before any work is done. I look upon alcoholic 
drinks as medicine, and they should only be used as such. 

L. A. KIMBERLY, 
Rear-Admiral United States Navy (retired). 
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SECRETARY LONG'S ANTI-CANTEEN ORDER. 


GENERAL ORDER, | NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
No. 508, \ Washington, February 8, 1899. 

After mature deliberation the Department has decided that it is for the 
best interest of the service that the sale or issue to enlisted men of malt or 
other alcoholic liquors on board ships of the Navy, or within the limits of 
naval stations, be prohibited. 

Therefore, after the receipt of this order, commanding officers and com- 
mandants are forbidden to allow any malt or other alcoholic liquor to be sold 
to, or issued to, enlisted men, either on board ship, or within the limits of 
navy-yards, naval stations, or marine barracks, except in the medical de- 


partment. . 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 


In regard to the above order, Secretary Long,in aninterview February 19, 
1899, said that the order was issued principally for the protection of appren- 
tice boys in the service. He said in part: 

“It is not true that any society outside the service caused the issuing of 
the order. It was done at the solicitation of naval officers themselves. The 
matter was first suggested to the Department by Captain Folger, of the 
cruiser New Orleans. After his return from the war he wrote a letter in 
which he fully explained the evils which, in his judgment, resulted from per- 
mitting the sale of liquor on shipboard. This letter I referred to a number 
of other captains. Among them were Captains Barker, Higginson, Crown- 
inshield, and Bradford. After a careful consideration of the matter they 
reported, a majority of them favoring the absolute prohibition of beer and 
liquor on board. Then it was that the order was issued. The Department 
felt that its duty to the boys and men in the service required such an order.” 
(Washington Post, February 20.) 

GENERAL KITCHENER’S VICTORIOUS ABSTAINERS. 

The British army has gathered the first experimental evidence bearing 
upon this military temperance question. Three regiments were selected 
from each of several brigades for tests at different times, partly during 
maneuvers. In one every man was forbidden to drink a drop while the test 
lasted; in the second, malt liquor only could be purchased; in the third, a 
sailor's ration of whisky was given to eachman. 

The experiment was repeated in several instances where forced marches 
and other hard work was required. The whisky drinkers showed more dash 
at first, but generally in about four days showed signs of lassitude and ab- 
normal fatigue. Those given malt liquor displayed less dash at first, but 
their endurance lasted somewhat longer. The abstainers, however, are said 
to have increased daily in alertness and staying powers. Asa result of this 
experiment the British war department decided that in the recent Soudan 
campaign not a single drop of stimulant should be allowed in camp, save for 
hospital use. 

The officers, including even the generals, could no longer enjoy their ac- 
customed spirits, wines,and malt liquors at their mess tables. There must 
have been some wry faces, especially among the Scotch laddies, when the 
order was published that for all hands, including even camp followers, liquid 
refreshment was to be limited to tea, oatmeal water, or lime juice and Nile 
water. To-day it isa great feather in the headgear of the advocates of mili- 
tary total abstainers that Lord Kitchener's recent victory was won for him 
by an army of teetotalers, who made phenomenal forced marches through 
the desert, under a burning sun, and in a climate famed for its power to kill 
or prematurely age theunacclimated. Indeed, it is said that never has there 
been a British campaign occasioning so little sickness and profiting by so 
much endurance. (Washington Star.) 

Hon. William 8. Caine, M. P.,.of England, at a reception in New York City 
on October 20, 1898, stated that Lord Roberts, commander in chief, had said 
to him that one-third of the British army in India, 24,800 out of 75,000, furnish 
2,000 more effective troops than the other two-thirds, who are not abstainers. 

In a speech before the English Army Temperance Association, Lord Wolse- 
ley said: ** There are yet some battles to be fought, some great enemies to be 
encountered by the United Kingdom, but the most pressing enemy at pres- 
ent is drink. It kills more than all our newest weapons of warfare, and not 
only destroys the body, but the mind and soul also. 

These are only a few among similar views expressed by many Army offi- 
cers of all grades. 

EFFECT OF THE CANTEEN AT FORT VANCOUVER, WASH. 
PORTLAND, ORBG., March 20, 1900. 

DeAR Srre: I haveread the article written in opposition to the anti-canteen 
law, and would say I have lived for seven years on a car line that goes to and 
from the barracks of Vancouver, Wash., and will say asa positive fact that 
until liquor was sold inside the barracks that we never saw drunken soldiers 
on the car. Nine were on the car on Sunday morning coming in Portland 
from the barracks, all in different stages of drunkenness, but all drunk. It 
isawful. Asa member of the body to vote on this, won't you please cast 
your vote in favor of no canteen, for the sake of our soldier boys? 

Respectfully, yours, 
8. J. STEWART. 

JouNn H. KercHam. 


Inthe report of the Adjutant-General for 1899 it is claimed that 
the ‘‘ work of these exchanges, so far as the regular regiments 
are concerned, has been fulfilled in a satisfactory manner,” and 
an effort is made to answer the criticism that had grown out of 
the operation of certain regimental exchanges by the suggestion 
that they were in volunteer regiments, and were operated con- 
trary to the principle of the exchange system. It seems that the 
canteen, in some form in which intoxicating liquor was sold, ex- 
isted in the regular and volunteer regiments. An analysis of the 
vital statistics, found in the same report, demonstrates ver 
clearly that there was in operation some cause that was wach 
more disastrous to the regular than the volunteer. 

These statistics show that from May 1, 1898, to June 30, 1899, the 
average monthly strength of regulars was 56,218; average monthly 
strength of volunteers, 112,041—nearly twice as many volunteers 
as regulars, 

Between above dates, among regulars 1 officer and 32 enlisted 
men committed suicide; among volunteers 1 officer and 20 enlisted 
men committed suicide; among 56,218 regulars 26 soldiers died 
from murder or homicide, and among 112,041 volunteers the same 
number,26; among regulars, 924 men were dishonorably discharged 
by sentence of general court-martial, and 508 among twice as 
many volunteers; among 56,218 regulars in above period 3,036 de- 
serted while out of twice as many volunteers only 2,736 deserted, 
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If we are at liberty to infer that this was principally caused by 
the sale of intoxicants in the canteen, it could hardly be said to 
operate in ‘‘a satisfactory manner” so far as the regulars are con- 
cerned. 

Finally, the following summary. compiled from the official re- 
turns of the English army in India, fully corroborates the position 
which we maintain: 

THE EFFECT OF ARMY ABSTINENCE IN INDIA IN 1898 
| 
| 











| Members | 
Army 
Temper- 
ance Asso- 
| ciation. 


| Nonmem- 
bers. 


i ! 
Number of soldiers included in return ............--.. 18, 663 | 48, 842 
Convictions by court-martial, per 1,000. ...........-..-- 4.12 | 36. 38 
Summary punishments for insubordination, per 1,000 39.70 | 92.32 
Admissions to hospital, per 1,000. _.................-.... 209 | ae 





The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has | 
expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered | 
by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Would it be in order to cross out the words 
** military purposes” and put in ‘‘ on any premises?” 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not. There are two amendments 
already pending. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt. 

The question was again taken; and there were 159 in the affirm- 
ative and 51 in the negative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move 
the adoption of a new section, to be numbered section 41. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after section 40, a new section, as follows: 

‘That no intoxicating drink of any kind shall be sold upon any premises 
owned or controlled by the United States.”’ 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on that. 
It is not in order on this bill, and I call for a ruling. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, 1 wish 
to address myself to the point of order. The gentleman from | 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] a few moments ago spoke of the great 
demand of the people of the United States for the abolition of 
liquor selling in the military camps of the United States, and | 
said that in answer to that demand, although he did not believe | 
in the amendment, he was going to vote for the proposition; and | 
the gentleman from Virginia- 

- Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is not speaking to | 
the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I am leading gradually 
up to the point of order. The gentleman from Virginia spoke 
about the bad‘effect the canteens have upon the common soldier. 
He said their establishment was a constant source of temptation 





to the soldier to drink. Now, if we are to deprive the soldier of 
an opportunity to purchase his beer upon the property of the 
United States let us deprive the members of Congress of the same 
opportunity and do equal justice and drive liquor selling out of 
the Capitol. If, as the gentleman from Virginia has stated, it 
seems discreditable to a large number of the people of the United 
States to allow liquor to be sold to the soldiers and sailors upon 
the property of the United States, how much more discreditable 
must it seem to allow liquor to be sold right here in the National 
Capitol. [Laughter and applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is not speaking to the point 
of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, after the members of this House have voted over- 
whelmingly a few moments ago to prohibit liquor selling on all 
property under the jurisdiction of the military government, that | 
it is perfectly proper for us to do a little penance ourselves, there- 
fore I ask for a vote of the House upon this proposition. Let us 
put ourselves right upon this great question, and let us be con- 
sistent by meting out the same policy to ourselves that we deal 
out to the soldiers and sailors in the service of the United States. 

I think the members of this House are as well able to stint them- 
selves in the matter of liquor drinking, particularly when there are | 
s0 many opportunities near at hand to satisfy their thirst, as the 
soldier or sailor who may be thousands of miles away from home. 
We will have the satisfaction at the same time of driving the sale 
of intoxicating liquor from the National Capitol. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts may offer 
the amendment which he desires, 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] may offer the amendment which he desires, 

Mr. SHATTUC. I object. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sree. 41. That the President is hereby authorized to select from the retired 
list of the Army an officer, not above the rank of brigadier-general, whomay 
have distinguished himself during the war with Spain, incommaad of a sepa- 
rate army, and to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
the officer so selected to be major-general, United States Army, with the pay 
and allowances established by law for officers of that grade on the retired list. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out section 41 
of the bill. I doso- 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this sec- 
tion close in ten minutes. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. For the same reasons that moved the House to 
strike out section 36. Section 41 is intended, and can only be 
intended, for one purpose, and that is to enable the President to 
retire one certain officer, whose name I shall not call, with the 
pay and allowances of a major-general of the Regular Army. I 
believe there is but one officer on the retired list above the grade 
of brigadier-general who may be affected by this provision, and it 
is manifestly in his personal interest that this section is proposed. 

I am opposed to any and all personal legislation superimposed 
upon general bills; and I give notice that if this motion prevails I 
shall then move to strike out section 42, which is, as 1 understand, 
a correlative proposition. I hope the House will sustain the mo- 
tion to strike out. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I most heartily second the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina |Mr. KLurrz]. The pur- 
pose of section 41 is to give to the President of the United States 
authority to place another officer upon the retired list; and, if I 
am properly informed, it is an officer now on the retired list of 
volunteers as a brigadier-general. Ido not care to whom the pro- 
vision may apply, but I believe the time has come when the Con- 
gress of the United States should not be trying at every session 
to increase the retired list. 

I have the same objecticn to section 42 of this bi’! that I have 
to section 41. By examining the records, it will ve ascertained 
that since the 2d of April, 1897, there has been placed upon the 
retired list 3 major-generals and 23 brigadier-generals. And here 
now it is sought to give the President of the United States the 
opportunity to increase that retired list. The last Army appro- 
priation bill carried $1,273,000 to pay the salaries of the ofticers 
who have heretofore been placed upon the retired list of the 
Army. 

This is direct class legislation. It is that class of legislation to 
which Iam opposed. I stand now, as heretofore,in opposition to 
the character of legislation that is continually increasing the 
retired list. I am therefore in favor of striking out section 41 and 
section 42 of this bill. This bill was introduced for the purpose, 
as is shown upon its face, not of placing men on the retired list, 
but for increasing the efficiency of the military establishment of 
the United States. That being the purpose of the bill, why should 
these two sections be put in here expressly to give the President 
the opportunity to place these gentlemen upon the retired list? 

I know it will be said that they have rendered distinguished 
services to the Government of the United States. Let that be 
granted for the sake of argument; still if they have done so, it is 
simply because of the fact that they have had an opportunity to 
doso. Thereare other distinguished gentlemen in the Army, had 
they had the opportunity, who would have rendered just as able 
and distinguished services as have any of the gentlemen who are 
sought to be taken care of by this bill at this time. I believe that 
now, when we have seen that we have been compelled to appro- 
priate over a million dollars to pay the salaries of these retired 
officers, the time has come for us to stop placing men on the re- 
tired list. For that reason I am in favor of striking out sections 
41 and 42 of this bill. [Applause. } 

Mr. HULL. Iask unanimous consent that all debate on this 
section close in ten minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Five minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Very well; five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to closing the debate on 
this question in five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the section now under considera- 
tion authorizes the President to place a man on the retired list 
who has had a separate command and who has performed dis- 
tinguished service during the Spanish war. The House, I sup- 
pose, knows whom this is intended for. I assume thatif the pro- 
vision should pass, Brigadier-General Shafter will be made a 
major-general on the retired list. And so far as I am concerned, 
I believe that he has earned this recognition by long and distin- 
guished service, commenced in 1861 and inuing without a 
day’s intermission up to the present hour, He has been in the 
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Army, volunteer or regular, since 1861. He performed distin- 
guished service during the Spanish war. No matter what criti- 
cism may have been made at the time, the results of the campaign 
in Santiago have demonstrated the fact that it was magnificently 
planned and splendidly executed. 
seems to me that an act of Congress giving the President the right 
to retire this officer just one grade beyond what he has attained 
will be but an act of mere justice to one of the most distinguished 


officers of the American Army, who is acting now as major- | 


general of volunteers. I call for a vote. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. KLutTtTz to 


strike out section 41, it was agreed to; there being on a division— | 


ayes 121, noes 100. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 42. That the President is authorized to select from the brigadier 
generals of volunteers two volunteer officers, without regard to age, and 
appoint them brigadier-generals, United States Army, for the purpose of 
placing them upon the retired list. 


Mr. KLUTTZ. I move to strike out section 142. 


{ Laughter. ] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 


I move to strike out section 42. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I move to strike out section 42. 

Mr. JETT. I move to strike out the section. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I made the motion first. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I gave notice in advance that I would make 
this motion, and I hope the gentleman from Ohio will yield to me, 
because my friend the chairman of the committee has said—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
who is a member of the committee, has been recognized by the 
Chair, and has moved to strike out section 42. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the Chair rule that that gentleman 
made the motion first? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois, a member of 
the committee, was recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Any way, so the section goes out, I do not 
care, 

Mr. JETT. I ask for a vote on my proposition. 

The question being taken, the motion to amend by striking out 
section 42 was agreed to. 

The next section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 43. That nothing in this act shall be held or construed so as to dis 
charge any officer from the Army or to deprive him of the commission which 
he now holds. 

Mr. HULL. I move to amend the section just read by insert- 
ing before the word ‘‘Army” the word ‘‘ Regular.”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I move further to amend by adding at the end of. 
the section the word ‘‘ therein.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill having now been read through, 
the question is on the adoption of the substitute as amended. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


So far as I am concerned, it | 
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Mr. DALZELL. The report was, Mr. Speaker, that the com- 
mittee had instructed me to report an amendment to the bill in 


| the nature of a substitute. 


The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair understood. 

Mr. HULL. And we have adopted the previous question. 

Mr. DALZELL. As Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
I reported to the House the amendment adopted by the commit- 
tee in the nature of a substitute for the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that to be the report, 


| and has no knowledge of matters taking place in the Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not possible now, Mr. Speaker, to 


| demand a separate vote on one of the amendments? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that there is but one amendment before the House, and 


| that is the substitute bill. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. And no separate vote can be asked upon 
the several provisions of that substitute? 

The SPEAKER. No; as there is but one amendment to be 
voted on, and hence no separate vote can be taken upon the vari- 
ous provisions of that amendment. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HAY. Iunderstand that we considered in Committee of 


| the Whole the bill, which was finally amended by the adoption of 


The gentleman from Illindis [Mr. Jerr], | substitute. 


That substitute was amended in various ways in 
the Committee of the Whole. Do I understand now that the vote 


| is only upon the substitute as a whole, and not upon the various 


parts of it which were considered by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
the House can only vote upon the perfected amendment which 
has been reported from the Committee of the Whole—that is, the 
substitute for the Senate bill as amended. 

The question is on agreeing to that amendment. 

The question was taken on the substitute for the Senate bill as 
amended; and on a division (demanded by Mr. SULZER) there 
were—ayes 193, noes 107. 

So the substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the third 
reading of the Senate bill as amended. ; 

The third reading of the bill was ordered, and the bill was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I move now, if it be in order, 


| torecommit this Senate bill (No. 4800) to the Committee on Mili- 


| listen to this entire bill. 


rise and report the bill to the House with the amendment and | t f i 0 
that the reading of my motion to recommit be dispensed with. 


with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER accordingly resumed the chair, and Mr. DAL- | 


ZELL reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Guten having had under consideration the bill S. 4300, a 
bill to increase the efficiency of the military establishment of the 
United States, had instructed him to report the same to the House 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute and that as so 
amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have a motion which I desire to submit 
to recommit this bill with instructions to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. I desire to offer that motion at the proper time. I 
would ask the Chair when it should be done. 

The SPEAKER, The time has not yet come. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
amendments to the substitute and on the bill to its final passage. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 


| ordered? 
be patient we will reach the matter in order. 


Is it in order, Mr. | 


Speaker, to ask the yeas and nays on the amendment offered by | 


the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLerireLp]? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, the Chair will state, because that 
question is not before the House in a separate form, not being 
reported as a separate amendment, as the Chair understands it, 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hu} for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands from the report of the 
Chairman of the committee that noseparate amendment was report- 
ed to the House, but that a substitute was presented for its action. 


Is it not in order to have a vote on the 








| posed bill be printed in the Recorp. 


tary Affairs with the instructions I send to the desk. 

The Clerk began reading the motion of Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have no desire to force the House to 
It is six printed pages long. It is the 
present law with the exception that its provisions are continued 
until the end of the fiscal year 1903. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. McCLELLAN. To save time, I ask unanimous consent 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the motion. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker-——— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will first submit the request of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will it be in order now to ask to amend 
the instructions contained in that motion? 

The SPEAKER. One thing at a time. The gentleman from 
New York has been on his feet while this motion is being consid- 
ered. He has not as yet demanded the previous question. If the 
previous question is ordered by the House, no amendment will 
then be in order. If not, then an amendment will be in order, 
The question before the House- 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Has not the previous question been already 





The SPEAKER. If the House will 
The question now 
before the House is the request of the gentleman from New York 
{|Mr. McCLELLAN] to dispense with the further reading of the 
motion. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. HULL. I should like to couple with that a request that 
the motion of the gentleman from New York be printed in the 
Recorp. It will not be unless that is granted. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have no objection to that, although I 
supposed it would go into the RECORD anyway. 

The SPEAKER. Coupled with that is the request that the pro- 

{ Is there objection? 


Gentlemen will suspend. 


There was no objection. 

The motion is as follows: 

Mr. McCLELLAN moved to recommit Senate bill 4300 to the Committee on 
Military Affairs with instructions to report it back, forthwith, with the fol- 
lowing amendments: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“ That from and after the date of approval of this act the Army of the 
United States shall consist of 3 major-generals, 6 brigadier-generals, 10 regi- 
ments of cavalry, 7 regiments of artillery, 25 regiments of infantry, an Adju- 
tant-General's partment, an Inspector-General's Department, a Judge- 
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Advocate-General’s Department, a Quartermaster’s Department, a Subsist- 
ence Department, a Medical Department, a Pay Department, a Corps of 
Engineers, an Ordnance Department, a Signal Corps, 30 chaplains, to be as 
signed to regiments or posts in the discretion of the Secretary of War, the 
officers of the Record and Pension Office, the officers and enlisted men of the 
Army on the retired list, the professors, corps of cadets, an Army service 
detachment and band at the United States Military Academy, and such other 
officers and enlisted men as may hereinafter be provided for: Provided, That 
when avacancy shall occur through death, retirement, or other separation 
from active service, in the office of storekeeper in ths Quartermaster’s De- 
partment and Ordnance Department, respectively, now provided for by law, 
said offices shall cease to exist. 

“Sec. 2. Thateach regiment of cavalry shall consist of 1 colonel; llieutenant- 

colonel; 3 majors; 14 captains, 2 of whom shall be available for detail as 
adjutant and quartermaster; 16 first lieutenants, of whom 1 shall be avail 
ms for detail as commissary and 3 for detail as squadron adjutants; 
12 second lieutenants, 2 veterinarians, 1 sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster 
sergeant, 1 commissary-sergeant, who shall have the rank, pay, and al 
lowances of a regimental quartermaster-sergeant of cavalry; 3 squadron 
sergeant-majors, who shall be senior to and have the pay and allowances of 
first sergeants of cavalry: 1 band; and 12 troops organized into three squad 
rons of four troops each: Provided, That nothing herein contained shail be 
construed as abolishing the office of chaplain in each regiment of colored 
cavalry. Each cavalry band shall consist of 1 chief musician; 1 chief trum 
peter: 1 principal musician; 1 drum major, who shall have the rank, pay, and 
allowances of a first sergeant; 4 sergeants; 8 corporals; 1 cook, and 11 pri 
rates. Each troop of cavalry shall consist of 1 captain; 1 first lieutenant: 
1 second lieutenant; 1 first sergeant; 1 quartermaster-sergeant, who shall 
have the pay and allowances of a sergeant; 6 sergeants, 6 corporals, 2 cooks, 
2 farriers and blacksmiths, 1 saddler, 1 wagoner, 2 trumpeters, and 43 pri 
vates. Of the veterinarians provided for in this act, 1 shall have the pay and 
allowances of a second lieutenant of cavalry and 1 shall have the pay of $75 
per month and the allowances of a sergeant-major: Provided, That the ve 
erinarian appointed to the first grade shall not be so appointed until h¢ 
have passed an examination, to be prescribed by the Secretary of War c 
his physical, moral, and professional qualifications: Provided further, That 
the veterinarians now in the service who do not pass such competitive exam 
ination shall be eligible to the positions of the second class under such rules 
as are now prescribed by the regulations. The regimental sergeant-major 
and the regimental quartermaster sergeant provided for in this section sha!) 
have the pay and allowances of ordnance sergeants. 

“Sec. 3. That each regiment of artillery shall consist of 1 colonel, | lieu 
tenant-colonel, 3 majors, 16 captains, 2 of whom shall be available for detail 
as adjutant and quartermaster; 16 first lieutenants, 14 second lieutenants, 1 
sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 1 band, and 14 batteries, of which 
2may be orannioed as field artillery. 

“Each artillery band shall consist of 1 chief musician, 1 chief trumpeter, 1 
principal musician, 1 drum major, who shall have the rank, pay, — allow- 
ances of a first sergeant; 4 sergeants, 8 corporals, 1 cook, and 11 privates. 

**Each battery of heavy artillery shall consist of 1 captain, | first lieuten 
ant, 1 second lieutenant, 1 first sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, who shall 
have the pay and allowances of a sergeant; 8 sergeants, 12 corporals, 2 musi- 
cians, 2 mechanics, who shall have the pay and allowances of sergeants of 
artillery; 2 cooks, and 52 privates. 

‘**Each battery of field artillery shall consist of 1 captain, 2 first lieuten- 
ants, 1 second lieutenant, 1 first sergeant, 1 stable sergeant, 1 quartermaster 
sergeant, 6 sergeants, 12 corporals, 4 artificers,2 musicians, 2 cooks, and 51 
privates. 

“In addition to the enlisted men specified there shall be 1 electrician ser 
geant to each post garrisoned by coast artillery having electrical appliances, 
who shall have the pay and allowances of an ordnance sergeant. 

“Sec. 4. That each regiment of infantry shall consist of 1 colonel, 1 lieu- 
tenant-colonel, 3 majors, 14 captains, 2 of whom shall be available for detail 
as adjutant and quartermaster, 16 first lieutenants, of whom 1 shall be avail- 
able for detail as commissary and 3 for detail as battalion adjutants; 12 sec 
ond lieutenants, 1 sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 1 commissary 
sergeant, who shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a regimental 
quartermaster-sergeant of infantry; 3 battalion sergeant-majors, who shall 
be senior to and have the pay and allowances of a first sergeant; 1 band, and 
12 companies, organized into 3 battalions of 4companieseach: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed as abolishing the office of chap 
lain in each regiment of colored infantry. 

‘*Each infantry band shall consist of 1 chief musician, 1 principal musi 
cian, 1 drum major, who shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a first 
sergeant; 4 sergeants, 8 corporals, 1 cook, and 12 privates. 

* Each infantry company shall consist of 1 captain, 1 first lieutenant, 1 sec- 
ond lieutenant, 1 first sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, who shall have 
the pay and allowances of a sergeant, 4 sergeants, 6 corporals, 2 cooks, 2 mu 
sicians, 1 artificer, and 48 privates: Provided, That the limits of age for orig- 
inal enlistments in the Army shall be 18 and 35 years. 

“Sec. 5. That all vacancies created or caused by the provisions of this act 
above the grade of second lieutenant in the line of the Army shall be filled 
by promotion according to seniority in the several arms, subject to the ex 
aminations now prescribed by law: Provided, That the additional second 
lieutenants now attached to each regiment of artillery shall be absorbed in 
the artillery or transferred to other arms where vacancies exist without loss 
of relative rank, leaving but one second lieutenant in each battery. 

“ Vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant shall be filled as now provided 
by law, except that no person shall be appointed from civil life before he 
shall have reached the age of 21 years nor after heshall have reached the age 














of 27 years, nor until he shall have passed a satisfactory examination as to 


his moral, physical, and educational qualifications. 
“Src. 6. That the Adjutant-General's and Inspector-General's departments 
shall consist of the num ber of officers now in those departments, respectively: 
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Provided, That vacancies in the grade of major occurring in either depart- | 


ment shall hereafter be filled from captains in the line of the Army: And pro- 
vided further, That all such captains who have evinced marked aptitude in 
the command of troops shall be reported by their regimental commanders to 
the War Department and shall be entitled to compete for any such vacancy 
under such system of examination as the President shall prescribe. 


“Sxc. 7. That the Judge-Advocate-General's Department, Quartermaster's | 


Department, Subsistence Department, Medical Department, Pay Depart 
ment, Corps of Engineers, Ordnance Department, and Signal Corps sl 
consist of the officers and enlisted men now provided by law: Provided, That 
the battalion of engineers, and the officers serving therewith, shall constitute 
a part of the line of the Army: Provided further, That in time of war retired 
officers of the Army may, in the discretion of the President, be employed on 
active duty, other than in the command of troops, and when so employed 
they shall receive the full pay and allowances of their grades: And provided 
also, That no person in civil life shall hereafter be appointed a judge-advocate, 
paymaster, or chaplain until he shall have passed satisfactorily such exam- 
ination as to his moral, mental, and physical qualifications as may be pre- 
scribed by the President; and no such person shall be appointed who is more 
than forty-four years of age: Provided further, That in case of the appoint 
ment of an officer who has served in a similar capacity during the war with 
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Spain and has demonstrated his moral, mental, and physical qualifications 
for the position, then such examination shall not be required. 

“Sec. 8. That the Chief of the Record and Pension Office of the War Depart- 
ment shall hereafter have the rank, pay, and allowances of a brigadier 
general, and there shal! be an assistant chief of said office, who shall have the 
rank, pay. and allowances of a major, and who may be appointed from civil 
life: Provided, That whenever a vacancy shal! occur in the office of Chief of 
the Record and Pension Office subsequent to the passage of this act said 
grade shall cease und determine, and thereafter the chief of said office shall 
have the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel. 

“Sec. 9. That the cooks authorized by this act shall have the pay and 
allowances of sergeants of infantry. 

“Sec. 10. That the corps of cadets shall consist of 1 from each Congressional 
district, 1 from each Territory, 1 from the District of Columbia, and 20 from 
the United States at large. They shall be appointed by the President, and 
shall, with the exception of the 20 cadets appointed at large, be actual resi 
dents of the Congressional or Territorial districts, or of the District of Colum- 
bia, or of the States, respectively, from which they purport to be appointe« 

“Src. 11. That so much of the acts approved July 7, 1808, as authorizes the 
assignment of certain officers of the Quartermaster's and Subsis *e depart 
ments with increased rank and the continuance in service of certain volun 
teer officers of those departments for a period of one year after the close of 
the present war is repealed. 

“Sec. 12. That to meet the present exigencies of the military service the 
President is hereby authorized to maintain the Regular Army ata strengti 
of not exceeding 65.000 enlisted men, to be distributed amongst the several 
branches of the service, including the Signal Corps, according to the ne 
each, and raise a force of not more than 35,000 volunteers to be recru 
m the localities v 
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as 










he may determine from the country at large, or fr e 
their services are needed, without restiiction as to citizenship or educational 
qualifications, and to organize the snmointo not morethan 27 regiments orga 


lar Army. and 


horsemanship 


nized as are infantry regiments of war strength in the 
3 regiments to be composed of men of special qualificati 
and marksmanship, to be organized as c lry for service unted or dis 
mounted: Provided, That each regiment ull have one surgeon, with the 
rank of major; twoassistant surgeons, one of whom shall have the rank of 
captain and one that of first lieutenant, and three hospital stewards: Pro 
vided further, That such increased regular and volunteer force shall continue 
in service only during the necessity therefor, and not later than July 1, 1901 

“All enlistments tor the volunteer torce herein authorized shall be for the 
term of two years and four months, unless sooner discharged. 

“See. 13. That the President shall have power to continue in service or to 
appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, brigadier-generals 
of volunteers, who, including the brigadier-generals of the Regular Army, 
shall not exceed 1 for every 4,000 enlisted men actually in service, and major 
generals of volunteers, who, including the major-generals of the Regular 
Army, shall not exceed 1 for every 12,000 enlisted men: Provided, That Regu- 
lar Army officers continued or appointed as general officers or as field or staff 
officers of volunteers, under the provisions of this Act. shall not vacate their 
Regular Army commissions: And provided further, That no general officers 
appointed under the provisions of this section shall be continued in service as 
such beyond July 1, 1901: And provided also, That any officer now inthe Army, 
who was graduated at the head of his class at the United States Military 
Academy and who is not now in the Corps of Engineers, may be appointed to 
the Corps of Engineers with the same grade and date of commission that he 
would haveif he had beenappointed to the Corps of Engineers on graduation; 
but said commission shall not entitle an officer to any back pay or allowance 

“Sec. 14. Thatthe President is hereby authorized to continue in service, or 
to appoint by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, officers of the 
volunteer staff, as follows: 

“Three assistant adjutant-generals with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
and 6 assistant adjutant-generals with the rank of major 

“Three inspectors-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and 6 in- 
spectors-general with the rank of major 

“Five judge-advocates with the rank of major 

“Thirty quartermasters with the rank of major, and 40 assistant quarter- 
masters with the rank of captain. 

**Six commissaries of subsistence with the rank of major, and 12 assistant 
commissaries of subsistence with the rank of captain. 

“ Thirty-four surgeons with the rank of major 

“Thirty additional paymasters with the rank of major 

* Four signal officers with the rank of major, 9 signal officers with the rank 
of captain, 9 signal officers with the rank of first lieutenant, and 9 signal 
officers with the rank of second lieutenant. 

* Provided, That for each Regular Army officer of a staff corps or depart- 
ment who may be retained in or ap} ointed to a higher volunteer rank in 
said staff corps or department than that actually held by him in the regular 
establishment there may be appointed one officer of volunteers of the lowest 
grade mentioned in this section for such staff corps or department, but no 
appointment shall be made which will increase the total number of offi 
regular and volunteer, serving in any grade, above the number authorized 
by this act: And provided also, That all the volunteer staff officers herein 
authorized to be appointed or retained in the service shall be honorably di 
charged on July 1. 1901, or sooner if their services are no longer required: 
And provided further, That the officers herein authorized shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
“Sec. 15. That the officers and enlisted 1 . 


I the Volunteer Army shall 
be mustered out of the military service of the United States and di 












































































as provided in the act of April 22, 1898: P ‘ That enlisted mer 
unteers who desire to remain in the military service, either in the Regular 
Army or the temporary force authorized by this act, may, if found qualified 
therefor, be transferred to and enlisted in sucl teries, troops, or compa 
nies as may be below the maximum authorized s gth 1d when so trar 
ferred and enlisted shall be credited on their new stment with the periods 
of service rendered by them, respectively, as volunteers: And provided } 
ther, That the President is authorized to enlist te rarily in service for a 


soluteiy necessary purposes in the Philippine [slands volunteers, officers 
men, individually or by organization, now in those islands and about t 
discharged, provided their retention shall not extend beyond the time 1 
essary to replace them by troops axthorized to be maintained under the pr 
visions of this act and not beyond a period of six months: Provided, also, That 


each and every provision of this act shall continue in force until July 1, 185 


























and on and after that date all the general, staff, and line « ed 
to the Army under this act shall be discharged and the nun i 
each grade to those existing at the passage of this act, an 
of the line of the Army shail be reduced to the number as a 
law prior to April 1, 1898, exclusive of such additions as hav >, 
made under this act to the artillery, and exc cadet by 
this act, who may be appointed prior to July A : 
That no officer who has been, or may be, Yr 
under the rules of seniority, shall be distu 

“Sec. 16. That the Secretary of War be, and he is here ed to 
permit enlisted men of the United States Army to make f thei: 


pay, under such regulations as he may prescribe, for the suppot their 
families or relatives, for their own savings, or for other purposes, during 
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such time as they may be absent on distant duty, or under other circum- 
stances warranting such action 
‘Seo. 17. That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxi- 












cating drinks,as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, 
nor shall y other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any 
encampment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 


United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such 
general order asmay be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into 
full force and effect. 
“Spc. 18. That all laws or parts of laws which conflict with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed.” 
Mr. HULL. NowI move the previous question. 
had moved it to the passage of the bill. 
_The SPEAKER. That applied to the bill, but not to the mo- 
tion to recommit made by the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. <A point of order. 
The SPEAKER. Did the Chair understand the gentleman 
from New York to demand the previous question on his motion ? 
Mr. McCLELLAN,. Idonot. I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 
The SPEAKER. 
nized. 


Mr. PAYNE, 


I thought I 


Then the gentleman from Missouri is recog- 


The gentleman from Iowa moved the previous 


question, and said he thought he had done so before, in moving | 


the previous question on the bill to the final passage. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is not advised of any motion made 
by the gentleman from Iowa for the previous question on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HULL. I did make the motion, but the gentleman from 
Missouri insisted that he was recognized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri had not been 
cognized except for a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HULL. I move the previous question. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I think I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the pre- 
vious question on the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. McCLELLAN]. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
In the interest of proper practice I wish tosay that it seems to me 
that the gentleman from Iowa did move the previous question 
upon the bill to its passage. If that is true, then it included all 
motions, with the motion to recommit among the rest. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not take that view of it. The 
gentleman did ask for the previous question and that was ordered 
by the House upon the bill to its passage; but that does not pre- 
clude the House from voting on a motion torecommit. However, 
the gentleman from Iowa {Mr. HULL] now asks for the previous 
question on the motion to recommit made by the gentleman from 
New York. That is the question now before the House. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York |Mr. McUiLei.an} to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs with instructions. 

Mr. HULL. I call for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT,. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I joinin the request for the yeas and nays 
made by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now I ask again whether it will be in 
order to amend the motion to instruct? 

TheSPEAKER. Noamendment of any kind can now be made. 
As many asare in favor of ordering this vote to be taken by the yeas 
and nays will rise in their places and remain standing until counted. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 70, nays 246, 
answered ‘* present” 2, not voting 38; as follows: 

YEAS—70. 


Yr 


Bankhead, Davey, Little, Ruppert, 
Barber, Davis, Livingston, Ryan, N. Y. 
Bartlett, Denny, McCall, Ryan, Pa. 
Bell, Elliott, McClellan, Slayden, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, Mass. McCulloch, Sparkman, 
Brantley, Fitzgerald, N. Y¥. McDowell, Stark, 
Breazeale, Fleming, Maddox, Sutherland, 
Brenner, Gaston, Mann, Swanson, 
Broussard, Gayle, Meekison, Taylor, Ala 


Burke, Tex. 


Terry, 
Burleson, 


Thayer, 


Glynn, 
Gordon, 


Meyer, La 
Miers, Ind. 


Caldwell, Griffith, Muller, Underhill, 
Cooney, Hay, Naphen, Underwood, 
Cooper, Tex. Jett, Newlands, Williams, W. E. 
Cox, King, Polk, Zenor, 
Crowley, Lamb, Richardson, Ala. Ziegler. 
Cummings, Lassiter, Robinson, Ind. 
Davenport, 8. W. Lester, Robinson, Nebr. 

NAYS—246. 
Acheson, Ball, Bromwell, Calderhead, 
Adams, Barney, Brosius, Cannon, 
Aldrich, Bartholdt, Brown, Capron, 
Alexander, Benton, Brownlow, Carmack, 
Allen, Ky. Bingham, Bull, Clark, Mo. 
Allen, Me. Bishop, Burke, 8. Dak. Clayton, Ala. 
Atwater, Boreing, Burkett, Clayton, N. Y. 
Babcock, Boutell, ml. Burleigh, Cochran, Mo. 
Bailey, Kans. Bowersock, Burnett, Cochrane, N. Y. 
Bailey, Tex. Brewer, Burton, Connell, 
Baker, Brick, Butler, Conner, 








Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, 
Dalzell, 


Day enport, 8S. A. 


Davidson, 
Dayton, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 
Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Faris, 

Finley. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 

Fowler, 

Fox, 

Gaines, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 

Green, Pa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 


Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Hawley, 
Heatwole, 


Allen, Miss. 
Barham, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, Me. 
sradley, 
Brundidge, 
Campbell, 
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Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Hull, 

Jack, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 

Kahn, 

Kerr, Md. 
Kerr, Ohio, 
Ketcham, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kinuttz, 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lane, 
zanham, 
saatimer, 
sawrence, 
wis, 
nney, 
sittauer, 
Littlefield, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering 
Lybrand, 
McCleary, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf, 


ee 


ANSWERED 


Adamson, 
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Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Moon, 
Morgan, 

Mc rrell, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Noonan, 
Norton, Ohio, 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Otey, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Parker, N. J. 
Payne, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 
Quarles, 
Ray N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Rixey, 
Robb, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Rucker, 
Russell, 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 


“PRESENT "—2. 
Jenkins. 


NOT VOTING—3& 


Crump, 
Cushman, 
Dinsmore, 
Driggs, 
Foster, 
Freer, 
Graham, 


May, 
Mesick, 
Norton, 8. C, 
Pearson, 
Ransdell, 
Reeves, 
Ridgely, 





Sibley, 

Sims, ‘ 
Smith, OL 

Smith, Iowa, 

Smith, Ky. 

Smith, H. C. 

Smith, Samuel W. 

Smith, Wm. Alden 

Snodgrass, 

Southard, 

Spalding, 

Sperry, 

Spight, 

Sprague, 

Steele, 

Stephens, Tex. 

Stevens, Minn. 

Stewart, N. J. 

Stewart, N. Y. 

Stewart, Wis. 

Stokes, 

Sulloway, 

Sulzer, 

Talbert, 

Tate, 

Tawney, 

Tayler, Ohio 

Thomas, lowa 

Thomas, N. C. 

Thropp, 

Tompkins, 

Tongue, 

Turner, 

Vandiver, 

Van Voorhis, 

Vreeland, 

Wadsworth, 

Watson, 

Weaver, s 
Weeks, b 
Weymouth, H 
Wheeler, 

Williams, J. R. 

Williams, Miss. a 
Wilson, 8. C. x 
Wise, 

Wood, 

Wright, 

Young. 


Stallings, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
White, 
Wilson, Idaho 






Catchings, sentz, Riordan, Wilson, N. Y. , 

Chanler, Levy, Robertson, La. ‘ 

Clarke, N. H. McAleer, Small, 
So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. : 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. le 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. ie 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, on that I call for the yeas and nays, F 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 3 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 133, . 

answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 48; as follows: S 

YEAS—171 4 

Acheson, Davenport,8. A. Hoffecker, Mudd, 

Aldrich, Davidson, Hopkins, Needham, 

Alexander, Dayton, Howell, O'Grady, 

Allen, Me. Dick, Hull, Olmsted, 

Babcock, Dovener, Jack, Otjen, 

Baker, Driscoll, Jones, Wash. Overstreet, 

Barney, Eddy, Joy, Packer, Pa. 

Bingham, Emerson, Kahn, Parker, N. J. 

Bishop, Esch, Kerr, Md. Payne, 

Boreing, Faris, Kerr, Ohio. Pearce, Mo. 

Boutell, OL Fletcher, Ketcham, Pearre, 

Bowersock, Fordney, Knox, Phillips, 

Brick, Foss, Lacey, Powers, 

Bromwell, Fowler, Landis, Prince, 

Brosius, Gamble, Lane, Pugh, 

Brown, Gardner, Mich. Lawrence, Ray, N.Y. 

Brownlow, Gardner, N. J. Linney. Reeder, 

Bull, Gibson, Littauer, Roberts, 

Burke, S. Dak. Gill, Littlefield, Rodenberg, 

Burkett, Gillet, N. Y. Long, Russell, 

Burleigh, Gillett, Mass. Lorimer, Scudder, 

Burton Graff, Loud, Shattuc, 

Butler, Greene, Mass. Loudenslager, Shaw. { 

Calderhead, Grosvenor, Lovering, Shelden, j 

Cannon, Grout, Lybrand, Sherman, 

Capron, Grow, Mahon, Showalter, 

Clayton, N. Y. Hall, Mann, Sibley, 

Cochrane, N.Y. Hamilton, Marsh, Smith, DL 

Connell, Haugen, Mercer, Smith, Iowa. 

Conner, Hawley, Metcalf, Smith, H.C. A 

Cooper, Wis. Heatwole, Miller, Smith, Samuel W. 

Cousins, Hedge, Minor, Smith, Wm. Alden 

Cromer, Hemenway, Mondell, Southard, 

Crumpacker, Henry, Conn. Moody, Mass. Spalding, 

Curtis, Hepburn, Moody, Oreg. Sperry, 

Dahle, Bill, Morrell, Sprague, 

Dalzell, Hitt, Morris, Steele, 
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Stevens, Minn. Tayler, Ohio Van Voorhis, Weymouth, 
Stewart, N. J. Thomas, lowa Vreeland, Wise, 
Stewart, N.Y. Thropp, Wadsworth, Wood, 
Stewart, Wis. Tompkins, Watson, Wright, 
Sulloway, Tongue, Weaver, Young. 
Tawney, Underhill, Weeks, 
NAYS—133. 
Allen, Ky. Dougherty, Lloyd, Salmon, 
Atwater, Elliott, McCall, Shackleford, 
Bailey, Tex. Finley, McClellan, Shafroth, 
Ball, Fitzgerald, Mass) McCulloch, Sheppard, 
Bankhead, Fitzgerald, N. Y¥. McDermott, Sims, 
Barber, Fleming, McDowell, Slayden, 
Bartlett, Fox, McLain, Smith, Ky. 
Bell, Gaines, McRae, Snodgrass, 
Bellamy, Gaston, Maddox, Sparkman, 
Benton, Gayle, Meekison, Spight, 
Brantley, Gilbert, Meyer, La. Stark, 
Breazeale, Glynn, Miers, Ind. Egnens, Tex. 
Brenner, Gordon Moon, Stokes, 
Brewer, Green, Pa. Muller, Sulzer, 
Broussard, Griffith, Naphen, Sutherland, 
Burke, Tex. Griggs, Neville, Swanson, 
Burleson, Hay, Newlands, Talbert, 
Burnett Henry, Miss. Noonan, Tate, 
Caldwell, Henry, Tex. Otey, Taylor, Ala. 
Carmack, Howard, Pierce, Tenn. Terry, 
Clark, Mo. Jett, Polk, Thomas, N.C. 
Clayton, Ala. Johnston, uarles, ‘Turner, 
Cochran, Mo. Jones, Va. hea, Ky. Underwood, 
Cooney, King, Rhea, Va. Vandiver, 
Cooper, Tex. Kitchin, Richardson, Ala. Wheeler, 
Cowherd, Kleberg, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, J. R. 
Cox, Kluttz, Rixey, Williams, W. E. 
Crowley, Lamb, Robb, Williams, Miss. 
Cummings, Lanham, Robinson, Ind. Wilson, 8. C. 
Cusack, Lassiter, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor, 
Davenport, 8. W. Lester, Rucker, Ziegler. 
Davis, Lewis, Ruppert, 
De Armond, Little, Ryan, N. Y. 
De Graffenreid, Livingston, Ryan, Pa. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’—4. 

Adamson, Denny, Jenkins, Norton, Ohio, 

NOT VOTING—48 
Adams, Clarke, N. H. Lentz, Riordan, 
Allen, Miss. Corliss, Levy, Robertson,La. 
Bailey, Kans. Crump, McAleer, Small, 
Barham. Cushman, McCleary, Stallings, 
Bartholdt, Davey, May, Thayer, 
Berry, Dinsmore, Mesick, Wachter, 
Boutelle, Me. Driggs, Morgan, Wanger, 
Bradley, Fitzpatrick, Norton, 8. C. Warner, 
Brundidge, Foster, Pearson, Waters, 
Campbell, . Freer, Ransdell, White, 
Catchings, Graham, Reeves, Wilson, Idaho 
Chanler, Latimer, Ridgely, Wilson, N. Y. 

So the bill was passed, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Mesick with Mr, Riorpan. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BouTELLE of Maine with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Mr, CUSHMAN with Mr, Ropertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, for this session. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. CHANLER, until Monday. 
Mr. Reeves with Mr. Dinsmorg, for this week. 


For this day: 


Mr. McCLeary with Mr. Driaas. 
Mr. WARNER with Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. CATcHINGs, 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 
Mr. PEARSON with Mr, BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. WATERS with Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
Mr. MorGan with Mr. LEntTz. 


On this bill: 


Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Levy. 


Mr. FREER with Mr. RANSDELL. 

Mr. Wutson of New York with Mr. McALEER, 
Mr. ApAMs with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. Bai.ey of Kansas with Mr. Latimer, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Denny. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote 


whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE 


FROM THE 


PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message | 
from the President of the United States; which was ordered to be | 


printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


ltransmit herewith the report from the Secretary of State and accom- 
panying papers relating to the claim against the United States of the Rus- 
yjec 


sian su 


t Gustad Isak Dahlberg, master and principal owner of the Rus- 


sian bark Hama, based on his wrongful ana illegal arrest and imprisonment 
by officers of the United States district court for the southern district of 

ississippi, and, in view of the opinion expressed by the Department of Jus- 
tice that the said arrest and detention of the complainant were wrongful 
and without the authority of law, Irecommend the appropriation by Con- 


gress of the sum of $5,000 to reimburse the master and owners of the vessel 
or all losses and damages incurred by reason of his said wrongful and 
illegal arrest and detention. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 6, 1900. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 
To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompa- 
nying papers, in relation to the lynching, in La Salle County, Tex., on Octo- 
ber 5, fab. of Florentino Suaste, a Mexican citizen. 

Following the course pursued in the case of the lynching of three Italian 
subjects at Hahnsville, La., on August 8, 1896, and in that of the lynching of 
the Mexican citizen Luis Moreno, at Yreka, Cal.,in August, 1895, I recom- 
mend the appropriation by Congress, out of humane consideration, and with- 
out reference to the question of liability of the Government of the United 
States, of the sum of $2,000, to be paid by the Secretary of State to the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico, and by that Government distributed to the heirs of the 
above-mentioned Florentino Suaste. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 6, 1900. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit a communication from the Secretary of State, inclosing the 
annual report of the Director of the Bureau of the American Republics, with 
accompanying documents. 

The attention of Congress is called to the request of the Secretary of State 
that 2,500 copies of the report be printed for the use of the Bureau 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, December 6, 1900. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
House to Executive Document No. 58, a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of the communication from 
the Secretary of State submitting an estimate of the appropriation 
for third secretary of embassy, Italy, which by mistake was sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations, when it should have gone to 
the Committeeon Foreign Affairs. Without objection, thischange 
of reference will be made. [After a pause.} The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

PERSONAL REQUESTS OF MEMBERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FREER, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. DAVEY, for five days, on account of important business. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask indefinite 
leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. BRUNDIDGE, on account of 
sickness. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I movethat the House do nowadjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House (at 6 
o’clock and 7 minutes) adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock m, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and estimates 
of cost for treatment of that portion of the District of Columbia 
south of Pennsylvania avenue and north of B street SW., and for 
a connection between the Potomac and Geological parks—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting report 
of receipts and disbursements by the treasurer of Porto Rico for 
the months of May to September, 1900, inclusive—to the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Chattahoochee River, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
| Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the auditor of Porto Rico, submitting 
reports of receipts and disbursements for the months of May to 
| October, 1900, inclusive—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list 
| of buildings for the construction of which the limit of cost should 
| be extended—tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
| and ordered to be printed. 








A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
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Burlington Bay, Minnesota—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the Mississippi River between Sandy Lake and Brainerd, Minn.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Quartermaster-General of the Army relating to sus- 
pension of certain provisions of law relating to the War Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriations for searchlights in New York Harbor— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Ashley River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
repairs to steamer Gedney—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Upper Illinois and Lower Des Plaines rivers, Illinois—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an est:mate of appropriation for observation of the eclipse of the 
sun May 17, 190i—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for employees of the Naval War Col- 
lege—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | 


Ernest L. Yourtee, administrator of estate of Barton Boteler, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of damage to fortifications at 
Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 


Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and | 


Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of effect of 
storm on Galveston jetties—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of effects of 
storm on Brazos River jetties—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Buttermilk Channel, New York Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Appomattox River, Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Hay Lake Channel, St. Marys River, Michigan—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Snake River, Idaho and Washington—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Cleveland Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Great Pedee River, South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Mississippi River in Kentucky and Tennessee, with the view to 
the construction of levees—to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Rock River, Illinois—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A lett»: from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Beverly Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Sandusky Harbor, Ohio—tothe Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Scuppernong River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Savannah Harbor, Georgia—tothe Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Trent River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Lake Erie entrance to Black Rock Harbor and Erie Basin, New 


| York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 





be printed. 

Report of the Librarian of Congress for the year ended June 30, 
1900—to the Committee on Library, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bil! of the House (H.R. 12281) to amend section 
3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
distil.ing of brandy from fruits, reported the same without amend- 
ment. accompanied by a report (No. 2012); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He a!so, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the House (H. Res. 305) for reference of the several 
topics treated in the President’s message, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2013). 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6725) to pension Mary E. Beaton—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12386) granting an increase of pension to William 
N. Hall—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10130) to increase the pension of James Moss— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
~ the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12400) to provide for 
the erection of dwellings for the keepers of the Grosse Isle, Mich- 
igan, light-houses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 12401) to define the duties of the 
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Medical Department of the Army of the United States—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12402) for the enlargement and 
improvement of the public building at Alexandria, Va.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 12403) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Ohio, Monongahela, Allegheny, 
Great Kanawha, Cumberland, Tennessee, and Illinois rivers, and 
the Mississippi River between the mouth of the Minnesota River 
and the city of Natchez, Miss., and to regulate the location, dimen- 
sions, and character of the same—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12404) to repeal an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide ways and means to meet war expendi- 
tures, and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 12446) for the erection of a 
Federal jail at Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12447) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 1, A. D. 1900, entitled ‘‘An act to create the southern 
division of the southern district of Iowa for judicial purposes, 
and to fix the time and place for holding court therein’—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 12448) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of site and erection of a mint building 
thereon at Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 12449) to provide homes and 
employment for the homeless poor and make them self-sustaining 
home owners—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 277) to ap- 
_— Charles A. Boutelle a captain on the retired list of the 

avy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A joint resolution (H.J. Res, 278) author- 
izing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to employ an 
additional assistant to the attorney—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Massachusetts, relative to the purchase of Temple Farm and Moore 
House, at Yorktown, Va., by the United States Government—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, relative to the purchase of Temple Farm and 
Moore House, at Yorktown, Va., by the United States Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


follows: 


By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12405) granting an increase 


of pension to Samuel Briscoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12406) for the recognition of 
the military service of company officers and enlisted men of the 
First Union League Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers as emer- 
gency militia who served under the field and staff officers of the 
Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Militia and were mustered 
out as part of the latter regiment—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12407) for the relief of 
George F. Brott—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 12408) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Charlotte D, Alden—to the Commit- | 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12409) granting a pension to Choe E. Miller— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12410) granting a pension to 


Elmer Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12411) granting a pension to Catherine T. 
Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12412) granting an increase of pension to 
James T, Maxfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12418) to correct the military record of Clark 
Brashear—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12414) to correct the military record of Henry 
Simmons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 12415) granting an increase of 
pension to Carrie Otis Wallace—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLEMING: A bill (H. R. 12416) for the relief of W. O. 
Donovan and the heirs of Lizzie M. Donovan, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 





~) 


| 


By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12418) for the 
relief of Anna M. Mershon, administratrix of Daniel S. Mershon, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 12419) granting an increase of 

ension to Enoch Pearce, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H.R. 12420) for the relief of Henry 
Lane—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12421) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Alice Asbury Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12422) to correct the military record of Hall P. 
Talbot—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12423) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Noble—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R, 12424) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Wascher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12425) granting a pension to Lizzie A. Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 12426) grantinganincrease 
of pension to Jefferson M. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. d 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R, 12427) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Haley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12428) for the 
relief of James M. Gullatt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12429) for the relief of Peter Crenshaw—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 12430) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Robert Moore—tothe Committeeon Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H.R. 12431) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert E. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12432) for the relief 
of J. R. Claybrooke—to the Committee on War Claims. 





By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12433) granting an increase 
of pension to Ferdinand Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 12434) granting a pension to 
Marie Barton Greene—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 12435) 
granting a pension to Benjamin G. Page—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12436) for the relief of the First Baptist 
Church, of Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12437) for the relief of William 
H. Crawford—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124388) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo C, Schank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 12439) granting a pension to 
Elmira Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12440) for the relief of William Brown—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.12441) granting 
an increase of pension to Aaron R. Rohrbach—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
| By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 12442) granting an increase of pen- 
| sion to Mary E. Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 12443) for the relief of Ann 
Gallois—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 12444) granting an increaseof 
pension to John D. Cohler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12445) forthe relief of Robert 
Spring—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12450) granting a pension to 
Charles Forrest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12451) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Nathan Trail—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12452) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of David Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12453) for the relief of the trustees of the 
German Reformed Church, Middletown, Md.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 12454) to authorize Commander 
Frederick M. Wise, United States Navy, to accept a testimonial 
from the Emperor of Germany—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
| _ Also, a bill (H. R. 12455) to authorize Capt. Bowman H. McCalla, 
| United States Navy, to accept a testimonial from the Emperor of 
| Germany—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitégms and papers 


By Mr. FREER: A bill (H. R. 12417) for the relief of the late | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


Andrew 8S, Core—to the Committee on War Claims, 





| By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Friday Conversational Club. of 
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Monongahela, Pa., for forestry reserve and national park in Min- 
nesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the United States Brewers’ | 


Association, praying for the reduction of the war tax on bear— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Society of the Army of 
L. B. Miller, D. H. Horst, P.S. Brubaker, and others, of the State 
of Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending 
the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of George H. Slaybaugh, depart- 
ment commander of the Potomac, Grand Army of the Republic, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 5499, for the relief of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of R. M. Taggart and other mem- 
bers of Post No. 214, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 


Delegate from the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on | 


Elections No. 1. 
By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petitions of citizens of Clay Center. 


Acme, Enterprise, and Manhattan, Kans., favoring the passage of | 


House bill No. 3717, amending the oleomargarine law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of M, O. and Carl Atterbery, of 
Oakford, Ill., for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medi- 
cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Indianapolis Branch, No, 39, Na- | 


tional Association of Letter Carriers, of Indianapolis, Ind. ,in favor 
of the letter carriers’ salary bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of substitute letter carriers of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
in favor of House bill No. 1051, relating to grading of substitute 
letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of railway postal clerks of Indiana, favoring the 
bill for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of post-office clerks of Anderson, Ind., urging the 
passage of the post-office reclassification bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Indiana Bankers’ Association, for the re- 
eal of stamp tax on checks, drafts, etc.—to the Committee on 

Nays and Means. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Evidence to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Elmer Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Papers to accompany Honse bill for the 
relief of William Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Elmira Mead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of S. Johnson and 
J. F. Kimble, of Jacksonville, N. J.; 8S. W. K. Emley, of Burling- 
ton, and E. A. Davis, of Wrightstown, N. J.,in favor of the Grout 
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the New 

3edford (Mass.) District Ministerial Association, in favor of an 
amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Marshall L. Eldridge, H. F. Doane, J. H. 


Charles, and others, keepers of various life-saving stations on 
Cape Cod, to increase the pay of keepers to $100 per month—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany House 


bill granting an increase of pension to Aaron R. Rohrbach, a | 


veteran of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of retail druggists of Bellefonte, Pa., 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Central Life Assurance Society, 
Equitable Life Insurance Company, Royal Union Mutual Life, 
National Life and Trust Company, Des Moines Life Insurance 
Company, Chicago Life Insurance Company, and the Bankers’ 
Life Association, for the repeal or modification of the war-revenue 
law—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 


By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of common council of Perth Amboy, | 
N. J., asking for the erection of a public building on land owned | 


by the Government in that city—to the Committee on Public | H. Crawford—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Freehold, 
N.J., and Woman's Missionary Society of First Presbyterian 
Church of Metuchen, N. J., favoring anti-polygamy amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


military record of Hall P. Talbot—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Illinois Federation of Women’s Clubs, for the 
establishment of forestry reserve and national park in Minne- 
sota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Petition of John Richards, J.C. Hanby, 
the Potomac, commending the work already accomplished on the 
National Military Park at Gettysburg, and asking that continued 
aid be given thereto—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MINOR: Petition of D. G. James, department com- 
mander of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, for action on 
House bill No. 5499, to promote the efficiency of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Petition of Albert B. Loebenstein, of Ha- 
wail, protesting against the seating of Robert W. Wilcox as a 
Nebraska, in support of House bill No. 4742, amending section 
1225 of the Revised Statutes, relating to military instruction in 
public schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolution of the Third Army Corps Union, 
of Gettysburg, Pa., commending the work accomplished by the 
Gettysburg National Park Commission, and asking for further 
appropriation to complete the work—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Lizzie A. Campbell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jefferson M. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of the estate of Thomas Murphy, 
deceased, late of Washington, D. C.,for reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Hezekiah and Barton Boteler, de- 
ceased, late of Washington County, Md., for reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Resolution of Groton (N. Y.) Meth- 
odist Episcopal Sunday School, against island saloons and can- 
teens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petitions of H. L. Taylor, of 
Walcottville, and J. D. Butt, of Arcola, Ind.,in favor of the Grout 
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Ekouk Grange, No. 89, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Connecticut, and citizens of North Stonington, 
Conn., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending 
the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill grantingan increase of pen- 
sion to Albert E, Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of Mrs.O. G. La Rue and 
others, of Ypsilanti, Mich., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
for the relief of J. C. Claybrooke—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany Senate bill No. 2161, 
granting an increase of pension to Eli F. Chittenden, of York 
County, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: Paper to accompany House bill for the erec- 
tion of a Federal jail at Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. 'THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
House bill for the relief of Benjamin Page—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of the First 
Baptist Church of Newbern, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr.WADSWORTH: Petitions of citizens of Niagara County, 
N. Y., asking for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at Wilson, Niagara County, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of property owners and citizens of Oak Orchard 
Harbor, New York, for the improvement of harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Alonzo C, Schank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of William 


Also, petition of J. H. Musser, of Philadelphia, for the repeal of 


| the war-revenue tax on legacies to educational, charitable, and 


By Mr. KLUTTZ: Petitions of J. M. Harrison and W.B. Har- | 


ris, of North Carolina, favcring the Grout bill—to the Committee 
on Agricultufe. 
By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany House bill to correct the 





religious societies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Society of the Army of the Potomac, in re- 
lation to the National Memorial Park at Gettysburg, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of George H. Peace, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor 
of the anti-polygamy amendment and certain other reform meas- 
ures—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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SENATE. 
Frmpay, December 7, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Fairbanks, Kyle, Pettus, 
Bard, Foster, Lindsay, Platt, N.Y. 
Berry, Frye, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Beveridge, Gallinger, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Burrows, Hale, MeMillan, Quarles, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Mallory, Scott, 
Clay, Harris, Martin, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Mason, Spooner, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Money, Stewart, 
Deboe, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Dillingham, Kean, Perkins, Teller, 
Dolliver, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-eight Senators have 
responded to their names on the roll call. There is a quorum 
present. 

GUSTAV ISAK DAHLBERG, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


1 transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State and accompany- 
ing papers relating to the claim against the United States of the Russian sub- 
ject, Gustay Isak Dahlberg, master and principal owner of the Russian bark 
Hans, based on his wrongful and illegal arrest and imprisonment by offi- 
cers of the United States district court for the southern district of Mississippi, 
and, in view of the opinion expressed by the Department of Justice that the 
said arrest and detention of the complainant were wrongful and without au- 
thority of law, 1 recommend the appropriation by Congress of the sum of 
$5,000 to reimburse the master and owners of the vessel for all losses and dam- 
ages incurred by reason of his said wrongful and illegal arrest and detention. 

WILLIAM) McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, December 6, 1900. 
FLORENTINO SUASTE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompa 
nying papers, in relation to the lynching in Lasalle County, Tex., on Octo 
ber 5, 1895, of Florentino Suaste, a Mexican citizen. 

Following the course pursued in the case of the lynching of three Italian 
subjects at Hahnsville, La., on August 8, 1896, and in that of the lynching of 
the Mexican citizen, Luis Moreno, at Yreka, Cal.,in August, 1895, I recom- 
mend the appropriation by Congress, out of humane consideration and 
without reference to the question of liability of the Government of the 
United States, of the sum of $2,000, to be paid by the Secretary of State to 
the Government of Mexicoand by that Government distributed to the heirs 
of the above-mentioned Florentino Suaste. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, Dec 
REPORT OF BUREAU OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fo!- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit a communication from the Secretary of State inclosing the an- 
nual report of the Director of the American Republics, with accompanying 
documents. 

The attention of Congress is called to the request of the Secretary of State 
that 2,500 copies of the report be printed for the use of the Bureau. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


“ember 6, 1900. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 6, 1900. 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to section 6 of the act of Congress approved February 26, 
1889, the report of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua; 
which, on motion of Mr. MORGAN, was, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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| regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 


De 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 12283) in relation to the 
celebration of the centennial anniversary of the establishment of 
the permanent seat of government in the District of Columbia; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been handed a tele- 
gram addressed to the President of the Senate, which is of suffi- 
cient importance that it should be read to the Senate. It is dated 
New Orleans, La., December 6, and is as follows: 

New OrLEANS, LA., December 6, 1900. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C: 

The Southern Industrial Convention, now in session, passed the accom- 
panying resolutions and directed they be sent to you to be read tothe Senate: 

Be it resolved, That the upbuilding of our American merchant marine is 
very important to the further development of Southern industry, and, there- 
fore,we recommend to our National Congress the early passage of a ship 
subsidy bill for all American vessels, which shall be equitably based upon the 
tonnage actually carried, besides compensation for carrying the mails 

N. F. TH( »M PSC IN, Secretary. 

I move that this important telegram, in the nature of a peti- 
tion, be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the pastors of sundry 
churches of Turtle Creek, Pa., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post 
exchange, canteen, or transport, or upon any premises used for 
military purposes by the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Bellefonte, 
Pa., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
Home Missionary Society of the Presbytery of Washington, Pa., 
and a petition of the Children’s Aid Society of Washington 
County, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Brookings, S. Dak., and a petition of the South 
Dakota Christian Temperance Union, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to abolish the Army canteén; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in our new 
island possessions: which was referred to the Committee on Pa- 
cific Islands and Porto Rico, 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented 157 petitions of citizens of 
New York, praying for the enactment of the Grout bill, so called, 
which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. KEAN presented 45 petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of the Grout bill, so called, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented 13 petitions of citizens of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented 11 petitions of citizens of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of the Grout bill, so called, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented sundry petitions of business men of 
Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation reducing tho 
tax on beer; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented 23 petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, praying 
for the enactment of the Grout bill, so called, regulating the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Presbytery of Winona, 
Minn., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 50 citizens of Llinois, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Decatur Brewing Company 
of Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation reducing 
the tax on beer to $1 per barrel; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry shippers of 
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Omaha, Nebr., praying that the revenue-stamp tax on bills of lad- 
ing and telegraphic messages be repealed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented 13 petitions of citizens of Nebraska, praying | 


for the enactment of the Grout bill, so called, regulating the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Knox Post, No. 120, Depart- 
ment of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation giving preference to veterans in the public 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented three petitions of citizens of Maine, praying 
for the enactment of the Grout bill, so called, regulating the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it will be recalled that dur- 
ing the past few years there has been much agitation in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia concerning the water supply. The ueath rate 
from typhoid fever in this city has been alarmingly large, much 
greater than in most of our American cities and seven or eight 
times greater than in the great European cities. 

Some years ago the health authorities in Washington concluded 
that the wells of the city were contaminated, and most of the wells 
were closed, greatly to the disadvantage of the poor people of the 
District. That having been done, typhoid fever continued, and 
the death rate has increased rather than diminished. 

The agitation now is that the water supply from the Potomac 
River is responsible for the continuance of typhoid, and that fil- 
tration of the water has become an absolute necessity. It is be- 
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makers the justice of their demand that the extra tax upon beer be repealed. 
When asked last night by a Post reporter as to the action taken by the com- 
mittee relative to the tax reduction, Mr. Brand asserted that, in his opinion, 
the committee would have reached a different conclusion had it not been 
for many erroneous and untenable statements concerning the effects of the 
double war tax upon the brewing industry. 

“Our recent letter tothe Ways and Means Committee,” said Mr. Brand, 
“does not cover the whole ground, as it was simply intended to supplement 
the arguments we submitted to the committee in April last.” 

Attention was called by Mr. Brand to the following extracts from the let- 
ter referred to: 

“Since April the destructive effects of the double war tax have been aug- 
mented and aggravated tosuch an extent that a very large proportion of 
the smaller establishments have been forced into bankruptcy and out of 
business, or compelled to seek escape from utter ruin by combining with 
other breweries, equally hampered and harassed by a tax representing 40 per 
cent of the market price of their product and entailing losses which, for 
reasons explained in our previous statements, they can not recoup in the 


| ordinary way in which any tax upon consumption is usually recovered. 


Since April, 1900, no less than fifteen combinations of from three to twelve 
once prosperous establishments have been formed under the distressing 
pressure of the double war tax, and this baneful tendency toward the de- 
struction or the absorption of the smaller manufactories and the combina- 
tion of large numbers of establishments, whose profits have been either 
wiped out or reduced to an infinitesimal minimum, is not confined to the 
smaller cities, but embraces such large brewing centersas Boston, Baltimore, 
Pittsburg, and others. But even these combinations offer no appreciable 
relief; they are mere makeshifts of a transitory character. The best proof 
of this lies in the fact that of the companies whose stocks are quoted in the 


| trade papers, scarcely 20 per cent can pay any interest even on their pre- 
| ferred stock. 


“If you consider what an immense cash capital it requires to place the 
finished product into the market, exclusive of the vast sums of money ex- 
pended in the purchase of material, the payment of workmen, and the storage 
and distribution of malt liquors—not to speak of the interest on_ the capital 
permanently invested—you will readily perceive why the smaller brewer, 


| whose establishment represents the savings of a lifetime and who has no 


lieved by the medical profession that if that shall be attended to | 


the high death rate from typhoid will disappear. 

The Medical Society of the District of Columbia, always alert 
in matters of this kind, appointed. a committee of five distin- 
guished physicians, Drs. Samuel C. Busey, G. Wythe Cook, George 
M. Kober, Z. T. Sowers, and William C. Woodward, who have 
taken this matter into very careful consideration, and after inves- 
tigating it with great thoroughness these gentlemen have pre- 
pared a report in reference to the proper method to be employed 
to filter the water, and they also discuss the relative merits between 
what is called sand and mechanical filtration. They havereached 
the conclusion that sand filtration, while it is more expensive to 
install than mechanical filtration, is the desirable method toemploy 
in this District. I am not myself prepared to express an opinion 
as to the wisdom of the conclusion that these distinguished gen- 
tlemen have reached, but think it very probable that it is correct. 
Of one thing I am fully persuaded, and that is that a filtration 
plant of the best possible kind should be installed at the earliest 
possible moment, and the movement in that behalf will have my 
sarnest and cordial support. 

I rise now, Mr. President, to present the report of this commit- 
tee of the Medical Society of the District, and toask that it may be 
printed as a document, and that 500 copies in paper covers be 
printed in addition for the use of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not long? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not a long document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let a thousand extra copies be printed, 
500 for the committee and 500 additional for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is a very proper suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make it because there will be applications 
for copies to Senators not upon the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for an order that 500 copies for the 
committee and 500 additional copies for the use of the Senate be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
shire presents the paper to which he has referred and asks that it 
be printed as a document, and that 500 additional copies be printed 
for the committee and 500 for the use of the Senate. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ADDITIONAL TAX UPON MALT LIQUORS, 


Mr. MASON, I present a statement from Mr. Rudolph Brand, 
of Chicago, president of the United States Brewers’ Association, 
showing the effect of the present war tax on beer, and claiming 
that it is paralyzing their industry, and praying that the extra 
tax berepealed. Iask that the statement be printed in the Recorp 
and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

There being no objection, the statement was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

WAR ON THE BEER TAX—BREWERS CLAIM IT IS PARALYZING THEIR INDUS- 
TRY—A LARGE NUMBER OF FAILURES—PRESIDENT RUDOLPH BRAND, OF 
THE UNITED STATES BREWERS’ ASSOCIATION, PRESENTS STATISTICS SHOW- 
ING EFFRCT OF THE WAR TAX—CLAIMS MANY ESTABLISHMENTS ARE BEING 


CONDUCTED WITHOUT PROFIT—SMALL PERCENTAGE OF ENGLISH CAPITAL 
INVESTED. 


Mr. Rudolph Brand, of Chicago, president of the United States Brewers’ 
Association, with other representative brewers, is in the city, having come 
to Washington for the purpose of impressing upon the minds of the law- 


The Senator from New Hamp- | 


| American farmer, should pay a double war tax, amounting to 40 


| repeal of the additional war tax upon ma 


accumulated available capital to draw upon, must necessarily succumb in an 
industrial struggle which the imposition of a double war tax has rendered 
almost hopeless even to those manufacturers who possess a considerable 
reserve of cash capital. 

CIVIL WAR TAX NEVER REMOVED. 


“This is only one side of the question, but it is the one which shows the 
pernicious effects of a most unjust tax in the most glaring light, and appeals 
to other sentiments besides that of justice in the abstract. In our opinion, 
it should not, however, require such appeals in order to bring about the im- 
mediate repeal of the entire extra war tax, superimposed upon the old war tax. 

“There was no equitable justification for it at the time of its Impvusition, 
because the brewing industry had up to that time uninterruptedly paid the 
old war tax of $1 per barrel, while all other manufactures, products, profes- 
sions, and occupations embraced in the original revenue system, as organ- 
ized between the years 1861 and 1864, have not paid a single dollar into the 
Federal Treasury since the termination of the civil war, and do not now con- 
tribute one penny toward the Federal revenue. Is it unfair or unpatriotic 
to ask why one American industry, consuming almost exclusively those 
highly protected American products which are a source of wealth to ~_ 
r cent o 
the market value of its product, while all other American industries remain 
untaxed’ It will not be deemed to be presumptuous, we trust, if we ask 
what justification there was for imposing or what good reason there is for 
continuing a tax of $2 upon a barrel of beer costing $5, in the face of the fact 
that ata time (thirty-five years ago) when the market price of beer was $12, a 
Republican Administration and a Republican Congress asserted and main- 
tained that a tax of $1 ‘was fully up to the revenue standard and should not 
be increased.’*’ (See report of the Special Revenue Commission for 1865-66, 
p. 27.) 

‘We maintain that common justice ye demands the immediate 

t liquors. In the entire war-reve- 
nue act of 1898 there is not a single tax item, excepting our own, that is unjust 
or inequitable in itself; none, excepting the beer tax, that has caused or is 
likely to cause widespread industrial ruin; none, again with the same excep- 
tion, that must be borne by a comparatively small number of citizens for the 
exclusive benefit of all those numerous and immensely wealthy industries 
which, while protected by wise tariff laws, contribute not a single dollar to 
the internal revenue, and, finally, none that must ultimately affect such large 


| masses of the poorer people. 


‘The most striking evidence of the correctness of our contention as to the 
inequality and injustice of the present tax rate lies in the fact that in 1866, 
when the receipts from internal revenue reached the highest point, viz, 
$310,906,984, the three revenue items which have remained in force (at reduced 
rates as to spirits) since the civil war only yielded $50,129,877, of which the 
sum of $5,115,140 was derived from malt liquors, then selling at $12 per barrel. 
The remainder, amounting to $260,777,107, came from sources of revenue the 


| greater portion of which are not mentioned in the act which imposed upon 





| erlesis 1,751. 
| is about $80,000,000. 


our product an additional war tax of $1.” 
SMALL INVESTMENT OF ENGLISH CAPITAL. 


“Is it true, as reported in a New York paper,” Mr. Brand was asired, “that 
80 per cent of capital invested in American breweries is owned by English 


capitalists?” 


n answer to the question Mr. Brand produced figures, from which the fol- 
lowing statement is compiled: 

There are 24 consolidated companies, cviginaliy competing 79 American 
breweries, in which English capital is invested. hree of these have been 
repurchased by their original owners. The total number of American brew- 
he total capital invested in the 76 English syndicate breweries 
The total capital invested in all American breweries 
(computstion based on $18 for every barrel produced and a production of 
89,000,000 barrels, in round numbers) is $702,000,000. 

Of the stock invested in syndicate breweries, fully 40 
American citizens; hence the English capital invested in 
amounts to $48,000,000, or less than 7 per cent. 


RECAPITULATION, 


r cent is held by 
merican breweries 


Number of syndicate breweries-....................-....--.--.---. 16 
Total number of American breweries........ - weveccccceecses esses * 1,751 
English capital invested in American breweries...........------- $48, 000, 000 
Total capital invested in American breweries.....-.... awake eae’ $702, 000,000 


Proportion of English capital, 7 per cent. 

The capitalinvested in the breweries of Great Britain and Irelandamounted, 
according to official figures, to $1,050,000,000 when the production of beer in 
Great Britain and Ireland amounted to the equivalent of about 48,000,000 
American barrels. This showsthat our estimate is very low—certainly lower 
than the actual facts would warrant. 

The larger establishments, like those of Ehret, Pabst, Busch, Schlitz, Lemp 
Bernheimer, Ruppert, etc., are owned exclusively by American citizens, and 








1900. 
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all others, excepting the 76 syndicate concerns, are also exclusively in the 
hands of Americans, generally their founders or their offsprings, and most 
of these represent the savings of half a lifetime of arduous labor, economic 
methods, and frugal habits on the part of their owners. 


GOVERNMENT POCKETS PROFITS. 


“Although there was a decrease in the production of beer last year amount- 
ing to 1,000,000 barrels, does not the increase of 7 per cent shown this year 
weaken the argument of the brewers that the war tax was responsible for 
last year’s decrease?’ Mr. Brand was asked. 

“This might, as I stated in my letter to the committee, be construed as an 
evidence of the industry's eanues condition,”’ said Mr. Brand, ** but such 
a conclusion would be total 7 oe Continued and ever-increasing pros- 
perity created an increased demand for beer, which the brewers met by a 
corresponding supply; but in doing so very many realized no profit at all, 
while all the others manufactured at a very slight margin of gain. It is the 
Government that pockets the profits, while the brewers, rather than close 
uP their establishments (as so many of them had to doof late), continue oper- 
ations—some at a loss, others with the smallest possible profit, and many with- 
- any profit whatever; all hoping that the double war tax would be repealed 
at once. 

‘‘ Besides this, the increase of 7 per cent following a decrease of 1,(00,000 
barrels in the preceding year only serves to emphasize the correctness 
of our general statements. Ina period of such unusual prosperity as char- 
acterized the last two years, the natural increase in the production of beer 
would, in the absence of the exorbitant tax, have amounted to at least 25 per 
cent in each one of the prosperous years. If you analyze the development of 
the industry from 1863 up to date, you will find that, far from being an ex- 
aggerated estimate, this is rather lower than facts warrant. Asan example, 
I may quote the increase in the production of malt liquors in the very first 
year of prosperity (1880) after the long period of depression following the 

nic of the fall of 1873. The production then increased from about 11,000,000 


varrels in 1879 to about thirteen and one-third millions in 1880, being 20 per | 


cent.” 
AN ERROR CORRECTED. 


“By the way,” continued Mr. Brand, “I heard a statement made that the 
increase in the consumption of beer since the civil war was not at all uniform, 
the inference intended to be conveyed ae that the war tax had nothing to 
do with the decrease of 1899 and the inconsiderable increase of the past year. 


Now, the fact is that there never was a decrease in the production of beer, | 
excepting in one instance, unless caused either by business panics or exces- | 


sive taxation. The onesingle exception is a decrease of 1 percent in the year 
1868, the result of overpr 
aggregate increase amounted to 61 per cent. 
excepting this one from 1863 to 1874, the pear following the panic of 1873. In 
that period of business depression, which lasted six years, there were three 
slight decreases, followed in 1880, the first year of prosperity, by the enor- 
mous increase of 20 per cent. From 1880 tothe next panic, in 1893, a period of 
thirteen years, there was notasingle decrease. Thenext decrease was caused 
by the Raines law in the State of New York, the numerical limitation of 


saloons in some and the unfavorable results of the no-license vote in other | 


States. 

‘The two years of the greatest prosperity ever experienced in our coun- 
try brought to the brewers, as I have stated, a loss of 1,000,000 barrels in 1899, 
and an insignificant increase of 7 per cent in the past year. According tothe 
nature of the industry and its product and the character of its development, 
as demonstrated by th 
the least have been as large an increase in both years as is recorded for the 
first year of proepersy after the panic of 1873, viz, 20 per cent. Without the 
imposition of this unjust additional tax the Government would then have 
derived an enormously increased revenue from malt liquors, and American 
brewing, instead of being in a most deplorable condition, would to-day be as 
prosperous as all other trades.” 


STATISTICS OF PRODUCTION. 
The figures to which Mr. Brand referred follow: 

















Year. Barrels. | Increase. | Decrease. 
Per cent. | Per cent. 

ST cece annegns tame 
3,141, 381 nasa Gannmoee 
3, 657,181 Wi sanckien cone 
5,115, 140 Oe: tS ctadasnene 
6, 207, 408 | eee 
6, 146, 662 1 
6, 342, 055 
6, 574, 617 
7, 740, 260 

ltt ng sigdiGane sepeseaduntienéte saptpidiekwaw 8, 695, 427 

RN db Lede t te nti cckneeteNie ane adem 9, 633, 223 

i it alanis alan sbcaen tin uaamlahaen 9, 600, 897 

Niece inintiaiee ds binan ephiwan noenpeniGendd aida 9, 452, 697 

hii} ddbietihnahedan euatedunbeuutes Sins isin Dina 9, 902, 352 

1877 9, 810, 060 

Sh Kptbetbiduiitntenews witeniun 10, 241,471 

1879 11, 108, 084 

1880 ¢ 13, 347, 111 

1881 14, 311, (28 

1882 16, 952, 085 

1883 17, 757, 892 

1884 18, 998, 619 

1885 19, 185, 9538 

1886 20, 710, 933 

1887 23, 121, £26 

1888 24, 683, 119 

1589 25, 119, 853 

1890 27, 561, 044 

1891 30, 021, 079 

lau 31, 856, 626 

18¢ 34, 591,179 

1894 38, 362, 373 

1895 33, 589, 7 

1806 25, 859, 250 

1897 | Bt, 462, 822 

1898 | 37, 529, 339 | 

1899 f .| 98, 581,114 | ............ 2 

1900 39, 331, 150 WE Rcidicwsamateae 








a Result of overproduction of preceding two years. 

6 Panic in the fall of 1873. 7 ; E 

cFirst year of prosperity after the long depression of business following 
the panic of 1873. 

d Panic in August, 1893. 

e Raines law in State of New York went into effect March 23, 1896. 

J War-revenue act. 


uction of the preceding two years, in which the | 


There was no decrease. in fact, | in connection with that bill. 


e figures which I shall give further on, there should at | 








BRITISH TAX ON BEER. 


**How does the tax on beer in Great Britain compare with the American 
tax?” Mr. Brand was asked. 

“The recent history of British beer taxation presents two very interesting 
and highly significant facts,” he said. ‘*The one is that when Gladstone 
endeavored to saddle the expense of the Egyptian war upon the brewers, or, 
as the British papers had it, upon the poor man, he was not only defeated in 
his object, but had to vacate his seat to make room for Salisbury. To defray 
the expenses of the present Boer war, the Government, among other taxes, 
imposed an additional tax of 1 shilling upon malt liquors, the tax then 
amounting to 6 shillings 8 pence upon a barrel of beer of 36 imperial gallons, 
equal to 43 American gallons; hence the present British beer tax, with the 
added war tax, is $1.35 upon the equivalent of an American barrel. 

“It isto be considered, however, that the American brewer, although he 

ets less for his product than his British colleague, pays wages doubly as 
high as are being paid in Great Britain, and is at a further disadvantage, as 
compared with the British brewer, in so far as all the raw materials be uses 
are protected by a high tariff, which naturally increases the cost, while the 
British brewer bel all the benefits of free trade. Furthermore, his economic 
condition is far more favorable, because the dispensers of his product are 
not harassed by excessive municipal and State taxes, as is the case in our 
country.”’ 

“What is the nature of the rebate of 7} per cent now allowed upon the 
beer tax?” 

“The rebate of 7} per cent represents the losses sustained by the brewer 
by reason of leakage, the bursting of barrels, and the spoiling of beer, either 
in transit or in the hands of the dealers. In such cases the brewer not only 
loses entirely the value of his product, but also the $2 which he paid to the 
Government in the form of the stamp affixed to the vessels containing the 
liquid rendered unfit for use. It has been ascertained with almost absolute 
accuracy that the losses sustained by the brewer in this manner amount to 
7+ per cent, and the allowance of this amount asa rebate is purely a matter 
of justice, and not at alla favor tothe brewer, as some are inclined to regard 
it. A similar allowance is made in all beer-producing countries.” 


OTIS B. VANFLEET. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill (S. 5075) to cor- 
rect the military record of Otis B. Vanfleet, I present the petition 
of Otis B. Vanfieet, his affidavit, and the affidavits of James Greg- 
ory, E. J. Collison, and 8. A. Smith. I move that the papers be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, for consideration 


The motion was agreed to. 
ASSISTANT TO ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report a joint resolution and to ask for its 
present consideration. It relates to a small matter connected 
with the District, and there is some reason why the joint resolu- 
tion should be passed at once. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 135) authorizing the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to employ an additional assistant 
to the attorney was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia be, and they are, authorized to employ an additional assist- 
ant to the attorney for said District, with compensation at a rate not exceed- 
ing $1,600 per annum from the date of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PROMOTION OF COMMERCE AND INCREASE OF TRADE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Commerce 
instructed the chairman of the committee, the junior Senator from 
Maine, to report certain amendments to the pending shipping bill, 
socalled. Thecommittee directed the amendment to be printed in 
a bill indicating the amendments reported to-day from the amend- 
ment hitherto reported, and the junior Senator from Maine reports 
it to the Senate and asks the following order in relation to the bill: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies, in ad- 
dition to the usual number, of Senate bill No. 727, known as the shipping bill, 
with the amendments propused by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to have the amendments read as they 
stand now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed by to- 
morrow morning and on every Senator's desk. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear them this morning for certain 
reasons. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read only 
the last amendments, those in large letters. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In section 1, page 2, line 1, after the words “nineteen hundred,” 
“and one;” so as to read: 

“That from and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1901, there shall be paid, 
subject to the provisions hereinafter contained, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, tothe owner or owners of any vessel duly reg- 
istered by a citizen or citizens of the United States (includingas such citizens 
corporations created under the laws of the United States or any of the States 
thereof), and being at the time of entry engaged in the foreign trade of the 
United States, which shall be entered in the United States froma forcign port, 
or from any port belonging to the United States, the trade between which and 
the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coast ports of the United States shall happen 


not to be confined to vessels of the United States, compensation as herein- 
after provided; that is to say.” 


insert 
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Tn section 1, page 3 15, after the word *‘ her 


, line 
ity for carrying commercial cargo, 


,” insert ‘‘capac- 
” striking out all from the word 
‘*her "to the word “‘ aforesaid,” in line 9, on page 4; so as to make 
the amendment read: 


No vessel shall be entitled to the full compensation under this clause un 
less she shall have cleared from a port of the United States with cargo tothe 
amount of 3) per cent of her capacity for carrying commercial cargo; and 
any shortage in the amount of cargo required and defined as aforesaid shall 
diminish the amount of the compensation in this paragraph provided for in 
the p roportion that such shortage bears to the total cargo or its equivalent 

20 require l 


In section 1, page 7, line 6, after the word ‘‘ year,” insert: 
pas ’ J , 


And in case the said Atlantic Ocean trade shall not require the whole 
amount of the said 70 per cent and the said Pacific Ocean trade shall re 
quire, in respect of the vessels engaged in said Pacific Ocean trade, the ex- 
penditure ‘ } more than the said 30 per cent of said $9,000,000 in any such 
year, there may be expended, pursuant to the provisions of this act, any sum 
within the said $9,000,000 remaining and not earned, as aforesaid, in respect 
of the vessels in the Atlantic Ocean trade. 


In section 8, page 12, line 19, after the word ‘‘ vessel 
‘‘ while;” and in line 24, after the word “‘ one,” 
striking out the words “ six, nine, and ten;” so as to read: 

A vessel while employed in the coasting trade, a vessel on a voyage 
during any part of which she shall have carried passengers or cargo which, 
under the laws of the United States, could not lawfully have been carried bya 
foreign Vv rama or a vessel employed in the fisheries, except as provided in 
section und 7 of this act 


.” insert 
insert ‘‘and seven, 


Ss 


In sec ‘tion 10, strike out from page 14, line 8, to page 16, line 7, | 


inclusive, and insert: 


a) Tosuch foreign-built steamships as were on the Ist day of F ebruary, 
A. D. 1899, engaged in an established freight or passenger business, or both, 
froma port of the United States, and as have received, or shall be fit to re 


ceive, the Class Alin the Record of American and Foreign Shipping, or the | 


United States Standard Owners, Builders, and Underwriters’ Association, or 
equivalent classification in any other register of shipping of at least equal 
merit, and as were also on the said Ist day of February, A. D. 1890, actually 
owned by and then really representing the capital of a c (tieee n or citizens of 
the U nited States (including as such citizens c orporations created under the 
laws of the United States or any of the States thereof), or a foreign corpora 
tion or association of which not less than a majority of the capital stock 
thereof was on the Ist day of February, A. D. 1599, actually owned by and 

really representing the capital of a citizen or citizens of the United States | 
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(including as such citizens corporations created under the laws of the Unite d 
States or any of the States thereof), upon such American owner or owners 
of such majority interest obtaining a full and complete transfer of and title 
to such steamships from the foreign corporation or association owning the 
same, and proving to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
all the foregoing stated requirements have been complied with. 

(b) Tosuch foreign-built steamships as shall have been under contract for 
construction and duly authenticated c apes of said contract or contracts 
therefor shall have been filed with the Secretary of the Treasury on or be- 
fore the ist day of February, A. D. 1899, and which contract or contracts 
shall have been in due course carried into execution and either completed or 
in the course of performance on or before the Ist day of January, A. D. 1900, 
and which steamship shall have been already completed under any such con 
tract or contracts or shall, when built as provided for in thisact and the reg 
istry requested, receive, or be fit to receive, the Class Al in the Record of 
American and Foreign Shipping, or the United States Standard Owners, 
Builders, and Underwriters’ Association, or equivalent classification in any 
other register of shipping of at least equal merit, such vessels having been 
actually and originally contracted for on or before the said Ist day of Feb 
ruary, A. D. 1899, by a citizen or citizens of the United States (including as 
such citizens corporations created under the laws of the United States or any 
of the States thereof), who shall have been such since the Ist day of Feb 
ruary, A. D. 1899, or by a foreign corporation or association of which not less 
than a majority of the shares of the capital thereof shall have been actually 
owned by a citizen or citizens of the United States (including as such citi 
zens corporations created under the laws of the United States or any of the 
States thereof), and really representing American capital on the said Ist day 
of February, A. D. 1899, and shall have continued to be so owned until. 

On page 21, line 19, at the end of section 10, insert: 

All fittings and machinery forming a part of the construction of vessels 
built in the United States under the provisions of this act shall be of Ameri- 
can manufacture, provided they can be obtained in this country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the order 
printing the bill with theseamendments? Without objection, the 
order is made. 

MESSENGER FOR OFFICIAL REPORTERS, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I report favorably, with an amendment, 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, a resolution which was referred to that com- 
mittee. I ask that it be read, and I also ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. ALLISON was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
directed to appoint a messenger for the Official Reporters of the Senate, 
whose services shall be devoted exclusively to the business of said Official 
Reporters, and that the messenger so appointed shall be selected by said 
Official Reporters, and paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at the 
rate of $1,440 per annum until otherwise provided by law, said appointment 
to date from the beginning of the present session. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the words at the end of the resolu- | 
tion, ‘said appointment to date from the beginning of the present 
session.’ 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


| from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprRIcH], and relieves 
| from responsibility for some stamps that were destroyed‘in the 





| the Treasury shall first be satisfied that 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 5077) to divide Kentucky into 
two judicial districts and to provide officials therefor and to fix 
the times and places of holding courts therein; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5078) granting 
a pension to Charles Sabin Taft; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5079) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5080) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James T. Chalfant; which was read twice by its titie, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. QUARLES intro: luced a bill (S. 5081) granting a pension to 
J. B. Whiting; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 5082) to provide 
for the holding of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the eastern district of Arkansas; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (8. 5083) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Ambrook; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5084) granting a pension to Charles 
J. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee or Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 5085) to correct the mil- 
itary record of H. A. White; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 5086) for the relief of 
the members of the First, Second, and Third Marine Corps, or- 
ganized under the order of Maj. Gen. John C. Frémont, dated 
September 12, 1861, and also for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the deceased members of the said Marine Corps, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORT ON FOREIGN LABOR LAWS, 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senute (the House of Representatives concurring), That from 
the plates of the Bulletins of the Department of Labor there shall be printed 
and bound in cloth, as a separate document, with introduction and index, 
8,000 copies of a port on Foreign Labor Laws, 1,000 copies for the Senate, 

2,000 copies for the House of Representatives, and 5,000 copies for the Depart- 
ment of Labor. 


FRANK E,. KELLOGG. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4400) for the relief of Frank E. 
Kellogg, collector of the Sixth internal-revenue district of Mis- 
souri, It is a House bill, reported favorably by the senior Senator 
the beneficiary 


office without any fault of his. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning business is closed. 
The Senator from Missouri asks unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a bill which will be read in full to the Senate 
for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to release and discharge Frank E, Kellogg, collector of the Sixth 
internal-revenue district of the State of Missouri, from any liability he may 
be under to the United States by reason of the alleged loss of a certain book, 
No. 1920, containing retail liquor dealers’ internal-revenue special-tax stamps 
of the value of $2,331.25, and the Auditor for the Treasury Departmentis hereby 
authorized to make the necessary entries upon his books showing the dis- 
charge of said Kellogg from such liability: Provided, That the Secretary of 
said Joss really occurred, and that 
no damage has been or will be sustained by the United States by such release: 
And provided further, That the said Kellogg shall first execute a bond of in- 
demnity to the United States, with sufficient surety, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the bill is all right, and if 
the report is not long I ask that the report may be inserted in the 
RecorD without reading. I want the RecoRp to show why it is 
that we give this relief. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think 
Island, who reported the bill—— 
Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. 

the report put in the REcorD? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think 
Island accompanied it with any report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report accompany- 
ing the bill. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know about the case; I know it 
is all right; but I want the Recorp to show why it is passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Rhode Island did not pre- 
sent a written report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


the Senator from Rhode 
There is no objection to having 


the Senator from Rhode 


That is all right. 








1900. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ent consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with an amendment the bill (S. 4800) to increase the efficiency of 
the military establishment of the United States in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- | 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and forty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 8 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, December 10, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


Is there objection to the pres- 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 7, 1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


Col. John F. Weston, Assistant Commissary-General of Sub- 
sistence, to be Commissary-General of Subsistence with the rank 
of brigadier-general, December 6, 1900, vice Eagan, retired from 
active service, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


Capt. Frank B. McKenna, Forty-sixth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers (first lieutenant, Fifteenth Infantry, United States 
Army), to be inspector-general of volunteers with the rank of 
major, December 6, 1900, vice West, appointed lieutenant-colonel 
and inspector-general of volunteers. 





WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn December 7, 1900. 


Joseph C. Auld, William W. Alderson, and Jule M. Hartley to | 
be mineral-land commissioners in Montana. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 7, 1900, 
ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Samuel D. Dickinson, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of 

customs at Jersey City, N. J., ig the district of New York, in the | 

State of New York. 


POSTMASTER. 
Alfred J. Dunn, to be postmaster at Wallace, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of Idaho. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


~ 


7, 1900, 


FRIDAY, December 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Leave of absence was granted to Mr. CLARKE of New Hamp- 
shire indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
OLEOMARGARINE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order for 
to-day. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on December 6, immediately after the reading of the Jour- | 
nal, it shall be in order to consider in the House, as in the Committee of the | 
Whole, the bill (H. R. 3717) “‘ making oleomargarine and other imitation | 
dairy products subject to the laws of the State and Territory into which 
they are transported, and tochange the tax on oleomargarine.”’ (Order | 
made June 5, 1900, and changed on December 6 to Friday, December 7, 1900.) 


The SPEAKER. In pursuance of these orders, the Clerk will 
report the bill to the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all articles known as oleomargarine, butterine, 
imitation butter, or imitation cheese, or any substance in the semblance of 
butter or cheese not the usual prowess of the dairy and not made exclusively 
of pure and unadulterated milk or cream, transported intoany State or Ter- 
ritory, and remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein, 
shall, upon the arrival within the limits of such State or Territory, be sub- 
a to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted 

to the exercise of its police powers to the same extent and in the same 
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manner as thongh such articles or substances had been produced in such 
State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being in- 
troduced therein in original packages or otherwise: Provided, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed to permit any State to forbid the manufacture 


| or sale of oleomargarine in a separate and distinct form and in such manner 


as will advise the consumer of its real character, free from coloration or in- 
gredient that causes it to look like butter. 

Sec. 2. That after the passage of this act the tax upon oleomargarine, as 
prescribed in section 8 of the act approved August 2, 1886, and entitled “* An 
act defining butter. also pene a tax upon and regulating the manufac- 
ture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,”’ shall be one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound when the same is not cclored in imitation of butter; 
but when colored in imitation of butter the tax to be paid by the manufac- 
turer shall be 10 cents per pound, to be levied and collected in accordance 
with the provisions of said act. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, in view of the brief 
time allowed to consider this bill—only one day—and the urgent 
demand of many gentlemen to occupy time, I wish to ask unani- 
mous consent for general leave to print for ten days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani- 
mous consent for general leave to print upon this bill—for what 
length of time? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
subject-matter. 

The SPEAKER, For ten days, the debate to be confined to the 
subject-matter of the bill. Is there objection? . [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, the bill now before 


For ten days, confined to the 


| the House comes here with a report approved by the majority of 


the Committee on Agriculture. It is but fair to say, however, 
that seven members of that committee, including the chairman, 
dissent and prefer to report a substitute bill of an entirely dif- 
ferent character. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be in order, and gen- 
tlemen take their seats? 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman 


| from Connecticut proceeds, I desire to inquire if’there has been 


any attempt to agree upon the time when debate shall conclude 


| and a vote be taken? 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
be an equal division of time. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. There are a good many gentlemen on 
this side, and doubtless on the other side, inquiring when the vote 
will be taken, and, if there has been any time agreed upon, I 
should like to be able to answer the question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Con- 
necticut if itis not possible to effect an agreement at this time, 
so that members may know about when the vote isto be taken. A 
number have asked me, and some of them want to stay here and 
hear the discussion, while others do not, but want to be here when 


Not yet; but of course there will 


| the vote is taken. 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. There are many gentlemen here who 
are anxious to know when the vote is to be taken. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what I say. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. And if it is possible to agree on a time, 
or if it is expected that an attémpt to reach an agreement will be 
made, that had better be done in the beginning. 

Mr. GROUT. It has been thought it would be well enough to 
let the debate run for a time and then make some arrangement 
about closing the debate, 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The only trouble is this: We should 
dislike to have the debate proceed for twoor three hours and then 
have a motion made for the previous question. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, there will be no snap judgment with refer- 
ence to this bill; none whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. Itstrikes me it would be much easier to agree 
upon a limitation of debate before the debate begins than to have 
the debate proceed without such an understanding. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; if the gentleman so desires, an under- 
standing can probably be reached now as to when the vote shall 
be taken. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I suggest that the general debate run 
until half past 4 o'clock, that then the debate under the five-minute 
rule proceed until half past 5 o'clock, at which time a vote be 
taken. That is only my suggestion. I am willing, of courss. to 


| abide by the wish of the House. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. GROUT. 


I suggest that the vote be taken at 5 o'clock. 
It is expected that there will be two roll calls 
One will be upon the bill 
which I understand is to be proposed as a substitute, and then 
the friends of the bill will want a roll call on the bill itself. Now, 
if we do not begin to vote until 5 o'clock, it will be half past 6 
o'clock or 7 o'clock before the session closes. 

Mr. PAYNE. What does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. GROUT. I wouldsuggest half past 4as the time for the 
conclusion of the debate, thus allowing time for the votes to be 
an and still permitting us to close the session at a seasonab!e 
100r. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it proposed to limit the 
general debate on this bill to four hours and a half? 














































































































































































































































































134 


The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That arrangement would 
leave only two hours anda quarter on each side; and this is a very 
important bill. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman will be able to say a great deal in 
a sinall space of time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But there are other gentlemen 
to be considered besides myself. 

Mr. GROUT. Doubtless they can do the same thing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any proposition submitted to the 
House? 

Mr. GROUT. lIask unanimous consent that the debate close 
and a vote be taken at half past 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's proposition draws no dis- 
tinction between the general debate and the five-minute debate. 

Mr. GROUT. Thisisa billof buttwo sections. Debate under 
the five-minute rule amounts to practically nothing on such a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont |Mr. Grout] 
asks unanimous consent that all debate on this bill close at haif 
past 4 o'clock. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. GROUT. Then let the debate run on a while. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I suggest that the general debate run 
until 4 o'clock, that then the five-minute debate begin and run 
on until 5 o'clock, at which time the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. GROUT. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Wans- 
WORTH] asks unanimous consent that general debate on this bill 
terminate at 4 o'clock, at which time the debate under the five- 
minute rule shall begin, and that the vote be taken at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. GROUT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
objects. Tha gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Henry] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, the bill now before 
the House comes here with a report approved by a majority of the 
Commitiee on Agriculture. It is fair to say. however, that seven 
members of that committee, including the chairman, dissent and 
prefer to report a substitute bill of an entirely different character. 

The bill favored by the majority, and with which most of the 
members of the House are doubtless more or less familiar, is the 
Grout bill, without any change or amendment whatever. Sub- 
stantially all there is of great importance in the bill is the reduc- 
tion of the internal-revenue tax upon uncolored oleomargarine to 
the nominal rate of one-fourth cent per pound and an increase of 
the tax upon oleo colored in the semblance of butter to 10 cents 
per pound. 

This increased taxation is believed by the majority of your 
committee to be justifiable and indispensable for the protection 
of the great dairy interests of the country from disastrous coin- 
petition with a cheap and fraudulent article, illegally sold, and 
represented to be the pure product of the farm and dairy. 

he clandestine sale of imitation butter has rapidly increased 
during recent years, and has now reached the danger point when 
more drastic restrictive measures are required. This illegitimate 
traffic is backed and upheld by interests and influences apparently 
beyond the power of State governments to successfully regulate 
and control. 

Moreover, the present Federal laws are obviously inadequate to 
remedy or mitigate the evil, and additional national restrictive 
legislation is demanded by the farmers and producers of dairy 
butter as imperatively and immediately necessary. 

The report accompanying the bill is not overdrawn and fairly 
sets forth indisputable facts. In this report the majority say: 





We are of the opinion that the people have ample cause for alarm at the 
tremendous illegal growth of the oleomargarine traffic in this country dur 
ing the past few years, which now appears to have reached proportions be 
yond the power of the States tosuccessfully regulate or control, and the pres 
ent Federal laws are apparently altogether inadequate for the emergency 

After carefully weighing the evidence and suggestions offered for rem- 
edies for the regulation of this traffic, we are constrained to hold that the 
provisions of H. R. 3717 offer the best practical solution of the difficulty 

We believe that the States should be protected in their rights to regulate 
their internal affairs to the fullest extent in relation to articles of food which 
have been adjudged adulterated or of a deceitful character, and we do not 
think that the interstate-commerce law of the Government should protect a 
deceitful imitation from the jurisdiction of the State's laws, even if the arti- 
cle in question is in the original package and is shipped from an outsider into 
the State in such package 

We find that the very foundation and cause of the enormous amount of 
fraud and illegal selling of oleomargarine is in the great profits which are 
derived from the sale of the imitation article because of its absolute coun 
terfeit of butter, which enables unscrupulous dealers to impose upon unsus 
pecting customers. These profits are sufficiently large to cause the retailer 
to run the chances of detection and prosecution, and they are further em 
boldened and encouraged through the guaranties of the manufacturers of 
protection against prosecutions under the State laws. 

Thirty-two States, having four-fifths of the entire population of the United 
States, absolutely forbid the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine colored 
to resemble butter. These laws have been upheld in the higher courts with- 
out a single exception, and the question has twice been passed upon favor 
ably by the Supreme Court of the United States. Therefore the policy of a 
very large majority of our peeple is plainly against the sale of the article in 
such counterfeit form. 
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The tax of 10 cents per pound upon oleomargarine colored to resemble but- 
ter will not deprive the manufacturers and dealers or consumers of any great 
amount of legal right they now possess. Four-fifths of the colored article 
made is sold illegally now, as indicated by the reports of the Treasury De- 
partment, and the only effect of this tax, even were it prohibitive upon this 
class of oleomargarine, would be to prevent the manufacture of an article 
the sale of which is contrary to the laws of thirty-two States of the Union. 

This tax will bring the cost of the colored article up toa figure that will 
take from it the possibility for the large profits which have been the incen- 
tive to violate the laws of the State and Government and defraud innocent 
purchasers, while the reduction of the tax on oleomargarine in its natural 
color from 2 cents to one-fourth cent per pound will make it possible for the 
man who really desires to consume oleomargarine to procure it at a much 
lower cost than heretofore, the only difference being that it will not con- 
tain coloring matter, which not even the opponents of this measure claim 
contributes anything to its palatableness or nutritive value. 

We believe the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine will continue under 
this measure and that those who desire a cheap substitute for butter will 
purchase the uncolored article. The only difference is that the counterfeit 
article, colored in imitation of butter, will no longer be accessible to hotel 
keepers, restaurant keepers, and boarding-house proprietors at such prices 
as will be an inducement for them to deceive the guests, as is now, we be- 
lieve, absolutely universal where it is served, and thus unother class of con- 
sumers who have been subjected to imposition for more than twenty years 
will be able to know whether they are eating butter fat or hog fat when they 
spread their bread. If colored oleomargarine is served, it will be because it 
is better and not because it is cheaper than butter. 

Serious conditions require drastic measures, and it certainly appears from 
the testimony of those representing the producers of butter, as well as from 
the admissions of the witnesses for the other side, that those who are en- 
gaged in this oleomargarine traffic have absolutely no regard for State laws, 
aud regard the public as their legitimate victim, in whose behalf they resent 
the interference of the General Government. The continued existence of 
such a condition we can not but believe furnishes a demoralizing example to 
our people in trade, who are being tutored by this oleomargarine interest in 
the art of evasion and defiance of the legally constituted authorities. 


The Agricultural Committee had the Grout bill under consider- 





| ation for nearly three months. Full and exhaustive hearings 


were given to ail comers, and to every interest directly affected 
by the proposed legislation. 

Representatives of the National Dairymen’s Union and its allied 
organizations, with middiemen representing legitimate dealers in 
dairy products, have been heard in behalf of the bill. Represent- 
atives of the manufacturers of oleomargarine, of stock growers, 
of producers of cotton-seed oil and other affected interests, have 
appeared in opposition. 

The broad sunlight and X-rays of inquiry have been turned on 
in investigating and endeavoring to find a solution of a difficult 
and embarrassing problem. Much time has been givenand great 
patience exercised, with the result that the majority of your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that the best hope of improving and pro- 
tecting the great dairy industry rests in enacting the Grout bill 
into law. 

It is claimed by the manufacturers of oleomargarine that its 
production is a legitimate business; that oleo is a wholesome food, 
honestly made, and sold by the manufacturers for what it is, with- 
out deception, This may be true of the larger manufacturers, but 
itis not always the fact with some manufacturing firms, for I 
have before me the engraved letter head of a prominent manu- 
facturer, reading, in bold characters, ‘‘ Union Dairy Company, 


| manufacturers of choice oleomargarine,” and like misleading de- 


vices are used by other manufacturers and many dealers, all indi- 
cating an intention of misleading and deceiving prospective pur- 
chasers and consumers of dairy butter. 

Middlemen and retailers constantly and unscrupulously exhibit 
and fraudulently sell to an unsuspecting public oleomargarine put 
up in the form of creamery print butter with wrappers conspicu- 
ously labeled as ** Clover Hill Creamery,” ‘‘ Crystal Spring Dairy,” 
etc. 

It is a notorious fact, of which many of us have personal knowl- 
edge, that oleo, sometimes called ‘*butterine,” is put up in this 
manner and sold even in the markets of Washington, almost within 
the shadow of the Capitol. 

The imposition is still more apparent and reprehensible when 


| the purchaser, believing he is buying butter, frequently pays 25 


cents or more a! pound, or a price approximating the cost of 
pure creamery butter. 

It was shown at the committee hearings that the best quality of 
oleomargarine, put up and packed ready for market, only costs 
about 10 cents per pound, including the revenue tax of 2 cents. 
The statement made by Secretary Gage regarding oleomargarine 
also shows conclusively that the average cost of the finished prod- 
uct is only slightly in excess of 8 centsa pound before the revenue 
tax is paid; yet consumers are constantly compelled to pay from 
20 cents upward per pound. With such a margin of profit, who 
shall say that a 10-cent tax will prevent the continued manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine? 

In connection with this I quote from the official reply of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, through the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to the inquiry of Congress: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1900. 

Srr: In compliance with your instructions in responding to House resolu- 

tion of May 8, 1900, I have the honor tosubmit herewith data therein called for. 


The original forms in which this information is submitted to this office are 
not only very large in bulk, but voluminous in number, and can not very well 









































Cancun 


epee 








1900. 





be transmitted; besides, they are a part of the records of the Internal-Reve- 

uae Darest, and should not, therefore, leave the custody of the Treasury De- 
rtment. 

Pe ohe data submitted discloses the kinds of material used, the amount of 

each in ient, and the per cent that each bears to the total amount of oleo- 

margarine produced in the country for the periods named, and it is believed 

furnishes all the information intended to be called for in the resolution. 


Very respectfully, 
G. W. WILSON, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Quantities and kinds of ingredients used in the production of oleomargarine in 
the United States for the al year ending June 30, 1899; also the percentage 
each ingredient bears to the whole quantity. 

Percent- 
age each 

















Material. Pounds. |ingredient 
bears to 
the whole. 

SD aii hott a wins eee sk ed honk neh ails } 31, 297, 251 34.27 
Sint diced amudiudd woncdoeekenaendhtteehinesscabdteieme | 24,491, 769 26. 82 
Cotton-seed oil...........- Subitneseeh Aad o6cedutadmaall 4,357,514 4.77 
thes a dnane t0ccew ccdadebas Saeeneeee coaneeeeak eee 486, 310 .538 
Re er ae ddl aid codaidckees 148, 970 .16 
ST <iideth euipenasiedndn ancene aagene qiseesaneis Genial aia 110, 164 12 
SI Ae taldvenasg hace beckte Gasinooeudsandeeaetaeise 8, 963 Ol 
Is ntl ool rican eh ener oe mecha aimee ania 5, 890 - 007 
Glucose : 2,550 . 008 
le Ey 5 RE I ER... Sigh en SIR A SE | 14, 200,576 15.55 
| ee Se ae ene ae peed ne .| 6,773,670 7.42 
nal ak Aca ne onal aiaes i mientn esata | 4,342,904 4.76 
8 Ni i gle al SR EE TE, eS CUTIES | 1,568,319 1.72 
IITINE Dnt a with ostin deeann maeadnaeh aenetaene 3, 527, 410 3. 86 
TE ee dabeniendoebaeemiitiies 91, 322, 260 | 100 


~ Or, more definitely stated, the quantity, character, and value of 
ingredients used in the production of oleomargarine for the time 
specified above are as follows: 





Value | 
Material. Pounds. | per | Total value. 

| pound. | 

| Cents. 
EE MEL, Na cidauwenu us ede dknndiae aeaie | 81, 207, 251 8 | $2,508, 780.08 
SSL i, ci ncannsehéceons ebes sacucatatted 24, 491, 769 9 | 2,144, 917.69 
NR EEE LEE EG 6 522, 025. 08 
ES ae rer as 486, 310 10 4, 863.10 
i nn od cnnnasveteuhdedeeinue 148, 970 20 29, 296. 00 
Saeki wnisns ecunce as liingthis nikita aiisitaar dbl 100, 164 + 4, 406. 50 
Ne ti nkiacinetictid otaidinadl dnibapelicit: mitch 8, 963 10 896. 30 
a a as 5, 890 8 459. 60 
a lo cee alain ka siadltne kahiedil 2, 550 3 76.50 
I cali ath i, aciik ctinnceningitmeeiae WhullGane 14, 250, 576 1 142, 005. 76 
iii d athe iinins attained halt smd'caeien | 6,772,670 1 67, 726.70 
 ccsnchidincedwaiahe SS kn nkianatwndanibhe | 1,568,319 20 313, 663. 80 
ID cil Miia dina aida we wiih aininn here eels | 3,527,410 5 176, 370. 50 
RTE A PES RSE | 4,342,000 6 260, 520. 00 





Average value per pound of materials, 7.09 cents. 

Average cost af pacenaies (extreme), one-half cent per pound. 

Highest possible cost all expenses connected with manufacturing, 1 cent 
per pound. 

Internal-revenue tax, per pound, 2 cents. 

Total cost to manufacturer of finished product, average, 10.59 cents. 

Finished proses quoted at from 11} cents for lowest grade to 18 cents for 
highest quality, averaging, probably, 14 cents per pound. 


We all know with what persistence information regarding the | 


quality, character, and value of oleomargarine was withheld and 
refused, both by the manufacturers and by the Internal-Revenue 


Office—information that was only obtained from the Bureau in | 
response to an imperative request of the House of Representa- | 


tives. 
When this disclosure was made it became perfectly evident why 
exact information was withheld. We now, for the first time, 


have exact knowledge of from just what oleomargarine is made, as | 


well as of what it costs to produce the finished product. 

The Secretary’s report also makes plain the fact that an effort 
was deliberately made to hoodwink and mislead the gentlemen 
representing the cotton-growing States by falsely representing 
that a very large percentage of cotton-seed oil was used in the 
manufacture of this substitute for butter, while the Bureau re- 

ort reveals the fact that in the manufacture of oleomargarine a 
ittle more than 10 per cent of cotton-seed oil and of so-called 
butter oil made from cotton seed was used; or, as another sur- 
prising disclosure reveals, less than two-thirds of the percentage 
of milk and butter consumed in disguising this fraud and assist- 
ing in giving the semblance, color, and flavor of dairy butter. 

I commend this fact to the consideration of Southern members 
who have been bunkoed into the belief that much larger quanti- 
ties of cotton-seed oil are used and that this consumption of a 
Southern product is of great importance to the South Atlantic and 
Gulf States. 

That this fact is becoming recognized in the South is shown by 
the comments of some of the Southern papers. I quote from one 
of these, the Jacksonville Times-Union, of Florida: 


The cotton-seed oil men of the South who defended the oleomargarine 
manufacturers to secure a market for their product now learn that little 
clean vegetable oil is needed in the composition of the sham butter and that 
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they have pulled the chestnuts out of the fire again for others toeat. Few 
amateurs can grasp the full meaning of protection for revenue only in the 
current politics of a faithless generation. 

It now appears that the entire aggregate amount of cotton-seed 
oil used in the manufacture of oleomargarine is only about 2 per 
cent of the total production of that oil. This small percentage is 
not likely to be materially reduced by the passage of this bill, for 
the manufacture and consumption of oleomargarine, both colored 
and uncolored, will still continue, and even if honestly sold the 
nue produced and sold is likely to rather increase than 
diminish. 

The following letter from W. L. Taber, of the Producers’ 
Price-Current, fairly indicates the effect of the proposed legisla- 
tion: 

New York, May 21, 1900. 

DEAR S1rR: In relation to our note in Producers’ Price-Current of last Sat- 
urday relative to the oleo agitation in Pennsylvania, and the consequent 
increased demand from that source, I would like to say, that since this agita- 
tion began there has been a marked increase in the consumption of butter in 
Pennsylvania. The result of this is that Philadelphia merchants have been 
unable to secure sufficient supplies at home and have been large buyers on 
this market. To just whatextent I can not say, but our receivers report 
constant sales to them, and this demand has been a potent factor in shaping 
the course of our market, during the past week at least. One receiver men- 
tions having shipped 1,000 tubs within two weeks to Philadelphia, and others 
have shared largely in the trade. 

I thought possibly this information might interest you in connection with 
the present investigation of the subject of oleo legislation by the Agricultu- 
ral Committee. 

Very truly, yours, 
W. L. TABER, 
Reporter of the Butter Market for the Producers’ Price-Current. 

Hon. E. STEVENS HENRY, 

Agricultural Committee, House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


It is alleged that the passage of this bill will destroy a great 
industry and prevent the further manufacture of oleomargarine. 
The fallacy of this claim is evident when we remember that 82 
States of the Union now have laws prohibiting the sale of oleo- 
margarine colored in imitation of butter, namely (in order of 
population, census of 1890): 












Population. | Population. 
ED bn. dtd pended se i need 5,997,853 | South Carolina ............. 1,151,149 
I i i ate 1,058,910 
i i a eile 1, 042, 399 
: OED WENGER. 5 ccccecnccece 762, 74 
Missouri ..................... 2,679,184 | Connecticut ...... ica 746, 253 
Massachusetts............... EE 0 MN i ncnamckced ceaseasseace 661, 086 
ED in cutwcedidcouséee . 2,093,889 | Colorado dl la ae 412, 198 
in, anata aaa 1,911,896 | New Hampshire-..-........-. 376. 530 
POI cincncent acvens aeunn 1,858,635 | Washington... .............. 349, 390 
I  ckcncndcmuse neue eben SE 0 On. eneneduode 313 
I in ccuiingueteetunchstiinn’ EE F WOW oo. cccacccsccscces SR, 442 
atin arikdiicnnaennid aninidip 1,686,880 | South Dakota .............. BLK, & 
iintd dhedednecnannaee 1, 655,980 | Utah.....-.. -tehdiaiiiaeaional 207, 905 
0S SS ae 1,513,017 | North Dakota ...........-.-. 182, 7 
ET Ce noes cnccance meu 1, 444 G68 | Delmware. ........<..<<<0e. 168, 493 
I ak. conacnscuiscane Eee | . . 
OS ees FF Total population . 50,117,440 


The States and Territories which have not yet passed laws pro- 


| hibiting the sale of oleomargarine colored in imitation of butter 


are, with populations: 


Population. | Population. 


NE en. eben eel 2, 285,523 | New Mexico............ oats 153, 593 
Indiana -.....- ob aaeicaaaieae 2,192,404 | Montana.............. ; 132, Lit 
North Carolina. ............ 1,617,947 | Idaho -.............. ice 84,585 
MOMGAS...... cnnccccctsceccce 1,487,006 | Oklahoma . cudaeaatés 61, 854 
i crite cincinnati § ) Jay eee 6), 705 
PN 2 cuidisendedbameasaees 1,128,179 | Arizona p ER 59, 620 
Louisiana................... 1,118,587 | Nevada iteacnbwhuae 45, 761 
a cas ce alla 321, 422 - 

Rhode Island ............... 345, 506 Total population -.... 12, 04,790 

| District of Columbia. ...... 230, 392 


These laws, while varying in form, express the opinion of the 
law-making representatives of the 60,000,000 people now living in 
the States named; and for your information I have summarized 
these laws, as follows: 

ALABAMA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved February 18, 1895.) 

No article which is in imitation of pure yellow butter, and is not made 
who'ly from pure milk and cream, shall be manufactured, sold, or used in 
any public eating place, hospital, or penal institution, etc.: but oleomar- 
garine, free from color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, 
and made in such manner as will advise the consumer of its real character, 
is permitted. It must be stamped with its name. 


J ARIZONA. 

No dairy laws. 

ARKANSAS—MUST BE LABELED. 
(Approved April 2, 1885.) 

Substitutes for butter, whether in wholesale or retail packages, shall he 
plainly labeled ** Adulterated butter,” ““Oleomargarine,” or such other names 
as shall properly describe them. In hotels, etc., dishes containing said arti 
cles must be plainly marked in same manner. 

CALIFORNIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 4, 1897.) 

Imitation butter and cheese is defined as any article not produced from 
pure milk or cream, salt, rennet, and harmless coloring matter, which is in 
semblance of butter or cheese and designed as a substitute for such. Shall 
not be colored to imitate butter or cheese, and must be in such form as will 
advise consumer of its real character. Every package must be plainly 
marked *‘Substitute for butter” or “Substitute for cheese” and accompanied 
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by a statement giving name of manufacturer, ingredients, etc., a copy of 
which must be given to each purchaser, with verbal notice, at the time of 
asie, in connection with which words like’ ‘creamery,” “dairy,” etc., are pro 


hibited. Patrons of eating places shall be notified if substitutes of butter or | 


cheese are used. Prohibited in State charitable institutions. 
COLORADO—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved April 1, 1895.) 


All articles not produced from pure milk or cream, in imitation of pure | 


cheese or yellow butter, are prohibited; but oleomargarine and filled cheese 
are permitted if free from color or other ingredient to cause them to look 
like butter or cheese. They must be made in such form and sold in such 
manner as will advise the consumer of their real character. Cheese contain- 
ing any foreign fats, oleaginous substances, rancid butter, etc., shall be 
branded “ imitation cheese.*’ 


CONNI TICUT ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Public Acts, 1895.) 


Imitation butter, defined as any article resembling butter in appearance 
and not made wholly, salt and coloring matter excepted, from cow's milk, is 
prohibited; but oleomargarine or imitation butter, free from color or other 
ingredient to cause it to look like butter, and made in such form and sold in 
such manner aa will advise consumer of its real chaaacter, is permitted. 
Words like “ butter,’ “dairy,” etc., shall not form a part of its name or ap 
pear on its package. Imitation butter shall be sold aly in labeled packages, 
or registered places which display signs, and purchasers shall be informed 
orally of the character of the article at the time of sale. Use of imitation 
butter in public eating places, bakeries, etc., must be made known by signs. 


DELAWARE-—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Passed May 8, 1895.) 


The manufacture or sale of any article not produced from unadulterated 
milk or cream, which is in imitation of pure yellow buttér or designed to 
take the place of pure cheese, is prohibited; but oleomargarine is permitted 
if in a distinct form, free from butter color,and sold in such manner as to 
show its real character; it shall be plainly marked **Oleomargarine.”’ 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—BRANDING LAW. 
(Approved March 2, 1895.) 


Substances in semblance of butter or cheese, not made exclusively of milk 
or cream, but with the addition of melted butter or any oil, shall be plainly 
branded on each package *‘Oleomargarine,”’ and a label, similarly printed, 
must accompany each retail sale. 


FLORIDA—MUST NOTIFY GUESTS. 
(Approved February 17, 1881.) 


The sale of any spurious preparation, purporting to be butter, is prohib- 
ited. Guests at hotels, etc., must be notified if oleomargarine or other spuri- 
ous butter is used. 

GEORGIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Approved December 16, 1895.) 


Imitation butter and cheese are defined as any article not produced from 
pure milk or cream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance 
of butter or cheese and designed to be used asa substitute for either. Shall 
not be colored to resemble butter or cheese. Every package must be plainly 
marked “Substitute for butter” or “Substitute for cheese,” and each saie 
shall be accompanied by verbal notice and by a printed statement that th: 
article is an imitation, the statement giving also the name of the producer 
The use of these imitations in eating places, bakeries, etc., must be made 
known by signs. 

IDAHO—BRANDING REQUIRED. 


(Approved January 27, 1885.) 


Brand required for sale of oleomargarine or butterine, imitation butter, 
or mixture imitating butter. These shall not be sold as butter. 


ILLINOIS—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved June 14, 1897.) 


Imitation butter is defined as any article not produced from pure milk or 
cream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance of butter 
and designed to be used as a substitute for it. Shall not be colored toresem- 
ble butter. All packages must be plainly branded *Oleomargarine,”’ “ But 
terine,”’ “Substitute for butter,” or “ lmitation butter.”” Each sale shall be 
— — by notice to the purchaser that the substitute is imitation 

yutter. 
INDIANA—LABEL LAW. 


Butter other than that made from pure milk, when sold or used in hotels, 
etc., must be plainly labeled *‘ Oleomargarine.”’ 


IOWA—ANTI-COLOR LAW, 
(Passed in 1893.) 


Imitation butter or cheese is defined as an article not produced from pure 
milk or cream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance of 
butter or cheese and designed to be sold as a substitute for either of them 
Shail not be colored to resemble butter or cheese. Every package shall be 
plainly marked * Substitute for butter ” or “ Substitute for cheese,"’ and each 
sale shall be accompanied by a verbal notice and a printed statement that the 
article is an imitation, the statement giving also the address of the maker. 
The use of these imitations in hotels, bakeries, etc., must be made known by 
signs. 


No law. 


KANSAS. 


KENTUCKY—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Act of 1898.) 


Oleomargarine, butterine, or kindred compounds, made in such form and 
sold in such manner as will advise the customer of its real character, and 
free from color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, is permitted. 


LOUISIANA—LABEL LAW. 
(Approved July 6, 1888.) 


Such substances as oleomargarine, butterine, bogus butter, etc., shall be 
plainly labeled to indicate their composition. They shall not be sold as butter. 


MAINE—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 27, 1895.) 


Any article in imitation of yellow butter or cheese and not made exclusively 
of milk or cream is prohibited. 
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MARYLAND—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Passed in 1888.) 
The manufacture, sale, or use in public eating places of any article in imi- 


| tation of and designed to take the place of pure butter or cheese, and not 
| made wholly from milk or cream, is prohibited. Mixtures of any animal fats 
| or animal or vegetable oils with milk, cream, or butter shall be uncolored 


and marked with names and percentages of adulterants, and thisinformation 
shall be given to purchasers. 


MASSACHUSETTS—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved June 11, 1891.) 

An article made wholly or partly out of any fat or oil, ete., not from pur 
cream, and which is in imitation of yellow butter, is prohibited: but oleo- 
margarine, free from color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, 
and made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer 
of its real character, is permitted. It shall not be sold as butter, nor shall 
words like “dairy,” “creamery,” etc., or the name of any breed of dairy 
cattle, be used in connection withit. All packages exposed for sale must be 
plainly marked ** Oleomargarine,”’ and labels similarly marked must accom- 
pany retail sales. Stores where it is sold and wagons used for delivery must 
display signs, and hotels, etc., using it must notify guests. Persons selling 
oleomargarine must be registered and conveyors licensed. 


MICHIGAN—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved April 15, 1897.) 


Any article not made wholly from milk or cream. and containing melted 
butter, fats, or oils not produced from milk, and which is in imitation of 
pure butter, is prohibite i but oleomargarine, free from color or any ingre- 
dient to cause it to look like butter, and made in such form and sold in such 
manner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is permitted; its 
sale as butter is prohibited; signs must be displayed where it is sold or used, 
and its original packages must be plainly marked **Oleomargarine *’ if the 
article contains suet or tallow, or “ Butterine” if it contains lard; retail 
sales shall be made from a package so marked, and a label similarly printed 
and bearing the name of the manufacturer shall be delivered with each sale; 
shall not be used in any public institution. (N. B.—The above law was in- 
validsted in 1897 by the supreme court because of the fact that the enacting 
clause was omitted when it passed the senate. ) 


MINNESOTA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved 1899. ) 


This law prohibits the sale of oleomargarine made in imitation of butter, 
and took the place of the pink law of 1891. 


MISSISSIPPI—LABEL LAW. 
(Approved March 9, 1882.) 


Packages of oleomargarine or similarly manufactured butters shall be 
plainly labeled with the correct name of their contents, and the product 
shall be sold by that name. A privilege tax of $5 is imposed upon persons 
selling the articles named. 


MISSOU RI—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Approved April 19, 1895.) 

Imitation butter is defined as every article not produced wholly from pure 
milk or cream, made in semblance of and designed to be used as a substitute 
for pure butter; it shall not be sold as butter; shall not be colored to resem- 
ble Putter unless it is to be sold outside the State; original packages shall be 
plainly stamped “Substitute for butter:” in hotels, etc., vessels in which it 
is served must be marked “ Oleomargarine ™ or ‘Impure butter.” 


MONTANA—TAXED 10 CENTS A POUND. 
(Penal-code of 1895.) 

Any article in semblance of butter or cheese and not made wholly from 
milk or cream must be plainly labeled “Oleomargarine”™ or ‘Imitation 
cheese,” and a printed label bearing the same word or words must be deliv- 
ered to the purchaser with retail sales. Places where these articles are sold 
or used must display signs, and information as to their character be given if 
requested. Dealers must pay a license of 10 cents a pound on each pound 
sold. 

NEVADA—BRANDING LAW. 
(Approved February 14, 1881.) 

Any article in semblance of butter, but not made exclusively of milk or 
cream, or containing melted butter, shall be in packages plainly marked 
“ Oleomargarine.” 

NEBRASKA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 16, 1895.) 

Imitation butter and cheese “are defined as any article made in semblance 
of and designed to be used as a substitute for pure butter or cheese and not 
produced wholly from pure milk or cream, salt, rennet, and harmless color- 
ing matter. These articles, including any having melted butter added to 
them, shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese; shull be pataly 
marked “ Imitation butter,” or “ Imitation cheese; verbal and printed infor- 
mation of the character of the articles, and address of the maker. shall be 
given at time of sale; signs shall be displayed in public eating paces where 
used, 

NEW HAMPSHIRE—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 29, 1895.) 

Any article not made wholly from unadulterated milk or cream, which is 
in imitation of pure yellow butter or cheese, is prohibited, unless in packages 
plainly marked “ Adulterated butter,’ “Oleomargarine,” or ‘Imitation 
cheese."’ A label printed with the words on the original package shall be de- 
livered with each retail sale. Oleomargarine, free from color or ingredient 
to cause it to look like butter, and made in such form and sold in such man- 
ner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is permitted. Notice of 
the use of substitutes for butter in hotels, etc. , shall be given to patrons, 

NEW JERSEY—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 22, 1886.) 

Any article made wholly or partly out of any fat, oil, etc., not from pure 
milk or cream, artificially colored in imitation of pure yellow butter, is pro- 
hibited; but oleomargarine and imitation cheese are permitted, if free from 
artificial color and in original package encircled by a wide black band bear- 
ing the name of the maker and having the name of the contents plainly 
branded on them with a hot iron. Retail sales shall be accompanied by a 
printed card on which the name of the substance and the address of the 


maker are plainly printed, and the customer shall be orally informed of the 
character of the article at the time of sale. 


NEW MEXICO. 
No law. 
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NEW YORK—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved April 10, 1893. ) 

The terms oleomargarine, butterine, imitation butter, or imitation cheese 
means any article in the semblance of butter or cheese not the usual product 
of the dairy and not made exclusively from unadulterated milk, or having 
any oil, lard, melted butter, etc., as a component part. Imitation butter: 
The manufacture of oleomargarine or any article in imitation of butter wholly 
or partly from fats or oils not produced from milk, or the sale or the use in 
hotels, etc., of such articles, is prohibited. No article intended as an imita- 
tion of butter and containing oils, fats, etc., not from milk, or melted butter 
in any condition, shall be colored yellow. 

NORTH CAROLINA—LABOR LAW. 
(Ratified February 28, 1895.) 

Oleomargarine and butterine are defined as articles manufactured in imi- 
tation of butter, and which are composed of no ingredient or ingredients in 
combination with butter. Original packages shall be labeled with chemical 
ingredients and their proportions. 

NORTH DAKOTA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Laws of 1899.) 

Law prohibits manufacture and sale of oleomargarine colored in semblance 
of butter. 

OHIO—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved May 16, 1894.) 

Oleomargarine is defined as any substance not pure butter of not less than 
80 per cent butter fat and made for use as butter. It is permitted if free 
from quering matter or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, and 
made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer of 
its real character. 

OKLAHOMA. 

No laws. 

OREGON-—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Filed February 21, 1899.) 

Forbids the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine colored in semblance 
of butter. 

PENNSYLVANIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Passed in 1899.) 


+ Prohibits manufacture and sale of cleomargarine made in semblance of 
utter. 
RHODE ISLAND—BRANDING LAW. 
(Laws of 1882.) 
Any article not made wholly from milk or cream, but containing any 


melted butter or animal oil or fat not the product of milk, shall be R ainly | 


marked * Oleomargarine,”’ and a label similarly printed shall be delivered 
with all retail sales. 
SOUTH CAROLINA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 9, 1895.) 


Imitation butter and cheese are defined as every article not produced from 
pure milk or cream, with or without salt, rennet,and harmless coloring mat- 


ter, which is in semblance of, and designed to be used, as a substitute for but- 


ter or cheese; they shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese; origi- 
nal packages shall be marked “Substitute for butter,” or “Substitute for 
cheese;"’ shall not be sold as genuine butter or cheese, nor used in hotels, 
etc., unless signs are displayed. 


SOUTH DAKOTA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Laws of 1897.) 


Any article not made wholly from pure milk or cream, and in imitation of | 
ure butter, is prohibited; but oleomargarine, colored pink and made in such | 
orm and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer of its realcharac- | . ’ . ; 
| rine, given by a Chicago manufacturer, being actual sales made 


ter, is permitted; notice of its use in public eating places must be given. 
TENNESSEE—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Act of 1895.) 
Any article which is in imitation of yellow butter and not made exclu- 


sively from pure milk or cream is prohibited; but oleomargarine, free from | 


color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, and made in such 


ter, and other imitations if uncolored and labeled with their correct names, 
are permitted; wholesale packages shall be plainly labeled, and a label shall 
accompany retail sales. 
TEXAS. 
No law. 
UTAH—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Approved March 8, 1894.) 


Any article in semblance of butter or cheese, and not made wholly from 
milk or cream, shall be plainly marked ‘‘Oleomargarine butter,” or ** Imita- 
tion cheese,”’ and retail sales shall be made from packages so marked. Such 
articles shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese. 


VERMONT—PINK LAW. 
(Laws of 1884.) 


The manufacture of any article in imitation of butter or cheese which con- 
tains any animal fat, or animal or vegetable oils or acids not produced from 
pure milk or cream, is prohibited. 

Imitation butter.—Imitation butter for use in public eating places, or for 
sale, shall be colored pink. 

VIRGINIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved January 29, 1898.) 

The manufacture or sale of any article made wholly or partly from any 
fat or oil not produced from unadulterated milk or cream, which is in imita- 
tion of pure yellow butter, is prohibited; but oleomargarine, butterine. or 
kindred compound, made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise 
the consumer of its real character, and free from color or other ingredient 
to cause it to look like butter, are permitted. Signs, with the words “* Imi- 
tation butter used here,” shall be displayed in eating places, bakeries, etc., 
where the articles above named are used. 


WASHINGTON—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 11, 1895.) 


No article which is in imitation of pure yellow butter and is not made 
wholly from pure milk or cream, with or without harmless coloring matter, 
shall be manufactured, sold, or used in any public eating house or eleemosy- 
nary or penal institution, etc.; but oleomargarine, free from color or other 
ingredient to make it look like butter, and madein such form and sold in 
such manner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is permitted. 








WEST VIRGINIA—PINK LAW. 
(Approved February 16, 1891.] 

Anysubstance in semblance of butter or cheese, and not made wholly 
from pure milk or cream, and packages containing such substarces, shall be 
plainly marked; printed statements explaining the character of the sub- 
stance must be given to consumers. : 

Oleomargarine.—Oleomargarine and artificial and adulterated butter shall 
be colored pink. 

WISCONSIN—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Laws of 1895.) 


Any article made partly or wholly out of any fat or oil, etc., not from pure 
milk or cream, and in imitation of yellow butter, is prohibited; but oleomar 
garine, free from color or other ingredient to make it look like butter, and 
made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer of its 
real character, is permitted. It shall not be sold as butter. All packages 
exposed for sale must be plainly marked “Oleomargarine.” Signs must be 
displayed in selling places and on wagons. Hotels, etc., using it must notify 
guests. Use not permitted in charitable or penal institutions, 

WYOMING. 

No dairy laws. 


The following official table, prepared by the Department of 
Agriculture, indicates the remarkable increase in the production 
of oleomargarine, and also makes plain the fact that only about 
8 per cent of the quantity annually manufactured is exported, 
and Professor Pierson, assistant chief of the Dairy Division, per- 
tinently remarks, ‘‘ These figures furnish strong evidence that it 
is sold not only for use as butter, but as butter itself: ” 

Production and distribution of oleomargarine and total revenue receipts there- 
from, 1887 to 1899. 


| Quantity Withdrawn Withdrawn) Received 
produced. | tax paid.a for export.d) all sources. 


Fiscal year ended June 30 








Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Dollars. 
On hand Nov. 1, 1886........| 181,000 |... Te ere oe 
1887 (from Nov. 1, 1886) -...-. 21,513,537 | 20,743,569 | 724,532 | 723, O4 
ook oe wma en aadnie 34,325,527 | 31,589,165 | 1,686,198 | 864,139.88 
DtLGbiaisanncere cncubeus 85, 664,026 | 38,863,642 | 1,748,895 | 894.2 
ao a ceineienl 2324.02 | 30,797,935 | 11618, 397 | 
RR a 44, 302, 409 2} 1)229'116 | 1, 
Nn orca codiute 48, 364, 155 ee 11,2 
BOUD catacncccereececnenevovenef Gye ENe | a a | 16 
ee 69; 622,246 | 66,096,058 | 3 lit 
ee ok 56, 958, 105 | 53,636,242 | 3,337,186 | 1, 
ee 50,853,234 | 47,741,793 | 3,108,208 | 1:2 
oe nes 45,531,203 | 42,508,469 | 3,148,407 | 1.6 
IE oi sa ditnadtliaiinecinicmiaieieds 57,516,136 | 55, 079,887 } 2, 259, 705 | 1,315, 708. 54 
ee 83,139,901 | 79,701,108 | 3,095,738 | 1,956, 618.56 











i Oe 647, 609,989 | 616,352,756 | 29,442,337 /15, 942, 101.43 
a Two cents per pound. 6 Without tax. 

In my own State of Connecticut we have a very efficient dairy 
commission, and the laws are effectively enforced, with the result 
that while the sale of colored oleo is prohibited, considerable quan- 
tities of uncolored are sold and used. This is undoubtedly the 
case in other States where similar laws are enforced. 

I have in my hands several bills of sale of uncolored oleomarga- 


to customers. This manufacturer also claims to have agencies in 
Philadelphia, Boston, Washington, Richmond, and other large 
cities, all indicating that unless there is a considerable and regu- 
lar demand for the uncolored article these agencies would not be 


form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer of its true charac- | established and maintained 


Iread from a bill rendered, without giving the purchaser's name: 
CHICAGO, January 25, 1990 
William J. Moxley, manufacturer of fine butterine. 

Two 56-pound packages uncolored oleomargarine prints, 112 pounds, at 13 
cents a pound, $14.56. 

It will be observed that the price paid, 18 cents per pound, is 
much lower than the usual market price of the colored article, 
enabling the retailer to sell with a fair profit at from 16 to 18 
cents a pound. 

With such facts in evidence, who shall say that by the preven- 
tion of the fraudulent sale of colored oleo at prices nearly approx- 
imating the cost of butter, together with a reduction in the cost 
of the uncolored article of nearly 2 cents per pound, enabling its 
sale at a price not exceeding 15 cents per pound, the laboring man 
or another who chooses or is forced to use oleomargarine in place 
of butter will not be benefited? 

Certainly, none can deny that the great consuming public should 
be protected from the grasp of unscrupulous manufacturers and 
trusts, and if a combination of beef and hog fats, cotton-seed oil, 
and other waste or refuse products is to be made, colored and 
sold as a substitute for farmer’s butter, then the manufacture 
and sale should be conducted openly and honestly rather than 
secretly and fraudulently. 

The present Congress has been in session more than six months. 
Many important legislative measures have been enacted into laws, 
benefiting the financial, commercial, and manufacturing interests 
of the country, while very little has been done for agriculture. 
Why not now do something for the farmers? The passage of the 
Grout bill is asked for, and will be approved, not only by the farm- 
ing and dairy interests, but by all lovers of fair play, fair trade, 
and honest dealing. [Loud applause. } 
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
more time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Forty minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
the go except this hour, to the gentleman from Vermont 
{Mr. Grout]. 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair understand this matter. The 
gentleman can reserve the remainder of his hour, but he can not 
cut off gentlemen on the other side from occupying their first hour. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I transfer the control of the bill 
to the gentleman from Vermont, reserving the balance of my time, 

The SPEAKER. Nothing can be done now, except that the 
gentleman can reserve the remainder of bis time; and the Chair 
must recognize some one opposed to the bill. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. All right. 

The SPEAKER, 
York [Mr. WapswortH}. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to 





How much 


The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New | 
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discuss at length or in detail this proposed legislation, but simply | 


to state to the House in a general way the position of the minority 
in regard to it, and I shall leave to my colleagues of the minority 
of the Agricultural Committee the task of explaining in detail the 
substitute bill which we shall offer in lieu of the Grout bill, and 
the legal and constitutional questions involved. 

On one point, however, first of all, the minority wish to be 
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Mr. McCLEARY rose, 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I decline to be interrupted. The gen- 
tleman understands, of course, that I do not mean to be discour- 


I yield the control of the time of | teous. 


Mr. Knight continues: 


We have a remedy almost in grasp which will eliminate the manufacture 
of this article from the food-product list. The Grout bill, now pending inthe 
Agricultural Committee of the House of Representatives in Congress, meets 
the demand. 

Mr. W. D. Hoard, ex-governor of Wisconsin and president of 
the National Dairymen’s Union, stated in his testimony before the 
committee, March 7, 1900, as follows: 

To give added force to the first section of the bill, it is provided in the sec- 
ond section that a tax of 10 cents a pound shall be imposed on all oleomarga- 
rine in the color or semblance of butter. In plain words, this is repressive 
taxation. 

Let me say that the first section of the bill to which this gentle- 
man refers always met the approval of the Committee on Agri- 
culture and was reported by them favorably and passed two years 
ago. 

Mr. Hoard and Mr. Knight are officers of the National Dairy- 
men’s Union, the organization that framed the second section of 
the Grout bill and sent it to the gentleman from Vermont to in- 
troduce. They certainly ought to know what object they set out 


| to accomplish through the means of this second section, and they 


thoroughly understcod—i. e., they are just as sincere and just as | 


earnest in their wish and their determination to prevent the frand 
now practiced, not by the manufacturers, mark you, but by the 
retail butter deaiers, in the sale of oleomargarine as se!f-respect- 
ing men can be, aud they believe the substitute bill which will be 
offered by them at the proper time will reduce the possibility of 
this frand to a minimum. 

In examining this proposed legislation the first question which 
natura'ly arose was, Is oleomargarine a wholesome food product? 
On this point [I wish to read the testimony of many well-known 
chemists and scientific men. and I ask the close attention of the 
House to the character of this testimony, because I have found 
many members in absolute ignorance on this point, and many with 
the idea that it was a vile, filthy, and unwholesome stuff. 

Fro!. 8. C. Caldwell, of Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., says: 


W hile not equal to fine butterin respect to flavor, it nevertheless contains 
all ti.e essential ingredients of butter, and since it contains a smaller propor- 
tion of volatile fats than is found in genuine butter, it is, in my opinion, less 


liable to bocome rancid. 
but so far as it may serve to drive poor butter out of the market, its manu- 
facture will be a public benefit. 

I have also the testimony of Prof. C. F. Chandler, professor of 
chemistry at Columbia College, New York; Prof. George F. Bar- 
ker, of the University of Pennsylvania; Prof. Henry Morton, of 
the Stevens Institute ot Technology, New Jersey; Prof. 8S. W. 
Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricultural Experiment 
Station and professor of agricultural chemistry in Yale College, 
New Haven; Prof. C. A. Goessmann, of Amherst Agricultural 
College; Prof. Charles P. Williams, professor in the Missouri 
State University; Prof. J.W.S. Arnold, professor of physiology 
in the University of New York; Prof. W. O. Atwater, director of 
the United States Government Agricultural Experiment Station 
at Washington; Prof. Henry E. Alvord, formerly of the Massa- 
chusetts Agricultural College and president of the Maryland Coi- 
lege of Agriculture, and now chief of the dairy division of the 
United States Department of Agriculture, and Prof. Paul 
Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chemistry, Missouri 
State University. 

This evidence was enough to convince the minority that oleo- 
margarine was a nutritious and wholesome article of food, and 
therefore entitled to a place among the food products of the 
country. 

Now, what does the Grout bill propose to do with this nutritious 
and wholesome food product? I will read you, and again I ask 


the most careful attention of the House to what the most strenuous 


advocates of the Grout bill told our committee. 

Let me refer first to the testimony of Mr. Adams, pure-food 
commissioner of the State of Wisconsin. In his testimony before 
the committee on March 7, 1900, he says: 

There is no use beating about the bush in this matter. 
this law and drive the oleomargarine manufacturers out of the business. 

That is what he says, and he ought to know. 

Then here is the testimony of Charles Y. Knight, secretary of 
the National Dairymen’s Union. Inaletter tothe Virginia Dairy- 
man, dated March 18, 1900, he says: 

Now is the time for you to clip the fangs of the mighty octopus of the oleo 
margarine manufacturers who are ruining the dairy interests of this country 


by manufacturing and selling, in defiance of law, a spurious article in imita- 
tion of pure butter. 


Observe, this gentleman undertakes to say what the oleomarga- | 


rine manufacturers are doing. I deny his statement. They are 
not doing what he charges. It is the retail dealers in butter who 
are doing it. 


It can not enter into competition with fine butter, | 


| Mr. TAWNEY. 





had the courage to boldly avow it before the committee. 

Just here, the minority of the Agricultural Committee parted 
company with the National Dairymen’s Union, for we do not be- 
lieve that the Congress ought to ruin one American industry to 
benefit another, and that is just the object sought by these men 
by their own confession. 

I want to touch very briefly on the color question. It is 
claimed by the extreme butter men that yellow is the natural 
butter color, and that practically no other food product has the 
right to use it. If that claim is true, what shade of yellow is it 
entitled to? Here are samples of butter purchased by me this 
morning, and no two of them are alike in color. Mr. Speaker, 
as a matter of fact every sample before you is artificially colored. 

Mr. McCLEARY. How does the gentleman know that those 
samples are butter? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Center Market, this city. 

Mr. STEELE. What is the objection, whether they are butter 
or oleomargarine, if they are not unwholesome? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam not entering into that question now. 
Iam simply showing that butter is colored all sorts of shades. 

Mr. DAHLE. How does the gentleman know that those are col- 
ored specimens of butter? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam a butter maker myself, 

Mr. DAHLE. Iam, also. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Asa matter of fact,every sample which 
I here exhibit is artificially colored. 

Mr. Speaker, it is only in the months of May and June—and I 
speak as a practical butter maker myself when I make the asser- 
tion—that creamery butter, and that, of course, is the butter of 
commerce, has a decided yellow color or tint, and that color dis- 
appears entirely, or almost so, when the fall and winter sets in. 
The truth of the matter is that we a!l color our butter for the pur- 
pose of making it uniform in appearance and to meet the demands 
of the trade throughout the country, just as the wagon maker has 
to paint his wagons to meet the demands of his trade and to make 
his goods pleasing to the eye of his customers. 

| Let me read to you an advertisement in the Chicago Dairy Pro- 
duce Journal, which appears right on the front page and where 
no honest butter maker, or anybody else who looked at the Jour- 
nal, can possibly miss seeing it. It says: 

The conventions are over. Between hay and grass you will want a butter 
color that can be depended upon togive your butter the true June shade. 
That color is Wells Richardson Co. Improved, the kind that has ao mud. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 

Do you color the butter that is placed upon 
the market for the purpose of representing anything else but 


I bought them of a reputable dealer in 


| ay? 
We want to pass | butter’ 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I deny, Mr. Speaker, that butter has the 
copyright, patent right, or any other right to any particular color, 
whether yellow or otherwise. 

Mr. GAINES. Was the butter the gentleman exhibited here 
genuine? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam not able to answer the gentleman. 
I bought it, 1 will state, from a reputable dealer in the Center 
Market in this city, as I have stated. If it is not genuine, then I 

| was misled. If the gentleman has any doubt aboutit, he can take 
the samples I have submitted to the Agricultural Department 
and have them tested for himself. 

| Mr. GAINES. For what purpose did you present these sam- 
| ples here? 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. For the purpose of showing to the House 
that the vouor of butter is a varying quantity. 

Mr. GAINES, It is understood to be genuine butter? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I bought it for that purpose and to ex- 
hibit it on the floor of the House, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I need not say anything more in re- 
gard to the color question of butter, except that if coloring oleo- 
margarine a shade of yellow helps to perpetrate a fraud, then the 
coloring of butter is actually a fraud, because it makes the con- 
sumer believe, and necessarily, that fall or winter or white butter 
of any season of the year is June butter, which is generally con- 
sidered the best. Therefore, there is nothing whatever in the 
color question. 

Mr. — before sitting down, I desire to call the attention 
of the House to a matter which I think will interest personally 
every member, and I do not know but that it affects the dignity 
and good standing of this body before the country. During the 
last two weeks of the campaign just closed there was scattered 
broadcast through my district and through many other districts 
by the National Dairymen’s Union, through one Knight, its sec- 
retary, and therefore its agent, thiscircular. [Showing the House 
copy of a circular representing oleomargarine manufacturer in 
prison garb tendering money to member. | 

It is a cowardly attack—by innuendo—upon the integrity of 
many members of this body who dare to differ from them. I can 
hardly believe that the National Dairymen’s Union approve of 
methods employed by their secretary in this matter. But if they 
do not, they should disavow these methods and dismiss from their 
service an agent who is guilty of such practices; otherwise, they 
themselves are knowingly guilty of the miserable, cowardly attack 
upon the integrity of many members of this House, and neither 
they nor their opinions nor their wishes are deserving of any con- 
sideration at our hands. 

I will print as a part of my remarks the minority report of the 
committee. 

The report is as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The minority of the Committee on Agriculture of the House of Representa- 
tives beg leave to submit the accompanying bill, which w° offer asa su bsti- 
tute for H. R. 3717, known as the Grout bill. 

We first wisb to bring to the attention of the House prvuof positive that 
oleomargarine is a wholesome and nutritious article of food, andis therefore 
entitled to a legitimate placein the commerce of our country. Insubstantia- 
tion of this statement we beg to submit the following testimony taken before 
the committee: 


“OPINIONS OF LEADING SCIENTISTS. 


“Prof. C. F. Chandler, professor of chemistry at Columbia College, New 
York, says: ‘I have studied the question of its use as food, in comparison 
with the ordinary butter made from cream, and have satisfied myself that 
it is quite as valuable as the butter from the cow. The product is palatable 
and wholesome, and I regard it as a most valuable article of food.’ 

“ Prof. George F. Barker, of the University of Pennsylvania, says: ‘But- 
terine is, in my opinion, qe as valuable as a nutritive agent as butter 
itself. It is perfectly wholesome, and is desirable as an article of food. I 
can see no reason why butterine should not be an entirely satisfactory 
equivalent for ordinary butter, whether considered from the physiological 
or commercial standpoint.’ 

‘** Prof. Henry Morton, of the Stevens Institute of Technology, New Jersey, 
says: ‘Iam able to say with confidence that it contains nothing whatever 
which is injurious as an article of diet, but, on the contrary, is essentially 
identical with the best fresh butter, and is superior to much of the butter 
made from cream alone which is found in the market. The conditions of its 
manufacture involve a degree of cleanliness and consequent purity in the 
product such as are by no means necessarily or generally attained in the 
oT making of butter from cream.’ 

“Prof. S. W. Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricultural Experi- 
ment Station, and professor of agricultural chemistry in Yale College, New 
Haven, says: ‘It is a product that is entirely attractive and wholesome as 
food, and one that is for all ordinary and culinary purposes the full equiva- 
lent of good butter made from cream. Iregard the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine as a legitimate and: beneficent industry.’ 

“Prof. 8. C. Caldwell, of Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., says: ‘ While 
not equal to fine butter in respect to flavor, it nevertheless contains all the 
essential ingredients of butter, and since it contains a smaller proportion of 
volatile fats than is found in genuine butter it is,in my opinion, less liable to 
become rancid. It can not enter into competition with fine butter; but so 
far as it. mar serve todrive poor butter out of the market its manufacture 
will be a public benefit.’ 

“Prof. C. A. Goessmann, of Amherst Agricultural College, says: ‘Oleo- 
margarine butter compares in general appearance and in taste very favor- 
ably with the average quality of the better kinds of dairy butter in our mar- 
kets. In its composition it resembles that of ordinary dairy butter, and in 
its keeping quality, under corresponding circumstances, I believe it will 
surpass the former, for it contains a smaller percentage of those constituents 
=, in the main, cause the well-known rancid taste and odor of a stored 

utter. 

“Prof. Charles P. Williams, professor in the Missouri State University, 
says: ‘It is a pure and wholesome article of food, and in this respect, as well 
as in respect to its chemical composition, fully the equivalent of the best 
quality of dairy butter.’ 

“Prof. J. W. 8. Arnold, professor of physiology in the University of New 
York, says: ‘I consider that each and every article employed in the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine butter is perfectly pure and wholesome; that oleo- 
margarine butter differs in no essential manner from butter made from 
cream. In fact, oleomargarine butter possesses the advantage over natural 
butter of not decomposing so readily, as it contains fewer volatile fats. In 
my opinion, oleomargarine is to be considered a great discovery. a blessing 
for the poor, and in every way a perfectly pure, wholesome, and palatable 
article of food.’ 

“Prof. W. O. Atwater, director of the United States Government Agri- 
cultural Experiment Station at Washington, says: ‘It contains essentially 
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the same ingredients as natural butter from cow's milk. It is perfectly 
wholesome and healthy and has a high nutritious value.’ 

“Prof. Henry E. Alvord, formerly of the Massachusetts Agricultural Col- 
lege, and president of the Maryland College of Agriculture, and now chief of 
the Dairy Division of the United States Department of Agriculture, and ons 
of the best butter makers in the country, says: ‘The great bulk of butterine 
and its kindred products is as wholesome, cleaner. and in many respects bet- 
ter than the low grades of butter of which so much reaches the market.’ 

“Prof. Paul Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D.. professor of chemistry, Missouri 
State University, says: ‘As a result of my examination, made both with the 
microscope and the delicate chemical tests oe to such cases, I pro- 
nounce butterine to be wholly and unequivocally free from any deleterious 
or in the least objectionable substances. Carefully made physiological exper- 
iments reveal no difference whatever in the palatability and digestibility 
between butterine and butter.’” 

Professor Wiley, Chief of the Division of Chemistry of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, alsoappesred before the committee and testified 
to the nutritive and wholesome qualities of oleomargarine. 

The Committee on Manufactures of the United States Senate, in a report 
dated February 28, 1900, finds, from the evidence before it, “that the prod- 
uct known commercially as oleomargarine is healthful and nutritious.” 

Judge Hughes, of the Federal court of Virginia, in a decision, says: 

“It is a fact of common knowledge that oleomargarine has been subjected 
to the severest scientific scrutiny, and has been adopted by every leading 
government in Europe as well as America for use by their armies and navies. 
Though not originally invented by us, it is a gift of American enterprise and 
progressive invention tothe world. It has become one of the conspicuous 
articles of interstate commerce and furnishes a large income to the General 
Government annually.” 

Believing that this testimony establishes beyond controversy that oleo- 
margarine is a nutritious and wholesome article of food, the main question 
to be considered is the complaint that fraud is practiced in its sale. 

The only just complaint (indeed, the only complainf) against the eqisting 
oleomargarine law consists in the facility with which the retail dealer, in 
selling from the original or wholesale package and substituting a new and 
unmarked wrapper, may violate the law. There is nothing in H. R. 38717 
(known as the Grout bill) which would decrease the temptation or increase 
the difficulty of such violations. On the contrary, the increased taxation 
would either be fraudulently evaded, or else would force the honest manu- 
facturer out of business. H. R. 3717 merely increases taxation without pro- 
viding any new or additional penalties or any new methods to prevent the 
sale of oleomargarine as butter, either in its colored or uncolored state. In 
fact, the radical advocates of the Grout bill do not seek this end, as they have 
declared in their testimony before the committee and in declarations else- 
where that their sole intention is to absolutely crush out the manufacture 
of oleomargarine and eliminate it as a food product. 

In substantiation of this assertion we quote the following: 

Mr. Adams, pure food commissioner of the State of Wisconsin, in his testi- 
mony before the committee on March 7, 1900, said: 

‘There is no use beating about the bush in this matter. We want to pass 
this law and drive the oleomargarine manufacturers out of the business.” 

Charles Y. Knight, secretary of the National Dairy Union, in a letter to 
the Virginia Dairymen, dated May 18, 1900, writes: 

“* Now is the time for you toclip the fangs of the mighty octopus of the 
oleomargarine manufacturers, who are ruining the dairy interests of this 
country by manufacturing and selling in defiance of law a spurious article 
in imitation of pure butter. We have a remedy almost in grasp which will 
eliminate the mauufacture of this article from the food-product list. The 
Grout bill, now pending in the Agricultural Committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, meets the demand.” 

W. D. Hoard, ex-governor of Wisconsin and president of the National 
Dairy Union, stated in his testimony before the committee on March 7, 1909, 
as follows: . 

“To give added force to the first section of the bill, it is provided in the 
second section that a tax of 10 cents a pound shall be imposed on all oleo- 
margarine in the color or semblance of butter. In plain words, thisis repres 
sive taxation.” 

In view of this testimony the minority believe they are justified in claim- 
ing that the Grout bill, if enacted into law, would destroy the business of the 
legitimate oleomargarine manufacturers. In other words, Congress is being 
asked to ruin one industry to benefit another; and this, in the opinion of the 
minority, is a thing Congress ought not todo. The minority aes it to be 
class legislation of the most pronounced kind and would establish 2 prece- 
dent which, if followed, would create monopolies, destroy competition, and 
militate against the public good. 

The substitute bill offered by the minority would, in our opinion, eliminate 
all possibility of fraud, and would compel the manufacturers of and dealers 
in oleomargarine to sell it for what it really is and not for butter. The sub- 
stitute offered is practically an amendment to sections 3 and # of the existing 
oleomargarine law. The licenses for manufacture and sale of this article are 
not changed, and are as follows: Manufacturers, $600 per annum: wholesale 
dealers, $480 per annum; retailers, $48 perannum, while the penalties imposed 
for violations of the law are saetertally increased. We quote in full section 
2 of the substitute bill, and ask for it the careful and thoughtful consideration 
of the House, believing that it is just and fair to all the interests involved: 

“Sec. 2. That all oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for 
sale in packages of 1 and 2 pounds, respectively, and in no other or larger or 
smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the factory, there shall be 
impressed by the manufacturer the word ‘oleomargarine’ in sunken letters, 
the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made by the Commis 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; 
that every such print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine shall first be 
wrapped with paper wrapper with the word ‘oleomargarine’ printed thereon 
in distinct letters, and said wrapper shall also bear the name of the manufa 
turer, and then shall be put, by the manufacturer thereof in such wooden or 
paper packages or in such wrappers, with the word ‘ oleomargarine’ printed 
thereon in distinct letters, and marked, stamped, and branded in such manner 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and the internal-revenue stamp shall be af 
fixed so as to surround the outer wrapper of each land 2 pound package: 
Provided, That any number of such original stamped packages may be put 
up by the manufacturer in crates or boxes, on the outside of which shall 
be marked the word ‘oleomargarine,’ with such other marks and brands as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by regulations approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe. 

“ Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall sell only the original package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed. 

**Every person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers 
to deliver, any oleomargarine otherwise than as provided by this act or con- 
trary to the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in 
pursuance hereof, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any 
manner contrary to law, or who shall sell or offer for sale as butter any oleo- 
margarine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brands any package, or 
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affixes a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of tax than that 
required by law. shall be fined for the first offense not lees than one hundred 
nor more than five hundred dollars and be imprisoned not less than thirty 
days nor more than six months; and for the second and every subsequent 
offense shall be fined not less than two hundred nor more than one thousand 
dollars and be imprisoned not less than sixty days nor more than two years 

One of tne claims made by the friends of the Grout bill is that it will pro 
tect the interests of the farmer. We cal! attention to the fact that every 
ingredient that enters into the manufacture of oleomargarine is as mucha 
product of the farm as is butter, and that such ingredients are made more 
valuable on account of their use in the manufacture of oleomargarine 

Your committee has had before it representatives of both the cattle and 
hog raisers of the country and also representatives of the cotton industry, 
and they are unanimous in their opinion that their business will be mate 
riaily injured and the price of their product lowered by the passage of the 
Grout bill and the destruction of the oleomargarine industry. 

The manufacture and sale of ocleomargarine does not interfere with the 
growth and prosperity of the butterindustry. Statistics show amuch greater 
percentage in the increase of the production of butter than in the production 
of oleomargarine. Though similar in ingredients, they are not strictly com 
peting, as the oleomargarine is practically all bought by the poorer class of 
our people 

In justification of this statement we have received a large number of peti 
tions from the labor organizations of our country protesting against the pas 
sage of this bill for the above-given reasons. 

it being possible to keep oleomargarine in a sweet and sound condition 
much longer than butter, it is also used extensively in the mining and lum- 
ber camps. on exploring and hunting expeditions, on ships at sea, and by 
armies in the field. 

The claim made by the friends of the Grout bill that the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine has greatly depreciated the price of butter will not ob 
tain when it is known that there is now manufactured in the United States 
nearly 2,000,000,000 pounds of butter annually, and it is positively known that 
there only were 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine manufactured last year, 
which shows that the amount of oleomargarine produced is about 4 per cent 
of the amount of butter produced. Therefore, the argument that oleomar 
garine in any material sense controls the price of butter is not justified by 
the facts 

The manufacture and sale of oleomargarine have in no way depreciated 
the price of butter, as more butter is being sold at higher price in this coun 
try than ever before, as shown by testimony. 

It is a suggestive fact that those sections of our country which are most 
exclusively devoted to the dairy interests are blessed with the greatest pros 
pereey. as brought out in the testimony of ex-Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, 

vefore our committee, who said that a few years ago land was worth only 
$15 an acre in that State, bnt as the State began to be devoted more exclu- 
sively to the dairy interests land had rapidly appreciated in price, and that 
farmers had gotten out of debt, had paid their mortgages, and the land is 
now worth the sum of $80 per acre, this price averaging much higher than 
agricultural lands in other parts of the country. 

In conclusion, the members of the Committee on Agriculture who have 
joined in this minority report beg to assure the House and the country in 
the most solemn manner possible that it has been their earnest intention, 


and is now their determination, to do everything possible to be done to | 


enforce the sale of oleomargarine as oleomargarine and to prevent its sale as 
butter. To prevent fraud, and not to stamp out an industry, has been and 
is our purpose. We believe that it ought to be the sole purpose of all legisia 
tion and the sole motive of all just men. 

J.W.WADSWORTH. 

WM. LORIMER. 

W.J. BAILEY. 

G. H. WHITE. 

JOHN 8S. WILLIAMS. 

J. WM. STOKES. 

H. D. ALLEN. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 5053. Anact to amend an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, approved 
March 6, 1900; and 

S. 5024. An act granting permission to Capt. B. H. McCalla, 
United States Navy, and Commander William C. Wise, United 
States Navy, to accept decorations tendered to them by the Em- 
peror of Germany. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 4400. An act for the relief of Frank E. Kellogg, collector 
of the Sixth internal-revenue district of Missouri. 


OLEOMARGARINE, 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I desire to resign 
the charge of this bill on the floor of the House to the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. DolIunderstand that the gentleman yields 
the remainder of his time? 

The SPEAKER. No; only the control of the bill, as he has 
suggested. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, No arrangement has been made as to the 
time for debate? 

The SPEAKER. None. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Then I suppose the gentleman from Con- 
necticut has only an hour? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont, by this ar- 
rangement, will be placed in charge of the bill instead of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, and may make such motion with refer- 
ence to its consideration in the House as he desires. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be closed at half past 4 o'clock to-day and that the 
time shall be equally divided between both sides, the control of 
the proposition being in the hands of the gentleman from Ver- 
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mont {[Mr. Grout] and the minority report in the hands of the 
gentleman from New York {Mr. Wapsworts#}, and also that the 
time between half past 4 and 5 o'clock be devoted to the considera- 
tion of - bill under the five-minute rule, the vote to be taken at 
0 O CLOCK, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. 
That is not sufficient time for the discussion of a bill which is as 
important as this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to thank the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HENRY] who reported this bill for yielding to 
me its custody. It isan old acquaintance, and I am glad to seeit, 
after much tribulation, so well on its way through the House. 

I wish also to thank the gentleman and all others of the major- 
ity of the Committee on Agriculture for the resolute fight made 
by them in committee in behalf of the bill, and for bringing it 
into the House against great odds with a favorable report. It is 
a bill, sir, in which the whole body of the American people is in- 
terested. It looks to the suppression of fraud upon a food prod- 
uct that is consumed by every man, woman, and child of our 
76,000,000 people. It seeks to stop the fraudulent sale of oleo- 
margarine for butter. Over 104,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine 
were manufactured and sold last year, and probably not 1 pound 
in a thousand of this strange compound but what was consumed 
by a confiding public, supposing it to be butter. This was an 
average of about 1} pounds of this stuff per capita of our entire 
population, and I expect we all ate our allowance. 

The amount of butter sold in the markets of the country is 
estimated to be about 800,000,000 pounds annually. Thus do we 
see that about one-ninth of what is sold to the American people 
as butter is really oleomargerine. One supposes he is eating but- 
ter; but the chances are one in nine that he is eating oleomarga- 
rine, and this is the case whether one sits at table in a hotel, 
restaurant, boarding house, or perchance in the house of a friend, 
unless that friend resides on a farm where honest butter is made, 

Mr. HILL. How about the rest of the things on the table? 

Mr. GROUT. Very likely, not all pure, but they are not up for 
consideration in this bill. We will discuss other food adultera- 
tions when they are before us. This bill is leveled at the biggest 
fraud of them all, one of colossal proportions, and if we can 
handle this the smaller food adulterations wiil be all the more 
easily dealt with. One point at a time, if you please. 

Every ninth pound of what passes for butter through the chan- 
nels of trade in the United States isoleomargarine. Think of it, 
and tell me if the people of this country are not entitled to relief 
from this dirty fraud? Tell mealsoif the makers of butter, which 
costs at least 17 or 18 cents per pound, are not entitled to relief 
from the destructive competition of this villainous stuff, which 
costs not over 6 or 7 cents per pound, but is sold for the price of 
buiter? 

This could not be done were it not for the fa’se color that is 
givenit. Inits natural state itis colorless. The trouble all comes 
from giving it a color not its own, the color of butter—always 
yellow. The oleomargarine men complain because butter is some- 
times colored, but the coloring of butter only intensifies a little 
its natural color—the color that belongs to it, the color by which 
the world knows it, the color that this false product seeks in order 
that it may palm itself off for butter. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Do I understand the gentleman to 
assert to the House that the manufacturers of butter do not 
color it? 

Mr. GROUT. No; we know that it is sometimes colored. We 
know that, to meet a varying taste, coloring matter is introduced 
into butter. I myself think it a foolish practice. I think that 
the taste of anyone which requires artificial coloring matter in 
butter isan abnormal and perverted taste. It were better to let 
it go in its natural color. My friend, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WapswortuH], chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, showed us some samples here a few minutes ago, cluim- 
ing them to be highly colored. I undertake to say that a good 
Jersey cow, well fed, in the month of December—for this is sup- 
posed to be a December product, or November at the farthest—a 
good Jersey cow, well fed on good, fresh hay and a suitable supply 
of corn meal properly intermixed with shorts, so that it shall not 
cloy her, will color her butter as well as the specimens which the 
gentleman put on exhibition here. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me? 

*Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1 distinctly stated that I referred to the 
butter of commerce. I did not refer to butter made on private 
farms from the milk of Jersey cows, well fed with corn meal! and 
all that sort of thing. I referred to the butter of commerce, not 
to the butter produced by private dairies. 

Mr. GROUT. The butter of commerce, Mr. Speaker, is largely 
produced from Jersey cows, of which there is a vast number in 
the country, and which are constantly becoming more numerous, 
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The Jersey is the proper butter-making cow and is so recognized 
the world over. But we will not dwell upon that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 32 States have prohibited the sale of oleo- 
margarine when colored like butter. Those 32 States contain 
62,000,000 of the people of thiscountry. Thatshows what 32 States 
think of colored oleomargarine. And I want every member of this 
House, when he comes tc vote on this bill, to remember what his 
own State has done on the subject. He will find that in 32 in- 
stances the sale of oleomargarine colored like butter is prohibited. 
The practical effect of this bill will be to bring into harmony the 
State and Federal laws. I will nowexplain briefly the provisions | 
of the bill and then yield to others, taking time hereafter to answer 
points that may be raised if not satisfactorily answered by gentle- | 
men who will follow me, 

The first section of the bill simply puts oleomargarine and all | 
imitation butter products under control of the State law the mo- | 
ment they enter the State from another State, the same as though 
manufactured within the State. This section is an almost exact 
reproduction of the Wilson law relative to intoxicating liquors and 
on which there has been a decision of the Supreme Court hoiding | 
the law to be constitutional. It was to overcome the original- | 
package decision that the Wilson law was passed. It had previ- | 
ously been held by the Supreme Court that articles brought from 
one State into another were entitled to one exchange, one sale, | 
before the local laws could reach them. And while this decision 
was concerning the rights of a package of intoxicating liquor, the 
same principle would apply to all interstate transactions. I 
repeat, the Wilson law has been held by the Supreme Court to be 
constitutional. Hence there can be no question as to the consti- | 
tutionality of this first section. 

But let me say, further, that the Supreme Court, in the case of | 
Plumley vs. The State of Massachusetts, which came up on a writ 
of error, has held that under the police power of the State oleo- | 
margarine colored in imitation of butter was subject to control of 
State laws, inasmuch as it was calculated to deceive. The man 
Plumley was convicted under the anti-color law of Massachu- 
setts of selling oleomargarine for butter, and fined and imprisoned. 
He brought a writ of habeas corpus in the supreme court of that 
State on the ground that the Massachusetts statute was unconsti- 
tutional, but the court held that the proceeding was regular. | 
Then he brought his case to the United States Supreme Court on 
a writ of error, and that court affirmed the decision. In other 
words, that court held in exact accordance with section 1 of 
this bill. Some one says, ‘‘ Then why the necessity for this section?” 

I will tell you why. That decision was rendered by a divided 
court. The Chief Justice and two associate justices dissented 
from the view taken by the rest of the court, whose opinion was 
delivered by Mr. Justice Harlan. And lest on some evil day the 
Supreme Court, in the mutations of time, may hold the other 
way—because this is a vexed question, with millions of dollars 
behind it—I say lest they may hold the other way, the dairymen 
of the country want this provision written in the statute law of 
the land as well as in the decisions of the Supreme Court, thus 
establishing a double guaranty for the States to exercise their po- 
lice power to prevent fraud and crime whenever an article enters 
one State from another, the interstate-commerce clause of the 
Constitution to the contrary notwithstanding. This is the pur- | 
pose which section 1 will serve. 

Now, some one may say, with this section, and with the laws | 
in 32 States prohibiting the sale of colored oleomargarine, Why 
does not that settle the question? My friend from Texas nods 
smilingly, as if it ought to; but it does not, and I will tell you 
why. Mr. Speaker, it is because the enormous profits arising 
from the fraudulent sale of oleomargarine for butter present an 
overpowering temptation to the manufacturer and retailer to sell 
it for butter and at the price of butter. These profits could not have 
been less than fourteen or fifteen million dollars on the 104,263,651! 
pounds produced during the last fiscal year. The cost per pound 
was a little over 8 cents, with the tax paid. It was sold all the 
way from 15 or 16 cents, for that which went to hotels, restaurants, 
and boarding houses, to 20 or 30 cents per pound, for which price 
the enterprising retailer works off some of it for the best dairy 
butter. Think of it. Fourteen or fifteen million dollars profits! 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then, asI understand the gentleman, 
the dairy interests are proposing this measure on account of the | 
enormous profits? 

Mr. GROUT. Not simply because of profits, but because they | 
are fraudulent profits. The dairymen propose this measure be- 
cause of the fraud that is perpetrated upon them by the sale of 
oleo as butter, and they mention the profits as the inducement for 
people to enter into this business and practice this fraud. They | 
also refer to these enormous profits as stimulating and encourag- | 
ing the fraud. Not only do the butter men propose this measure | 
and make these suggestions, but the whole American people, all | 


| riddle it, I will give attention to it myself. 
| just now discuss it, but do wish to explain the bill before the 


of whom eat butter, propose it in the interest of honest dealing 
and that they may know what they are eating. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. One other suggestion, with the permis-. 
sion of the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. This, then, in the way of a suggestion, 
that if the bill proposed by the minority —— 

Mr. GROUT. Bo not take me away from this point. 
to close as soon as possible and yield to others. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Does not the gentleman from Vermont 
think that if the bill proposed to the House by the minority were 
enacted every protection that the people of this country could have 
would be afforded? 

Mr. GROUT. Idonot think they would have one particle more 
protection than they have now; and later, when this substitute 
bill has been presented, if some other speaker does not absolutely 
I shall not, however, 


I desire 


House, and make plain the way in which, as I believe, it will stop 
the fraud, and then I will yield the floor to others. 

Mr. Speaker, lest these interruptions have turned aside the 
attention of the House, let me ask that gentlemen keep in mind 
the point I am endeavoring to make, viz, that State control as 
given by the first section of the bill and the anti-color laws of the 
States are found insufficient to suppress the fraudulent sale of 
oleomargarine as butter. A simple statement of the facts will 
prove this. We already have State control under the Supreme 
Court decision in the Piumley case, and we have anti-color State 
laws, but still oleo is sold as butter. 

Right here let meagain tell youwhy. Itis because of the enor- 
mous profits realized therefrom, and of which I have already 
spoken. Doesanyonequestion thecost ofthis stuff asalready given? 
if so, let me tell the House that Armour & Co.,in a legal proceed- 
ing, stated that it cost less than 5 cents per pound, exclusive of 
the tax. But that was a few years ago, when the greases of which 
it is made were somewhat cheaper than now. I hold in my hand 
a prospectus issued by a company now erecting an oleomargarine 
factory in this city, in which the cost is given as 5.54 cents per 
pound, not including the tax. Thisstuff issold to the hotel men, 
the boarding house and restaurant keepers at 15 or 16 cents per 
pound. These men put it off in turn on their unsuspecting guests 
for butter, and thus the fraud is accomplished. But as to the 
retail dealer—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to correct 
his statement where he has read the cost? He has only read the 
cost of the material; but if he will read the cost of labor, paper, 
tubs, etc., he will find that that is 1.38, and, with the internal rev- 
enue, 8.92 cents, and not 5.54 cents, as he has stated. 

Mr. GROUT. I stand corrected in part, but the 5.54 cents did 
not include the tax. I see, however, in another paragraph below 
the one from which I read, a further estimate, which is for labor, 
paper, tubs, etc., 1.38 cents, which would make it 6.92 cents instead 
of 5.54 cents. But the retail dealer, Mr. Speaker, has another job 
on his hands. To reap his harvest he must sell it for butter. 
Now. I wish I had some of the samples of oleomargarine which 
I have, so that you may see how it is done. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Lort- 


| MER} will have them here. 
Mr. GROUT. I want my own samples. Will the Door- 
keeper—— 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the gentleman manufacture it him- 
self? 


Mr. GROUT, No; I amneither a manufacturer nor a defender 
of it. Will the Doorkeeper ask that the samples in the room of 
the Committee on Expenditures of the War Department be brought 
in? 
Mr. FLEMING. Possibly the gentleman can g: 
restaurant. 

Mr. GROUT. No, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say I have tasted of 
the butter served in the restaurant below several times. In order 
to tell butter from oleomargarine by the taste you have to wait a 
little. It takesa little timetodoit. You must not beina hurry. 
The sense of smell also helps to a conclusion. Instead of the deli- 
cate aroma and fine flavor of pure butter, oleomargarine gives 
you the odor of dead flowers and the taste of the charnal house. 
I am glad to say I have never tasted anything but butter in this 
restaurant, and I have had my tasters after it several times. Itis 
in many places, Mr. Speaker, but I do not think in this Congress it 
would very likely be found in the restaurants in the Capitol in the 
face of the present agitation, however it might be in more peace- 
fultimes. Butto go back totheseller. Heentersinto the business 
of selling the stuff, and he works it off all the way from 18 to 30 
cents a pound, and is able to do this because it is colored like 
butter. He takes it—and I can read to you from original cir- 
cular letters of manufacturers, if I had the time, I have them 
here—that he takes it with the guarantee from the manufacturers 
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that they will see him harmless ‘‘ on account of fines, costs, and 
expenses because of State law.” 

That is what they do. They defy the State laws. They stand 
right behind the retailer and tell him to sell the goods and they 
will take care of him, and he does sell the goods. The manufac- 
turers undoubtedly make the retailer, who is going to get from 
18 to 30 cents a pound for what he sells, pay rather more for the 
product than do the hotel, restaurant, or boarding-house keepers, 
Cosmas there is a larger margin of profits for him. I do not say 
this is so; it may not vary at all. But it is clear that from 10 to 
20 cents profit per pound is divided between the manufacturer 
and retailer on all that he handles. It is also clear that the re- 
tailer goes forward with his business in spite of local laws. He is 
doing it all over the country. In this city there are 50 or 60 
oleomargarine indictments which have been on the calendar over 
four years. There are in the State of Pennsylvania nearly a thou- 
sand indictments for the illegal sale of oleomargarine, many of 
which are three and four years old. It was only last year in 
Pennsylvania 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What is the matter with the cause of justice 
in that State? 

Mr. GROUT. Whatis the matter with the cause of justice in 
the city of Chicago, State of Illinois, from which the gentleman 
comes, where the judges, made by the oleomargarine manufac- 
turers and retailers, make oleomargarine decisions which ought 
to make an American blush for shame? I repeat, what is the mat- 
ter in Chicago, where hundreds of retailers sell oleomargarine for 
butter, in defiance of law, a specimen of which I will show youin 
a moment from the sample packages I have here. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Vermont does not answer 
my question. The people of the State of Illinois are alive on this 
issue; but I ask the gentleman, what is the matter with the cause 
of justicein the State of Pennsylvania? The gentleman from Ver- 





mont has made a very seriouscharge, andif thereis any such delay | 


I would like to know it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly; after saying to the gentleman from 
Illinois that there are just such delays not only in Illinois, Penn- 
sylvania, and the District of Columbia, but in every State where 
oleomargarine is sold except New York, which appropriates $60,000 
annually for the prosecution of oleomargarine cases. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand now the grava- 
men of the gentleman’s objection to the existing laws is that they 
are not executed by the State authorities? 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely so, and because of the immense cor- 
ruption fund growing out of the vast profits arising from the 
fraudulent sale of this article for butter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Never mind why. Upon that 
I want to ask the gentleman from Vermont this question: How 
does he hope to remedy this evil of misfeasance and nonfeasance 
on the part of the State law officers by relegating this to the State 
legal machinery, as he does in the text of this bill? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I will tell the gentleman how. 
That is the very question I wanted the gentleman to ask, only he 
is a little ahead of the proper place in my argument, I answer, 
by putting a 10-cent tax, just as the second section of this bill 

rovides, upon all oleomargarine colored to imitate butter, and 
y so much cut down the enormous profits now realized, and 
thus take away the inducement to work it off as butter. Ten 
cents added to the cost of production will carry it up into the 
neighborhood of the cost of producing butter, and then you have 


May I ask the gentleman a 








not this great margin of profit, amounting to millions of dollars | 


annually—$14,000,000 or $15,000,000 last year—constantly tempt- 
ing to a violation of the law. 
evil. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
answer my question. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Mississippi will excuse 
me, I thought I had answered it; but if I have not made myself 
understood by the gentleman, I will try to. 

I said the 10-cent tax would cut down the profits and remove the 
temptation to sell oleo for butter. Is there any doubt about this? 
Let us figure it out right here. 
than 7 cents per pound to manufacture; call it 7; add present tax, 
2 cents, it makes, It is sold to the consumer for butter at 
from 15 to 380 cents per pound; call the average 22 cents. This 
leaves an average profit of 13 cents per pound, which on last year’s 
product would amount to $14,550,000. Now, if instead of 2 cents 
tax added to 7 cents, cost of production, 10 cents tax be added, 
it would make the article cost 17 cents per pound, leaving 5 cents 
for profit for the manufacturer and retailer, making a total profit 
on last year’s production of $5,200,000 only. 

Now, who believes that these oleo folks would put forth the 


But the gentleman does not 


That is how I would remedy this | 
| States and State law might give the gentleman a glimpse of the 
| devious methods resorted to to sell the stuff for butter. 


The article costs something less | 





same effort and go to the same lengths to fraudulently market | ter that is artificially colored? 
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104,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine for $5,200,000 profit that they 
would if they got the old profit, $14,560,000. The Lord’s Prayer 
says: “ Lead us not into temptation.” But the way the law now 
stands there are $14,560,000 as a standing annual temptation to 


fraudulently sell oleomargarine for butter. And is it any won- 
der that the manufacturer of this fraudulent product guarantees 
the man who sells, against fines, costs, and expenses on account of 
State laws? Is it any wonder that with $14,560,000 in hand pros- 
ecutions for violations of the local laws are held up? Who doubts 
that this vast fund, the very harvest of fraud, would be used 
without scruple to clear the field for the sale of oleomargarine? 
And who fails to see that when the profits are taken away, as they 
will be by this 10-cent tax, there is no inducement left, or if any, 
very little indeed, for the retailer to make himself a criminal 
under State law in the sale of oleo for butter? The manufacturer 
no longer has such profits that he feels like guaranteeing against 
State laws, and the retailer lets the stuff alone. The moment the 
business ceases to be profitable it ceases altogether. This 10- 
cent tax takes away the profit, and that is how it will stop the 
fraud. It deals with the question fundamentally. It lays the 
ax at the very root of the fraud by cutting away the profits. 

Another way of putting it is this: The 10-cent tax is only on the 
right to color the product in imitation of butter, and the fraud is 
practiced by means of the color. It is therefore only a tax on the 
fraud. This tax is believed to be large enough to stop the color- 
ing by making the sale of the colored article unprofitable and 
thereby stop the fraud. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me ask gentlemen to unfold the packages 
I will have passed around and see what they can find about 
them that indicates that they are oleomargarine. 

Mr. MERCER. Will the gentleman from Vermont answer a 
question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. MERCER. A few moments ago the gentleman referred to 
a large corruption fund that had been created by the manufactur- 
ers of oleomargarine. Do I understand the gentleman to be quot- 
ing from the Salem, Ill., speech? [Laughter. ] 

Mr.GROUT. No,sir; the Salem, lll., speech, having been made 
by a distinguished Nebraskan, will, of course, be carefully studied 
by all Nebraskans, and [ expect the gentleman from Nebraska can 
repeat the whole speech. Now, let me ask, gentlemen of the House, 
What do you find indicating that these packages contain oleomar- 
garine? Notathing,of course. Now, look at me, will you, every 
member? On top of this package you will find alittle flap. Unfold 
it and you will find the word ‘* oleomargarine” printed in accord- 
ance with the law of the United States, but carefully concealed 
from view. Itis stamped, but it is deftly folded away so that no 
one would mistrust that it was there, and the chances are that not 
one in one hundred would ever unfold that little flap and discover 
it. This is a fair sample of the whole business. These packages 
were bought of a house in Chicago, Ill., which State is represented 
in part by my amiable friend the gentleman from Aurora. The 
grocer from whom these were obtained professes to sell nothing 
but butter—advertises nothing for sale but butter. These were 
bought for butter; and you will find on the back of the wrapper 
the ‘rage of the man who bought each package and the price he 
paid. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman pretend to say that in my 
Congressional district there are any of these industries devoted to 
the manufacture of oleomargarine? 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know tbat I represent 
one of the best dairy districts in America? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; that is true. Neither the gentleman nor 
his constituents deal in oleomargarine. They donot believe in it. 
They make butter. But I thought the sale of these packages bya 
grocery man in a city of his own State in defiance of both United 


I also 
thought that these fraudulent sales to these 20 different men of 
these 20 packages of oleomargarine, when butter was called for 
and the price of butter paid, would give the gentleman and the 
House some idea of the difficulty of stopping these sales till the 
profits were so reduced as to take away the inducement. Impose 
this 10-cent tax and you will stop the profits, and at the same time 
stop this fraudulent business. You will at the same time relieve 
the whole American people of an imposition at once unsavory and 
unscrupulous, and the struggling, hard-working butter makers of 
the country of a competition both dishonest and damaging. At 
the same time, if it be true that people really prefer oleomargarine, 
but want it colored to resemble butter, they can have it at no 
greater cost than now and still pay this tax. 

Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman consent to an amendment 
to this bill placing an equal tax of 10 cents a pound upon all but- 
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Mr. GROUT. No. 

Mr. FLEMING. Why? 

Mr. GROUT. I have already fully explained thereason. I can 
not stop to explain itagain. Ina word, it is because yellow is the 
proper color of butter. 

r. FLEMING. Then why put an artificial coloring substance | 
into the butter? Will the gentleman answer that question? 

Mr.GROUT. Thereis no object, except to meet varying tastes. 
Some people want a high color, others do not. There is no fraud | 
in this. The butter always tells its own story. The color in but- | 
ter is always a small consideration, bearing on its value. 

Mr. FLEMING. Why color it at all? 

Mr. GROUT. I have said that I prefer butter without artifi- 
cial coloring matter; but others want it colored, and if they do 
there can be no objection. 

Mr. FLEMING. If you put a tax on artificially-colored butter 
the same as on oleomargarine—— 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me to complete my an- 
swer? I donot yield further at present. AsIhavesaid, the natural | 
color of butteris yellow. It has been that color ever since Jael, the | 
wife of Heber, the Kenite, ‘‘ brought forth butter in a lordly dish.” 
If it is varied a little by artificial coloring noone is deceived. The 
coloring matter is put in simply to meet different tastes. The 
butter itself tells its own story. The color, as I have said, does 
not enter into the element of value of the butter except to a very 
small per cent, five points, I believe, in a hundred. If butter is | 
bad, it tells you of it. If it is rancid, you can not help but know 
it. If it is off-flavor, that is perfectly plain. If the residuum 
of the barn gets into it, you have full notice; it condemns itself; 
no one need be deceived. And if it is colored a little more than 
the natural product of the cow, to meet the taste of some particu- | 
lar class of customers, there is still no fraud practiced. But in | 
regard to oleomargarine, the color of butter is given it so that the 
article may wear the garb of butter, for the express purpose of | 
being sold as butter. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Iam taking too much time, and I must decline 
to yield further. Ihope the gentleman will excuse me and ask 
his question of some otherspeaker. Let me explain one other fea- 
ture of the bill. I said a moment since that if people really want 
oleomargarine and want it colored, really prefer it to butter, as 
the oleo folks claim, they could pay the 10-cent tax and have the 
article in an honest, straightforward manner as oleomargarine, 
without paying for it any more than they are now paying. But | 
they do not wantit. The oleo folks’ claim that they dois a ‘*‘ whop- | 
per.” Thereisnota word of truthinit. Itis one of the falsehoods | 
of this false business. For such, however, as really want oleo- | 
margarine, as feel that they can not afford butter, but want a 
cheaper grease for their bread, the bill reduces the present tax of | 
2 cents a pound to a quartér of 1 cent per pound on all that is not | 
colored in imitation of butter, thus favoring its production at the | 
lowest possible cost. It will then cost the consumer less than one- | 
half what itdoes now. It will not costthe manufacturer, tax and | 
ail, over 7 cents per pound, and can be carried to the consumer | 
with a good profit at 10 cents per pound, precisely the same thing, | 
with all its nutritive properties except color alone, which feeds | 
only the eye. I repeat thiscan be done at less than one-half what | 
it costs him now. ButI deny that it is as wholesome as butter. 
I wish I had time to fully develop this point. I say this article is | 
not altogether wholesome. 

It may suit the stomach of the average workingman, but it is 
true that it isnot assimilated by the delicate, and is a burden with 
most people of sedentary habits. 

The very fact that it contains either stearin or paraffin to make 
the soft oils used in its manufacture, especially cotton-seed oil, 
stand up and look and act like butter proves conclusively its dif- 
ficulty of digestion. 

Paraffin is a by-product of coal oil, and used to protect from | 
weather bronze and marble, and is quite as indigestible as either. 
Joseph G. Geisher, State chemist of New York, found 10 per cent 
of paraffin in several samples of oleomargarine seized in Brook- 
lyn in July, 1899—6 pounds of paraffin in each of several 60-pound 
tubs of oleo. 

Stearin is the hard tallow from which candles are made, and, 
as is well known, candles are so hard that one can be shot through 
an inch board. 

Oleomargarine, made as it is out of soft fats and oils, must con- 
tain one or the other of these hard, stiffening substances to make 
it stand up and behave itself like butter, and solidity and firmness 
in warm weather are among the boasted excellences of the product. 
There was never a pound of oleomarygarine made that did not of 
necessity contain one or the other of these hard, indigestible sub- 
stances; and who will claim that this stuff is as healthful as but- 
ter? The strong, copper-fastened stomach may handle it with 
impunity, but what of the weak and the delicate, on whom this vile 
counterfeit is foisted every day? 

The oleo folks talk much about the pure ingredients out of which 











| now on the statute book was enacted. 


itis made. They do not tell you that the oil extracted from the 
garbage of our great cities goes to the oleo factories. But accord- 
ing to Street-Cleaning Commissioner Iglehart, of Baltimore, it 
does. (See Baltimore American of August 17, 1900.) They do 
not tell you that horse fat is especially adapted to making oleo- 
margarine, and that in an article on the horse in Frank Leslie's 
Monthly, July, 1894, this fact is stated as showing the uses to 
which the horse is put. They. do not tell you that renderers’ 
grease from the rendering establishments in our great cities, which 
gather up all the dead animals, from whatever cause, goes to the 
oleo factories. But this fact is shown by proof in court in a legal 
proceeding in the city of New York in 1884 to suppress the nui- 
sance at Hunters Point, which consisted of a boiling and render- 
ing establishment; and though this was some time ago, no one 
will claim that the habits and morals of the oleo tribe have im- 
proved with time, 

Now, 1 do not say that the fat from the horse that died of the 
glanders or the dog that died of rabies may not be made chem- 
ically pure by the process through which they put it. But who 
wants this grease for butter? The oleo folks say many good 
people prefer it to butter if it can only be colored to look like 
butter. But there is a growing belief that the word of the oleo 
folks can not always betaken for truth. In short; no one believes 
this. 

But enough; I must leave this and other phases of the subject to 
be elaborated by those who follow. I have already taken more 
time than I intended. I have explained the provisions of the bill 
and indicated what I believe the effect of it will be if it becomes 
alaw. I believe the 10-cent tax will stop the manufacture of col- 
ored oleomargarine by making the article cost so much that the 
protits will not induce men to undertake its sale for butter. I be- 
lieve at the same time that the greatly reduced tax on the uncol- 
ored article, and the very low price at which it can be furnished, 
will result in a considerable output in that form, which will be 
used by working men, chiefly those engaged in mining and lum- 
bering. I believe, in short, that this tax provision in the second 
section will compel oleomargarine to go upon the market for just 
what it is, which is all that the friends of honest butter are con- 
tending for. This done, the days of colored oleomargarine are 
numbered. Most of the 38 oleomargarine factories now running 
will make room for 1,000,000 additional cows, and the butter 
maker, whose business now suffers from this competition, will 
feel the relief as from a nightmare and will rejoice that he is at 
last permitted to reap the fruit of honest toil; that he is no longer 
compelled to compete with a fraudulent product. And the whole 
American people will be thankful that they are relieved at last 
from this oily monster, which now lurks for entrance into every 
household and for a place at every table. 

Mr. GRIGGS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. GROUT. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GRIGGS. I would like to know if the gentleman would 
support or accept an amendment to his bill requiring the dairies 
which color their butter to stamp the same as colored? 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, Mr. Speaker, that question will answer itself. 
I covered that point substantially in what I said about coloring 
butter, and I must not take more time in discussing it. I will, 
however, print with my remarks extracts from a speech which I 
delivered in the House in 1886, at the time the oleomargarine law 
What was true of this 
fraud then is true of itnow. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 
{Extracts from remarks of William W. Grout. of Vermont, in the House of 
Representatives. | 
Tuesday, May 25, 1886. 

An ancient writer of high repute said: ‘God hath made man upright; but 
they have sought out many inventions."’ Oleomargarine is one of them. It 
must have been the very one that crowded in ahead of all others upon Solo- 
mon's sorrowing vision as he bewailed the departure of man from the 
“upright.” Inall thecrookedness of man, in both ancient and modern times, 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine must stand first among his false 
and deceptive works. Itis in the first place a counterfeit. It is studiously 
made to resemble in ali respects butter. And the resemblance is so close that 
only the microscope or a chemical analysis will detect the difference; and 
some assert that neither the microscope nor chemistry can tell the one from 
the other. 

But this last is one of the falsehoods of this false business, to which is 
always added, “If science can not tell the difference, then what is the differ- 
ence? Why is it not as good as butter?” But Il repeat, this should be branded 
asa falsehood. Certainly Professor Taylor's microscope reveals even to the 
unpracticed eye an unmistakable difference, much like the difference be- 
tween the green leaf of spring and the dead leaf of autumn. To this many 
gentlemen on this floor can testity. But it isa counterfeit, a contessed coun 
terfeit, better calculated to deceive than the most skillful counterfeit of the 
current coin or paper money of the United States. Like the pirate, who dis- 
plays a friendly flag, it sails under false colors; and like the pirate and the 
counterfeiter it takes from others without giving an cuatealens in return. 
It is manufactured for 8 or 9 cents per pound and sold to the consumer for 4 
or 30 cents per pound; not for what it is, but for pure butter: just as the 
counterfeit dollar is passed, not for what it is, but for what it appears to be. 


But it is said that the manufacturer sells to the dealer for just what it is. 
In most instances very likely. So doesthe maker of counterfeit money sup- 


ply the one who puts it into circulation for just what itis; but never at a fair 
ie would want at least about cne- 


profit only on what it cost him to make it. 
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half the whole fruit of the frand; just ashe whostealsa horse would pe will 
ing to pass it to the receiver at perhaps half its value, who in turn would 
have a margin left for his share. So it is with this oleomargarine trade. Be 
tween the first cost and the price paid by the consumer enormous profits 
er along the way. If these protits were legitimate, no fault could be 
found; but they are won by fraud. They are made by selling oleomargarine 
for butter. Not one pound in a million of this counterfeit stuff is bought and 
eaten by the consumer for what it is. Like the counterteiter’s victim, who 
‘**took it for a dollar,” one always buys butter, but in blissful ignorance he 
too often eats oleomargarine. The only way one can be certain is to estab 
lish a chemist’s laboratory in his kitchen and plant amicroscope by his plate. 
7 * * * oe * = 





If oleomargarine be the poor man’s blessing, as is claimed, it should be se- 
cured to him at the poor man’s price. But this will never be till compelled, 
as proposed by this bill, to go upon the market in no guise but its own and 
under no name butits own. As oleomargarine it will pay the tax proposed 
by this bill, and then reach the poor man’s table at much less cost than it now 
does; if, indeed, it be fit to eat, of which a word in a moment. But it now 
sells for the price of butter, from 20 to 30 cents per pound, and leaves the poor 
man without the blessing which it falsely promises him. It thus gathers in 
$15,000,000 ill-gotten gainsannually, the very harvest of fraud itself, and at the 
same time strikes a staggering blow upon an honest industry in which mil 

ions of the working men and women of this country now gain only a hard 
earned livelihood. 

Now this is cleomargarine, an acknowledged counterfeit, but deceitfully 
passed for the true; intrenched behind the millions it has filched from the 
people in the name of butter; false to its promises to the poor: the disturber 
of our industries; the very embodiment of falsehood and fraud. And yet 
this false-faced monster sits with us familiarly at table in the dress of an old 
friend, and makes his oily way into the very citadel of man’s affections. 
Then if in the silent watches of the night the stomach becomes suspicious 
that it may be ‘entertaining an angel unawares," and yearns for informa 
tion as to the character of this nocturnal visitor, which the friends of oleo 
margarine tell us comes asan angel laden with blessings for the race, it is 
respectfully referred to the Patent Office reports. [Laughter. | 

Volume 5 istaken down and opened to page 329, and the poor benighted 
stomach asks if the angel was made under patent No. 148767, which is as fol 
lows: ‘This substitute for butter” ‘consists of a base of yolk of eggs, butter, 
and milk, agitated in a zinc vessel that has been coated with a solution of 
niter.” But hearing no response, it takesdown volume 22 and opens to page 
1489, and reads in patent No. 266777 this formula for making a “substitute for 
butter,”’ “consisting of cotton-seed oil or other vegetable oils treated with a 
solution of caustic soda in combination with farinaceous flour, which had 
previously been thoroughly cooked in salt water, asdescribed; incorporating 
and agitating the mass, working in the oil, milk, coloring, and flavoring as 
per process described.”’ But still there is no response. 

There can be no certainty of the parentage of the child in this patent: and 
lest the wondering stomach may find some worse formula for the manufac 
ture of angels, it takes down volume 28 and looks hopefully for the pedigree 
of its particular guest in patent No. 301782, found on page 173: 

“The process consists in first forming a soap emulsion of the fats or fatty 
oils with caustic soda; then precipitate the lyes; then applying chlorinated 
alkaline lye, or chlorinated gas, to the scap emulsion, as described." 

But this formula is found to beso full of lyes (lies) and sounds so much like 
a receipt for making soap that the bewildered stomach abandons the inquiry, 
declaring in tones of astonishment that oleomargarine is, indeed, the mystery 
of mysteries—a far profounder mystery than hash or sausage. [Laughter. |} 

Let not this sad tale of a child without a father divert attention from the 
fact—let it the rather fix the mind upon it—that so long as bastard butter is 
solid for the genuine no purchaser can be sure but that heis eating it, nor can 
he be sure either of what ingredients it may be composed. It presents the 
well-known condition of every illegitimate birth, namely, an uncertain pa- 
ternity; and as a doubtful place in the pedigree may let in bad blood, so 
uncertainty as to the ingredients of counterfeit butter admits the possibility 
that they may be unclean and unwholesome. Who can look with entire com- 
posure upon this possibility? Who will say that the things we eat ought not, 
like Cesar’s wife to be above suspicion? 

it will not be pretended but that a substitute for butter made according 
to the formula of M. Mégé, the French inventor, is a wholesome food prod 
uct. But this can not be said of all the American devices in which lard and 
vegetable oils and tallows take the place of margarine oil and in which vari 
ous acids and alkalis are used, some of which, as everyone knows, are not 
only unwholesome but absolutely dangerous. Thefollowing are a few of the 
many articles named in the many patents granted for the manufacture of 
substitute butter: Bisulphate of lime, borax, salicylic acid, benzoic acid, or 
ris root, cotton-seed oil, bicarbonate of soda, glycerin, capsylic acid, alum, 
capsic acid, sulphite of soda, cows’ udders, sulphuric acid, pepsin, tallow, 
lard, salt, cornstarch, butyric ether, caustic potash, castor oil, chalk, slip- 
pery-elm bark, caul, oil of sesame, oil of sunflower seed, olive oil, turnip-seed 
oil, broma chioralum, chlorate of potash, oil of sweet almonds, oil of peanuts, 
peroxide of manganese, stomach of pigs, sheep, or calf, nitrate of soda, mus 
tard-seed oil, nitric acid, dry blood, albumen, sugar, butyricacid, bicarbonate 
of potash, and caustic soda. 

One of the great packing establishments in Chicago has of the Elgin cream- 
eries the buttermilk in which to baptize, in the name of butter, probably a 
thousand tons a year of this counterfeit product; and pay for it—if the state 
ment of their agent now in charge of their goods in the Central Market in 
this city can be relied upon, for he made the statement to me—$100 per day. 
Now, this is almost equal tothe wag's formula for making a first-class article 
of chicken soup for boarding-house consumption, namely, drive a hen through 
a dish of hot water. Otempora! O mores! [Laughter.] 

But enough about the character of counterfeit butter.. It may be that the 
cheap grease known in the market as “neutral grease,’ when subjected to 
treatment by the alkalis and acids named in the various imitation-butter 
formulas, is not absolutely unwholesome, for chemistry works wonders in 
the transformation of physical substances. I say this may be; but suppose 
it is, who wants toeatit? That this “neutral grease” is to a great extent 
used in the manufacture of these imitation (tegen no reasonable person 


will doubt. The different formulas themselves prove it by the chemical | 
agents which they contain for the manifest purpose of deodorizing and cor- | 


recting it. Besides, as everyone knows, it is a counterfeit and a fraud; and 
who is verdant enough to suppose that the counterfeiter would be at all 
scrupulous as to the materials he used in his business? The object is to make 
the counterfeit article at the least possible expense for the sake of the greatest 
possible profit. And if “neutral grease’ can be obtained at one-fourth or 
one-third the expense of tallow or lard, who for a moment doubts which the 
counterfeiter would use? 

But this stuff, even if not absolutely unwholesome, is not fit for a self- 
respecting American citizen to eat. It might answer for a Digger Indian, 
who lives on snakes, or for the Mexican peon, who in his poverty consumes 
with avidity every organic part of the animal, excepting only the horns, 
hoofs, hair,and bones. I[t might answer for these, but it does not comport 
with our American civilization. It is no credit to it. It has no proper place 
in it, and it could not exist for a moment except through fraud and imposi- 
tion. The American people can bein better business. With “cattle upon a 
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thousand hills,” and many, many thousand hills scattered all over our vast 
domain, where now grows wild grass or stands “the forest primeval,” but 
where hardy husbandmen might graze and milk their herds of kine. and 
thrifty housewives might emulate the virtue and valor of Jael. the wife of 
Heber the Kenite, who “ brought forth butter in a lordly dish,” does it not 
seem like small business, like the disreputable business it is, for an able- 
bodied American citizen to be trying to find out how chemistry can extract 
from * cow’s udders”’ the oil that shall give to tallow and lard and the intes- 
tinal and offal fats and “ neutral grease’ and the vegetable oils the taste of 
butter, thereby enabling the unscrupulous to sell them, after they are 
washed in buttermilk, for butter, and thus put these cheap and nasty fats in 
competition with the golden issues of the housewife’s churn? 

And this brings me to the chief reason for the passage of this bill, namely, 
the ruinous effect of this dishonest competition upon the great, in fact the 
greatest, industry of this country—an iolestry which, while it gives employ- 
ment to millions of capital and millions of men and women, is yet made up 
from an aggregation of humble interests which, when treated fairly, only 
atford very small profits in return for much hard work. 

Dairying is the largest single branch of American agriculture. The but- 
ter, milk, and cheese produced for the last year, as estimated by reliable ex- 
perts, amounted to the enormous sum of $564,959,500. This is more than four 
times the value of the entire oat crop of the country; more than five times 
the value of the pig-iron product; more than twice the value of the iron and 
steel produet; about four and one-half times the value of the cotton crop; 
and about $150,000,000 more than the entire wheat crop of the country. The 
amount invested in milch cows is about $700,000,000—more than the entire 
capital stock of all the national banks of the country. 

Not only is dairying the great leading branch of our agriculture, but it is 
so related to every other branch of that great industry that when it suffers 
the whole feels the depressing effect. Especially is this true in our older 
States, where the soil, well-nigh exhausted by long-continued cropping, is 
arrested from further deterioration and brought back to a high degree of 
fertility by dairy farming, and thus worn-out lands are restored and more of 
every kind of agricultural product is produced, more forage for animals and 
more food for man. It is estimated that in dairying at least four millions of 
our population are employed, while agriculture in all its branches gives em- 
ployment to almost one-half of our entire population. who therefrom feed 
and clothe themselves and feed and clothe the other half. 

Without agriculture we should go both hungry and cold. We should re- 
lapse into barbarism, should go back to the skins of beasts for clothing and 
hunt again the wild boar for food. A thrifty agriculture makes every other 
work of civilization possible. Without it the earth, the source of all wealth, 
would fail to yield her fruits and every other enterprise and industry would 
languish. We have already seen that the dairy interest is the very soul 
itself of our agriculture. Now, shall this interest be preserved, or shall it 
be sacrificed, not to a fair competition—if the competition were fair no fault 
would be found—but to a downright fraud, to a filthy counterfeit, mas- 
querading in the stolen livery of the very industry it is seeking to over- 
throw? | Applause. ] 

Even if the competition were fair it would still present a serious question 
of public policy; one not only involving public health, but the public intelli- 
gence antl morals also, namely, whether weshould kill out the dairy industry 
and cease to be a butter-eating people and feed upon the coarser and more 
cloying animal fats, thus taking a step back toward the raw tallow and lard 
which were the delight of our Saxon ancestors in the forests of Germany. It 
involves also another question which takes strong hold upon the labor prob- 
lem, which has long vexed the governments of herons. and now threatens 
the peace and prosperty of this Republic. It is this: Whether a few capital- 
ists giving employment to a few thousand men shall be allowed to overwhelm 
with a fraudulent business an honest industry which gives employment to 
millions, and which is the very cream of that grand pursuit which, through 
the common mother of the race, provides for us all. 

You have just passed a labor-arbitration bill and sent out a special com- 


| mittee to collect data for the adjustment of the delicaté relations between 


capital and labor. But right here, in the disposition of this bill, is an oppor- 


| tunity to deal with the labor question from the very foundation, and in a 


way to dispense with arbitration bills and special committees, or make them 


| astanding necessity. It has been said that ‘an ounce of prevention is better 


than a pound of cure."’ Enactments preventive of threatening evils are always 
wiser than the wisest provisions for the correction of those evils after they 
are developed. Itis always the highest achievement of legislation to formu- 
late laws which in their practical operation shall reconcile antagonisms and 
bring all interests into harmony. This can only be done by giving all men 
and all honest enterprises a fair chance. 

Now, pass this billand you take an important step in both remedial and pre- 
ventive legislation. You at once relieve the dairy industry of the killing 
fraud which now completely paralyzes it. And as one of the immediate re- 
sults the milch cows, which as shown by the last report of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture were depreciated during the last year to the amount of $82,751,392, 
will be restored and doubtless somewhat advanced. This vast sum will thus 
be added to the exchangeable value of property not belonging to capitalists 
but to the millions of hard-working men who own those cows and are strug- 
gling to pay with the income from them the mortgages which capital holds 
upon their farms. 

Not only this, but the number of cows will be greatly increased. There 
will not be slaughtered 30,000 of them for beef in the city of Chicago for the 
year to come, as your committee reported there was in the year that is past. 
They will be wanted for the dairy. To this extent, certainly, there will be 
an increased demand upon those who breed cattle for beef: and that branch 
of agriculture, now sadly discouraged, will takea fresh start. More hay and 
grain must be provided for the support of this increased number of animals, 
both for beef and the dairy, and more men found to feed and care for them. 
A corresponding demand for labor on the farm will surely follow and will 
draw off from the employ of the great corporations, to which all surplus la- 
bor tends, the discontented ones who are now the leaders in labor disturbances, 
but who would find in the great open field of agriculture, every department 
of which would feel the impulse of a restored dairyindustry, an opportunity 
to gain fur themselves and their families a subsistence; nay, more, a com- 

yetence; and this is how the passage of this bill would begin to solve the 
abor problem, It would begin at the right end of it. [Applause.] 

It would be more to the point than arbitration bills and investigating com- 
mittees. A restored dairy industry would surely occupy, with valuable im- 
provements, new areas of land and assurely restore to fertility the old, much 
of which now lies fallow, thus adding millions to the productive and taxable 
wealth of the country. Noristhisall. A return tothe production of honest 
butter would restore our export trade. For the last five years, since false 
butter has usurped the place of the true, there has been a steady decline in 
the annual export of American butter. That which was bought and shipped 
for genuine too often turned out to be spurious. As a result, no dealer 
ao risk a sale of American dairy products in foreign markets, and tho 
trade fell off. 

The extent of this decline is shown by the fact that in 1881 the total amount 
of American dairy exports was $22,636,272. In 1885 it was but $14,086,055, a de- 
crease in four years of $8,548,220. Instead of this there should have been an 
equal or greater increase. There is still another humiliating fact in this 
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connection. Itisthis: Much of the butter which we exported in 1885 was not 
handled by American merchants, but by Canadian merchants, who first 
bought in our markets and shipped to Canada. Then, when reshipped from 
Canadian ports, it would go upon the European markets as Canadian butter, 
which is not yet under suspicion like our own, for there the manufacture of 
oleomargarine is absolutely prohibited. But let this same butter, perhaps 
perfectly pure, be shipped from an American port or by an American mer- 
chant, and it could be sold only at a reduced price. 

Thus, because of these fraudulent imitations, is the commerce of this the 
foremost people in all the earth driven like a culprit to the use of an alias in 
order to make its way into foreign markets; thus also are American mer- 
chants deprived of the profits of handling this merchandise in those markets: 
thus is an annual outlet for nearly $9,000,000 worth ot dairy products closed 
and the business to that extent depressed; and thus as a people are we that 
amount poorer than we should be if that trade were nut interrupted. We 
have that amount less annually of circulating medium, that amount less of 
gold and silver; for remember that our foreign exchange is always in gold 
and silver. Now, pass this billand give to American dairy products arepu 
table entrance into foreign markets, and you will brine tate the United States 
within the next ten years of foreign gold $85,000,000 at least, and probably 
more. * * * 


Pass this bill and you correct all the evils arising from counterfeit butter | 


and put not only the dairy industry but the whole vast industry of agricul- 
ture upon acareer of prosperity; and in its train shall follow all the other in- 
dustries and the arts and the best culture of a progressive civilization. Re 

fuse it, and you perpetuate all the evils aboveenumerated and engender oti- 
ers which in turn shall ** become the hatch and brood of time.” You deliber- 
ately protect a fraud which is sapping the very foundations of the farmer's 
success and crippling his every effort to get on in the world. You help capi- 
tal, which holds the mortgage on his farm and owns also the oleomargarine 
factory, todestroy the butter market and thus deprive him of his last oppor- 
tunity to keep down the interest on that mortgage, and then take from him 
the farm itself and turn him into the street a vagabond and a tramp; and 
when next you hear from him he is in the front rank of some labor agita- 
tion. Then, to tide over the troubles produced by your unwise legislation, a 
Congressional investigating committee will be in order. 

By refusing this bill you continue a policy calculated to destroy the hope 
of the husbandman and drive not a few only but thousands from agriculture 
into other departments of labor already overcrowded. Can you afford todo 
this? Can you afford to break down and disperse into other pursuits the 
hardy tillers of the soil, thus lessening the number of pea and increas- 
ing the number of consumers? A sound public policy liesin just the opp. site 
direction—in developing and fostering every department of our agriculture. 
whereby enough — be gathered of the products of the earth to feed and 
clothe and preserve from distress and agitation all other departments of in- 
dustry, and at the same time contribute in the most effectual manner possi- 
ble to the national wealth. But enough. The general wisdom of this bill 


will not be disputed. Its justice to the farmer must be admitted. The salu- 
tary effect it will have upon our industries is apparent. The general demand 
of the American people for wholesome articles of food calls for it. 

* * ob x BS cg oa 


The absolute power over commerce between the States given by the Con- 
stitution to the National Government is one of the principal badges of the 
national sovereignty. It is an important, far-reaching power, and should be 
duly magnified. The future will bring it into exercise more than the past 
has done. The rapidly increasing commerce between the States will require 
from Congress constant supervision, and new rules will be required as new 
emergencies arise. In interstate commerce, which will increase with our 
increasing numbers and better facilities for intercommunication, shall be 
found the strongest future bond of union between these States. A free and 
fair interchange of commodities between the remote sections of the country 
will to our political and social relations add the ties of trade, than which be- 
tween peoples and States none are stronger; and thus, in a vast domestic 
commerce, so regulated by Congress as to be mutually beneficial to all sec- 
tions and all industries, shall be heard— 


“In the rushing wheels 
“Of trade’s tumultuous jar’’— 


the richest music of the Union. 

Down the future, as our population becomes denser and our commercial 
rivalries sharper and our accumulated wealth greater, who can tell how this 
controlling authority of the National Government may be use‘ to allay those 
rivalries, to check the greed of monopolies, to protect one State against the 
fraudulent products of another, and bring all departments of our domestic 
commerce, which is but the sum of our domestic industries, into such rela- 
tions with each other as that each part shall contribute to the vigor of every 
other part, and thus create a harmonious system in which labor shall find 
employment, capital shall have its own, and every honest industry a fair 
chance? Now, this will be the problem for the future statesmen of this 
country to solve. This problem is, in fact, crowding upon us to-day. We have 
seen how this measure before us reaches out into all oe Gaeeene. We 
have also seen that Congress has a double power over the subject. Let us, 
then, rise to the occasion and pass this bill. [Applause.]} 


Saturday, May 29, 1886. 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of privilege—the privilege of not being 
classed with any set of men whose convictions are at all ‘*mixed” upon the 
question now under consideration; the privilege, to be more specific, of not 
going into the Recorp in this debate as from the State of Pennsylvania, as 
yesterday's issue, on page 5254, in giving remarks of the gentleman from 
Ninois (Mr. Hirt], puts me. Ordinarily, sir, I might not object to being 
credited to the grand old State of Pennsylvania—the State of * brotherly 
love,” the nobility and hospitality of whose people are proverbial; but I can 
not permit it in this connection, for the reason that her Representatives on 
this floor are somewhat “ mixed” on this question of oleomargarine, some of 
them showing a strange disposition to pay their devotions at the shrine of this 
myriad monster, this mixed mystery of the modern magician. Hence, I ask 
that the Recorp at the point I have indicated may be corrected and that I 
may be credited where I belong. 

Mr. KeLuLey. Pennsylvania makes no objection. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Grout. I thank you, sir, Mr. Chairman, only for the kind consent of 
the distinguished gentleman it might have been difficult. 

Mr. BAYNk. My friend will allow me to suggest that when the vote shall 
be taken on this bill it will be found that the Representatives of Pennsylva- 
nia are not very much ‘‘ mixed.” 

Mr. Grout. Very likely; but I want to be credited where I belong, since 
Judge Kelley is willing I should be: and that is to the little but constant 
State of Vermont, whose poagte neither make nor eat oleomargarine, but do 
make 25,000,000 pounds of butter annually, with which you may butter your 
bread and not feel under the knife blade as you do it the wiggling kick of a 
million animalecules. {| Laughter. | 

But. since the gentleman from Pennsylvania, my friend Colonel Bayne, 
speaks hopefully of the Pennsylvania delegation, let me ask that this correc- 
tion be made without prejudice to him and without prejudice also to all 
others of that delegation who prefer butter to oleomargarine. [Applause. ] 
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The gentleman has thirty-two minutes re- 





The SPEAKER. 
maining. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Speaker, the Grout billand thesubstitute 
recommended by the minority of the Committee on Agriculture 
are practically amendments to the oleomargarine act which became 
a law on the 2d day of August, 1886. That lawthen enacted pro- 
vides for a tax on oleomargarine of 2 cents a pound; it also provides 
that the manufacturers shall pay an annual license of $600. Whole- 
sale dealers shall pay a license of $480, and retail dealers a license 
of $48 annually. I submit as part of my remarks a copy of H. R. 
3717, known as the Grout bill, the substitute recommended by the 
minority of the committee and their report. 

A bill (H. R. 3717) to make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products 
subject to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are tran 
ported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine. 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That all articles known as oleomargarine 
imitation butter, or imitation cheese, or any substance in the semblance of 
butter or cheese not the usual! product of the dairy and not made exclusively 
of pure and unadulterated milk or cream, transported into any State or Ter- 
ritory, and remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein, 
shall, upon the arrival within the limits of such State or Territory, be subject 
to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Territory enacted 
into the exercise of its police powers to the same ext and in the same 
manner as though such articles or substances had been produced in such 
State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of being 
introduced therein in original packages or otherwise: Provided, That noth- 
ing in this act shall be construed to permit any State to fi ithe manufac- 
ture or sale of oleomargarine in a separate and distinct form and in such 
manner as will advise the consumer of its real character free from coloration 
or ingredient that causes it to look like butter 

Sec. 2. That after the passage of this act the tax upon oleomargarine as 
prescribed in section § of the act approved August 2, 1886, and entitled 
“An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manu- 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,” shall be one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound when the same is not colored in imitation of butter; 
but when colored in imitation of butter the tax to be paid by the manufac- 
turer shall be 10 cents per pound, to be levied and collected in accordance 
with the provisions of said act. 
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SUBSTITUTE FOR H. R. 37I7. 

A bill to amend sections 3 and 6 of an act entitled “An act defining brt- 
ter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, im- 
portation, and exportation of oleomargarine,” approve August 2, 1886, and 
also to define manufacturers and dealers and to provide for the payment 
of special taxes by them. 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 3 and 6 of an act entitled “An act defining 
butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, im- 
portation, and exportation of oleomargarine,’’ approved August 2, 1886, be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

*“SEcTION 1. That special tax on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 


shall be imposed as follows: Manufacturers of oleomargarine shall pay Sti) 
ow annum. Every person who manufactures oleomargarine for sale shall 
xe deemed a manufacturer thereof. 

‘Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 per annum. Every 


serson who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities greater than 
0 pounds at a time shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein; but a man 
ufacturer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond and paid the 
required special tax, and who sells oleomargarine of his own production only 
at the place of its manufacture in the original packages to which the tax- 
paid stamps are affixed, shall not be required to pay the special tax ofa 
wholesale dealer on account of such sales. 

“Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $48 per annum. Every person 
who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities not greater than 10 
pounds at a time shall be regarded as a retail dealer therein. 

“Sec. 2. That all oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for 
sale in —_- = of land 2 pounds, respectively, and in no other or iarger 
or smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomart 
garine, before being so put up for sale or removal from the: factory, there 
shall be impressed by the manufacturer the word ‘ oleomargarine’ in sunken 
letters, the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; that every such print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine shal! 
first be wrapped with paper wrapper with the word ‘oleomargarine’ printed 
thereon in distinct letters, and said wrapper shall also bear the name of t! 
manufacturer,and shall then be put by the manufacturer thereof in such 
wooden or paper packages or in such wrappers and marked, stamped, and 
branded with the word *oleomargarine’ printed thereon in distinct letters, 
and in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and the internal- 
revenue stamp shall be affixed so as to surround the outer ich 
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l and 2 pound package: Provided, That any number of such orig l stamped 
packages may be put up by the manufacturer in crates or | 3, on the 
outside of which shall be marked the word ‘oleomargarine,’ with such 
other marks and brands as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by 
regulations approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe. 

“Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall sell only the original package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed. 

**Every person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers 
to deliver, any oleomargarine otherwise than as provided by this act or con 
trary to the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in 
pursuance hereof, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any 
inanner contrary to law, or who shal) sell or offer for sale, as butter, any 
oleomargarine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brands any packa or 
affixes a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of tax than that re 
quired by law, shall be fined for the first offense not less than one hundred 
nor more than five hundred dollars and be imprisoned not less than t ty 
days nor more than six months; and for the second and every subs if 
on non 


ynse shall be fined not less than two hundred nor more th 


» tl id 
dollars and be imprisoned not less than sixty days nor more 3.” 
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VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The minority of the Committee on Agriculture of the House of Re; 
sentatives beg leave to submit the accompanying bill, which we offer : 
substitute for H. R. 3717, known as the Grout bill. 

We first wish to bring to the attention of the House proof positive that 
oleomargarine is a wholesome and nutritious article of food, and is there! 
entitled to alegitimate place inthe commerce of our country. In 2 
tion of this statement we beg to submit the following testimony taken befo 
the committee: 
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** OPINIONS OF LEADING SCIENTISTS. 


“Prof. C. F. Chandler, professor of chemistry at Columbia College, New 
York, says: ‘I have studied the question of its use as food, in comparison 
with the ordinary butter made from cream, and have satisfied myself that 
it is quite as valuable as the butter from the cow. The product is palatable 
and wholesome, and I regard it as a most valuable article of food.’ 

* Prof. George F. Barker, of the University of Pennsylvania, says: ‘ Butter- 
ine is, in my opinion, quite as valuable asa nutritive agent as butter itself. 
It is perfectly wholesome, and is desirable as an article of food. I can see no 
reason why butterine should not be an entirely satisfactory equivalent for 
ordinary butter, whether considered from the physiological or commercial 
standpoint.’ 

“Prof. Henry Morton, of the Stevens Institute of Technology, New Jersey, 
says: ‘I am able to say with confidence that it contains nothing whatever 
which is injurious as an article of diet, but, on the contrary, is essentially 
identical with the best fresh butter, and is superior to much of the butter 
made from cream alone which is found in the market. The conditions of its 
manufacture involve a degree of cleanliness and consequent purity in the 
product such as are by no means necessarily or generally attained in the ordi- 
nary making of butter from cream.’ 

* Prof. 8. W. Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricultural Experiment 
Station, and professor of agricultural chemistry in Yale College, New Haven, 
says: ‘It isa product that is entirely attractive and wholesome as food, and 
one that is for all ordinary and culinary purposes the full equivalent of good 
butter made from cream. I regard the manufacture of oleomargarine as a 
legitimate and beneficent industry.’ 

“Prof. 8. C. Caldwell, of Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., says: ‘ While not 
equal to fine butter in respect to flavor, it nevertheless contains all the essen- 
tial ingredients of butter, and since it contains a smaller proportion of vola- 
tile fats than is found in genuine butter, it is, in my opinion, less liable to be- 
come rancid. It can not enter into competition with fine butter, but so far 
as it may serve to drive poor butter out of the market, its manufacture will 
be a public benefit.’ 

“ Prof.C. A.Goessmann, of Amherst Agricultural College, says: ‘Oleomar- 
garine butter compares in general appearance and in taste very favorably 
with the average quality of the better kinds of dairy butter in our markets. 
In its composition it resembles that of ordinary dairy butter, and in its keep- 
ing quality, under corresponding circumstances, I believe it will surpass the 
former, for it contains a smaller percentage of those constituents which, in 
the main, cause the well-known rancid taste and odor of a stored butter.’ 

“Prof. Charles P. Williams, professor in the Missouri State University, 
says: ‘it is a pure and wholesome article of food, and in this respect, as well 
as in respect to its chemical composition, fully the equivalent of the best 
quality of dairy butter.’ 

“ Prof. J. W. 8. Arnold, professor of physiology in the University of New 
York, says: ‘I consider that each and every article employed in the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine butter is perfectly pure and Wholoveuns: that oleo- 
margarine butter differs in no essential manner from butter made from 
cream. In fact, oleomargarine butter possesses the advantage over natural 
butter of not decomposing so readily, as it contains fewer volatile fats. In 
my opinion, oleomargarine is to be considered a great discovery, a blessing 
for the poor, and in every way a perfectly pure, wholesome, and palatable 
article of food.’ 

“Prof. W. O. Atwater, director of the United States Government Agri- 
cultural Experiment Station at Washington, says: ‘It contains essentially 
the same ingredients as natural butter from cow's milk. It is perfectly 
whole some and healthy, and hasa high nutritious value.’ 

* Prof. Henry E. Alvord, formerly of the Massachusetts Agricultural Col- 
lege and president of the Maryland College of Agriculture and now chief of 
the dairy division of the United States Department of Agriculture, and one 
of the best butter makers in the country, says: * The great bulk of butterine 
and its kindred products is as wholesome, cleaner, and in many respects bet- 
ter, than the low grades of butter of which so much reaches the market.’ 

“Prof. Paul Severcliner. Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chemistry, Missouri 
State University, says: ‘As a result of my examination, made both with the 
microscope and the delicate chemical tests applicable to such cases, I pro 
nounce butterine to be wholly and unequivocally free from any deleterious 
or in the least objectionable substances. Carefully made physiological 
experiments reveal no difference whatever in the palatability and digesti- 
bility between butterine and butter.’ * 

Professor Wiley, chief of the Division of Chemistry of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, also appeared before the committee and testified 
to the nutritive and wholesome qualities of oleomargarine. 

The Committee on Manufactures of the United States Senate, in a report 
dated February 28, 1900, finds, from the evidence before it, “that the product 
known commercially as oleomargarine is healthful and nutritious.” 

Judge Hughes, of the Federal court of Virginia, in a decision says: 

“It isa fact of common knowledge that oleomargarine bas been subjected 
to the severest scientific scrutiny, and has been adopted by every leading gov- 
ernment in Europe as well as America for use by their armies and navies 
Though not originally invented by us, it is a gift of American enterprise and 
progressive invention to the world. It has become one of the conspicuous 
articles of interstate commerce and furnishes a large income to the General 
Government annually.” 

Believing that this testimony establishes beyond controversy that oleomar- 
garine is a nutritious and wholesome article of food, the main question to be 
considered is the complaint that fraud is practiced in its sale. 

The only just complaint (indeed the only complaint) against the existing 
oleomargarine law consists in the facility with which the retail dealer, in 
selling from the original or wholesale package and substituting a new and 
unmarked wrapper, may violate the law. There is nothing in H. R. 3717 
(known as the Grout bill) which would decrease the temptation or increase 
the difficulty of such violations. On the contrary, the increased taxation 
would either be fraudulently evaded or else would force the honest manu- 
facturer out of business. H.R.3717 merely increases taxation without pro- 
viding any new or additional penalties or any new methods to prevent the 
sale of oleomargarine as butter, either in its colored or uncolored state. In 
fact, the radical advocates of the Grout bill donot seek this end, as they have 
declered in their testimony before the committee, and in declarations else- 
where, that their sole intention is to absolutely crush out the manufacture of 
oleomargarine and eliminate it as a food product. 

In substantiation of this assertion we quote the following: 

Mr. Adams, pure food commissioner of the State of Wisconsin, in his testi- 
mony before the committee on March 7, 1900, said: 

“There is no use beating about the bush in thismatter. We want to pass 
this law and drive the oleomargarine manufacturers out of the business.”’ 

Charles Y. Knight, secretary of the National Dairy Union, in a letter to 
the Virginia Dairymen, dated May 18, 1900, writes: 

“* Now is the time for you to clip the fangs cf the mighty octopus of the 
oleomargarine manufacturers who are ruining the dairy interests of this 
country by manufacturing and selling in defiance of law a spurious article in 
imitation of pure butter. We havea remedy almost in grasp which will elimi- 
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nate the manufacture of this article from the food product list. The Grout 
bill, now pending in the Agricultural Committee of the House of Representa- 
tives in Congress, meets the demand.” 

W. D. Hoard, ex-governor of Wisconsin and president of the National Dairy- 
nae Union, stated in his testimony before the committee on March 7, 1900, 
as follows: 

* To give added force to the first section of the bill, it is provided in the 
second section that a tax of 10 cents a pound shall be imposed on all oleomar- 
garine in the color or semblance of butter. In plain words, this is repressive 
taxation.” 

In view of this testimony the minority believe they are justified in claim- 
ing that the Grout bill, if enacted into law, would destroy the business of the 
legitimate oleomargarine manufacturers. In other words, Congress is being 
asked to ruin one industry to benefit another; and this, in the opinion of the 
minority, is a thing Congress ought not todo. The minority believe it to be 
class legislation of the most pronounced kind and would establish a precedent 
which, if followed, would create monopolies, destroy competition, and mili- 
tate against the public good. 

The substitute bill offered by the minority would, in our opinion, eliminate 
all possibility of fraud, and would compel the manufacturers of and dealers 
in oleomargarine to sell it for what it really is and not for butter. The sub- 
stitute offered is practically an amendment to sections 3 and 6 of the existing 
oleomargarine law. The licenses for manufacture and sale of this article are 
not changed, and are as follows: Manufacturers, $600 per annum; wholesale 
dealers, $480 per annum; retailers, $48 per annum, while the penalties im- 
posed for violations of the law are materially increased. We quote in full 
section 2 of the substitute bill, and ask for it the careful and thoughtful con- 
sideration of the House, believing that it is just and fair to all the interests 
involved: 

“Sec. 2. That all oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for 
sale in packages of 1 and 2 pounds, respectively, and in no other or larger or 
smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the factory, there shall be 
impressed by the manufacturer the word ‘oleomargarine’ in sunken let- 
ters, the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; that every such print, brick, eat or lump of oleomargarine shall first 
be wrapped with paper wrapper with the word ‘oleomargarine’ printed 
thereon in distinct letters, and said wrapper shall also bear the name of the 
manufacturer, and then shall be put by the manufacturer thereof in such 
wooden or paper packages or in such wrappers, with the word ‘oleomar- 
pre printed thereon in distinct letters, and marked, stamped, and 

yranded in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and the internal- 
revenue stamp shall be affixed so as to surround the outer wrapper of each 
land 2 pound package: Provided, That any number of such original stamped 
packages may be put up by the manufacturer in crates or boxes, on the 
outside of which shall be marked the word ‘oleomargarine,’ with such 
other marks and brands as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by 
regulations approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe. 

* Retail deniers in oleomargarine shall sell only the original package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed. 

“Every person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers 
to deliver, any oleomargarine otherwise than as provided by this act or con- 
trary to the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in 
pursuance hereof, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any 
manner contrary to law, or who shall sell or offer for sale as butter any oleo- 
margarine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brands any package, or affixes 
a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of tax than that required by 
law, shall be fined for the first offense not less than one hundred nor more 
than five hundred dollars and be imprisoned not less than thirty days nor 
more than six months; and for the second and every subsequent offense shall 
be fined not less than two hundred nor more than one thousand dollars and 
be imprisoned not less than sixty days nor more than two years.”’ 

One of the claims made by the friends of the Grout bill is that it will pro- 
tect the interests of the farmer. We call attention to the fact that every 
ingredient that enters into the manufacture of oleomargarine is as much a 
product of the farm as is butter, and that such ingredients are made more 
valuable on account of their use in the manufacture of oleomargarine. 

Your committee has had before it representatives of both the cattle and 
hog raisers of the country, and also representatives of the cotton industry, 
and they are unanimous in their opinion that their business will be mate- 
rially injured and the price of their product lowered by the passage of the 
Grout bill and the destruction of the oleomargarine industry. 

The manufacture and sale of oleomargarine does not interfere with the 
growth and prosperity of the butter industry. Statistics show a much 
greater percentage in the increase of the production of butter than in the 
production of oleomargarine. Though similar in ingredients, they are not 
strictly competing, as the oleomargarine is practically all bought by the 
poorer class of our pe ple. 

In justification of this statement we have received a large number of peti- 
tions from the labor organizations of our country protesting against the pas- 
sage of this bill for the above-given reasons. 

it being possible to keep oleomargarine in a sweet and sound condition 
much longer than butter, it is also used extensively in the mining and lumber 
aye ouplering and hunting expeditions, on ships at sea, and by armies 
in the field. 

The claim made by the friends of the Grout bill that the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine has greatly depreciated the price of butter will not 
obtain when it is known that there is now manufactured in the United States 
nearly 2,000,000, 000 pounds of butter annually, and it is positively known that 
there only were 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine manufactured last year, 
which shows that the amount of oleomargarine produced is about 4 per cent 
of the amount of butter produced. Therefore, the argument that oleomar- 
garine in any material sense controls the price of butter is not justified by 
the facts. 

The manufacture and sale of oleomargarine have in no way depreciated 
the price of butter, as more butter is being sold at higher price in this coun- 
try than ever before, as shown by testimony. 

It is a suggestive fact that those sections of our country which are most 
exclusively devoted to the dairy interests are blessed with the greatest pros- 

verity, as brought out in the testimony of ex-Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, 

efore our committee, who said that a few years ago land was worth only $15 
an acre in that State, but as the State began to be devoted more exclusively 
to the dairy interests land had rapidly appreciated in price, and that farm- 
ers had gotten out of debt, had paid their mortgages, and the land is now 
worth the sum of 880 per acre, this price averaging much higher than agri 
cultural lands in other parts of the country. ; 

In conclusion, the members of the Committee on Agriculture who have 
joined in this minority report beg to assure the House and the country in the 
most solemn manner possible that it has been their earnest intention, and is 
now their determination, to do everything possible to be done to enforce the 
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sale of oleomargarine as oleomargarine and to prevent its sale as butter. To 
revent fraud and not to “1 out an industry has been and is our pu , 

We believe that it ought to be the sole purpose of all legislation and the sole 
motive of all just men. 

J. W. WADSWORTH. 

WM. LORIMER. 

W. J. BAILEY. 

G. H. WHITE. 


JOHN 8. WILLIAMS. 
J. WM. STOKES. 
H. D, ALLEN. 


Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in the substitute presented by the 
minority that in any way alters or changes the per-pound tax or 
license fee on manufacturers of or dealers in oleomargarine. The 
Grout bill proposes to increase the tax on colored oleomargarine 
to 10 cents per pound and decrease the tax on uncolored oleomar- 
garine to one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, and it is claimed by the 
friends of the Grout bill that if the tax of 10 cents per pound is 
placed on colored oleomargarine it will prevent fraud in the 
manufacture and sale of that commodity. 

The minority of the committee can not find in any particular 
provision of the bill where it will change the law —- as to 
an increase or decrease of the tax, and make the sale of oleo sub- 
ject to the State laws when shipped from one State into another. 
No safeguards are thrown about the sale of this product for the 

revention of fraud upon the general public in the proposed bill. 
The substitute bill we believe, on the contrary, will prevent fraud 
in the sale of oleo. 

I have here on my desk samples of oleo for the purpose of giving 
an ocular demonstration of the sale of oleomargarine under the 
present law—a demonstration of the operation of the sale of oleo 
under the Grout bill, and of the sale of the same product under the 
substitute bill submitted by the minority of the committee. 

I wish to state that the minority of the committee have no feel- 
ing in this matter except that fair treatment should be given to 
the legitimate industry. It has been their effort to frame a bill 
to prevent the fraudulent sale of this product. We do not charge 
that dead cats and dogs are being manufactured into butter as 
has been suggested by the gentleman from Connecticut that they 
are probably used in the manufacture of oleomargarine. That 
sort of talk is humbug. I am confident that there is not a gentle- 
man in this House who believes that cats and dogs or any matter 
repugnant to taste or deleterious to health is used in the manu- 
facture of the oleomargarine that is sold on the market through- 
out this country. 

A few days ago I read the speeches that were made here in 1886 
on the subject of oleo, and I found all sorts of charges about dele- 
terious matter said to be used in oleo in those days, but I had 
thought no gentleman at this time would have the hardihood to 
state to this House that there is anything in oleomargarine but 
pure and nutritious matter. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr, GROUT. Do you deny that paraffin is put in oleomar- 


garine? 

Mr. LORIMER. I emphatically deny that paraffin is put in 
oleomargarine, and if it were necessary to prove it, it is only nec- 
essary to say that paraffin is selling to-day at a higher price than 
you can buy oleomargarine for at retail in the markets in this 
city. Why, Mr. Speaker, paraffin is now selling, I am informed, 
for 15 cents a pound wholesale. There was a time when paraffin 
could be bought for 7 cents. 

Mr. GROUT. Do you deny that it has been found in oleomar- 
garine, put in to stiffen it and make it stand up like butter? 

Mr. LORIMER, I deny the statement that it is now or has been 
used in oleomargarine, and I say to you that no statement was 
made before our committee, backed up by any expert, to that effect. 

Mr. GROUT. Has your attention been called to the analyses 
made by the State chemist of New York of half a dozen tubs of 
oleomargarine found in Brooklyn some year and a half ago, of 
which 10 per cent was paraffin. 

Mr. LORIMER. I have recollection of a gentleman who said 
he was the State chemist of the State of New York appearing be- 
fore the Agricultural Committee, stating that paraffin was used 
in oleomargarine, and we asked him to submit testimony that we 
might use in our hearings to present to Congress, and told him 
that he could submit it at any time prior tothe publication of the 
testimony; but up to date we have received no statement from 
that gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LORIMER. Gladly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You say that no deleterious substances are 
used in the manufacture of oleomargarine. Is it not possible for 
substances deleterious to health to be used and the consumer not 
know anything about it? 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes, my friend, it is possible for substances 
deleterious to health to be used in oleomargarine. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And also in butter. 

Mr. LORIMER. But it is also possible to use deleterious sub- 
stances in butter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can you make butter out of anything except 
cream or milk? 

Mr. LORIMER. Ihave known of butter being shipped from 
butter territory that had oleo oil in it. Ido not know whether 
you would call it butter or oleomargarine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it not a fact that some of 
the very dairymen in this association who are back of this bill 
use—have we not been led, at any rate, to believe that they used-- 
oleo oil very largely in their so-called butter that they would pro- 
tect now at the expense of oleomargarine? 

Mr. LORIMER. From testimony before the committee I have 
that impression-——— 

Mr. GROUT. Who gave the testimony? Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him to refer to it in the printed testimony? 

Mr. LORIMER. I think it was Mr. Oliver, of North Carolina. 
I am not exactly certain, but I know you will find in the testimony 
of one of the cotton-seed oil men a suggestion that oleo is now used 
and will be used in butter more extensively than it now is if the 
Grout bill should pass. 

Mr. GROUT. It was merely a suggestion. It was not stated as 
a fact. 

Mr. LORIMER. I do not say that there was any such state- 
ment made as a fact. 

Mr. GROUT. Anybody can make a suggestion. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say that the 
minority of the commitee are in favor of stamping out fraud in 
the sale of oleomargarine, and it is admitted by every member of 
the committee that fraud is and has been perpetrated in the sale 
of oleomargarine, and I propose to show to the House to-day just 
how those frauds are committed, to show to the members of the 
House how they would continue to perpetrate fraud under the 
Grout bill, and to show the House how absolutely impossible it 
would be to perpetrate fraud under the substitute submitted by 
the minority of the committee. 

I have here a firkin of oleomargarine, with the Government 
stamp upon it, as provided under the oleomargarine law. This is 
sold by the manufacturer to the wholesaler or retailer. A pur- 
chaser comes intoa store and asks fora pound of butter. The 
grocer goes back into his ice box and takes out of this oleo firkin 
a pound of oleo and sells it as a pound of pure butter. In many 
instances they put the stamp upon the paper and turn it in; but 
very frequently it is sold for butter. This the minority of the 
committee admit. And the minority seek to prevent this fraud 
by the passage of the substitute. Under the law oleo may be put 
up in rolls and packed in boxes or crates for shipment, about the 
size of this box | have on my desk, with the Government stamp 
upon it, as provided by law. 

Nothing is required to be stamped upon the roll to indicate 
what itis. No mark is required in the firkin to indicate its con- 
tents. A purchaser asks the storekeeper for a roll of butter. The 
keeper wraps up a roll of oleo, and nobody is the wiser. This is 
the way a fraud is perpetrated upon the purchaser. Fraud is 
committed by the retail dealer; but it is not in testimony before 
our committee that any manufacturer has ever failed to comply 
with every letter of the law. Now, suppose you pass the Grout 
bill. What is there in the Grout bill that will prevent the self- 
same operation and perpetration of fraud as it is now perpetrated 
under the present law? 

Mr. GROUT. Wil! the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LORIMER, Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. The Grout bill takes that coloring matter away, 
so that they can not fool anybody in the product. 

Mr. LORIMER. The Grout bill takes that coloring matter 
away, but it does not prevent anybody from committing fraud. 
He who wishes to commit fraud and take the chance will color 
oleo and sell it for butter, and the incentive to do it when the tax 
is increased to 10 cents per pound from 2 cents is much greater 
than under the present law. 

Mr.GROUT. Does the gentleman intend to be understood that 
it will be done by the manufacturers? 

Mr. LORIMER. No; I intend to be understood that anybody 
who is now fraudulently selling oleomargarine would color oleo- 
margarine after it is sent to their store and sell it at the increased 
price for butter. 

Mr. GROUT. But is it not a fact that it can not be reworked 
unless it is remelted and refashioned? Is not that the fact? 

Mr. LORIMER. I am not absolutely certain that it is; Iam 
not absolutely certain that it is not so; but I am absolutely certain 
that a man who sells it fraudulently would very soon find a way 
to do the coloring. : 

Mr. Speaker, under the Grout bill a package of oleomargarine 
that is fraudulently sold would be sold just the same as it is sold 
under the present law. There is no difference in the operation of 
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the two laws. There is nothing excepting the 10-cent tax, which 
absolutely wipes the oleomargarine manufacturer out of business. 
Gentlemen favoring the Grout bill hope to prevent the sale of 
oleomargarine by stamping out the industry. 

You have not in your bill one safeguard thrown around the sale 
of oleo to prevent fraud, 
talk of preventing the fraudulent sale of oleomargarine by increas- 
ing the tax to 10 cents a pound, 
cents a pound there would be more oleomargarine sold fraudu- 
lently than there is now. Right on that point I would like to call 
attention to this fact. The gentlemen who have spoken here this 
afternoon have tried to create the impression that almost all the 
oleomargarine sold in this country is sold for butter by the retail- 
ers. We had in testimony before the committee, from Mr. Wil- 
son, Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that less than 10 per cent 
of it is sold fraudulently. This talk of it all being sold fraudu- 
lently is absolutely without foundation. 

Now, I wish to show how oleo would be sold under the substitute 
presented by the minority of the committee. The substitute pro- 
vides, first, that oleo must be put up in not larger than 2-pound 
nor smaller than 1-pound packages; there shall be no larger than 
2 nor smaller than 1 pound package. It is put up in the factory. 
When it is patted into a 1 or 2 pound roll, the word “ oleomarga- 
rine” shall be stamped on the 1-pound or 2-pound roll of oleo. 
Then this substitute provides that a wrapper shall be placed about 
the package, with the name of the manufacturer, printed in large 
letters, the word *“ oleomargarine,”’ as this roll that I hold in my 
hand, ‘‘W. J. Moxley, high grade of oleomargarine,” in big 
letters. 

The size of all these letters is to be determined upon by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Then another wrapper may 
be placed upon the package, and the word ‘‘ oleomargarine” must 
be printed upon that wrapper. Following that, the substitute 
provides that the internal-revenue stamp shall be wrapped around 
the package. Now, this blue ribbon represents an internal-revenue 
stamp. It is absolutely impossible, under the operation of this 
substitute, to sell a pound of oleomargarine for anything but what 
it is. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LORIMER. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARRE. How will that protect the public any more than 
the law now protects them? 

Mr. LORIMER, I was just about to come to that point. 

Mr. PEARRE,. Will the gentleman permit me to add another 
question? 

Mr. LORIMER. Let me answer the first, and I will answer 
any other question you desire to ask. The substitute provides 
that no portion of a pound package or 2-pound package shall be 
sold. It provides that these packages shall not be broken, and the 
stamp shall not be broken, and it can only be sold in the original 
package. 

Mr. PEARRE. Exactly. 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes. 

Mr. PEARRE. Now, the Government gets its revenue from 
the manufacturer when that stamp is put on the package? 

Mr. LORIMER. That is true. 

Mr. PEARRE. Then the incentive for the Goverment to track 
down the violator of the law does not exist, but ends when that 
package leaves the factory. Is not that true? 

Mr. LORIMER. I do not believe that it is true. 

Mr. PEARRE. Is not that true? 

Mr. LORIMER. 
than to believe that it is true. 

Mr. PEARRE. 
in its original purpose, as passed by the Congress of the United 
States, because after the Government collected its revenue it did 
not have the incentive toenforce the police provisions of that bill? 

Mr. LORIMER. Just a moment. How does the gentleman 
harmonize that statement with the fact that we have quite a num- 
ber of fellows in the penitentiary to-day, placed there by the Gov- 
ernment authorities for violating the oleomargarine act? 

Mr. PEARRE. I do not want the gentleman to answer my 
question by asking another, but I will answer his. The people 
of the United States who desire to eat butter in preference to 
oleomargarine have gotten after the public officials to such an 
extent that they have brought about a small number of prose- 
cutions, a very small number, and secured an almost infinitesimal 


number of convictions compared with the great number of vio- | 


lators of the oleomargarine law. 

Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. LORIMER, 
up and-sold in the same way that the substitute would regulate 
traffic in this product and protect the butter against the fraudu- 
lent sale of oleomargarine. 

Mr. PEARRE. Ido not care anything about tobacco. 

Mr. LORIMER. No; the gentleman does not care for anything, 


The tobacco sold in this country to-day is put | 


It is absolutely absurd, Mr. Speaker, to | 


I think that under a tax of 10 | 


| 
| 


I have more confidence in the Government | 


Do not you know that the act of 1886 has failed | 











| this country. 


only to drive the oleomargarine interests out of business, 
ter. | 

Mr. PEARRE. And the gentleman from Illinois does not care 
for anything except to advocate and defend the oleomargarine in- 


{Laugh- 


terests, if he desires to make this a personal matter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LORIMER. The only thing I am advocating and defend- 
ing in this House, on this oleomargarine proposition, is fair play, 
and that we shall not establish a precedent in this House for future 
time, stamping out any legitimate business in the interest of an- 
other. [Applause. | 

Mr. PEARRE. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. LORIMER. No; I decline to yield further to the gentle- 
man, because it is evident that he has made up his mind to put the 


| oleomargarine manufacturers out of business, and if I should talk 


to him eight weeks I could not convince him. 

Mr. McCLEARY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LORIMER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Iinfer from your statement that you believe 
that sme oleomargarine business could not succeed except by this 
fraud. 

Mr. LORIMER. I did not make any such statement. 

Mr. McCLEARY. That the only way they could sell it is by 
coloring it to resemble another product. 

Mr. LORIMER. I did not say that. The gentleman says the 
only way to sell it would be to sell it by making it resemble some- 
thing else. The real truth, Mr. Speaker, is that the commercial 
butter two months from now will be as white as chalk when it is 
taken from the churn, and it will only be yellow after it is artifi- 
cially colored. 

Mr. McCLEARY, 
to be; it is butter. 

Mr. LORIMER. Colored butter. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, 
oleo? {Laughter. | 

Mr. LORIMER. Now, nobody on this side of the question will 
undertake to say that they sell butter for anything but what it is. 
Our contention is that butter is not naturally of the yellow June 
color all the year round. Here isaroll of colored butter, arti- 
ficially colored, and here is aroll of butter made one week ago, 
and gentlemen will see how light colored itis. Six weeks from 
now it will be as white as that paper on your desk. 

Mr. McCLEARY,. But it wiil still be butter. 

Mr. LORIMER. It does not have the natural yellow color all 
the year round. We contend, if you place any yellow substance 
in butter for the purpose of making it look good and make it more 
palatable to those who consume it, oleo manufacturers have the 


But when it is colored it is what it purports 


{ Laughter. ] 
And when he sells oleo, it is colored 


| same right to place it in the oleomargarine for the same purpose, 


We contend that it is not counterfeiting butter by adding a yellow 
substance to the oleo. What we propose to do is to prevent any 
fraud in its sale by the passage of this substitute. You know that 
all the tobacco sold in this country is sold with a stamp across the 
top, and I do not remember of hearing for a good many years of 
any fraudulent sale of tobacco put up in that way. 

On cigars we put a stamp around the box, as my friend beside 
me suggests, and I am certain, and I know the gentlemen in this 


| House, too, are satisfied, that if this substitute is passed we will 


never hear anything about a fraudulent sale of oleomargarine in 
If it were not for the desire of certain gentlemen to 
kill the oleo industry, Ido not know of aman on the floor but 
what would accept this substitute. The bill H. R. 3717 is not to 
compel oleo to be sold for what it is. Itis being urged by gentle- 
men in favor of the Grout bill to stamp the oleomargarine indus- 
try out of existence. That isall there istoit. [{Applause. ] 

Mr. McCLEARY. If the gentleman will pardon an interrup- 
tion, I would like to ask him how he can make that statement 
when this bill specifically provides that oleomargarine uncolored 
shall have the tax upon it reduced. 

Mr. LORIMER. I will tell the gentleman how I can make that 
statement. This tax was inspired not by members of this House, 
but by gentlemen who want to stamp out the oleomargarine indus- 
try. They made their statements before the Committee on Agri- 
culture. The pure-food commissioner of the State of Wisconsin, 
after he had furnished this testimony, said: 

There is no use of beating about the bush. We want to pass this law and 
drive oleomargarine manufacturers out of business. 

Ex-Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, in winding up his statement, 
said: 

This is repressive taxation. 

And the secretary of the Dairymen’s Union, Mr. Knight, wrotea 
letter to a butter man in Virginia, which appears in the report of 
the minority of the committee, in which he stated that— 

The Agricultural Committee is now considering a bill that will effectually 
stamp out the oleo industry, and that is what we want. 

I have talked with many gentlemen on this floor who favor this 


| bill, and they have said to me that that is why they are going to 


vote for it. 


Mr. McCLEARY. This industry, as defined in the gentleman's 
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statement, means undoubtedly the industry of making colored 
oleomargarine. 

Mr. LORIMER. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Isitnot true that butter would not be stamped 
out of existence by an anti-color law? And if that is true, then 
why will this 10 per cent tax stamp out oleomargarine? 

Mr. LORIMER. I would answer the gentleman’s question in 
this way: I am willing to vote for an amendment that would pre- 
vent the coloring of either oleomagarine or butter. 

Mr. NEVILLE. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. LORIMER. I do not think that such a tax would effect- 
ually stamp out the sale of butter, but it would not bring as high 
a price in its white state as it brings when it is colored. I admit 
that fraud has been perpetrated and is being perpetrated every day. 

Mr. NEVILLE. But, if such a tax would not stamp out the 
butter business, if it would not prevent the sale of butter, then, 
if oleomargarine is sold upon its merits, why would such a tax 
stamp oleomargarine out of existence? 

Mr. LORIMER. One reason is because colored butter would 
be more palatable. If I should go out to-day to buy a substance 
to put upon my bread, I would just as willingly take high-grade 
oleomargarine as good butter; but if I were called upon to decide 
between high-grade white oleomargarine and yellow butter, yel- 
low butter is more palatable, and | would prefer it; and I think 
that everybody else would decide in favor of the colored article, 
because it would be more palatable. 

The whole purpose of the Grout bill, and the gentlemen know 
it, is to prevent the sale of yellow oleomargarine, in order tostamp 
it out of existence. What is the use of fooling about the matter? 
We might as well be fair with each other. 

Mr. TONGUE. Does the gentleman think that the manufac- 
turers of oleomargarine color their product for the mere purpose 
of pleasing the eye, or is the object to induce the people to buy 
the product in the belief that they are buying butter? In other 
words, is the coloring in the interest of art or in the interest of 
fraud? 

Mr. LORIMER. I believe that oleomargarine is colored by the 
manufacturers because they think in that form it is more salable, 
for the reason that it is more palatable—more pleasing to the eye. 

Mr. TONGUE. Dothey not believe that it will be more salable 
because people who buy it believe it to be butter and would not 
otherwise buy it? 

Mr. LORIMER. No; but suppose that to be so; what we pro- 
pose to do is to pass the substitute in order that oleomargarine 
shali be put up in such a way that it will be absolutely impossible 
to sell it for anything but what it is. 

Mr. TONGUE. When the wrappers are off, what protection 
will there be for the public against the sale of this articleas butter? 

Mr. LORIMER. There is the impress on the oleomargarine 
itself, 

Mr. TONGUE. 

Mr. LORIMER. Nothing. 

Mr. THROPP. Is it not true that the coloring matters used in 
this manufacture are neutrals: and, if so, how do they add to the 
palatability of the oleomargarine? 

Mr. LORIMER. 
pleasant in appearance, in comparison with one that has a dirty 
tablecloth, you enjoy your meal best at the clean table. 

Mr. THROPP. Thenit is the question of appearance? 

Mr. LORIMER. Palatability,thatisall. People think the arti- 
cle they consume is more palatable,and enjoy it more. Now, why 


When that has been removed, what then? 


should we discriminate in favor of one industry as against the | 


other? 

Mr. THROPP. 
coloring matter added to the quality of the oleomargarine. 

Mr. LORIMER. Everybody knows that it does not. 

The only complaint, Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, is that 


oleomargarine has been manufactured and sold fraudulently as | 


butter. The only complaint that gentlemen make on the floor of 
the House is that it is sold as such. 
desire to stamp out the fraudulent sale of it, as we should, then 
let us adopt legislation that looks to thatend. It is a very simple 
matter,if that is what you wish to accomplish. The only legisla- 
tion—the only bill that is submitted to the House that will accom- 
plish that end—is the substitute which is now before us. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that I have fully and thoroughly demon- 
strated the fact that there is nothing new in the Grout bill to 
stamp out the fraudulent sale of this product in the markets of 
the country. Because, if it can be sold fraudulently under the 
present law, there is nothing whatever in the Grout bill which 
changes the law to prevent the same fraud. The substitute bill 
affords a safeguard against this fraud, and under its provisions it 
is possible to shut out the fraudulent sale of this product. Iam 
absolutely certain, Mr. Speaker, that if the substitute is adopted, 
oleomargarine can be sold and will be sold only for what it is, 
Thus the fraud would be absolutely cured. 

The gentleman from Vermont | Mr. Grout] suggested that oleo- 





When you sit down to a table that is clean and | 


My object was simply to inquire whether the | 





If that be so, and we simply | 


| and selling butter. 


margarine was shipped from the city of Chicago to a dealer 
somewhere in the East and sold at 13 cents a pound, and suggested 
that this was because of the fact that it was sent in its natural 
whitecolor. Now, the truth of the matter is that you can buy as 
much oleomargarine, either white or yellow, as you wish in the 
factories in the city of Chicago or in any factory in the United 
States at 12} centsa pound. The color has nothing to do with the 
present price of oleomargarine, and the friend of the gentleman 
in the East who purchased at 13 cents a pound was actually pay- 
ing a half cent a pound higher than the market price where it is 
made, So there is nothing in that argument. 

I do not know, of course, how carefully the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] has figured the statistics on the subject of 
butter, but at the adjournment of the House in June last I made a 
comparison, and from the statistics which were then available 


| the amount of oleomargarine manufactured and sold in this coun- 


try, as compared with the butter manufactured and sold, was a 
little over 4 per cent—quite considerable less the 5 per cent of 
the total amount. Now, I remember well, also, that before oleo- 
margarine was manufactured and sold at all, in the city of Chi- 
cago, of buying butter in small quantities at 12, 13, 14, 15, or 16 
cents a pound, 

But since the manufacture of oleomargarine has been started it 
has been absolutely impossible, at least within the last two or three 
years, to buy butter at the Elgin factory at a less price than 16 
cents a pound even at wholesale. And yet, before oleomargarine 
became a product in the market of the country, I was able to buy 
butter at the price I have stated, and there must have been a 
profit between the manufacturer and the retailer at some point 
when I purchased butter at from 12 to 16 cents. This proves the 
fact that the argument which has been made by gentlemen on the 
other side that the sale of oleo depreciates the price of butter is 
entirely without foundation, and the records of the market of the 
country, I venture to assert, will not bear out their assertion. 

Mr. Speaker, the greatest dairy industry probably in the United 
States is in the State of Illinois. I have lived in Chicago for 
thirty years, and am perfectly willing to take up the statistics on 
the sale of butter in that city with the gentleman from Vermont 
and I am sure they will establish the fact that the price of butter 
has not been as low since oleo has come on the market as it had 
been before. 

I am absolutely positive that the manufacture of oleomargarine 
has not affected the price of butter in any respect, but it has fur- 
nished the poor with a wholesome article of food in seasons when 
they could not afford to buy butter on account of its high price, 
say in the winter months, for instance. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question for information. 
Am I talking in my own time or am I consuming the time belong- 
ing to the chairman of the committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hopkins). The gentleman, 
as a member of the committee, is entitled to an hour in his own 
right. He has nineteen minutes of that time left 

Mr. LORIMER, Then, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder 
of the time. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker. I yield twenty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lamp}. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Agriculture re- 
ported favorably the bill under discussion (H.R. 3717) after care- 
fully weighing all the evidence for and against it. Thirty-two 
States of the Union, containing a population of over 50,000,000, 
have passed laws forbidding the manufacture and sale of oleomar 
garine colored to resemble butter. These laws have been upheld 
in the courts, and twice sustained by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. NoState has ever repealed one of theselaws. The 
law enacted in 1886 placed a tax of 2 cents per pound upon oleo- 
margarine in order to enforce the clause requiring the branding 
of every package sold. The revenue has been collected by the 
Government, but the law has not been enforced, except in rare 
cases, against the offenders. The more the branding clause of the 
law of 1886 is violated the greater the revenue, because the oleo- 
margarine pays the tax when sold for what it is or as butter. 

The tax of 10 cents imposed by this bill would be collected on 
all oleomargarine colored to resemble butter. The collection of 
this tax would likely result in taking out the large profit now 
realized by the retailers in the counterfeit article, and tend to even 
up the profits on butter and colored oleomargarine. We have 
abundant evidence to show that the cost of oleomargarine is about 
7 cents a pound. The tax of 10 cents imposed upon the colored to 
resemble buiter would make it stand at 17 cents. These two 
articles, then, if of even value, as some claim, would have the same 
chance in an open market, while the oleomargarine uncolored 

in 


could be sold for 10 or 12 cents to those who preferred to buy it 
the natural state. 

On one side of this contention stands a great agricultural inter- 
est, backed by millionsof farmers and the large bulk of the consum- 
ers. as well as hundreds of thousands who are engaged in buving 
On the other hand we have the manufacturers 















ene Ahacateeappelinaaintacreanenerarermirelsiminmorna ~ 






























































PELTED AREER eI ee 1 
















































































ene 4 ao 
SENT LTA EY ANE SO IE ae TED SH RE 























































































































ee 


150 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 7, 





of oleomargarine and the dealers, who in at least 32 of the States 
are evading or violating the laws. In passing this bill we will 
have public opinion strongly and broadly behind us. 

Three vocations are asking this legislation—the dairymen, the 
small farmers throughout the country, who perhaps are the 
greatest sufferers, and the retail dealers in butter. The letters 
and petitions from my own district indicate this. Ihavereceived 
a great number of letters urging the passage of this bill, not only 
from the farmers of the six counties I represent, but from the 
retail dealers of the city of Richmond and many of the citizens 
of that city. As asample of the many letters from the counties, 
I quote the following: 

CHESTERFIELD CouNTY, VA., March 12, 1900. 

DEAR Sir: The measure now before Congress, the Grout bill, seems to me 
to be a great improvement on the present law relating to oleomargarine 

Let the poor have it cheaply, but compel them to sell it as it is made— 
white in color : 

When it is colored to imitate butter it isa fraud that injures farmers. 
Dairy interests should be fostered in your district. 

There are few if any farmers inthis section who have anything like money 
gain to show for the last ten years of hard work. 

It seems to me that the best thing we can do to improve our farms and im- 
prove this section is to produce stock and dairy products. 

All the farmers I have seen apprové of the Grout bill. I trust you have or 
will vote for it 

Yours, truly, 


8. E. MORSE. 
Hon. Jonn LAMB. 


Here is another, even more pronounced: 


Sanot IsLaAnpD, VA., February 24, 1900. 

Dear Sir: If youknow as much about the disreputable competition which 
we people have to contend with who are endeavoring to do an honest busi- 
ness in the production of an honest article of butter, we do not believe you 
would hesitate long about getting down to work for the passage of the Grout 
bill taxing butterine 10 cents per pound when made in semblance of butter 
and giving the States the right of jurisdiction over imitations as soon as they 
enter the State. 

We are willing that all who want oleomargarine shall have it, but we want 
it fixed so that people who do not want it will not have to have it palmed off 
on them for butter. 

We are willing to reduce the tax on that oleomargarine which is made so 
it will comply with the State laws of our thirty-two principal States, but the 
revenue law as it now stands isa detriment rather than an aid in carrying 
out the wishes of the people. Please give us your support in getting the 
Grout bill passed. 

Respectfully, yours, 
° W. S. SANDERS. 

Hon. Joun LAMB, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


These letters from farmers might be multiplied indefinitely. As 
showing the feeling of another class, here is a sample from the 
dealers and commission merchants. 


RICHMOND, VA.. March 26, 1900. 

Dear Stir: As president of the Richmond, Va., Branch of Commission Mer 
chants of the United States, I write in the interests of the Grout bill, that you 
give it your support, believing its passage will meet with the approval of the 
people of the Third district. 

I have understood you have received few letters from merchants here claim- 
ing it would not be to the interest of Richmond people for the passage. I beg 
to differ with them, and only think they wrote in their own personal interest 
as dealers, direct or indirectly, and must say if some change don't take place 
the butter interest in Virginia is of short duration. And what then will be- 
come of our farmers whose main support is the cow’ Hoping again our 
request will meet with your hearty support, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 
W. F. SEYMOUR, 
President Richmond Branch N. L. C. M. of the United States. 
Hon. Jonn LAMB, Washington, D. C. 


Here is another equally to the point: 


RICHMOND, VA., March 26, 1900. 
Dear Srr: We, the undersigned, dealers in pure butter in the city of Rich- 
mond, Va., note with pleasure the active interest and work manifested by you 
in the Grout bill, which raises the tax on oleomargarine made in semblance 
of butter from 2 to 10 cents per pound, the sale of such oleomargarine being 
forbidden by the laws of our State; also provides for the lowering of the 
tax on that which will meet the requirements of our State laws from 2 cents 
to one-fourth cent per pound, and gives the States jurisdiction over imita- 
tion dairy products upon entering their borders. We highly commend your 
position in this matter, and assure you that your attitude can not affect the 
interest of anybody in our State who is complying with our State laws, while 
the accomplishment of the object which you seek to attain would put thou- 
sands of dollars into the pockets of the people of your State now going into 
the coffers of bogus makers of other States. 
The merchants of this city are all in favor of this law except those dealing 
in the bogus article. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
W. W. SPRATLEY & Co. 
Hon. Joun LAMB, Washington, D. C. 


Here is an extract from a letter inclosing a petition, largely 
signed, in favor of the Grout bill: 

Dear Sir: Ihave not been able to see the trade or private citizens as I 
would like, else would send you hundreds of more names. We know the sen- 
timent of Richmond on this line, and know it is against the sale of this bogus 
stuff, and we know you will do what you think is just and right, and are 
willing to trust you in this matter, as well as all others. 

8. F. PADGETT & CO 

Here is one that presents in concise form three reasons for the 
passage of this bill that will appeal to the minds and hearts of 
these Representatives: 

RIcHMOND, VA., March 26, 1900. 

Dear Srr: We write in the interests of the Grout bill to beg for it your 
vote and influence. 

Because the manufacture of butterine has almost destroyed the butter 
interests in this State; because it is not right that the few who are making 





this bogus butter should add to their millions at the expense of every poor 
woman in the land who owns a cow; because the business in oleomargarine 
or butterine encourages deception, it being regularly advertised and palmed 
off as genuine butter, and it is so advertised now in this city. I mention but 
few of the many reasons that call for the passage of this Grout bill, and beg 
you to support the bill. 
Yours, truly, 
J. D. McINTIRE. 

Hon. JOHN LAMB, Washington, D. C. 

The editor of the Southern Planter, a leading agricultural jour- 
nal of the South, published in Richmond, Va., writes as follows: 


DEAR Srr: I hope that we may count on you using all your influence in 
favor of the Grout bill now before the Agricultural Committee. The dairy- 
ing interest in the South, and especially in Virginia, is becoming a large one, 
and this bill is of great importance to that interest. 

Yours, truly, J. F. JACKSON. 

A petition from the merchants and citizens of Richmond, Va., 
numerously signed, asking for the passage of this bill, says in 
part: 

We highly commend your position in this matter and assure you that 
your attitude can not affect the interest of anybody in this State who is 
complying with our State laws, while she accomplishment of the object 
which you seek to attain would put .tive@mgemmds of dollars into the pockets of 


the people now going into the pockets of bogus butter makers of other 
States. 


We believe the bill a just and honest one, and we further know that public 
opinion demands it, and, were it put to a vote with our people, that 90 per 
cent of the mone would vote for it. We further assure you that 90 per cent 
of our people who buy oleomargarine buy and eat it for butter, as we have 
never seen or heard of oleomargarine being advertised as oleomargarine, but 
always as pure or fine creamery butter. See the deception used. 

These letters and petitions clearly indicate the views of my con- 
stituents on this important subject, and I take it that the same 
opinions are held by a large majority of citizens of the rest of the 
State. 

The commissioner of agriculture of the State of Virginia, in a 
letter of recent date written to me on the subject, says: 


The merchants make such a large profit from the sale of oleomargarine 
they prefer handling it to butter, and it has consequently ruined the dairy 
interest in this State. Ten years ago the dairy business in this State was 
developing splendidly, but now most of them have closed up on account of 
competition of oleomargarine. Our farmersare heavy losers on this account. 

The failure of our farmers to keep a large number of cows and raise more 
stock is hurtful to the agricultural advancement in this State. 

The State board of agriculture at its last meeting, November 30, unani- 
mously passed a resolution requesting the Congressmen and Senators of this 
State to support the Grout bill. 


I produce this witness, and could easily add many others, to offset 
the declaration made in the very able report of the minority of the 
committee that ‘‘the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine does 
notinterfere with the growth and prosperity of the butterindustry.” 

The minority report also says: 

The oleomargarine is practically all bought by the poorer class of people. 
In justification of this statement we have received a large number of peti- 


tions from the labor organizations of our country protesting against the pas- 
sage of this bill for the above given reasons. 


I have never received a petition from a labor organization pro- 
testing against the passage of this measure, although there are 
fifty to seventy-five organizations in the two cities I represent, and 
fully 10,000laborers. In fact, I have had only two letters,and two 
telegrams from my district protesting against the Grout bill, while 
I have received hundreds favoring its passage. The opponents of 
this measure have a good deal to say about oleomargarine as a 
cheap food for the poor. You will observe that the poor, for the 
most part are silent on this bill. Wetake it that they desire good 
butter and not a counterfeit. Somesay oleomargarine is the poor 
man’s butter, and that the tax on this article comes finally out of 
his hard earnings. I have a few letterson this line. For such as 
these Shakespeare gives an answer: 

Mark you this, Bassanio, 
The devil can cite Scripture for his purpose. 
An evil soul, producing holy witness, 
Is like a villain with a smiling cheek; 
A goodly apple rotten at the heart; 
O, what a goodly outside falsehood hath! 
Applause. | 
Ve claim that the advocates of this measure, who ask that the 
force of law be turned against the counterfeit, are the best friends 
of the poor. 

When this measure is enacted into law the uncolored article can 
be sold at 10 or 12 centsa pound. This will be the poor man’s 
opportunity. He pays now from 15 to 25 cents for oleomargarine. 
The minority report claims that this bill, if enacted into law, 
would destroy the business of the oleomargarine manufacturers, 
and cite in proof of this the strong language of a few of the gen- 
tlemen who testified before our committee. In reply I beg to 


| quote the language of my colleague, who drew the majority report. 


We believe the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine will continue under 
this measure, and that those whodesire a cheap substitute for butter will pur- 
chase the uncolored article. The only difference is that the counterfeit arti- 
cle, colored in imitation of butter, will no longer be accessible to hotel keepers, 
restaurant keepers, and boarding house proprietors at such prices as will be 
an inducement for them to deceive their guests, as is now, we believe, abso- 
lutely universal where it is served, and thus another class of consumers, who 
have been subject to imposition for more than twenty years, will be able to 
know whether they are eating butter fat or hog fat when they ee their 
bread. If colored oleomargarine is served it will be because it is better, and 
not because it is cheaper than butter. 





1900. 





The minority report has a good deal to say about the healthful- 
ness of this article and quotes a number of professors of chem- 
istry in proof of their contention. 

On the other hand, there are a great number of reports in Eng- 
land, France, and this country going to show that the effects of 
oleomargarine are harmful. On this point I beg to refer you tothe 
able argument of ex-Governor W. D. Hoard, made before the 
Committee on Agriculture March 17, 1900, and printed in the 
hearings before that committee. 

But we hold it immaterial to this discussion whether this arti- 
cle is wholesome or not. The object of this bill is to secure hon- 
esty in trade; to protect the public pocket, rather than the public 
health. We are not called upon to prove that oleomargarine 
makes people sick. We are required to prove that the sale of the 
great bulk of the product is permeated with fraud and that it is 
purchased for and as butter by consumers who would not want it 
were it not colored in imitation of a more valuable product. 

The substitute bill so earnestly advocated by the minority mem- 
bers of the Committee on Agriculture will not, for many reasons, 
meet the difficulty. 

First. It attempts to legalize the coloring of oleomargarine 
against which thirty-two States of the Union have passed laws. 

Second. It will completely destroy the butter interest of the 
country. 

Third. The temptation to fraud will only be removed in the de- 
gree that the price of the article is lowered by the absence of com- 
petition, for the hotel, restaurant, and boarding-house keepers can | 
buy from the retail butter dealers any number of these original 
1 and 2 pound packages and put it upon their tables as butter, 
removing easily the impress made on the packages. The present 
law, bad as it is, will be far preferable to the substitute. There 
is not muchin this substitute about the coloring of oleomargarine 
inimitation of butter. Indeed, the advocates of the substitute ask 
you why it is not as permissible to color oleomargarine as it is to 
color butter. Wereply: Because they are not colored for thesame 
purpose. Butter is not colored to resemble a superior article and 
impose on the consumer. 

Oleomargarine is colored to make it resemble a better product. 
It is colored to deceive the consumer. The coloring adds nothing 
to the food value of the article. The proposed taxation against | 
colored oleomargarine works no hardship to the consumer. Those | 
who want this fat substitute for butter can buy it much cheaper 
in its natural state. The Grout bill, when enacted into law, will 
force out this color or semblance to butter; wil] check or entirely 
destroy the fraud; will protect the great army of producers of | 
butter from competition with a counterfeit, and will enable those 
who want a cheap food to buy this oleomargarine at a fair price 
in the market, knowing what they buy and what they are eating. 

But the opponents of this measure say the cattle raisers of this 
country will be injured, and our minority committee grow elo- 

uent over the evils of taxing one industry to benefit another. 

hey ee more interested for the dead cow than the living ani- 
mal. If the dairy interest be destroyed or crippled and the cows 
are sold off and slaughtered, as is being done in some districts to 
an alarming extent, what about an increase of beef c ittle and 
feeders? Will not the falling off in this way lose to the cattie 
raisers more than the 40 or 50 cents per head now claimed for the 
sale of oleo oil? You will find this a two-edged sword cutting both 
~ [ Applause. ] 
ye do not propose to sacrifice the cow’s udder in order to save 
a few cents on the beef fat. 

Pass your substitute allowing the coloring of oleomargarine. 
Let this counterfeit that can be made at about one-third the cost | 
of genuine butter and sold at about one-half and leave a margin 
of profit drive the great dairy and butter interests to the wall, 
and the effect will not be confined to those extensive interests 
alone, but will be felt in every nerve of our great system—through | 
thousands of happy homes it will be felt. Helpless women and | 
defenseless children even now cry unto you for help. These cries 
will be turned into curses when your special suivilege to the few | 
shall have deprived them of the sale of the last pound of butter 
that brought to their cheerless homes 3 pounds of sugar. Impov- 
erished mother earth, that has been forced to give without receiv- 
ing back, will enter protest. Let us not, I pray you, sacrifice the 
cow for her tallow. 

Oh, what a noble cow was here undone, 
When Brindle's self destroyed her favorite son! 
Yes, she too much indulged thy fond pursuit, 
She sow’'d the seeds, but death has reap’d the fruit. 
*T was thine own genius gave the final blow, 
And help'd to plant the wound that laid thee low; 
So the struck milker stretch’d upon the plain, 
No more through waving grass to browse again, 
View'd her own tallow on the fatal dart, 
And wing'd the shaft that quiver’d in her heart. 

Applause. | 

ut there is another interest that will suffer, we are told, if the 

Grout bill passes. 
The manufacturers of cotton-seed oil claim that their interests 
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will suffer if the oleomargarine manufacturers are crippled or de- 
stroyed by the operations of this bill. It is well known that the 
foreign demand for cotton-seed oil is great now and constantly in- 
creasing. There is a demand from every country on the globe for 
this article. The small quantity used in the manufacture of oleo- 
margarine can not affect to any appreciable degree the sale of 
cotton-seed oil. The amount used is only 7 per cent, as reported 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in response to an inquiry from 
this House. 

The broad-minded statesmen from the cotton States here will 
not refuse their vote for a measure proposing to check or destroy 
a fraud that is being perpetrated upon the people of this country, 
even were temporary inconvenience or loss to follow for their own 
Heaven-favored land, with a monopoly in cotton itself, now com- 
manding $50 a bale. With cotton manufactories springing up all 
around them, with the cereals flourishing in every State, with 
cattle upon a thousand plains, with hogs everywhere, and cows 
not yet counted by the 1900 census, what damagecan come to them 
through the loss of a market for a few thousand gallons of oil, 
made from the seed that a few years ago they hauled out for ma- 
nure? I do not think these brave and noble people who have en- 
dured so muchand are now advancing so marvelously in material 
development would have us vote to cripple the great butter and 
dairy interest of the whole country, in which they havea deep and 
increasing interest themselves, in order to encourage the manufac- 
ture of cotton-seed oil. 

As a matter of fact, the 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine 
manufactured each year and valued at $12,450,000 only contains 
$207,500 worth of cotton-seed oil, which is only $24,000 to each of 
the cotton-growing States. Suppose this estimate too low; that 
$500,000 is nearer right. Then $50,000 for each of these 7 States 
is a mere bagatelle. The last report shows 17 manufacturers of 
oleomargarine in 8 States. There were 164 wholesale dealers. 
There are nearly 10,000,000 people in this country directly inter- 
estedin the dairycan. Thefraudulent sale of oleomargarine hurts 
each one of them. Shall the i7 have their way against the 
10,000,000? 

But thereis a weightier reason than the value of oil bearing on 
the minds of my Southern colleagues. They claim that it is an 
improper exercise of Congressional authority to destroy business 
through Federal taxation. The opposite view has been held by 
distinguished authorities. The Supreme Court, in McCulloch vs. 
Maryland (4 Wheat., 428), says: 


It is admitted that the power of taxing the people and their property is 
essential to the very existence of the Government and may be legitimately 





exercised to the utmost extent to which the Government may choose to carry 
it. The people give to their Government the right of taxing themselves and 
their property; and as the exigencies of the Government can not be limited, 


hey prescribe no limits to th e exercise of this right, resting confidently on 
he interest of the legislator and on the influence of the constituents over 
their representatives to guard them against its abuse 

Desty, in his work on Taxation, says: 

One purpose of taxation sometimes is to discourage a business, and per- 
haps put it out of existence, and it is taxed without any idea of protection 
attending the burden. 

Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of McCulloch vs. Maryland, 
also said: 

That the power to tax involves the power to destroy; that the power to 
destroy may defeat and render useless the power to create; that there is a 
plain repugnance in conferring on one government a power tocontrol the 
constitutional measures of another, which other, with respect to those very 
measures, is declared to be supreme over that which exerts the control, are 
propositions not to be denied. : 

Justice Story, in his work on the Constitution (Book 1, pp. 

’ 
677, 678), says: 
Nothing is more clear from the history of nations than the fact 


the 


that 


taxing power is very often applied for other purposes than revenue. I[t is 
often applied as a virtual prohibition; sometimes to banish a noxious article 
of consumption, sometimes as a suppression of particular employments. 


Justice Woodbury, in the case of Pierce et al. 
shire (5 Wheat., 608), said: 

But I go further on this point than some of the courts and wish to meet 
the case in front and in its worst bearings If, as in the view of some, these 
license laws are in the nature of partial or entire prohibitions to sell certain 
articles as being dangerous to public health and morals, it does not seem to 
me that their conflict with the Constitution would by any means be clear 
Taking for granted that the real design in posing them is the avowed one 
(prohibition), they would appear entirely defensible as a matter of right, 
though prohibiting sales. 

In Walker's Science of Wealth this rule of taxation is also 
general: 

The heaviest taxes should be imposed upon those commodities the con 
sumption of which is especially prejudicial to the interests of the people., 

I leave to more capable hands the further discussion of thi« 
point. I know that it will be contended that this is a drastic 
measure. It is offered to meet serious conditions and not for the 
purpose of transferring the earnings of one class to increase the 
profits of another. 

Its provisions when enacted into law will work in harmony with 
the laws of thirty-two States of the Union. 

Oleomargarine, colored in imitation of butter, will have a fair 
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chance. The temptation to perpetrate fraud and deceive custom- 
ers will be abated, if not entirely removed. 

it is the duty of every legislative body to pass the necessary 
laws to prevent fraud and deception. Nothing grows so fast as 
crime. Countenance the smallest crime, and it will increase ten- 





fold. License one crime, and there are persons always willing to | 


commit a greater crime and point to the crime licensed as their 
excuse. 

Pass this bill, and 5,000,000 farmers will approve your action, 
while their children will rise up and call you blessed. Pass this 
bill, and thousands upon thousands of dealers in butter all through 
our land will heave a sigh of relief and say, ‘* Well done, thou good 
and faithful servants.” 

The patient toiling tillers of the soil, the bone and sinew of the 
land, the producers, as well as the consumers, who do not often 
ask legislation at your hands, now urge you to pass a measure that 
will help resuscitate our common mother earth. 


It is the earth alone of all the elements around us that is never found an 
enemy toman. The great body of waters deluge him with rain, oppress him 
with hail, and drown him with inundations. The air rushes on in storms 


and prepares the tempest or lights up the volcanoes, but the earth, gentle 
and indulgent, ever subservient to the wants of man, spreads his walks with 
flowers and his table with plenty; returns with interest every good intrusted 
to her care, and though she produces the poison, still supplies the antidote, 


sold as oleomargarine and that the people who buy it are fully ad- 
vised of what they are buying. Now, I submit that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue is in the best position of any man in 
the entire country to form an accurate =i correct opinion upon 
this subject, and his official opinion should be given credence by 
this House and by the country at large over the statement of men 
who have no data upon which to base their judgment and have 
formed their opinions solely upon prejudice. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no contention upon the part of the 
friends of the proposed bill that either the manufacturer or whole- 
sale dealer commits any fraud in the sale of oleomargarine, but the 
whole contention is that the fraud is perpetrated by the retailer, and 


| considerable testimony was introduced showing this fraud. And 


speaking for myself, and, as I believe I do, for the subcommittee 


| who drafted the substitute bill, it was our honest opinion, after 


though teased more to furnish the luxuries of man than his necessities, | 


vet even to the last she continues her kind indulgence, and when life is over 
piously hides his remains in her bosom. 

| Loud applause. | 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time of Mr. 
LAMB having expired, 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut yielded to him five minutes more. 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. Is this 10 per cent tax under the Grout bill a 
prohibitory tax? 


Mr. LAMB. It will very likely have that effect, so far as the | 


colored butter is concerned, but it will not prohibit the manufac- 
ture of this article in its natural state. I have no question that 
more of it will be manufactured after the tax isimposed. A taste 
will be educated for this article and people will buy it, not under 
the guise of something else, but buy it for what it is, at what it 
is worth. If they want to color it they have aright to doso in 
their own homes. 


Mr. BAILEY of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, during the early days of | 


this session of Congress House bill 3717, now known as the Grout 
bill, was introduced, and was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and by the chairman of that committee was referred to 
a subcommittee of five. Immediately the mail of this subcom- 
mittee was flooded with petitions for the passage of the bill and 
with protests against its passage. The petitions for the passage 
came from those who were immediately interested in the dairy 
business, and were nearly all exactly alike, printed upon postal 
cards, with the address of the different members of the committee 
printed upon the cards. 

These cards and petitions were printed in Chicago, at the head- 
quarters of the National Dairy Union, and were sent to the farm- 
ers and dairymen all over the country, with the request that they 
sign the same and forward to Congress. The protests came from 
the stock raisers and stock feeders of the country, from the live 
stock associations, and from the stock exchanges. Almost the en- 
tire cotton belt of our country united in protesting against the 
passing of the bill in the form that it was introduced. 

The labor organizations from all over the country also sent in 
their protests against the bill on the ground that it was putting a 
tax upon a product that to them had become a staple article of 
food and one of the necessaries of life. Each one of these great 
interests also demanded that an opportunity be given them toappear 
before the committee and give their reasons why they were for or 
against the bill. In accordance with this request, the subcommit- 
tee arranged to give all who were interested a hearing. The first 
hearing was accorded to the representatives of the National Dairy- 
men’s Union. Ex-Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, president, and 
C, Y. Knight, secretary, with other gentlemen, testified before our 
committee, representing this association, and advocated the passage 
of the Grout bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the reason given by the friends of the Grout bill 
for the support of this measure, on its face, is to suppress the 
fraudulent sale of oleomargarine as butter. It is claimed by the 
friends of the bill that a very large per cent of oleomargarine that 
is sold is palmed off upon an unsuspecting public as pure butter. 
Indeed, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout], in his remarks 
before the House to-day, said 90 per cent of the oleomargarine 
manufactured was sold as butter. 

Mr. Speaker, the evidence before our committee does not bear 
out the statement made by the gentleman from Vermont. Mr. 
Wilson, late Commissioner of Internal Revenue, was before the 
committee, and in his published testimony, on page 177, Commis- 
sioner Wilson testifies that not to exceed 10 per cent of oleomar- 
garine is sold for butter, but that 90 per cent of oleomargarine is 





| 





listening to all the testimony, that the Grout bill offered no remedy 
for the suppression of this fraud, and it was for that reason that 
we drafted the bill which, at the proper time, will be offered as a 
substitute for the pending bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to read at this point and incorporate into 
my remarks both the Grout bill and the substitute offered by the 
subcommittee. 

THE GROUT BILL. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That all articles known as oleomargarine, 
butterine, imitation butter, or imitation cheese, or any substance in the 
semblance of butter or cheese not the usual product of the dairy and not 
made exclusively of pure and unadulterated milk or cream, transported into 
any State or Territory, and remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or 
storage therein, shall, upon the arrival within the limits of such State or 
Territory, be subject to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or 
Territory enacted into the exercise of its police powers to the same extent 
and in the same manner as though such articles or substances had been pro- 


| duced in such State or Territory, or the District of Columbia, and shall not 
| he exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced therein in original pack- 


ages or otherwise: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
permit any State to forbid the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine in a 
separate and distinct form and in such manner as will advise the consumer 
of its real character free from coloration or ingredient that causes it to look 
like butter. 

Sec. 2. That on and after July 1, 1901. the tax upon oleomargarine as pre- 
scribed in section § of the act approved August 2, 1886, and entitled “An act 


| defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, 


sale, importation, and exportation of eres. shall be one-fourth of 
l cent per pound when the same is not colored in imitation of batter; but 


| when colored in imitation of butter the tax to be paid by the manufacturer 


shall be 10 cents par pound, to be levied and collected in accordance with the 
provisions of said act. 


The proposed substitute is as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: ‘‘ That sections 3 and 6 
of an act entitled ‘An act defining butter, alsoimposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,’ 
approved August 2, 188, be amended so as to read as follows: 

**Sec. 3. That special tax on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 


| shall be imposed as follows: Manufacturers of oleomargarine shall pay $600 
|; per annum. Every person who manufactures oleomargarine for sale shall 





ve deemed a manufacturer thereof. 

‘““* Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 per annum. Every 
person who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities greater than 10 
pounds at a time shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein; but a manufac- 
turer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond and paid the 
required special tax, and who sells oleomargarine of his own production only 
at the place of its manufacture in the original packages, to which the tax- 
paid stamps are affixed, shall not be required to pay the special tax of a 
wholesale dealer on account of such sales. 

‘*** Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $48 perannum. Every person 
who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities not greater than 10 
pounds at a time shall be regarded as a retail dealer therein. 

‘**Spo. 6. That all oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for 
sale in packages of 1 and 2 pounds, respectively, and in no other or larger or 
smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the factory, there shall be 
impressed by the manufacturer the word *‘ Oleomargarine in sunken letters, 
the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; 
that every such print, brick, on or lump of oleomargarine shall first be 
wrapped with paper wrapper with the word “Oleomargarine ™ printed on the 
ontaile thereof in distinct letters, and said wrapper shal! also bear the name 
of the manufacturer, and shall then be put singly by the manufacturer 
thereof in such wooden or paper packages or in such wrappers and marked, 
stamped, and branded with the word *Oleomargarine*’ printed thereon in 
distinct letters, and in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and the 
internal-revenue stamp shall be affixed so as to surround the outer wrapper 
of each 1 and 2 pound package: Provided, That any number of such original 
stamped packages may be = up by the manufacturer in crates or boxes, on 
the shiabie of which shall be marked the word “ Oleomargarine,” with such 
other marks and brands as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by 
regulations approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe. 

*** Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall sell only the original package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed, and shall sell only from the original crates 
or boxes in which they receive the pound or 2-pound prints, bricks, rolls, or 
lumps. 

‘Every person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers 
to deliver, any oleomargarine otherwise than as provided by this act or con- 
trary to the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in 
pursuance hereof, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any 
manner contrary to law, or who shall sell or offer for sale, as butter, any 
oleomargarine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brands any package, or 
affixes a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of tax than that re- 
quired by law, shall be fined for the first offense not less than one hundred 
nor more than five hundred dollars and be imprisoned not less than thirty 
days nor more than six months; and for the second and every subsequent 
offense shall be fined not less than two hundred nor more than one thousand 
dollars and be imprisoned not less than sixty days nor more than two 
years.’ ” 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, if the suppression of fraud in the sale of Government has been used to prutect one American industry 


oleomargarine is the thing to be accomplished, I submit this prop- 
osition: The substitute bill closes every avenue of fraud in the | 
sale of oleomargarine as butter, and the Grout bill utterly fails in 
this purpose. All the Grout bill does is to add 8 cents a pound to 
the cost_of manufacturing oleomargarine and is going entirely 
upon the theory that this will make the cost so great that the man- 
ufacturers will be driven ont of business, thereby ruining their 
industry and confiscating their property; and, indeed, it was 
brought out in the testimony of Mr. Knight, Governor Hoard, and 
Mr. Adams, pure-food commissioner of Wisconsin, that this was 
the avowed purpose of the bill. 

But suppose this does not obtain, and the manufacturers of oleo- 
margarine still continue to make their product, I want some one 
of the friends of the pending bill to tell me in what way the dairy 
interests are better protected than they are now. Several times 
during the past year I have gone upon the market in this city and 
have inquired the retail price of creamery butter and the best 
grade of oleomargarine. During that time the average price of 
butter has been 35 cents per pound and oleomargarine 2U cents. 

Now add your 8 cents, making oleomargarine worth 28 cents, it | 
is still cheaper than creamery butter by 7 seven cents per pound, | 
and the dishonest dealer will have a greater incentive to sell it for | 
butter, having paid more for the article. On the other hand, the 
substitute bill provides that oleomargarine shall be put up by the 
manufacturers in 1 and 2 pound packages and in no larger or 
smaller amounts, and that the word ‘‘ oleomargarine” shall be im- 
pressed in the package; then it shall be wrapped with paper upon 
which is plainly printed the word ‘ oleomargarine,”’ with the 
name of the manufacturer. 

This, of course, will be the thin wrapping paper usually wrapped 
around pound prints of both butter and oleomargarine. And then 
they shall place around this package another wrapper, upon which 
the word ‘* oleomargarine ” is printed, and around this the Govern- 
ment revenue stamp is placed, and the size of the letters and the 
marking shall be under the direction of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue; then a penalty is provided for selling or offer- 


ing to sell oleomargarine that is not put up and wrapped and | 


stamped according to the terms of thesubstitute bill, thereby pre- 
— as far as law can prevent, the selling of oleomargarine as 
utter. 
Mr. Speaker, in view of all these facts, I say to this House and 
to the people of this country that the substitute bill is the true 
friend and protector of the dairy interests, and that the Grout bill, 
if enacted into law, will prove a disappointment to its advocates 
and will fail utterly to accomplish the purpose claimed by its sup- 


porters. 
But gentlemen ask what protection is given to the patrons of 
hotels and restaurants if you pass this substitute bill? I answer, 


he has greater protection than he has under the Grout bill. If 


against another American industry. And I believe it is clearly a 
perversion of the taxing power of our Government. And [ call 
the attention of this House to this fact: You pass this bill and you 
establish a precedent that will encourage monopoly and lay the 
foundation for commercial oppression. Pass this bill and any 
industry, when it realizes that it will be the loser with competi- 
tion by some innovation that science or ingenuity has devised, 
can point to our action to-day as a precedent, and by manufactur- 
ing sentiment, based upon prejudice, can come to Congress and 
suppress their competitor by legislative action. 

Mr. Speaker, as a raiser of horses on my farm in Kansas, I have 
as much right to come and ask you to suppress the automobile 
and electric cars, because, forsooth, from time immemoria! the 
horse has been used to draw carriages and street cars, and these 
innovations upon his time-honored right threatens what has been 
a legitimate and lucrative industry. And in this way and by 
such legislation as this we will create the mother of trusts and 
monopolies. But some gentlemen will claim that this legislation 
can be justified under the police power. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny this proposition, for even the most ardent 
advocates of the Grout bill never have during this session of 
Congress attempted to claim that either the public health or pub- 
lic morals of our people are prejudiced by the sale of oleomar- 
garine as oleomargarine. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, if there has been 
anything established by the testimony taken before our subcom- 
mittee it is this, that oleomargarine is a healthful and wholesome 
article of food, and I quote buta part of the large amount of 
testimony that was before our committee bearing upon this 
question: 

OPINIONS OF LEADING SCIENTISTS. 


Prof. C. F. Chandler, professor of chemistry at Columbia College, New 
York, says: “I have studied the question of its use as food, in comparison 
with the ordinary butter made from cream, and have satisfied myself that it 
is quite as valuable as the butter from the cow. The product is palatable 





and wholesome, and I regard it as a most valuable article of food. 






Prof. George F. Barker, of the Universit nn a, says But- 
terine is, in my opinion, quite as valuable ive tas butter itself. 
It is perfectly wholesome, and is desirable as ¢ ich food. I can see no 
reason why butterine should not be an ent tisfactory equivalent for 


’ a 
ordinary butter, whether considered from the physiological or commercial 
standpoint.” , 

Prof. Henry Morton, of the Stevens Institute of Technology, New Jersey, 
says: “Iam able to say with confidence that it contains nothing whatever 
which is injurious as an article of diet, but, on the contrary, is essentially 
identical] with the best fresh butter, and is superior to much of the butter 
made from cream alone which is found in the market. The conditions of its 


| manufacture involve a degree of cleanliness and consequent purity in the 


the Grout bill is enacted into law, what protection has the man | 


who goes to arestaurant or toa hotel under that bill? Under this 
law, when these wrappers are put on in this way, no one can buy 
oleomargarine without it being known to everybody in his estab- 
lishment that he has bought oleomargarine. At once every man 


who works for him, every helper, and every waiter knows that | 
he is using oleomargarine. If the Grout bill passes, he can go | 


and buy a 50-pound firkin of oleomargarine and he can remove 
the stamp and take it to the hotel and tell his servants to place 
butter upon the table. The protection you have under the substi- 
tute is this, that it becomes apparent at once to the help that he 
is setting butterine on his table. And the hotel keeper that poses 
as using only butter will at all times be subject to the mercy of 
his help. 

Mr. GAINES. Would they raise the wages of the help? 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas. I can not answer that question, but 
this thing is sure, that everybody connected with the hotel would 
know at once that the hotel keeper had taken oleomargarine into 
his establishment, and the first time that a waiter was discharged 
he would publish to every guest the deception, if it was practiced. 
Under the workings of the Grout bill no one would knowit. The 
difference between these two bills is that the substitute gives 
greater protection to the patrons of hotels and restaurants than 
the law as it is now or the Grout bill. 

Mr. Speaker, up to this point in my remarks I have attempted 
to discuss the merits and demerits of the bill and substitute purely 
from the standpoint of protecting the dairy interests and the sup- 
pression of fraud in the sale of oleomargarine. But there are 
other great questions at issue and other potent reasons why the | 
Grout bill should not be enacted into law. In the first place, the 
Grout bill is class legislation of the most radical kind; in that it 
seeks to build up by legislation one industry at the expense of 
another. 

It has been the policy of our Government in the past to use its 
taxing power to protect American interests and American indus- | 
try against foreign competition, but if this bill becomes a law it | 
will be the first time in our history that the taxing power of the 


product such as are by no means necessarily or generally attained in the 
ordinary making of butter from cream.’ 


Prof. S. W. Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricultural Experiment 
Station and professor of agricultural chemistry in Yale College, New Haven, 
says: “It is a product that is entirely attractive and wholesome as food, and 
one that is for all ordinary and culinary pu s the full equivalent of good 






butter made from cream. I regard the manufacture of oleomargarine asa 
legitimate and beneficent industry.” 

Prof. S. C. Caldwell, of Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., says: ‘** While not 
equal tofine butter in respect to flavor, it nevertheless contains all the essen- 
tial ingredients of butter, and since it contains a smaller proportion of vola- 
tile fats than is found in genuine buiter it is, in my opinion, less liable to be- 
come rancid. It can not enter into competition with fine butter, but so far 
as it may serve to drive poor butter out of the market its manufacture will 
be a public benefit.” 

Prof. C. A. Goessmann, of Amherst Agricultural College, says: ‘*‘ Oleomar- 
garine butter compares in general appearance and in taste very favorably 
with the average guality of the better kinds of dairy butter in our markets. 
In its composition it resembles that of ordinary dairy butter, and initsk 
ing quality, under corresponding circumst ‘es, | believe it willsurpe 
former, for it contains a smaller percentage of those constituents wl 
the main, cause the well-known rancid taste and odor of a stored butter.” 

Prof. Charles P. Williams, professor in the Missouri State University, 
says: “It isa pure and wholesome article of food, and in this respect, as weil 
as in respect to its chemical composition, fully the equivalent of the best 
quality of dairy butter.” 

Prof. J. W.S. Arnold, professor of physiology in the University of New 
York, says: “I consider that each and every article employed in the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine butter is perfectly pure and wholesome; that oleo- 
margarine butter differs in no essential manner from butter made from 
cream. In fact, oleomargarine butter possesses the advantage over natural 
butter of not decomposing so readily, as it contains fewer volatile fats. In 
my opinion, oleomargarine is to be considered a great discovery. a blessing 
for the poor, and in every way a perfectly pure, wholesome, and palatable 
article of food.” 

Prof. W. O. Atwater. director of the United States Government Avgricul- 
tural Experiment Station at Washington, says: ‘It contains essentially the 
same ingredients as natural butter from cow's milk. It is perfectly whole- 
some and healthy and has a high nutritious value.” 

Prof. Henry E. Alvord, formerly of the Massachusetts Agricultural Col 
lege, and president of the Maryland College of Agriculture, and now chief of 
the Dairy Division of the United States Department of Agriculture, and one 
of the best butter makers in the country, says: * The great bulk of butterine 
and its kindred products is as wholesome, cleaner, and in many respects bet- 
ter than the low grades of butter, of which so much reaches the market 

Prof. Paul Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chemistry, Missouri 
State University, says: “ As a result of my examination, made both with the 
microscope and the delicate chemical tests applicable to such cases, I pronounce 
butterine to be wholly and unequivocally free from auy deleterious or in the 











| least objectionable substances. Carefully made physiological experiments r 
| veal no difference whatever in the palatability and digestibility between 


butterine and butter.” 

Professor Wiley, Chief of the Division of Chemistry of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, also appeared before the committee and testified 
to the nutritive and wholesome qualities of oleomargarine. 

The Committee on Manufactures of the United States Senate, in a report 


respons : A eer te a 2 on le i, 











154 


dated February 28, 1900, finds, from the evidence before it, “that the product 
known commercially as oleomargarine is healthful and nutritious.”’ 

Judge Hughes, of the Federal court of Virginia, in a decision says: 

‘It is a fact of common knowledge that oleomargarine has been subjected 
to the severest scientific scrutiny, and has been adopted by every leading 
government in —- » as well as America for use by their armies and navies. 
Though not originally invented by us, it is a gift of American enterprise and 
progressive invention to the world. It has become one of the conspicuous 
articles of interstate commerce and furnishes a large income to the General 
Government annually.” 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention of the House to the men 
and the great industries who sent their written protests and ap- 
peared in person before the subcommittee in opposition to the 
passage of the Grout bill. They came representing the great live- 
stock interests of our country. The National Live Stock Associ- 
ation, at their annual meeting in 1900, held at Fort Worth, Tex., 
passed resolutions against the passage of the Grout bill, and sent 
a delegation to Washington, who appeared before our committee 
and presented the memorial. Each one of the great live-stock 
exchanges sent their petitions and remonstrated against the injus- 
tice to the live-stock interests of the country that would be per- 
petrated by the enactment of such legislation as is proposed by 
the pending bill. 

And men who are engaged in the fattening of cattle and hogs 
sent their individual protests. Statistics tell us that there were five 
million cattle slaughtered in the United States during the past 
year. 
oil, and the difference between the price of oleo ojl and tallow is 
4 cents a pound. Now, ifthere are fifty pounds in the average bul- 
lock worth more by 4 cents a pound as oleo than as tallow, there 
is a net loss of $2 on each bullock, and if this industry is stamped 
out of existence there will be a loss to the cattle raisers of this 
country of $10,900,000 annually, and there will be a similar loss 
of $3,000,000 to the hog raisers of our country, making a loss of 
$13,000,000 annually to our live-stock interests. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you include in that the 150,000,000 pounds 
of oleo oil exported abroad? 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas. I do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why? 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
abroad? 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas. Just in thesame way that the exploit- 
ing of embalmed beef and decayed canned beef closed the markets 
of Germany against the products of the great animal industries 
of this country. To-day, in the American Congress, you propose 
to take up another by-product and discredit it to the world by 
putting thesealof national condemnation upon it, and the agrarian 
feeling on the other side of the Atlantic that closed the markets of 
Germany against the products of the farms and the ranges will 
close their markets against oleo oil that we are now exporting. 

This is the answer | give tothegentleman. Itis true that not all 
the oleo oil that is manufactured is used in oleomargarine, but is 
exported; but I insist that the same rule will obtain with regard 
to this that has obtained as to every other article produced by the 
farmers of this country against which we have legislated at home. 
The action of this Congress to-day,if you pass the Grout bill, will 
give the agrarians of Europe the excuse they so much desire to 
close their markets against this by-product of the great meat in- 
terests of our country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another class of people who are en- 
titled to some consideration at the hands of this Congress when 
we come to passing such legislation as is proposed by the pending 
bill. They did not appear before our committee in person, but 
they exercised that right that belongs to every American citizen, 
however humble he may be—the right to petition Congress to 
redress their wrongs. These petitions came from the poorer class 
of our people, who find in oleomargarine a satisfactory substitute 
for high-priced butter. 

And from labor organizations everywhere petitions have come 
to members of Congress protesting against the passage of the 
Grout bill, that would add nearly one-half to the cost of an article 
of food that is wholesome, nutritious, and that they desire to buy. 
In this city to-day standard creamery butter is selling at 35 cents 
per pound, the best grade of oleomargarine at 20 cents, and the 
oleomargarine is bought by thousands of people who are unableto 
buy butter at the present prices. And, as a member of the Ameri- 
can Congress, I will not be a party to adding 8 cents per pound 
toan article of food that goes upon the table of the man who 
earns his bread by the sweat of his brow. 

But gentlemen upon the other side say if these people desire 
oleomargarine they can get it at 1} cents a pound cheaper under 
the Grout bill, if they will be content to use it without color. 
Now, oleomargarine in its uncolored state is as white as the paper 
I hold in my hand. And it is useless for men to argue that it 
will be as acceptable toanyone in this state. Our eye largely con- 


I will tell you why. 
How does this bill affect the oleo exported 





The average bullock produces about fifty pounds of oleo | to ferment the butter, and that is the reason why I say that I believe butter 
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trols our appetite. Any article that is placed before us that is 
pleasing to the eye is relished much more than an article equally 
as wholesome that is unpleasant or offensive to the eye. 


And, Mr. Speaker, I believe it is an injustice and a wrong to 


| place the brand of poverty and social ostracism upon an article of 


food of the poorer class of our people when by so doing you neither 
conserve their morals or their health. In this connection I wish 
to introduce the testimony of Dr. Wiley, Chief Chemist of the 


| Department of Agriculture, that bears directly upon this question: 


Representative ALLEN. What is the result of your experiments as to diges- 
tion? 

Dr. WrLey. My impression in regard to the digestibility of butter as com- 
pared to oleomargarine is formed from a purely Sheeretical standpoint, with- 
out having tried experiments on human beings and noted the time of diges- 
tion, because I do not know that that has been accomplished, and more than 
that the actual time of digestion is a matter of very little consequence, pro- 
vided the food is digested. In fact, it isa very good thing that we do not 
digest all our food instantaneously, because otherwise we would be hungry 
The fact that a food is slow of 
digestion, like fruit, for instance, is no reason that it is unwholesome. No 
one would say that meat is necessarily more wholesome than fruit because 
it is more easily digested. You can digest meat in much less time than you 
can digest fruit, and yet nobody claims that fruits are unwholesome. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN. You would say, then, that butter is more quickly 
digested than oleomargarine? 

Dr. W1Ley. I believe it is more easily digested; that it requires less effort. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think that is the reasonable inference? 

Dr. WILEY. From achemical study of the composition of butter, it is 
reasonable to infer that it requires less effort on the part of the vital organs 


isa more digestible substance, more easily digested, more quickly digested 
than oleomargarine. 

Now, the value of a food is measured solely by two standards. First, its 
palatability, and second, its nutritive properties. You need not try to con- 
vince human beings that palatability is not an element in nutrition, because 
it is, and yet you get a great deal more out of a food if it is palatable in its 
taste and attractive in its appearance, because the attitude of the digestive 
organs changes absolutely with the appearance of the food. If you were to 
put butter up in the form of ink, it might be just as digestible, and all that, 
and yet it would not be so useful asa food. The appearance of a food has a 
great deal to do with the attitude of the digestive organs voward it. 

A MeMBER. It is simply a reflex action from it? 

Dr. WILEY (continuing). Yes; because the mind, the mental attitude, infiu- 
ences the secretion of the ferments which produce the digestion, and hence 
we must have some regard to that appearance. 

Representative WILLIAMS. Have you read this Grout bill? 

Dr. W1Ley. Yes, sir. 

Representative WILL1IAMs. Is there anything in the Grout bill which ex- 
ecutes the law, from the pure-food standpoint, any better than any existing 
legislation? 

Dr. WILEY. Of course, Iam notlawyer enough to give an opinion in respect 
. aes but what I want to call to your attention on this point is this matter 
ol color, 

Now, I am not a Prohibitionist in regard tocolor. I think if people want 
to color their food with harmless materials it is perfectly proper that they 


| should do so, provided the purchaser understands in buying a food that he is 


buying an artificially colored one, and let him be the judge. If he wants the 
artificially colored article, all right. 

I sent out just a few weeks ago into the markets of this town to buy some 
oleomargarine and butter. I also got a piece of white silk. 1 took the sam- 
ples of oleomargarine and butter which I rot, took about the amount which 
one would use in an ordinary meal, and I dyed this silk with the colorin 
matter which these samples contained. I could not find on the markets o 
this town a sample of uncolored butter nor of uncolored oleomargarine; but 
I did find this—that instead of securing uniformity by coloring butter we get 
the greatest disparity in appearance. 

One argument which has been advanced in support of coloring butter is 
that it is made uniform. But the point is not a good one, because the people 
who color butter do not color it uniformly. We find the most remarkable 
variations in color. Some of it is almost red and, on the other hand, there 
{exhibiting a piece of silk] is a pale yellow, closely resembling the natural 
tint of butter. 

Now, these colors are all coal-tar dyes, every one of them. The vegetable 
dyes, like annotto, have almost ceased to be used in coloring butter. You 
may find themin some localities. Some States require that butter be colored 
with annotto and not with coal-tar dyes, but every one of these isa coal-tar 
dye, and you will see by the variations in tint (they do not show very well 
in artificial light) that the amount of color in the samples was very different. 
The same amount of material was used in each case. Now, compare these 
two [exhibiting samples}. That [indicating] was a very light-colored sam- 
ple; this pincrontings was a very heavily colored sample. 

Dr. Wiley at this point submitted the following statement: 

“COLORING MATTERS USED FOR COLORING BUTTER AND ITS IMITATIONS. 


“ Annotto, the principal vegetable dye used, is mainly composed of the 
pulp surrounding the fruit Bixa orellana, growing in the East and West In- 
dies and South America. Allen states that two different kinds reach Eng- 
land, namely, the Spanish annotto, imported from Brazil, and the flag or 
French annotto, which comes from Cayenne. 

“Annotto contains two yellow coloring matters which have been given 
names derived from the botanical names of the plants. 

** Bixin, CogHgsOs, is one of these, but its properties and chemical relation- 
ships have been imperfectly studied. When separated in the form of its 
soda salt it has a reddish color. 

*Olellin is described as yellow and soluble in water and alcohol. These 
two coloring matters combined, in annotto, give the substance its character- 
istic orange-yellow color. 

* Coal-tar dyes.—W hen diazobenzene-sulphonic acid acts on amids, with an 
alkaline solution of phenols, a series of coloring matters is obtained ranging 
from yellow to deep orange or red. These dyes are called tropwolins, because 
the shades of color they produce resemble those of the nasturtium flower 
(Tropeolum magnus). They usually occur in commerce as soda salts, and 
are distinguished according to their shades, tropwolin Y being the most yel- 
low, and the tropwolin 0, 00, and so on, as the shades become redder. The 
shade of the color becomes redder by the substitution of toluene, xylene, or 
cumene for benzene. 

‘Two of these dyes which have been used for coloring foods are the acid or 
fast yellow and the orange yellow or orange G. 

“The acid yellow, or the fast yellow, is the soda salt of amido-azobenzene 
sulphonic acid, represented by the formula 


“CsH,(SO;Na). N:N. C.Hy. NH. 
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Orange G is sodium salt of benzene—azobetanaphtol-disulphonic acid, having | the merchant is the same. He paysthe same price to Mrs. Smith, 


the formula | (S0,Na) who makes good butter, as to Mrs. Jones, who makes bad. It is 
“CoHs N:N. CroHs) On,” all dumped into the same barrel and is shipped out and sold to the 

“This class of dyes is also known as sulphonated.azo dyes. man in the renovating business for ‘‘ process butter.” I hold in 
“Victoria yellow has also been reported as a coloring material for butter. | my hand a letter which shows the fraud that is perpetrated on the 


eS, De &, Hck Oo. sodium salts of the dinitro-ortho and | people in regard to this kind of butter, which I will read: 


Representative WILLIAMS. Do you get the colors in these samples from Wicnita, KAns., November 15, 1900. 
butter? s fe DEAR SrrR: For about seven months during the peer 1900 I was manager 

Dr. WILEY. From butter and oleomargarine, Speportntoataty. of the meat market in this city, which was run in the same building and in 

Representative HENRY. Are we to understand that aniline dyes are used | connection with the Wichita Creamery Company, both businesses being 


in coloring oleomargarine and butter? owned by A. E. Sweet. I am thoroughly familiar, by personal observation, 
Dr. WILEY. Yes, sir; almost exclusively. E with the process of butter making in the Wichita creamery. 
enaenne Henry. I supposed that annotto was the coloring matter In this institution no cream w atover is wood. C uuntry butter is bought 
used. in large quantities from grocers, or whoever will ship it, from all stations in 
Dr. W1Lky. I doubt if you can find a sample of butter in this town colored | this tie . : 
with annotto. — , ; This butter is first sorted as well as possible; it is then melted by steam 
Representative Henry. Annotto is used all through the creameries of the | and colored. In the spring and early summer this melted butter is run into 
North, so far as I know. barrels and allowed to stand until such time as butter becomes scarce, when 


Representative WILLIAMS. Perhaps the law in Connecticut requires but- | it is remelted and put in the churns. 
ter to be colored with annotto. After this butter is melted it is strained through metal sieves into churns. 





Dr. WiLEy. They use coal-tar dyes in the product sold here. Ice water is then turned into the churns and the churns started. The object 
Representative WILLIAMS. Do you regard the aniline dyes as equally | is to wash the butter and to harden it. The water is then drawn off, and 
wholesome? buttermilk obtained from the creameries, salt, and crushed ice are put in the 


Dr. WILEY. Ido not say that coloring your intestines saffron injures your | churns. The churns are again operated. This process is intended to resalt 
health. The amount of color used in these substances, however, is very | the butter, give it a butter flavor, and harden it. 
small. Idonot myself fancy eating artificial colors. I would rather have | After remaining over night in the refrigerator the product is molded into 
the good old-fashioned butter, with its natural color, whether deep or light, | bricks, or otherwise packed for shipment and put on the market. ‘The only 
and I believe that we ought to educate the taste of our people in that way. | real creamery butter sold by the Wichita Creamery Company is what has 
I believe we are ruining the taste of our people by coloring our butter; and | been bought from other creameries. i 
the farther south you go, the deeper the color gets. ' ¥ This creamery has received as high as 9,000 pounds of country butter per 

Representative HENRY. Pardon me again--do you think these aniline dyes | day and has had as high as 150,000 pounds stored in barrels waiting for the 
affect the flavor of butter? second melting. 

Dr. WiLry. No, sir; oh, no. These dyes are absolutely without flavor. Very truly, yours, 

Representative HENRY. Wherein are they unwholesome? ‘ 
+s Dr. WILEY. I did not say they were. I said I did not, myself, fancy eating 

nem. 

Representative NEVILLE. Do you think the fact that people color butter 
is any excuse for people being permitted to color oleomargarine, if, as a 
matter of fact, it results in putting butter and oleomargarine onto people 
who do not want to eat it in that shape? 

Representative BAILEY. Then reverse the question. 

Representative NEVILLE. Yes, sir; answer it, and then reverse it? 

Dr. WILEY. I believe that every food product should have the same right 
before the law. I do not see why there should be a distinction. 

Representative BAKER. You stated a minute ago that the manufacturer 
of every food product has the right to make it palatable to the consumer. 

Dr. WILEY. And to make it attractive in its taste, provided he tells what 
is in it—provided he does not injure the health of the consumer. 

Representative NEVILLE. You just stated that you would prefer to have 
butter without coloring? 

Dr. WiLEY. Yes, sir; I prefer it so, very much, for myself. 

Representative NEVILLE. So dol, and I apprehend there are a great many 
people in the same position. 

Dr. WiLry. I prefer it very much; and having been brought up in the 
dairy industry,and being interested in the subject, I believe we are injuring 
our dairy industries by permitting the coloring of butter. 

Representative HENRY. That has been for years my contention with butter 
makers—that the dairy interests were injuring their own products by arti- 
ficial coloring. 

Dr. WiLEY. Yes; that is my idea, my conviction. You can get uncolored 
butter in New York; you can go and get it at Delmonico’s and some other 
high-priced restaurants; and the fact that the uncolored butter brings the 
highest price in the market ought to be an object lesson to our dairymen 
that they are standing in their own light when they color their butter. Now, 
if they would let the manufacturers color oleomargarine,and would keep 


J.T. WEIGHTMAN. 
Hon. W. J. BAILEY, Baileyville, Kans. 


And still another letter, from a gentleman who worked for the 
Parker Creamery Company, at Hutchinson, Kans., showing the 
way this creamery company renovates rancid and stale butter and 
turns it out as creamery butter: 

The Parker Creamery Company receive from 300 to 500 pounds of rancid 
or stale butter og day. The average the year round would probably be 
nearer 500 pounds. This butter comes to the creamery in barrels, tubs, and 
jars, or, in other words, packed in anything that is convenient for the mer 
chant to dump itinto. Some of it at times is fair butter, and a part of it is 
simply stuff that looked as though it would be impossible to cleanse and get 
it into shape to make it decent even to look at. The butter is first weighed 
and then dumped into a vat which has a steam connection. : 

The butter is melted by the steam and is left to stand for five or six hours; 
then it is siphoned over to two vats ena above the vat in which this butter 
was first melted, and then strained through a sack. Tothis butter,as melted, 
is then added from 8 to 5 pounds of soda, and thoroughly mixed; then ice is 
added, by which to cool it to the right temperature. 

This is drawn off into tho churn, in which is fresh buttermilk, then 
churned until the butter is broke. Then from 3 to5 gallons of glucose is 
added and churned for about twenty minutes longer. The buttermilk is 
drawn off, more glucose added, and then thoroughly worked, rinsed off with 
fresh water, and salted thoroughly, taken out in tubs, and printed in the 
same style that they print their separator butter, and put on the market as 
creamery butter No. 2. . 

And in this same manner renovating or processing butter is car- 
ried on all over our country. At Elgin, Ill., that has grown to be 
a synonym for pure butter, there is located one of these process 


our Government service, whose duty it has been for years to make | and place it upon the market as ‘‘ Elgin creamery butter ” or ** El- 
a scientific study of the question of pure and wholesome food. | gin creamery butter No. 2;” and you and I buy it in the belief 
And why has not the poor man the same right, under the law, to | that we are buying pure, fresh, sweet butter. And according to 
have the articles that go upon his table made as attractive and | the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] no fraudis perpetrated, 
pleasant to the eye as the articles that go upon the table of his | for it is still butter. 
more wealthy snl coalent brother? And, again, I ask what right I speak of this to show that the Grout bill, while it will protect 
in morals or equity have the makers of butter to demand that the | men who carry on the fraudulent sale of butter, undertakes. to 
manufacturer of oleomargarine shall be taxed for coloring his | suppress, if it can, the business of men who deal in a legitimate 
product when they reserve the right and do color their product as | article that comes into competition with butter. 
their fancy or judgment shall dictate? I repeat—for this is the keynote of this whole question—that the 

But, says some gentleman, butter when it is colored is still | Grout bill does not close one single avenue of fraud, while the 
butter. I grant that; but there are different qualities and stand- | substitute proposed by the minority of the committee will close, 
ards of butter, and when during the winter months butter is | as we believe, every possibility of oleomargarine being sold for 
colored, what is the purpose in doing it? Everyone knows it is to | anything more or less than what it is. 
give it the tint of June butter, so that it can be sold for something Some of the gentlemen who are defending the Grout bill seem 
different than it really is; the deception only differs in degree. | to be very zealous of the welfare and interests of the farmers of 
And in justification of this point I desire to call the attention of | our country, and claim that this bill is the outgrowth of a demand 
the House to what is known as renovated or process butter. Now, | for legislation in their interests. Mr. Speaker, I am a farmer 
to use the argument of the gentleman from Vermont {Mr. Grout] | myself, a farmer who lives upon and conducts his farm, and I 
and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HENRY], this renovated | challenge the statement that there is a demand by the farmers 
butter is still butter. What is renovated butter? Every man in | of this country for such legislation as is contemplated by this bill. 
the country knows that the country store buys little lumps of | That there is a demand for a law that will prevent the selling of 
butter brought in by the housewife and traded for the necessities | oleomargarine as butter is true, and 1 join most earnestly in that 
of the family. | demand. 

Now, a cleanly housewife will bringin a good quality of butter, The National Dairy Union have exploited the idea that the 
while a slovenly housewife brings in a bad quality; but it is all | Grout bill meets this demand. Mr. Speaker, four out of five of 


oe at _ natural color, there would be no difficulty in discriminating | creameries. 
stween the two. » s : . 7 , " 
Representative BAILEY. Dr. Wiley, let me ask you this question: Do you | Hucksters will go out into the country and buy butter from the 
consider oleomargarine a wholesome article of food? farmer and country stores, and in the hot, unseasonable weather 
Dr. Wiury. I do. of summer, when it is in a condition unfit, as j} dged by the eye, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the testimony which was given be- | for human food, they bring it in and sell it to these butter fac- 
fore our committee by a man who is at the head of his division in | tories—the so-called creameries—which will renovate that butter 
x | 
| 





dumped into one barrel and bought at a very low price during the | the members of the snbcommittee before whom the hearings on 
grass months of the year. It makes no difference to the country | this bill were taken, after listening to all the testimony, are of 
merchant whether the butter is well made or not, whether it | the opinion that the Grout bill will not prevent the fraud which 
comes from a cleanly woman or slovenly one, the price paid by ' is perpetrated by dishonest retail dealers in selling oleomargarine 
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as butter, and, inspired with an honest purpose to meet the 
demands of the farmers and dairy people, and in fact all classes 
of people who believe in fair play and honest competition, drafted 
what is known as the substitute bill, and for which eight votes 
were cast in the Committee on Agriculture when the subcommit- 
tee made its report to the full committee. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to this fact: Every 
ingredient that enters into the manufacture of oleomargarine is 
as much a product of the farm as is butter. Oleo oil, which is 
obtained from the caul fat of the beef; neutral oil, made from the 
pure leaf lard of the hog, cotton-seed oil, grown upon the farms 
of the South, salt, and coloring matter are the constituent parts 
of oleomargarine. Oleo oil, neutral oil, and cotton-seed oil, I 
I repeat, are as much products of the farms of our country as 
butter itself. I desire at this point to read the reasons given by 
the minority of the Committee on Agriculture for their support 
of the substitute bill in opposition to the pending bill, which are 
as fo lows: 








One of the claims made by the friends of the Grout bill is that it will pro 
tect the interests of the farmer. Wecall attention tothe fact that every 
ingredient that enters into the manufacture of oleomargarine is as much a 
product of the farm as is butter and that such ingredients are made more 
valuable on account of their use in the manufacture of oleomargarine 

Your committee has had before it representatives of both the cattle and 
hog raisers of the country, and also representatives of the cotton industry, 
and they are unanimous in their opinion that their business will be materially 
injured and the price of their product lowered by the passage of the Grout 
bill and the destruction of the oleomargarine industry. 

The manufacture and sale of oleomargarine does not interfere with the 
growth and prosperity of the butter industry. Statistics show a much 
greater percentage in the increase of the production of butter than in the 
production of oleomargarine. Though similar in ingredients, they are not 
strictly competing, as the oleomargarine is practically all bought by the 
poorer class of our people. 

In justification of this statement, we have received a large number of pe- 
titions from the labor organizations of our country, protesting against the 
passage of the bill for the above-given reasons. 

lt being possible to keep oleomargarine in a sweet and sound condition 
much longer than butter, it is also used extensively in the mining and lum 
ber camps, on exploring and hunting expeditions, on ships at sea, and by 
armies in the field. 

The claim made by the friends of the Grout bill that the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine has greatly depreciated the price of butter will not ob- 
tain when it is known that there is now manufactured in the United States 
nearly 2,006,000,000 pounds of butter annually, and it is positively known that 
there were only 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine manufactured last year, 
which shows that the amount of oleomargarine produced is about 4 per cent 
of the amount of butter produced. Therefore the argument that oleomar- 
garine in any material sense controls the price of butter is not justified by 
the facts 

The manufacture and sale of oleomargarine have in no way depreciated 
the price of butter, as more butter is being sold at higher price in this coun- 
try than ever before, as shown by testimony. 

It is a suggestive fact that those sections of our country which are most 
exclusively devoted to the dairy interests are blessed with the greatest pros 
perity, as brought out in the testimony of ex-Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, 
fore our committee, who said that a few years ago land was worth only $15 
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| prepared to state; but the fact that it will control or regulate this 


traffic is evident by the opposition that is called out here on this 
occasion. 

The Agricultural Committee of the Fifty-third Congress had 
under investigation the adulteration of foods and food products, 
We found that people were grinding up cocoanut shells and sell- 
ing the product for pepper. We found that coffee berries were 
being imitated so closely that the human eye could not distin- 
guish the genuine berry from the imitation. And we proposed 
legislation forbidding the imitation of the genuine coffee berry. 
And when I have heard gentlemen on this side, representatives of 
the cotton-seed interest, opposing this measure because the cot- 
ton-seed product enters into oleomargarine, I am reminded of the 
reason we could not pass the bill to insure to the people pure 
coffee, to suppress the imitation of which I have spoken. We 
couid not pass that bill because there was a man over in New 
Jersey who said that it would hurt his clay bank from which that 
imitation coffee berry was made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, nothing that I can say will 
prevent the passage of this bill. We have reached a time in 
American politics when the greatest number will represent the 
survival of the fittest, and when the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment is to be used to destroy one industry in the interest of another. 

1 point out to the House the principle upon which I stand on 
this question by quoting very briefly from the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in the case of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, 2 
Wallace’s United States Reports. I read from the opinion of Mr. 
Justice Miller: 

Of all the powers conferred upon government, that of taxation is most lia- 
ble toabuse. Given a purpose or object for which taxation may be lawfully 
used, and the extent of its exercise isin its very natureunlimited. Itistrue 
that express limitation on the amount of tax to be levied or the things to be 
taxed may be imposed by constitution or statute; but in most instances for 
which taxes are levied, as the support of government, the prosecution of war, 
the national defense, ary limitation is unsafe. The entire resources of the 
people should, in some instances, be at the disposal of the Government. 

The power to tax is therefore the strongest, the most pervading of all the 
powers of Government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the 
people. It was said by Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of McCulloch vs. 
The State of Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A 
striking instance of the truth of the proposition is seen ir the fact that the 
existing tax of 10 per cent imposed by the United States on the circulation of 
all other banks than the national bank drove out of existence every State 


| bank of circulation within a year or twoafter its passage. This power can as 


readily be employed against one class of individuals and in favor of another 
so as to ruin the one classand give unlimited wealth and prosperity to the 
other if there is no implied limitation of the uses for which the power may 
be exercised. 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the prepnty xe the 
citizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid pri- 
vate enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less a robbery be- 
cause it is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not 


| legislation. It is a decree under legislative forms. 
° p 


an acre in that State, but as the State began to be devoted more exclusively | 


to the dairy interests land had rapidly appreciated in price, and that farmers 
had gotten out of debt, had paid their mortgages, and the land is now worth 
the sum of $80 per acre, this price averaging much higher than agricultural 
lands in other parts of the country. 

In conclusion, the members of the Committee on Agriculture who have 
joined in this minority report beg to assure the House and the country in 
the most solemn manner possible that it has been their earnest intention, 
and is now their determination, to do everything possible to be done to en 
force the sale of oleomargarine as oleomargarine and to prevent its sale as 
butter. To prevent fraud and not to stamp out an industry has been and is 
our purpose. We believe that it ought to be the sole purpose of all legisla- 
lation and the sole motive of all just men. 

J.W. WADSWORTH. 


WM. LORIMER. 
W. J. BAILEY. 
G. H. WHITE. 
JOHN 8. WILLIAMS. 
J. WM. STOKES. 
H. D. ALLEN. 

Mr. Speaker, these reasons given by the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture give in a concise and clear manner the rea- 
sons why the substitute bill should become a law. Pass the 
substitute bill, and I believe this vexing question will be elimi- 
nated from political discussion; pass the Grout bill, and I believe 
it means the continuation of the embarrassing agitation that has 
taken the time and attention of Congress for years. The people 
who make butter ask protection; the people who eat butter ask 
protection. The people who desire to eat oleomargarine protest 
against the GroW bill. The farmers and stock raisers object to 
the discrimination against their products. The substitute bill 
meets the requirements of all and should become alaw. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. GROUT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. Sipiey]. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, two minutes will not afford any- 
one a very wide opportunity to discuss the merits of this measure. 

I believe that there are in Pennsylvania at least 100,000 dairy- 
men watching to-day the result of our action on this bill. I 
believe the sentiment is universal with every man living upon a 
Pennsylvania farm in favor of the passage of this measure; and 
not alone from Pennsylvania, but from every dairy State in the 
Union comes up the demand for the passage of the Grout bill. 


% * Pa x * e 
We have established, we think, beyond cavil that there can be no lawful 
tax which is not laid fora public purpose. It may not be easy to draw the 


| line in all cases so as to decide what is a public purpose in this sense and 
| what is not. 


It is undoubtedly the duty of the legislature which imposes or authorizes 
municipalities to impose a tax to see that it is not to be used for purposes of 


| private interest instead of a public use, and the courts can only be justified 


in interposing when a violation of this principle is clear and the reason for 


| interference cogent. And in deciding whether, in the given case, the object 


for which the taxes are assessed falls upon the one side or the other of this 


| line, they must be governed mainly by the course and usage of the Govern- 


ment, the objects for which taxes have customarily and by long course of 
legislation been levied, what objects or purposes have been considered nec- 
essary to the support and for the proper use of the government, whether 
State or municipal. Whatever lawfully pertains to this and is sanctioned by 
time and the acquiescence of the ceelige may well be held to belong to the 
public use and proper for the maintenance of good government, though this 
may not be the only criterion of rightful taxation. 

But in the case before us, in which the towns are authorized to contribute 
aid by way of taxation to any class of manufacturers, there is no difficulty in 
holding that this is not such a public purpose as we have been considering. If 
it be said that a benefit results as to the fecal public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pursuit which 
employs capital or labor. he merchant, the mechanic, the innkeeper, the 


| banker, the builder, the steamboat owner, are equally promoters of the pub- 


lic good and equally deserving the aid of the citizens by force’ contribu- 


| tions. No line can be drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not 


open the coffers of the public Treasury to the importunities of two-thir’s of 
the business men of the city or town. 

That is the principle upon which I shal! proceed for a few min- 
utes in my opposition to this bill. Step by step this aggressive 
purpose has been manifested by the introduction of legislation in 
this House. I was a member of the House when the first oleo. 
margarine bill was introduced. It was presented and pushed at 


that time by the same dairy association that stands behind this 
| bill; and the sole argument in favor of it was the claim asserted 


Whether this be an absolutely perfect measure or not I am not ' the manufacture of this product is tramping on somebody's toes, 


by General Hatch, of Missouri, the president of that association, 
before the committee of which I was a member—that the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine was deleterious to the public 
health; that this article contained deleterious ingredients, Long 
before the hearing before the committee was over General Hatch, 
with that frankness which always marked his career, backed down 
wholly and entirely from that proposition, and from that day to 
this we have never heard a word about the bad character of this 
article as a food product, but instead we have the argument that 
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and the taxing power of the Government must be brought to bear It will be seen by the testimory throughout, a large portion of 


to destroy a rival industry. 

I have voted for these agricultural benefits solidly and steadily 
all the time, so long as 1 could apologize to my conscience by say- 
ing that the taxation was for some incidental and collateral pur- 
pose and not for the purpose inveighed against by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. So I voted for the oleomargarine 
bill. I voted for and championed on this floor and made the report 
in favor of the filled-cheese bill. 1 supported the mixed-flour bill 
upon the ground urged by the distinguished gentleman from 
Minnesota, that the mingling or mixing of that flour was endan- 
gering public health. 

The legislation of Congress taxing a specific article for the pur- 


pose of regulating and controlling its sale because of alleged or | 
supposed infirmity of the character of the article is necessarily in | 


and of itself vicious and inappropriate. It was never intended 
in the formation of government, either State or national, that the 
taxing power of the Government should be used in execution of 
its police power. A government is weak beyond comparison that 
can not prevent the sale of deleterious articles of food; and I be- 
lieve now that had the ingenuity and the zeal of the gentlemen 
who are pushing this oleomargarine bill been applied with half 
the vigor in the direction of a general revision, organization, and 
reenactment of the pure-food laws of the country, we might have 
had a system of laws guaranteeing the people of the United States 
against the incursion of poisoned food into the stomachs of our 
people, but there is no zeal on that subject. 

The Committee on Agriculture of the House, which improperly 
by some means secured this bill, which is strictly a revenue bill, 
strictly belonging to the Committee on Ways and Means, has not 
worried itself about poisoned pepper, the vile Vermont compounds 
called maple sirup, the vile sugars coming from the tree manu- 
factures of the States—nothing of that. 

It was the Ways and Means Committee that reported the filled- 
cheese bill and the mixed-fiour bill, both of which were justified 
upon thescore of actual adulteration and actual injury to the pub- 
lic health. No zeal has been manifested, so far as I know, in that 
direction, and this Congress will expire without anything beyond 
a feeble effort to right the enormous wrongs under which the coun- 
try is suffering. But an article of food called for, desired, con- 
sumed by one-fourth of the people of the United States is set upon 
upon the specious plea that our people are not smart enough to 
detect a counterfeit and that the ingenuity of legislation does not 
rise to the capacity of providing remedies except by the all- 
pervading power of taxation to destroy this evil. 

I know no reason why the taxing power of this Government 
should be brought to bear to suppress a good commodity, a splen- 
did food product, while there is no sincere and vigorous effort 
made to suppress deleterious food products. What has been done 
along this line in this Congress? Ah, Mr. Speaker, the whole 
movement is unfortunately discolored and tainted by the deliber- 


ate purpose manifested to build up one industry at the expense of | 


another. And so, Mr. Speaker, we have gone on, step by step, 
until there seems to be nothing further and no other avenue by 
which to apply a correct principle of law, and we are now engaged 
in a business, confessedly a deliberate business, to destroy an in- 
dustry producing a product not injurious to public health, but, on 
the contrary, useful to the people of the country as a food product, 
and prevent practically its manufacture altogether; a product 
that is widely sought for by purchasers and consumers of such a 
commodity in the United States, 

We are asked now to destroy the manufacture and sale of it, 
and thus put money into the pockets of another class of the Amer- 
ican people. It is useless for us to deny the fact. It is manifest 
toallmen. It shows for itself plainly in the legislation we pro- 
pose. It lacks frankness for gentlemen to get up on the floor of 
the House and say that that is not the purpose, and that there is 
no such ideain view. The bill itself is so plain that there can be 
no mistake as to its operation. The bill is one for the benefit of 
the butter seller, and I would like to know one butter buyer in 
the United States who favors the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I know of men, or have heard of them, who do not 
hesitate to buy horses or diseased cattle or sheep and impose them 


upon the buyers of horses and cattle throughout the country as | 


sound animals. Everybody knows that that condition of things 
exists, Why not, then, put such a tax as you propose on oleomar- 
garine upon the buyers of horses and cattle and sheep so as to 
protect other people throughout the country from being imposed 
upon by diseased or unsound animals? These are sold in the mar- 
ket constantly, day after day. Thev are sold throughout all the 
States of the Union. We all know that to be a fact. 

Mr. Speaker, this question goes a great deal beyond that. The 
honest man, of course, will not impose upon his neighbor in that 
regard. And, fortunately, in thiscase the honest man manfully 
comes to the front as a witness in this business, and here is the 
testimony of a thoroughly honest man regarding this question 
of manufacture, which I shall insert in my speech. 


| which I append to my speech, that the men who came here to 
prosecute this enterprise boldly announced that they proposed 
this legislation for the direct and deliberate purpose of destroying 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine. That is to say, they 
come here to procure legislation that shall put into the hands of 
the United States authorities a weapon that shall be used to 
destroy the production of a certain article of food, confessedly 
nutritious and wholesome, confessedly in great demand among 
the people, for the sole and simple purpose of grasping the mar- 
ket of the United States in the interest of their own products, 
Read the testimony. See how they were compelled at last to 
admit that that was the sole and single purpose they had in view. 
The argument of fraud has no force with those who understand 
the facts. It will be seen by a careful examination of the testi- 
mony that the ground of their complaint is the aggressive char- 
acter of this product, which is growing in popularity, crowding 
| in the markets the sale of butter. In all this line of testimony 
there is not one word said about fraud, except as it affects the 
sale of butter. 

S0 it may as well be quietly and conscientiously conceded that 
we are entering for the first time confessedly, openly, and above 
board upon the work of the extermination of a great food prodact 
with the sole and single purpose of the benefit toanother industry 
that will grow out of this legislation. 

Now, I ask gentlemen who favor the pending bill, what is the 
difference between taxing the product itself or making it impos- 
| sible to manufacture it by legislation? Either proposition would 
lead to the same constitutional objection. We must confront the 
| question whether the Supreme Court would permit such an enact- 
ment to become a law. Is it possible that one industry in the 
United States with the largest number of beneficiaries in its 
ranks may come to a legislative body and make it impossible to 
manufacture an article infinitely valuable to the people as a food 
product, and not deleterious tothe public health, a product that 
is cheap and desirable in many of the households of the land—I 
say is it possible that one industry in this country can come here 
and absolutely destroy the possibility of the manufacture of such 
a competitor? 

We are placed in a very peculiar condition when the legislators 
of the House of Representatives say to the people of the country 
that they do not possess ingenuity enough to pass legislation here 
which would prevent fraud in the sale of one of the most important 
| food products in the country. Thirty-two States in the Union 
have already authorized laws upon the subject. Some States for- 
bid absolutely the manufacture, I think, altogether, and | believe 
| two have declared it to be unconstitutional, and perhaps the same 
condition exists in other States. Of that I am not positive. 

I was born and raised a farmer and the only property I have 
amounting to anything, outside of the house in which I live, is 
| farm property. There is not one interest of the farming com- 
munity of my State or of the United States that is legitimate that 
| I would not honestly support and protect. I have voted in season 
and out of season for every suggestion of honest legislation and 
fair protection to the interests of these people. They constitute 
|a great intelligent, patriotic body of men. Nobody estimates 
them at a higher value than I do, and I would go out of my way 
| at any time to assist them, but I furthermore stand here as a rep- 
resentative of other interests and other people who desire most 
earnestly that the strong band of the law shall not be put upon 
this industry to its destruction. I represent a large class of peo- 
| ple who desire to be allowed to buy this commodity. They are 
| perfectly willing that ail the stringency that can be invented to 
protect the buyer and prevent deception shall be enacted, and for 
| it all I have voted and for it all I will continue to vote, buf they 
| deny the power of Congress in this behalf. 
| ‘The gentleman has talked about the pure-food law with regard 
| to the adulteration of pepper. Have we ever taxed adulterated 

pepper? Have we ever taxed adulterated tea differently from what 
we have any other kind of tea? Have we ever committed any such 
| violation of legal and constitutional principles as this does? Most 
assuredly not. This is the first and only time when there could 
| be no dodging the question. I would vote for any degree of regu- 
lation, any degree of legislation, any degree of restriction, any 
| degree of punishment that is necessary to prevent frauds upon the 
| consumer of the butter products of this country. If it had to be 
| done in order to protect the people, [ would vote to put 10 cents 
|@ pound internal-revenue tax upon all kinds of adulterated but- 
| ter, and if that could be done you would find the markets of this 
| country bare of more than one-third of the butter product. 
Who colored this butter first, and where did it come from? 
The coloring used to-day in the manufacture of oleomargarine 
| was first used by the oleomargarine manufacturers. It was never 
used by a butter maker until long after the article of oleomar- 
garine came into the market. Then the farmer discovered that 
he could color his white butter to make it a little more attractive, 
and he began to adulterate his butter, if it is adulteration, by the 
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introduction of this annato coloring that is used by the oleomar- 
garine manufacturer. In the olden times we used to have some 
coloring of butter made by the use of carrots, and in one way and 
another, by our mothers and by the manufacturers of butter at 
home; but it was the oleomargarine manufacturer who first used 
this coloring matter which bas since become a staple article in 
the State of Vermont, and which is advertised by one of the 
greatest houses in the State of Vermont, and which is now enter- 
ing into the commerce of the whole world for the purpose of 
coloring the cow butter of the country. 

I say the principle is absolutely wrong. I represent in Ohio a 
district composed of avery large body of laboring men, Con- 
stantly, from the outset of these discussions, they have opposed the 
passage of this bill, and they have always put it upon the solid 
ground that they had a right to buy in the markets of this country 
a good, pure, healthful food product without the intervention of 
any legislation of Congress that confessedly will prevent their 
having the opportunity to do so. 

Only yesterday the Federation of Labor, holding its annual con- 
vention in the State of Ohio, sent the following telegram to the 
delegation from Ohio: 

NEWARK, On10, December 6, 1900. 


To the chairman of the Ohio Congressional delegation, Washington, greeting: 
The Ohio Federation of Labor in convention assembled passed vigorous 

resolutions protesting against the passage of the Grout bill rr: oleomar- 

garine, and directed its officers to notify Ohio Congressmen of their action 


and ask for your cooperation. ; 
JOSEPH A. BAUER, Secretary. 

Now, I want to ask gentlemen to bear this suggestion of mine 
in mind. This bill will doubtless passand becomea law. It will 
destroy the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine. Butter will, 
of course, advance about 25 per cent above its present price to 
the laboring man and to the purchaser. What is to be the next 
victim? Anthracite coal? Whynot? Ican muster upon the floor 
of this House ten representatives of bituminous coal where there 
is one representative of anthracite. Why not puta tax of $5 a ton 
upon the production of anthracite coal? It will benefit the innu- 
merable coal miners—more than 250,000 in the United States. 

What is to be the next victim? Coarse-wool sheep, by putting 
a tax on them, so as to destroy them, because they are too heavy 
for the small sheep? Why not? What is the difference? One 
sheep is just as palatable as another. The food of one is just as 
healthful as another. So is the product of the cow and the oleo- 
margarine factory. The one is as healthful as the other, and in 
nine cases out of ten the oleomargarine has the advantage. 

— BURKE of Texas. Why not tax beet sugar or cane sugar 
also? 





Mr. GROSVENOR. Beet sugar and cane sugar. Why not? | 


Why not put a tax upon the production of beet sugar or cane 
sugar as you please. What is the difference? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, under the order of the House, 
I will extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

I warn Congress that this is the entering wedge to a system. 
This is the first time that this character of legislation has been 
attempted in the United States. There is no doubt whatever that 
the secret purpose of much of the legislation has been to destroy one 
industry in the interest of another, but it has never been done in a 
way openly to bring the question before Congress. The argument 
was used and had much plausibility in it, that the filled-cheese 
bill was not intended to destroy the manufacture of filled cheese, 
but was intended to protect our exportersand domestic consumers 
from the evils of fraudulent goods; and for that bill I worked 
with all my might. But Congress has never yet set an example 
of which this is a legitimate outcome. 

I know gentlemen are saying that the tax upon State bank cir- 
culation, a law that Congress made in the heat of war and main- 
tained up to the present time, and which exterminated State bank 
currency from circulation in the oars is on all fours in prin- 
ciple with this. Not by any means. The most casual observer, 
the most casual thinker, will at once see that he is in error in this 
regard. That was a law of Congress made in pursuance of its 
power over the currency of the country, and was made as a legiti- 
mate protection to the right and power of Congress to dictate the 
circulation of the country, and was apologized for, if that is the 
true name, by a divided Supreme Court, putting the apology upon 
that ground alone; and if it be true that that law is a license to 
the Supreme Court of the United States to uphold legislation hav- 
ing no national purpose, but having a sole and direct purpose to 
manipulate the industrial affairs of the country in the interests of 
a monopoly, then the sooner the Supreme Court retraces its steps 
to the solid ground of justice and fair play the better it will be for 
the country. 

A precedent that would uphold this law and make it legal and 
binding would be the most far-reaching that any law has ever 
attained in the United States. It would put into Congress the 
power by legislation to destroy the freedom of work and labor, 


Why not? I put it to the gentlemen on the other side and chal- 
lenge an answer. Why not go tothe coal fields of Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, Indiana, and Illinois, where thousands and tens of 
thousands of men have been thrown out of employment by the 
introduction of machines into the mines, and tax those articles 
of machinery to such an extent that they can not be profitably 
used? This is a fair and just illustration, bearing in mind that, 
under the pretense of suppressing a fraud, this bill is confess- 
edly in the interests of one industry against another. Why not 
go among the farmers of the country? Why may not the labor- 
ing men of the country come to Congress—there are eight or ten 
millions of them—and demand of Congress a law taxing the man- 
ufacture of farming implements? Why not? What is the differ- 
ence in principle, bearing in mind and admitting, as you must 
admit, that the whole of this legislation has iu its purpose a real 
object to destroy and not to build = 

If anything is lacking to show the character and purpose of 
this bill and the utter illegality, if not unconstitutionality, of its 
provisions, the fact that it taxes by a law of Congress one kind of 
oleomargarine, which is said not to be a competitor of butter and 
which is put upon the market containing all the ingredients of 
the other, at a quarter of a cent a pound tax, while the other, with 
the same ingredients, barring the slight coloring, is charged 10 
cents a pound tax, discloses the whole aim, object, and animus of 
the performance; and now can it be possible that our Government, 
under our Constitution, which proposes equal and exact justice to 
all and special privileges to none, can be prostituted to purposes 
so base as these? 

Ex-Governor Hoard, of Wisconsin, says: 


Whom do we represent? The united dairy sentiment of the nation. That 
means over 5,000,000 farmers, and an annual cash value in their product of 
over $600,000,000. A vast army of consumers of dairy products, who are con- 
stantly duped and swindled by a counterfeit substitute for butter. 


Statement of Charles Y. Knight: 


My business is that of editor of the Chicago Dairy Produce, a publication 
devoted to the dairy and butter business. I have for the past three years 
been secretary of the National Dairymen’s Union, an organization of farmers 
who keep cows, and others engaged in pursuits allied therewith. This or- 
ganization at present comprises about 30,000 members who are farmers, and 
they are scattered all over the United States. The organization has for its 
aim the protection of producers and consumers of dairy products against 
fraud, and its officers serve absolutely without further compensation than 
their actual and necessary expenses incurred in the discharge of their duty. 
No officer has ever received one cent salary, but upon the other hand they 
have spent hundreds of dollars in expenses while working in the interest of 
the cause, for which no account has ever been rendered the organization. 

I have had charge of the work of organization and the collection of facts 
regarding the oleomargarine traffic of this country, and it is the enormous 
illegal and fraudulent growth of the business during the past two years, in 
face of the best restrictive laws the States have been able to devise, that has 
brought us to Congress as a last resort to ask for relief. 


THE ASSOCIATIONS BELONGING TO THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION. 


Now I want particularly to call the attention of the members of this com- 
mittee to the list of associations that belong to this national association which 
met at Fort Worth, and I want to say thatevery one of these had a good dele- 
gation there. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Please just read that list. 

(The list referred to was here read by Mr. Cowan, and is as follows:) 

Oneida County Wool Growers’ Association, Idaho; Colorado Cattle Grow- 
ers’ Association, Colorado; Kansas City Stock Yards Company, Missouri; 
Union Stock Yards Company, South Omaha, Nebr.; Denver Union Stock 
Yards, Colorado; Pueblo Union Stock Yards, Colorado; Arizona Stock Grow- 
ers’ Association, Arizona; Fort Worth Stock Yards Company, Texas; South 
Omaha Live Stock Exchange, Nebraska; American Feeders and Breeders’ 
Association, St. Paul, Minn.; Larimer County Stock Growers’ Association, 
Colorado; Cattle Raisers’ Association, Texas; Custer County Cattle Grow- 
ers’ Association, Colorado; Stock Feeders’ Association, eastern Routt County, 
Colo.; Sioux City Stock Yards Company, Iowa; Sioux City Live Stock Ex- 
change, Iowa; Live Stock Sanitar oard, Arizona; Saguache Stock Grow- 
ers’ Association, Colorado; Kern County Cattle Growers’ Association, Cali- 
fornia; Western South Dakota Stock Growers’ Association, South Dakota; 
Live Stock Exchange, St. Joseph, Mo.; South St. Joseph Stock Yards Com- 
pany, Missouri; Utah ‘Wool Growers’ Association, Utah; Southern Colorado 
Stock Growers’ Protective Association, Colorado; American Hereford Cattle 
Breeders’ Association, Missouri; Union Stock Yeris and Transit Company, 
Chicago, Ill.; Cattle Sanitary Board, New Mexico; State Veterinary Board, 
Colorado; Live Stock Association, North Dakota; Fort Collins Sheep Feeders’ 
Association, Colorado; American Short-Horn Breeders’ Association, Illinois; 
Roaring Fork and Eagle River Stock Association, Colorado: Uinta County 
Wool Growers’ Association, Wyoming: Cattle and Horse Protective Associa- 
tion, District 9, Colorado; Elko County Cattle Association, Nevada; Amer- 
ican Galloway Breeders’ Association, Missouri; North Fork Valley Cattle 
Growers’ Association, Colorado; Park County Cattle Growors’ Association, 
Colorado; Grand and Eagle River Stock Growers’ Association, Colorado; San 
Luis Valley Cattle and Horse Protective Association,Colorado; Lincoln County 
Cattle Growers’ Association, Colorado; Texas Live Stock Association, Texas; 
Lincoln and Elvert County Wool Growers’ Association, Colorado; Kansas City 
Live Stock Exchange, Missouri; Weld County Live Stock Association, Celo- 
rado; Eastern Colorado Stockmen’s Association, Colorado; Sheep and Wool 
Growers’ Association, Idaho; Black Range Protective Association, New Mex- 
ico; Western Nebraska Stock Growers’ Association, Nebraska; State Board of 
Live Stock Commissioners, [linois; Board of Trade, Tucson, Ariz.; Chamber 
of Commerce and Board of Trade, Denver, Colo.; Union Commercial Club, 
Lincoln, Nebr.; an County Cattle and Horse Protective Association, 
Colorado: Snake River Stock Growers’ Association, Wyoming; Gunnison 
County Stock Growers’ Association, Colorado; Cincinnati Union Stock Yards 
Company, Ohio; Colorado Midland Railway Company, Colorado; Colorado 
and Southern Railway Company, Colorado; Oregon Short Line Railway 
Company, Utah; Yuma County Cattle Growers’ Association, Colorado; Fre- 
mont, Elkhorn and Missouri Valley Railroad, Omaha; Rio Grande Western 
Railway Company, Salt Lake City; American Shropshire es Associa- 
tion, Indiana; St. Louis Live Stock amen, Illinois; Sheep Sanitary 
Board, New Mexico; Board of Sheep Co oners, Wyoming; Oklahoma 
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Live Stock Association, Oklahoma; American Sh«iland Pony Club, Indiana; 
Iowa Improved Stock Breeders’ Association; Cincinnati Live Stock Commis- 
sion Merchants’ Association, Ohio; Chicago and Northwestern Railway Com- 
y, Illinois; North Park Stock Growers’ Association, Colorado; Chicago 
ive Stock Exchange, Illinois; Pacific Northwest Wool Growers’ Association, 
Oregon; Dominion Short-Horn Breeders’ Association, Canada; Fremont 
County Cattle Growers’ Association, Colorado; Crystal River Railroad Com- 
any. Colorado; National Association Exhibitors of Live Stock of America, 
ew York; Northern Wyoming Wool Growers’ Association, Wyoming; Pecos 
Valley Railroad, New Mexico; Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, Ohio; Red 
Polled Cattle Club, America, Iowa; State Board of Agriculture, Kansas; 
State Irrigation Association, Utah; Union Pacific Railroad Company, Omaha; 
State Agricultural College, Wyoming; Saguache County Wool Growers’ 
Association, Colorado; Polled Durham Cattle Club of America, Indiana. 
Mr. ALLEN. Were you present at this meeting that passed the resolution 
that you first read? 
Mr. Cowan. Yes, sir; I was. 
Mr. ALLEN. Doyou know personally the men who were there representing 
those different breeders’ associations? 
Mr. Cowan. I know some of them. I knew a good many of the men. 
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All the cotton-seed-oil interests representing mills in North Car- | 


olirna, South Carolina, and Georgia, as follows: 


Southern Cotton Oil Co., Columbia. Williamston Oil and F. Co. 
Produce Mills. Clinton Oil Mill. 
Interstate Cotton Oil Co. Gray Court Oil Mill. 
Newberry Oil Co. Seneca Oil Mill. 
Laurens Oil and Fertilizer Co. Southern Cotton Oil Co., Savannah. 
Union Oiland Manufacturing Co. Saluda Oil Mill. 
Greenwood Oil Co. Campobello Oil Mill. 
Victor Cotton Oil Co. Excelsior Oil Mill. 
Woodruff Cotton Oil Co. Abbeville Oil and F. Co. 
Simpsonville Oil Mill. Elberton Oil Mill. 

Zasley Oil Mill. Fountain Inn Oil Mill. 
Honea Path Oil Mill. Tiger Shoals Oil Mill, 
Ninety-six Oil Co. Goldville Oil Mill. 
Greers Cotton Oil Co. Fair Forest Oil Mill. 
Coronaca Oil Mill. Anderson Oil and F. Co. 
Belton Oil Mill. Lowndesville Oil Mill. 
Liberty Oil Mill. McCormick Oil Mill. 
Atlantic Cotton Oil Co.: Moneynick Oil Mill. 

Sumter. Charlotte Oil and F. Co. 

Bennettsville. Concord Cotton Oil Mill. 
Southern Cotton Oil Co., Columbia. Davidson Cotton-Seed Oil Mill. 
Southern Cotton Oil Co., Barnwell. Monroe Oil and F. Co. 
Darlington Oi! Co. Rowland Oil Mill Co. 
Dillon Cotton-Seed Oil Co. Laurinburg Oil Co. 
Orangeburg Oil Mill. Gibson Station Oil Co, 
Florence Oil Mill. Fayetteville Oil Co. 
Marion Oil Mill. Selma Oil and F. Co. 
Edgefield Manufacturing Co. Goldsboro Oii Co. 
Ridge Spring Oil Mill. Wilson Oil Co. 
St. Matthews Oil Mill. Tar River Oil Co. 
Chester Oil Mills. Edgecomb Oil Co. 
Fairfield Oil and F. Co. Newbern Oil Co. 
Kathwood Manufacturing Co. Weldon Oil Co. 


Mr. John McCoy, of Kansas City Live Stock Exchange, says: 


There is a bill pending before the House of Representatives, viz. House 
bill No. 3717, known as the Grout bill, which has been referred to your honor 
able body, and it is for the purpose of discussing that measure we have asked 
fora hearing. This bill is aimed at the lifeof a great commercial industry, 
that of oleomargarine. We believe it will, if enacted into a law, seriously 
cripple one with which by comparison both oleomargarine und that of its op- 
ponent, butter, paleintoinsignificance. Irefertothelive-stock industry. My 
associates and myself, representing as we do the second largest live-stock mar 
ket in the world, a market at which was received, during the year 189. 5,963,573 
head of livestock that had a valuation uf $120,946,439: a market which loansan- 
nually from $20,000,000 to $30,000,000 to the farmers, feeders, stock growers, and 
ranchmen to assist them in carrying on their industries; a market that had 
for its patrons during 1899 the stock raisers of 32 States and Territories, feel 
that our interests in these measures are of sufficient importance to be our 
apology for thus trespassing upon the time of the committee. 


Opposition to the bill: Lincoln Lodge, No. 445, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, Columbus, Ohio; Central Labor Council of 
Cincinnati, Ohio; International Bicycle Works, etc., Columbus, 
Ohio; Union Dairy Company, Cleveland; St. Paul Live Stock 
Exchange, St. Paul, Minn. 

As tocharacter of correspondence in favor of the bill, Mr. Dadie, 
of Chicago, says: 

A vast amount of importance seems to attach itself to the correspondence 
received hy members of Congress from country districts urging the passage 
of this bill asa protection to the dairy interests. It may be of interest to you 
gentlemen to know through what channels this correspondence passes before 
reaching membersin Washington. Theseappeals for protection are compiled 
and printed by one man in South Water street, in Chicago, and mailed by 
him broadcast to the rural districts throughout the country, with a personal 
letter asking the party addressed to sign and direct the letter furnished him 
to his Representative in Congress, and as a reward for his trouble extend to 
him the hope of a permanent increase in the price of his butter if they are 
successful in destroying the oleomargarine industry. 

OBJECTS OF THE MEASURE. 

Hoard says: 


The consumers and producers of butter ask Congress to enact into law 
House bill 3717, which provides by the first section that all counterfeit sub- 
stitutes for butter, when taken into any State or Territory, shall be subject 
to the laws of that State or Territory concerning such counterfeit, the same 
as the Wilson law in regard to liquors, enacted, I think, in 1891. It was 
deemed for the public welfare to enact that law. We claim it is for the pub- 
lic welfare to place oleomargarine under the operation of a similar law. 


Charles Y. Knight, editor of the Chicago Dairy Produce, and the 
most active single person advocating this bill, says: 
WHY THE 10-CENT TAX ON COLORED OLEOMARGARINE? 


We expect to show to the satisfaction of Congress that national legislation 
of the character embraced in H. R. 3717, known as the Grout bill, with its 10- 
cent tax provision, is absolutely essential to prevent the almost absolute de- 
struction of an industry bringing to the agriculturists of this country fully 
$500,000,000 per year. 
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First. Because oleomargarine, when made in exact imitation in package 
and color of butter, is an ideal counterfeit, furnishing a commodity which 
can be readily, and in nine cases out of ten with safety, palmed off upon the 
known but unskilled consumer as butter at butter prices, as only a chemical 
analysis will, with a degree of certainty necessary in evidence, establish the 
identity of the substitute. 

Second. Because the large profit resulting from the sale of oleomargarine 
as butter in itself furnishes incentive to practice fraud and means of protec- 
tion in case of detection, and to-day, with the traffic aggregating close to 
100,000,000 pounds per year, the sum collected through the assessment of even 
a fraction of acent per pound as a fund for defense is sufficiently large, when 
judiciously expended through organized channels, to render prosecutions so 
expensive that in many of the States the courts have scarcely the capacity to 
handle offenders, so numerous have they become under the persistent and 
aggressive solicitation of the wealthy manufacturers. 


Mr. Davis, of Philadelphia, in his testimony admits that inci- 
dentally the purport of the bill is to drive colored oleomargarine 
out of the market: 


Mr. Lorimer. You say that if this tax is put on oleomargarine then there 
will be no sale of it in competition with butter? 

Mr. Davis. That isaboutit. They can not sell it. 

Mr. LORIMER. You mean to say they can not sell it in competition. They 
can sell it if anybody buysit. Would not that virtually mean the driving of 
colored oleomargarine out of the market as a matter of trade? 

Mr. Davis. That might be incidental to the operation of the law. 

Mr. Lorimer. If they can not pay this 10 cents tax, would that not drive 
it out of the market? 

Mr. Davis. Not necessarily. 

Mr. LORIMER. You do not believe it would interfere with the sale of it? 

Mr. Davis. I do. 

Mr. LorIMeER. [sit not the intention of many who favor the passage of this 
bill to drive colored oleomargarine out of the market? 

Mr. Davis. The object, as I take it, of the men interested in this is to pre- 
vent illegal competition with butter—to protect the law-abiding people. In 
Philadelphia we believe that 90 per cent of this traflic is done illegally. Of 
course that eee to the disadvantage of people who do business in a 
pve way. For instance, lam alongside of a man selling oleomargarine for 

yutter, and he makes an enormous profit, whereas the butter seller makes 
only a legitimate profit. 

Mr. Lor«tMeER. You say youthink the passage of this bill will prevent deal- 
ing illegally. If you have a tax of 10 cents, how will that prevent the illegal 
traffic in your city? 

Mr. Davis. There would be less inducement offered. It would be that 
much accomplished. Everything helps for the protection of the dealer who 
is law abiding. 

Mr. Lorimer. Is not the object to drive colored oleomargarine out of the 
market? 

Mr. Davis. We want to prevent this illegal traffic which operates to the 
injury of the law-abiding people who are doing a legitimate business. 

Mr. LoniMER. The reason | am asking this question is because a gentleman 
who appeared before the committee a week ago to-day said it is the desire of 
the butter men to drive oleomargarine out of the market—that they want to 
drive the oleomargarine manufacturer out of business. I wanted to find out 
whether or not that sentiment prevails over the country. 

Mr. DAvis. If driving it out would be incidental to the operation of this 
law, then oleomargarine would have to be sold upon its merits. 

Mr. LORIMER. In its white state? 

Mr. Davis. Yes, sir. 

INJURE OUR TRADE ABROAD. 


} 


lly Germany, are watching 
trance of American meats 


Mr. LAVERY. Foreign countries, and especia 
for every opportunity to legislate against the 
and by-products, and if our own Congress should pass a law which would 
practically kill the oleo industry in this country, we have no reason to believe 
that Germany and other European countries would not take similar action 






| and prohibit the entrance into their country of oleo oil and such materials as 


we have legislated against ourselves; and such action would therefore kill, or 
at least greatly injure, the export oleo-oil business. 


Amount of production of oleomargarine. 
Amount of oleomargarine produced in the United States in— Pounds. 


1888 evcecee 21,513, 673 


1893 c cniaiudanevekéaesy See 


The butterine business of 1890 was 2.6 per cent of the total amount of but- 
ter made in the United States. These figures are taken from the records of 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue and the Agricultural Department. For the 
year ending June 30, 1899, there were 83,000,000 pounds of butterine manufac- 
tured in the United States, and, according to the estimate of Mr. Wilson, 
editor of the Elgin Dairy Report, Elgin, lil., there were something over 
3,000,000,000 pounds of butter made in the United States for that year. Fig- 
uring on this basis, the amount of butterine m ‘tured, as compared with 
the amount of butter made, is 2} per cent, showing that the make of butter- 
ine has decreased, in comparison to the make of butter, in the past ten years 
to the extent of one-tenth of l percent. The Government received, for the 
year ending June 30, 1899, about $2,000,000 from tax and license on butterine. 













INGREDIENTS OF OLEOMARGARINE AND OF BUTTER. 


Dr. Crampton, chemist, Internal Revenue Bureau, says: 


Representative WILson. I would like to ask Dr. Crampton just one move 
question. I want to know, Doctor (if you know), what is the difference be- 
tween butter and oleomargarine, so far as the chemical elements which enter 
into each are concerned? 

Dr. CRAMPTON. They are very much the same, with the exception of the 
small amount of what are called the volatile or soluble fatty acids, which en 
ter into butter and which do not enter into ocleomargarine. The great bulk 
of the fat is of the same composition. chemically speaking: they are both 
giycerides. Of course, these volatile, fatty acids are very important, how- 
ever; they give butter its flavor and taste, the pleasant “bouquet,” you 
might say; and that is very important. There is no question about that. 


Mr. Miller, of Kansas City, Kans., representing Armour & Co., 
says: 

Butterine is wholesome, nutritious, and palatable. There isno secret what 
ever about the process of manufacture. Our factory is open to the public at 
all times. This product is composed of the following ingredients: Oleo oil 
(made from choice fats of the beef), neutral lard (or the leaf lard of the hog), 
refined cotton-seed oil, milk, cream, salt, and butter. 


We have never had a pound of paraffin in our factory, and we donot desire 
stearin. 
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THE INGREDIENTS OF OLEOMARGARINE. 

In their statement Swift & Co. have the following to say re- 
garding the ingredients of oleomargarine: 

Second. Oleomargarine is an absolutely pure and healthful product. It 
contains the following ingredients. 

1. Oleo oil: A selected fat from beef that is obtained from the cau! fat. 
This is the principal ingredient. This fat isthorough!y washed, thrown into 
a vat of ice water to remove the animal heat, then thoroughly cooked, 
cooled, and put into hydraulic presses, by which the oil is extracted, the res- 
idue being commercially known as stearin. 

2. Neutral: This is the leaf lard of the pig. The leaf fat when taken out of 
the animal is thoroughly washed and put into arefrigerator, where it remains 
twenty-four hours. It is then thoroughly cooked. It is absolutely without 
color, being snow white, and has neither taste norodor. Both pigs and cattle 
are examined by Government inspectors before and after killing, thereby 
insuring protection against disease. England, France, Germany, Holland, 
and many other foreign countries where oleomargarine is manufactured 
more extensively than in the United States, depend entirely upon American 
manufacturers for oleo oiland neutral. 

3%. Cotton-seed oil: This ingredient is not always used; it is used in limited 
quantities in the medium grade. The oil is extracted from selected cotton 
seed and then highly refined. Itis a pure, sweet product, and is used quite 
generally for cooking purposes. Prominent chemists have asserted that it 
has the same qualities as and is equally digestible with the best of olive oil. 

4 Milk. 

5. Salt. 

Mr. LAVERY. I stated that oleomargarine consists of four principal ingre- 
dients—oleo oil, neutral lard, milk and cream, and cotton-seed oil. Now, of 
those four ingredients cotton-seed oil comprises about 25 percent. Of course 
we add salt and coloring matter. 

HEALTH FULNESS OF OLEOMARGARINE AND CLEANLINESS OF ITS PRODUCTION. 


Mr. Kimball, of Philadelphia, representing the butter sellers, in 
his testimony says: 

If this Grout bill prevails, then oleomargarine, if it is a good thing, and we 
admit it is a good thing, will be sold at a price to reach the poor man, and it 
is intended to reach him, and the legitimate butter will sell at a price which 
the people are willing to pay for it. It will do away with the practice of de- 
ceiving the customer who goes into a store and asks for a pound of butter and 
gets a pound of oleomargarine. 


Again: 

Mr. ALLEN. Since the sale of oleomargarine has increased has the death 
rate of the city increased? 

Mr. KIMBALL. We do not know that there is anything unhealthful in 
oleomargarine. 


A Mr. Davis, who was with Mr. Kimball, also stated: 


Mr. Wurre. What has been your observation with reference to the health- 
fulness of this oleomargarine product’ 

Mr. Davis. Ido not know that there is any evidence as to its injurious 
effect upon consumers. That is a subordinate matter. 


In concluding his testimony Kimball says: 


Mr. Lorimer. I understand you are willing to have oleomargarine shipped | 


in and sold in its natural state? 

Mr. KIMBALL. Yes; I believe it is healthful. It is a good thing for the poor 
man, but it should be sold on its merits. Where it is sold as butter there isa 
profit of 15 cents a pound on it. 


Upon the other hand, Mr. Hoard intimates that oleomargarine 
is unhealthy. 


Isoleomargarine a healthful food? There is no way to determine this ques- 
tion except by actual trial; not for a day, a week, or a month, but for several 
successive months, and not with strong, robust men, with plenty of outdoor 
exercise. 

Chemistry can not answer. For example, the chemist will tell you that he 
finds the same elements in swamp peat that are found in the grasses and 
hays that are fed to our cows, and in approximately the same proportion. 
And the chemist is at a loss to determine from_the standpoint of his science 
why cattle should not feed on swamp peat. Chemistry can not determine 
whether any particular substance is poisonous or not. It must take a stom- 
ach to do that. 

There is no credible evidence to show that oleomargarine is innocuous; no 
evidence to show that when eaten continuously in place of butter it is not 
harmful. But there are reports in great abundance to the effect that oleo- 
margarine is harmful. 

It is shown that 32 States have anti-color laws, but each one of 
those States allows oleomargarine, uncolored, to be sold. They 
do not forbid its sale because of unwholesomeness or deleterious- 
ness, but simply because it may, if colored, be sold as butter from 
milk or cream. 

NO GERMS IN MANUFACTURE. 

We claim that it is absolutely impossible for germ life to exist in our oleo- 
margarine factory, and we want the public to come and see for themselves. 
These are the reasons the oleomargarine business is growing, and not that 
this product is palmed off on innocent purchasers for butter. 


Mr. Aldredge submitted the following as chemical testimony: 


This is from Prof. W.O. Atwater, director of the United States Govern- 
ment agricultural experiment station, Washington, D.C. 

‘**Butterine is perfectly wholesome and healthy and has a high nutritive 
value. The same entirely favorable opinion I find expressed by the most 
prominent European authorities, English, French, and German. It contains 
essentially the same ingredients as natural butter from cow's milk. It is 
perfectly wholesome and healthy and has a high nutritive value.” 

The other is from Prof. Harvey W. Wiley, Chief Chemist of the United 
States Department of Agriculture: 

“ There can be no reasonable objection to the use of oleomargarine. It is 
clean, wholesome, and digestible. When it is to be kept for a long time 
before use, as on shipboard, or in distant mining camps" 

And he might have said, in the Army 
“it is preferable to butter, because it has but little tendency to become ran- 
cid. For similar reasons, there can be no possible objection to the use of 
cotton-seed oi] as a substitute for lard, or when mixed with lard.” 

Now, here are certificates from the greatest chemists in America and 
Europe outside of the ones that I have read; but I will not take up your time 
with reading them ; 

Representative WILLIAMs. Just hand them, if you please, to the stenog- 
rapher, so that they may be made a part of the record. 
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(The certificates above referred to by the witness are as follows:) 

Prof. G. C. Caldwell, of Cornell University, says: 

‘The process for making butterine, when properly conducted, is cleanly 
throughout, free from animal tissue or other impurities, and consists of pure 
fat, mace up of the fats commonly known as alaine and margarine. It pos- 
sesses no qualities whatever that can make it in the least degree unwhole- 
some. 

Prof. Paul Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chemistry, Missouri 
State University, says: 

“As a result of my examination, made both with the microscope and the 
delicate chemical tests applicable to such cases, I pronounce butterine to be 
wholly and unequivocally free from any deleterious or in the least objection- 
able substances. Carefully made physiological experiments reveal no dif- 
perenae whatever in the palatability and digestibility between butterine and 

yutter.”’ 

Dr. Adolph Jolles, of Vienna, from address before section 7 of the Inter- 
national Hygienic Congress, at Budapest, says: 

“As regards nutritive value, pure butterine or oleomargarine is as digest- 
ible and nutritious as pure butter.” 

Prof. George F. Barker, of the University of Pennsylvania: 

** Butterine is, in my opinion, quite as valuable as a nutritive agent as but- 
ter itself. It is perfectly wholesome and is desirable as an article of food. I 
can see no reason why butterine should not be an entirely satisfactory equiv- 
alent for ordinary butter, whether considered from the physiological or com- 
mercial standpoint.” 

Prof. 8. W. Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricultural Experiment 
Station, and professor of agricultural chemistry at Yale College, New Haven, 
Says: 

“It is a product that is entirely attractive and wholesome as food, and one 
that is for all ordinary and culinary purposes the full equivalent of good but- 
ter made fromcream. I regard the manufacture of oleomargarine as a !egiti- 
mate and beneficent industry.” 

Dr. A. G. Stockwell, who needs no introduction, says in the Scientific 
American: 2 

‘In everyday life butter is very essential. Its free use by sufferers from 
wasting diseases is to be encouraged to the utmost. Considering the fore- 
going, it seems strange that oleomargarine has not been thought of as a pal- 
atable and suitable article of diet for those suffering from wasting diseases. 

“It is free from all objections. Asa matter of fact, it is a better and purer 
butter than nine-tenths of the dairy product that is marketed, and one that 
is far more easily preserved. There are a large number who imagine oleo- 
margarine is made from any old scraps of grease, regardless of age or clean- 
liness. The reverse is the fact. Good oleo can only be had by employing the 
very best and freshest of fat. This artificial butter is as purely wholesome 
(and perhaps even better as food) as the best dairy or creamery product.”’ 

Jollies and Winkler, the official chemists of the Austrian Government, 
after thorough investigation of butterine, reported: 

‘The only germs found in ‘oleo’ are those common to air and water. Al- 
though carefully searched for, tubercular bacilli and other obnoxious bacilli 
were conspicuous by their absence.” 

HEALTHFULNESS, ETC., OF OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. John S. Hobbs, editor of the National Provisioner, of New 
York and Chicago, says: 

After a thorough personal inspection of the Government licensed and Gov- 
ernment inspected buatterine factories, some of these inspections made in com- 
pany with our chief food chemist and expert, and all of them made without 
any knowledge of the oleomargarine people that I was coming, I find the fol- 
lowing a summary of them all. 

Of course the formulas change, but only as to proportions of the same ingre- 
dients, and the temperatures vary a few degrees, according to the experience 
of the particular factory making the variation. There is no material differ- 
ence. | quote from my memoranda: 

The oleomargarine is made up of a mixture of— 

Per cent. 


TI CE ain nivkgihiirwonndiedhindhdiesmaed wétd enbnadhiakrabssabbtimiies 15 to 25 
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This formula changes in the same factory slightly with the varying tem- 
peratures of the seasons. 


THE ORIGIN OF THE INGREDIENTS. 


The healthfulness of the ingredients which go into butterineand the prod- 
uct itself is better understood when it is known whence and how these parts 
of the product come. 

Neutral lard is a swine oil made from the leaf fat of Government-inspected 
animals. It is the richest, cleanest, and finest fat of the hog. Being a hog 
product, it might from religious scruples be objected to by the orthodox Jew, 
just as he would from scruples of conscience object to the whole hog and all 
his connections. 

Oleo ojlis made from the caul fat of prime hand-fed Government-inspected 
beeves. It is the best oil which comes from the bovine species. 

Butter oil, or that grade of cotton-seed oil which is so known because of 
its extra prime quality, is made from a certain grade of cotton seed, gathered 
and selected at a certain stage of the cotton crop. They must be well ma- 
tured or butter oil will not result. It is the finest and dearest of the grades 
of cotton oil. The butterine maker might desire to use a chesper oil, but no 
other quality can be used. To attempt it would be toruin hisproduct. The 
above grades of the above ingredients must be employed: no other wil! mix 

verfectly. These ingredients are perfectly healthful and very nutritious. 
Neutral lard has neither taste nor smell. The same may be said of butter 
and oleo oils; such is virtually true. 

Butter, of course, comes from dairycreuam. It is the other ingredient. and 
is pasteurized because not from Government-inspected stock, and to kill the 
germs which are well known to generally exist in milk from the dairy 

The neutral lard is melted at about 160° F.; the oleo oil 160°; the cream is 
sterilized at 170°. 

Most factories buy their neutral lard ready for mixing. When it is not so 
bougnt it is made as follows: 

1. The fresh leaf fat is hashed; that is, cut up for cooking the oil out. 

2. The pieces go intoa rendering kettle, where the oil is cooked out ata 
temperature of about 170°. This temperature destroys all germs, if any 
remain in a Government-inspected hog. 

3. The oil is then drawn off through fine hair-mesh sieves into receiving 
tanks, where itis cooled down to about 110° F. for churning. 

4. From the tanks this neutral is taken in its proportion tothe butterine 
churn, where it becomes one of the ingredients of the oleomargarine. 

Most factories buy their oleo oil ready for mixing in the churn. Where 
this is not done, the oil is made as follows: 

1. The caul-fat of prime hand-fed beef purchased. No other grade of fat 
will do for this extra prime oleo oil. 

2. The fat is then hashed for cooking. The oil is cooked out at a tempera- 
ture of about 170° F. 
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3. The oil is next drawn off through a thin, hair-mesh wire screen into 
tanks, where it is cooled down to a lower temperature. 

4. Thence it goes into a room which is kept above 90° F., where it remains 
about twenty-four hours. 

5. The oil is then pressed to eerwe the stearin from it. 

6. The oleo oil then goes into the churn as the oleo ingredient of oleomar- 
garine 

= ‘a oil joins these as the cotton-seed oil ingredient of the forming 
product. 

The cream is obtained, of course, from milk bought of the dairy farmers. 
Very few butterine factories use less than 3,500 quarts per day, and some as 
high as 14,000 quarts daily. When the milk reaches the factory, it takes the 
following course to the margarine churn: i 

1. The milk is dumped from the dairy can into a factory receiving can, 
where it is tested for conditions of sweetness, etc. 

2. It is then pumped into an open, zinc-lined vat. . 

3. From this vats it runs into a zinc-lined, copper cooling trough, where it 
is brought to a temperature of about 80° F. 

4. It then goes into a separator, which revolves at about 4,000 and throws 
out the milk fromit. The bulk of the cream filth is dropped into a trough. 

5. The cream then goes to the pasteurizer to be sterilized. The skim milk 
runs through chilling coils which cool it down toabout 40° F. by the time it 
reaches the cans that receive and hold it for disposal to farmers and others. 
The cream is pasteurized at about 170° F. 

6, From the pasteurizer the cream goes to a can which is placed in ice water 
to keep it at a temperature of 34° to 36° F. 

7. From this ice-water tank it is taken to the churn room on an upper floor, 

8. Where it is ripened at a temperature slightly above 70° F. for the churn. 
This ripening process takes about thirty hours, more or less, according to 
the season. : 

9. When properly ripened the cream also goes into the butterine churn as 
an ingredient of oleomargarine. 

This completes the parts which go to make the product called oleomar- 

rine or butterine. he “butter color” is also added now, and the whole 

s churned into one homogeneous mass. This is completed in about eight 
minutes. 
THE FINISHED PRODUCT. 


After leaving the churn the mass is run into vats of water, at the bottom 
of which are anchored cakes of ice to keep the temperature down to about 
35° F. The butterine is left in this ice bath about ten minutes to set it. 


This is found in the National Provisioner, in an editorial en- 
titled ‘‘ The care of butterine,” of December 23, 1899: 


Our own laboratory experiments, covering hundreds of samples, show that 
the ordinary melting point of butter is 89° F. The exhaustive experiments of 
A. Winter Blythconfirm our own conclusions. With our chemist, Blyth also 
says that butterine melts at79° F. The “Clover Hill” brand of butter, one 
of the finest dairy products in the market, has a melting point slightly over 
91° F. While the ordinary melting point of butter is found to be 89° F.,an 
average of a large number of samples from certain creamery districts where 
a certain class of feed was used showed an average melting point of 96.5° F., 
or only 2° F. lower than the heat of the stomach. 

The results from an examination by us of 33 samples of genuine butter, 
taken from a large dairy area, gave melting points as follows: The highest 
wee 96° F. The lowest melting point observed was 84°. The average was 

oO 

The melting point of margarine itself is 88.5° F. The results of the exami- 
nation of 15 samples of oleomargarine by Benedikt & Lewkowitsch, the high- 
est authorities in the world, were as follows: Highest melting point, 8l° F.; 
lowest melting point, 74° F.; average melting point, 77° F. An examination 
of a 10-pound commercial bucket of the Armour Packing Company’s Silver 
Churn Butterine,. one of Swift & Co.’s Premium brand of butterine, and a 
similar-sized package of butterine made by the G. H. Hammond Packing 
Company showed the following results: 

“Silver Churn,”’ melting point 91.8° F., contains no paraffin; Hammond, 
melting 
at a little above 94° F., contains no paraffin. 
temperature of the stomach. 

These concerns make the greater part of the oleomargarine or butterine 
now in the market in this country. The statement, then, that butterine’s 
melting »int is over 102° F. is unfounded and untrue. The statement made 
by J. F Geisler, of New York, that butterine contains 10 per cent of paraffin 
is contrary to facts. 


COLORING OF OLEOMARGARINE AND BUTTER: ITS PURPOSES. 


Ex-Governor Hoard charges, without any proof, that— 


A great many people ask why it is not as permissible to color oleomarga- 
rine as it is to color butter. I would answer because they are not colored for 
the same purpose. Butter in winter is too light to suit the taste of most con- 
sumers. The highest value isin fresh butter not more than ten days old. 
The consumer asks that it bear the yellow summer color of butter. That is 
a matter of taste, not deception, for it is not colored to resemble something it 
isnot. But oleomargarine is colored to make it resemble butter, which it is 
not. It is colored, not for the benefit or taste of its consumer, but todeceive 
the consumer. 


Mr. John Dadie, representing W. J. Moxley Corporation, an 
oleomargarine manufacturer of Chicago, testified: 


Now, as to color; it isa well-known fact that large dealers in butter or 
oleomargarine will display and sell goods of different colors, and they find it 
necessary to do so in order to suit the requirements of their different cus- 
tomers. Then, too, some particular district will use an article that could not 
be sold in another market by reason of its being too high or toolight in color to 
roeerly appeal to the consumer's taste. For example, the markets of the 

south, notably in St. Louis and New Orleans, order what is known to the 
trade as an orange or brick color, and it is popular with certain people in 
those districts, while in other sections of the country it could not be sold at 
all, as a different shade of color is demanded, and the concern who issued 
the color card referred to, recognizing the importance of every detai! of its 
business, did so for the purpose of avoiding confusion by supplying its cus 
tomers with goods that would suit in color the requirements of their trade. 
There is no deception practiced or intended, nor could there be, as the inter- 
nal-revenue law and regulations apply to all our product regardless of the 
amount of color used. 


Mr. John 8S. Hobbs, editor of the National Provisioner, of New 
York and Chicago, testified: 

Housewives know that oleomargarine is colored. They do not know that 
butter is artificially colored. On the contrary, they believe that real rich 
creamery butter is sold in its natural color, and that the complexion of it as 


seen in the tub is that given to it by the cream of thecow. Lascertained the 
truth of this for myself in New York City. I interviewed more than 300 
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housewives in that city on their reasons for purchasing butter of such and 
such color. All but 8 of them purchased butter of certain colors because they 
thought that hue was given the substance by the natural richness of the 
cream; these generally purchased butter of lighter color because they feared 
that the others were artificially colored. 

Thus in no instance did a grocery shopper buy a butter which she 
thought was artificially colored. Yetall of these butters were artificial) in 
color. Was the woman in each case deceived? Butterine is the same quality, 
whether colored or not. That is not true of butter when a 60 per cent tal- 
lowy white stuff goes masquerading under the color of a 100 per cent pure 
article selling at the same price. If the light-buff summer product—its nat- 
ural color—were placed alongside of the white winter wax on the same 
counter the housewife would severely let the poor white stuff alone. Yet 
some people ask Congress to tax a pure and a wholesome product that the 
dairies might get higher prices for their deceptions. 

Mr. C. N. Lavery, of Kansas City, Kans., representing Swift & 
Co., says: 

We claim the same right to color ocleomargarine yellow that a creamery 
claims to color butter, and most respectfully ask this committee not to vote 
to prohibit the use of a harmless caine in one in favor of the other. We 
claim that oleomargarine is not an imitation of butter, but that, it is recog- 
nized “in the exact form it has always been sold” by the United States Gov- 
ernment as a separate and distinct article of commerce, and that through 
public use it is acknowledged to be at the present time a staple article of food. 

It is a well-known fact that the manufacturer of oleomargarine first con- 
ceived the idea of giving to his product a uniform color and thereby render- 
ing it more pleasing to the eye by the use of a harmless coloring. The 
creameries throughout the country, taking advantage of the idea suggested, 
adopted the same color as their standard. They found it improved the ap 
pearance of butter as well as of oleomargarine. Now these same creameries 
come before Congress and ask to have a law enacted to force the manufac 
turer of oleomargarine to abolish the use of coloring, claiming that they have 
the exclusive right to its use. 

Seamer dairy authority writes: 

‘The manufacture of oleomargarine is as legitimate as that of butter. It 
suppresses the lower grades of butter and makes the finer butter more sought 
after. There is nothing for the dairyman to fear in it; his safety can be in 
sured by improving the quality of his butter. The trade in cleomargarine 
might safely be left to itself. tt is a blessing to the community to supply it, 
at a low price, a clean, sweet substitute for costly butter.” 

It will be seen that there are yet some people in the butter business who 
are willing to admit that the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine is legiti 
mate, and a separate and distinct business, and not maintained for the pur 
pose of antagonizing the dairy interests of the country. 

We make oleomargarine because the people demand it. 
low because it has always been sold that way. 

Mr. W. E. Miller, esq., representing Armour & Co., Kansas 
City, Kans., says: 

Representative BAILEY. I will say to the committee that Mr. Miller is the 
expert who has control of the butterine factory of Armour & Co. at Kan 
City. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, no manufac- 
tured article has been so grossly misrepresented and abused as the product 
known as ‘*‘butterine” or “ oleomargarine,” and the first point we wish to 
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| make is that butterine is not an imitation. 


Butterine possesses merit, and it is not necessary to imitate another article 
in order to sell it. This product has a separate and distinct value commer- 
cially, and is not confused with butter in the mind of the housewife 

The first butterine manufactured was of very high color, while butter at 
that time was almost universally sold in its natural state. The dairymen 
were quick to see that the high color pleased the public, and they immedi- 
ately commenced to color their product also. We have taken the aggressive 
at alltimes. The progressive butterine manufacturers conceived the idea of 
new shape rolls, brick, and prints, and also attractive packages, which ap- 
pealed to the eye of the buyer. We have had many prominent dairymen, 
acknowledge that the butterine manufacturers discount them when it comes 
to attractive appearance of their product in packages. 

Butterine has a great deal of merit. People know what they are buying, 
and call for it. On pages7 and 9 of the report of the committee appointed 
by the Senate to investigate pure food we read the following: 

I will not read all that I intended to read, on account of the lateness of the 
hour. This isa summary of their report: 

“In regard to butterine or oleomargarine, it is not claimed by any of the 
witnesses before your committee that it isin any way deleterious to public 
health. On the contrary, all —— evidence upon the point strongly cor 
firms the testimony of the manufacturers of this article to the effect that it 
is a healthful food product.” 

As regards the much discussed question of color, I would say that we use 
exactly the same as that sold to a majority of all the creameries in the West 
and in about the same proportion. In order tosell our product we must color 
it now the same as we did when we commenced its manufacture. If we ha 
started out using no coloring whatever we would doubtless have hadas }: 
a business established on uncolored to-day as we have on colored butterine 





However, as the trade have become accustomed tocolored goods, we could 
not at this late hour get them accustomed tothe uncolored product. In fact 
we have attempted to sell uncolored butterine in a number of pri hibitivd 
States. but it has proved a rank failure. 

I will say just here that in case this Grout bill is passed, it will kill tho 


industry. The uncolored product will notsell. We have tried it ina num 
ber of prohibitive States, and, as I say, it has proved a failwre in each in- 
stance. 

Why should color be prohibited from butterins 
same color is used in similar quantities in } 
in one, why is it not undesirable in the other? 

Dr. Wiley, Chief Chemist of the United States Depar 
Agriculture, submitted the following statement: 

COLORING MATTER USED FOR COLORING BUTTER AND ITS 

Annotto, the principal vegetable dye used, is mainly 
surrounding the fruit Bira orellana growing in the East 
South America. Allenstatesthat two different ki 
the Spanish annotto, imported from Brazil, and 
which comes from Cayenne. 

Annotto contains two yellow coloring matters wh 
names derived from the botanical names of the plants 

Bixin, CogH 405, is one of these, but its properties and chemical relat 
ships have been imperfectly studied. When separated in the form of 
soda salt it has a reddish color. 

Olellin is described as yellow and soluble in water and alcohol. These two 
coloring matters combined, in annotto, give the substance its characteristic 
orange-yellow color. 
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Coal-tar dyes.—When diazobenzene-sulphonic acid acts on amids, with an 
alkaline solution of phenols, a series of coloring matters is obtained ranging 
from yellow to deep orange or red. These dyes are called tropmolins, be 
cause the shades of color they produce resemble those of the nasturtium 
flower (Tropeolum magnus). They usually occur in commerce as soda salts 
and are distinguished according to their shades, tropwolin Y, being the most 
yellow, and the tropeolin 0, 00, and so on, as the shades become redder. The 
shade of the color becomes redder by the substitution of toluene, xylene, or 
cumene for benzene. 

Two of these dyes which have been used for coloring foods are the acid or 
fast yellow and the orange yellow or orange G. 

The acid yellow, or the fast yellow, is the soda salt of amido-azobenzene 
sulphonic acid, represented by the formula: 

CgH,y(SO,Na). N:N. CyHy.N He. 


Orange G is sodium salt of benzene—azobetanaphtol-disulphonic acid, having 
the formula: a 

. rewr i (SOgNa)e 

CoH; N:N. CyoHy OH; 

This class of dyes is also known as sulphonated-azo dyes. b 

Victoria yellow has also been ——— as a coloring material for butter 
This substance is a mixture of the sodium salts of the dinitro-orthoand dinitro 
para-cresol CygHe(CHs).( NOeg)e,.ONa. 

AS TO PRIORITY OF COLORING. 

Representative NEVILLE. You think that is what they think they are get 
ting. Now, 1 would like to ask you another question or two. You state that 
you are the originators of the process of coloring matter in oleomargarine, 
and that you used it prior to any color having been used in butter. Do you 
mean to assert that as a fact? f 

Mr. Davie. lam talking about a commercial product. Everybody knows 
that on a farm, before oleomargarine was ever invented, the people used to 
grate carrots and use other things to color their butter. But it is a fact that 


butter has not been colored to any extent until after oleomargarine was | 


manufactured and colored, and that the introduction of color is the result of 
the introduction of oleomargarine as an article of commerce. 


Figures as to the money value directly and indirectly interested in the produc- 
tion of oleomargarine, as compiled from the testimony before the House 
Committee on Agriculture. 

K * * * * * ¥ 
Texas Cattle Raisers’ Association, cattle valued at $100, 000, 000 
St. Joseph Live Stock Exchange doan annual businessaggregating 50,000, 000 

Mr. Oliver says in reference to the cotton-seed oil interests: 

Amount in plant santa 

Capital to conduct business eatin 

There has been paid this season, 1900, to 

Cotton peg piebeh a weseses ‘ 

Railroads for hauling 

I re ati ee det 


50, 000, 000 


$40, 000, 000 
15, 000, 000 
10, 000, 000 


A grand total of - 65, 000, 000 


Mr. John C, McCoy, of Kansas City, says: 


From January 1, 1899, to January 1, 1900, we slaughtered 991,783 head of 
cattle, which produced 49,589,150 pounds of oleo oil, worth to-day 10 cents per 
pound, or 4 cents per pound more than if sold as tallow, and valued at $4,{8,- 
915: which is $1,983,506, or & per steer slaughtered, in favor of this industry. 

There were slaughtered during the same period of hogs 2,700,109, produc 
ing 21,600,872 pounds of neutral lard, which, at 5} cents per pound, netted 
$1,836,074. This product would, in the absence of this industry, have sold for 
6 cents per pound, or a loss of 20 cents on a hog, or of $540,022 on the total 
output. 


Continuing, he says: 


The Government report shows that on January 1, 1900. there were in the 
United States 43,902,414 head of cattle, of which 16,292,360 head were milch 
cows: and of cattle other than milch cows, 27,610,044. By the enactment of 
laws prohibiting the use of oleomargarine each head of those cattle, other 
than milch cows, would have a depreciation in value, as shown above, of $2 
per head, or a total of $55,220,108. Again, the Government report showed that 
on January 1, 1890—no estimate being made by the Government for the year 
1800, it having decided to await the census enumeration in June, but it is safe 
to assume that the numbers were approximately the same January 1, 1899, 
and January 1, 1900—there were in the United States 38,651,631 hogs. If the 
leaf lard of the hogs of the United States had to be used for lard by the death 
of oleomargarine, it would mean a depreciation in value of 20 cents per head, 
a total of $7,730,226. Thus it will be seen if these measures become laws, at 
that instant $62,950,434 will be taken directly from the farmers and stock 
raisers of the country. To that could be added the vast sums invested in 
manufacturing plants and the loss in wages to an army of laborers; but that 
is a field outside of my domain. 

And now, gentlemen, I wish to call your attention to another phase of this 
question, and to illustrate it you will find below the number of cattle in the 
United States as given by the Government report, those States divided into 
three classes, viz, dairy States, cattle-growing States, and States that are 
agricultural, but having fewer milch cows than other cattle, which 1 will 
term Southern States. 

CATTLE-GROWING STATES. 

Arkansas 419, 422 
Texas erenkeras« 5, 046, 335 
Kentucky 539, 449 
Iowa . , 442, 012 
Missouri . 2, 047,346 

Kansas 2,8 
Nebraska ‘ a ae ; : 
South Dakota... s 879, 200 
North Dakota... 431, 371 
Montana Roce chad 959, 808 
Wyoming ; 747, 826 
Colorado . , 115, 421 
New Mexico 679, 359 
Arizona i 381, 861 
336, 076 
238, 081 
Idaho. 307, 928 
Washington ; B00, 444 
Oregon 687. 433 
California 913, 753 
Oklahoma 823, 971 
25, 001, 112 
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DAIRY STATES. 

Maine 816, 537 
New Hampshire . : . 214, 678 
Vermont 401, 336 
254, 067 

“ ‘ 35, 405 

Connecticut 210, 717 
New York , 059, 715 
New Jersey ip inn-e weenie - 263, LT 
Pennsylvania - ’ , 494, 126 
Delaware... 58, 085 
Maryland i 257, 435 
Ohio 455, 558 
Michigan 801, 818 
Indiana , 234, 9380 
a eed SS 2, 324, 254 
Wisconsin 2, 598, 529 
Minnesota 237, 008 


Total , 218, 200 
SOUTHERN STATES (MORE CATTLE GROWING THAN DAIRY). 
Virginia -. 567, 488 

518, 141 

South Carolina 260, 22% 
Georgia 666, 147 
Florida : 412, 820 
: 511, 080 
Mississippi 517, 809 
Louisiana 204, 961 
Tennessee .. 526, 235 
408, 198 


4, 683, 102 


43, 902, 414 
By the above it is shown that 17 States, all of them in the extreme East, 


Grand total 


| except 6, which are in the middle West, have 14,218,200, while 31 States in the 


West and South have 29,684,214, the 6 great cattle-growing States of the West, 
Missouri, Kansas, lowa, Nebraska, Texas, and Colorado, alone having 16.724,- 
930, or 2,506,730 head more than the whole 17 dairy States combined. Where 
then, gentlemen, will the burden of such legislation fall? Nor is thatall. Is 
it to be nape that the stock raisers, farmers, and feeders of the State of 
Illinois, with their 1,303,018 cattle, other than milch cows, will willingly con- 
sent to have their property depreciated $2,606,036 for the benefit of their 
creamery neighbors? 


It is claimed by the manufacturers of oleomargarine that they 
have invested in the industry $15,000,000, and that there is prob- 
ably invested in the wholesale and retail trade besides fifteen to 
twenty millions more. Mr. Knight responds to this claim as 
follows: 

THE MAGNITUDE OF THE INDUSTRY. 

First. Oleomargarine has been manufactured in this country for about 
twenty-five years, and in its manufacture there is now invested more than 
$15,000,000, furnishing employment to many thousand men. The wholesale 
and retail sale and delivery of oleomargarine furnish employment to 25,000 
men. There is probably $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 invested in the wholesale and 
retail trade separate and apart from the manufacture of the article. 

Here, as well as in every other effort to influence Congress by holding up 
to public gaze the “enormous proportions” of the oleomargarine industry, 
Swift & Co. have evidently included in what they term the ‘manufacture of 
oleomargarine”’ the neutral lard and oleo oil industry, which will be treated 
thoroughly under the department devoted to the effect of the Grout bill upon 
the live-stock interests. 

It is a well-known fact that Messrs. Braun & Fitts, and William J. Moxley, 
of Chicago, produce almost if not quite one-third of all the oleomargarine 
manufactured in the United States. The combined extreme rating of these 
firms by Dunn is $400,000. While we do not doubt that their resources, from 
profits earned during the past few years, is greatly in excess of this amount, 
anybody whois acquainted with their establishments can readily realize that 
the rating, so far as money actually invested is concerned, is amply liberal. 
if it took an investment of $400,000 to produce one-third of the oleomargarine 
made in this country—not the oleo oil and neutral lard—then their estimate 
of $15,000,000 as the amount invested in the oleomargarine manufacturing 
business is more than twelve times too high. 


SOME ABSURD FIGURES. 


Just contemplate, if you please, the statement of Swift & Co. that “there 
is now more than $15,000,000" invested in the manufacture of oleomargarine, 
“employing many thousand people.” 

And “the wholesale and retail sale and delivery of oleomargarine furnish 
employment to 20,000 men."’ Also, that “there is probably $15,000,000 to 
$20,000,000 invested in the wholesale and retail trade, separate and apart from 
the manufacture of the article.”’ 

If this is true, let us sum up the total cost of handling this product of 
83,000 pounds made in 1898-99, according to the statement of Swift & Co. as 
to the number of people employed outside of those in the factories, and the 
interest upon the capital which they claim to be invested: 

Six per cent on $20,000,000 claimed to be invested by wholesale and 

retail dealers $1, 200, 000 
Six per cent upon the $15,000,000 capital employed in manufacturing, 

as claimed by Swift & Co 900, 000 
Wages of 25,000 persons engaged in the handling of oleomargarine, 

at $750 per year each idbeithininh eaves dabei edinenie 18, 750, 000 

Total cost of one year’s business of handling oleomargarine, 
outside of wages of factory employees and cost of materials. 20,850, 000 


Add to this claimed expense the actual expense of manufacture of prob- 
ably 2 cents per pound, $1,660,000; the present 2-cent tax, aggregating $1,660,- 
000 more, om the average cost of materials, probably 8 cents per pound, and 
we have a total cost of 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine, according to Swift 
& Co., as follows: 

Interest on capital, cost of handling, as shown in foregoing table.. $20, 850,000 
Cost of manufacturing 1, 660, 000 
Cost of 2-cent tax 

Cost of raw material, at 8 cents per pound 

Paid for wholesale, retail, and manufacturers’ licenses (estimated) . 


Total cost of 83,000,000 pounds................-.----- sinetinieunsd 





oer 





1900. 





Or, to reduce it to pounds and cents, it requires an expenditure of 35.06 
cents to produce a pound of oleomargarine, which, the same firm says a little 
further along, “sells at an average of 10 cents per pound!” 

Phen — Congress think of such an attempt to mislead its members upon 
this matter? 

Were not the statement of Swift & Co. made ridiculous in itself by the 
claims of the importance of the oleomargarine traffic, their plea might find 
an answer in the counterclaim that every man employed in the oleomar- 
garine traffic displaces at least three men who hitherto had found employ- 
ment upon the farm, and that the greater the showing made by this industry 
the greater the necessity for Congressional action to check a growth whic 
is prima facie illegal. 


Mr. J. A. Hake of South Omaha, Nebr., says: 


South Omaha is the third largest live-stock market in the world. 

For the year ending December 31, 1899, there were 540,502 cattle slaughtered, 
and for the same period there were slaughtered 2,188,779 hogs. The makers 
of oleomargarine create a demand for oleo oil, which is made from the choice 
fats of the beef, and which is worth, for butter purposes, 10 cents per pound. 
If these choice fats were not utilized in the manufacture of butter they 
would have to be sold as tallow, which is worth about 5 cents per pound. A 
steer will yield 40 to 50 pounds of oleo oil; therefore should the butterine in- 
dustry be destroyed each steer would ome in value at least $2. 

Now, the same is true of hogs. Leaf lard, or neutral, being used in the 
manufacture of butterine, is worth 8 to 9 cents per pound; lard is worth 
about 6 cents; a hog will yield about 8 pounds of neutral, and if there was no 
demand for neutral as a butterine ingredient, it would have no greater value 
than ordinary lard; hence each hog would be worth about 20 cents per head 
less than present price. Upon this basis the loss to the producers of cattle 
and hogs during 1899 in South Omaha alone would be— 


On 640,508 cattle, at $B.........ccccccccccccee aetna tenia olden $1, 081, 004. 00 
Gee HN, Oe EP GOED od cccuscnecnneccuccedeteccectcbosccsece 437, 755. 80 





PD tks phinen Giada tdaebahiud kibatetemamaehaseniteanweineueete 1, 518, 759. 80 


The total number of beef cattle and hogs in the United States is a matter 
of statistics, which has doubtless been presented for your consideration, or, 
if not, can be easily obtained. 

The probable loss to the beef producers of this country, should this measure 
become a law, has been estimated by different persons to be about $100,000,000, 
to say nothing of the confiscation of about $15,000,000 invested in the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine and butterine and the loss of employment to about 
25,000 men. 

The butterine business of 1890 was 2.6 per cent of the total amount of butter 
made in the United States. These figures are taken from the records of the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue and the Agricultural peperement, For the year 
ending June 30, 1899, there were 83,000,000 pounds of butterine manufactured 
in the United States, and, according to the estimate of Mr. Wilson, editor of 
the Elgin Dairy Report, Elgin, lll., there were something over 3.000,000,000 

ounds of butter made in the United States for that year. Figuring on this 
os. the amount of butterine manufactured as compared with the amount 
of butter made is 2} per cent, showing that the make of butterine bas de- 


creased, in comparison to the make of butter, in the past ten years to the | 


extent of one-tenth of 1 per cent. The Government received, for the year 
ending June 30, 1899, about $2,000,000 from tax and license on butterine. 


THE QUESTION OF FRAUD IN THE SALE OF OLEOMARGARINE. 
Mr. Charles Y, Knight, editor of the Chicago Dairy Produce, 
in his brief (see pages 29 and 30), and in his statement before the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House (see page 55), makes 


charges of wholesale fraud and deception in sales of oleomarga- | 


rine by wholesalers and retailers. He cites a number of cases, 
some of which are susceptible of an honest construction; some 
are no doubt in point; but his whole number does not exceed 15 
cases, except that by inference, because of the alleged amount 


of oleomargarine sold in the anti-color States, he assumes that all | 


or nearly all retailers are lawbreakers. 


REPLIES TO THIS CHARGE. 

Representative ALLEN. There have been exhibited here some original 

packages of the wrappings of oleomargarine, and the stamp has been im- 
sressed upon the corner of the wrapper and turned down in that manner 
findicating), so as notto be seen by the purchaser. What do you know about 
that? 

Mr. Dapte. I understand that charge has been made against him; but there 
are about 2,500 licensed dealers in the First district of Illinois, and it appears 
that this man Broadwell is about the only one against whom they have been 
able to get any cases of that kind. 

Representative ALLEN. You say he is one out of about 2,500? 

Mr. Dante. One out of about 2,500. 

Representative Allen. Of the retail dealers? 

Mr. Dapre. Retail licensed dealers in that district. 


Internal-Revenue Commissioner Wilson says: 


Representative BAILEY. Mr. Wilson, a statement was made here by the 
friends of the dairy interests that 90 per cent of the oleomargarine marketed 
in this country was sold as butter. Do you believe that is true? 

Commissioner WILSON. I say it is nearer 10 per cent. 

Representative WILLIAMS. What was that question? 

Representative BAILEY. The question was that it had been stated to this 
copmeraee that 90 per cent of the oleomargarine sold in this country was sold 
as butter. 

Commissioner WILSON. Of course I can not tell, but I do not think that is 
accurate. Isimply do not think so. That is my honest conviction about it. 


THE LEGAL ASPECT OF THE QUESTION. 

The parties urging the enactment of the Grout bill rely upon 
two decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States for the 
legal justification of the measure. They are, Plumley vs. Massa- 
ous (155 U.S., 461) and Schollenberger vs, Pennsylvania (171 

ae )s 

The question in the Plumley case was this, whether, as con- 
tended by petitioner, the statute under examination in its appli- 
cation to sales of oleomargarine brought into Massachusetts from 
other States is in conflict with the clause of the Constitution of 
the United States investing Congress with power to regulate com- 
merce among the several States. 

The record in this case shows that the statute in question for- 
bade the sale of any product “ not made from unadulterated milk 





tsetse 


| woolen goods, jewelry, precious stones, or what no 
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or cream in imitation of yellow butter produced from pure, una- 
dulterated milk or cream.” 

The basis and all the assumptions of this case were that the sales 
in question were fraudulent and deceptive, and the quotation from 
the decision given below and relied upon by the parties urging 
this legislation must be read in view of the facts of the record and 
as a comment upon that fraud and upon that deception. 

Judge Harlan, in delivering this opinion, said: 


And yet it is supposed the owners of a compound which has been put ina 
condition to cheat the public into believing it is a particular article of food 
in daily use and eagerly sought for by people in every condition of life are 
protected by the Constitution in making a sale of it against the will of the 
States in which it is offered for sale because of the circumstance that it is in 
an original package and has become a subject of ordinary traftic. Weare un- 
willing to accept this view. Weare of the opinion that it is within the power 
of a State to exclude from its markets any compound manufactured in an- 
other State which has been artificially colored or adulterated so as to cause 
it to look like an article of food in general use and the sale of which may, by 
reason of such coloration or adulteration, cheat the general public into pur- 
chasing that which they may not intend to buy “3 

The Constitution of the United States does not secure to anyone the privi- 
lege of defrauding the public. The deception against which the statute of 
Massachusetts is aimed is an offense against society. The States are as com- 
petent to protect their people against such offenses or wrongs as they are to 
protect them against crimes or wrongs of more serious character, and this 
protection may be given without violating any right secured by the National 
Constitution and without infringing the authority of the General Govern- 
ment. A State enactment forbidding the sale of deceitful imitations of arti- 
cles of food in general use among the people does not abridge any privilege 
secured to citizens of the United States, nor in any just sense interfere with 
the freedom of commerce among the several States. 

But even upon the record of the case, so narrowed, there was a 
vigorous dissent by the Chief Justice, Fuller, and Justices Field 
and Brewer. The Chief Justice says, in part: 

I deny that a State may exclude from commerce legitimate subjects of 
commercial dealings because of the possibility that their appearance may 
deceive purchasers in regard to their qualities. In the language of Knowl- 
ton, J., in the dissenting opinion below, Iam not “ prepared to hold that no 
cloth whose fabric is so carded and spun and woven and finished as to give it 
the appearance of being wholly wool, when in fact it is part cotton, can bea 
subject of commercial transactions, or that no jewelry which is not gold, but 
is made to resemble gold, and noimitations of precious stones, however desir- 
able they may be considered by those who wish to wear them, shall be deemed 
articles of merchandise in regard to which Congress may make commercial 
regulations.” 

But in the case of Schollenberger vs. Pennsylvania (171 U. $.,1) 
the Supreme Court indorsed the principle at the foundation of 
the Wadsworth substitute for the Grout Dill. In this case the 
court held that any act of the State legislature is invalid which 
seeks to prevent the sale of a product colored like butter (which 
is otherwise wholesome anda matter of interstate commerce) in 
the original packages when it is sold for what it is, as the law in- 
terferes with interstatecommerce. In other words, if the product 
is known and marked as oleomargarine, the fact that it is colored 
like butter is not a Jegal evidence of deception, and hence can not 
be excluded from the original sale. The Plumley case was dis- 
criminated, and not overruled. 

The court (by Justice Peckham) says: 

This court held that a conviction under that statute— 

The Massachusetts statute— 
for having sold an article known as oleomargarine, not produced from unadul- 
terated milk or cream, but manufactured in imitation of yellow butter pro- 
duced from pure unadulterated milk or cream, was valid. 

The italics are those of the court. 

The principle contended for by this proposed legislation is here 





| condemned from its legal aspect, and if adopted in this case would 


seem to found a precedent for every other business in the land— 
to demand a 
law in the nature of a prohibitive tax upon the imitative process, 

Mr. GROUT. LIyield to the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 
DAVIDSON] three minutes. 


[Mr. DAVIDSON addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BaILEy]. 

Mr. WIiLLIAMs of Mississippi rose. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I yield the floorto the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to my colleague from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mississippi is recognized 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I am a member 
of the committee. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi what time he requires. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York yields to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. Does the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi ask recognition in his own right? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask recognition in my own 
right if recognized at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I listened with a 
great deal of interest to the speech of the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat, and what he says is true. But it is not only true 
that the oleomargarine people advertise the sale of coloring and 
advertise the sale of oleomargarine colored in various ways to suit 
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the local trade, but it is true that the great dairy people doexactly | 
the same thing. Now, it is true, and if that be fraud to a certain | 
extent—and there is no doubt about that—then it is true that the 
butter men are just as guilty as the olegmargarine men; and if that 
be true, it follows necessarily that if the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin and others want to be sincere and honest they will do what I 
asked the Committee on Agriculture to do at its committee meet- 
ing—pass a law punishing as fraud anybody who colored any sort 
of food product to resemble another, and who sells it instead and 
in lieu of that which it represented to be, to the deception or det- 
riment of the purchaser. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Is butter sold as anything but butter? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; but because dogs are 
dogs all hounds are not curs; and butter is sold colored as “* June | 
butter,” and it is sold as ‘‘June butter” when it is not, for the | 
purpose of getting a higher price in making the purchaser believe 
that he has gotten June butter. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. June butter does not contain cotton-seed oil. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. June butter does not contain 
cotton-seed oil, but summer butter or December butter is no more 
June butter than is oleo, and one deception is just as much a fraud 
as the other, and it is fora fraudulent purpose, namely, that of get- 
ting money out of the pocket of the purchaser under the pretense 
that it is something other than whatit is sold for. That is all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two purposes behind this oleomar- 
garine question. Oneis dishonest and insincere, and conceals the 
real purpose under the guise of taxation, and under the pretext of 
stopping fraud would tax out of existence a perfectly wholesome 
and perfectly heaithful product. And then, in the second place, 
there are men with a tyrannical and unjust purpose, avowed 
and not concealed, as was the case with several people who ap- 
peared before the Committee on Agriculture with an avowed pur- 
pose of stamping out this industry, and making it impossible for 
men to manufacture and sell, and for other men to buy, oleomar- 
garine. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this question is not a hard question to solve 
by any means. We have been through, in the committee, the 
hearings upon all sides. There are two bills presented for your 
consideration. One of them does nothing under the sun except 
to relegate, in the fiyst section, back to the States the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to control interstate commerce in oleo- 
margarine as in other things. Now, Ican not seehowa Democrat 
or a Republican can vote for that first section. The gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Grout] says that it gives to the States no 
rights except the rights they already have, and which the courts 
have decided they already have. If that be true, then the legisla- 
tion is unnecessary. But if that be not true—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it nota fact that the Federal courts differ 
in their interpretation as to the Plumley case? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Of course. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is not it a fact that Judge Lochran has held 
that the State has not the power to regulate this in the jurisdic- 
tion of the State, on account of the interstate-commerce law and 
the original-package decision? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, Mr. Speaker, if it be 
true that the interstate-commerce clause does forbid the State from 
legislating, as the gentleman hasstated, then this Congress can not 
do away with the interstate-commerce clause. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It did it, however,in a celebrated case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It did it on a totally different 
ground, andI want, in that connection, tocall the attention of this 
House to the injustice of this legislation, the defamatory and 
calumniatory character of this legislation. The Supreme Court 
had decided that whisky, when imported in original packages, 
could not be dealt with by the State, notwithstanding the reserved 
police powers of the State to deal with those things injurious to 
public health and public morals. The Supreme Court held that 
whisky wasan article of that sort, and Congress, upon the ground 
that whisky was an article of that sort and deleterious to public 
health and public morals—that the trade in it had always been 
considered within the police powers of a State—passed the legisla- 
tion which they did, and to which the gentleman refers. 

Now gentlemen want to come in here and put oleomargarine, an 
absolutely healthful product, upon the same footing with whisky. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not true that the Supreme Court dis- 
tinctly, in a case in 165 United States Court Reports, decided that 
the whisky case did not apply, and would not be extended to apply, 
to the case where the State had enacted a law to affect it, against 
the sale of oleomargarine? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; there are a good many 
decisions, and they are very diverse. Now, to come k to the 
committee view, if this first clause is designed to give the State 
any right which it has not already, then it is unnecessary. If it 
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does give the State any rights in controvention of the interstate- 
commerce clause, then it is unconstitutional. It can not be both, 
and it must be one or the other. 

Now, my friend the gentleman from Vermont Se Grout] 
says that the reason why they want to pass this legislation is 
because the court was almost evenly divided. I suppose, then, 
they want to overbear the Federal courts with some sort of a law 
enacted so as to act coercively upon them—as a moral coercion. 
There can be no sense in that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how can anybody be in favor of relegating 
back to the States any power which is conferred by the Constitu- 
tion upon the Congress of the United States? Certainly no strict 
constructionist could be. Itis just as wrong for the Federal Gov- 
ernment to put back into the hands of the States a power vested 
in the Federal Government by the fundamental voice of the 
people—the Constitution of the United States—as it would be for 
the Federal Government to usurp to itself powers reserved to the 
States. So that if this is the intention, then it is wrong. 

But that is not the main clause in this bill. That clause might 
be stricken out, and this bill would still do what these gentlemen 
want to do with it, some of them, and what other people are de- 
luded into thinking that it would not do—that is, stamp out by 
taxation this industry whose products compete to some extent 
with butter in the market. 

Now, it is not true, as stated by the gentleman from Vermont 
{[Mr. Grout], that 95 per cent of the oleomargarine is sold for 
butter. It was theopinion of the Internal-Revenue Commissioner 
that not more than 5 per cent is sold in that way. 

And talking about the laws not being executed, that officer tes- 
tified before the committee that this was the best executed Fed- 
eral law upon the statute book. 

Now, let us see what the evil is, because there is an evil. There 
is nothing evil in the manufacture; nobody has contended that 
there is. Nobody contends that you go to the manufacturer and 
buy oleomargarineas butter. The oleomargarine is sold from the 
factory as oleomargarine, colored or uncolored. This goes to the 
jobber, and from the jobber it goes in wholesale packages to the 
retailer. Then begins the fraud. When a dealer breaks a pack- 
age like that firkin on Mr. LoRIMER’s desk and begins to retail the 
article, the law requires him to wrap the retail package in a piece 
of paper upon which the word ‘‘ Oleomargarine”’is printed. But 
if he is a dishonest dealer, he of course may not do that; and in 
very many cases he does not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am willing to stamp out not only every 
particle of fraud in connection with the sale of oleomargarine, 
but to stamp out every particle of fraud in connection with the 
sale of so-called Vermont maple sirup and a dozen other things 
of the same fraudulent character which are in the market. I be- 
lieve that any man who sells an article in the name of and for 
another thing commits a fraud for which he ought to be pun- 
ished both by State legislation and Federal legislation, each in its 
appropriate sphere. Does the Grout bill punish him? It does 
not. It merely increases the tax which he pays to 10 cents, and 
thereby stimulates him with a larger motive to commit fraud, 
That is all. 

Now, what does the substitute bill do? I say that the substi- 
tute bill, which has been drawn in accordance with the recom- 
mendation—I do not say whether formal recommendation, but 
at any rate drawn with the advice of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue—does stop this fraud. What is this substitute bill? 
A part of it is a repetition of the old law; another part is new. I 
will not have time to read it, because other gentlemen want to be 
heard; but I will explain just what this substitute bill does, It 
forces the oleomargarine manufacturer to sell his oleomargarine 
in packages of 1 or 2 pounds ready for retailing. It forces him to 
put around that packagenot only the name “ oleomargarine” and 
the name of the manufacturer, but the Government stamp must 
go allaround it, so that if the package is broken the Government 
stamp must be broken. It leaves the amount of licenses to be 
paid by the manufacturer, by the wholesale and retail dealer, and 
by the jobber just what they are to-day, and it leaves every pen- 
alty of the law in force and provides penalties for new offenses. 

Under this substitute the oleomargarine reaches the retailer's 
shop in 1 and 2 pound packages. People buy their butter and but- 
terine and oleomargarine in1 and 2 pound packages for their tables. 
The consequence is that, inorder to violate the law, the retailer can 
not do what he does now in the case of the firkin. Hecan not pick 
out a pound and wrap it up in a piece of unmarked paper. Butin 
order to violate the law and deceive anybody he must remove from 
that package both the Government stamp and the name “‘ oleomar- 
garine” wrapped around it, And this bill makes such removal 
itself a crime. 

Further than this, the bill requires the word “ oleomargarine” 
to be sunk into the product. Then the article goes from the 
retailer to the private table; so that when my friend from Con- 
necticut buys a pound package of this article, there is nothing to 
prevent him from taking a paddle or something else and rubbing 








1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


165 





out the name “ oleomargarine” imprinted in the stuff, But I 
ask, if there is anywhere along the line of the provisions of this 
bill a defect, why not remedy the defect if you can? So far as I 
am concerned, I do not see how you can possibly prevent a citizen 
of the United States who has bought oleomargarine for his own 
table, after the package wrapper been removed, from rub- 
bing out the word ‘‘oleomargarine” imprinted on the product 
itself. The trouble is simply that you have struck right there a 
legal impossibility. 

Nor do I care, so far as I am concerned, whether the gentleman 
wants to fool his neighbors or his wife with the idea that they 
areeating butter instead of oleomargarine. There isno possibility 
of his buying oleomargarine for butter. There is no possibility 
of his being defrauded by the dealer, because when the dealer 
breaks that package he has violated the law. Sothat by oursub- 
stitute hill we increase by an enormous percentage the chances 
of conviction for a violation of the law, whereas by the Grout 
bill absolutely nothing is done to prevent fraud; what is done is 
to interfere with the business of an honest man; to punish him 
by an additional tax while giving the dishonest dealer a larger 
incentive to commit fraud. 

Now, let’me come to this suggestion that the coloring of oleo- 
margarine is in itself a frand. Why do manufacturers color 
oleomargarine, and what color do they color it? Gentlemen say 
it has been colored butter color. Notso. They are coloring but- 
ter oleomargarine color. The oleomargarine people discovered 
this material for coloring, which is now called *‘ standard butter 
color;” after that the butter men got to using it; and now they 
come to Congressin order that the other fellows may be prohibited 
from using it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAHLE. In what year was that coloring matter dis- 
covered? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I do not remember. 

Mr. DAHLE. Was it not ten or twenty years ago? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, butter was colored years 
ago. I do not mean to say that the introduction of this coloring 
material was the first time that butter was ever colored. The 
gentleman must not so understand me. My grandmother colored 
butter with carrots; and I presume the gentleman’s grandmother 
did the same. But [ am talking about this particular coloring 
material which is called ‘“‘Standard butter color” and about 
which so much fuss is made. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me get back to the question that I was 
about to discuss, What is ‘‘ butter color?” Who can define ex- 
actly what it should be? Why, it runs all the way in the hill 
country of Mississippi and the piney districts of the United 
States from a pure white—almost as white as this piece of paper 
that I hold in my hand—to as red a color as that which used to be 
the glory of the Goshen butter manufactured in Pennsvlvania— 
the butter which had the widest reputation and the largest sale 
of any in the country, and which everybody Who was able to 
secure it desired for his table. There is no limit to the color- 
ing. There are eight or nine different colors, all of which might 
be called ‘* butter color,” and ranging from pure white down to a 
dark red. But it is not true, as a matter of fact, that the colored 
butter is a fraud. 

It is not true that it is a fraud for me, when I am making but- 
ter for my own table, to have it yellow rather than white, and to 
make it such color as will suit my own ideas of taste, or to adopt 
the suggestion of somebody else as to the color he thinks it ought 
to be made. It is no more fraud to color my butter in this man- 
ner than it is tocolor the whisky that comes from the distilleries. 
We all know that that comes from the still white in color. And 
it isno more a fraud to color oleomargarine to suit the public 
—_ ane the public demands than it is to color butter or to color 
whisky. 

What is the difference? How are you going to draw a distinc- 
tion? Where is the line between them? Suppose I had an oleo- 
margarine factory and my friend in New York over here, Mr. 
WADSWORTH, had, as he has, a dairy or a creamery; suppose that 
I manufactured oleomargarine and he manufactured butter; I 
color my oleomargarine; he colors his butter; is there any differ- 
ence or distinction between the acts in each case? Isone any more 
a fraud than the other? Why, of course, itis absurd to make such 
a statement. The same motive, identically, is manifest in each 
case, namely, to make a product that suits the public taste and 
incidentally therewith to obtain the higher price which the mar- 
ket allows under such circumstances; and if it be decided that 
there is a fraud in both of these instances, then every man who 
buys a bottle of whisky is absolutely defrauded, because it comes 
from the still white in form and is colored afterwards. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I might extend this illustration and say that 
the same fraud will be found even in such an article as calico. 
That is colored after it is woven,and the public demands that it 
shall be done. It is a requirement of the public taste, and to 
meet that the coloring matter is applied after the fabric has been 
woven, 





Mr. MERCER. How about maple sirup? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, Mr. Speaker, in response 
to the gentleman from Nebraska, I will state that there is more 
maple sirup turned out in one town in Iowa and known as Ver- 
mont pure maple sirup than has been tapped from the trees in 
Vermont in the last ten years. [Laughter. | 

Mr. GROUT. And perhaps some in Nebraska. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yesyno doubt some has been 
also manufactured in Nebraska. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with these illustrations before the House. I 
ask the question plainly and simply why you single out this par- 
ticular product. Why not deal uniformly with all of this subject? 
If the object is to stop the adulteration of food products, why do 
not the pure-food people bring in a bill that they know could be 
passed by this House to accomplish that purpose? Why does not 
the committee accept the amendment that any food product col- 
ored or made in imitation of another product, or sold in the name 
of that product, shall be taxed as you propose to tax this product? 

Why is it, when the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. GriaGs] 
asked the gentleman from Vermont this morning if he would be 
willing to make the dairyman put the word “colored” upon his 
butter, if it was colored, that he refused to answer the question? 
Why should it notbedone? Whereis the distinction? Why make 
a difference? Itis just as much a fraud as that which you pro- 
pose to legislate against in the pending bill. 

Let us take as an illustration the ‘ renovated” butter industry. 
That is unquestionably a real fraud; and if the committee is anx- 
ious to deal with questions of this character they should intro- 
duce a bill to stop that. An effort was made by us to do so. We 
could not get it up in the House. What dothese people do? They 
go along the lines of the railroads, send their employees and pur- 
chasers out and buy all sorts of butter and stuff that is called 
butter, varying from the color of my friend's shirt over here to 
that of my friend’s mustache on the other side [laughter and ap- . 
plause], and put it into a common dumping place, and, after treat- 
ment according to their own methods, sell it to the public as 
‘** Jersey creamery” butter. Now let us put a stop to all such 
fraud as that. Let us not single out this product to which the 
pending legislation refers and make that a special exception. 

Let me call your attention to something else, to show how unfair 
this is. Why should you tax uncolored oleomargarine at all 
upon the theory of the advocates of the Grout bill? Is it-less 
— isit less important as a food product, than half a dozen 
others? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. It is taxed a quarter of a cent a 
pound in order to keep it under Government supervision. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why not put butter under 
Government supervision by putting a quarter of a cent a pound 
tax on uncolored butter? Why not put carrots and turnips under 
Government supervision by putting a quarter of a cent a pound 
tax upon them? Why not put coffee under Government super- 
vision by putting a quarter of a cent apound on it? Why not do 
the same thing for allsorts of sugar, including maple sugar? The 
truth is that they—the dairymen— just singled out this product 
because they had learned to dread it as a substitute food stuff for 
food stuffs already existing,'and when they first began they singled 
it out on the ground that it was “ unhealthful” and ‘‘impure;” buat 
now everyone of you has been compelled to quit talking about 
that, because everybody recognizes that that is not trne, and that 
it is as pure and as healthful as anything. Take cotton-seed oil, 
for example; it is the purest vegetable oil known to the world to- 
day, and purer than butter in every sense of the word. Nobody 
ever caught any disease from it, and you can catch all sorts of 
diseases from butter made from the milk of diseased cows, tuber- 
culosis included. 

Now, why do they tax uncolored oleomargarine? If they are 
going to tax uncolored oleomargarine, why do they not tax un- 
colored butter; and if they are going to tax colored oleomargarine 
out of existence why do they not also tax colored butter ont of 
existence and let everything stand upon its own basis of color, 
without artificial incentive to the buyer and without any sort of 
attempt at deceit? Why can you not do what you want to do 
here under a pure-food bill applying to all foods? 

And then, in conclusion, I want any gentleman in this House to 
tell the House how the Grout bill can possibly stop the only sort 
of fraud that exists, namely, the fraud that takes place between 
the retailer and the consumer. And then I want him to tell me 
if he can possibly think of any legal device that would come nearer 
stopping it than the device furnished to this House in this substi- 
tute bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to yield fifteen minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster}, and after that I will 
yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. aa 

Mr. GROUT. ill the gentleman from Mississippi yield to me 
to make a motion now as to closing debate? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, with the understanding 
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that it does not come out of the time of the gentleman from Iili- 
nois [Mr. FosTEeR}. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 
{[Mr. WILLIAMs] yields to me for the purpose of making a motion 
to close general debate. 1 accordingly move that general debate 
be closed at a quarter past 4, and that then the bill be read under 


the five-minute rule, and the five-minute debate be continued for | 


half an hour longer. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent, 
or does he make a motion? 

Mr. GROUT. I made the motion. I understood there would 
be objection. If not, I will put it in the form of a request for 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be closed 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman to 
put that in the form of a motion. If unanimous consent were 
asked, I should feel compelled, under the circumstances, to object, 
as so many of our people have been unable to be heard. It might 
just as well go as a motion. I will not ask for the yeas and nays 
upon It. 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman puts it in the form of a mo- 
tion, he is putting too much into his motion. 





Mr. GROUT. Then I move that general debate be closed at a | 


quarter past 4. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont moves—— 


Mr. GROUT. I want to embrace it all in one motion, if the | 
Speaker please. Then, if a division is demanded, it can be voted | 


upon all at once. My motion, further, is that then the bill be 
read for thirty minutes under the five-minute rule, by paragraphs, 
and that then the vote be taken—— 


The SPEAKER. That motion can not be made in that form. | 
The gentleman moves that general debate be closed at a quarter | 


past 4 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] is 
recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, the pending bill, popularly known 


as the Grout bill, receives its strength and acquires its unworthi- | 
ness from two sources—bigotry and greed. These two elements, | 


from time to time, as far back as the memory of man runneth. 
have consistently opposed every effort to improve the condition of 
mankind by destroying the power of tyrants, frustrating the 
avarice of classes or the prejudices of precedent. 

In this case the bigotry referred to is the bigotry of custom, 
which is as blind, ignorant, and inconsiderate as that of race. na- 
tionality, class, or creed. It opposes the adoption of a healthful 
food, which may be enjoyed by poor and rich alike, because that 
food was unknown to past generations. In like manner it op- 
posed steam and electricity. It did not believe a steamer could 
cross the ocean, because one never had crossed it. It tried on 


the plains to lasso the railroad engine. The lasso was in the | 


hands of the savage red man. But in that effort he was as rea- 
sonable, as enlightened, and as effective as the better-lettered 
but equally narrow-minded pale-faced brethren of his class, who 


declared the steamship an impossibility and the railroad adanger- | 


ous, trespassing, man-devouring, cattle-destroying gourmand and 
juggernaut. 

Modern discovery, aided by science, has brought into use a new 
food, known as oleomargarine. 

Prof. C. F. Chandler, professor of chemistry at Columbia Col- 
lege, New York; Prof. George F. Barker, of the University of 
Pennsylvania; Prof. Henry Morton, of the Stevens Institute of 
Technology, New Jersey; Prof. 8. W. Johnson, director of the Con- 
necticut agricultural experiment station and professor of agricul- 
tural chemistry in Yale College, New Haven; Prof.S. C. Caldwell, 
of Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y.; Prof. C. A. Goessmann, of 
Amherst Agricultural College; Prof. Charles P. Williams, pro- 
fessor in the Missouri State University; Prof. J. W. 8S. Arnold, 
professor of physiology in the University of New York; Prof. W. 
O. Atwater, director of the United States Government agricul- 
tural experiment station at Washington; Prof. Henry E. Alvord, 
formerly of the Massachusetts Agricultural College and president 
of the Maryland College of Agriculture, and now Chief of the 
Dairy Division of the United States Department of Agriculture; 
Prof. Paul Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chemistry, Mis- 
souri State University; and last, but not least, Professor Wiley, 
Chief of the Division of Chemistry of the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, whose opinions in brief are given in the 
minority report on the pending bill, all testify to the healthful- 
ness and purity of this food. But bigotry, represented by the 
pale-faced conservative, says: 

Our fathers got along very well without this new-fangled food. They ate 
butter whenever they ate anything of that kind. See what sons they left to 
the world! 

The predecessors of these gentlemen said: 


Our fathers got along very well with stagecoaches whenever they trav- 
eled beyond their own tow ps. Behold the brilliant intellects their chil- 





dren inherited! Therefore, down with the railroad and special anathema 
upon the sleeping car. 

The bigots are in comradeship with the monopolists in this case. 
The former oppose all innovations, whether good or bad. They 
are sticklers for precedent. The latter oppose all competition. 
They think the world was made for their class, and they want the 
world. They produce butter. Why should anyone else come 
into competition with them? They could control the market. 
Why should others be allowed toinfiuence prices? Their product 
| was uniform neither in appearance nor in quality. They fur- 
nished it in every color, from that of the rich sunflower to that of 
the pale lard. They delivered it in every variety of age and 
strength, and, in their prodigal and artistic love of the beautiful, 
they decorated their contributions to the joy of the human palate 
with every variety of shade which the Lord, in His gracious gen- 
erosity gave for the adornment of the hair of His daughter chil- 
dren, regardless of their age, race, color, or present or previous 
condition of servitude. Therefore, let oleomargarine be excom- 
municated by bigotry and its manufacture be destroyed by greed! 

There is no pretense that oleomargarine is impure or unhealthy. 
There is no denial that it is a nutritive food. Yet it is proposed 
to destroy the oleomargarine industry. That is the meaning and 
intent of the Grout bill. If this industry gives employment, as it 
does, to tens of thousands of people, it should not be suppressed 
unless its continuance injuriously affects public morals or public 
health. If it enables, as it does, hundreds of thousands of people 
to enjoy a food as a substitute for butter, those people should not 
be robbed of that enjoyment unless it can be shown to be injuri- 
| ous to their health or their morals. The proposed tax of 10 cents 
| per pound is a prohibitive tax. 

The majority report excuses the legislation it recommends by 
an argument the irresistible conclusion from which must be 
either that ‘ hotel keepers, restaurant keepers, and boarding-house 





| 
| proprietors” as a class are knaves or that the much larger class, 
| who are their patrons, are fools. While this is severe upon the 
| large body of people included in those two classes, is it not also 
| severe on butter? If that idol of conservatism is so superior, how 
| can oleomargarine deceive so many people? The people who travel 
Vare bright, sharp people asarule. The business interests which 
make them travel and the contact of travel generally result in 
making them keen and shrewd. It appears, however, that this 
bright and large body of people are unable to tell butter from 
oleomargarine and must be aided in differentiation by an act of 
Congress putting a penalty of 10 cents a pound on every wicked 
piece of oleomargarine which audaciously looks like butter. In 
the language of the majority report it is necessary to adopt this 
legislation so that the consumers ‘‘ will be able to know whether 
they are eating butter fat or hog fat when they spread their bread.” 

The substitute bill proposed by the minority provides: 

That all oleomargarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for sale in 
packages of | and 2 pounds, respectively, and_in no other or larger or 
smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the factory, there shall be 
impressed by the manufacturer the word ** Oleomargarine”’ in sunken letters. 

Also that it be wrapped with paper on which that terrible word 
shall be printed, and that all boxes or crates containing these pack- 
ages shall bear the same word of awful warning, and that the 
Commissioner of Interual Revenue prescribe the size of all these 
letters and any additional marks and brands he may deem neces- 
sary. 

Surely all this ought to furnish ample protection to the un- 
sophisticated. The manufacturer can not deceive the wholesale 
| dealer; the latter can not deceive the retail dealer. The purchaser 
| can not be deceived. Only the wicked hotel, restaurant, and 
| boarding-house keepers can get a chance to make their patrons 
| think hog fat or oil fat is cream fat. Then the measure proposed 
| by the majority report must be intended only to restrain these 
| outlaws. If they need such restraint, why limit it to butter and 

oleomargarine? Why not compel them to have tags and brands 
and certificates on their lean as well as on their fat hog? And 
why fail to pursue the villains when administering bread, coffee, 
vinegar, sirup, red and black pepper, salt,and mince pie? The 
vigilant majority of the Committee on Agriculture should not 
neglect mince pie, sausage, and hash—the great mysteries of the 





boarding-house, restaurant, and hotel tables. If butter is sacred, 
with what reverence should not the bigotry of conservatism bow 
before and protect these three gods of the table, who or which are 
always shrouded in mystery and are always taken on faith. 

We have a word in our language, Mr. Speaker, peculiarly ap- 
plicable to this bill. It is ‘‘bosh.” The Grout bill ought to be 
called ‘‘the bosh bill.” At a former time the butter monopoly 
tried to control the markets of Holland and England. Oleomar- 
garine was then unknown. The butter monopoly imposed on the 
consumers a corrupt product en chiefly from Boschengarten, 
in the Netherlands. The popular struggle with the pronuncia- 
tion of the name of the place resulted in designating the corrupt 
commodity simply ‘‘ Bosh,” a word which in the lapse of time 


has acquired a large but still specific significance. For obvious 
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reasons, therefore, the Grout bill—a bill to create a butter monop- 
oly, much of it bad butter—ought to be known as “the bosh 
pill.” And I believe that some of the gentlemen who are now 
advocating the bill will admit hereafter, on reflection, that their 


arguments in support of it were largely composed of ** bosh.” 

After all that has been said is duly considered, these facts, in 
my judgment, remain undisputed: 

First. Butter is not uniformly good. It comes to the market, 
to the dealer, and, finally, to the table reflecting the good or bad 
condition of the cows from whose milk it has been made and the 
cleanliness or the negligence, the ability or the inability, of its 
maker. 

Second. Butterine is almost uniformly good. 
tematically and scientifically, 
strict supervision. 

Third, Butterine is healthful and nutritious. 

Fourth. Butterineis a perfect substitute for the very best butter. 

Fifth. Its manufacture brings that class of food within the 
means of hundreds of thousands who could not afford to buy if 
the demand for such food depended solely on the butter supply. 
Its price is reasonable. Thus it prevents monopoly and extortion 
by keeping the price of butter at figures which enable the poor to 
procure one or the other of these commodities. 

Sixth. It is a great boon to hunters, miners, woodsmen, soldiers, 
and sailors, because it keeps much longer than butter can be kept. 
The unhealthy and uncleanly ingredients, if any, in the raw ma- 
terials from which it is manufactured are removed and excluded 
with a certainty unattainable in the manufacture of butter, in 
view of the variety of butter makers and the equally great variety 
of their methods, characteristics, and experience. 

Seventh. Its manufacture creates demand for,various farm prod- 
ucts, not limited to the yield of any class or section, and, there- 
a is of advantage to the agriculturists of the country as a 
whole. 

For these and other reasons which might be given, if the time 
kindly allotted to me was not so limited, I heartily favor the sub- 
stitute bill proposed by the minority and trust the bill proposed 
by the majority will be defeated. 

I am indebted to the minority report of the Committee on Agri- 
culture for the following extracts from the opinions of the distin- 
guished professors heretofore quoted: 


Prof. C. F. Chandler, professor of chemistry at Columbia College, New 
York, says: “‘I have studied the question of its use as food, in comparison 
with the ordinary butter made from cream, and have satisfied myself that it 
is quite as valuable as the butter from the cow. The preset is palatable 
and wholesome, and I regard it as a wnost valuable article of food.” 

Prof. George F. Barker, of the University of Pennsylvania, says: “ But- 
terine is. in my opinion, quite as valuable as a nutritive agent as butter itseif. 


It is made sys- 
Its manufacture is guarded by 


It is perfectly wholesome, and is desirable as an article of food. I can see no | 


reason why butterine should not be an entirely satisfactory equivalent for 
ordinary butter, whether considered from the physiological or commercial 
standpoint.” 


Prof. Henry Morton, of the Stevens Institute of Technology, New Jersey, | 


says: “Iam able to say with confidence that it contains nothing whatever 
which is injurious as an article of diet, but, on the contrary, is essentially 


made from cream alone which is found in the market. The conditions of its 
manufacture involve a degree of cleanliness and consequent purity in the 
roduct such as are by no means necessarily or generally attained in the or- 
nary making of butter from cream.” 
Prof.S. W. Johnson, director of the Connecticut Agricultural Experiment 
Station and professor of agricultural chemistry in Yale College, New Haven, 


says: “It is a product that is entirely attractive and wholesome as food, and | 


one that is for all ordinary and culinary purposes the full equivalent of good 


butter made from cream. I regard the manufacture of oleomargarine as a | 


legitimate and beneficent industry.”’ 

rof.8. C. Caldwell, of Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y.,says: ‘* While not 
equal to fine butter in respect to flavor, it nevertheless contains all the essen- 
tial ingredients of butter, and since it contains a smaller proportion of vola- 
tile fats than is found in genuine butter, it is, in my opinion, less liable to 
become rancid. It can not enter into competition with fine butter, but so far 
as it may serve todrive poor butter out of the market its manufacture will 
bé a public benefit.” 

Prof. C. A.Goessmann, of Amherst Agricultural College, says: ‘ Oleomar- 
garine butter compares in general appearance and in taste very favorably 
with the average quality of the better kinds of dairy butter in our markets. 
In its composition it resembles that of ordinary dairy butter, and in its 
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and its kindred products is as wholesome, cleaner, and in many respects bet- 
ter than the low grades of butter of which so much reaches the market.” 

Prof. Paul Schweitzer, Ph. D., LL. D., professor of chemistry, Missouri 
State University, says: ‘As a result of my examination, made both with the 
microscope and the delicate chemical tests applicable to such cases, I pro- 
nounce butterine to be wholly and unequivocally free from any deleterious 
or in the least objectionable substances. Carefully made physiological ex- 
periments reveal no difference whatever in the palatability and digestibility 

stween butterine and butter.” 

Professor Wiley, Chief of the Division of Chemistry of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, also appeared before the committee and testified 
to the nutritive and wholesome qualities of oleomargarine. 

The Committee on Manufactures of the United States Senate, in a report 
dated February 28, 1900, finds, from the evidence before it, ‘that the product 
known commercially as oleomargarine is healthful and nutritious.” 

Judge Hughes, of the Federal court of Virginia, in a decision says: 

“Tt isa fact of common knowledge that oleomargarine has been subjected 
to the severest scientific scrutiny and has been adopted by every leading 
government in Europe as well as America for use by their armies and navies. 
Though not originally invented by us, it isa gift of American enterprise and 
progressive invention tothe world. It has become one of the conspicuous 
articles of interstate commerce and furnishes a large income to the General 
Government annually.” 

Believing that this testimony establishes beyond controversy that oleo- 
margarine is a nutritious and wholesome article of food, the main question to 
be considered is the complaint that fraud is practiced in its sale. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration con- 
cerns on the one hand at least 70,000,000 consumers and 5,000,000 
producers or makers of butter, while upon the other hand it affects 
26 manufacturers of oleomargarine, engaged in the manufacture 
of counterfeit butter, depending principally upon lawbreaking, 
falsehood, deception, and fraud for their success. 

Oleomargarine is the outgrowth ot a necessity for a substitute 
for butter during the siege of Paris. Thereafter it was introduced 
into the United States through our Patent Office, the inventor re- 
ceiving a patent therefor. 

It was not at that time supposed that it could be successfully 
manufactured and sold for butter or that the purchaser and con- 
sumer could be deceived or made to believe that he was purchas- 
ing butter when buying this spurious product. In this, however, 
The manufacture and sale of oleomar- 


| garine for butter increased so rapidly that in 1886 it seriously 


| 
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identical with the best fresh butter, and is superior to much of the butter factured only 21,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine. 
| fiscal year there were manufactured 107,000,000 pounds. the in- 





menaced the public health and demoralized the open market for 
the sale of butter to such an extent that a universal demand came 
from the people for the enactment of legislation to prevent the 
serious consequences thus threatened by the deception and fraud 
practiced upon the people in the manufacture and sale of this 


| product. The law thus enacted is to-day commonly known as 


the oleomargarinelaw. It was inthe interest of the public health, 


| in the interest of honesty in the production and fair dealing in the 


sale of a product intended for human consumption,and also for 
the protection of the farmer and the dairyman against frandulent 
and illegitimate competition that it was enacted. Although it 
has been upon our statute books for more than fourteen years, its 
constitutionality has never been successfully assailed. 

GROWTH OF THE OLEOMARGARINE INDUSTRY UNDER EXISTING LAW. 


The year following the enactment of this law there were manu- 
During the last 


crease in the last two years being 50,000,000 pounds. If this rate 
of increase continues for a period of twelve or fifteen years, the 


| market of the farmer for the sale of butter at a reasonable profit 


will be so demoralized. if not destroyed, that thedairy industry, one 
of the greatest industries of our country, will be practically ruined, 
while the public health will be constantly menaced by the oppor- 
tunity which the manufacturers of oleomargarine always have of 


| using materials in the manufacture of their product that are dele- 
| terious to health. 


OLEOMARGARINE NOT SOLD OR CONSUMED FOR WHAT IT Is. 


If oleomargarine was sold to those who eat it as oleomargarine 
or asa substitute for butter. and its saleand consumption increased 


| at the marvelous rate it has in the past few years, that would be 


keeping quality, under corresponding circumstances, I believe it will surpass | 


the former, for it contains a smaller percentage of those constituents which, 
in the main, cause the well-known rancid taste and odor of a stored butter.” 

Prof. Vharles P. Williams, professor in the Missouri State University, 
says: “Itisa pure and wholesome article of food, and in this respect, as well 
as in respect to its chemical composition, fully the equivalent of the best 
quality of dairy butter.” 

Prof. J. W. 8. Arnold, professor of physiology in the University of New 
York, says: “I consider that each and every article employed in the manu- 


facture of oleomargarine butter is perfectly pure and wholesome; that oleo- | 


margarine butter differs in no essential manner from butter made from 
cream. In fact, oleomargarine butter possesses the advantage over natural 
butter of not decomposing so readily, as it contains fewer volatile fats. In 


my opinion, oleomargarine is to be considered a great discovery, a blessing | 


for the poor, and in every way a perfectly pure, wholesome, and palatable 
article of food.” : 

Prof. W. O. Atwater. director of the United States Government Agricul- 
tural Experiment Station at Washington, says: “It coutains essentially the 
same ingredients as natural butter from cow's milk. It is perfectly whole- 
some and healthy and has a high nutritious value.” 5 

Prof. Henry E. Alvord, formerly of the Massachusetts Agricultural Col- 


lege. and president of the Maryland College of Agriculture, and now Chief of 
the Dairy Division of the United States Department of Agriculture, and one 
of the best butter makers in the country, says: ** The great bulkof butterine 


proof positive that the people prefer it as a butter substitute. In 
that case it would have a right to enter the market in open com- 
petition with butter, free from all taxesor other legal restrictions, 
and it would be wrong to enact this proposed legislation. But the 
evidence is conclusive—in fact, it isadmitted by the friends of oleo- 
margarine upon this floor—that it is not so sold to the consumer 
for what it is. It therefore enters the market in competition 
with butter in the same manner and for the same purpose that 
counterfeit money is placed in circulation by the counterfeiter 
and his willing coadjutors. 

In spite of every provision of the existing law and of every 


| regulation of the Department intended to compel manufacturer and 





dealer in oleomargarine to inform the consumer and purchaser of 
its true character, it continues to enter the market to-day and is 
sold and consumed as butter, and in the garb of that which it is 
not. This clearly constitutes a fraud, and this fraud is magnified 
by the fact that this product is purchased, not for what it is worth, 
but at a price for which pure butter can be obtained. It is con- 
sumed by the patrons of our restaurants, boarding houses, and 
hotels, not as oleomargarine, for no living man has ever eaten a 
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meal at either one of these places who has been known to call for 
oleomargarine instead of butter. It is thus consumed without 
any knowledge whatever on the part of the consamer that it is 
not butter or that it is merely a combination of by-grease products 
or a product of the chemical] laboratory. 


THE CAUSE OF THE FAILURE OF THE PRESENT LAW. 


As I have attempted to show, the purpose of the existing law 
was to protect the public health against a combination of this 
character manufactured out of material that might be injurious 
to health and also to protect the consumers and makers of butter 
against the fraud and illegitimate competition of the manufac- 
turers and dealers in this product. It was supposed at that time 
that this would be accomplished by the imposition of a tax of 2 
cents a pound on oleomargarine and by placing its manufacture 
and sale under the supervision of the Internal-Revenue Depart- 
ment of the Government. Our experience, however, teaches us 
that these purposes of the law have not been fully accomplished. 
As a revenue-producing measure it has proved asuccess. During 
the last fiscal year we collected $2,543,785.18 from this source. But 
that fraud and deception are being practiced continually upon the 
consumer and producer of butter is admitted in this controversy. 

If we stop for a moment and consider the fact that the Internal 
Revenue Department of the Government is one of those arms of 
the public service charged with the function of collecting the 
revenue of the Government, and that it does not possess the 
necessary facilities for policing the manufacture and sale of any 
yroduct beyond the enforcement of the revenue provisions of 

‘ederal laws, we will readily see why the present oleomargarine 
law has failed to accomplish some of its most important purposes. 
As the late Commissioner of Internal Revenue often said to me, 
**My department of the Government is a revenue-collecting 
department, not a — department. So that wher the revenue 
is collected this department does not and can not see to the 
enforcement of those provisions of this law and the regulations 
intended to protect the public from fraud and deceit.” 

THE PURPOSE OF THE PENDING MEASURE. 

In addition to the matter of revenue, the bill under considera- 
tion is intended, as far as possible, to remedy this defect in the 
present oleomargarine law by making definite and certain the 
right of the State, independent of the question of interstate com- 
merce and the original-package decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine, and by removing the inducement for the violation of 
State laws and the practice of fraud and deception upon the gen- 
eral public by making the enormous profits in the illegitimate 
part of the business so small that dealers will not take the risk of 
incurring the penalties incident to a violation of State law by sell- 
ing, as they now are, oleomargarine in violation of the laws of 
their States. 

During the discussion upon the pending measure it has been 
claimed on the part of the friends of oleomargarine that this bill 
will not remedy the evils which it is admitted on both sides 
exist, but that the substitute bill reported by the minority of the 
Committee on Agriculture is the one which should be adopted. 


FRAUD IN THE MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF OLEOMARGARINE ADMITTED. 


We are fortunate, Mr. Speaker, at the close of this debate, in 
that there is no controversy among us as to the fact that fraud 
and deception are practiced by the manufacturers and dealers in 
this product. In fact, this was admitted by the champion of the 
oleomargarine interests [Mr. LorIMER]. 

Mr. LORIMER, I would like to ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota a question. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do. 

Mr. LORIMER. The gentleman just made a statement that 
we admitted that fraud is practiced in the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will amend that remark by saying that the 
gentleman from Illinois confined his admission to the sale of oleo- 
margarine. 

Mr. LORIMER. Not by the manufacturer? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not by the manufacturer, so far as the gen- 
tleman’s admission is concerned. It is only in the sale of oleo- 
margarine that fraud is practiced. 

It being conceded, therefore, that fraud is practiced in the sale 
of this product, the only question between us is what is the best 
remedy for this admitted evil. Which of these two measures will 
be most successful in stamping out the fraud and deception it is 
conceded is now practiced on the public, the one proposed by the 
majority of the Committee on Agriculture or the one proposed 
by the minority, which is the substitute offered for the Gront bill? 

Mr. NEVILLE. I would like to make a suggestion with regard 
to the question _ asked the gentleman, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
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Mr. NEVILLE. Is it not true that when the manufacturer 
manufactures oleomargarine colored in semblance of butter and 
sells it to his customers in the States where the colored oleomar- 
garine is prohibited the manufacturer is just as fraudulent as the 
seller? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Unquestionably he is, and he carries on the 
business of selling his product in defiance of the laws of these 
States and induces citizens of these States to violate the laws of 
their States in the hope thereby of reaping an enormous profit out 
of the fraud thus practiced—just like the maker of counterfeit 
money; the practice and its purpose are the same in both cases, 
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THE PROPOSED SUBSTITUTE FOR THE GROUT BILL. 


In view of the fact that the opponents of the Grout bill appeal 
to this House with so much fervor and eloquence in behalf of this 
substitute measure, I want to address myself to it for just a 
moment. 

It was prepared either by the manufacturers of oleomargarine 
or their friends. It is another case of the Greeks bearing gifts. 
For that reason alone it is stamped with suspicion and should be 
scrutinized with the utmost care. It is the oleomargarine peo- 
ple, not the dairyman, who ask for its passage. I would ask the 
representatives of the dairymen and the farmers upon this floor 
whether it is safe for us, in trying to secure legislation to protect 
their rights and interests and also to protect the consumers of 
butter from fraud and deception, to rely upon legislation prepared 
specifically in the interest of those who are engaged in practicing 
the fraud and deception we are trying to stamp out* 

This substitute first proposes to amend the existing law. The 
law now requires the dealer in selling oleomargarine to the con- 
sumer to inform the purchaser that he is buying oleomargarine 
and not butter. This it attempts to accomplish by requiring him 
to wrap the same in paper or put it up in any other package 
with the word ‘‘oleomargarine” plainly stamped or printed _ 
the outside covering of the package. This part of the existing law 
and regulations it is proposed to amend by requiring the manu- 
facturer to make oleomargarine in not less than 1 nor more than 
2 pound packages. The manufacturer is also required to wrap 
these 1 and 2 pound packages in the factory in wrappers, upon 
which must be printed the word “ oleomargarine,” and around this 
package he will then be required to placea2-cent or a 4-cent revenue 
stamp. This package the substitute defines as the ‘‘ original pack- 
age.” It then provides that it must be sold by the dealer in this 
legally defined ‘‘original package.” It is true the manufacturer 
is authorized to pack these packages thus defined as the original’ 
packages in crates or other larger packages, but, nevertheless, the; 
1 and 2 pound packages are the statutory original packages until! 
they reach the hand of the consumer. 

This would enable the manufacturer to carry his product in 
these statutory original packages as interstate commerce into 
every State in the Union, and either through his agent or the 
dealer or retail merchant deliver them to the customer in defiance 
of the laws of any State, heretofore or hereafter enacted, prohib- 
iting the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine colored in sem- 
blance of butter. This would afford absolute protection against 
the laws of any State. On the face of it it would seem impossi- 
ble to practice a deception upon the purchaser, and the freedom of 
commerce among the States which the Supreme Court of the 
United States has always upheld in the absence of fraud and 
deceit would protect oleomargarine sold in these statutory defined 
‘original packages” in the color of butter, notwithstanding the 
prohibitory laws of the States. 

In the State of New York the manufacturers of oleomargarine 
to-day, by reason of the force of inspectors which that State em- 
ploys under its laws on this subject to protect the consumers and 
producers of butter from fraud and deception, are unable to sell 
more than 500,000 pounds of their product a year. Under this 
substitute they would be able to flood that State with their prod- 
uct, notwithstanding the State law. This would be so because 
the Federal statute tes defined the original package and ostensi- 
bly provides against deception as to its contents, and it is also pro- 
vided that the form of that package shall not be changed until it 
reaches the consumer. 

I am aware that the friends of this substitute claim that there 
will be no opportunity whatever to practice fraud or deceit in the 
sale of oleomargarine under this substitute, because, as they say, 
it goes into the hand of the consumer with all the information 
plainly stamped upon it as to its character or as to what it is; but 
they do not inform this House of the fact that when the Internal- 
Revenue Department of the Government has collected the revenue 
from the manufacturers that department of the Government has 
no further interest in the enforcement of this law, and the retail 
dealer could violate the same with impunity by removing the out- 
side covering and with his butter paddle remove the indented 
word on the product itself, and then sell this oleomargarine, in 
2 or 2 pound packages, or in any form he sees fit, as butter. 
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APPLICATION OF CERTAIN SECTIONS OF REVISED STATUTES OMITTED. 


There is another very important fact in connection with this sub- 
stitute. Section 3 of the original oleomargarine law enumerates 
eleven sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
then makes these sections, which were originally intended to ap- 
ply only to the manufacture and sale of tobacco, cigars, and dis- 
tilled spirits, applicable to the manufacture of oleomargarine. 
These sections are 3232 to 3243, inclusive. Upon examining sec- 
tion 3, as proposed by the substitute, it will be found that for 
some reason or another these eleven sections relating to penalties 
and other provisions to which the manufacturers of oleomargarine 
have heretofore been obliged to conform have been omitted. It 
is significant, is it not, that these gentlemen bring in a substitute 
for the Grout bill in the form of an amendment to the existing 
oleomargarine law and omit to reenact that provision of section 3 
of the present law which, as that section now stands, subjects 
every manufacturer of oleomargarine to the provisions of the sec- 
tions referred to? 

If I had the time [ would read these sections, which might 
explain the cause of their being omitted. Every lawyer on this 
floor knows that if this substitute is adopted the law will here- 
after be as it is declared in sections 3 and 6, as proposed in the 
substitute, and that sections 3 and 6 of the present law, or any 

art of them not reenacted, will no longer have any force or effect. 

herefore, by implication, that provision of section 3 of the pres- 
ent law, which makes these eleven sections of the Revised Statutes 
applicable to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and 
which it was deemed necessary at that time, will be repealed. 

Mr. LORIMER, Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I will not. 

I want to read the language of the substitute—— 

Mr. LORIMER, The only thing I wanted to say-—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The enacting clause of the substitute is this: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That sections 3 and 6 of an act entitled 
“An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manu 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine,’’ approved 
August 2, 1886, be amended so as to read as follows. 

Then follows the language of the proposed substitute for section 
8 of the present law, and which singularly makes no reference 
whatever to the eleven sections of the Revised Statutes now appli- 
cable to the manufactures of oleomargarine under the original 
oleomargarine act. 

Mr. LORIMER. Right there—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. By the passage of that substitute you repeal 
the application of those sections of the statute to the manufac- 
turers of oleomargarine. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman from Minnesota I know 
does not wish to do an injustice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask, then, that the gentleman yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lorimer}. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have only a few moments, and do not want 
to yield any of my time. 

Mr. LORIMER. Only one moment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If I bave made any misstatement of fact or of 
law I will yield. 

Mr. LORIMER. I simply want to suggest that if we have 
omitted any provision of legislation that should have gone into 
this substitute, the minority of the committee stand prepared to 
accept any amendment that will throw all necessary safeguards 
around that substitute. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is singular, however, that it was at least 
ae on the part of those who prepared this substitute to 
pass this substitute without any reference to this omission or 
without any explanation. 

From this hasty analysis of the proposed substitute it must be 
evident to every man upon this floor that its passage as an amend- 
ment to the existing oleomargarine act, instead of preventing 
fraud and deception, instead of protecting the dairy interests of 
this country against the illegitimate competition of the oleomar- 
garine manufacturers, would have just the opposite effect, while 
it would also relieve these manufacturers of counterfeit butter 
from many of the penalties which are now imposed for the viola- 
tion of certain statutes and regulations intended to protect the 
public and the revenues of the Reraennet. 

THE PURPOSE OF GROUT BILL EXPLAINED. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us briefly examine the provisions of the 
Grout bill for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not it will 
be likely to meet the evil complained of. This bill contemplates 
the accomplishment of three things. 

First. It is pee to take away from oleomargarine colored 
as butter, which is to-day branded as an outlaw in 32 States 
of the Union, the protection it now enjoys within these States 
under the interstate-commerce law and the original-package de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. This is accom- 
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plished by subjecting this outlawed product to the laws of the 
State immediately upon its coming within the jurisdiction of that 
State. 

Second. It is proposed, as an evidence of good faith on the part 
of the friends of the dairymen, to enable the manufacturer of oleo- 
margarine the opportunity of manufacturing and selling his prod- 
uct in its natural color and under more favorable circumstances 
than he can under existing law. This is accomplished by re- 
ducing the tax on oleomargarine manufactured and sold in its 
own color or in any other color than that of butter, 874 per cent, 
or from 2 cents to one-fourth cent per pound. 

Third, It is proposed to increase the tax on oleomargarine, when 
| colored as butter, from 2 cents to 10 cents per pound, or, in other 
words, it is proposed to tax the artificial coloring matter in oleo- 

margarine, thereby taking away a part of the enormous profit in 
the business as now carried on, and which constitutes the induce- 
ment for the willful lawbreaking, deception, and fraud now prac- 
ticed by those engaged in it. 
PECULIARLY A MATTER FOR REGULATION. 

The argument has frequently been made that this is not a mat- 
ter for Federal regulation; that the right to regulate the manu- 
facture and sale of food products is one that belongs peculiarly to 
the States, and that the States have it within their power to pro- 
tect their citizens from frauds and impositions of this kind. 
Thirty-two States of the Union have enacted laws prohibiting the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine colored in the semblance 
of butter. These States have 285 members on the floor of this 
House. In the exercise of their power they have endeavored to 
accomplish what the friends of oleomargarine say they have a 
right to do, but the experience of the people within these States 
proves conclusively that the State can not successfully regulate 
this matter. As long as this product can be shipped into the State 
and there sold under the protection of the original-package deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court of the United States, the laws of these 
States will continue to be ineffective. 

Are we, therefore, in favor of sustaining the laws of our own 
States by enacting the first section of the Grout bill, or are we 
going to vote in favor of continuing the opportunity to the manu- 
facturers of oleomargarine and their agents to break down and 
defy these laws enacted and approved by the people who have sent 
us here? 

ALL DOUBT AS TO WHETHER OLEOMARGARINE CAN BE SOLD AS AN ARTICLE 
OF COMMERCE IN VIOLATION OF STATE LAW SHOULD BE REMOVED. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 62,000,000 pounds 
of oleomargarine were sold in the thirty-two States that have by 
law absolutely prohibited its manufacture and sale in the color of 
butter. That this was all sold in the color of butter, and 90 per 
cent of it sold as butter, is established beyond dispute by the evi- 
dence taken before the Committee on Agriculture. 

By enacting the first section of the so-called Grout bill we will 
make this product subject to the laws of these States the moment 
it enters any of them, and in that way fully accomplish what the 
friends of the oleomargarine manufacturers say the State has the 
right to do with respect to the manufacture and sale of any food 
product. The precedent for this section of the bill will be found 
in what is commonly known as the Wilson law, enacted some 
years ago for the purpose of giving full force and effect to the 
prohibitory laws of the State of lowa in the manufacture and 
sale of intoxicating liquor, which law was thereafter sustained 
by the Supreme Court of the United State-, 

The friends of the Grout bill have no desire whatever to destroy 
the legitimate part of the oleomargarine industry: that is, the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine in its own color. 

If it is as wholesome, as sweet,and as toothsome as its friends 
upon this floor claim, the coloring matter which is used for the 
purpose of deceiving the public and the consumer adds nothing 
whatever to its flavor nor to its nutritive qualities, Certainly 
any man who desires to purchase and consume oleomargarine as 
a substitute for butter would not hesitate to do soif it lacked this 
coloring matter, which adds nothing whatever toits quality. There- 
fore the manufacturer of oleomargarine, under the Grout bill, will 
have the same opportunity he has to-day of doing a legitimate 
business by manufacturing and selling his product for what it is, 
for when it is manufactured and sold in its own color none can be 
deceived, as the color is pure white. A business that can not be 
successfully conducted if conducted legitimately has no right to 
be conducted at all, or in fraud of the rights of the public 

TO PROTECT THE CONSUMERS OF OLEO. 

Then, again, this provision of the Grout bill will protect those 
who have here to-day eulogized in such eloquent terms the virtues 
and nutritious qualities of oleomargarine from beingimposed upon 
by the farmer, who, if oleomargarine is colored as butter, may im- 
pose butter upon them for oleomargarine. 

If the manufacturer of oleomargarine is compelled to sell his 
product in its natural color, certainly no farmer can deceive my 
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distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] or my distin- 
guished friend from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIaMs] [laughter] by 
selling them butter for oleomargarine, and I take it that neither 
of them would eat butter if they can possibly obtain that product 
manufactured from garbage, offal, soap grease, and other by- 
grease products called oleomargarine. [Applause.| If they want 
to eat oleomargarine, if it is so delicious in flavor and so nutri- 
tious in quality, they will have the opportunity, in the event of 
the passage of this bill, of enjoying their meals three times a day 
without the danger of being imposed upon by the producer and 
seller of pure butter, which can not be colored white to represent 
oleomargarine even if the farmer wanted to practice a fraud of 
that kind upon them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
moment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ihave not the time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Just one moment. I under- 
stand that while I was out the gentleman said that the substitute 
repealed, or virtually repealed, the act of 1886, except the sections 
which are repeated here. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
has been misinformed. I made no such statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted to correct such a 
statement if it had been made. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I say, therefore, we propose to reduce the tax 
on oleomargarine when manufactured and sold in its own color or 
when manufactured and sold inany other color than that of butter. 
And instead of destroying a so-called legitimate industry we will 
promote the legitimate part of that business by reducing the tax 
on this product, when manufactured and sold for what it is, from 
2 cents to one-fourth cent per pound. 


Will the gentleman yield a 


He 


PROTECTION TO THOSE WHO WANT TO EAT BUTTER. 


But, Mr. Speaker, there is another class of people who are as 
much entitled to protection against fraud and deception as are 
those distinguished gentlemen who have spoken so eloquently to- 
day of oleomargarine. Thatclass consists of 70,000,000 of Ameri- 
can people who desire to eat butter and to know when they are 
purchasing and eating the same that it is not a counterfeit nor a 
spurious article, and that it is not a product resulting from a com- 
bination of by-grease products, and possibly containing substances 
that are absolutely deleterious to health. Hence that provision in 
the bill now under consideration which imposes a tax of 10 cents 
a pound on oleomargarine manufactured and sold in the natural 
color of butter. In opposition to this ate it is claimed that 
the farmers and dairymen color their butter, and this fact is used 
as a justification for permitting the manufacturers of oleomarga- 
rine to color oleomargarine. 

Assuming that it is true that some makers of butter do color 
their butter, those who make this claim ignore the important fact 
that the farmer and dairyman who color their butter do not do 
so for the purpose of enabling their product to pass current for 
that which it is not, while the manufacturer of oleomargarine 
colors his product for no other purpose than that of enabling those 
who are engaged in the sale of butter to sell oleomargarine as 
butter and at butter prices. The dairyman who colors his butter 
does not thereby change the character of his product at all. It is 
still butter, while the manufacturer of oleomargarine colors his 
product for the express purpose of changing the character of the 
same in the estimation of the consumer. In the one case coloring 
matter is used simply to suit the fancy of the consumer, while 
in the other case coloring matter is used for the purpose of en- 
abling the product to be sold for what it is not, thereby practicing 
deception and an absolute fraud uponthe public. The distinction, 
therefore, between the purposes for which coloring matter is used 
should be kept constantly in mind; the one is legitimate, the 
other illegitimate. 

When before the Committee on Agriculture, one of the manu- 
facturers of oleomargarine, Mr. W. E. Miller, representing Ar- 
mour & Co., Kansas City, Kans., frankly admitted that in its 
natural color oleomargarine could not be sold, or at least could 
not be sold to any extent that would make the business at all 
profitable. He said: 

Representative BAKER. How large a percentage of your production of 
oleomargarine or butterine is uncolored? 

Mr. Mitier. Uncolored? We make practically no uncolored butterine at 
all. There is no demand for it. 

Representative BAKER. It is sold to some extent? 

Mr. MILLER. Very little. I do not suppose we make 2,000 pounds of un- 
colored butterine a week. When the prohibitive laws went into effect 
in Missouri and Iowa and a number of other States we tried to do some 
uncolored butterine business, but we could not sell the product at all. 

It is evident, therefore, that the opposition to this feature of the 
bill under consideration comes from the fact that to-day the busi- 
ness of manufacturing and selling oleomargarine thrives only 
because it is sold to those who are unable to distinguish between 
colored oleomargarine and pure butter. To do this successfully 


it must be sold practically at butter prices; otherwise the price 
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would be so low that the purchaser or consumer would know at 
once that it was not genuine butter. 
IT IS OUR DUTY TO PROTECT THE PUBLIC AGAINST FRAUD WHEN WE CAN. 

I maintain, therefore, that if it is possible for Congress in the 
interest of the public health, in the interest of honesty and fair 
dealing in a product intended for human consumption, to so legis- 
late as to put a stop to the fraud which is to-day practiced upon 
the people in the sale of oleomargarine, that it is our duty to do 
so, and I also maintain that by the imposition of a tax of 10 cents 
a pound on the coloring matter used in oleomargarine for the pur- 
pose of deceiving will go as far as anything possibly can in that 
direction. The original cost of oleomargarine, according to the 
testimony both in court and before the committee, including the 
2-cent tax, is only 8 cents a pound. It is sold to the retail dealer 
at from 12 to 15 cents a pound, and by the retailer dealer is sold 
to the consumer at from 25 cents to 30 cents, accordingly as the 
price of butter varies in the different markets. 

Swift & Co., of Chicago, in a brief say: 

The average price of the cheapest grade of oleomargarine for the year 
ending December 31, 1899, was exactly 10} cents per pound. 

This is the price charged by both manufacturers and jobbers to 
the retail dealer. The manufacturers, in offering their product to 
the retail dealer, hold out as an inducement the fact that their 
product is of such quality and is such a perfect imitation of but- 
ter that it can be sold at butter prices. In acircular sent the 
Chicago trade October 22, 1898, William J. Moxley, the largest 
manufacturer of oleomargarine in the United States, says, among 
other things: 

Your profit will be double the amount made from the butter you are now 


handling, and your butter trade will be more satisfied if you will sell them 
such butterine as you can buy from me. 


Or again, under date of March 17, 1899, Messrs. Braun & Fitts, 
of Chicago, sent to the trade a circular containing the following: 

Now is your chance to build up a first-class trade by handling only first- 
class butterine. Eggs aresellingat cost, but ‘* The Only High Grade” will give 
you profit, so keep pushing its sale and build up a reputation for good butter. 

They do not say, “Build up a reputation for good butterine,” 
but for *‘ good butter,” thereby admitting that they are encourag- 
ing the retail dealer in practicing absolute fraud upon his cus- 
tomers. 

In another circular which I have here, sent out by the Capital 
City Dairy Company, they represent to the trade that their but- 
terine or oleomargarine should sell to the consumer at from 25 cents 
to 30 cents a pound, If, therefore, the dealer has the opportunity 
of buying butterine at an average of 10} cents a pound, as stated 
by Swift & Co., and can sell that product for butter at from 25 
cents to 30 cents a pound, here is a profit the size of which con- 
stitutes the inducement the dealer has for engaging in this fraud- 
ulent business and also the inducement for violating the laws of 
his own State which prohibit him from selling oleomargarine 
colored as butter. This profit would be so reduced by the imposi- 
tion of a tax of 10 cents a pound that no retail merchant could af- 
ford to incur the risk of being punished for thus violating the laws 
of his own State, and if he had customers who wanted to buy or 
consume oleomargarine, he would buy it in its natural color and 
sell it for what itis. In this way the imposition of the tax of 10 
cents a pound would stamp out the fraud that is now being prac- 
ticed in the business of manufacturing and selling oleomargarine. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LoRIMER] claimed in his 
remarks that this 10-cent tax would operate to drive the oleomar- 
garine manufacturers out of existence. This necessarily implies 
that oleomargarine can not be sold except when it is colored to 
resemble that which it is not, and yet he asserts that the bill un- 
der consideration will tend to encourage fraud in the sale of 
oleomargarine. If the effect of this measure will be to destroy 
the industry, it can not certainly encourage fraud. 

THE MANUFACTURER PROTECTS THE DEALER. 

The manufacturers of oleomargarine have themselves admitted 
before the Committee on Agriculture that they protect the dealers 
in the various States against the violation of the laws of their 
States. Ihave here a circular issued by Mr. Moxley, of Chicago, 
under date of August 2, 1899, in which he says to the trade: 

We know exactly where we stand; we are properly advised on the sub- 
ject, and now we make you a fair offer. Handle our goods as you always 
have; we in turn promise to guarantec full protection against the State law. 

In other words, he says to the trade, ‘‘Sell our goods for butter, 
as you always have, and we will afford you full protection against 
the violation of the laws of your State.” 

Can any gentleman defend upon this floor or anywhere else any 
business or the men engaged in any business who will thus openly 
encourage the violation of law in the sale of their product or in the 
carrying on of their business by those whom they can induce to 
handle their product? It is an outrageous pose. and it 
shows the extent to which men can be induced to go in the viola- 
tion of a law for the purpose of reaping the enormous profit there 
is in the manufacture and sale of a counterfeit product or the 
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manufacture and sale of oleomargarine for butter and at butter 
rices. 
P THE ALLEGED INJURY TO THE CATTLE INDUSTRY. 

But it is claimed by the opponents of this bill that its passage 
will work great harm and injury to those engaged in the cattle 
business, in that it will reduce the price of cattle $2 per head. 
This claim rests entirely upon the supposition that all the material 
used in the manufacture of oleomargarine is furnished by cattle 
and the cattle raiser gets all the profit from the manufacture of 
oleo oil—a proposition that is absurd on the face of it. Let us 
assume that in the year 1899 5,000,000 head of cattle were slaugh- 
tered, which is a large estimate. During that year there were 
manufactured 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine. 

According to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, made 
to this House last May, it would be a very liberal estimate to say 
that one-third of the material used in the manufacture of this 
oleomargarine was oleo oil, Therefore there were consumed in 
the manufacture of these 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine 
27,600,000 pounds of oleo oil, and it is also a very liberal estimate 
to say that all of this oleo oil is the product of tallow or the fat 
of cattle. But assuming that it was, this oleo oil was worth at a 
fair estimate 8 cents per pound. The value of the oleo oil enter- 
ing into the manufacture of oleomargarine in the year 1899 was 
$2,208,000, or 44 cents’ worth of oil from each head of cattle killed 
in the slaughterhouses of the country that year. 

Suppose the manufacture of oleomargarine were to cease in 
this country and in Europe, thus destroying the market for the 
sale of oleo oil. The material out of which it is manufactured 
would then be sold for tallow, which is worth more than half the 
price of oleo oil. In that case the 44 cents’ worth of tallow now 
sold as oleo oil would sell for 22 cents as tallow, and the actual 
loss in the event of the destruction of this business would be 22 
cents ahead onevery steer worth from $30 to $60. Theevidence be- 
fore the committee does not sustain the claim that oleo oil is manu- 
factured entirely from tallow. It appears from letters in my pos- 
session, written by men who work in this business, that a great 
deal of it is manufactured from garbage, refuse, offal, and all by- 
grease products; so that the actual loss would be infinitesimal as 
compared with the loss that the dairymen sustain by reason of 
their being driven out of the market by the manufacturers of 
spurious butter, or by being compelled to sell genuine butter at 
prices that do not afford a reasonable profit. 

Another fact worthy of our consideration is that it nowhere ap- 
pears, and is not claimed by the friends of oleomargarine on the 
floor of this House, that the man who sells the steer derives any 
benefit whatever on account of the increased value of oleo oil over 
that of tallow. <A steer is bought upon the basis of the price of 
meat in the open market and not upon the basis of the price for 
which oleo oil can besold. Instead of thefarmer getting the differ- 
ence there is between the price of the tallow in the beef and oleo 
oil it goes to either the man who slaughters the beef or to the man 
who manufactures and sells oleo oil. Another fact worthy of 
our consideration is that less than one-third of the oleo oil manu- 
factured in this country is consumed in the manufacture of oleo- 
margarine. During the fiscal year 1900 we exported 150,000,000 

»ounds of oleo oil, and this business will continue hereafter as 

eretofore, for the bill under consideration in no way affects the 
business of manufacturing and selling oleo oil as such. So that 
the claim that this bill, if enacted into law, will injuriously affect 
the cattle raisers or dealers in cattle in this country rests upon 
nothing whatever except the desire of these cattle associations to 
aid the manufacturers of oleomargarine in their effort to build up 
their business in defiance of the laws of the State and at the ex- 
penseof the dairyindustry of this country, an industry with which 
they are not directly or indirectly connected. 

MAGNITUDE OF THE DAIRY INDUSTRY OF THE UNION. 

Aside from the protection which this bill will afford every con- 
sumer of butter against the frauds and deceptions now practiced 
= him, it will also afford protection to that great industry in 
which more than 5,000,000 farmers of the United States are di- 
rectly interested—the dairy industry. 

According to the statistics of the Agricultural Department there 
is invested in dairying in the United States more than $2.000,000,- 
000. This includes the value of milk, cows, lands, and creameries. 
The production of butter the past year was 1,500,000,000 pounds, 
but it is estimated that only about 900,000,000 pounds of this was 
sold in the open market, the remainder being consumed by the 
producers. These statistics are amply verified by the magnitude 
of the dairy industry in the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent, 

MINNESOTA'S DAIRY INDUSTRY. 

For the number of its inhabitants, Minnesota is to-day the 
greatest dairy State in the Union. Not only in the magnitude of 
the industry does it excel, but it stands preeminent also because 
of the superior excellence of the butter manufactured by the 
dairymen of that State. It was the butter manufactured by 











Samuel Haugdahl, of New Sweden, Nicollet County, Minn., that 
won the first prize at the Paris Exposition of 1900, and won it, 
too, in competition with the butter of the whole world; it was 
the butter manufactured by S. P. Bork, of Bixby, Steele County, 
Minn., that won the first prize at the Trans-Mississippi Exposi- 
tion, at Omaha, in 1898; it was the butter of Thomas Milton, of 
St. Paul, Minn., that carried off the prize at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 
in competition with the butter makers of the United States; and 
it was the butter of H. F. Snodergaard, of Litchfield, Minn., that 
won the prize for butter in the contest at Lincoln, Nebr., in 1899, 
with 700 competitors. 

We have in our State 720 creameries, valued at $2,880,000. These 
creameries have 54,600 patrons. Four hundred thousand cows 
contribute the milk manufactured by these creameries into but- 
ter. These cows are valued at $12,000,000. Sixty-three million 
pounds of butter was the product of our creameries last year, and 
the value of that product was $12,000,000. There was in addi- 
tion to this 350,000 calves, valued at $5,250,000. The value of the 
farm lands used for dairying, allowing 40 acres to each patron of 
the creameries, is $65,525,000. The farm fixtures especially used 
in dairying in our State are worth $5,640,000, allowing only $100 
for each dairy farm. The total investment in the creamery and 
butter industry of Minnesota is therefore $85,850,000. Taking the 
butter yield, value of calves, value of surplus skim milk for feed- 
ing purposes, the annual income on this investment tothe farmers 
of Minnesota is $19,600,000. 

In addition to this we have, in the State of Minnesota. a farm 
dairying industry. The statistics furnished me by Prof. T. L. 
Haecker, of the State agricultural experiment station, show that 
in the farm dairying industry we have 385,000 cows, valued at 
$11,550,000. The value of our dairy farms, allowing 5} acres per 
cow, is $63,525,000. The value of farm fixtures especially in- 
tended for dairying is $5,000,000, making a total investment in 
the farm dairying industry of: Minnesota of $80,075,000 and an 
annual income to the farmers of the State from this branch of 
the dairy industry of $15,000,000. 

The grand total, therefore, of the investment in both branches 
of the dairying industry in the State of Minnesota is $165,925,000, 
producing an income of $34,600,000 per annum. 

It must be apparent to everyone, therefore, from the magnitude 


| of the dairy industry in Minnesota alone, that in the entire coun- 


try this industry leads all others except agriculture. That the 
future growth and prosperity of this industry is seriously men- 
aced by the manufacture and sale of a by-grease product for but- 
ter which can only be sold in the color of butter and is sold, too, in 
open violation of the laws of thirty-two States, deceiving and de- 
frauding every man and woman who purchases it or who con- 
sumes it, supposing it to be that which it resembles, is apparent 
from the fact that about 14 per cent of the open-market demand 
for butter is to-day supplied by this spurious product and that its 
manufacture and sale is increasing at the rate of 25,000,000 pounds 
a year. There are only 26 manufacturers of oleomargarine in 
the United States, yet these 26 manufacturers are supplying this 
large percentage of the open market for butter in competition 
with 5,000,000 farmers. They are able to do this only because 
they color their product so as to resemble every shade of yellow 
demanded by the butter trade of the country, varying the shade 
to conform to the color of butter in the various seasons of the 
year, and then they override the laws of the States and deceive 
the public by selling their product to the consumer for the butter 
of the farmer. This is the business which distinguished gentle- 
men upon this floor tell us is a legitimate business and should be 
permitted to continue. 

The product of these 26 oleomargarine factories for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1900, was 107,000,000 pounds of oleomarga- 
rine, or 53,500 tons, sufficient to fill 5,200 freight cars and make a 
train 35 miles in length. If this enormous quantity of oleomar- 
garine went to the consumer as oleomargarine, or as a substitute 
for butter, there could be no legitimate complaint, for in that 
case it would be the result of the law of the survival of the fittest: 
but it was not. The testimony shows conclusively that 90 per 
of it was consumed by people who supposed they were eating 
butter and who paid butter prices for it, 

METHODS EMPLOYED TO DEFEAT THIS MEASURE. 

Not since I have been a member of this House has there been a 
more persistent or systematic effort to defeat any measure than 
there has been to defeat the Grout bill. Every means within the 
power of the oleomargarine people have been employed for that 
purpose. These people have not only employed every availabie 
means at their command here in Washington, but they have gone 
into the districts represented on this floor by men who have worked 
conscientiously and led in this fight from the beginning of the fight 
for the passage of the bill, and by the use of money, charges of 
bribery, and every other disreputable means sought their defeat. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. WapswortTH] told us this 
afternoon how certain men connected with the National Dairy 
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Union tried to secure his defeat. There are others upon this floor 
who had to contend against the influence and power of the oleo 
people, that overshadows by far the opposition he met. 

If | would relate to this House my own experience with the 
dastardly efforts of these counterfeiters to discredit me in the esti- 
mation of the people I have had the honor to represent upon this 
floor the past eight years, it would reveal the fact that in this 
fight these imposters, these law-breakers, like all other men en- 
gaged in the practice of fraud and deception for profit, have had 
no regard for truth, reputation, or character in matters affecting 
their interest. 

THE FARMER AND THE FUTURE SAFETY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. Speaker, the farmer does not often appear before Congress 
asking for legislation in his interest, but he is here now, and here 
in earnest. He is subjected to-day to that which no industry 
would quietly submit to—illegitimate and fraudulent competition. 

The market for the sale of one of his most important products, 
which belongs to him as a matter of right, is seriously menaced. 
He demands protection against the loss of his legitimate market 
by the fraud practiced by the 26 manufacturers of oleomargarine 
in this country. The farmer is never aggressive, but always 
patient. He devotes his life to the production of those things 
which are relied upon for the sustenance of the people, and has, 
therefore, a primal right to be heard and to receive the relief 
which he demands by the passage of this bill. Every farmer is a 
stockholder in our Republic. As you protect‘and prosper him 
you add to the blessings of the whole people. Let Congress, 
therefore, do its duty to the farmer, who belongs to that large 
patriotic class of our people whose intelligent minds, rugged and 

triotic hearts, are the impregnable fortress and safety of the 
Republic. {Prolonged applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired, and the time for general debate under the order of 
the House is exhausted. The Clerk will now report the bill by 
paragraphs for debate and amendment under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEctTION 1. Be it enacted, etc., That all articles known as oleomargarine: 
butterine, imitation butter, or imitation cheese, or any substance in the sem- 
blance of butter or cheese not the usual product of the dairy and not made 
exclusively of pure and unadulterated milk or cream, transported into any 
State or Territory, and remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or stor- 
age therein, shall, upon the arrival within the limits of such State or Terri- 
tory, be subject to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Ter- 
ritory enacted into the exercise of its police powers to the same extent and 
in the same manner as though such articles or substances had been produced 
in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of 
being introduced therein in origing] packages or otherwise: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to permit any State to forbid the man 
ufacture or sale of oleomargarine in a separate and distinct form and in such 


manner as will advise the consumer of its real character free from coloration 
or ingredient that causes it to look like butter. 


{[Mr. DAHLE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will regard the amendment as 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move to insert after the word 
‘‘ Territory,” in the tenth line, on the first page, and after the 
word ‘‘ Territory,” in line 7, on the same page, and also in line 1, 
on page 2 of the bill, after the word ‘‘ Territory,” the words “or 
the District of Columbia.” 

These were omitted in making up the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the purpose of the gentle- 
man is to perfect the bill in that respect, the words to which he 
has referred ought to be inserted in line 9 also. 

Mr.GROUT. The gentleman is doubtlesscorrect. My eye did 
not catch the omission at the time. I move to insert these words, 
where it may be necessary, to complete the bili. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Grout was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the pro- 
viso in this paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “‘ otherwise,” in line 3,down to the end of the 
paragraph. 


{[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman in 
charge of the bill has a correction to propose to the printed bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Is not the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia |Mr. BARTLETT] in order? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia insist upon 
his amendment? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; most assuredly. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BARTLETT, 
on a division (demanded by Mr. BARTLETT) there were—ayes 48, 
noes 117. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 


= 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, in line 11 there is a misprint. The 
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word ‘‘in” is printed ‘‘into.” I move to strike out “into” and 
insert “in.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 11, page 1, strike out “into” and insert “in.” 


_ SPEAKER. Witbout objection, this correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, another correction. The Clerk 
informs me that in the print, which he has, in line 5 the word 
“dairy” is printed ‘‘diary.” In the reprint this morning it is 
correct, but it is necessary to make the correction in the copy 
which the Clerk has. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, there are two points of advantage 
to be gained by the passage of this bill—the one to suppress decep- 
tive and counterfeit practices and the other to increase the revenues 
of the Government. Upon the former ground more than 7,000.000 
people of this country, engaged in an industry of the value of more 
than five hundred millions each year, urgeits passage. This unani- 
mous ys see alone should move this body to a favorable considera- 
tion of the present bill, because it is not pretended—indeed, it can 
not be—that the appeal is without great merit and that the com- 
plaints are without just foundation. This universal demand of the 
butter producers should receive in this body immediate and con- 
clusive favorable action, because good will come to them and no 
harm happen thereby to others. Legislation which defines the 
rights of people and describes the paths in which men shall oper- 
ate can certainly do no harm, especially when it results, on the 
one hand, in stimulating and maintaining an honest industry, and, 
on the other, in the suppression of frand and deceit. 

It is not the intention of the advocates of this measure to take 
anything from the natural privileges of the people, nor to add one 
particle to the expense incident to their enjoyment. The passage 
of this bill will not increase the expenses of obtaining a com- 
modity which anyone may desire. If oleomargarine is given its 
proper name, and given other than butter color when offered for 
sale, the revenue to be derived by this bill is reduced to the 
nominal sum of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. This is not only 
a relief to the consumer, but a slight inducement to the manufac- 
turer and the storekeeper to keep themseives honest. The assumed 
interest of the dealer in oleomargarine and its relations to secure 
it to the consumer as cheaply as possible is so beautifully gener- 
ous that even the farmers are tempted to apologize for the hard 
feelings which they are accused of possessing. To this time it 
is not recorded in commercial history that the manufacturer of 
fatty substances had reason to manifest more benevolence than is 
usual to humanity. 

The solicitude of these fellows for the rights of the consumers 
is not more real than the stuff which they make and permit to be 
sold under another name. They manufacture oleomargarine and 
cell it for butter because of the enormons profit re: ulting to them. 
If this bill did not interfere in some way with those profits, the 
poor of the country, for whose benefit this stir has been so well 
managed, might stil! look after their own rights and still continue 
as heretofore to provide their own suppers. Tue petitions and 
protests from the laborers of our and urging the defeat of this 
bill do not mean what they pretend to mean. As I take it, no 
sensible man means to petition this body to increase his cot of 
living or to decline to pass a law which would prevent the prac- 
tices of fraud upon him. The provisions of this bill do not in any 
way change the ingredients of oleomargarine. They simply tend 
to compel the product to be kept and be known by its proper name. 
Oleomargarine will be cheaper and taste as good and suffice all 
its purposes as heretofore by the passage of this bill. 

Why do the oleomargarine dealers insist upon giving their prod- 
uct the same color as that of butter made from milk and cream? 
One answer only can be made, and it is that they desire the prod- 
uct to look like butter. Why have it look like butter? is the 
natural question. The question answers itself: So that it may be 
mistaken for butter. Ithas always been the aim of oleomargarine 
manufacturers to make their product resemble in every way but- 
ter made from milk and cream. Their skill has enabled them to 
produce a material that defies the expert. Nothing short of an 
analysis will disclose the difference. ‘The contention is made by 
those opposing the passage of this bill that the makers of butter 
have no right to the exclusive use of the color ‘* yellow” and its 
various shades. By common consent, by long and continued usage, 
this color has become the property of the farmer, the dairyman, 
and the agriculturist. Trade, unfeeling as it may be. never 
thought of robbing him of his trade-mark, admitted to be his; and 
this Semmes should be _ to recognize his right and to assist 
him in its protection. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has held it to be within the range of legislative action to define 
the mode and manner in which everyone may so use his own as 
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not to injure others. This doctrine is not new, and is not mis- 
understood by anyone; a principle that is recognized in every 
State of the Union, and made the basis of the practical adminis- 
tration and regulation of its police powers in the control of do- 
mestic order. prild 

I suppose that it will not be contended by anyone that the but- 
ter producer has a statutory right to the exclusive and accepted 
use of this color. No statute has been passed by any tribanal 

retending to confer ——y upon him such a privilege. But he 
1as established his trade and identified his product by the use of 
the color ‘* yellow and its shades,” so that everyone consuming it 
would know from what it was manufactured. The color has al- 
ways been the identifier. The color adopted for centuries was 
selected by both producer and consumer. It was selected to be 
used to distinguish butter made from unadulterated milk and 
cream from all other substances. It is as important to the pure- 
butter trade as any trade-mark can be which alone distinguishes 
and describes the commodity which it presents. 

This great business which relies upon this trade-mark can not 
survive if imitators are allowed to enter its precincts. It is not 
only for the protection of the makers of butter, but for that of 
the consumer also that this bill is pressed to passage. If oleo- 
margarine be manufactured free from coloration that ‘‘ causes it 
to look like butter,” this bill does not interfere with public or pri- 
vate rights nor produce hardships of any kind. The sale of oleo- 
margarine is not only permitted thereby, but encouraged to the 
extent of a reduction in the internal-revenue tax. The restric- 
tive part of the bill is ‘‘aimed at the designed and intentional 
imitation of dairy butter in manufacturing the new product.” 

The opposition to this bill can not conceal itself behind the pre- 
tended interest which it manifests for the tastes and desires of 
the consumer. The object in coloring oleomargarine is well de- 
scribed by Mr. Justice Harlan in delivering the opinion of the 
United States Supreme Court, in Plumley v. Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts (155 U. S. Reports, p. 223): 

Now the real object of coloring oleomargarine so as to make it look like 
genuine butter is that it may appear to be what it is not, and thus induce un- 
wary purchasers who do not c rr scrutinize the label upon the package in 
which it is contained, to buy it, and as for butter produced from unadulter- 
ated milk or cream from such milk. The suggestion that oleomargarine is 
artificially colored so as to render it more palatable and attractive can only 
mean that consumers are deluded by such coloration into believing that they 
are Fotting genuine butter. 

If any one thinks that Semeeraeae, not artificially colored so as to cause 
it to look like butter, is as palatable or as wholesome for purposes of food as 
pure butter, he is, as already observed, at liberty, under the statute of Mas- 
sachusetts, to manufacture it in that state or to sell it there in such manner 
as to inform the customer of its real character. He is only forbidden to 

ce, in such matters, a fraud upon the general public. The statute 
seeks to suppress false pretenses and to promote fair dealing in the sale of an 
article of food. It compels the sale of oleomargarine for what it really is 
by preventing its sale for what it is not. 

The Massachusetts legislature had passed a law prohibiting the 
sale of colored imitation butter made from unadulterated milk or 
cream. 

This language was used by Justice Harlan in determining 
whether this law was in conflict with the provision of the Consti- 
tution of the United States giving Congress the power to regu- 
late commerce between the States. The court held that the State 
act in no way violated the Federal Constitution, and, moreover, 
that any one who endeavored to commit fraud upon the public 
could not use that document as a shield. The justice further said 
in the course of the opinion: 

Can it be true that the Constitution of the United States secures to any one 
the privilege of manufacturing and selling an article of food in such manner 
as to induce the mass of ple to believe that they are buying something 
which in fact is wholly different from that which is offered for sale? Does 
the freedom of commerce among the States demand a recognition of the right 
to practice a deception upon the public in the sale of any articles, even those 
that may become the subject of trade in different parts of the country? 


After a most careful and elaborate review of all the cases decided 
in different States bearing upon the reservation of power com- 
mitted to them to regulate and control commerce therein tending 
to permit the practice of deception upon the public, the justice 
dis dof the present case in the following forcible declaration 
of the rights of the people to protection against deceptive practices: 


It has therefore been adjudged that the States may legislate to prevent 
the spread of crime,and may exclude from their limits paupers, convicts, per- 
sons likely to become a public charge, and _ persons afflicted with contagious 
or infectious diseases. hese and other like things having immediate con- 
nection with the health, morals, and safety of the people may be done by the 
States in the exercise of the right of self-defense. and yet it issupposed that 
the owners of a compound which has been putin acondition to cheat the pub- 
lic into believing that it is a particular article of food in daily use and eagerly 
sought by people in every condition of life are protected by the Constitution 
in making a sale of it against the will of the State in which it is offered for 
sale, because of the circumstances that it is in an original package and has 

© a subject of ordinary traffic. Weare unwilling to accept this view. 

We are of the opinion that itis within the power of a State to exclude from 
its markets any compound manufactured in another State which has been 
artificially colored or adulterated so as to cause it to look like an article of 
food in general use, and the sale of which may, by reason of such coloration or 
adulteration, cheat the general public into purchasing that which they did 
not intend to buy. The Constitution of the United States does not secure o 
anyone the pri of defrauding the public. The deception against whica 


the statute of Massachusetts is aimed is an offense against society, and the 
States are as competent to protect their people against such offenses or 
wrongs as | are to protect them against crimes or wrongs of more serious 
character; and this protection may be given withoy violating any right se- 
cured by the national Constitution and without infringing the authority of 
the General Government. A State enactment forbidding the sale of deceit- 
ful imitations of articles of food in general use among the people does not 
abridge any privilege secured to citizens of the United States nor, in any 
just sense, interfere with the freedom of commerce among the several States. 

I have heard no one dispute the proposition that the sale of oleo- 
margarine in imitation of butter is a fraud, and that those guilty 
of the practice are amenable to punishment in courts of justice. 
Why, then, should there be such an effort made toenable the makers 
and sellers of oleomargarine to deal in their imitation product? 
Why should its advocates avow their purpose to maintain, through 
the failure of legislation, a business that has but two great objects— 
deception and enormous profits. The only way to secure to the 
farmer the protection he demewds is to separate butter and oleo- 
margarine fromeach other. The only way to protect the general 
public from the results of deception and cheating is to require 
these two products to maintain different colors. Itis not the pur- 
pose of this bill or its advocates to keep butter and oleomargarine 
from the same market stall. The butter dealer does not demand 
permission to color his product in imitation of any color which the 
oleomargarine dealer may select; he demands protection from the 
admitted wrongs of the latter; he asks to have continued posses- 
sion of a property which he by great diligence and persistence has 
lawfully and in good conscience acquired. 

The first section of the bill enables courts in the different States 
to enforce their laws against what is known as the original-pack- 
ageman. Nearly every State in the Union has a law either driv- 
ing the butter imitator from the field or restraining him in his 
business, so as to afford the public the best possible protection. 
Prosecuting officers are oftentimes baffled in their attempts to 
enforce State laws because of their fear of crossing boundaries 
defining their jurisdiction. This provision, if it should become a 
law, will supply them with an assured power which nearly every 
defendant denies, and will relieve prosecutions from an embarrass- 
ment which nearly every offender seeks or threatens to inflict. 
State courts will then stand ready and fully equipped to execute 
statutes made to enforce its police powers in the regulation of its 
internal affairs and to restrain the noxious acts of its inhabitants. 

The second section of the act in no wise licenses fraud or per- 
mits the sale of imitation food products. If the manufacturer 
insists upon coloring his product in imitation of butter he shall 
be compelled to pay to the Government 10 cents per pound for 
such colored commodity, subject to all the provisions of the act of 
Congress of August 2, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act defining butter, also 
imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of oleomargarine.” ‘These provisions are 
made to secure the public against imposition, and the oleomarga- 
rine manufacturer will still have to comply with them in addition 
to making the payment of a tax of 10 cents per pound. When 
oleomargarine reaches the boundaries of the State in which it is 
consigned, although it may have had on it a tax of 10 cents per 
ata and although all the provisions of the act above referred to 
may have been complied with, the State authorities without in- 
terruption may sieze it if it isin imitation of butter, provided a 
State law exists prohibiting its sale in that condition. Here is 
where the offender will find himself confronted by an obstacle 
which he has himself erected. 

it may not be a sensible argument in support of this measure, 
nor of any service to its advocates, to recite the monstrous wrongs 
committed by the manufacturers and dealers in oleomargarine 
against the farmers, dairymen, creamery men, and agriculturists 
of my State and of my Congressional district. In the latter terri- 
tory the farmer and the dairymen have lived and thrived since 
the day William Penn marked it for hisown. The productions 
of the farm and the dairy have been to them a chief source of liv- 
ing at all times and have supplied Philadelphia, within a morn- 
ing’s — with the finest and most palatable luxuries. Itstands 
an equal in agricultural and dairy products with any section of 
the United States, as an examination of the statistics of the Agri- 
cultural Department will show me justified in stating. 

Here the farmer has always prided himself on his progress and 
has earned a reputation for high honor in the practice of his 
oe He has always kept himself modern in all actions of 

ife and quit an old habit as soon as he discovered a better one. 
Farming and dairying have at all times brought him a good liv- 
ing and enabled him to indulge in luxuries common to a well 
regulated and cultivated society. While his ways may perhaps 
have been classed as amongst those of the simpler ones of life, he has 
well earned his reputation for honesty, for observance of domestic 
order, and for exemption from the social vices found in ordinary 
society. Many a farm can trace in its present occupant and his 
ancestry a possession of the same fields for more than two centuries. 
He has never cared to go beyond the legitimate boundaries of his 
occupation, and no thought of swindling either his patrons or his 
competitors ever took possession of him. 
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The ills of life he has borne without complaint, and has always 
expressed his satisfaction in the success of enterprises other than 
his own. That the fertile tields of Chester and Delaware have 
rewarded these sober-minded people for all their toil their present 
condition of life bears ample evidence. That they have moved 
with the rest of the world, advanced as it advanced, and improved 
as it improved the appearance of magnificent farms, cultivated 
with the most modern machinery and in the most approved man- 
ner, stocked with fine cattle, and adorned with handsome farm 
buildings supplied with every betterment known to the profession, 
furnish conclusive evidence and testify to their thrift and intelli- 
gence. The creamery has supplanted the spring, and within the 
last twenty years, because of this modern and successful method 
of producing butter. the business of the dairyman has more than 
doubled in this district. 

The farmer has gone through business depression without com- 
plaint and without appeal to his Government for belp. Not 
until the hand of the imitator and the swindler was found in 
his midst, an evil which he could not remedy alone, and an 
obstruction to his legitimate business which he could not remove 
alone, has he ever made an appeal to the greatest law-giving 
tribunal of this land for relief. This imitation product has come 
as his competitor, and after a struggle of fifteen years to keep it 
to itself, to be called by its right name, the farmer is prepared to 
prove that but one successful and complete remedy is left to him, 
and that is through this body, for a law which will enable the 
different States of the Union to legislate effectually against the 
article shipped therein in what is known as an original package. 
The farmer has no fear of this ruinous competition so long as 
oleomargarine may be sold by its right name. To secure this 
result, they must be offered on the market dissimilar in color. 


Every other remedy has been tried, every trial has resulted in | 
failure. The more perfect the imitation, the better the oppor- | 


tunity to work the deception. 

On good butter the farmer has a profit when the retail price 
exceeds the sum of 25 cents per pound, for ic costs him that much 
to produce it, On the counterfeit sold as ‘‘Extra Fancy Cream- 
ery,” the favorite name adopted by its counterfeiter, a profit is 
realized if the sale is made above the price of 7 cents per pound, 


the cost of its production. The aim of the counterfeiter is to sell | 


his well-made counterfeit, in both appearance and name, at about 
the sum of 25 cents per pound. In this he is not always success- 
ful, but an enumeration of a number of sales in Philadelphia 
during the winter of 1900, in which the date of the sale is given, 
the name of the vender with his address, and the price at which 
he succeeded in working off his imitation, will at least prove my 
statement to be truthful: 


Oleomargarine bought for butter. 












Date. | Name. | Address. Price. 
1900. | Cents. 
Jan. 2/| A. Levinson -......-.-. | 11382 Columbia ovenne, Exiadeiphie... 28 
Jan. 5 | Geo. W. Powell.-.-...- As and Thompson streets, Philadel- 26 
| »hia. 
Jan. 6) A. Levinson .........| nite Columbia avenue, Philadelphia. . 28 
Jan. 13 | John McAteer -......| 2916 Richmond street, Philadelphia... 25 
Jan. 13 | Omaha Meat Market) 2856 Richmond street, Philadelphia. 18 
Jan. 16 | Daniel Dougherty -.| Ei — pa McKean streets, Phila- 21 
| | delphia. 
Jan. 16 George Macmunn... — and Norris streets, Philadel- 25 
j hia. 
Jan. 16 | James Bell..-..... ----| sibs Germantown avenue, Philadel- 23 | 
| hia. 
Jan. 16 | Ogden’s Market -.-.-.. culo Ridge avenue, Philadelphia. .... 20 
Jan. 18 | W. J. Strange ..-.... | 607 North Second street, Philadelphia 22 
Jan. 24 | Daniel Dougherty -..| 1604 Ridge avenue, Philadelphia ---.... 21 
Feb. 6 | Eagleson & Poole ...-| 1584 Cumberland street, Philadelphia 21 
Feb. 6 | James Bell........... | Howard and Cumberland streets, 22 
Philadelphia. 
Feb. 6 | W.N. Andrew. .-.... 2022 Frankford avenue, Philadelphia 21 
Feb. 6 | James Farraher....-. | 2990 Richmond street, Philadelphia 20 
Feb. 6 | D.S.Ogden ..........| 1143 Vine street, Philadelphia. -...... 20 
Feb. 12 | McFarland Bros. -....| 32 South Main street, Phoenixville 26 
Jan. 4° J.P. Kelley ..........! Fortieth Street Market, Philadelphia 2 
Jan. 14 | W. M. Begley .......- 1418 Soath Twentieth street, Phila- 20 
dcdeiphia. 
Feb. 22 | Wm. Stewart........ = Germantown avenue, Philadel- 24 
yhia. 
Mar. 3 | J. Madden .-..........) ity Passyunk avenue, Philadelphia. 26 
Jan. 15 | W.J.Strange. ..-| 2238 Callowhill street, Philadelphia. - 25 
Feb. 10 | Fayer & Fink. -| 1118 South street, Philadelphia 20 
Mar. 10 | J.L. Neal -.... -| 1022 South street, Philadelphia 25 
Feb. 24 | D.S. Ogden ... .| 2417 Ridge avenue, Philadelphia - - 25 
Feb. 24 | E. W. Harvey. .| 2145 Ridge avenue, Philadelphia. -..... 25 
Jan. 15 | C. P. Smith -.. .| 2342 Callowhill street, Philadelphia. . 2% 
W.J. Strange... .| 2048 Ridge avenue, Philadelphia. ..... 2 
Te Cid eee beset swnies | 607 North Second street, Philadelphia 25 
Feb. 3 | Jos.A. Wurster ..-- 817 Vine street, Philadelphia--........ 20 








LEVI WELLS, 
Dairy and Food Commissioner. 


This list was furnished me by Mr. Wells last spring, the then 
dairy and tood commissioner of Pennsylvania, at my request, 
with the additional information that high-grade butter during 











that perioc ranged in price in Philadelphia markets from 30 to 
35 cents per pound. He further informed me that in each one of 
these sales butter was inquired for, and the vendor pushed on his 
supposedly innocent customer oleomargarine, on which a profit 
of 15 to 20 cents per pound had been secured to somebody. The 
farmer’s high-grade butter should have brought at the retailer's 
stall 40 cents per pound, and his profits should have been 15 cents 
per pound instead of 5 or 6 cents. 

In addition to this official list of violators of the oleomargarine 
laws of Pennsylvania, I have a statement froma reliable agent of 
the dairy and food commissioner of that State showing that he 
had bought, within a period of a few months, over two hundred 
samples of this counterfeit put up in rolls to imitate farmers’ 
rolls and creamery prints. In every case he inquired for butter 
and received and paid for oleomargarine at butter prices or within 
two or three cents of it. In every caseit was colored in exact imi- 
tation of butter, and in many cases the prints were neatly put up 
in wrappers on which was branded the illusory, tempting, and 
familiar designation belonging to the manufacturers of good but- 
ter, ‘‘ Mf’s Creamery,” ‘‘ Crescent,” *‘ Clover,” etc. 

Farmers in my Congressional district can not survive on a profit 
of 5 or 6 cents per pound for butter. The competition which 
takes from him what he is justly entitled to demand is a dishon- 
est one and courts and legislatures should act with promptness 
and unanimity where their power is invoked in order to prevent 
it. This deceptive practice is held, by the highest judicial tribu- 
nal in our land, to warrant the legislatures of the different States 
in the enactment of laws prohibiting the manufacture or sale of 
oleomargarine colored like butter. Because the business is a 
swindle, and for this reason alone, are the lawmakers clothed 
with sufficient power to exclude the imitation from the markets 
and to punish everyone who lays his hand on it for the purpose 
of profit. 

Should this bill pass, the Government will furnish the prelim- 
inary remedy by the imposition of a tax of 10 cents per pound on 
the counterfeit, reducing the profit of the counterfeiter, thereby 
depriving him of so much profit, and his temptation to dishonesty 
in that proportion. This addition to his burdens will force him 
to raise the price of his commodity, thereby raising the price of 
butter, while the best article will have the same effect upon the 
farmer's best production. Whilethis kind of competition can not, 
perhaps, be urged as a good reason for the passage of legislation, 
admitting oleomargarine to be not unhealthful, yet the great 
wrong done thereby should induce the legislature to look for the 


| reasons warranting favorable action. 


The reasons which I have given should be sufficient to induce 
the support of this bill as reported by the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. It tends to the suppression of crime and the maintenance 
of good order. It furnishes additional remedies to those already 
in existence. 

Mr. Speaker, it is contended here that the present Federal law 
supplies all the power necessary to suppress the swindle, which 
the adversaries of the present bill coolly admit in this debate is 
practiced everywhere in the United States with defiance and de- 
liberate design. This is not so, and a few facts will rebut their 
arguments and turn aside theories which I am inclined to think 
are made to please their constituents rather than convince their 
hearers. 

In Pennsylvania there are now pending 946 prosecutions for 
violation of its statute of 1899, imposing penalties, These prose- 
cutions have all been brought since the tirst day of the present 
year. During that same period of time 126 prosecutions, brought 
within it, have been terminated, making a grand total of 1,072 
prosecutions, and all these in addition to the many infractions of 
the same law which have not been discovered. Detections are 
difficult and convictions are obtained after long and spirited con- 
test. Officers of the law have been faithful and diligent in their 
pursuit after these violators. When detection takes place every 
art known to the legal profession is employed in their defense, 
Questions of the law’s constitutionality are raised, test cases made, 
appeals to higher courts taken, and all possible delays resorted to 
in order that justice may fail or punishment be postponed. 

The seller of colored oleomargarine has become as cute and wary 
as those who deal in any other counterfeit commodity. His profit 
is large enough to induce him to break a penal law, but does not 
furnish him a remuneration sufficient to enable him to hire good 
legal talent and keep up a war which is often ended in a court of 
last resort. Where do the means come from for such purposes? 
I believe they come from the manufacturers. I believe it because 
they ship their colored product into States which have enacted 
laws prohibiting its sale. It is against them the provisions of 
this law are directed, and until they can be restrained the swindle 
will goon. When State laws can be used to punish the original- 
package man, and Federal laws are in force to compel the manu- 
facturers to pay the Government a tax, as provided in this bill, 
the demands of justice and _— will be reached. 

The substitute for this bill, reported by the minority of the 
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Committee on Agriculture, does not pretend to furnish the rem- 
edy demanded. Without further restraint imposed upon him 
than that provided in existing law, the manufacturer may con- 
tinue to practice his deceit. The provisions in the substitute for 
wrapper stamping and branding, etc., to be done by the manu- 
facturer, are satisfactory tohim. Any law which permits him to 
imitate butter meets his approval. Such restrictions proposed in 
the substitute have been tried in many of the different States, 
only to find them unsuccessful. 

Oleomargarine in its natural state is one commodity; when col- 
ored resembling butter it becomes another. In the former case it 
has a value; in the latter a much larger one. The tax of 2 cents 
per pound imposed by existing law is held to be fair. The size of 
the tax was predicated upon the understanding that it was to be 
placed a oleomargarine. Ifthe value of the product is to be 
increas 
proposed tax of 10 cents per pound isequally fair. Lawyers dif- 
fer upon the power of Congress toimpose this tax of 10 cents. No 
argument, however, has been made here to-day that convinces 
this body of its lack of such power. If it does not exist, another 
tribunal is constituted for the express purpose of making it known. 
My duty is plain, and its performance a pleasure. 

If, when this measure becomes a law, as I believe it will at the 
present session of Congress, it shall be found ineffectual for the 
purpose of correcting this great evil, the war just begun will 
continue. It will goon and on until a remedy is secured through 
this legislative body that, when enforced by courts of justice, 
will correct one of the great wrongs of its time and secure to the 
agricuiturist, the farmer, and the dairyman a protection for his 
product against the work of the imitator, whose imitation threat- 
ens their destruction. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, we have all become familiar 
with the principle 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. FLEMING. I desire to renew the amendment. 

We have all become familiar with the principle known as the 
American protective system, by which the National Congress 
levies a tariff tax, collected at the custom-house, for the purpose 
of protecting an American industry against a foreign competitor; 
but this will be the only law upon the statute books of the United 
States which seeks to apply that principle of tariff protection in 
favor of one American citizen or one American industry against 





another American citizen or another American industry. We | 


are accustomed to tariff protection at the custom-house, but this 
is a bill under which we have tariff protection through the 
Internal-Revenue Department. 

We have heard a good deal, Mr. Speaker, about the deception 
practiced by the manufacturers of oleomargarine. I admire can- 
dor in all men, and I only wish that the men in charge of this 


bill would have the candor to put upon the face of the bill the | 
real purpose that they have in view. They have argued for hours | 


upon the passage of this measure. Not one word has been said in 
favor of its passage on the ground that it is a revenue-producing 
measure. and yet that would be the only legal justification this 
bill could have here or could have before the Supreme Court of 
the United States. We know its purpose is not to raise revenue, 


but to give advantage to one industry over another competitive | 


industry; and we know that if the gentlemen in charge of the bill 
will only write on its face its real purpose it can do no harm, 
because the Supreme Court of the United States would declare it 
illegal without a moment's hesitation. The bill as it is now 
drawn is not unconstitutional, and will not be held so by the 
Supreme Court. 

But why? Simply because the Supreme Court of the United 
States can not impugn the purpose, intention, or motive of the 
legislative department of the Government. And yet every man 
in this House knows what that purpose is. Your purpose is not 
to raise revenue, but to strike down one industry for the benefit 


ofanother. If the Supreme Court could take judicial knowledge | 


of the real object of the bill, they would declare it unconstitu- 
tional without the slightest hesitation, 

Mr. Speaker, it is a bad precedent when the taxing power of the 
Government is used, not as we have done heretofore, by a tariff 
to protect our people against foreigners, but when it is used to 
protect one American industry against another legitimate Amer- 
ican industry. When you start out in that course, where are you 
going to stop? Just as well, sir, might the producer of cane sugar 
in Louisiana come to Congress and say, ‘‘ 1 can not compete with 
the beet-sugar producer of the West,” and ask that a tax of 10 
cents a pound be put on beet sugar. Just as well might the beet- 
sugar producer of the West say, ‘‘I can not compete with the 
cane-sugar producer of Louisiana,” and ask that that industry be 
crushed. Mr. Speaker, such a practice will leave the whole mat- 
ter to be decided by a mere numerical majority, and of all the 


, and indeed the product itself changed to another, the | 
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tyrannies known to legislative history none is so great as the 
tyranny of numerical majorities. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, this measure, familiarly 
known as “‘ the Grout bill,” is one of the most important that can 
go upon the statute books. It seeks to make oleomargarine and 
other imitation dairy products subject to the laws of the State or 
Territory into which they are transported and to impose a tax of 
10 cents a pound on oleomargarine when colored to resemble but- 
ter. It is not new in the field of legislation, nor are the questions 
involved either novel or of uncertain legality. Thirty-two States, 

| possessing four-fifths of the population of the United States, 
absolutely forbid the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 
| when colored to resemble butter, and the highest courts in those 
| States, including the Supreme Court of the United States, have 





| upheld the constitutionality and validity of these laws. This 
proposed legislation, therefore, is in line with the policy and the 
expressed wish of a large majority of the people of our country. 

The opponents of this bill assume at the outset of the discussion 
that oleomargarine is as wholesome and healthful a food product 
as butter. In its report the minority of the committee labors hard 
to prove this assumption. Opinions of ‘‘leading scientists” are 
given atlength, backed by ‘‘ Ph. D.’s” and ‘‘LL. D.’s,” and supported 
by chemists’ certificates and the dicta of courts. But plain every- 
| day facts show that oleomargarine is neither as wholesome nor as 
healthful as butter. The oleomargarine tested by the friends of 
this measure is taken from the stock offered for sale in the grocery 
stores—not from the supply made purposely for the laboratories. 

In July, 1899, samples of oleomargarine taken froni stores in 
| New York and Brooklyn were found to contain 10 per cent of 
| paraffin. In other words, a 60-pound tub of oleomargarine would 
| contain 6 pounds of parafiin, ‘‘a substance,” says the president of 
| the National Dairy Union, ‘‘ which the strongest acids are unable 
| to affect.” One ot the uses of paraffin is to protect bronze and 
| marble statues from the weather. As a food product it is abso- 
| lutely indigestible. 

Among the articles named in the patents granted for the manu- 
| facture of substitute butter are borax, cotton-seed oil, bicarbonate 
| of soda, alum, glycerin, sulphuric acid, tallow, corn starch, 
caustic potash, castor oil, chalk, slippery-elm bark, olive oil, 
turnip-seed oil, chlorate of potash, oil of peanuts, nitrate of soda, 
stomach of pigs, nitric acid, mustard-seed oil, sugar. caustic soda, 
and bicarbonate of potash. It is possible that so-called ‘‘ neutral 
| grease,” when subjected to these acids and alkalies, may be whole- 
| some butter, but, ‘‘ leading scientists” to the contrary, 32 States, 
having over 60,000,000 people, have prohibited such deodorized 
grease from being colored in imitation of butter and sold in the 
| market. 

It is no secret that butter fat, found in the milk of all mammals, 
| is the natural food of infant offspring, having the most delicate 
of all digestion, and that milk and its butter product are among 
the most healthful and important articles of food. The young, 
the sick, the old—everybody can use them with the least possible 
harm. Butter melts at 92 degrees, and the normal heat of the 
| human stomachis 98 degrees. Naturally this fat, taken in its raw 
| state into the stomach, will digest easily and imperceptibly. 
Nature so intended. 

On the other hand, oleomargarine melts at a temperature vary- 
ing from 102° to 106°, ‘‘a temperature,” says ex-Goverror 
Hoard, of Wisconsin, ‘“ which no healthful stomach ever attains. 
| As aconsequence, this unnatural foreign fat must be expelled by 
| sheer gastric action and force.” When stearin, of which candles 
are made, or paraffin, whose use has already been indicated, is 
added, in order to make the cotton-seed oil stand up like butter, 
the digestible character of the mixture may well bedoubted. Pos- 
| sibly strong men whose work keeps them out of doors ten or 
twelve hours a day may be able to dispose of it without injury, 
but men of sedentary habits and people with delicate stomachs 
| can not use it with impunity. 

But, Mr. Speaker, oleomargarine is used in public institutions, 
say the opponents of this bill. That is undoubtedly true. Mr. 
Edmund Hill, of the Somerset County council, England, is au- 
| thority for the statement that it is eaten by the inmates of the 
| Wells county asylum, with which he is connected. In the asy- 
lums of the neighboring counties—Dorset and Hants—butter is 
| furnished, and the death rate at Wells is 30 per cent higher. At 
the Taunton Hospital, when butter was used, 11 deaths occurred 

in thirteen months; when oleomargarine was substituted, 22 
deaths occurred in nine months. The same authority states that 
the use of oleomargarine is forbidden in the hospitals of France. 
The president of the National Dairy Union declares that in insti- 
tutions for the blind and for girls in the United States the use of 
oleomargarine has very perceptibly lowered the vitality of the in- 
mates. Many other well-authenticated reports show that oleomar- 
garine is clearly not as healthful as butter. 

But whether healthful or not, if people prefer to use oleomar- 

garine in its uncolored state as a substitute for butter because of 
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its cheapness or for other reasons they have and ought to have 
the right to do so, and dealers should have the privilege of selling 
it tothem. Nor does this bill withdraw or curtail that right. It 
seeks only to impose upon it a tax of 10 cents per pound when col- 
ored in imitation of butter. Noone has a moral right nor a legal 
right, under existing laws in 32 States, to colorit or sell it as butter. 

The fact that it is a recognized food product can make no dif- 
ference. Flour is a staple article of food, but it is a deception to 
sell it in pulverized sugar. Peas, as a food product, are healthful 
and desirable, but it is aswindle to sell them for coffee. So oleo- 
margarine may be clean and palatable, but to give it the color of 
butter and sell it as butter is a deception—probably the greatest 
deception practiced in the sale of food products. 

Mr. Speaker, it is stated, apparently on good authority, that 
83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine were manufactured last year 
and sold to the people of the country for about $20,000,000, with 
a profit to the manufacturers and dealers of $10,000,000 to 
$12,000,000. There is no wrong in this if it is uncolored and sold 
as oleomargarine; but when colored in imitation of butter and 
sold as butter the transaction takes the form of a swindle. 

The fact that inferior qualities of butter are colored and sold as a 
superior quality does not make it right to color and sell oleomarga- 
rine as butter. A reprehensible practice in the sale of butter is no 
excuse for the perpetration of a fraud in the sale of oleomargarine, 
nor does it extenuate or lessen the fraud because oleomargarine 
may be a clean food product and capable of use as a substitute for 
butter. Such suggestions are unworthy the gentlemen making 
them. 

Mr. Speaker, admitting all that is claimed for oleomargarine 
as afood product, the fact remains, as appears from the reports, 
that its ready sale is dependent almost entirely upon its imitation 
of butter. The author of this bill is authority for the statement 
that not one pound in a million of colored oleomargarine is bought 
and eaten by the consumer for what tis. The dealer may know 
its true character, and hotel and restaurant keepers and other 
customers may have purchased it with the same information, but 
those, as a rule, who eat it do so believing it to be butter. It is 
put up like butter, served like butter, and colored like butter, 
while its taste, unfamiliar to the consumer because butter is never 
present for comparison, may not disclose its character. 

The methods of its sale prove that it is never intended to be 
known by itsright name. Four-fifths of the colored article, says 
the majority report of the committee, is sold illegally, as indicated 
by the reports of the Treasury Department. Wrappersand stamps 
are removed, not only to deceive revenue officers and secure its 
salesmen from arrest and prosecution, but to prevent consumers 
and small purchasers from obtaining knowledge of its true char- 
acter. 

The assistant commissioner of agriculture in the State of New 
York reports that it is put up in 2,3, and 5 pound packages 
and deliyered by wagons to boarding houses, restaurants, ho- 
tels, and other customers whose names and addresses are desig- 
nated by registered numbers, so that if venders are detected and 
arrested for violating law, their customers may not be involved 
with them. A prominent firm in Newark, N. J., declared, under 
date of June 4, 1900, that the whole business of marketing oleo- 
margarine is deceit and deception. The dairy commissioners in 
the State of Connecticut report finding 3,600 pounds hidden in the 
cellar of an undertaker’s warehouse, concealed behind coffins and 
within caskets. 

The great profits arising from its sale make men willing to take 
such chances, Oleomargarine sold as butter returns an average 
profit of about 15 cents per pound. Armour & Co. report that its 
cost, including a 2-cent tax, does not exceed 7 cents per pound. 
When sold as butter, it brings from 18 to 30 cents per pound. 
Such profits not only become an irresistible temptation to sell the 
product, despite State and United States laws, but they too often 
— a fund whose influence prevents the rigid enforcement of 

aw. 

The opponents of this measure, in the minority report, complain 
that as nothing in the bill decreases the temptation or increases 
the difficulty of such violations, the increased taxation must either 

fraudulently evaded or force the honest manufacturers out of 
usiness. A bill need notsafeguard the collection of an increased 
tax on oleomargarine any more than an increased tax on whisky. 
Penalties for violation of law and methods for detecting fraud are 
already sufficient. But why should an honest manufacturer of 
oleomargarine be forced out of business by this bill? An honest 
manufacturer will not now seek to color his product in imitation 
of butter, because that is prohibited by law in 32 States, while this 
measure reduces the tax on the honest product from 2 cents to one- 
fourth of a cent per pound. 

Nor will this measure crush out the manufacture of oleomarga- 
rine and eliminate it as a food product unless it be true that the 
a now purchasing it in the belief that it is butter will refuse 

buy it when it appears as ‘‘ white grease,” without the color or 
semblance of butter, The minority of the committee in its report 


claim that “‘ oleomargarine is now practically all bought by the 
poorer classes of our people.” Whether these consumers will con- 
tinue to eat it after their eyes are opened to its character is a 
problem for the future. If they refuse, the manufacturers of 
oleomargarine will be crippled, if not crushed; if they continue 
to buy it, its manufacture and sale will at least be transferred 
into honest methods. 

It is idle to compare the sales of butter with those of oleomar- 
garine, and argue that since the latter do not curtail the former, 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine should not be dis- 
turbed. Suppose 2,000,000,000 pounds of butter are made and sold 
annually and odly 83,000,000 pounds of oleomargarine, what has 
that to do with the question? This measure is not predicated 
upon commercialism. No one objects to the manufacture and 
sale of uncolored oleomargarine, and all are indifferent as to 
whether the price of butter is or can be controlled by the price of 
uncolored oleomargarine. 

The principle involved in this measure is one of common, every- 
day honesty. It is only when the manufacturers and venders of 
oleomargarine seek to dispose of it for what it is not, that the peo- 
ple are aroused, and the law invoked. The public can not be de- 
ceived. They know what influences its sale. Only when colored 
in imitation of butter and sold as butter is it purchased or eaten. 
In other words, only when fraud is perpetrated can it be profit- 
ably put upon the market. If this were not true, the manufac- 
turers and venders of oleomargarine would not be now so bitterly 
assailing this bill. 

It is to prevent deception, therefore, that this measure is pre- 
sented, and the farmer who eats butter churned from the milk 
given by his own cows is not any more interested in its passage 
than the millions of people who are compelled to purchase butter, 
and who desire protection from the deception of oleomargarine 
vendors. 

Mr. HAUGEN rose, 

Mr.GROUT. Imovethatall debate onthis paragraph be closed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont moves that all 
debate upon this paragraph be closed. Pending that the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Iowa, a member of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman from 
Vermont to withdraw his motion until the gentleman from Iowa 
has been heard. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, why can not the gentleman wait 
until the next paragraph has been read, and let us go on and get 
through with this paragraph? I ask unanimous consent that 
debate be closed on this paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph be closed. Is there 
objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hearsnone. The Clerk 
will read the second section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That after the passage of this act the tax upon oleomargarine as 
prescribed in section 8 of the act approved August 2, 1886, and entitled “An 
act See butter, also Saputing a tax upon and regulating the manufac- 
ture, sale, importation, — exportation of oleomargarine,”’ shall be one- 


fourth of 1 cent per pound when the same is not colored in imitation of 


butter; but when colored in imitation of butter the tax to be paid by the 


manufacturer shall be 10 cents per pound, to be levied and collected in accord- 
ance with the provisions of said act. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me one 
moment. In this connection there should be a time fixed when 
this act shall take effect, inasmuch as it changes the proceedings 
of the Internal-Revenue Department; and I ask that these wants 
be added: ‘‘ This act shall take effect July 1, 1901.” 

I move the adoption of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And this act shall take effect July 1, 1901. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The first line of section 2 reads: 
‘‘That after the passage of this act the tax upon,” etc., ‘‘shall 
be,” etc. Now, if you want to change the time fixed in the bill, 
you must make some amendment to line 1 of section 2, and say, 
o mn July 1, after the passage,” etc. 

Mr. GROUT, Very well, if the gentleman desires, we will sub- 
stitute that language there, ‘‘On July 1—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to know from the gentleman 
from Vermont why postpone this tax on this article to July? 

Mr. GROUT. The Department can not arrange for the neces- 
sary inspection at once. I move that the words ‘after the pas- 
sage ” be stricken out in line 9 of section 2 and the words ‘‘on and 
after July 1, 1901,” be inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 


Strike out the words “after the passage of this act’ in line 9, page 2, and 
insert “on and after July 1, 1901; so that it will read: “That on and after 
July 1, 1901, the tax,”’ etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. , 
Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with the fact 
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that the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine has grown from 
the insignificant sum of 21,513,537 pounds in 1888 to $3,000,000 in 
1899, and to the enormous sum of 107,045,028 in the past year, a 
gain of 500 percent in twelve years. I venture the assertion, with- 
out fear of successful contradiction, that at least 75 per cent of this 
counterfeit substitute is sold and eaten for pure butter, at butter 
prices, and in defiance of the law. 

I need make no apology for my statement when I say that the pub- 
lic welfare demands the enactment of the Grout bill, that the gross 
fraud and a being perpetrated may be suppressed. and to 
protect the millions of consumers and at least give them the right 
and privilege to choose between the genuine article and this un- 
wholesome substitute. 

Thirty-two States, representing according to the Federal cen- 
sus of 1890, a population of 50,117,440, or about five-sixths of the 
total population of the United States, have enacted laws abso- 
lutely prohibiting the sale of yellow oleomargarine. Yet we find, 
according to Secretary Gage’s report in response to a resolution 
passed by this House the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, 
that 5,492 dealers are engaged in the selling of this counterfeit, 
and that in violation of the laws. That these dealers are flourish- 
ing and doing a wholesale business is evidenced by the fact, ac- 
cording to Secretary Gage’s report during the fiscal year ending 
June, 1899, that 62,825,582 pounds of yellow oleomargarine made 
in semblance of butter was sold by the 5,492 dealers in these thirty- 
two States, while 1,501 dealers sold only 16,860,141 pounds in the 
remaining twenty States and Territories. 

In my State we have a drastic law absolutely prohibiting the 
coloring of imitation butter or cheese. It provides ‘‘that every 
package shall be plainly marked ‘Substitute for butter’ or ‘Sub- 
stitute for cheese,’ and each sale shall be accompanied by a verbal 
notice and a printed statement that the article is an imitation, 
* * * giving the address of the maker; and that the use of 
these imitations in hotels, bakeries, etc., must be made known by 
signs.” Nevertheless, as shown by Secretary Gage's report, I find 
that three dealers sold 79,922 pounds of yellow oleomargarine in the 

ear 1899. in my own State, every pound of it sold in violation of the 
aw; and every pound thus sold displaced a pound of butter and 
robbed the dairy producer of his legitimate market. 

I have before me a letter from our dairy commissioner, dated 
December 3, 1900, in response to my inquiry made a few days ago, 
as to the operation of our State law, etc. I will read a part of 
this letter which bears upon this point: 


Iowa makes one-tenth the butter of the United States. and we are cor- 
respondingly injured by fraudulent competition with butter (?) made out of 
something not the fat from the milk of the cow. I have no doubt that we 
are injured $2,500,000 every year for the benefit of the oleomargarine pro- 
ducer, and the consumer is not at all benefited. There is only one place in 
Iowa where oleomargarine is used as such, but there are plenty of places 
where it is used as butter, which is proved by the fact that we get one of them 
about once in six weeks. 

There is not a dairyman in Iowa that is not in favor of the Grout bill, and 
I sincerely hope it will pass both Houses of Congress. 


Respectfully, 
B. P. NORTON, Dairy Commissioner. 

Notwithstanding the fact that this law has been violated and 
is being violated every day of the year, in spite of the able and 
most persistent efforts on the part of our efficient dairy commis- 
sioner to enforce this law, I am pleased that I had the pleasure 
and honor of being a member of the legislature that enacted this 
law and assisting in its passage. 

While this law does not totally check the fraudulent sale of this 
article, everything was done that could be done by State legisla- 
ems and it has to a great degree checked the perpetration of this 
fraud. 

Experience has taught us that State laws are inadequate, and 
our dairy producers are justly demanding national legislation, 
and Iam glad of the opportunity to put forth my humbie efforts 
in securing the passage of a measure which is of such vital im- 
portance to the producers as well as the consumers. 

The Grout bill is not an unjust or oppressive measure. It is 
not a bill, as stated in the views of the minority, ‘‘to ruin one 
industry to benefit another, and to destroy the business of the 
legitimate oleomargarine manufacturers.” Purity and whole- 
someness is the purpose of this legislation, and a protection to 
pure-butter producers against fraudulent competition, as well 
as to reduce the price of oleomargarine to its consumers—that is, 
when sold in its natural color, and for what it is. 

The bill simply provides that all counterfeit substitutes for 
butter, when taken into any State or Territory, shall be subject 
to the laws of the States or Territories concerning such counter- 
teit. ‘Che bill also provides that on all oleomargarine not in 
semblance of butter the present Federal tax of 2 cents per pound 
shall be reduced to } cent per pound. 

So if there is anyone who wishes to buy this inferior article in 
preference to pure butter they will be able to buy it for what it 
is worth, and not be swindled and compelled to pay butter prices. 
Or, in other words, the poor, for whom the oleomargarine com- 
bine profess to have so much sympathy, can buy the oleomar- 
garine from 8 to 12 cents per pound where they are now compelled 
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to pay from 12 to 35 cents per pound. I base this estimate on 
Armour & Co.’s own statement, made before the Federal district 
court in New York, where they testified that ‘‘ with the 2 cents 
Federal tax added the cost of oleomargarine was less than 7 
cents per pound; ” also upon statements to our committee by rep- 
resentatives of oleomargarine during the last session of Congress, 
According to their own statements, if the tax is reduced 1 cents 
per pound the cost would be less than 5} cents, and it certainly 
could be sold for 8 to 12 cents per pound. 

The bill further provides that a tax of 10 cents per pound shall 
be imposed on all oleomargarine colored in semblance of but- 
ter, leaving license fees for its manufacture and sale the same as 
provided for in the law of 1886. The fact that oleomargarine can 
be manufactured, colored, and sold to dealers for 8 to12 cents per 
pound, with pure butter selling from 20 to 30 cents per pound, is 
an incentive to the dealers to deal fraudulently with their custom- 
ers in palming off the substitute for the genuine article. This 
10-cent tax added to the cost of manufacturing this counterfeit 
substitute colored in semblance of butter will bring it nearer to 
the price of pure butter, and in my opinion will lessen the temp- 
tation of deceptive sale and do away with the competition be- 
tween a fraudulent and an honest industry. It will at least 
modify it. 

Besides this, it will protect our dairy export trade. Of iate 
years the Dominion of Canada has taken away from us a large 
portion of our export trade. Canada absolutely prohibits the 
making of counterfeit butter and cheese, and thus reaps the 
benefit of foreign trade. 

According to the Federal census of 1890, there were over 12,000, - 
000 heads of families engaged in agricuitural pursuits, and of 
this number there were more than 5,000,000 farmers engaged in 
the dairy business, producing more than 2,000,000.000 pounds of 
butter annually, valued at more than $500,000,000. These mil- 
lions of producers are entitled to some consideration, and their 
industry should be protected against fraud and deception, as well 
as protecting the millions and millions of consumers of dairy 
products who are imposed upon and swindled by a counterfeit 
substitute which is so detrimental to health. 

Much has been said in favor of oleomargarine and many able 
arguments presented before the committee of which I: have the 
honor of being a member, especially as to its wholesomeness. I 
am not a chemist; however, I have had some experience with oleo- 
margarine, and have been where it is manufactured, and I state 
without fear of contradiction that there is something about the 
odor of some of its ingredients that is sickening and far from 
pleasing. I, for my part, prefer to be at least a mile away from 
where these obnoxious elements of oleomargarine are handled. 

Without going into further details, I wish to read the statement 
of Hugh Reed, foreman of one of the departments of public print- 
ing, and whose truthworthiness is vouched for by one of the hon- 
ored members of this House, a statement which appeared in the 
Evening Star May 10, 1900, in an interview given in response to 
the question, ‘‘ Is it true that all kinds of fat are used in Chicago to 
make oleo oil, which is made into oleomargarine?” Reed replied: 


I know positively that thisistrue. I was oneof the few whoin workmen's 
clothes was permitted to go through someof the establishments where cleo 
oil is made in that city. There was one place, at the corner of Archer ave- 
nue and ——— street (he gaveits name).where the scraps from the restaurants 
and hotels of Chicago were taken by their ten collectors with wagons for the 
purpose every day. I have been right in this place and seen these scraps of 
fat pul. through the processes that bring them finally into the bags in the 
presses where the oil is pressed out of them. 

The scraps from these restaurants and hotels are divided into two classes— 
one from which the oleo oil is made, the other goinginto soap. Not only that, 
but this same establishment purchased the fat from the horse butchery out 
on the Brighton road, which fat was used in the same manner as the scraps 
from the hotels and restaurants. And what I saw with my own eyes at this 
place is well known to the employees and workingmen in that neighborhood, 
and the subject of common discussion throughoutthatlocality. I have aclose 
relative employed in one of these concerns right now, and he knows all about 
the business from a to z. 

Dr. De Schweinitz, of the Agricultural Department, in his visit to a factory 
which was several years ago located in Philadelphia, found the same condi- 
tion of affairs. Oleo oil was being made from a pile of fat scraps collected 
from the hotels, restaurants, and butcher shops, which pile gave out such an 
odor that it was sickening, and the makers admitted it was being made into 
oleomargarine. The same thing was found by a reporter of the Newark 
Advertiser early in January of this year, when he stumbled onto a rendering 
establishment near that city that was doing the same thing. 

But it is easy to prove by statistics which are indisputable that every 
kind of fat and scraps are being used in the manufacture of oleo oil, which 
goes later into oleomargarine. The makers of oleomargarine claim that the 
carcasses from which their fats are taken “are killed under the supervision 
of the Government,” hence perfectly wholesome and healthful. This is their 
strong argument—“all oleomargarine made under the supervision of the 
Government.” 


We also have the evidence before our committee of ex-Governor 
| Hoard, of Wisconsin, a gentleman whose veracity can not be 
questioned and whose character is above reproach; a man who 
| has given this subject much thought and attention. Up to this 
| time his statements have not been refuted, so farasI know. I 

refer to his testimony as given on pages 3 and 4 of the hearings on 
oeleomargarine before the Agricultural Committee, March 7, 1900: 


Is oleomargarine a healthful food? There is no way to determine this 
question except by actual trial; not for a day, a week, or a month, but for 
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several successive months, and not with strong, robust men with plenty of 
outdoor exercise 

Chemistry can not answer. For example, the chemist will tell you that he 
finds the same elements in swamp peat that are found in the grasses and 
hays that are fed to our cows, and in approximately the same proportion 
And the chemist is at a loss to determine from the standpoint of his science 
why cattle should not feed on swamp peat. Chemistry can not determine 
whether any particular substance is poisonous or not. It must take a stom- 
ache to do that. 

There is no credible evidence to show that oleomargarine fs innocuous; no 
evidence to show that when eaten continuously in place of butter it is not 
harmful. But there are reports in great abundance to the effect that oleo- 
margarine is harmful. 

Mr. Edmund Hill, a member of the Somerset County counc il, England, 
reports that the great bulk of oleomargarine, or *‘margarine” as it is called 
there, is eaten in public institutions, convents, schools, etc. At the Wells 
Asy lum, with which he is connected, the inmates receive oleomargarine. In 
the asylums of Dorset. Wells, and Hants the adjoining counties—butter is 
furnished, and the death rate at Wells is 30 percent higher. Atthe Taunton 
Hospital there were 11 deaths in thirteen months. Oleomargarine was sub- 
stituted, and in nine months the deaths rose to 22. 

This accords with the experience in France, where its use in hospitals is 
forbidden. In the United States, in institutions for the blind and for girls. 
it has been noticed that the use of oleomargarine lowered the vitality of the 
inmates very perceptibly. 

There is abundant reason for this. The normal heat of the human stomach 
is 9°. Butter melts at 92°, 6° below the heat of the stomach, passes into pan- 
ooo: emulsion and digestion. Nature designed this fat in its raw state 

or food 

Oleomargarine melts at the varying temperature of 102° to 108°, a temper 
sume no healthful stomach ever attains. As a consequence, this unnatural 
foreign fat must be expelled by sheer gastric action and force. 

Butter fat is found in the milk of all mammals. It is chemically and phys 
ically unlike any other fat in existence. It was designed by nature for the | 
food and sustenance of infant offspring, having the most delicate of all diges 
tion. Because of this most evident purpose and provision of nature, butter 
forms a healthful and important article of food in milk, cream, and in its 
ongpeetes state. 

No matter what paid chemists may say, no counterfeit, even in its purest 
state, is wholesome or healthful. 

But there is another phase of this question. There is absolutely no protec- 
tion for the public against most dangerous introduction of positively un 
healthful compounds into oleomargarine. 

The Journal of the American Chemical Society and the department of agri 
culture of New York abound in proof of the adulteration of oleomargarine 
with paraffin, asubstance which the strongest acids even are unable to affect 
There is no reason on earth why the foulest of germ-laden fats should not be 
used in the making of this compound, when once they are deodorized by the 
aid of chemistry. 


This would indicate that oleomargarine is not altogether a 
wholesome food and far from what is claimed for it. 

Another argument advanced by the friends of oleomargarine is 
that the enactment of this bill would ruin the cattle industry of 
this country. I will read some resolutions adopted by cattle- 
raisers’ associations claiming a membership of 1,200 from different 


sections of this country. The meeting was held at Fort Worth | 


on the 13th and 14th of March, 1909, and printed on page 71 of 
the hearings before the Agricultural Committee on March 7, i900, 
which reads as follows: 

The enactment of such laws would completely destroy a business which 
has been recognized by law, which now furnishes a large annual revenue to 


the Government (§1,956,618 in A. D. 1899), which provides employment for 
thousands of men, and in whic h citizens of the United States have invested 
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fortunes. It would seriously affect the cattle industry,as the manufacturers | 


of oleomargarine have created a demand for oleo oil, made from the choice 
fats from the beef, at a price at least $3 per animal greater than it would be 
worth if it had to be used, as before the advent of oleomargarine, for tallow, 
thereby entailing a loss on the producers of millions of dollars annually. 


Also a resolution adopted by the South St. Joseph Live Stock 
Exchange, which meeting was held at St. Joseph. I read from 
page 73, same hearings: 


The “‘ butter fat” of an average beef animal for the purpose of making 
oleomargarine is worth from $3 to $4 per head more than it was before the 
advent of Secea ATEN, when the same had to be used for tallow, which in- 
creased value of the beef steer has been added to the market value of the 
animal, and consequently to the profit of the producer. 

To legislate this article of eumne ree out of existence, as the passage of 
this law would surely do, would compe! slaughterers to use this tat for tal 
low, depreciate the value of the beef steer of this country $3 to $4 per head, 
which would entail a loss on the producers of this country of millions of 
dollars 

The use of this fat for the purpose set forth is an encouragement to the 

pose er to improve his herd and raise a class of grade or thoroughbred cat- 

le capable of making and carrying this fat, rather than the common or scrub 
animal, which is so fard and unprofitable to fatten, and the cattle raiser or 
producer has come to know the value of this product, and the amount of the 
increase in the market value of his matured animal depends somewhat on the 
value of the * butter fat” carried by the animal. 

The rights and privileges of the producers of beef cattle should be as well 
respected as those of others, and as they are the beneficiaries in the manu- 
facture of this wholesome article of food, they should not be burdened with 
unnecessary special taxes other than is absolutely necessary for the support 
of the Government and the proper governmental regulations surrounding 
the handling of same. 

The product of the “ beef steer” should receive at the hands of Congress 
no greater exactions than imposed upon competing food products. It is 
already surrounded by numerous safeguards, which Congress, in its wisdom, 
has seen fit to provide, stipulating severe punishments for selling same 
under misrepresentation as to its composition. It has by experience proven 
to be ey whata large mage of the people of this country want, and in 
behalf of the producers and consumers of this great country we do solemnly 

rotest against the enactment of legislation calculated to ruin a great indus- 
try y and to deprive not only the working classes, but many others, of a cheap, 

colon me, nutritious. and acceptable article of food. 

Very respectfully submitted. 

Tue Sours Sr. Josera Live Stock EXCHANGE, 
By HORACE WOOD, President. 
JOHN P. EMMERT, Secretary. 
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IT also read from statement of H. H. Cowen, general attorney 
of the cattle raisers of Texas, page 73: 

It will affect the value of our cattle from two to three dollars per head. 

Referring to the Grout bill. 

Also from a statement by Swift & Co.: 

The enactment of these bills would seriously affect the cattle industry. 
The manufacturer of oleomargarine has created a demand for oleo oil, which 
is made from the choice fats from the beef, and is worth to-day 10 cents 
per pound. If these choice fats were not utilized in the manufacture of 
oleomargarine they would have to be sold as tallow, which is worth 6 cents 
per pound. A steer will yield 50 pounds of oleo oil; therefore, should the 
oleomargarine industry be destroyed each steer would deprec iate in value 
$2. The same is true of the hog. Leaf lard (or neutral) is used in the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine. Neutral is to-day worth $j cents per pound: lard is 
worth 6 cents per pound. A hog will yield about 8 pounds of neutral. If 
there was no demand for neutral as an oleomargarine ingredient it would 
have no greater value than lard; hence cach hog would be worth 20 cents 
less than present price. 

For the year ending December 31, 1899, there were 1,702.572 cattle slaugh- 
tered at the Union Stock Yards in Chicago. At $2 per head this would make 
$3,405,144. For the same pe riod there were 7,032,430 hogs slaughtered at the 
Union Stock Yards in Chicago. At 20 cents per head this would make 
$1,406,486. Therefore, should Congress pass a law which would destroy the 
oleomargarine business the cattle and hog raisers marketing their stock in 
Chicago would actually lose in the course of a year $4,811,030 by depreciation 
in value of stock, and this will appiy to every other slaughtering point in the 
United States—Kansas City, Omaha, St. Louis, ete. 

These statements sound very nice, and if true would have some 
weight. If true, as stated in these resolutions and statements, 
| that the passage of this bill would serious'y affect the cattle in- 
dustry; if the manufacture of oleomargarine has created a de- 
mand for oleo oil made from the choice fat of beef at a price of at 
least $3 per animal greater than it would be worth if it had been 
used for tallow, as before the advent of the oleomargarine, and 
thereby entailing a loss to the producers of millions of dollars 
annually by depreciating the value of the beef steer of this coun- 
try from three to four dollars per head; if it should lessen the 
encouragement to the producers and they should go back to the 
common scrub animal which is hard and unprofitable to fatten; 
and if this bill should restrict the rights and privileges of produ- 
cers of beef cattle and burden them with this so-called unnecessary 
tax and ruin a great industry, and deprive not only the working 
classes but others of a cheap and wholesome article of food to 
any great extent, certainly this bill ought not to pass. 

We raise a few beef cat tle, as well as hogs, in Iowa, and we 
also have the so-called working classes, and were there a word of 
truth in these statements, it would be my duty, as a Representative 
from this great State, to protect their interests. However, before 
being led astray by such wholesale misrepresentation, let us in- 
vestigate. 

First, this bill does not increase the cost of oleomargarine by 
imposing an additional or burdensome tax. It reduces the tax 
14 cents per pound on oleomargarine not made in semblance of 
butter, thus reducing the cost, except where it is made in sem- 
blance of butter. 

Certainly it does not affect the price of beef cattle from $3 to $4 
per head. In 1899, there were 5,000,000 head of cattle slaughtered 
in the United States—Chicago, 1,821,061; Kansas City, 1,032,586 
Omaha, 549,089; St. Louis, 506,249; total, 3, 908,985. Enough were 
slaughtered outside of these centers to make the number from 
five to six millions. We will say, for the sake of argument, that 
there were only 5,000,000 in all, Three to four dollars per head, 
or an average of $3.50 per head, would amount to $17,500,000. 
Besides this, they claim 20 cents on each head of the 15 ,000,000 hogs 

marketed in this country for the same year, making a total of 
$20,500,000, while the oleo oil consumed in making oleomargarine 
is valued at only $2,313,333, or about one-tenth of this amount, 
which would be about 40 cents per head. 

In the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, there were 83,000,000 
pounds of oleomargarine manufactured in the United States. It 
is claimed by the friends of oleomargarine that one-third of oleo- 
ag is composed of oleo oil. One-third of 83,000,000 pounds 

8 27,666,666, or an average of 5} pounds to each head of cattle 
deonbianet in this country. It is also claimed that oleo oil is 
worth on an average about 8 cents per pound, making it an aver- 
age to each head of cattle of 44 cents, barring the scraps from the 
restaurants, hotels, and horse butchery consumed, as referred to 
by Mr. Reed, Dr. De Schweinitz, and others, 

If the contention holds good that the oleo oil is made out of the 
choice fat of the beef, this fat would certainly be worth something 
for other purposes and the depreciation would beslight. 1t would 
at least bring 5 cents per pound for tallow and other purposes, or 
$1,383,333.30, a loss of only $830,000, or 164 cents for each head of 
cattle; that is, figuring tallow on a basis of 5 cents per pound. 
Swift & Co., however, in their statement estimate tallow at 6 
cents per pee. On this basis the loss would be only 2 cents a 

ound, or $553,333.32; or 11 cents per head. The loss per head is 
ons than the price of 1 pound of beef sold on the block, or 2 pounds 
on hoof, or one seven hundred and fiftieth part of the value of a 
1,500- pound steer, or the total loss is one one-thousandth part of 
the value of butter produced in this country. 

For the sake of argument we will grant that there will be a loss 
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to the beef producers to this extent, the difference between the 
selling price of oleo oil and tallow, which is 11 cents on each head 
of cattle. The dairy producers are also beef producers. Can they 
not better suffer a loss of 11 cents on a steer selling from $40 to 
$80 than they can to see a great industry producing 2,000,000,000 

unds of butter annually, amounting to more than five hundred 
million of dollars, ruined by a fraudulent competitor? 

Another matter that should be taken into consideration in this 
connection is, if true, as stated by Mr. Reed and others, that o'eo 
oil is largely made out of fat scraps from restaurants and hotels, 
and [ have no doubt but it is; that whatever these hotels realize 
out of the sale of the refuse would be a loss tothem but not to the 
cattle producers. The cattle raisers certainly get no benefit out 
of these sales; and it would diminish the loss of 11 cents on each 
beef to the extent of whatever fat scraps were consumed in manu- 
facturing oleomargarine. 

Another argument advanced is that the passage of this bill will 
destroy the cotton-seed industry of the South. Upon this subject 
we have the statement of Mr. Oliver, a prophet and one who poses 
as an expert statistician and a representative of the cotton-seed 
industry of North and South Carolina, evidently not a friend of 
the farmers, who appeared before our committee. I read to you 
from pages 83, 84,85,86, evidence submitted by him, and signed 
by himself and others of the same committee. 


Farmers will become as skillful in evading these laws as the western 
North Carolinian is in evading the liquor laws. Increase the tax on whisky 
to Pp get gallon, and then see how many more men all over the United States 
will be making “‘moonshine” goods. Reduce the tax to 25 cents per gallon 
and you will reduce the number of cases before each United States criminal 
court in North Carolina to probably one-tenth the present number. If the 
proposed laws to impose 10 cents per pound tax on oleomargarine are enacted, 
you will have toincrease the revenue detective service many times its present 
number and hold criminal United States courts every week in every district. 
Butterine or oleomargarine will be produced, and the laws will not prevent 
it. The proposed laws, if passed, will prevent open, aboveboard, taxpaying, 
honorable manufacturers from continuing to carry on their present ‘busi- 
ness, but it will not prevent the secret manufacture of the article by a class 
of men hard to detect and still harder to convict. 

We earnestly protest against the passage of the proposed bills as being 
wanecessary and very harmful to our business, to the country's business at 
large, and to the morals of many farmers and others. It will bea sscpptetion 
that a great many present law-abiding, honorable farmers will not be able 
to resist, and they will become the same as a great many western North 
Carolinians, ‘*moonshiners,”’ for the manufacture of oleomargarine. 

The cotton-seed-oil interests of the South have invested in plants not less 
than $50,000,000. The working capital necessary to conduct the business is 
not less than $50,000,000 more, making $100,000,000 employed tn the business. 
The mills have converted a product, namely, cotton seed, which was once 
considered a perfect nuisance by the farmers and ginners, into an article 
bringing to the cotton planter millions of dollars and the laboring man mil- 
lions more and to the railroads a large and profitable tonnage in and out, 
amounting to millions of dollars in freight. 

There has been paid to the cotton producers this season not less than 
$40,000,000 for about two-fifths of the seed produced. There has been paid to 
the railroads to haul the seed in and the products of oil mills out not less than 
$15,000,000. There has been paid to laborers dependent — the manufacture 
of cotton seed at least $10,000,000, making a grand total paid out by the oil 
mills of not less than $65,000,000, and this for a product that forty years ago was 
considered absolutely worthless, and for only two-fifths of the seed produced, 
the balance being used on the farms for fertilizing and for cattle feed. 

If the oil mills are not crippled by adverse legislation in this country and 
others it is only a matter of time when all cotton seed not required for plant- 
ing will be worked up in oil mills, creating a market value for the seed, money 
paid out for transportation and labor, from a crop of 12,000,000 bales of cotton, 
a grand total amounting to at least $15,000,000, or about one-half of the value 
of the cotton crop itself. Oil mills employ colored men exclusively in every 
department excepting superintendents and skilled mechanics, at least 95 per 
cent of all the Seip employed being colored. These colored men earn from 
75 cents to $2.59 per day. and are a very worthy, self-sustaining, law-abiding 
class of citizens. Why should the product of their labor be legislated against 
simply to give another class of citizens—the dairymen—a monopoly as against 
oleomargarine, a food product that the buying consumer is now satisfied to 
furnish to his family and himself? The consumer knows that this product, 
oleomargarine, is healthy and clean, and it costs him much less money than 
cow butter and is equally as satisfactory, and suits him much better than 
low grades of dirty Cateae costing the same or less money. 

It is simply a fight in which the “survival of the fittest” should be allowed 
to prevail, and it is not right or just, no matter in what light it is looked 
upon, to handicap, by a 10 cents per pound tax, or any other tax or regulation, 
a manufactured article that has been, is now, and always will gradually 
overcome the public prejudice and work itself into public favor to the detri- 
ment of much so-called butter thatis only fit for the soap boiler’s kettle. 
Why not tax cotton clothing of all kinds, simply because it is supplanting 
woolen and silk goods? Why not tax beet sugar because it will, in the end, 
drive out cane sugar if left to a free fight on their merits and cost? Why 
not prohibit by tax or impose restrictions upon electric light and ype 
because it is driving out of use gas and horse power? Why, oh, why, did not 
the farmer that furnished tallow to the contile makers look far enough into 
the future, years ago, and prevent the almost total annihilation of the can 
dle manufacturing by the products of petroleum? Why not rs laws to 
prevent all. inventions and improvements to the conditions of the human 
race just because there are some farmers selfish enough and self-satisfied to 
live and die as their fathers and grandfathers lived and died years before 


them? 
GEO. L. BAKER, 
A. C. PHELPS, 
THOS. TAYLOR, JR., 
F. K. BORDEN, 
C. FITZSIMMONS, 
FRED OLIVER, 


Committee. 


This paper is subscribed by a committee representing in North and South 
Carolina and Georgia about 70 oil mills, and representing in the South about 
400 oil mills. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How much of this $65,000,000 goes into the butterine? 

Mr. OLIVER. Of this $65,000,000? 
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Mr. HAUGEN. I understand you to say that $65,000,000 goes to the interests 
of the cotton raisers of the South? 

Mr. OLIVER. About $40,000,000 was paid to the farmers for seed, about 
15,000,000 for the transportation of the seed in and products out; about 
10,000,000 for labor. In this country there is used probably 150,000 barrels of 

50 gallons each of butter oil in manufacturing oleomargarine—at least above- 
board. How much there is used secretly, I do not know. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What part of it is cotton-seed oil? 

Mr. OLIVER. About 150,000 barrels of cotton-seed oil of 50 gallons each goes 
into the oleomargarine through the large manufacturers that are now being 
taxed and living up to the regulations. 

Mr. HAUGEN. About how much is this worth? 

Mr. OLIVER. About 40 cents a gallon of 7} pounds to the gallon. 

‘ Mr. NEVILLE. Have you figured out the number of pounds so that you 
now? 

Mr. OLtIver. No; it is only from what is published and the amount of 
taxes paid on oleomargarine. Oleomargarine contains from 25 to 40 per cent 
of cotton-seed oil, depending upon the weather and the season of the year it 
is made. 

Mr. ALLEN. Are you engaged in the manufacture of oleomargarine in any 
way? 

Mr. OLIVER. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Are you a cotton raiser? 

Mr. OLIVER. Yes, sir; toa limited extent Iam a cotton raiser. Iam more 
of a wheat and oat raiser in the farming line. 

Mr. ALLEN. Are you engaged in the manufacture of cotton-seed oil? 

Mr. OLIVER. Yes, sir; in that lam very largely engaged. Our plant to-day 
has ae than $1,000,000 right now invested in cotton-seed-oil machinery and 
products. 

Mr. NEVILLE. One hundred and fifty thousand barrels, of 50 gallons each, 
or 375 pounds to the barrel. Do you mean that that amount you have given 
is for the oil sold, or is that including the cake sold for feeding cattle? 

Mr. OLIVER. No, sir; only the cotton-seed oil used in butter making. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Now, you have stated it as afact that there was no one 
advocating this legislation excepting a few farmers, disreputable and dis- 
honorable men, who wanted to palm off a fraud with their home-manufac- 
tured oleomargarine; that they were the only ones urging this! 

Mr. OLIVER. That was my statement, that it was being urged by that class. 

Mr. NEVILLE. How do you account for the fact that the legislatures of 
thirty-two States have already passed stringent laws prohibiting the sale of 
oleomargarine? 

Mr. OLIVER. Simply because the political power of the parties in those 
States has been — in that way, and those in power are dictated to, or their 
leg pulled, or wire-pulling of some kind, which made them think it was nec- 
essary to advocate these laws. 

Mr. NEVILLE. That would not apply to those who are represented by leg- 
islators who are not of their political faith? 

Mr. OLIVER. It applies to both parties, or all three parties, if you want to 
call it three parties. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Then it is simply that condition of corruption which you 
think has spread all over this country to which your remarks apply? 

Mr. OLIVER. Yes, sir; I do think so, in this line. But, when it comes to 
corruption and defrauding of the public, there is more defrauding to-day in 
the clothing you are wearing and others are wearing in this room than in 
any article you can mention. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Do you believe, because it has gotten to this corrupt state 
in all manufacturing matters with the people of this country, that it is too 
late, and no use to try to do anything to make it better? 

Mr. OLIVER. I believe the more laws you have the greater will be the cor 
ruption. You will kill, absolutely, the manufacture of oleomargarine on an 
honest, honorable basis; and you will put it into the hands of the secret man- 
ufacturers, farmers, and others, who are like money shavers, and the Gov- 
ernment will not receive any tax to amount to anything. 


This is not only a gross misrepresentation of facts, but itis an 
attack on the integrity and intelligence of our Western farmers. 
At first this expert and prophet would have us believe that the 
cotton-seed industry amounts to $65,000,000 and all consumed in 
making oleomargarine in the United States. However, upon cross- 
examination, in response to a question as to what part of it 
(oleomargarine) is cotton seed, he replied that about 150,000 barrels 
of cotton-seed oil, of 50 gallons each, go into the oleomargarine 
through the large manufacturers that are now being taxed and 
who are living up to the regulations. In response to a question 
as to its value his answer is ‘‘About 40 cents per gallon, 7} pounds 
to the gallon,” or, in other words, 7,500,000 gallons, or 56,250,000 
pounds, valued at $3,000,000. 

We will compare this statement with Secretary Gage’s report 
transmitted to this House, giving the amount and character of 
materials consumed in the manufacture of oleomargarine for the 
year ending June 30, 1900: 

Ingredients of 80,000,000 pounds oleomargarine made in 1889. 
Pounds. | Pounds. 








pO ‘ NN ele a cc neieaectteetnel 5, 890 
Oleo oil (tallow) ............ 2 SS EER Ft rae 2,550 
Cotton-seed oil.............. TIN di wacetychliaibetyatcdnaienad eases. ae 
Ta oe BOUGCOP CEl. cn ccccctccsccce~se 4,948,004 
Coloring matter............ ee ae as A ot 6, 773, 670 


ND oe se ccnaaiall SO Ee ) RED cndsshtcncdendvccasice 1, 68,319 
NS id ansivuddn taeemiewe 8,963 | Cream 8, 527,410 


You will see that Secretary Gage’s report shows that only 
4,357,514 pounds of cotton-seed oil and 4,342,904 pounds of butter 
oil, which is practically the same as cotton-seed oil, all told only 
8,700,418 pounds, were used in the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine in the United States, which, if valued at 5 cents per pound, 
would amount to only $435,020.90, or about two-thirds of 1 per 
cent of the total cotton-seed industry, which is $65,000,000 ac- 
cording to this expert statistician, Mr. Oliver. 

The totalexport of cotton-seed oil is 50,627,219 gallons, as given 
in the Agriculture Year Book for 1899, page 325, if valued at 40 
cents, or $20,250,916, while only a little over one million gallons 
is being consumed in the manufacture of oleomargarine in the 
United States, at a value of only $435,000, which is only about 
one-fiftieth, or 2 per cent of the total amount exported; and there 





180 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 7, 





is nothing to fear whatever that this legislation will ruin the | butterine business for many years and is certainly thoroughly competent to 


cotton industry of the South. 

The representatives of oleomargarine manufacturers have put 
much stress on the amount of money invested. Let us make a 
comparison. The Moxley Company, as stated by one of its own 
representatives, estimate the actual value of their plant at $30,850; 
and this being one of the largest plants in this country, the aver- 
age value certainly can not be more than $25,000. There being 
26 of these establishments in the United States, we have a total 
investment of $650,000, while on the other hand, in the State of 


lowa alone we have 994 creameries, at an estimated average value | 


of $3,000 each, making a total investment of $2,982,000, or more 
than four and one-half times greater than the amount invested by 
oleomargarine manufacturers in the whole United States. 

The gentlemen in opposition to this bill have had much to say 
about this 10 cents tax; that the 8 cents additional tax on col- 
ored oleomargarine in semblance of butter is to suppress and to 
stamp the legitimate manufacturers of oleomargarine out of ex- 
istence for the benefit of dairy producers, denouncing it as class 
legislation, etc. 

Much stress has been put upon the statement of Mr. Adams, 
commissioner of pure food in Wisconsin, wherein it is claimed 
that he said: ‘‘ There is no use beating about the bush in this mat- 
ter; we want to pass this law and drive the oleomargarine manu- 
facturer out of business.” If true that he made this statement, 
it does not necessarily voice the sentiment of the members of 
the committee who made the majority report or any member of 
this House who favors its passage, nor does it necessarily prove 
that this is the pone of the bill or the intent of the promoters 
and author of t 
an opinion of the members of this House to think that any one of 
them would give this bill any support whatever. 

On the other hand, how do you harmonize this statement with 
the statement made by the gentleman from Kansas, who has in- 
vestigated as to the selling price of the two articles? He himself 
made the statement that creamery butter is selling at 35 cents, 
while oleomargarine is selling at 20 cents, a difference of 15 cents 
per pound, 

To satisfy myself, some time ago, in company with the Wiscon- 
sin member, Mr. DAHLE, of this committee. I went to the market 
and there purchased oleomargarine as well as butter, paying 15 
to 18 cents for oleomargarine and 35 cents for butter. Here you 
have a difference of 20 cents per pound. It is fair to assume that 
if oleomargarine is as nutritious, palatable, and wholesome as 
butter, it ought to sell at the same price as butter. And if oleo- 
margarine can now be sold at 15 or even 20 cents per pound, the 
additional 8 cents tax certainly will not deprive it of its market. 

With this additional tax of 8 cents it can be sold at 23 to 28 
cents, which is 7 to 12 cents less than the present price of butter. 
According to the statement of the gentleman from Kansas, it is 
absolutely proved that oleomargarine can be sold in competition 
with butter with this 10 cents tax, or that this industry will not 
be ruined by increased taxation as provided in this bill. 

Besides this we have abundance of evidence proving conclu- 


20 cents per pound. Not even one-half of that amount. I hold 
in my hand a prospectus of theStandard Butterine Company, issued 
by W. P. Wilkins, president, Gurley & Johnson, bankers, 1335 F 
street NW., Washington, D. C., dated September 1, 1900, a con- 
cern incorporated under the laws of the State of Virginia, with a 
capital stock of $1.000,000. No one will question the authority 


of these parties. They are all men of high standing—Wilkins a | 


man of large experience in the manufacture of oleomargarine, 
and a man who knows what he is talking about. 


Let me read to you what they have to say on the subject of the | 


manufacture of oleomargarine, trades, profits, etc.: 


It is perhaps best to add to thle presposene a statement of the exact cost of | 


and profits in the manufacture of butterine, compiled from manufacturing 
statistics and recent market quotations: 
Cost, showing proportions used for each 100 pounds: 


Oleo oil, 32 pounds, at 9} cents per pound .......... ....-.2.--....----eee $3. 04 
Neutral lard, 17 pounds, at 8} cents per pound...................-....... 1.44} 
Cotton oil, 17 pounds, at 5 cents per pound. .......................-...-.. 85 
ee, 2 SOUND, CUS FUN RET on cnncesccececcantscsecscus ceniesooes om 
en re, Git 0 GU iy I ot copenas sundéwases stan hasecuanteds einen - 034 
Eee, ED Pam, GGUS? HOGG «.« ci cic secccethoncctnncécsieabctines .00 


a ee 
Labor, parchment paper, tubs, etc .............-...-....-.--...-.--- é 
Internal revenue, 2 cents per pound 


I in inrninincminitnins iieesatenis aencnanaitnetibeiiasdandiceiaiipainnhine tigi 

F. o. b. Washington. 

The above cost, when deducted from the market price of $13 per 100 pounds, 
shows a net profit of $4.08. 

it will be seen that even if the company produced only the 400,000 pounds 
per month for which it now has definite orders a net profit of over $16,320 a 
month, or $195,840 a year, would be assured. 

This would mean 8 per cent on the preferred stock of the company or 20 
per cent on the entire capitalization. f s 

This is a simple statement of actual facts which can be easily verified. 

This showing surely ought to be of interest to everybody with money for 
which a highly profitable investment is desired. 
The president of the company, Mr. W. P. Wilkins, has been engaged in the 


e bill. If these were the facts, I have too high | that butter hardly ever sells below this, and I think it is fair to 
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place the company on an immediate paying basis. 

Mr. Wilkins has just returned from Europe, where he made a careful ex- 
amination of all the great butterine manufactories. 

The question of a sale for the product, however, is not problematic. The 
company already has from responsible dealers orders for 400,000 pounds a 
month, to be taken just as soon as it is possible to place the factory in op- 
eration. 

It is confidently expected that within a very short time after operations 
are begun the regular output of the factory will not be less than 1,000,000 
pounds a month. 

In addition to the manufacture of butterine, the company pro s to re- 
fine for export both oleo oil and neutral lard, over 800,000,000 pounds of which 
ure exported annually from the United States. There are only a few fac- 
tories now operating that supply these products, and the field is ripe for the 
erection of a large plant such as this company will have. 

Active operations will be commenced at an early date, and intending in- 
vestors should give the matter their early attention. The company will 
gladly give all information desired and stands ready to satisfy everyone 
interested upon any points which may be raised. 

STANDARD BUTTERINE COMPANY, 
W. P. WILKINS, President. 
Offices, 208 Ninth street NW., Washington, D. C. 


For further particulars in roger? to purchase of stock, address Gurley & 
Johnson, bankers, 1335 F street NW., Washington, D. C.J 

In addition to this we have the statement of C. N. Lavery, rep- 
resenting Swift & Co., Kansas City (on pp. 225, 226 of the hearings 
before our committee), giving the average price of oleomargarine 
at 11 to 14 cents, including the 2 cents tax. By adding the pro- 
posed 8 cents additional tax tothe price of oleomargarine it would 
make the cost to the consumer from 19 to 22 cents, according to 


| Mr. Lavery’sstatement. And according to the Standard Butterine 


Company's statement the 8 cents tax added to their estimated cost 
of 8.92 cents would make the cost 16.92, or less than 17 cents. 
Weare all familiar with the price of butter enough to know 


assume that the average price of butter is 25 cents the year around, 
If this estimate holds good, we have a difference of costin the two 
articles of 8 cents, with the 8 cents additional tax added. Cer- 
tainly, if butterine is what it is claimed to be by its friends, it 
can be sold in competition with butter with a large profit to its 
manufacturers, and there is nothing whatever in the statement 
that this bill will legislate oleomargarine out of existence. 

The gentleman from New York dwelt at length and read from 
statements of employees of the Agricultural Department, quoting 
them as authority, why this bill shoald not pass. In reply to this 
let me read what the Secretary of Agriculture, the head of that 
Department, has to say, in astatement in the Philadelphia Inquirer 
of last April: 

The farmers have a right to expect legislation sufficient to give them pro- 
tection against unfair competition by fraudulent imitation. 

I also read to you from pages 244-245 of the Year Book of the 
Department of Agriculture: 


The practice of adulterating human foods, which has been solargely preva- 
lent in all parts of the world, has proved an incalculable injury to honest ag- 
riculture. Asan illustration of the way in which adulterated food may injure 
the farmer's profession may be cited the sale of oleomargarine for butter and 
glucoseforhoney. Thef value of oleomargarine and glucose is not denied. 
They are, however, very much cheaper products than butter and honey. 
These adulterated foods, unfortunately, are often not offered for sale under 


. : > = | their own names, except by legal compulsion, but are placed upon the mar- 
sively that the cost of oleomargarine is not anywhere near 15 or | 


ket under the names of the genuine article which they are manufactured to 
imitate. Buyers therefore pay, as a rule, prices which would be asked for 
the pure article. The market forthe pure article is diminished just to the 
extent to which these other substances are sold, and in this way positive 
injury to great agricultural interests is done. 

This would indicate that the Department of Agriculture is not 
altogether opposed to the passage of this bill. 

The exposures of the fraudulent sale of oleomargarine recently 
in the State of Pennsylvania and other States has disclosed the fact 
that manufacturers have entered into a conspiracy to break down 
the State laws, resorting to dishonorable methods; by deception of 
all kinds in substituting and forcing this counterfeit on the public; 
by evading and disobeying the laws of the land, and even going so 
far as to adopt a policy of encouraging and urging retailers to 


| violate the laws of the State, and providing for a defense fund; and 


wherever prosecutions are made those prosecuted are defended by 


| the best legal counsel obtainable, who resort to all technicalities, 


as well as—with the united efforts of the oleo industry with its mil- 
lions—bringing every possible influence to bear in securing dismis- 
sals and acquittals, piling up costs and expenses to the State, and 
making everything as disagreeable as possible, both to the State 
and all connected therewith. 

In view of the facts I feel justified in supporting this bill, and 
have no apology to make in so doing. And I repeat that this bill 
is not to destroy one industry to benefit another or to ruin the 
cattle or cotton industries; not for selfish motives or greed; not 
to enhance the price of oleomargarine to its consumers, but rather 
for wholesomeness, the suppression of fraud and deception, and 
the protection of an honest and legitimate industry against fraud- 
ulent competition, as well as to protect the consumers, giving 
them the right and privilege of choosing between a deleterious 
and a wholesome article, that they may buy it for what it is and 
at a much re/luced price. 

Justice and the welfare of the public demands the passage of 
this bill, and I have no doubt it will be done. [Applause. | 
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I submit herewith a table which shows the amount of oleomar- 
garine produced each year since November, 1886, when the pres- 
ent law went into effect: 





‘ al Revenue 
Pr oduce d. | paid. 





Pounds. | Dollars. 
ee ee SE ie tbiincseness 
During the fiscal year ended June 30— 

1887 (from November 1, 1886) ..................-. 21,513, 537 723, 948. 04 
DT nituiah akin sthetibthiaasiiintanaébdediwesueaed 34, 325, 427 
ght iehiitt dish eeetee een tiiidebadteneebiiancddns 35, G64, 026 
DE hadi bancbsditiernnntntedddinn ae Teneweude 32, 824, 082 
I el Ei cetacean iat ns ticeinnt eianita eink Gael ent ended 44, 392, 409 ’ 
i a a ee ai 48, 364, 155 . 5, 3226, 00 
aa lata ia cnlinta: nia ile caiciniads tnimiictines biblahetiinn weinsied 67, 224, 298 1, 670, 643, 50 
I dinate inte Helene tall ia Tel cee eee 69, 682, 246 1, 723, 479. 90 
a id sinnits ted hindi Smite bien Gatti nice muidiminsciatgipinhdy dale 56, 958, 105 1, 409,211.18 
RAINE fiitin taht neni annie liana niembtltiadadnantaulian 50, 853, 234 1,219, 422. 46 
gr gaa Rae a a nen gn Pee 45,531,207 | 1,034, 129.60 
a ian alii ew 57,516,186 | 1,315, 708.54 
Pith tise dh dieddn ana anette aanenmmddtiae 83, 130, 474 1, 956, 618. 56 
ee ee a 647,610,476 | 15, 942,101.43 


I submit here a list of these States, with the population of each 
as shown by the census of 1890: 
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Also the following compilations of the substance of the dairy 
laws of the United States as published by the Agricultural De- 
partment: 





ALABAMA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved February 18, 1895.) 

No article which is in imitation of pure yellow butter, and is not made 
wholly from pure milk and cream, shall be manufactured, sold, or used in 
any public eating place, hospital, or penal institution, etc.; | leomargarine, 
free from color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, and made 
in such manner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is permitted. 
It must be stamped with its name. 

ARIZONA. 





No dairy laws. 
ARKANSAS—MUST BE LABELED. 
(Approved April 2, 1885.) 
Substitutes for butter, whether in wholesale or retail packages, shall be 


| plainly labeled *‘Adulterated butter,” ““Oleomargarine,” or such other names 


as shall properly describe them. In hotels, etc., dishes containing said arti- 
cles must be plainly marked in same manner. 
CALIFORNIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 4, 1897.) 
Imitation butter and cheese is defined as any article not produced from 
pure milk or cream, salt, rennet, and harmless coloring matter, which is in 
semblance of butter or cheese and designed as a substitute for such. Shall 


| not be colored to imitate butter or cheese, and must be in such form as will 
| advise consumer of itsrealcharacter. Every package must be plainly marked 
| “Substitute for butter” or “Substitute for cheese" and accompanied by a 


Population. | Population. 
New York ................... 5,907,853 | South Carolina. ............ 1,151, 149 
Po a ae Se FB io oc ene ccwcdcaccee 1, 058, 910 
ES 3,826,351 | Maryland................... 
Gh talnd Gdthi cine eiondwanite 3,672,316 | West Virginia 
RE RT — 2,679, 184 | Connecticut................ 
Massachusetts............... ines gudbaieeos 661, O86 
I a Oe © RE eee 412, 19% 
BE cite. Aoallticnibidien oicstaenisthein bie 1,911,896 | New Hampshire ...-......- 376, 530 
Di cele 1, 858, 685 | Washington --..... bvithsienns 349, 390 
eee De RES cingnindccceéncesdsons 313, 767 
ee ee Re ne DSS WIND « dcindcncnnconcs aecne - 832, 442 
gs 1, 686,880 | South Dakota .............. 828, 8U8 
TES deddine i aaccsuemaoduiie a nn ew wtnat 207, 905 | 
cas cited din hd aol 1,513,017 | North Dakota .............. 182,711 
PRE shnosuncouncaseca 1, 444,933 | Delaware ................... 168, 493 
SE, saci ctnee silts teint 1, B01, 826 | — —— 
I cathe ected eicestiiaekal 1, 208, 130 | Fotal..... ianeihinsnas iain 50, 117, 440 


_The States and Territories which have not passed laws forbid- 
ding the sale of oleomargarine colored in semblance of butter are: 








Population. | Population. 
ia aencce eke whined 2, 235, G23 | OT MEUEOD... cccncesececese 153, 593 
CN ical aati cea nna 2,102, 404 | Montana... .......... cess . 32, 156 
North Carolina.............. ET © Rc cuccseondinatindont 84, 385 
oS ae 1,427,006 | Oklahoma 
GREECE 1,289,700 | Wyoming 
I no oa Sia eccmnallale Se 2 ns... wceawadésensssors 
RS. i. cseiwastiawteded EET F BPO UME abed eens woh cinccccce 
NE gg an dite alah 321, 422 
OS, OS Pa 345, 506 Total 
District of Columbia........ 230, 392 


I also submit a statement showing the States into which it was 
shipped, together with the number of dealers in each State and the 
number of pounds so disposed of: 


Yellow oleomargarine sold contrary to law in 1899. 
































Num- | ot Num- ite 
ber of | Quantity | ber of | Quantity 
dealers cei dealers oan. 
Pounds. Pounds. 
Sno o-m 00 21 | ao wow. Seek. —— 14 222,7 
SR SP 74,923 || Nort akota.... 18 
ehapade alata 95} 1,123,537 || Ohio.-............. 1,005 8, 830, 969 
Yonnecticut ....... 5 134, 255 || Oregon ........... 3 | 1 
Delaware ...... ee 48 40,475 | Pennsylvania .... F17 | 11, 438, 
are 61 495,004 || South Carolina... 258, 159 
RI ic cesiee 2,020 | 18,638,921 |} South Dakota .--. 55, 432 
dl ities acti é 79,922 || Tennessee... .... 714, 640 
peatucky aldesdatieabio 217 1. eee | Utah and acciitentnitinns aeeaditiade 8, 450 
I a rnin de eacinie 17 02,27 fermont ......... 2,990 
etic.” 0s | 3'083'880 || Washington... a 
chusetts..... 2, 083, 8 ashington...... 13, 345 
Minnesota ........- 30 | 1,343,865 |} West Virginia ne 1, 206, 865 
Sea 231 | 3,133,313 || Wisconsin -...... 714, 742 
Nebraska .......... 73 | 1,024,985 —— 
New Hampshire .. 19 445, 583 yee 52, 825, 582 
New Jersey -....... 296 | 5,875,975 
Oleomargarine sold in States where legal to color. 
siniailiadiel 
oe Quantity pate. Quantity 
dealers) *%°!4. dealers; sold. 
Pounds. i Pounds. 
I | ceoduenanen 5 18,080 || Mississippi ....... 104, 622 
sepeeee psd ebingal 35 a ag sae ag citetewss |nneeeee- 446, (22 
Alan ce 5 78, 767 I r cencicn wieassros S eeeinae 625 
District of Colum- | l New Mexico...... 12 115, 850 
eel atid oman 61 | 816,848 || North Carolina -. 9 110, 224 
INR. 6 <ecc0n- 20 82} 590,225 || Oklahoma -....... 10 117,398 
lr ee ain sina 3 58,224 || Rhode Island. .... 833 | 3,594,984 
Indiana .......-.... 806 | 8,923,228 || Texas...........-. 162} 1,518,264 
Indian Territory -. 2. 152,278 || Wyoming .-....... 5 39, 547 
SE iiaisdan: damier 86 | 1,658,544 
Louisiana.......... 140 | 1,043, 502 pone 
Michigan .......... 109 | 2,092,521 OG vconaes 1,501 | 16,860,142 








statement giving name of manufacturer, ingredients, etc.,a copy of which 
must be given to each purchaser, with verbal notice, at the time of sale, in 
connection with which words like ‘‘creamery,”’ * dairy,” etc., are prohibited. 
Patrons of eating places shall be notified if substitutes of butter or cheese are 
used. Prohibited in State charitable institutions. 
COLORADO—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved April 1, 1895.) 

All articles not produced from pure milk or cream, in imitation of pure 
cheese or yellow butter, are prohibited; but oleomargarine and filled cheese 
are permitted if free from color or other ingredient to cause them to look 
like butter or cheese. They must be made in such form and sold in such 
manner as will advise the consumer of their real character. Cheese contain- 
ing any foreign fats, oleaginous substances, rancid butter, etc., shall be 
branded “imitation cheese.” 

CONNECTICUT—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Public Acts, 1895.) 

Imitation butter, defined as any article resembling butter in appearance 
and not made wholly, salt and coloring matter excepted, from cow's milk, is 
prohibited; but oleomargarine or imitation butter, free from color or other 
ingredient to cause it to look like butter, and made in such form and sold in 
such manner as will advise consumer of its real character, is permitted. 
Words like “ butter,” “dairy,” etc., shall not forma _ of its name or ap- 
pear on its package. Imitation butter shall be sold only in labeled packages, 
or registered places which display signs, and purchasers shall be informed 
orally of the character of the article at the time of sale. Use of imitation 
butter in public eating places, bakeries, etc., must be made known by signs, 

DELAWARE—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Passed May 8, 1895.) 

The manufacture or sale of any article not produced from unadulterated 
milk or cream, which is in imitation of pure yellow butter or designed to 
take the place of pure cheese, is prohibited; but oleomargarine is permitted 
if ina distinct form, free from butter color, and sold in such manner as to 
show its real character; it shall be plainly marked ‘‘ Oleomargarine.” 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—BRANDING LAW. 
(Approved March 2, 1895.) 

Substances in semblance of butter or cheese, not made exclusively of milk 
or cream, but with the addition of melted butter or any oil, shall be plainly 
branded on each package “ Oleomargarine,” and a label, similarly printed, 
must accompany each retail sale. 

FLORIDA—MUST NOTIFY GUESTS. 
(Approved February 17, 1881.) 

The sale of any spurious preparation, purporting to be butter, is prohib- 
ited. Guests at hotels, etc., must be notified if oleomargarine or other spuri- 
ous butter is used. 





GEORGIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved December 16, 1895.) 

Imitation butter and cheese are defined as any article not produced from 
pure milk orcream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance 
of butter or cheese and designed to be used as a substitute for either. Shall 
not be colored to resemble butter or cheese. Every package must be plainly 
marked “Substitute for butter” or “Substitute for cheese,” and each sale 
shall be accompanied by verbal notice and by a printed statement that the 
article is an imitation, the statement giving also the name of the producer. 
The use of these imitations in eating places, bakeries, etc., must be made 
known by signs. 

IDAHO—BRANDING REQUIRED. 
(Approved January 27, 1885.) . 

Brand required for sale of oleomargarine or butterine, imitation butter, or 
mixture imitating butter. These shall not be sold as butter. 

ILLINOIS—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved June HM, 1897.) 


Imitation butter is defined as any article not produced from pure miik or 
cream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance of butter 
and designed to be used as a substitute for it. Shall not be colored to resem- 


| ble butter. All packages must be plainly branded ‘“*Oleomargarine,”’ ** But- 


terine,”’ “‘ Substitute for butter,” or “Imitation butter.”’ Each sale shall be 
accompanied by notice to the purchaser that the substitute is imitation 
butter. 
INDIANA—LABEL LAW. 
Butter other than that made from pure milk, when sold or used in hotels, 
etc., must be plainly labeled *‘ Oleomargarine.”’ 


IOWA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Passed in 1893. ) 
Imitation butter or cheese is defined as an article not produced from pure 


milk or cream—salt, rennet, and coloring matter excepted—in semblance of 
butter or cheese and designed to be sold as a substitute for either of them, 
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shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese. Every 
plainly marked “Substitute for butter” or “ Substitute for cheese,” and each 
sale shall be accompanied by a verbal notice and a printed statement that the 
article is an imitation, the statement giving also the address of the maker. 
The use of these imitations in hotels, bakeries, etc., must be made known by 
signs. 


kage shall be 


- KANSAS. 
No law. 


KENTUCK Y—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Act of 1898.) 


Oleomargarine, butterine, or kindred compounds, made in such from and 
sold in such manner as will advise the customer of its real character, and free 
from color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, is permitted. 


LOUISIANA—LABEL LAW. 
(Approved July 6, 1888.) 


Such substances as oleomargarine, butterine, bogus butter, etc., shall be 
plainly labeled toindicate their composition. They shall not be sold as butter. 


MAINE—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 27, 1895.) 


Any article in imitation of yellow butter or cheese and not made exclusively 
of milk or cream is prohibited. 


MARYLAND—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Passed in 1888.) 


The manufacture, sale, or use in public eating places of any article in imi 
tation of and designed to take the place of pure butter or cheese, and not 
made wholly from milk or cream, is prohibited. Mixtures of any animal fats 
or animal or vegetable oils with milk, cream, or butter shall be uncolored 
and marked with names and percentages of adulterants, and this information 
shall be given to purchasers. 


» MASSACHUSETTS—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved Jane 11, 1891.) 


An article made wholly or partly out of any fat or oil, etc., not from pure 
cream, and which is in imitation of yellow butter, is prohibited; but oleo- 
margarine, free from color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, 
and made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer 
of its real character, is permitted. It shall not be sold as butter, nor shall 
words like “dairy,” “creamery,” etc., or the name of any breed of dairy 
cattle, be used in connection with it. All packages exposed for sale must be 
plainly marked “Oleomargarine,” and labels similarly marked must accom- 
cong retail sales. Stores where it is sold and wagons used for delivery must 
display signs, and hotels, etc., using it must notify guests. Persons selling 
oleomargarine must be registered and conveyors licensed. 

MICHIGAN—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved April 15, 1897.) 

Any article not made wholly from milk or cream, and containing melted 
butter, fats, or oils not produced from milk, and which is in imitation of pure 
butter, is prohibited; but oleomargarine, free from color or any ingredient 
to cause it to look like butter, and made in such form and sold in such man- 
ner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is permitted; its sale as 
butter is prohibited; signs must be displayed where it is sold or used, and its 
original packages must be plainly marked **Oleomargarine ” if the article 
contains suet or tallow, or “ Butterine” if it contains lard; retail sales shall 
be made froma package so marked, and a label similarly printed and bearing 
the name of the manufacturer shall be delivered with each sale; shall not be 
used in any public institution. (N.B.—The above law was invalidated in 1897 
by the supreme court because of the fact that the enacting clause was omitted 
wheu it passed the senate. ) 


MINNESOTA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved 1899.) 


This law prohibits the sale of oleomargarine made in imitation of butter, 
and took the place of the pink law of 1891. 


MISSISSIPPI—LABEL LAW. 
(Approved March 9, 1882.) 


Packages of oleomargarine or similarly manufactured butters shall be 
plainly labeled with the correct name of their contents, and the product 
shall be sold by that name. A privilege tax of $ is imposed upon persons 
selling the articles named. 

MISSOURI—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved April 19, 1895.) 

Imitation butter is defined as every article not produced wholly from pure 
milk or cream, made in semblance of and designed to be used as a substitute 
for pure butter; it shall not be sold as butter; skall not be colored to resem- 
ble butter unless it is to be sold outside the State; original packages shall be 
plainly stamped *‘ Substitute for butter; in hotels, etc., vessels in which it 
is served must be marked **‘Oleomargarine ” or “Impure butter.” 


MONTANA—TAXED 10 CENTS A POUND. 
(Penal code of 1895.) 


Any article in semblance of butter or cheese and not made wholly from 
milk or cream must be plainly labeled “Oleomargarine” or ‘Imitation 
cheese,” and a printed label bearing the same word or words must be deliv- 
ered to the purchaser with retail sales. Places where these articles are sold 
or used must display signs, and information as to their character be given if 
sognestes. Dealers must pay a license of 10 cents a pound on each pound 
sold. 

NEVADA—BRANDING LAW. 


(Approved February 14, 1881.) 


Any article in semblance of butter, but not made exclusively of milk or 
cream, or containing melted butter, shall be in packages plainly marked 
“Oleomargarine.” 

NEBRASKA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Approved March 16, 1895.) 


Imitation butter and cheese are defined as any article made in semblance 
of and designed to be used as a substitute for pure butter or cheese and not 
»roduced wholly from pure milk or cream, salt, rennet, and harmless color- 
ng matter. These articles, including any having melted butter added to 
them, shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese; shall be plainly 
marked “Imitation butter,” or “Imitation cheese; verbal and printed in- 
formation of the character of the articles, and address of the maker, shall 
be given at time of sale; signs shall be displayed in public eating places 
where used. 





NEW HAMPSHIRE—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 29, 1895.) 


Any article not made wholly from unadulterated milk or cream, which is 
in imitation of pure yellow butter or cheese, is prohibited, unless in packages 
plainly marked ‘‘Adulterated butter,” ‘‘Oleomargarine,” or ‘Imitation 
cheese.’’ A label printed with the words on the original package shall be de- 
livered with each retail sale. Oleomargarine, free from color or ingredient 
to cause it to look like butter, and made in such form and sold in such man- 
ner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is permitted. Notice 
of the use of substitutes for butter in hotels, etc., shall be given to patrons. 


NEW JERSEY—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 22, 1886.) 


Any article made wholly or partly out of any fat, oil, etc., not from pure 
milk or cream, artificially colored in imitation of pure yellow butter, is pro- 
hibited; but oleomargarine and imitation cheese are permitted, if free from 
artificial color and in original package encircled by a wide black band bearin 
the name of the maker and having the name of the contents plainly branded 
on them with a hotiron. Retail sales shall be accompanied by a printed card 
on which the name of the substance and the address of the maker are plainly 
printed, and the customer shall be orally informed of the character of the 
article at the time of sale. 


NEW MEXICO. 

No law. 

NEW YORK—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved April 10, 1893.) 

The terms oleomargarine, butterine, imitation butter, or imitation cheese 
means any article in the semblance of butter or cheese not the usual product 
of the dairy and not made exclusively from unadulterated milk, or having 
any oil, lard, melted butter, etc., as a component part. Imitation butter: 
The manufacture of oleomargarine or any article in imitation of butter wholly 
or partly from fats or oils not produced from _milk, or the sale or the use in 
hotels, etc., of such articles, is prohibited. No article intended as an imita- 
tion of butter and conteining oils, fats, etc., not from milk, or melted butter 
in any condition, shall be colored yellow. 


NORTH CAROLINA—LABOR LAW. 
(Ratified February 28, 1895.) 
Oleomargarine and butterine are defined as articles manufactured in imi- 
tation of butter, and which are composed of no ingredient or ingredients in 


combination with butter. Original packages shall be labeled with chemical 
ingredients and their proportions. 


NORTH DAKOTA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Laws of 1899.) 


Law prohibits manufacture and sale of oleomargarine colored in semblance 
of butter. 
OHIO—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Approved May 16, 1894.) 


Oleomargarine is defined as any substance not pure butter of not less than 
80 per cent butter fat and made for use as butter. It is permitted if free 
from coloring matter or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, and 
made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer of 
its real character. 

OKLAHOMA. 

No laws. 


OREGON—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Filed February 21, 1899.) 
Forbids the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine colored in semblance 


of butter. 
PENNSYLVANIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Passed in 1899.) 


Prohibits manufacture and sale of oleomargarine made in semblance of 
butter. 
RHODE ISLAND—BRANDING LAW. 


(Laws of 1882.) 

Any article not made wholly from milk or cream, but containing any 
melted butter or animal oil or fat not the —-= milk, shall be plainly 
marked “ Oleomargarine,” and a label similarly printed shall be delivered 
with all retail sales. 

SOUTH CAROLINA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Approved March 9, 1896.) 


Imitation butter and cheeseare defined as every article not produced from 
pure milk or cream, with or without salt,rennet,and harmless coloring mat- 
ter, which is in semblance of, and designed to be used as,a substitute for but- 
ter or cheese; they shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese; origi- 
nal packages shall be marked “Substitute for butter,’’ or “Substitute for 
cheese;” shall not be sold as genuine butter or cheese, nor used in hotels, etc., 
unless signs are displayed. 


SOUTH DAKOTA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Laws of 1897.) 


Any article not made wholly from pure milk or cream, and in imitation of 
pure Cosher, is prohibited; but oleomargarine, colored pink and made in such 
form and soid in such manner as will advise the consumer of its real charac- 
ter, is permitted; notice of its use in public eating places must be given. 


TENNESSEE—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Act of 1895.) 


Any article which is in imitation of yellow butter and not made exclu- 
sively from pure milk or cream is prohibited; but oleomargarine, free from 
color or other ingredient to cause it to look like butter, and made in such 
form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer of its true charac- 
ter, and other imitations if uncolored and labeled with their correct names, 
are permitted; wholesale packages shall be plainly labeled, and a label shall 
accompany retail sales. 

TEXAS, 

No law. 

UTAH—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 8, 1894.) 


Any article in semblance of butter or cheese, and not made wholly from 
milk or cream, shall be plainly marked *‘ Oleomargarine butter,” or ** Imita- 
tion cheese,’ and retail sales shall be made from packages so marked. Such 
articles shall not be colored to resemble butter or cheese. 
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VERMONT—PINK LAW. 
(Laws of 1884.) 


The manufacture of any article in imitation of butter or cheese which con- 
tains any animal fat, or animal or vegetable oils or acids not produced from 
pure milk or cream, is prohibited. é 5 
Imitation butter.—Imitation butter for use in public eating places, or for 
sale, shall be colored pink. 


VIRGINIA—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved January 29, 1898.) 


The manufacture or sale of any article made wholly or partly from any 
fat or oil not produced from unadulterated milk or cream, which is in imita- 
tion of pure yellow butter, is 4 but oleomargarine, butterine, or 
kindred compound, made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise 
the consumer of its real character, and free from color or other ingredient 
to cause it to look like butter, are permitted. Signs with the words “ Imi- 
tation butter used here” shall be displayed in eating places, bakeries, etc., 
where the articles above named are used. 


WASHINGTON—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 
(Approved March 11, 1895.) 


No article which is in imitation of pure yellow butter and is not made 
wholly from pure milk or cream, with or without harmless coloring matter, 
shall be manufactured, sold, or used in any public eating house or eleemosy- 
nary or penal institution, etc.; but oleomargarine free from color or other 
ingredient to make it look like butter, and madein such form and sold in 
such manner as will advise the consumer of its real character, is permitted. 


WEST VIRGINIA—PINK LAW. 
(Approved February 16, 1891.) 


Any substance in semblance of butter or cheese, and not made wholly from 
pure milk orcream, and packages containing such substances, shall be plainly 
marked; printed statements explaining the character of the substance must 
be given to consumers. 

Oleomargarine.—Oleomargarine and artificial and adulterated butter shall 
be colored pink. 

WISCONSIN—ANTI-COLOR LAW. 


(Laws of 1895.) 


Any article made partly or wholly out of any fat or oil, etc., not from pure 
milk or cream, and in imitation of yellow butter, is prohibited; but oleomar- 
garine, free from color or other ingredient to make it look like butter, and 
made in such form and sold in such manner as will advise the consumer of its 
real character, is permitted. It shall not be sold as butter. All packages 
exposed for sale must be plainly marked ‘“‘Oleomargarine.’’ Signs must be 
displayed in selling places and on wagons. Hotels, etc., using it must notify 
guests. Use not permitted in charitable or penal institutions. 


: WYOMING. 
No dairy laws. 


Also what Judge Harlan had to say in delivering this opinion: 


And yet it is supposed the owners of a compound which has been put ina 
condition to cheat the public into believing it isa particular article of food 
in daily use and eagerly sought for by people in every condition of life 
are protected by the Constitution in making a sale of it against the will of 
the States in which it is offered for sale because of the circumstance that it is 
in an original package and has become a subject of ordinary traffic. We are 
unwilling to accept this view. We are of the opinion that it is within the 
ae of a State to exclude from its markets any compound manufactured 

n another State which has been artificially colored or adulterated so as to 
cause it to look like an article of food in general use and the sale of which 
may, by reason of such coloration or adulteration, cheat the general public 
into purchasing that which they may not intend to buy. 

The Constitution of the United States does not secure to anyone the privi- 
lege of defrauding the public. The deception against which the statute of 
Massachusetts is aimed is an offense against society. The States are as com- 
petent to protect their people against such offenses or wrongs as they are to 
protect them against crimes or wrongs of more serious character, and this 

rotection may be given withcet violating any right secured by the national 

Jonstitution and without infringing the authority of the General Govern- 
ment. A State enactment forbidding the sale of deceitful imitations of arti- 
cles of food in general use among the people does not abridge any privilege 
secured to citizens of the United States, nor in any just sense ‘nterlere with 
the freedom of commerce among the several States. 


From other authorities: 


It has been uniformly held that the sopaaars, in the exercise of its police 
powers for the protection of the general welfare of the community and the 
promotion of the public health, has the right to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of any article of food in imitation or semblance of another well-known 
article of food in a form which is calculated or likely to deceive the buyer or 
the consumer, and in any substitutes for butter, where the act is aimed at a 
designed and intentional imitation of butter in the manufacture of the new 
product and not at a resemblance of qualities inherent in the articles them- 
selves and common to both. (Plumley vs. Massachusetts, 155 U. S., 461: Com- 
monwealth vs. Plumley, 163 Mass., 198; Waterbury vs. Newton, 50 N. J. Law, 
534; People vs. Aarensburg, 105 N. Y., 123; McAllister vs. State, 72 Mo., 390; 
State vs. Addington, 77 Mo.. 110; Commonwealth vs. Schollenberger, 155 Pa., 
201; State vs. Marshall, 64 N. H., 549; Weilmon vs. State, 56 N. W. Rep., 688 
Minn.; Cook vs. State, 20 Southern Rep., 566 Ala.) 


Also the Attorney-General’s letter to President McKinley, which 
is as follows: 


The petitioners, Joseph Wilkins and Howard Butler, were convicted of 
fraudulently removing labels from packages containing oleomargarine in 
violation of the act of August 2, 1886, and were sentenced on March 17, 1898, 
as to Wilkins, to imprisonment for six months and to pay a fine of $1,500 and 
oe ane. = to Butler, to imprisonment for four months and to pay a fine of 

and costs. 

The judgment of the district court was subsequently affirmed in the cir- 
cuit court of appeals, to which it was taken by the defendants, and an ap- 
plication subsequently made to the Supreme Court for a writ of certiorari 
was denied. Thereupon, in November last, the petitioners were committed 
to serve their sentences of imprisonment. 

The grounds of the application for a pardon as to Joseph Wilkins are that 
he has a wife and child, and that each of the prisoners is of good reputation 
and standing and has never been convicted of any other crime. They 
request, in view of the humiliation and disgrace already suffered by them, 
as well as of the heavy fines imposed, and in view of their good reputation 
and standing in the community, and of the fact that no revenue has been lost 
to the Government, that that portion of the senteuce providing for impris- 
onment be remitted. 





a persistent violator of the oleomargarine laws and that prior to the pres 
ent prosecution he has escaped punishment by means of ae yayments in 
compromise. The records show that on December 14, 1893, Wilkins filed a 
proposition to pay $2,100 and costs in compromise of all liabilities, civil and 
criminal, incurred in the first district of Illinois for selling oleomargarine as 
butter and by violating various sections of the law pon en to wholesale 
dealers in oleomargarine. This offer was accepted December 26, 1893. 

April 4, 1895, less than a year and a half after the last settlement, Wilkins 
again filed an offer of com romise, agreeing to pay $2,000 in settlement of his 
liabilities for alleged frauds under the oleomargarine law committed in con- 
nection with a firm in West Virginia. This offer was also accepted. 

A year later, April 2, 1896, Wilkins was indicted with another in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for selling unstamped oleomargarine. On June 20, 1896, he 
offered to pay $1,000 in compromise, but this being rejected, the case went to 
trial and the accused was acquitted. There are three separate indictments 
against him pending now in the District of Columbia for selling oleomarga- 
rine in unstamped packages. These indictments were found January 4, 1897. 

The offense of which the petitionors are now convicted was committed 
December 20, 1896, two days after the verdict of acquittal in the trial in the 
District of Columbia. The petitioners were discovered by a revenue agent 
in the act of scraping off the stamps, marks, and brands from packages of 
oleomargarine. : 

In connection with the present case, an offer to pay $8,000 and costs in 
compromise was made, but rejected February 23, 1898, and thereupon the 
case went to trial with the result above stated. 

It is obvious that the business in which Wilkins was engaged must have 
been one of great profit, otherwise he could not have afforded to make the 
vers large payments in compromise which he did make or offered to make. 

hat he was aware of the fraudulent and dishonorable nature of the busi- 
ness in which he was persistently engaged appears from his own statement 
made in a letter addressed to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, October 
31, 1893, from which I quote the following: 

‘Having a thorough knowledge of the butterine business, and knowing 
the possibilities of that business if worked in certain directions and ways, I 
determined to try it, having the desire to make large gains quick. * * * 
After I found that some of my goods had been seized in Cincinnati I settled 
up my business as quickly as possible and did notshipany more. Icametoyou 
voluntarily, and I sincerely trust you will deal with me as leniently as the law 
will allow you, promising you faithfully that no such thing as this will ever 
occur again with me, and, if Iam allowed to make a request, I ask that I be 
allowed to settle without having the Western houses know anything of my 
doings, because [I know it was very dishonorable in me to do as I have done, 
and if I am allowed to go along in life without the public knowing of my mis- 
deeds, then I shall feel sure that I can make a new start in some way that is 
entirely honorable. 

“IT realize full wel] that I could havein some way kept away from the hands 
of the law, but to do this would mean the staying away from home and rela- 
tives, and, above all, the constant strain on my mind, and with the sense that 
I had done a great wrong, I could not standit. Trusting that you will allow 
me to settle immediately, which will allow me to drift back into the channels 
of straight and legitimate business soon, I remain.” 

Notwithstanding that the authorities were induced to settle with him 
upon his promise of abstention in the future from similar violations of the 
law, it appears that he straightway resumed his operations, undoubtedly 
taking courage from the success with which he had compromised the first 
offenses in which he had been discovered. 

It is absolutely clear that for such a persistent violator of the law some- 
thing more than a money penalty was essential. The sentence of imprison- 
ment imposed in this case was peremptorily required by the circumstances. 
Nor cont say that the sentence was anything but moderate. It is less than 
the average sentence imposed upon persistent violators of the internal-reve- 
nue laws relating to the distillation of spirits, and much less than the ordi- 
nary sentences imposed for violation of the laws against the use of the mails 
for fraudulent purposes. 

Not only is the dignity of the law to be upheld against such persistent vio- 
lations, but the public is entitled to be protected by the salutary influence of 
stern punishment against fraud and deception, such as were practiced in this 
case, by means of which the petitioners were enabled to impose upon inno- 
cent purchasers as genuine butter a counterfeit article, which, if sold for 
what it really was, would have brought very much less in the open market. 

I do not think that the sentences should be interfered with. 


Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I have looked with some degree 
of curiosity over this entire bill, and one of the strange features 
of it is that it puts a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent on the uncol- 
ored material. This tax is not only aimed against the colored ar- 
ticle, but even at the uncolored raw material. Now, why uncol- 
ored oleomargarine should be singled out I can not see. I think 
that Congress might as well put a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent 
on apples, or peanuts, or on bacon, or any other article of food, as 
to put it on the pure article of uncolored oleomargarine. This 
whole matter seems to be on a color line. It issoapparent in the 
first section of this bill. The ideais not to stop the adulteration 
of food, or to prosecute the frauds against the illegal sale of oleo- 
margarine, but it is simply to stamp it out, and to stamp out one 
industry for the benefit of another. 

This bill, if it is constitutional, gives the legislature of every 
State a positive right to stamp out the manufacture of all classes 
of oleomargarine, whether colored or not. First, it says practi- 
cally that no oleomargarine of any color shall be manufactured in 
any State, or at least the legislature in any State is given the power 
to preventit. It says that it shall not look like butter, but we are 
not informed whether butter is to look yellow or whether it should 
be white or green. The legislature in these States would have the 
power to absolutely suppress the manufacture of oleomargarine 
in any form that looks like butter, not only with reference to the 
color, but in reference to the shape. 1 suppose, if oleomargarine 
were to be manufactured and sold in bricks, like it is now, although 
it be white, green, or whatever color, the legislature, under this 
act, if it would be constitutional—which I can not think it is— 
would be authorized to suppress the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine. 

So there is just one intention in this bill, and it is disclosed on 


The records of the office of internal revenue show that Wilkins has been | the very face of it—that is the utter destruction of the manufac- 
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ture and enterprise and industry of oleomargarine and the sale of 
it, and to prefer to it another interest—the dairy interest. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the name of the live-stock interest of 
this country, notonly of my district and my State, but throughout 
this nation, in the name of the cotton planters of the South, I 
protest against any such rank class legislation. [Applause. | 

That this legislation is not intended to prevent adulteration of 
butter is evident from the fact that under this bill, if it be enacted, 
there are no greater safeguards to prevent the manufacture and 
sale of adulterated and impure butter than there are under the 
law as it exists now. If it were the intention of the advocates of 
this bill to suppress the manufacture and sale of spurious butter 
generally, whether made wholly or partly of either cream or oleo- 
margarine, and thus invoke byindirection the taxing power of the 
Congress under the Constitution, there might be found an excuse 
for it; but no such intention is revealed in the bill or the discus- 
sions of its advocates. 

Yet it is a well-known fact, denied by no one, that a great deal of 
so-called spurious, impure, and unwholesome butter, ostensibly 
made of cream of milk, is manufactured and sold as pure butter, 
and that the consumer is deceived and defrauded every time he 
uses this spurious article. 


ter is bought up indiscriminately by certain establishments and 
by a renovating process is placed upon the market as fresh cow 
butter, when it is nothing of the kind 

bill which even squints at the suppression of this palpable fraud 
of adulteration. 

The evidence before the committee further discloses the fact 
that so-called dairy butter is frequently impregnated with tuber- 
culosis bacilli, and is thus made the purveyor of consumption and 
tuberculosis in various phases into the human system, while on 
the other hand oleomargarine or butterine is comparatively free 
of all germs injurious to the human system; that it is manufac- 
tured of the pure caul tallow from the beef, the lard leaf of the 
hog, the best of cotton-seed oil, and sterilized cream, all of which 
ingredients undergo a careful inspection and a process of heating 
and sterilization which render the finished article absolutely pure, 
or at least approximately so. 


The evidence further discloses the fact as given by many emi- | 


nent chemists, including the Chief Chemist of the Agricultural 
Department of the United States, that oleomargarine as manufac- 
tured by the leading factories of this country is a wholesome arti- 
cle of food, but that tuberculosis is very prevalent among dairy 
cows, and that it is much safer and healthier for a consumer to 
eat oleomargarine than creamery butter, so that in the face of 
such testimony it will not be contended by the advocates of this 
bill that they ask its passage to prevent the sale or manufacture 
of impure butter as an article of food. 

Neither can it be said that this bill is aimed at the fraudulent 
sale of oleomargarine for creamery butter, because such fraud 
can be committed as well under this bill as under the present law, 
and by reason of the higher tax of 10 cents per pound on colored 
oleomargarine, which this bill provides, increases the temptation to 
commit such fraud, The substitute offered by the minority of the 
committee, however, would practically make it impossible that 
such frauds could be committed. It would have the effect of plac- 
ing creamery butter and oleomargarine upon their respective 
merits by making it practically impossible to sell one for the 
other, and would moreover have the effect of crowding impure, 
inferior, spurious, or so-called renovated process and adulterated 
creamery butter, which is now fraudulently sold for purecreamery 
butter and at the same high prices, out of the market, and would 
substitute for it the cheaper and more wholesome article of gen- 
uine oleomargarine. Yet the advocates of the Grout bill, who 
speak so much of fraud and adulteration. will not support the sub- 
stitute for their bill. It can not be their intention, then, to sup- 
press fraud and adulteration in the sale and manufacture of butter 
or butterine as an article of food. 

But it is contended that it is a fraud on the part of the manu- 
facturers of oleomargarine to color it yellow like creamery butter. 
But we reply that creamery butter is not offered upon the market 
in its natural color, and that if it be a fraud—which we deny—to 
color oleomargarine, why is it not a fraud to color butter yellow, 
which in its natural color during a great part of the year is white 
or not sufficiently yellow? The color is put in both substances to 
make them more palatable to the consumer, not in imitation of 
one or the other article. 

It is a further fact that the yellow color was first used in oleo- 
margarine and then adopted by the dairymen to make creamery 
butter more salable. Then where is the justice to draw the color 
line against oleomargarine? Why, if creamery butter sells on its 
merits, color it? If it needs no color to recommend its sale and 
use, why not offer it to the market in its natural state and permit 
oleomargarine to be sold in its yellow color, when it would be im- 

ible to sell it as creamery butter, because its color would brand 
it as oleomargarine? But the fact is the consumer demands, for 


The evidence before the committee | 
discloses beyond dispute the fact that old and rancid country but- 


; yet there is nothing in this | 
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reasons of appearance and palatability that both creamery butter 
and oleomargarine shall be colored, and therefore it would injure 
the sale to discontinue the coloring of either and a manifest injus- 
tice to compel the discoloring of one by law, not only to the manu- 
facturer and the producer, but to the consumer, who should always 
have the privilege of choice. 

Tke hearings before the committee disclose the fact that the 
price of choicecreamery butter hassteadily advanced and has hadno 
competition from the manufacture and sale of pure oleomargarine, 
and that the latter, on account of its good qualities and its cheap- 
ness, has had the effect of competing with the inferior and spurious 
articles of creamery butter, thus promoting the legitimate busi- 
ness of the dairymen and the health, comfort, and demand of the 
consumer, as well as benefiting the producer of beef tallow, leaf 
lard, and cotton-seed oil. Where, then, is to be found the reason 
for the enactment of this drastic piece of class legislation? 

It must be found in the business of the manufacturer of so- 
called inferior and spurious creamery butter, who contemplates 
| building up a trust or monopoly by law in an article of food which 
is neither desirable nor wholesome, by destroying the manufac- 
| ture and sale of oleomargarine or butterine, which is a more whole- 
some and cheaper article of food than his so-called creamery but- 
ter, so that it can no longer compete with his inferior butter, and 
| compel the consumer to buy and use his article alone. To effect 





| this he has worked upa public sentiment in favor of pure creamery 
| butter and a prejudice against oleomargarine, and flooded the 
| country with cut-and-dried resolutions of dairy associations and 
| letters and postal cards of individual dairymen, and bombarded 
members of Congress with them, and even threatened to defeat all 
| 


those who oppose this bill. 

There is a great hue and cry that the dairy business of this 
country is threatened and will be driven out of existence by the 
oleomargarine industry. I assert that upon the evidence before 
the Committee on Agriculture upon this bill the testimony of dis- 
interested witnesses proves that no such result is impending; but 
the whole testimony of nearly all the witnesses shows that a 
great and legitimate enterprise, involving millions of dollars, to 
wit, the manufacture of oleomargarine, is, if not totally destroyed, 
to be seriously crippled, and the price of every bovine and swine 
in the country reduced, involving the loss of over $100,000,000; that 
the cotton-seed oil-mill industry and the cultivation of this great 
staple in the South is to be seriously affected: that thousands of 
laborers and producers engaged in these great enterprises will 
be injuriously affected, and that thousands upon thousands of 
consumers of oleomargarine will be compelled to use it in its 
uncolored state or quit eating it. This is not —7 an unjust 
discrimination against the people who are interested in the pro- 
duction of the raw material entering into oleomargarine, and 
its manufacturers, but an unwarranted attack upon the rights of 
the consumer who may prefer on his table colored oleomargarine 
to the best creamery butter, colored or uncolored, onearth. This 
is class legis!ation run mad, which, whether constitutional or not, 
is the essence of tyranny. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. GROUT. LIyield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORTH]. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I send to the desk an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute for the (trout bill. 

The SPEAKER. The proposed substitute will be read. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Unless the House wants to hear the sub- 
stitute read, I ask unanimous consent that the reading be dis- 
pensed with and that it be printed in the REcorRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the substitute be dispensed with 
and that it be printed in fullin the Recorp, Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The proposed substitute is as fajlows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: ‘‘ That sections 3 and 6 
of an act entitled ‘ An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and reg- 
ulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomarga- 
rine,’ approved August 2, 188, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“*Sec. 3. That special tax on the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 
shall be imposed as follows: Manufacturers of oleomargarine shall pay $600 

yer annum. Every person who manufactures oleomargarine for sale shall 
deemed a manufacturer thereof. 

** Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480 per annum. Every 
person whosells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities ter than 10 
pounds at a time shall be deemed a wholesale dealer therein; but a manufac- 
turer of oleomargarine who has given the required bond and paid the re- 
quired special tax, and who sells oleomargarine of his own production only 
at the place of its manufacture in the original kages, to which the tax- 
paid stamps are affixed, shail not be required pay the special tax of a 
wholesale dealer on account of such sales. 

*** Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $48 perannum. Every person 
who sells or offers for sale oleomargarine in quantities not greater than 10 
pounds at a time shall be regarded as a retail dealer therein. 

*** Seo. 6. That all oleomarguarine shall be put up by the manufacturer for 
sale in packages of 1 and 2 pounds, respectively, and in no other or larger or 
smaller package; and upon every print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine, 
before being so put up for sale or removal from the factory, there s 
impressed by the manufacturer the word * Oleomargarine " in sunken letters, 
the size of which shall be prescribed by regulations made by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the freowery: 
that every such print, brick, roll, or lump of oleomargarine shall first 
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wrepyed with paper wrapper with the word ‘‘ Oleomargarine ” printed on the 


outs herect te distinct letters, and said wrapper shall also bear the name 
of the manufacturer, and shall then be put singly by the manufacturer 
thereof in such wooden or paper packages or in such wrappers and marked, 
stamaet, and branded with the word “ Oleomargarine " printed thereon in dis 
tinct letters, and in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and the 
internal-revenue stamp shall be affixed so as to surround the outer wrapper 
of each 1 and 2 pound package: Provided, That any number of such original 
stamped packages may be put up by the manufacturer in crates or boxes, on 
the outside of which shall be marked the word “ Oleomargarine,” with such 
other marks and brands as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by 
regulations approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe. 

*** Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall sell =~ the original package to 
which the tax-paid stamp is affixed, and shall sell only from the original 
crates or boxes in which they receive the pound or 2-pound prints, bricks, 
rolls, or lumps. ; 

‘** Every person who knowingly sells or offers for sale, or delivers or offers 
to deliver, any oleomargarine otherwise than as provided by this act or con- 
trary to the regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in 
pursuance hereof, or who packs in any package any oleomargarine in any 
manner contrary to law, or who shall sell or offer for sale, as butter, any 
oleomargarine, colored or uncolored, or who falsely brands any package, or 
affixes a stamp on any package denoting a less amount of tax than that re- 
quired by law, shall be fined for the first offense not less than one hundred 
nor more than five hundred dollars and be imprisoned not less than thirty 
days nor more than six months; and for the second and every subsequent 
offense shall be fined not less than two hundred nor more than one thousand 
dollars and be imprisoned not less than sixty days nor more than two 
years. 

Mr. GROUT. I now ask the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. It is time that we should proceed to a vote. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I ask the gentleman to withdraw for 
a moment the call for the previous question. I would like to be 
heard. . 

Mr. GROUT. How much time does the gentleman desire to 
occupy? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I shall not go farther than the rule 
allows. I shall be content with five minutes. ' 

Mr.GROUT. The gentleman must notice that it is getting 
very late and we are to have two roll calls; but I yield to him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the pretense of those who 
support the bill reported by the committee has been that it is an 
effort to prevent afraud; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania— 
unwittingly, no doubt—revealed to the House the true purpose of 
the measure when he argued that it will prevent the enormous 
loss which he declares the dairy interests of this country have sus- 
tained from competition with oleomargarine. He thus admits 
what has been so often charged in this debate, that this bill simply 
invokes the taxing power of the Government to suppress one legiti- 
mate industry in favor of another. These gentlemen can not be 
sincere in alleging that their purpose is to prevent fraudulent prac- 
tice, because they must know that every State in this Union pos- 
sesses to-day ample power to accomplish that end. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the case of Plumley vs. The State of 
Massachusetts, has distinctly and positively affirmed the plenary 
power of the States over the suppression of fraudulent practices 
with respect to this very article. The court in that case wisely 
said: 

If there be any subject over which it would seem the States ought to have 
lenary control and the power to legislate in respect to which it ought not to 
© supposed was intended to be surrendered to the General Government, it 

is the protection of the people against fraud and deception in the sale of food 
products. Such legislation may, indeed, indirectly or incidentally affect 
trade in such products transported from one State to another State. But 
that circumstance does not show that laws of the character alluded to are 


— with the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the 
States. 


It is very true, sir, that that decision was given by a divided 
court-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

ae BAILEY of Texas. I have only five minutes, but I will 
yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam verymuch obliged tothe gentleman. Will 
he kindly answer whether or not the commodity which was in 
question in that case of Plumley vs. Massachusetts was sold in the 
original package? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Thecase did not turn on that question. 
The act was entitled “An act to prevent fraudulent practice in 
respect to the imitation and sale of butter.” It imposed severe 
penalties; and the court upheld the law as an exercise of the police 
power of the State. It declared that the State had the right to 
control imitations and fraudulent practices such as are involved 
in the sale of oleomargarine for butter. 

There was in that case, as I was about to say when interrupted 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a dissenting opinion deliv- 
ered by the Chief Justice and concurred in by two of his associ- 
ates; but, sir, that dissenting opinion proceeded upon the theory 
that oleomargarine, so far as that record disclosed, was as healthy 
as butter itself. The majority of the court held that the State 
could suppress a fraud; the minority dissented, upon the ground 
that oleomargarine was not a fraud. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it frequently happens that a deception is an 





innocent one. No man claims that a dairy establishment—such, 
for instance, as the great Elgin Creamery—when it sends its butter 
to one city more deeply colored than to another, does so fraudu- 
lently. Nobody claims that a fraud is intended. Nobody claims 
that there is any attempt to rob an unsuspecting public. There 
are many innocent and harmless deceptions, and most of all about 
the question of color. Who believes that a beautiful woman, when 
she happens to paint her cheek, is trying to deceive us to our in- 
jury? [Laughter.] Yet, sir, many ladies—God bless them!—color 
their cheeks different from what God and nature painted them. 
If itis to be charged that every time an article is colored or dis- 
colored somebody is attempting to practice a fraud, then why not 
make it a crime to color butter, just as it is now proposed to mako 
it a crime to color oleomargarine? [Applause. } 

_— the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the case to which the gentleman 
from Texas {Mr. BAILEY] has just referred—a case whick arose 
in the State courts of Massachusetts, but came up on writ of error 
to the Supreme Court of the United States—was fully discussed 
by me, as will be remembered, in the opening of this debate. It 
is true no question was made in that case but that oleomargarine 
might be a wholesome article of food. The case went on the 
ground that it was a fraud—— 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. You say that what you are after is 
fraud. I say not. 

Mr. GROUT. TheSupreme Court said that oleomargarine was 
a fraud and that it was within the province of the local law of 
Massachusetts to prohibit it. I explained to the House that the 
decision still stands, but as it was by a divided court it might be 
reversed, and that itis the desire of the dairymen of the coun- 
try to have it written also in the statute law of the land, where it 
can not be veversed except by legislative action. So much for this. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the first question will be upon the Wads- 
worth bill just offered as a substitute for the bill before the 
House—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not the Wadsworth bill, but the substi- 
tute reported by the minority of the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, the minority substitute; but it is known as 
the Wadsworth substitute. The objections to this substitute have 
been fully presented by other speakers and I have no time to enter 
into aserious discussion of it, and will close by reading a letter for- 
warded to me by Hon. STEPHEN B, ELKINs, Senator from West 
Virginia: 

Montrosz, W. VA., Decembder 1, 1900. 

DEAR SENATOR: I have a small family, small farm, and aJersey cow. I 
am satisfied, for everything has gone my way. It's the cow that’s kicking. 
She's “kickin” ’ginst the Wadsworth substitute for the Grout bill. 

Yours, truly, ; 
ORB WHITE. 

STEPHEN B. ELKINS. 

{ Laughter. } 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All Ican sayin answer tothe gentleman 
from Vermont and to the letter which he has read is that I am not 
ashamed to look the cow in the face. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I will let the gentleman from New 
York and the cow have it out. I now call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. WapsworTH}. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the substitute. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 179, 
answered ‘‘ present” 5, not voting 58. 

YEAS—1l14. 
Cooney, Lane, 


‘ 


Aldrich, 


Rodenberg, 


Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. 
Atwater, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Boutell, N11 
Bowersock, 
Brantley. 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Capron, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. 


Clayton, N. Y. 


Cochran, Mo. 
Connell, 


Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 

Davis, 

De Graffenried, 
Finley, 


Fitzgerald, Mass. 


Fleming, 
Foster, 
Fowler, 
Fox, 
Gaines, 
Gayle, 
Gibson, 
Graham, 
Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Hawley, 
Hedge, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Johnston, 
Joy. 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 


Lanham, 
szassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Mann, 
Mercer, 
Naphen, 
Noonan, 
Overstreet, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Ransdell, 
Rhea, Ky. 


Richardson, Ala. 


Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Sparkman, 
Steele, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala 
Terry, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Turner, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, S. C. 
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Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcor k, 
Barber, 
Barney, 
Bell, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brick, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler. 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss. 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, 
Dahle. 
Dalzell, 
Davenport, 8. A. 
Davenport, 8. W. 
Davidson, 
De Armond, 
Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Usch, 


Adamson, 
King, 


Baker, 
Barham, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, 
Bradley, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brundidge, 
Campbell, 
Chanler, 
Clarke, N. EL 
Cox, 
Crump, 
Cushman, 
Davey, 


Me. 
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NAYS—179. 
Faris, Lawrence, 
Fletcher, Littauer, 
Fordney, Littlefield, 
Foss, Lloyd, 
Gamble, Lybrand, 


Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gaston, 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glynn, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Greene, Mass. 
Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 

Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hill. 

Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 


Howell, Polk, 

Hull, Powers, 

Jack, Prince, 

Jenkins, Pugh, 

Jett, Quarles, 

Jones, Va. Ray, N. Y. 

Jones, Wash. Reeder. 

Kerr, Ohio Rhea, Va. 

Ketcham, Rixey, 

Kluttz, Robb, 

Lacey, Robinson, Ind. 

Lamb, Robinson, Nebr. 

Landis, Rucker, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT'’’—5. 

Maddox, Meyer, La. 

NOT VOTING—%. . 

Dayton, May, 

Denny, Mesick, 

Dinsmore, Mondell, 

Driggs, Muller, 

Elliott, Norton, 8. C. 

Fitzgerald, N.Y. Otjen, 

Fitzpatrick, Parker, N. J. 

Freer, Reeves, 

Hemenway, Richardson, Tenn. 

Kahn, Ridgely, 

Kerr, Md. Riordan, 

Lentz, Roberts, 

Levy, Robertson, La. 

McAleer, Ruppert, 

McCall, Shafroth, 


cCleary, 
McDowell, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Meekison, 
Metcalf, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, Ohio 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Otey, 
Packer, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 


So the substitute was rejected. 
The following pairs were annouuced: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. SMALL. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


For this day: 
Mr. Berry with Mr. SULZER. 


Russell, 
Ryan, N. Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Smith, M1. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stark, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
Weymouth, 
Williams, J. R. 
Wood, 
Wright, 
Young. 

Zenor, 
Ziegler. 


Morrell. 


Small, 
Spight, 
Sprague, 
Stallings. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Underhill, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 
Waters, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wise. 


CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. RupprErt, 
Witson of Idaho with Mr. WILson of New York. 
PARKER of New Jersey with Mr. ELLiorr. 
MESICK with Mr. FiTzGERALD of New York. 
WATERS with Mr. Davey. 
FREER With Mr. RANSDELL. 
PEARSON with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
REEVES with Mr. DINSMORE, 
CUSHMAN with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
Crump with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
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The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 
The SPEAKER, The question is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. GROUT. And upon that, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 197, nays 92, 
answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—197. 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Barber, 
Barney, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brick, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Conner, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 

Dahle, 

Dalzell, 
Davenport, S. A. 
Davenport, 8. W. 
Davidson, 

De Armond, 
Dick, 
Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. 
Atwater, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bellamy, 
Boutell, OL 
Brantley, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton, N.Y. 


Faris, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N.J. 
Gaston, 
Gibson, 
Gilbert, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glynn, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffith, 
Grout, 
Grow, 

Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 

Hull, 

Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Jett. 

Jones, Wash. 
Kerr, Ohio 


Littauer, 
Littlefield, 
Lloyd, 
Loudenslager, 
<7 ecane, 
cCleary, 
McDowell 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Meekison, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf, 
Miers, Ind 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, Ohio 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Otey, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 
Polk, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 
uarles, 
Ray, N. Y. 
Reeder, 


Ketcham, Rixey, 
Kluttz, Robb, 
Knox, Robinson, Ind. 
Lacey, Robinson, Nebr. 
Lamb, Rodenberg, 
Landis, Rucker, 
Lane, Russell. 
Lawrence, Ryan, N, Y. 
NAYS—®. 
Cooper, Tex. Kleberg, 
Cowherd, Lanham, 
Cummings, Lassiter, 
Cusack, Latimer, 
Davis, Lester, 
De Graffenreid, Lewis, 
Finley, Linney, 
Fleming, Little, 
Foster, Livingston, 
Fowler, Long, 
Fox, Lorimer, 
Gaines, Loud, 
Gayle, Lovering, 
Griggs, McClellan, 
Grosvenor, McCulloch, 
Hawley, McDermott, 


Hay, 

Hedge, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Johnston, 
Joy, 
Kitchin, 


McLain, 
McRae, 
Mann, 
Naphen, 
Noonan, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pierce, Tenn. 


Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 


Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Smith, fl. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 

Stark, 

Steele, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Sulloway, 
Sutherland, 
Tate, 

Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
Weymouth, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams; W. E. 
Wood, 
Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor, 
Ziegler. 


See ee 
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Ransdell, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Ala. 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Step hens. Tex. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Terry, 
Thomas, N.C, 
Underwood, 
Wadsworth, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, 8. C. 


Mr. MoONDELL with Mr. SHAFROTH, 


Mr. Brostus with Mr. Mappox. ANSWERED *PRESENT"—4 





Mr. Rosperts with Mr. MULLER. Adamson, King, sal ets Meyer, La 
Mr. Morgan with Mr. Lentz. Adamson. Crump McAleer Shafroth, 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. CHANLER. Baker, - Cushman, McCall, * Small, 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr, BAKER. Barham, Davey, May. Spight, 
Mr. Orsen with Mr. MCALEER. orry. dayton, esick. Sprague, 
Mr. McCat1 with Mr. Swanson. <a = Danae, Muller, Sulzer’ 
Mr. Kerr of Maryland with Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee. Brower, Driggs, Norton, 8. C. Swanson, 

ir. Kaun with Mr. CHANLER. Srosius, alliott, Otjen, Turner, 
> or this session: Brundidge, Fitzgerald, N.Y. Parker, Underhill, 

OF vn! , . aan Bull, Fitzpatrick, Reeves, Vandiver, 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, Campbell, Freer, _ Richardson, Tenn. Wachter, 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. Ceorca, ones, Va. Ridgely, semeee, 

c sj as , 7 1anier, ahn, i , “rs, 
Mr. KING. I desire to be recorded as present only, Mr. Speaker. | Giarke, N. H. Kerr, Ma. oheste Wilson’ Idaho 
The SPEAKER. That will be done. | Connell, Lentz, Robertson, La Wilson, N. Y. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I also withdraw my vote, and ask | Cox, Levy, Ruppert, Wise. 


to be recorded as present. 


So the bill was passed. 


ee 





The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. RosBerts with Mr. MULLER. Mr. RoBErts against the Grout 
bill, Mr. MULLER for it. 

Mr. MONDELL with Mr, SHAFROTH. 

Mr. JoNEs of Virginia with Mr. VANDIVER, 

On this vote: 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. Kina, 

For the balance of this day: 

Mr. BULL with Mr. RIoRDAN, 

Mr. VANDIVER. I desire to say that I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. Jones. If he were present, he would 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 4400. An act for the relief of Frank E. Kellogg, collector 
of the Sixth internal-revenue district, Missouri. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The bills H. R. 12163 and 12164, which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, should 
have been referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Without objection, that change of reference will be made, 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
McDermott, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


WAR-REVENUE REDUCTION, 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to 
provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 13, 1898. and to reduce taxation there- 
under; which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state cf the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, by agreement with the members 
of the minority of the committee, I ask unanimous consent that 
the minority have until the adjournment of the House on Mon- 
day to file their views. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
asks unanimous consent that the minority have until the adjourn- 
ment on Monday next to file their views. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from New York if he expects to call up the bill on Tuesday? 

Mr. PAYNE. I was just going to make a statement in refer- 
ence to that. In the first place, I ask unanimous consent that 
3,000 copies of the bill and report may be printed. I shall also 
ask that consent for the views of the minority when they are 
presented. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask the gentleman to include that in 
his request. 

Mr. PAYNE. They can not very well be printed together. I 
want the report printed as soon as possible, and I want the mem- 
bers to see the changes made in the bill. On Monday I will ask 
that a further edition be printed. I will present the request in 
this form: I ask that 3,000 copies of the bill and report be printed, 
and that after the views of the’minority are submitted 3,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the bill and of the report and views of the minor- 
ity be printed. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair would ask the gentleman from New 
York if it is his purpose to have these copies go to the folding 
room to the credit of members? Otherwise they would go tothe 
document room. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I suggest that that be done; otherwise 
somebody will go to the document room and take them out, and 
the members who will be applied to for copies will not be able to 
get them. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have noobjection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that 3,000 copies of the bill just reported be printed 
for the use of the House, to go to the folding room to the credit 
of members like other documents; also, after the views of the 
minority are submitted, 3,000 additional copies, with the views of 
the minority, the same to go to the folding room to the credit of 
members. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask to have the report printed also in each 
instance. 

The SPEAKER, 
there objection? 


Including the report in each instance. Is 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, I desire'to give notice that I shall endeavor 
to call > this bill for consideration after the legislative appropri- 
ation bill has been disposed of, and I think that will probably be 
on Tuesday next. 

CAPITAL CENTENNIAL EXERCISES, 


Mr. PAYNE. [also wish to call the attention of the House to 
another matter. As is known to members of the House, next 
Wednesday is, by an act of Congress, set apart as a day to cele- 
brate the anniversary of the establishment of a seat of government 
in the District of Columbia, and in that bill it is provided that 
there shall be a joint meeting of the two Houses of Congress at 
3.30 on Wednesday in this Hall. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that when the House adjourn on Tuesday next it adjourn to 
meet at 3.15 on Wednesday, in order to give an opportunity to 
the doorkeepers to arrange the House for the joint meeting at 3.30. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that when the House adjourn on Tuesday next it 
adjourn to meet at 3.15 on Wednesday next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for support of the Turtle Mountain 
Band of Chippewas and the Sioux of Devils Lake, North Dakota— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Comptroller of the Treasury sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for an additional force of 
clerks in his office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of acommunication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for armament of fortitications—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
Board of Engineers on deep waterways—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of ex- 
penditures at the Springfield Armory, and of arms, etc., altered 
and repaired during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for additional revenue cutters to be used in 
Porto Rican waters—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of the Ohio River near Maysville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of 
the receipts and expenditures on account of appropriations for 
contingent expenses of the War Department during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1900—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 

ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 

the Clerk, and referred to the several Calenders therein named, 


| as follows: 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. 
J. Res. 278) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to employ an additional assistant to the attorney, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2015); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12394) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to provide ways and means to meet war expend- 
itures, and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, and to 
reduce taxation thereunder, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2016); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS np | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 12467) for relief of John F. Bretz—to the 


RESOLUTIONS, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. WEAVER, from the Com- | 


mittee on War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the Sen- 
ate (S. 1618) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
hear and adjudicate the claim of the personal representatives of 
William Kiskadden, deceased, reported the same without amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2014); which said bill and | 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12237) granting a pension to Patrick J. Murphy— | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the | 
Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as | 
follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12456) to amend certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the | 
District of Columbia as to the Metropolitan police, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 12457) for the relief of the | 
State of Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. S.A. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 12458) providing for | 
raising and preserving the hull of the Niagara, the flagship of 
Commodore Perry in the battle of Lake Erie—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 12459) for a customs ware- 
house at St. Louis, Mo.—tothe Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 12460) to build an abut- 
ment for a bridge across the channel of the Anacostia River west 
of Congress Heights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 12461) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 12462) to declare the 
St. Joseph River, in the State of Indiana, not navigable, and 
validating structures thereon—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H. R. 
12463) to establish the sleeping-berth rights of passengers who ride 
at night in ordinary day cars—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12464) to amend sec- 
tions 7 and 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote the efficiency 
of the Life-Saving Service and encourage the saving of life from 
shipwreck”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 
merce. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 12504) to revive the grade of Vice- 
Admiral in the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12505) to charter the American Legion of 
Honor—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 12506) toappropriate the sum of 
$100,000 to erect a public building at Guthrie, Okla.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 279) | 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States | 
conferring power on Congress to enact uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of marriage and divorce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITE: A resolution (H. Res. 310) relative to the con- | 
sideration of H. R. 10305—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. | 
311) relative toclaim against the Turkish Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Massachusetts, relative to the purchase of 
Temple Farm and Moore House, at Yorktown, Va., by the United 
States Government—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12465) granting a pension 
to Ebenezer H. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.12466) granting a pension to Henry G, 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Committe’ on Claims. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 12468) for the relief of the es- 
tate of James Crews, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 12469) for the 
relief of Anthony Mixted—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12470) granting a pension to 
Jonas Stough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12471) to remove charge of desertion against 
Elisha K, White and grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R, 12472) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan Thurber—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12473) 
granting an increase of pension to E. Bradford Gay--to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 12474) granting an increase of 
pension to James Noble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12475) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Luce—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12476) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Minnick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12477) for the re- 


| lief of Charlotte G. Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12478) for the relief of Waldo W. Putnam— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12479) for the relief of the estate of James P. 


| Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 12480) for the relief of C. F. 
Cook, heir of John Cook, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 12481) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to John J. Martin—to the Committee on Inva- 


lid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 12482) for the relief of Henry 
C. Wolfe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 12483) fortherelief of the mem- 
bers of the First, Second, and Third Marine Corps, and for other 


| purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H.R, 12484) to refer the war claim of 


| the estate of John Peacher, deceased, late of Washington County, 
| Md., to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12485) granting a pen- 
sion to Amanda Northrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12486) granting a pension to Ada L. McFar- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12487) granting an increase of pension to 
Bolivar Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12488) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles B. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12489) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses B. Sneden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew J. West—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12491) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert H. Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12492) granting a pension to Alfred Hat- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12493) granting a pension to Lewis A. 
Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 12494) for the relief of 
James D. Livesay, administrator John W. Livesay, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H.R. 12495) granting an increase 
of pension to John Downing—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.12496) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 12497) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel R. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12498) granting an increase 
of pension to Simon R. Marston—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12499) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Laughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12500) granting an increase of pension to Rol- 
lins D. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12501) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H.R.12502) for the relief of M. E, 
Saville—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 12503) toremove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of James H. Epps—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


i aa eleealiaiaae! 
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By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 12507) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezekiel Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 12508) for the relief of John 
McDonnell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 12509) for the relief of Maria 
Thornton, residuary legatee of Richard Miller, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


-——- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Ae ACHESON: Petition of J. D. Moffat and other citizens 
of Washington County, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the 
Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of O. Wyrm and other citizens of 
Coweta County, Ga., to accompany House bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. N. T. Hardy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Temple Drug Company, of Temple, Ga., for 
the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKETT:-Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of James Ply- 
mate—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of John T. 
Bretz—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Henry G. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of E, T. Carrington, commander 
Loyal Legion of Michigan, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5499, for the relief of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of citizens of Shellburg, Iowa, 
in favor of provision to prohibit the importation of intoxicating 
liquors into countries chiefly inhabited by native races—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Paper to aeoneete House bill No. 3759, 
to correct the military record of David Horner, of Olney, Lil.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of Garrett Droppers, president, 
and other members of the faculty of the University of South Da- 
kota, favoring the passage of House bill No. 11350, to establish 
the national standardizing bureau—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GASTON: Petition of Anna C. McDonald and others, 
for forestry reserve and national park in Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of the Kalamazoo Presby- 
tery, Michigan, favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the First Presbyterian Church of Plainwell, 
Mich., against the sale of intoxicating liquors in our new posses- 
sions—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: Petition of C, F. Cook, heir of John Cook, 
deceased, late of West Virginia, for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of 37 citizens of Carmel, N. Y., 
favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Post No. 72, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Eldon, Iowa, favoring the passage of a service-pension | 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Resolutions of Stoker Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, indorsing House bill No. 


Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Henry C. Wolfe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3568, for 
the relief of Sarah tee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of 24 veterans of 
the civil war, of Essex County, Mass., in favor of pensioning 
Union soldiers who were confined in Confederate prisons during 
the civil war, and for compensating such soldiers for the period 
confined—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Kiester, Minn., for the passage of the Bow- 
ersock bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Amanda Northrop, of Binghamton, N. Y., wid- 
ow of William T. Northrop, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ada L. McFarland, of Binghamton, N. Y., 
widow of Solomon F. McFarland, for a penison—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 








By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Advance Grange, 
No. 2100, Patrons of Husbandry, of Fremont, Ind., favoring pure- 
food legislation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Rev. George B. New- 
comb and others, of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of the estate of John W, 
Livesay, deceased, of Missouri, for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—tothe Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petitions of druggists of Warren County, Pa., 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Warren, Pa., in favor of the anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the First Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of Falconer, N. Y., in relation to the exclusion of all 
spirituous liquors from our insular possessions—to the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Barker & Co., of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging a reduction of the war-revenue tax of June 13, 1898— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATURDAY, December 8, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY 
N. CoupEn, D. D.: 

O thou great Spirit, in whom we live and move and have our 
being, through whose influence all progress is due, make us more 
susceptible, that we may go forward to greater manhood; that 
when the time comes that we shall depart this life we shall have 
left behind us a record worthy of Christian manhood. Hear us, 
and answer us in the name of Christ, the Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 


CHAIRMANSHIP OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays the following communication 
before the House for its information: 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, December 7, 1900. 
Srr: Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House to 
inform you that by the unanimous vote of the committee at its session this 
morning, a quorum being present, Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss was unani- 
mously chosen as chairman of thesaid committee, to fillthe vacancy caused by 
the resignation of the Hon. CHARLES A. BOUTELLE 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
J. E. HALL, 
Clerk Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 


Speaker House of Representatives. 
DISTILLATION OF BRANDY FROM CHERRIES. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up and have 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill which belongs 
to the Committee of the Whole. It is a bill toamend section 3255 
of the Revised Statutes, and would piace brandy made from cher- 
ries on the same basis as brandy made from berries, apples, and 
other fruits. That is the only change made by the proposed bill, 
and it comes from the Committee on Ways and Means. I ask 
unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


eal b ; : : : | mous consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee 
5779, relating to appointmentsin the Government service—to the | ye . 


| 


| hears none. 


of the Whole. Is there objection? |Afterapause.] The Chair 


The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12281) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, concerning the distilling of brandy from fruits 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“ Src. 3255. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of brandy made exclu- 
sively from apples, peaches, grapes, pears, pineapples, oranges, apricots, ber- 
ries, prunes, or cherries from any provision of this title relating to the manu 
facture of spirits, except as to the tax thereon, when, in his judgment, it may 
seem expedient to do so.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I stated, Mr. Speaker, the only change made 
in the existing law would apply the same rule to brandy distilled 
from cherries as already applies under this statute to brandies 
distilled from other fruits. Cherries seem to have been omitted 
in the original statute. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
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being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RECESS. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that a recess be taken until 
1 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 
8 minutes) the House was declared in recess, 

DEATH OF HON. ALFRED C, HARMER, 

After the recess, 

The SPEAKER. 
order for this hour. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, it was ordered that 
Saturday, at 1p. m., the 8th day of December, be set apart for the purpose of 
paying tribute to the memory of Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, late a member of 
the House of Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have sent to the Clerk’s desk 
the resolutions which I desire to submit to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe business of the House be now suspended that opportunity 
may be given for tributes to the memory of Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, late a 
member of the House of Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


The Clerk will report tothe House the special 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr.Speaker, in this great Hall, where our late 
colleague and associate, ALFRED C. HARMER, with rare fidelity to 
his public trusts, did good work, we have assembled to-day to ex- 
press a loving and affectionate farewell and to pay tribute to a dis- 
tinguished citizen of Pennsylvania, late a member of this body, 
who for years—more than a quarter of a century—held the confi- 
dence of his immediate constituency, the high esteem of associate 
Representatives in fourteen Congresses, and who, on the 6th day 
of March, 1900, after a long and painful illness, passed away to 
join the unreturning caravan ‘‘to where,” beyond these voices, 
** there is rest.” 

He was born August 8, 1825, in Germantown, Pa., a township 
in the county of Philadelphia which in later years became a part 
of the city of Philadeiphia. At an exceptionally early age—before 
he was 20—he began his active business career in independent 
enterprise, which developed in a short time into a large wholesale 
establishment. 

In his young years—in fact, we all know, even to the days near- 
ing his final departure—he was marked by handsome face, com- 
manding form,and genial comradeship, always conspicuous in the 
gatherings of his friends and public assemblages. 

At the age of 21 he was elected a director of the public schools 
of Germantown and a few years later a member of the city coun- 
cils of Philadelphia—most distinguished honors for a very young 
man. Although of the youngest, if not the youngest, of that 
body, by his watchful care over the interests of his people, by his 
sound judgment, and by his patient energy he soon associated 
himself with and became one of the leaders and strong men of the 
city legislature. 

About that time Philadelphia held stock in the North Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad to the amount of $1,400,000. So great was the con- 
fidence in his integrity that he was elected three times by the coun- 
cils of the city asa director to protect and watch over the interests 
of the city in the great corporation. 

In 1860, as a candidate of the People’s Party, successor to the 
old Whig party, he was elected recorder of deeds for the city of 
Philadelphia. He filled this important trust with his usual fidelity 
and untiring industry, while during all the years of the civil war 
he devoted much of his time and active energy tothe cause of the 
Union. raising funds and equipping large numbers of soldiers in 
the field. 

In the summer of 1870 he received the nomination of the Repub- 
lican party for Congress for the Fifth Pennsylvania district and 
was elected a member of the Forty-third Congress. This was the 
beginning of his long and useful Congressional career, exceeded 
in the history of this body by but few men, and identified with 
legislation as important as any quarter of a century’s work in the 
history of the nation. 

From 1871 until the date of his death, twenty-seven years of 
service, there was but one Congress for which he met defeat, and 
that occurred by reason of two Republicans antagonizing each 
other in the district. The Democratic candidate polled a larger 
vote than either in a district whose normal Republican majority 
was 7,000, 





While Mr. HARMER was recognized as a Representative of posi- 
tive force and accepted ability in the House, he rarely entered 
upon general debate or word contests upon the floor. He was 
one—and there are many of like character in every Congress— 
whose work and results aimed for were reached in the committee 
room, a contribution as valuable to good legislation as oratory or 
prepared argument. His committee associates regarded him as a 
colleague always punctual, full of industry, watchful of the inter- 
ests of his great State and industrial city, sound in judgment, 
clear in the expression of his convictions, fearless and aggressive, 
though most patient, and distinguished for his integrity, good 
purposes, zeal, and fidelity. 

The records of the many Congresses in which he served as a 
Representative will show by his votes that at all times he exhibited 
good judgment, that he was true to his party convictions, and that 
he was always a patriot. To no division or part of his constitu- 
ency did he show more faithful solicitude and devote more per- 
sonal labor than to the soldiers and widows of our wars since 1861. 
He made their claims and privileges immediate and special. In 
every case he wrote an autograph letter to the claimant, with words 
of interest, sympathy, and hope. He pressed those cases person- 
ally and never rested until a fair and just judgment was rendered. 
Every soldier and soldier’s widow among his people mourned for 
him when he died. They felt that they had lost their best friend. 
I trust his honorable successor will feel that in the obligations that 
will press upon him his richest legacy will be to take up and con- 
tinue ALFRED C. HARMER’s work for the old soldiers, their widows 
and orphans. 

He was one of a group of four men in the House, all born in the 
city of Philadelphia, whose combined service reached the aggre- 
gate of one hundred and twelve years, commencing in 1861 and 
ending in 1900, two of whom served twenty-nine years, and two of 
whom served twenty-seven years, with but one Congress wherein 
there was defeat: William D. Kelley, who served twenty-nine 
years continuously; Samuel J. Randall, who served twenty-seven 
years continuously; CharlesO’Neill,who served twenty-nine years, 
and our lamented colleague of this Congress, Mr. HARMER, who 
served twenty-seven years, each of the two latter with one Con- 
gress of defeat. All were exceptionally strong men, influential in 
the House, and possessing the confidence, approval, and affection 
of their constituents. Let their names go into the history of this 
House as exceptional in work well done, as well as exceptional in 
the great confidence of their respective constituencies. 

When, with trembling hand and voice filled with serioussadness 
and emotion, Mr. HARMER had administered the oath of office to 
the Speaker of this House, on returning to his seat near the ros- 
trum, with tears in his eyes and in faltering tones he said to me, 
‘**This closes my public life—so near the end of my life physical. 
My work is done, and the curtain falls.” 

We send greetings to-day, dear colleague and friend. The work 
you did for so many years was work well done. Your people 
loved you, and they remember you with affectionate devotion. 
The record of your active, earnest life will ever remain a part of 
your country’s history. 

In words eloquent and impressive the pastor of his church, con- 
cluding the funeral services at the home of our colleague, in the 
hearing of thousands of his friends, thus spoke: 

Lastly, I would speak of him asa believer. In youth he owned his faith 
in Christ, and in old age he shrank not when he came to the valley of death's 
shade; and after all, as he believed, death is but a shadow. He adopted 
Whittier’s words— 

**On easy terms with law and fate, 
For what must be I calmly wait, 


And trust the path I can not see— 
That God is good sufliceth me.”’ 


And so he passed away as one long absent from his home who hears his 
father’s summons in a foreign land and gladly hastens to obey, in sorrow 
only for the friends he leaves behind. We dry our tears and give him joy. 
With honor’s chaplet long upon his brow, he went away to change it fora 
crown of immortality. 


The curtain falls. Farewell! 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, far more than endearing 
was our departed friend to his associates. He had all the lovable 
qualities so characteristic of his Quaker ancestry. Indeed, the 
spirit of William Penn was the light of his existence. It seemed 
to permeate him, body and soul. His temperament was as even 
as the temperature of tropical seas and his disposition as genial 
as the breezes of summer. He gleaned his friendships silently 
and unconsciously. They were a part of his being, and as lasting 
as his soul itself. His sympathies were easily awakened and 
his generosity almost proverbial. With him life was a quiet 
stream, winding its way between the hills of adversity, rippling 
through the meadows of peaceful industry and strict integrity, 
until it reached the boundless ocean of eternity. It had no rapids, 
no cataracts, no great freshets. Its banks were fringed with 
flowers, and shaded with elms and maples. He had the spirit of 
a philanthropist and the serenity of a philosopher. Forty-four 
years had he trodden the highways of public life in the sunlight 





ar 


eee 








1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


191 





of popular favor without encountering storms and cyclones. | in the matter of mastering the details of legislation. Atleast that 
Showers there were, but only enough to produce flowers and add | was true of him until the very close of his career. 


zest to life. Twenty-seven of these forty-four years were spent 
in this House. The service was arduous and faithful, but silently 
and conscientiously performed. 

Mr. HARMER was par excellence the silent man of the House. 
He never ventured into the paths of oratory, but paid the strictest 
attention to the wants of his constituents. His life work was 


performed in the privacy of the committee room rather than on | 


the floor of the House. He was a true representative of the City 
of Brotherly Love. He witnessed many an exciting scene in our 
legislative annals, and remained a quiet spectator, guided by 
common sense and unruffled with anger. In his* Congressional 
career he sat under the rulings of nine Speakers and saw e'ght 
Presidents inaugurated. 
of his life when, as Father of the House, he administered the 
oath to the present occupant of the chair. It was his last public 
duty, performed while standing on the brink of the grave. It 
was a striking exhibition of Philadelphia’s appreciation of the 
services of her Congressional delegation. 
sion had she supplied Congress with a Father of the House. 
Talented William D. Kelley had been succeeded by cheery and 
lovable Charles O’Neill, who in his turn had given place to his 
estimable colleague, ALFRED C. HARMER, and now HARMER in 
his turn has departed, leaving the mantle with another colleague, 
who has served twenty-two years without a break. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there was one trait about our friend, now 
in the unknown world, that peculiarly endeared him to every 
American heart. It was his unswerving devotion to his country. 
Placid and undisturbed he heard the fierce discussions attending 
the consideration of the “ force bills” under the rulings of those 
great Speakers from Maine, Thomas B. Reed and James G., Blaine. 
He listened to many almost interminable tariff debates without 
showing the least impatience. When the very foundations of the 
Republic were shaken by the uproar attending the seating of 
Rutherford B, Hayes he remained as tranquil as an Indian sum- 
mer. But his emotions were stirred to their inmost depths whe. 


It was probably the proudest moment | 


In this connection I wish to deflect a moment from discussing 
the character of the deceased to anes of the wonderful effect that 
the policy of the people of Philadelphia has had upon their own 
interests and upon the interests of the country. The policy of 
sending men to Congress for long successive terms of service has 
been adhered to with greater tenacity in the city and county of 
Philadelphia than in any other locality in the United States. 

I do not suppose that it will be claimed that all of the men who 
have represented Philadelphia here during the period covering the 


| service of many of us were originally men of the greatest ability, 


Three times in succes- | 


yar With Spain was declared and Liberty rescued Cuba from the | 


It was a war for humanity. He recognized 
the spirit of the age. By vote and action he supported the war, 
straining every nerve toward a successful result. There was no 
alloy in his patriotism. Love of country filled his heart more 
completely than any other emotion. 

In one respect our dear friend was unique. Unlike the rest of 
us, he never made a speech, and, unlike many of us, he impressed 
himself upon the legislation of the country. His services were 
varied and wide in scope. Twelve years was he a member of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs; twelve years was he a valued worker 
in the Committee on the District of Columbia; four years did he 
serve on the Committee on Foreign Affairs; two years on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures; four years on Pacific Railroads; two 
years on Indian Affairs, and six years was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Library. Aside from these, he served for a score of 
years on numerous select and minor committees vitally affecting 
the interests of the country. It was while I was associated with 
him in the Committee on the Library that I first appreciated the 
extent and variety of his services to the nation. l'ew men have 
had more experience in Congressionai life. It was a pleasure to 
sit with him in committee. The spirit of brotherly kindness was 
always present, and the burden of work was ever alleviated by 
the sunshine of his presence. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. HarMeER’s love of his country was only 
equaled by his love for his family. A more devoted husband and 
a more kind and indulgent father never blessed the earth. To 
them his loss is irreparable. But death has discharged him from 
all earthly duties, and naught remains but his memory. We 
shall miss him; his constituents will miss him; the country will 
miss him. May we all meet him in the blest hereafter with a 
consciousness of duty as faithfully performed. 


talons of Despotism. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, when it was suggested to me 
that upon this occasion I should address a few words of eulogy 
to the House upon the memory of our departed colleague, I could 
not refuse to comply; and yet I come with no prepared words, 
but only to contribute a few sentences to this occasion. 

When I came tothe House of Representatives, in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, I found General HARMER an old, experienced mem- 
ber, and I became acquainted with him through availing myself 
of his kindness, his generosity, and his great knowledge of the 
details of the business and affairs of Congress. I knew him inti- 
mately until the time of his death. One of the pleasantest mem- 
ories of my career here will be that I had in some degree at least 
his confidence and enjoyed in some degree his friendship. 

He had become noted for his silence before I came to Congress. 
If he ever made a speech in this House, he made it before I came, 
But he was recognized at all times as a man of thorough ability 


_ 


although some of them were men of distinguished character when 
they came here, and all of them have become men of distinguished 
ability and character while here, so that it has come to be a fact 
that there is no city in the United States that has impressed its 
own views and interests one-half so much upon the legislation of 
Congress as has the city of Philadelphia. I do not know what is 
the occult method by which the people there ascertain in the first 
place the possible capacity of the men they select. But within 
my knowledge none of those men have failed, and it is a remark- 
able history, given by the gentleman from New York, that in these 
successive Representatives Philadelphia has had the honor to have 
upon the floor of this House that personage distinguished by the 
friendly but important and conspicuous name of ‘‘ Father of the 
House.” 

At the time I came here Judge Kelley was a member of the 
House, rapidly go:ng into a physical decline. He lasted, I be- 
lieve, for but two Congresses after lcame. Judge Kelley was a 
man of remarkable character and ability. I did not know him 
before I came to Congress, but I have doubted whether it was 
absolutely inferable from his characteristics that he would be- 
come the great leader of a great idea here; but he did. 

And while *‘ Charlie O'Neill,” as we so fondly called him (for 
every body loved him), was not aman of strikingly brilliant attain- 
ments, yet he became a man of wonderful infiuence here, and no 
man was more influential in matters pertaining to the interests of 
Philadelphia and of his own State than was he. 

And then came General HAarMER to this position. Influential 
he certainly was; kind and loving we always recognized him to be: 
distinguished by the confidence that his people had in him; and 
while it is not exactly the proper and necessary corollary of the 
few remarks which I am making, we are still satisfied that the 
star of ascendency in these matters of influence and good-fellow- 
ship has not set in the sky of Philadelphia's relations to the House 
of Representatives. It comes in large part from the character of 
the men that they select; it comes also from the persistent and 
cordial support that the people at home give to their Representa- 
tives here. 

I, too, witnessed the affecting scene at the opening of this House 
of Representatives. I did not know that General HARMER had 
said to others what he said to me; but after he had taken his seat 
at the close of the organization of the House, when he adminis- 
tered the oath to the Speaker, he said in just a word or two, 
** Good-bye, GROSVENOR; you will never see medo the like of that 
again.” It touched me as I have never been affected by the words 
of any member of the House; for while I had not witnessed his 
greatness in debate, I had recognized his influence upon the legis- 
lation of the country by his wisdom, by his faithfylness, and by 
his presence here when he was able to be here. 

I think there can be no higher testimonial given to any man 
who is amember of the House of Representatives than that which 
was given to General HARMER by his constituency at home. I 
never knew the detai!s of his political conflicts, if he had any; but 
I knew that for that long time he came here credentialed by the 
confidence, the loving confidence, of his constituents. He has 
gone, and has left behind him a record that ought to be studied 
by the people of the United States and understood by them. It is 
a grand commentary upon the criticisms of public men that we 
hear so much about from the public press and in the public pulpit 
and from the public forum that a great city, sometimes criticised 
bitterly in the heat of political contests, has sent to this House of 
Representatives a column of men, a galaxy of men, such as Ran- 
dall and Kelley and HARMER and O'Neill, dead; and I might add 
the names of those who are living. Yet, in all this period of scan- 
dal and detraction, the faithfulness, the honor, the integrity of 
that cluster of men has never been criticised. It goes toshow that 
the attacks upon the public men of America—the sneers and criti- 
cisms upon public men—have in ninety-nine cases out of every hun- 
dred, when applied to the Congress of the United States, been un- 
fair and unjust. 1 gladly testify my fond remembrance and great 
appreciation of the high character and loveliness of the deceased, 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, a man who for thirty long years 
retained the confidence of the people of his district and held the 
respect and affection-of the members of this House needs no 
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eulogy at the hands of any man, but so long as this honorable 
House deems it uae to set apart a day for memorial exercises 
to its deceased members, I can not refrain from laying my tribute 
on the bier of my late venerable colleague, ALFRED C, HARMER 
was no ordinary man. He belonged to that class of citizens who 
entered public life with the strong determination to do what was 
right and to represent the interests intrusted to his care with 
energy and fidelity. His career was not of accidental origin. He 
entered with a fixed purpose to succeed, and his untiring ener- 
gies, supported by a fine physique, so impressed the people of 
Philadelphia that they not only retained his services, but re- 
warded his conscientious performance of his duties by continued 
promotion. 

Mr. HarMeErR was first elected to the city council of Philadel- 
phia, next as recorder of deeds, a most responsible office, having 
charge of all the titles to real estate of that city. He was elected 
to the Forty-second Congress and continually reelected up to the 
Fifty-sixth. During all this long period he never failed in regu- 
lar attendance upon the sessions of the House, or of giving his 
strict attention to the questions under consideration. No con- 
stituent ever had to write him a second time to secure attention 
to his request, and no interview was ever denied an applicant at 
the Capitol or at his home. Mr. HARMER, so far as I know, never 
addressed the House during his long incumbency, but as a com- 
mittee man, where the real work of the session is done, he was 
most regular in his attendance and took an active part in formu- 
lating legislation. 7 

His record asa legislator bears no taint. During his service 
Congress was besmirched with the Crédit Mobilier and star-route 
frauds; but no man dare associate the name of Pennsylvania's 
Representative with these corruptions. During his term of serv- 
ice he had as colleagues Thaddeus Stevens, James K. Moorhead, 
Edward McPherson, and our still venerable member, GALUSHA A. 
Grow; Representatives Morrill of Vermont, Dawes of Massachu- 
setts, Logan of Illinois, Windom of Minnesota, Conkling of New 
York, Garfield of Ohio, and Holman of Indiana. With these 
men he labored for all the great acts of legislation which recon- 
structed our country after the rebellion and the great financial 
questions that preserved the monetary integrity of our Republic. 


It was in his private life and actions that he gained so great a | 
He loved to see others prosperous and | 


hold on his constituents. 
happy. His generous heart had no place for enmity. He wasa 
friend of the poor, their defender and protector, and to-day many 


a happy household dates its prosperity from some kind act of Mr. | 


Harmer. His agreeable and genial manners drew around him 
swarms of ardent friends and admirers, adding largely to his popu- 
larity as a man of influence and asa politician. His lifelong wish 
was gratified, He died in harness, His last official act was to ad- 
minister as Father of the House the oath of office to thenew Speaker. 


After this he failed rapidly in health, and died leaving an example | 
to be added to that of those distinguished sons of Pennsylvania, | 


Kelley, Randall, and O'Neill, who, like him, had outlived all their 
colleagues, and left long records of usefulness and ability to their 
city and State. 


|Mr. McCLEARY addressed the House. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, there are two periods in the life of 


every public man which provoke attention. 
opponents, when he starts out in his public career, seeking high 


See Appendix. ] 


otlice and public trust, the worst possible phase of his character is | 
The tongues of his maligners will run 


ventilated to the world. 
at rapid pace. The defamer of character will know no limit. 
The other important period of a public man’s life is when his 
work is done, death claims its own, and he shuffles off this mortal 
coil and goes hence. Itis then that the virtues of the man’s life 
are portrayed. It is then that his morals are held up in a glitter- 
ing galaxy of beauty. Itis pleasing to note, however, that neither 


one of these periods will apply to the gentleman whom we are eulo- | 
His character and life were so pure, hisdeport- | 
ment was so upright, his deeds were so honorable, that the vilest | 
enemy, if such he had, dared not raise his voice in calumny or | 


gizing here today. 


slander against him, even though the would-be office seeker de- 
sired the position held by ALFRED C. HARMER, 

In the second period to which I have referred, it is not at all 
necessary for those of us who survive him on this floor to say one 
word in the least exaggerated term. Perhaps in all that we say 
we shall not be able to state the half that is due the man and the 
life that he led. It is true that his voice was not frequently heard, 
perhaps not at all, in speech making in this Hall. It is true also 


that a little brooklet that flows down the hillside isnoisy; whether | 


profitable or not remains for investigation. It is true that the 
eat placid rivers of the country move with silent majesty to the 
m of the broad ocean, bearing commerce for the utility of 
nations. The latter applies to Mr. HARMER. He was not noisy, 
but he was grand, useful, noble, in every instance, and in every 
purpose strictly honest. 





if he has enemies or | 
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Nations, like individuals, cannever properly appreciate the serv- 
ices of their great men until they have been called hence never to 
return. Man breathes freely the pure air with which he is sur- 
rounded, and never thinks of the blessings and life-giving quali- 
ties it carries until the supply is shut off. We look as a matter 
of course for the cherished loved ones in our homes day after day 
as we return from our toil, but never realize how dear they are 
until there is a vacant chair at the fireside or at the table. So 
with nations. We are accustomed to receive the results of great 
men’s public lives and look upon them as matters of right, never 
properly appreciating the true value of such individuals until we 
follow them for the last time to their final resting place. We have 
in the person ef the late Hon. ALFRED C, HARMER an example in 
question. For over twenty-seven years his valuable counsel was 
unstintingly given the nation as a member of this House. No 
man born and reared as was Mr. HARMER, in the immediate dis- 
trict which he so continuously and so faithfully represented, could 
hold such a position for the length of time that he was here with- 
out having in him the true qualities of honesty, purity of char- 
acter, faithfulness to friends, unalloying and unswerving fidelity 
in the discharge of every public trust placed in his hands, 

One has said that a prophet is not without honor save in his own 
country. This adage has been reversed in the case of Mr. HARMER, 
for nowhere on earth was he honored and respected more than in 
the midst of those whom he knew longest and knew best. 

I shall not attempt to deal with the inner circle of his life, ex- 
cept to say, in passing, that he must have been devoted to all who 
were near and dear to him, and loved by all who had the honor of 
his personal acquaintance. The nation loses perhaps one of its 
oldest and wisest counselors and lawmakers, his native State one 
of its most devoted and trusted statesmen, his district its ideal 
Representative, and friends and acquaintances a man of honor and 
integrity, whose life is worthy the emulation of the young. 

With him wrong was a foe; with him right was a duty. He 
sought to know the right, and always had the courage to do the 
right; and at the close of a long, eventful, and useful life he was 
doubtless prepared to receive the divine blessing, ‘‘ Well done, 
good and faithful servant,” and, looking across the river, to present 
to the great and good One who rules us all the sheaves of along and 
well-spent life, and to receive the benediction of a loving Father 
in heaven. 


DECEMBER 8, 





| Mr. McALEER. Mr. Speaker, we have assembled to-day to ex- 
press our appreciation of the life, service, and character of our late 
| distinguished colleague, Mr. ALFRED C. HaARMER, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HARMER was bornin Germantown, asuburbof Philade!phia, 
his whole life having been spent in that section. The esteem in 
which he was held was shown by the people among whom he cast 
his lot repeatedly electing him to positions of responsibility and 
trust previous to his election to Congress. Time after time were 
his services recognized, and for a period of twenty-eight years he 
| worked with untiring zeal and an interest that never flagged. cain- 
| ing, as did his illustrious colleagues, Kelley, Randall, and O'Neill, 
| through length of service, the proud title of Father of the House. 
Though not an orator, his marked ability was shown in another 
' direction—in the committee room. There his influence, through 
| knowledge of legislation, made itself felt and was quick to be 
recognized. In fact, his ability was so well known I hardly think 
it requires further mention, it being conceded that Mr. HARMER 
was one of the most faithful Representatives Pennsylvania ever 
sent to Congress. He commanded the respect, ilove, and confi- 
dence of the people—a man of magnificent presence, of scrupulous 
integrity, and of marked strength of mind and will, and, at the 
same time, of rare kindnessand gentlenessof manner. This same 
gentleness always characterized him in all his relations of life. 
He loved his home and family with an undying love, and often in 
conversation has he told me of the great interest his beloved wife 
took in his work and the assistance she had given him. In the 
death of Mr. HARMER his city, his State, and the nation have lost 
a most efficient and patriotic public servant, a man whose good 
deeds will live long in the hearts of a grateful people. To his 
family we tender our sincere sympathy in their irreparable loss, 
and, although he has gone from us, we shall cherish his memory 
as that of a true and trusted friend, and look forward to that 
union in the great hereafter. 
In the poet's words, ‘‘What a world were this—how unendur- 
able its weight—if they whom death sundered did not meet again.” 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, the tribute of res 
the House pays to-day to the memory of ALFRED C, HARMER is 
_more than formal. He had been here so long, he had known so 
| many Representatives, he was known of so many, that it is but 
| natural and proper, now that he has gone, that some should speak 
| feelingly and sincerely of his virtues and his services. 

How long he was here, how many he knew, of how much of the 
history of our country were he and his performances a part! How 
many great men came here and went hence in the long time from 
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his entrance to his departure! How many stirring scenes did he 
witness here! And whilea quiet man himself, in hisown way and 
effectively he had his part in all of them. As remarked by one of 
his colleagues and by the eloquent gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
CuMMINGS], he was not a maker of speeches; he was a performer of 
deeds. He worked and did not talk. 

Mr. Speaker, no one remembers General HARMER except in a 
kindly way. His course of conduct and his service in the House 
of Representatives produced none of the heartburnings or annoy- 
ances or wounds that so frequently come to us in our public 
service here. Hedid nothing to hurt or offendanyone. Believing 
in transacting the business intrusted to him by his people and by 
his country quietly and plainly upon the floor and in committee, 
rather than by engaging in the gladiatorial contests of debaters in 
the House, in all his long career he escaped the antagonisms, the 
discomfitures, and the hard feelings which come to so many mem- 
bers who pursue a different course. He went through the many 
phases of the warfare upon the floor of the House without en- 
countering the obstacles which many others meet, and came from 
every engagement scathless and serene. He dealt no blows; he 
fostered no animosities; he received no hurts, for he gave none, 
and succeeded in securing, as he merited, the good will and affec- 
tion of his associates here. A pleasant career and a satisfactory 
one, Mr. Speaker, must we pronounce that of our lamented friend. 
when we take into consideration all the circumstances connected 
with his life and service. 

That he accomplished much of benefit to his people I have not 
theslightest doubt. Thecontinued confidence of his constituents, 
and their love for him; his election time and time again, for four- 
teen successive terms to this body—how complimentary, how 
honorable itall appears! Though elected from the same territory, 
in the main, he was not so often elected by the same constituency; 
the sons followed the fathers in doing himhonor. The unshaken 
confidence of two generations of electors is a noble tribute to his 
worth and fitness for the place; to his steadfastness, his truth, and 
his fidelity. His people were true to him to the end of life, be- 
cause to life’s end he was true to them, 

The opinion prevails in many quarters that the public is dis- 
posed to be harsh and unjust inits criticisms and judgment of the 
public services rendered by those elected to public office, and in 
its treatmentof publicservants. Ilamof theopinion, Mr. Speaker, 
that the reverse of that is absolutely true. It seems to me that 
the great body politic is kind, charitable, and patient in dealing 
with those occupying positions of trust and responsibility where 
there is good reason to believe that they are entitled to favorable 
consideration. When the public finds a man to be faithful—one 
who can be depended upon in emergencies, who can be trusted in 
public life—there is a tendency on the part of the public to con- 
tinue his incumbency; and it is not singular that sometimes, 
as in the case of General HARMER, there should grow up in the 
public mind a strong affection for him and a generous disposition 
to continue his services as long as possible, 

The career of our deceased colleague is an evidence of the truth 
of the statement I have just made. His service in the House of 
Representatives affords a most striking illustration of the fact I 
have suggested. In the beginning of his official career, men of 
his age and generation elected him to the responsible position then 
intrusted to him, They continued to do so as they grew older, 
and, when they passed away from the scene of action, their sons 
and grandsons, who had grown to appreciate his services, recog- 
nized his worth and his character and emulated their fathers in 
sending him again and again to Congress, supporting their fathers’ 
friend faithfully until he was gathered to his own fathers, at the 
end of a long career of honorable and useful public service. 

Many men occupying positions in public life, who must at 
stated periods go before the people for their support and reelec- 
tion, are forced into aggressiveness; they must give and take 
blows in the open arena, and often go down in the storm of politi- 
cal battle. Many of them must retire wounded in the fray. But 
the steady support of the constituents of our deceased friend, 
their trust in him, and his long and efficient career here, accom- 
plished silently, kindly, sweetly, constitute a double tribute—a 
tribute to them, a tribute to him, 

He was the Father of the House—the third Father of the House 
from the same city of Philadelphia. In speaking to his memory 
I express the hope of all, I think, that the succeeding Father of 
the House, also from that great city, the courteous gentleman 
who first addressed the House upon this occasion, may long be 
spared to render service to his people and to his country. 

Mr. Speaker, as we pause to-day to pay our tribnte of respect 
to the friend that is gone, there come to us sentiments and feelings 
beyond our power to express or control. How little life is, after 
all! There comes to us the full appreciation of the fact that in 
this arena, as in all the battle of life, we must encounter obstacles 
on every hand whenever we strive to accomplish anything. We 
appreciate more clearly the fact that there are many shortcom- 
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ings, many vain endeavors, many mistakes in the short period 
allotted to us for the performance of life’s duties; and then comes 
the end for each of us, in turn, of all things temporal, and then 
the limitless future of another life or the unending doom of noth- 
ingness—extinction. Into the future none can peer save with the 
eye of faith, Of the myriads gone hence we have no tidings from 
mortal lips. They are in that undiscovered country from whose 
bourne no traveler returns. 

Our friend performed well his allotted tasks here. He was gen- 
tleness, modesty, and kindness personified. Having lived gra- 
ciously, honestly, gently, and kindly, he entered the portals of the 
unknown country without doubt and without fear; and we who 
remain behind fondly cherish his memory, and kindly, lovingly, 
trustfully hope that in a higher and better existence his noble 
spirit may expand and triumph in achievements far beyond tho 
reach of mortals in this mortal existence. 


Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, ALFRED C. HARMER is gone to us, it 
> true; but in the light we can not see, he lives the life that never 
ales. 

Seldom is it that any legislative body mourns the loss of one so 
mature in its service, so useful in its labors, so fearless amid its 
turmoils, so gentle and kind amid its discords;, seldom one with 
a record so spotless, a character so pure, an experience so ripe, 
one so generally known, respected, and beloved; seldom, too, one 
whose public career was so extended, and whose presence pro- 
duced such fragrance, whose absence created such void. 

My remembrance of him was first as the ‘‘ Father of the House,” 
standing alone before the first Speaker under whom it was my 
privilege to serve in this body, as he swore in that exalted officer, 
in the discharge of which duty his gentleness of manner gave 
assurance of a ‘‘kindlier half to the human heart which kindly 
deeds might reach.” 

My last remembrance of him was as he presided over a com 
mittee of this body of which I was an humble member, impressing 
me that his infiuence was like a gentle tide, making life more 
pure as it lifted the soul above the sordid problems of life. 

My acquaintance with him was incidental: by no means inti- 
mate; and far be it from me to attempt any portrayal of his life 
and character. I knew him only to discern that the life of such 
a man made life worth living and that the world was better for 
his having lived. He was embalmed in the innermost shrines of 
the hearts of those who knew him best, and the honors crowded 
on him were purchased only with merit. His position, whether 
high or low, was ever dignified by his good deeds and graced by 
the fruit of his virtues. AsI saw him, and as I knew him,;-his 
life reflected the tints of heaven’s own light;-being clothed in the 
pure white garment of truth, that effluence of the divine ray 
which shed light on the paths he pursued. 

His great heart was like an exhaustless urn, pouring forth never- 
ending love, flooding his long and useful days as they rolled nearer 
and nearer to shine in the beyond. 

He was possessed of a governed mind, which had no thought but 
good, and his self-restramt flowed clear in the tide, widening the 
waves of peace, good will, and truth. 

He was no flatterer, and as an honest man despised the slime 

| of insincerity. 

- He would not flatter Neptune for his trident, 
Or Jove for ’s power to thunder. 

Silent in his own praise, he gave freely to others just merit and 
| took none from them that was their own. 

His courteous demeanor and gentlemanly bearing paralyzed 
malice and disarmed resentment. 

His wisdom saw and seized right, which knowledge ofttimes 
feared to own. 

Wise in counsel, modest in manner, constant in principle, im- 

artial in method, he was just in judgment. He governed his 
fips as palace doors, and pure and polished were the words that 

passed their portals. 

The lesson of his life taught that here all was naught, and that 
though we weep with those who weep, yet it is not the room we 
love, but the inmate; not the broken shell, but the pearl within. 
The daily walk of ALFRED C. HARMER absolved a fault and helped 
avirtue grow. He dared the rugged road of right, and while pur- 
suing perilous paths he lived to find easier ascent and lighter loads 
till he reached the twin sister peaks of Life and Death, around 
whose chilling snows the gilded clouds were painted in the warmer 
colors of love. 

The cares of anxious days are past to him; and his sun sank 
slowly as each parting ray gleamed through the clouds of silent 
sadness, and he dreamed undreamed the tale untold and reached 
the day that knew only eternal noon. 

We are here to drop a tear and toembalm his memory with our 
love; to plant a flower in his honor whose fragrance may reach 
those who were sonearanddeartohim. Isaytothem,‘‘ ALFREDC. 
HARMER, whom you call dead, sleeps well, and lives and loves you.” 
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Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose 
of joining in the tribute so well and fitly rendered by others to the 
memory of the late ALFRED C. HARMER, of Pennsylvania. I have 
known him well during ten years of mutual association as a mem- 
ber of this body,and to know Mr. HARMER well was to hold him 
in esteem and respect. 

Mr. HARMER’s term of service began on the 4th of March, 1871, 
long before Lentered this body. With the exception of the Forty- 
fourth Congress, Mr. HARMER steadily represented the great State 
of Pennsylvania, and especially the city of Philadelphia, of which 
he was a citizen. It isno common honor to be thus chosen to rep- 
resent a city which in the infancy of our Republic was its national 
capital. the city where the Continental Congress first met, where 
our Independence was proclaimed, and where our Federal Consti- 
tution was framed by the patriots of 1789. This high honor was 
enhanced by the growth of this city in population, wealth, educa- 
tional institutions, commerce, and the arts which have contributed 
so greatly to our national development. That in a city so impor- 
tant and so fertile in men of talent and force Mr. HARMER should 
be chosen and so long retained in the public service as he was is a 
fact that is more impressive than a costly monument would be or 
any words of eulogy that I could utter. 

Nothing less than high qualities of personal integrity, fidelity, 
and business efficiency could have gained for him such a steady 
and unwavering support from those who knew him best and were 
most competent to estimate his value. It is creditable to the city 
of Philadelphia that, probably more than any other great center 
of population, she has shown a marked disposition to retain in her 
service in this Hall Representatives of tried efficiency and fidelity. 
It is a striking proof of what I say that two of her Representatives 
have been lately known successively as the ‘‘ Father of the House,” 
aterm given to the oldest member in continuous service, I am 
free to say that in setting this honorable example this great city 
has sacrificed none of her important interests in our legislation, 


but has, on the contrary, promoted those interests and also the | 


interests and influence of the whole Common wealth to which they 
belonged. 

The year 1871, when Mr. HarRMER entered the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was an important period in our history. Among his 
associates on the State delegation was the Hon. William D. 
Kelley, a gentleman of uncommon industry, ability, and infiu- 


ence; Mr. Leonard Myers, of Philadelphia, who also rendered | 
long and efficient service; and that grand patriot and statesman, | 


Samuel J. Randall. All these have passed away except Mr. 
Myers. In the same House we find the honored names of James 


G. Blaine, Michael C. Kerr, George W. McCrary, James B. Beck, | 


WILuiAMP. Fryr, EUGENE HALE, Henry L. Dawes, Samuel S. Cox, 
James A, Garfield, Charles Foster, Luke P. Poland, and Jeremiah 
M. Rusk—all active and forceful men in those stirring times. 


Only two or three of these illustrious men survive, and to speak | 
of them all now is to recall a past generation. Between that and | 


the present epoch Mr. HARMER was, up to the other day, a con- 
necting link. 


Mr. HARMER was not a lawyer by profession, nor did he possess | 
special oratorical gifts. He was a merchant and a business map, | 


and as such amply qualified to represent a great commercial and 
manufacturing center. Hewas here in a period of unusual party 
and sectional bitterness; but, while a strong party man, he was 


personally devoid of acrimony, and he aroused no animosities. In | 


this way, following the natural bent of a kindly, fair, and just dis- 
position, he was able to secure an appreciative consideration for 
the business interests which he undertook to champion. I think 


that I may freely assert that he never made an enemy on either | 
side of this House, and that he enjoyed an uncommon measure of | 
its good will and confidence. There was no one whom he could | 


not freely approach in matters of public business, and no one to 
whom he in turn would have refused a fair hearing and just con- 
sideration. His industry, punctuality, and attention to his duties 
were not confined to his own city and State. They embraced the 
Union, and every part of it. 

In a period of party strife and undue acrimony in debate, and 

orobably an over-tendency to personal conflicts and imputations, 

| consider it a fortunate thing for the House to possess a body of 
members, like Mr. HARMER, whose moderation, good sense, and 
modesty serve to compose strife and pave the road for judicious 
and patriotic determinations. The sensible and fair member of 
this House, wherever he may sit, is as apt to wield a good and great 
influence as the man who exceeds him in oratory. 

It is well known here that a very large part of the most effective 
and valuable work of a member consists in committee work, either 
as a member of a committee or in presenting to other committees 
matters specially affecting the representative’s constituents. This 
service is rarely ostentatious, but it is often laborious, and re- 
quires industry, order, tact, and personal influence in order to ac- 
complish the best results. During the last ten years General 
HARMER has served upon the Committees upon Indian Affairs, 
Naval Affairs, Foreign Affairs, the Library, and the District of 
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Columbia. All these were very important committees. The last 
two were those on which General HARMER last served, and of late 
years their duties have become much more varied and difficult, 
Congress is, in fact, the government of this District. This com- 
munity is entitled to fair and generous treatment, and the city of 
Washington has always received it at the hands of our deceased 
associate. 

General HARMER never neglected his public work, but he was 
of a marked social turn. He enjoyed the society of his family 
and his friends. In his later life he spent many of his summer 
hours at Brigantine Beach, a place on the New Jersey coast that 
he was instrumental in developing and building up, and where 
| he enjoyed in a quiet, simple way the outdoor life and relaxation 
| in which he was to all a most agreeable, cheerful, and hospitable 
companion. 

In this brief and hasty sketch I have endeavored to portray the 
public life of one who for many years pursued the path of stead 
and unostentatious duty in this Hall. His memory will abide wit 
us and will be remembered by those of us who were his fellow- 
members with the affection and respect due to his many virtues, 
his unvarying courtesy and kindness, and the personal worth 
which characterized him both in private and public life. He has 
left us forever, it is true, but he has left us nothing to forgive, 
nothing that we could wish to forget, nothing in which his State, 
his constituents, and family may not take a just and honorable 
pride. He was fit to represent a great Commonwealth such as 
that which honored and trusted him to his latest hours on earth. 


Mr. MORRELL, Mr. Speaker, I feel sure that the members 
resent who have come to honor the memory of their departed 
osrother and friend, the late Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, will accord 

to me some degree of indulgence, realizing as they must the ordeal 
through which I have been compelled to pass; first, in presenting 
myself to the voters of the Fifth Pennsylvania Congressional dis- 
trict as a successor to a man held in the esteem in which they 
held the late Hon. A. C, Harmer, and, having been elected, in 
presenting myself to be sworn in at the bar of this House as the 
substitute in this honorable body of a man who had won so many 
friends through the love which he inspired during the many years 
he was a member of this House by his sincerity of purpose and 
faithful discharge of duty. As they loved him, so, I trust, they 
will deal gently with my shortcomings. 

The late Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER belonged to a group of 
statesmen coming from the great Keystone State, Pennsylvania, 
whose record for length of serviceand services performed can not 
be equaled by any Statein the Union. I refer to the Hon. William 
| D. Kelley and the Hon. Charles O'Neill, who each served fifteen 

terms in Congress; to the Hon. Samuel J. Randall and to our late 
| lamented friend, who each served fourteen terms in Congress, and 
to the Hon. GaLusHa A. Grow and the Hon. H. H. Bineuam, 
who, thank God, are here with us, strong in health and strong in 
| their usefulness in the councils of this body. 

It has been well said that it is not greatness simply to have held 
important trusts; greatness lies in the faithful performance of all 
duties committed tous. That man is not truly great who does 
not display homely, honest nobility in the small affairs of life in 
| his daily intercourse with his fellow-man. 
| Inthe Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, the great State of Pennsylva- 
nia, greatest in the Union in its history and resources, found a 
son well adapted to fill the measure of a representative of all the 
varied elements of her greatness and power. 

The distinguished services of the late Hon. A. C. HARMER on 
the important committees of this House, which numbers among 
its members so many efficient men, is sufficient to stamp him asa 
man far above ordinary attainments and ability. He may not 
have possessed to the same degree as some others the ability to 
| dazzle the public with bursts of oratory, sallies of wit, or biting 
| sarcasm, but in soundness of judgment, and in thorough grasp of 
the subjects of legislation, and in patient and conscientious dis- 
charge of duty, he stands, and deserves to stand, in the foremost 
rank; while the number of times he was returned as a member of 
this House is a monument to his integrity as a man and to his 
ability as a statesman. 

The personality of the late Hon. ALFRED C, HARMER, not only 
in his own district, but wherever he chanced to go, won for him 
friends. His kindly bearing and nobility of character were speed- 
ily recognized by all with whom he came into intimate contact. 
To say that he was beloved by all who knew him is but to feebly 
express the feelings that were entertained toward him. 

In his last years of service he was known as the “‘ Father of 
the House.” He was indeed a father to his constituents in the 
best sense of the word, for it was his constant aim to care for the 
fatherless children and widows and all who were desolate and 
oppressed. He was not a politician in the general acceptance of 
the term; he never posed as such before either his constituents or 
this body, of which he was a member for so many years. Just as 
his path was straight, so were his doings as bright as the noonday 
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sun. Elected by the people, he was of the people and for the 
people, and his name in his own district was a household word. To 
one class above all others was he especially a friend. I refer to 
the old soldier, his widow and orphan. None of those, or none 
of those that belonged to them, ever appealed to the late Hon. 
ALFRED C. HARMER in vain. 

Above all else on this earth, the Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER loved 
his home. There it was he found his greatest happiness. Can it, 
then, be wondered that the loss to his widow and children is what 
it is? Wecan extend to them sympathy, but only time and that 
God who is the father of the widow and the fatherless can suc- 
ceed in his bountiful mercy in assuaging the irreparable loss, It 
was they who realized the sacrifices made, the truth of the doc- 
trine, ‘“‘ No greater love hath man than this: that he lay down his 
life for his friend.” 

So it was that when the death of this statesman and friend be- 
came known it was a sorrow that touched all classes and condi- 
tions of men; and not the men only, but the women and the chil- 
dren joined with their husbands and fathers in an expression of 
the loss they had sustained, which lamentation was as sincere as 
it was outspoken, for ‘‘ Out of the fullness of the heart the mouth 
speaketh.” 

As I said on a late occasion in Philadelphia, in visiting the dif- 
ferent portions of the Fifth Pennsylvania district which my 
campaign necessitated, I was often touched beyond measure and 
at the same time brought to realize most forcibly the largeness of 
the place which I was endeavoring to fill. While of course gen- 
eralities were always indulged in regarding the capabilities and 
kindliness of the late Hon. A. C. HARMER, yet here and there this 
man or that man, perhaps the humblest in the assemblage, would 
take me aside and say, ‘‘ Do for us as AL. HARMER did and you 
will beall right; donot forget us people.” In fact, it reminded me 
of being called home on the occasion of the sudden death of a near 
friend or relative. Upon opening the front door one perhaps sees 
the familiar hat or coat still hanging on the rack, and turning 
aside into room after room first one familiar object and then 
another greets one. In this room perhaps a book open at some 
favorite passage; in another a bunch of flowers of the variety 
especially loved, or some pictures on the wall representing the 
favorite sport or pastime, and soon until is reached the room 
familiarly called ‘‘the study.” There is the writing table, there 
the books and papers spread ont and arranged, the letter half 
written, the ink scarcely dry on the pen, and there the easy chair 
in front of the fire, in which at times a few minutes would be 
snatched from labor. 

And soit was as I journeyed through the Fifth Pennsylvania dis- 
trict. Everywhere there was something to remind me of the late 
Hon, ALFRED C. HARMER. And justas [likened the club bearing 
his name to the easy chair before the fire, so I might liken his life 
here to the writing table heaped up on the one side with documents 
framed for the benefit of the people of the country and his district, 
on the other side with documents acknowledging services rendered. 

His last official act in this House was to administer the oath of 
office to the present Speaker, the Hon. Davip B. HENDERSON, a 
duty which he performed when scarcely able to make his way to 
the desk and raise hisarm, Performing this duty, as he did, con- 
trary to the advice of his physician, it might be said that he was 
‘** faithful untodeath.” hataglorious career, what an ending to 
a long life—one to be envied by the rich or the poor. For as we 
brought nothing into this world so can we take nothing out. At 
the last moment we find him, having completed his threescore 
years, full of honors, mourned by all who knew him. Can we not, 
therefore, feel confident that the same voice which brought him 
the last summons went on to say, ‘‘ Well done, thou good and faith- 
ful servant; enter thou into the joy of thy Lord?” 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of Mr. 
HARMER’S friends who had desired to make remarks upon this 
occasion, but who have been for one reason or another compelled 
to be absent. I therefore ask unanimous consent that all who de- 
- to print their remarks in the RECORD may be permitted to 

0 80. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LOVERING). The gentleman 
asks that permission be granted for all who desire to do so to print 
remarks in the REcoRD, Without objection, it issoordered. As 
a further mark of respect, and in accordance with the resolution 
previously adopted, the House now stands adjourned until 12 
o’clock on Monday next. 

And accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of in- 


spections of disbursements by officers of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Arkansas River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of damages by 
storm at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, in relation to land donated for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Kenosha, Wis.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter of the Secretary of War, transmitting the annual report 
of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Grasse River, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioner.of Indian Affairs, 
together with copies of agreements with the Klamath Indians for 
relinquishment of part of their reservation, a draft of a bill—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft 
of a bill relating to reciprocal recognition of boiler-inspection cer- 
tificates between maritime nations—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the United States and Chilean 
Claims Commission—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Marie Eliza Payne against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Buchanan Schley and William P. Miller, administrators of estate 
of David R. Miller, against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a compilation 
of the records of the War Department pertinent in connection 
therewith—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged trom 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12481) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Martin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 12510) for a survey of the Pearl 
River, in the State of Mississippi, from, and including, its mouth 
to Monticello, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12511) for a survey for a channel through 
Horn Island Pass, Mississippi, leading from the Gulf of Mexico 
into the Horn Island Harbor, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12512) for a survey of the present channel 
leading from the wharf at Biloxi, Miss., to Horn Island Harbor, 
Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 12513) to provide for the es- 


| tablishment of a port of delivery at Saginaw, Mich.—to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12514) to 
donate certain lands in Alabama for educational purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 12515) granting per diem pen- 
sion service to honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of the 
Union Army in the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 280) in 
relation to the navigation of Green and Barren rivers, Kentucky— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 312) relative to the 
consideration of S. 3982—to the Committee on Rules. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


follows: 
By Mr. BULL: A bill (H.R.12516) granting an increase o 


pension to Edward Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12517) granting a 
pension to Susan Kennedy—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 12518) granting a pension to J. 
W. Pelts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12519) granting a pension to John Ethridge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12520) granting a pension to Ozias Hawkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12521) granting a pension to John Chapman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12522) granting a pension to Nercena W yatt— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12523) to correct 
the military record of the late First Lieut. 8. Spencer Carr, Com- 
pany E, Eighth Illinois Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 12524) for the relief of Henry Neff— 
to the Committee on Wer Claims. . 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 12525) for the relief of the 
trustees, or their successors in office, of the Cherokee Baptist Col- 
lege, located in Cassville, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12526) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander C. Scott—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 1 ) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas F. Townsend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 12528) granting a pension 
Anna E. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12529) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Folsom—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12530) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon W. Gould—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12581) granting a pension to Amelia M. New- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12532) for the 
relief of W. C. Tipton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12583) for the relief of H. C. Armistead—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12534) for the relief of Houston L. Bell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12535) for the relief of the estate of A. L. 
Logan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12536) for the relief of William Moseley, jr., 
administrator of the estate of Mrs. Temperance Moseley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12537) to refer the claim against the United | 
States of J. M. Huston to the Court of Claims—to the Committee | 
on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12538) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
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cause to be investigated, and to provide for the payment of, the 
claim of the North Alabama College, of Huntsville, Ala., for the 
destruction of said building for Government purposes by the United 
States military authorities during the late war, and all claims for 
damages resulting from the appropriation to Government use of 
any of the furnishings or materials pertaining to said building, 
and for damage tosaid building—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12539) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Athens, Lime- 
stone County, Ala., for the use and occupation of said church build- 
ing for Government purposes by the United States military au- 
thorities during the late war, and all claims fordamages resulting 
from the appropriation to Government use of any of the furnish- 
ings or materials pertaining to said building, and for damage to | 
said building—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12540) to pay the claim against the United | 
States of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Athens, Lime- 
stone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12541) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of the 
claim of the Walnut Grove Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Madison County, for destruction of said church by the United 
States military authorities during the war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of Jonas 
Eariy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12548) granting an increase of pension to 
Capt. R. H. Atkinson—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 12544) granting a pension to 
Taylor Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12545) granting an increase 
* pension to William M. Strope—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of Stokes & Shannonhouse and 
sundry other brokers of Charlotte, N. C., asking for the repeal of 
paragraph 4, section 2, of the war-revenue act—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Hartranft Post, No. 40,Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of North Carolina, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 5779, giving veterans preferment in public service— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of certain brokers of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, in regard to reduction of war tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Thomas H. Herndon, president of the 
American Legion of Honor, relating to the aim and scope of the 
society—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Warner, late a private of the United States 
Signal Corps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the monthly meeting of the 
Friends’ Church of Winthrop, Me., in favor of provision to pro- 
hibit the importation of intoxicating liquors into countries chiefly 
inhabited by native races—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafiic. 

Also, petition of the National Dorothea Dix Memorial Associa- 
tion, praying for an appropriation for the erection of a monument 
at Hampden, Me., to mark the birthplace of Miss Dorothea Lynde 
Dix—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
12465, granting a pension to Ebenezer H, Wood—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COONEY: Petition of citizens of Boone County, Mo., for 
the improvement of the Missouri River between Wilton and Harts- 
burg, in said county—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Green 
County, Wis., to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Joel Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Twenty-two petitions of sundry citizens of 
Wilkinsburg, Allegheny County, Pa., in favor of the suppression 
of the liquor traffic, and of several other measures—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of an 
amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Otis Shepard & Co., George K. Stevenson & 
Co., J. M. Houston & Co., and S. B. Charters, all of Pittsburg, 
Pa., for the repeal of the duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of American Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels, for marine hospital at Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petitions of the board of 
directors of the Massachusetts Total Abstinence Society and the 
Methodist Episcopal Missionary Board,for the protection of na- 
tive races in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of William C. Lilley and citizens 
of Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa., and D. M. Sloane, of Bellevue, 
Pa., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment tothe Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the Central Life Assurance So- 
ciety and other insurance agencies of Des Moines, Iowa, for the 
repeal or modification of the war-revenue law—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of L. H. Ross and other citizens of 
Martinsburg, Iowa, for increase of pension ratings—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the German Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Victor, Iowa, favoring the exclusion of the liquor traffic in Africa— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Jacob T. Crosby and 19 
other citizens of the Second Congressional district of Maine, in 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution against polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Thomas F, Townsend, of Vandalia, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill pas. 


@ pension to 
Alexander C, Scott—to the Committee on Invalid 


enslons, 
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By Mr. O'GRADY: Papers to accompany House bill granting a | 
pension to Anna E. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of New York State Federa- | 
tion of Women’s Clubs, favoring forestry reserve and national 
park in Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of the heirs of Gibson R. Whaley, de- 
ceased, late of Fairfax County, Va., for reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of William Sullivan, deceased, late of 
Stafford County, Va., for reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Capt. R. H. Atkinson, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of A. R. Otis, of Ken- 
dallville, Ind., tor the repeal of the special tax on proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association relative to mailable matter of the second 
class—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, December 10, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minzvurn, D. D. 

WiLuiamM B. Bate, a Senator from the State of Tennessee; | 
WILuiaM E. CHANDLER, a Senator from the State of New Hamp- | 
shire, and Tuomas B. TURLEY, a Senator from the State of Ten- | 
nessee, appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings | 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. NreLson, and by unan- | 
imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


SENATOR FROM MINNESOTA, 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I beg leave to present the cre- 
dentials of Hon. Charles A. Towne, appointed by the governor of 
the State of Minnesota a Senator from that State to fill the | 
vacancy caused by the death of Senator Davis, deceased. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The credentials will be received 
and read. 

The Secretary read the credentials of Charles A. Towne, ap- 
pointed by the governor of the State of Minnesota a Senator from 
that State to fill until the next meeting of the legislature thereof | 
the vacancy caused by the death of Cushman K. Davis in the 
term ending March 3, 1905, as follows: 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 

This is to certify that on the 5th day of December, 1900, pursuant to the 
provisions of section 3 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States 
and of ere 24 of the general statutes of the State of Minnesota of 1804, 
Charles A. Towne was duly appointed by me a Senator from the State of 
Minnesota to represent said State in the Senate of the United States to fill 
the vacancy caused by the death of the Hon. Cushman K. Davis, said appoint- 
ment to be in full force and effect until the next meeting of the legislature 
of this State and until a successor is elected and qualified. 

Done at St. Paul the 6th day of December, 1900. 

JOHN LIND, Governor. 


' 


ALBERT BERG, Secretary of State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have examined these cre- | 
dentiais and I also heard them read. They are correct in form, 
except in one respect. Iwill ask the Clerk to read the last clause, 
beginning ‘‘said appointment.” 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Said appointment to be in full force and effect until the next meeting of | 
the legislature of this State and until a successor is elected and qualified. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The language of the Constitution is that | 
‘the executive thereof may make temporary appointments until 
the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fill such va- | 
cancies,” The governor of the State by adding the words ‘and 
until a successor is elected and qualified” has undertaken to pre- | 
scribe the length of the term maaee this appointment. The gov- | 
ernor of a State can not dothat. The length of the term is de- 
termined by the Constitution, and those words should have been | 
omitted. They are mere surplusage; and I therefore make no | 
objection to having Mr. Towne sworn in under the appointment 
as it reads. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator appointed will 
present himself at the desk and take the required oath. 

Mr. Towne was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. | 
NELSON, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered | 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together | 
with copies of agreements made by Indian Inspectors McConnell 
and McLaughlin with the Klamath Indians, for the relinquish- | 


ment of all their rights and interest in and to any part of their 


| reservation in the State of Oregon, as provided by the Indian ap- 


propriation act of July 1, 1898, etc. 
The communication and accompanying papers will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the map of 


| the survey of the reservation accompanying the same will be re- 


ferred to that committee, without printing. 
LANDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of January 27, 1898, a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, together with a letter from Col. 
Theodore A. Bingham, submitting a new list of lots in the city of 
Washington, D. U., the title to which the records in the office of 
public buildings and grounds show to be in the United States, 
etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication irom the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in further response to a resolution of 
January 27, 1898, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, together with a letter from Col. Theodore A. Bing- 
ham, submitting a final list of lots in the District of Columbia 
sold by the United States; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MONETARY SYSTEM FOR THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a com- 


| pilation of the records of the War Department relative to the 
| establishment of a stable currency in the Philippine Islands; 


which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORT OF BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting the annual 
report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification for the year 
ended October 31, 1900; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


THOMAS J. WOODWARD AND HORACE TYLER, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the findings filed by the court in the cause of Thomas J. 
W oodward and Horace Ty!er, receivers of the New Orleans Tow- 
boat Association, vs. The United States; which, with the accoi- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed resolutions commemorative of the life and public services 
of Hon. Alfred C, Harmer, late a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
i Ss } 


A bill (H. R. 8717) making oleomargarine and other imitation 
dairy products subject to the laws of the State and Territory into 
which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomar- 
garine; and 

A bill (H. R. 12281) to amend section 


Hor 
Owed 


of the Revised Stat- 


| utes of the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy from 


fruits. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 440v) for the relief of Frank 
E. Kellogg, collector of the Sixth internal-revenue district of Mis- 
souri; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition signed by Union veterans, 
soldiers of the civil war, principally from Ilinois, praying for the 
enactment of a graded service pension bill. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Armstrong Cork Com- 
pany, of Chicago, I1l., praying fora reduction of the war-revenue 
tax on beer; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Jewelers’ Associa- 
tion, of Chicago, ll., praying for the establishment of a national 
park on the Leech Lake, Cass Lake, and Winnibigoshish Lake 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry tea dealers of Bos- 
ton, Mass., praying for the repeal of the present tax on tea; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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He also presented the petition of Rev. Edwin L. Noble and 6 
other citizens of Dorchester, Mass., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented 23 petitions of citizens of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of Frank H. Fuller, of 
Lawrence, Mich., and sundry petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Rev. John Liggins, of 
Cape May, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in our new island possessions 
and in the Army; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Madison, Wood- 
bury, Jacksonville, Richwood, Whitehouse, Washington, and 
Prospect Plain, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 


enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manufacture | 


and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Englewood, of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Newton, of sun- 
dry citizens of Succasunna, and of sundry citizens of Pennington 
and Newark, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented sundry petitions of citizens of West Vir- 

inia, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regu- 
ating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bath, Me., 


praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to | 


= polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

He also presented 19 petitions of citizens of Maine, praying for 
the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented 16 petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the congregatian of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Lakemills, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
the Army and in all our island possessions; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented memorials of the Retail Grocers’ asso- 
ciations of Ames, Cedar Rapids, and Clinton, all in the State of 
Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 

ost bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry farmers of Grundy and 
Blackhawk counties, in the State of Iowa, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manufacture med sale of 
oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Belknap Post, No. 515, Depart- 
ment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Keokuk, Iowa, and 


a petition of Kinsman Post, No. 7, Department of Iowa, Grand | 


Army of the Republic, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation giving preference to veterans in the public serv- 
ice; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Friends 
Church of New Providence, of the Presbyterian Church of Rus- 
sell, und of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Blanchard, all in 


the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- | 


hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Army and all our 
island possessions; which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented the petition of F. F. 
Street and sundry other citizens of Hartford, Conn., praying for 
the repeal of the war-revenue tax imposed upon medicinal prepa- 
rations; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the State Board of Trade of 
Connecticut, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter: which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Ralph Catlett and sundry other 
citizens of Meriden, Conn., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in 
Africa; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented a petition of Elias Howe, Jr., Post, No. 3, 


Department of Connecticut, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Bridgeport, Conn., and a petition of William T. Minor Post, No, 
85, Department of Connecticut, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Stamford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 
preference to veterans in the public service; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the faculty of the University 
of South Dakota and a petition of the faculty of the South Dakota 
School of Mines, of Rapid City, S. Dak., praying for the establish- 
ment of a national standardizing bureau; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Concordia, Kans., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Alaska 
and the insular possessions of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented 69 petitions of citizens of Kansas, praying for 
the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of Riverside Post, No. 118, De- 
partment of California and Nevada, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Riverside, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
| ing preference to veterans in the public service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of 56 citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Gaylord, 
Wylie, Taylors Falls, and Mabel, all in the State of Minnesota, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
| Post-Roads. 
| Mr.HANSBROUGH presented 31 petitions of citizens of North 
| Dakota, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, reg- 
| ulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
| referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the petition of Harvey R. 
| McRaven, of Mississippi, praying that his claim for property 
| taken by the Army during the civil war be referred to the Court 
| of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. VEST presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Savan- 
| nah, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called par- 
| cels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
| and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the members of the 
Department of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Concord, N. H., relative to the establishment, control, and main- 
| tenance of the northern branch of the sanitarium at Hot Springs, 

S. Dak.; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
_ He also presented 7 petitions of citizens of New Hampshire, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; whith was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
| Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the faculty of the Maryland 
Agricultural College, of College Park, Md., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to establish a national standardizing bureau; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Southern Industrial Conven- 
| tion, praying for theconstruction of the Nicaraguan Canal; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

He also presented the petition of J. Frank Jones and 74 other 
citizens of Bowdoinham, Me., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
| He also presented the petition of E. W. Rogers, of Belgrade, 
| Me., and the petition of E. W. Burrill, of Dedham, Me., praying 

for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manufac- 
| ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


THE SHANSI MASSACRE IN CHINA, 


| Mr. KYLE, I presenta short paper, prepared by W. O. Elte- 
| rich, a member of the American Board of Presbyterian Mission- 
| aries, of Chefoo, China, recounting the story of the Shansi mas- 
| sacre of foreign missionaries by direction of Yii Hien, the governor 
| of that province. I move that the paper be printed as a document, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN OHIO, 


Mr. HOAR. By direction of the Committee on the Judiciary 
I report back without amendment the bill (S. 5076) to provide for 
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the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
northern judicial district of the State of Ohio. I desire that the 
bill may be taken up for consideration, and I ask the attention of 
the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] to the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I am listening. 

The bill (S. 5076) to provide for the appointment of an additional 
district judge in and for the northern judicial district of the State 
of Ohio was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 5087) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Muchmore; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5088) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Zachariah Bradfield; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 5089) for the relief of the | 
widow of Isaiah Smith Hyatt; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 5090) granting a pension to | 
Minerva McClernand; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5091) granting a pension to Hannah 
L. Palmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURLEY introduced a bill (S. 5092) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Greeneville, Greene County, Tenn.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 5093) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Charlotte W. Drew; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced the following bills; which were | 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5094)for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives 
of A. M. Rayburn, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5095) for the relief of the estate of James S. Douglass, | 
deceased. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 5096) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Moore; which was read twice by its title, and, | 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
sions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sever- | 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 5097) for the relief of the estate of John M. Hawkins, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 5098) for the relief of Mrs. Mattie H. Jarnagin; and 

A bill (S. 5099) for the relief of the estate of Sarah A. Gayle, | 
deceased. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 5100) for the relief of Mrs. Martha B. King; 

A bill (S. 510]) for the relief of the estate of H. P. Morancy, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (S, 5102) for the relief of Mrs. M. L. Holt, Mrs. Jane E. 
Cannon, and Mrs. I. B. Shipp. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 5103) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Benjamin Moseley; which was read twice by its } 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5104) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to T. J. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 5105) granting a pension 
to Rosanna C., Fitch; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5106) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Charles A. Hall; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 5107) granting a pension | 
to Adoniram J. Holmes; which was read twice by its title, and, | 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5108) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances M. Reilly; which was read twice by 





its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. | N 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5109) granting an increase of 
pension to Albion Robbins; which was read twice by its title, and, | 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5110) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Horatio N. Francis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also intreduced a bill (S, 5111) toamend an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to promote the efficiency of the Naval Militia,” approved 
August 3, 1894; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying letter from the Secretary of the Navy, which was 
ordered tq be printed, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 5112) granting an increase 
of pension to David H. George; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5113) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John W. Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 5114) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Fitemaster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5115) granting permission to 
Herbert W. Bowen, minister resident and consul-general of the 
United States to Persia, to accept a decoration tendered to him 
by His Majesty the Shah of Persia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 5116) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of site and erection of a public building 
thereon at Leadville, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5117) for the relief of Jesse W. 
Coleman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 5118) for the relief of the sur- 
viving executors of Mrs. Anna Maria Fitzhugh, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S.5119) granting a pension to 
Jessie A. Bruner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5120) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Thompson; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Edward Thompson, a soldier of the Mexican war, now nearly 
87 years old, together with the affidavits of Dr. I. N. McNutt, 
George D. Hawkins, and Dr. M. F. Higginbotham. I move that 
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 5121) for the relief 
of Harvey R. McRaven; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5122) to authorize the con- 


| struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Grays 


Point, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 136) authorizing 
the appointment of Charles A. Boutelleas a captain on the retired 
list of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

GEORGE W. WALDEN. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and other papers filed in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, first session, in behalf of Ge orge W. Walden may be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate on compliance with the rules governing such action. 

COMMITTEE OF ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE INAUGURATION, 

Mr. HANNA submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That a committee of three Senators be appointed by the Presi 


dent pro tempore of the Senate to make the necessary arrangements for the 


inauguration of the President-elect of the United States on the 4th day of 
March next 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
request the consideration of the resolution? . 

Mr. HANNA. Not to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

SUBMARINE TORPEDO BOAT HOLLAND. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 

. ; S ; 

send to the Senate, at his earliest convenience, for its information. copies of 
all reports made to the Navy Department, or any of its bureaus, or to the 
commanding officer of the torpedo station, Newport, R. L., by officers of the 
Navy, concerning the performance of the submarine torpedo boat Holland 


since her purchase by the Navy Department to this date, including the re- 
ports made by Admiral N. H. Farquhar, commanding the North Atlantic 
Squadron; Capt. W. M. Folger, commanding the battle ship Kearsarge; Lieut. 
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Commander N.E. Mason, in charge of the torpedo station at Newport, R. L; 
Lieut. Commander A. C. Hodgson, commander of the naval tug Leyden; Lieut. 
Robert L. Russell, commander of the naval tug Osceola; Lieut. H. H. Caldwell, 
commander of the Holland, and Lieut. E. E. Capehart, commander of the 
naval tug Leyden. 


FUNERALS OF THE LATE SENATORS GEAR AND DAVIS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 
_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay, from the miscellaneous items of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the com- 
mittees appointed by the President pro tempore of the Senate in arranging 
for and attending the funerals of the late Senator from Iowa, John H. Gear, 
and the late Senator from Minnesota, Cushman K. Davis, upon vonchers to 
be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate 


CONSIDERATION OF THE PENSION CALENDAR, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to make a request 
that to-morrow, at the conclusion of the routine morning business, 
not exceeding thirty minutes be given to the Committee on Pen- 
sions for the consideration of private pension bills, unobjected to, 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that to-morrow, after the comple- 
tion of the morning business, thirty minutes be given to the 
consideration of pension bills now on the Calendar. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That to-morrow, after the 
completion of the morning business, thirty minutes be allowed for 
the consideration of unobjected pension cases on the Calendar. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the request to be that the order 
should go into effect after the conclusion of the routine morning 
business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the conclusion of the | 
routine morning business, It is so ordered, in the absence of | 
objection, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
| 


The bill (H. R. 12281) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy from | 
fruits, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield just 
a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S.812) for the relief of Daniel W. Light. It is a case 
of peculiar hardship, and will involve no discussion. 

he bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs with an amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘ directed | 
to,” to strike out the words ‘‘correct the military record of, and 
grant an honorable discharge to, Daniel W. Light, of Company | 
M, Fifth Regiment Ohio Cavalry, who was court-martialed and | 
dishonorably discharged from the United States service,” and to | 
insert: 

Review and disapprove General Orders, No. 89, Headquarters District | 
Memphis, October 10, 1863, approving the finding and confirming the sentence 
in the case of Daniel W. Light.a private of Company M, Fifth Regiment Ohio | 
Cavalry, and to issue to him an honorable discharge as of date October 10, 1863. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to review and disapprove General Orders, Headquarters 
District Memphis, October 10, 1868, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE F, BURRAGE. 

Mr. TELLER. I will thank the Senator from Massachusetts 
if he will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield to the Senator from Colorado. After 
that I shall press my motion. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to | 
call up the bill (S. 2037) granting a pension to George F, Burrage. | 
It is a very deserving bill; the old gentleman is in very bad shape 
and the bill ought to pass at once. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


DANIEL W. LIGHT. | 
| 
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an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the P— laws, the name of George F. Burrage, late of the Signal Corps, 
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to George F.. Burrage.” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After four hours and twenty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Tuesday, December 11, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian, 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 10, 1900. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Edwin R. Baldridge, to be postmaster at Hollidaysburg, in the 
county of Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of S. G. 
Barr, whose commission expired January 30, 1900. 

Edgar J. Corwin, to be postmaster at Belle Vernon, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of A. J. Des- 
sent, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 6, 1900. 
CONSULS. 

Orlando H. Baker, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Sydney, New South Wales. 

Richard M. Bartleman, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Valencia, Spain. 

Thomas T. Prentis, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Martinique, West Indies. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 7, 1900, 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Roy H. Chamberlain, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Hawaii. 
CONSUL, 


Horace Lee Washington, of the District of Columbia, to be con- 


| sul of the United States at Geneva, Switzerland. 


GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 
Marion De Vries, of California, to be general appraiser of mer- 
chandise. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Lewis I. O. Neal, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the city of 
Washington). 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Frederick 8. Stratton, of California, to be collector of customs 

for the district of San Francisco, in the State of Galifornia. 
ASSISTANT AGENT. 

Abram D. Harlan, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant agent at the 

salmon fisheries in Alaska, 


MEMBERS OF BOARD OF CHARITIES, 


John Joy Edson, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1900. 

George W. Cook, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of one year from July 1, 1900. 

S. W. Woodward, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term 
of three years from July 1, 1900. 

Simon Wolf, of the District of Columbia, to be a member of the 
board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term of two 


| years from July 1, 1900. 


Charles P. Neill, of the District of Columbia, to be a member of 
the board of charities of the District of Columbia for the term of 
two years from July 1, 1900. 

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION. 

Sharles H. Litchman, of New Jersey, to be a member of the 
Industrial Commission authorized by the act of Congress approved 
June 18, 1898, 
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Daniel A. Tompkins, of North Carolina, to be a member of the 
Industrial Commission authorized by the act of Congress approved 
June 18, 1898. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. y 

Walter T. Merrick, of Pennsylvania, to be naval officer of cus- 
toms in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Louis P, H. Bahrenburg, of Ohio, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

John 8S. Boggess, of the District of Columbia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Edward Francis, of Ohio, to be an assistant surgeon in the | 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

John T. Burkhalter, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Asst. Surg. Leland E. Cofer, of Virginia, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Walter S. Harshman, a citizen of Ohio, to be a professor of | 
mathematics in the Navy, from the 25th day of August, 1900. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Pay Director Edwin Stewart, to be paymaster-general and chief | 
of the Bureau of ae and Accounts in the Department of the | 
Navy, with the rank of rear-admiral, from the 3d day of March, 
1899, 

Gunner Michael W. Gilmartin, to be achief gunner in the Navy, 
from the 28th day of October, 1900, 


Officers of the Pay Corps. 


Assistant Paymaster William H. Doherty, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 12th day of November, 1899. 

William B. Rogers, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
paymaster in the Navy, from the 12th day of June, 1900. 

Thomas D. Harris, a citizen of Michigan, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 15th day of June, 1900. 

Pay Inspector Albert W. Bacon, to bea pay director in the Navy, 
from the 10th day of July, 1900. 

Paymaster James A. Ring, to bea pay inspector in the Navy, from 
the 10th day of July, 1900. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Barron P. Du Bois, to bea paymaster 
in the Navy, from the 10th day of July, 1900. 

Frederick Chunn, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 4th day of September, 1900. 

Officers of the line. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Noble E. Irwin, to be a lieutenant in the | 
Navy, from the 8th day of December, 1899. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bion B. Bierer, to be a lieutenant in the | 
Navy, from the 18th day of January, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William H. McGrann, to be alieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 2d day of February, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Horace G. Macfarland, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the 18th day of February, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles F, Preston, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 24th day of February, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Richard H. Leigh, to be a lieutenant in | 
the Navy, from the 9th day of March, 1900, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Adelbert Althouse, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 27th day of March, 1900. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) William D. Brotherton, to be a lieutenant | 


in the Navy, from the 29th day of March, 1900. 
Lieut, (Junior Grade) James F. Carter, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 26th day of May, 1900. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry E. Smith, to be a lieutenant in the | 


Navy, from the 2d day of June, 1900. 
Lieut, Commander George P. Colvocoresses, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 30th day of June, 1900. 


Lieut. James P. Parker, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


Navy, from the 30th day of June, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George W. Laws, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 30th day of June, 1900. 

Capt. 
ist day of July, 1900. 

Commander Morris R.S. Mackenzie, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Commander Charles E. Colahan, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) George C. Day, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Commander John A. Norris, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Arthur W. Dodd, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Luke McNamee, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. George W. Denfeld, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick L. Sawyer, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Albert W. Grant, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 1st day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles L. Hussey, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Horace W. Harrison, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 1st day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John R. Y. Blakely, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Valentine 8. Nelson, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles T. Jewell, to. be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. William 8S. Benson, to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Gregory C. Davison, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. William V. Bronaugh, to be a lieutenant-commander in 

he Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Leon 8. Thompson, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick A. Traut, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F. Hines, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Frank M. Bostwick. to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 

Commander Frank Courtis, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 23d day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Commander Nathaniel J. K. Patch, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 23d day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. James H. Oliver, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 23d day of July, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Fed R. Payne, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 23d “7 of July, 1900. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas 8. Phelps, jr., to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 19th day of August, 1900. 

Lieut. Harry M. Dombaugh, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from the 19th day of August, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert K, Crank, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 19th day of August, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stanford E. Moses, to be a lieutenant in 


| the Navy ,from the 23d day of August, 1900. 


Lieut. Simon Cook, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 


| from the 30th day of August, 1900. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Powers Symington, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, fromthe 30th day of August, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Yates Stirling, jr., to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 24th day of October, 1900. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Raymond D. Hasbrouck, to be a lienten- 
ant in the Navy, from the 21st day of November, 1900. 

Commander William W. Reisinger, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 22d day of November, 1900. 

Lieut. Commander Karl Rohrer, to be acommander in the Navy, 
from the 22d day of November, 1900. 

Lieut. Thomas S. Rodgers, to be a lientenant-commander in the 


| Navy, from the 22d day of November, 1900. 


errill Miller, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the | 


Lieut. Ben W. Hodges, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 


Commander Charles 8. Sperry, to be acaptain in the Navy, from | 


the ist day of July, 1900. 


Lieut. Commander Albert G. Berry, to be a commander in | 


the Navy, from the ist day of July, 1900. 
Lieut. Herbert O. Dunn, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 1st day of July, 1900, 


Capt. John J. Read, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 
29th day of November, 1900. 

Commander William T. Burwell, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 29th day of November, 1900, 

Lieut. Commander John A. H. Nickels, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 29th day of November, 1900. 

Lieut. Col. Francis H. Harrington, to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps, from the 15th day of August, 1900. 

Maj. Otway C. Berryman, to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Ma- 
rine Corps, from the 15th day of August, 1900. 

Capt. Henry C. Haines, to be a major in the Marine Corps, from 
the 15th day of August, 1900. 

Officers of the Medical Corps. 

P. A. Surg. Albert M. D. McCormick, to be a surgeon in the 
Navy, from the lith day of November, 1899. 

Asst. Surg. Daniel H. Morgan, to be a passed assistant surgeon 


| in the Navy, from the 27th day of November, 1899. 





P. A. Surg. George B. Wilson, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of February, 1900, 
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Medical Inspector George P. Bradley, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 3ist day of May, 1900. 

Surg. Frank B. Stephenson, to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy, from the 3ist day of May, 1900. 4 

P. A. Surg. Charles F.. Stokes, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from | 
the 3ist day of May, 1900. 

Medical Inspector Paul Fitzsimons, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 19th day of November, 1900, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
To be assistant surgeons. 


John J. Snyder, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 

Henry A. Dunn, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Allan Stuart, a citizen of South Carolina. 

Edward M. Blackwell, a citizen of Virginia. 

William H. Ulsh, a citizen of Pennsylvania, 

Mack V. Stone, a citizen of California. 

Chauncey R. Burr, a citizen of California. 

George F. Freeman, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Raphael O. Marcour, a citizen of Louisiana. 

James H. Payne, jr., a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Jacob Stepp, a citizen of Massachusetts. 

Charles H. De Lancey, a citizen of New York. 

Fred M. Bogan, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Rice K. McClanahan, a citizen of Virginia. 

Warren E. G. High, a citizen of Pennsylvania. . 

To be surgeons. 

P, A. Surg. Edward R. Stitt, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of June, 1900. 

P. A. Surg. Manley I’. Gates, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of June, 1900. 

P. A. Surg. Charles H. T, Lowndes, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 7th day of June, 1900. 

P, A. Surg. George Rothganger, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 7th day of June, 1900. 

Asst. Surg. Raymond Spear, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy, from the 22d day of June, i909. 

Macomb K, Elmer, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, from the 18th day of July, 1900. 

Medical Inspector Charles U. Gravatt, to be a medical director 
in the Navy, from the 24th day of August, 1900. 

Surg. Presley M. Rixey, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 24th day of August, 1900. 

P. A. Surg. George T. Smith, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 
from the 24th day of August, 1900. 

Robert E. Ledbetter, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, from the 19th day of October, 1900. 

Charles St. John Butler, a citizen of Tennessee, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 26th day of October, 1900. 

Richard Bland Williams, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assist- | 
ant surgeon in the Navy, from the 17th day of November, 1900. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
To be second lieutenants. 


To take rank from the 23d day of July, 1900: 
Rupert C. Dewey, a citizen of Minnesota. 
Edward A. Greene, a citizen of Georgia. 
Edward B. Manwaring, a citizen of Wisconsin. 
William E, Smith, a citizen of Connecticut. 
Thomas M. Clinton, a citizen of Maryland. 
Hamilton D. South, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 
Theodore Monell, a citizen of New York. 

Edgar Hayes, a citizen of Alabama. 

James T. Buttrick, a citizen of Rhode Island. 
Raymond B. Sullivan, a citizen of Colorado. 
Giles Bishop, jr., a citizen of Connecticut. 

Frank Halford, a citizen of Indiana. 

James K. Tracy, a citizen of New Hampshire. 
Ellis B. Miller, a citizen of Iowa. 

Arthur J. O'Leary, a citizen of Montana. 

Berton W. Sibley, a citizen of Vermont. 

Frank F. Robards, a citizen of Texas. 

Raymond W. Dikeman, a citizen of Michigan. 
To take rank from the 5th day of September, 1900: 
Herold Colvocoresses, appointed at large. 

To take rank from the 11th day of September, 1900: 
William Brackett, a citizen of Illinois. 

Chandler Campbell, a citizen of West Virginia. 
William L. Redles, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 
Fred A, Udell, a citizen of Washington. 

Austin C, Rogers, a citizen of Texas. 

Provence McCormick, appointed from noncommissioned officer. 
To take rank from the 2ist day of October, 1900: 
Woodel Pickering, a citizen of Indiana. 

To take rank from the 22d day of October, 1900: 
Franklin 8S, Wiltse, a citizen of New York. 

To take rank from the 3d day of December, 1900: 
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Howard H. Kipp, a citizen of New York. 

William D. A. I unkin, a citizen of the District of Columbia. 

Henry H. Scott, a citizen of California, 

John W. McClaskey, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine 
Corps, to be a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 5th 
day of December, 1900. 

Fred A. Ramsey, a noncommissioned officer of the Marine Corps, 
to be asecond lieutenant in the Marine Corps, from the 5th day of 
December, 1900. 

Hilary A. Herbert, jr., a citizen of Alabama, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps, from the 5th day of December, 1900. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Abram D. Runyon, to be postmaster at Millington, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 

James E. Munger, to be postmaster at Fishkill on the Hudson, 
in the county of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Grace W. Buck, to be postmaster at Foxcroft,in the county of 
Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Olive P. Smith, to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

William Bostian, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri. 

Howard H. Newby, to be postmaster at Sheridan, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Indiana. 

George K. Covert, to be postmaster at Vinton, in the county of 
Benton and State of Iowa. 

Edson E. Burnham, to be postmaster at Amite (late Amite City), 
in the county of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. 

Henry C. Jones, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Illinois. 

William O. Butler, to be postmaster at La Harpe, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Illinois. 

Orange L. Campbell, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the 
county of Knox and State of Illinois, 

Alfred C. Hodgman, to be postmaster at Fort Edward, in the 
county of Washington and State of New York. 

Josiah R, Baker, to be postmaster at Antioch, in the county of 
Contra Costa and State of California. 

Charles Durner, to be postmaster at Benicia, in the county of 
Solano and State of California. 

Isaac W. Sherrill, to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Annie Larrabee, to be postmaster at Oyster Bay, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 

John Rielley, to be postmaster a Highland Falls, in the county 


| of Orange and State of New York. 


William T. Chapman, to be postmaster at Pawling, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York. 

George M. Nichol, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York. 

George B. Tripp, to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York. 

I, R. Nye, to be postmaster at Wittenberg, in the county of 
Shawano and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles E, Ainger, to be postmaster at Andover, in the county 
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio. 

Ellis H. Timm, to be postmaster at Coldspring, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York. 


INJUNCTION OF SECRECY REMOVED. 

On motion of Mr. LODGE, the injunction of secrecy was re- 
moved from the convention (Executive G) signed at Brussels, 
June 8, 1899, by the plenipotentiaries of certain powers for the 
regulation of the importation of spirituous liquors into certain 
regions of Africa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpbDay, December 10, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 

DISTRICT BUSINESS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House 
this is District day. I understand there is pressing business, and 
for that reason I ask that next Monday or Tuesday be assigned for 
District business instead of to-day, subject to the completion of 
the war revenue reduction bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 


the Committee on the District of Columbia, asks unanimous con- 


sent tosubstitute Monday or Tuesday next week, instead of to-day, 
for District business, subject to the war revenue reduction bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is it for Monday or Tuesday that the gentle- 
man makes the request? I hope that he will not make it for next 
Monday, as that is suspension day. 
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TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects to Monday. 
Is there objection to Tuesday? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of appropriation bills, with the view of taking 
up the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committeeof the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills, with the view of taking up the legislative bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the appro- 
priation bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12291) making appropriation for the legislative, executive, 


and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1902, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 
Is there objection? a a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BINGHAM. would state, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask the gentleman who represents the minority? 

Mr. BINGHAM, I would state to the House there have been 
no requests, as I understand from Mr. LivinasTon, that have 
come to him for general debate on that side of the House. There 
has been one request made on this side, to which I have demurred, 
and the gentleman accepts my demurrer; and therefore there will 
be no request for general debate on this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands there is to be no 
general debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No one has spoken to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on the bill, then, is closed, 
and the Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Prior to reading the bill, I desire to make a | 
statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is not closed, then. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, this is the usual annual bill 
covering almost wholly the question of the salaries of the existing 
subordinate force of the Departments, together with such neces- 
sary increases as may berecommended from the Book of Estimates. 
Your committee have gone carefully over the estimates of the De- | 
partments, which in sum total amounted to $25,399,509.43, of | 
which amount there is recommended in the bill $24,496,308.27. 
The appropriations for the same purposes for the current fiscal | 
year, including $105,800 carried in the sundry civil and deficiency | 
acts, aggregated $24,257,012.53, being $239,295.74 less than is rec- | 
ommended in the bill for the service of the fiscal year 1902. 

The total amount recommended in the bill is $903,201.16 less | 
than the aggregate of the estimates submitted. 

You will therefore observe that of the almost $1,200,000 recom- 
mended in the Book of Estimates by the Departments in the items 
increase of salaries and increase of force your committee has sim- 
ply allowed as increase $239,000 and have reduced the estimates of 
the Departments $903,000, The whole number of salaries specif- 
ically provided for in the bill is 786 lessthan the number estimated 
for and 90 more than the number provided for in the law for the 
current year. It is proper to state, however, that of the 786 spe- 
cific salaries estimated for in excess of those recommended in the 
bill 495 were for or in lieu of clerks and others in the War Depart- | 
ment now employed and paid from a general appropriation made | 
for the current fiscal year for additional employees rendered | 
necessary in the War Department because of the increased work 
incident to the war with Spain, which general appropriation it is | 
proposed to continue during the next fiscal year in the same sum 
as was provided for the current year, and 45 of such specific sala- 
ries estimated for were in place of employments in the Navy De- 
— now paid from appropriations “for increase of the | 

avy.” 

‘as your committee did not deem it wise to recommend the re- | 

al at this time of the law authorizing such employments in the | 

avy Department, they have not provided appropriations in the 
accompanying bill for them, and leave them under the language, 
**Increase of the Navy.” The number of increases of salaries of 
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the existing force in the pending bill have been but 35, and of that | 
number we have 18 watchmen in the public grounds of Washing- 
ton, a part of whom are receiving $660 and the other part $720 
each, and we have made the compensation of the day watchmen 
and night watchmen equal, making the division of labor equal 
and making the pay equal. 





I desire to suggest to the committee that both the great politicai 
parties in the recent campaign proclaimed for economy in the ad- 
ministration of the Government. This is the first bill coming 
from the Committee on Appropriations which exhibits upon its 
face economy in a reduction from the Book of Estimates from the 
Departments of $903,000; or, in other words, for the next fiscal 
year we will not have to pay taxes to secure this $903,000, but 
simply for the increase to secure the $239,000. 

In other words, we commence now and here to carry out our 
pledges to the people; and as all the people during the conditions 
of war for the last two or three years have been subjected to large 
taxation to carry on that war, in many cases claiming that hard- 
ship and loss were inflicted upon certain lines of trade and busi- 
ness, we make now and here our first effort to keep faith with our 
promises. On the Calendar of the House, to be considered at an 
early date, is the bill reducing war taxes $40,000,000. Our con- 
tribution to-day to this bill will be almost one million more. 

Of course all know that in conditions of war larger taxation 
runs, for war means the expenditure of the people’s moneys as 
well as the lives and health of the patriots. 

Your committee is of the opinion that at this time, when we are 
reducing taxation, the question of increased compensation for 
clerical work should have no standing in this House, or, if any, but 
most limited. No one of this body of clerks not increased has lost 
anything, because he does not now possess it. Each one of the 
clerks of the Departments who during the past few years has 
worked over the normal or regular hours from 9 until 4 has his 
bill from the Department here before the several committees of 
the House, claiming additional compensation for every hour of 
work over the rule of office hours from 9a. m.to4p.m. There- 
fore I say that if this House proposes to make a reduction in tax- 
ation, as the bill on the Calendar proposes, to the extent of $40,000,- 
000, the last thing that this House should think of doing, that 
which it should condemn most emphatically, is a large increase of 
compensation to the subordinate force. If we refrain from mak- 
ing any such increase, the business of the Departments can go on 
as it is now going on, and no one will suffer. As I have said, this 
bill, as drawn, will make a contribution of almost a million of dol- 
lars in the way of reduction of taxation for the next year and for 
all the years to come. 

Mr. Chairman, I am cognizant of the fact that gentlemen on 
both sides of this floor have been importuned by those not appro- 
priated for in this bill either by increase of the subordinate force 
of the Departments or by increase of compensation. Itis, perhaps, 
perfectly natural that those not carried on the bill should make 
complaint. This bill has been critically scanned by members of 
the subordinate force of the Departments, and wherever a man 
sees that his pay has not been increased as suggested in the Book 
of Estimates, he immediately goes to his Representative and asks 
that he may be personally cared for. We have carefully looked 
into these questions—not as to the individuals, because we did 
not know them—but we simply looked into the question of the 
second, third, or fourth class Department clerks, or whatever other 
class of Government employees there might be. We inquired into 


| the character of the work required and determined whether it 


was fair at this time to make an increase. i 

Mr. GAINES. I see that on page 72 of this bill an appropria- 
tion is made of $3,000 for the compensation of the governor of 
Oklahoma. I see also that the governor of Hawaii is allowed a 
salary of $5,000. I should like to know why this discrimination 
of $2,000 is made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say in reply to the gentleman that the 
statutes fix the salaries in that way, and the committee has no 
discretion in the subject. 

Mr. GAINES. The salaries paid to the governors of the West- 
ern Territories have generally been about $2,500 or $3.000. I was 
wondering why this distinction should have been made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We simply followed the statutes in both 
cases. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
gress in both instances. 

Mr. GAINES. Iconcur with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
in his idea in favor of retrenchment and reform. But it will be 


The salary has been fixed by act of Con- 


| remembered that when the proposition to raise this salary was 


before the House [ then objected. Irepeat that the salaries of the 


| old Territorial governors was usually about $2,500. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will understand that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, where the law makes the salary man- 
aT: had no discretion, but were obliged to report the sum 
fixed by law. 

Mr. GAINES. But I want to remind my friend that we on 
this side objected to this increase, and now we are paying the 
penalty for having been defeated in this very matter when we 
insisted on reform last session, yet to-day you urge retrenchment 
and reform when it is too late. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I have 
anything more to say upon the general outline of this bill. 

























































































































Ae ib i ana CS ely a 





204 CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 10, 





Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to a sub- 
ject which has heretofore been before this House, the subject of 
the sick-leave privilege allowed to clerks and employees in the 
various Executive Departments in Washington. Under the pres- 
ent law they receive a vacation privilege of thirty days in each 
year, and in addition a privilege which is much abused—a sick- 
leave privilege of thirty days in each year. I should like to know 
from the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether anything in the 


line of retrenchment and reform has been done in the direction | 


of correcting the abuse of the sick-leave privilege by his commit- 
tee. lt seems to me there is almost a consensus of opinion in 
this House that this sick leave of thirty days should ve with- 
drawn. /s there has been no general debate I may be allowed 
to state my reasons for this opinion. 

In a bill passed at the last session of Congress for the relief of 
the employees of the Bureau of Animal Industry outside of Wasb- 
ington we granted them fifteen days’ leave. The post-office and 
other employees generally outside of the city of Washington have 
no vacation or sick-leave privilege granted to them as a matter 
of right. There is a bill now on the Calendar to grant vaca- 
tion with pay to the employees of the Navy Department outside 
of Washington and to the employees of the navy-yard here. 
Every class of Government employees is about to ask, or is ask- 
ing. for the thirty days’ annual leave with pay. The vacation 
of thirty days is not now enjoyed by the printing department of 


the Census Department, nor by the employees of the navy-yard | 


in Washington, nor by the Government employees outside of the 
city of Washington, except as stated. I think it would be in the 
direction of retrenchment and reform, and it would save annually 
nearly one-twelfth of the salaries of these various classes of em- 
ployees, if the gentleman's committee would at some time take 


steps to cut off the ee granted toemployeesof the | 


Executive Departments in Washington. I had hoped that this 
bill would include some feature of this kind. Knowing that this 
leave privilege, which was formerly ninety days, had already been 
cut off to the extent of thirty days, I hoped that there would be a 


furtherretrenchment of this kind by thecutting off of this sick-leave | 


privilege aluogether. It is greatly abused. It requires trouble- 
some and expensive machinery to carry it out, and it is not popu- 
lar with many of the employees of the Executive Departments in 
Washington, and they would be satisfied with the thirty days’ va- 
cation per annum which is accorded tothem. I think there should 
be adopted some rule or legislation for the correction of this 
abused privilege. I should like toask the gentleman whether any- 
thing has been done yet in that line by his committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I will state, in response to the 
gentleman from Indiana, that the bill which we are now consider- 
ing has nothing to do with the proposition he submits, We have 


no jurisdiction of that matter. Some two or three years ago Con- | 


gress determined that in lieu of the discretion then vested in the 
Secretaries or heads of the various Departments with reference to 
leaves of absence, instead of the possibility of allowing ninety 


days it should be reduced to sixty, thirty days for the annual | 


leave, if desired, and thirty days, under the fixed rules of the 
Department, in cases of illness, injury, or for other reasons of that 
character. 

Now, as to the existing law, let me say a word. It is not,I will 
state to the gentleman, as he is well aware, mandatory. A clerk 
does not of right get a single day of leave from his duties in the 
Department. The law vests the discretion in the head of the De- 
partment. The Secretary is vested with power, and he can refuse 
every application for leave of absence if he so desires. As I have 
just stated, the law gives him discretionary power, and it is abso- 
lutely within his discretion as to how he shall exercise it. 

Now, another question, and that is as to the economy of the 
proposition to which the gentleman has referred. 1 have just 
stated that we are endeavoring in this bill to show the spirit of the 
House, as promised to the people of this country in the last elec- 
tion, to economize the public expenditures to the greatest possible 
degree. There are pending before the various committees of the 
House many bills to increase the compensation of subordinate 
clerks or officers in the Executive Departments of the Government, 


as well as enlarged time for leaves of absence. These bills aggre- | 


gate a total, as | am informed, of some $10,000,000, and possibly 
more. 

I know many members have been importaned with regard 
to these various bills. because I have received the same charac- 
ter of requests myself. ButIcan say to the committee that we 
have resisted absolutely every importunity of that kind, for the 
reason that the committee knows no individual in the preparation 
of this bill. Wetake the bill and make it up from the Book of Esti- 
mates submitted to us. We started from the beginning and pro- 
ceeded throughout its consideration without knowledge of the in- 
dividual who might be an applicant for an increase of salary. Of 
course I know what members would desire in various cases of this 
kind to aid deserving and worthy constituents. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania a further question as to whether it would 
not be strongly and clearly in the interest of economy to cut off 
the ane days sick leave now granted to the various employees 
| here in Washington with the addition of thirty days which may 

be granted, as he states, at the discretion of the heads of these 
| Departments? It has become in many instances a crying evil, and, 
| as the gentleman will remember, when this question was before 
| us on a former occasion he himself took the same view of the 
matter. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Butthe gentleman must understand that this 
is a question with which the committee has no power to deal in 
the way he suggests. As I have stated, the law vests this discre- 
tion in the heads of the Departments. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But it is the privilege and power 
of the committee to take cognizance of these matters which are 
| now fixed by statute, for as the law authorizes the heads of De- 
| partments to give thirty days with pay in addition to thirty days’ 
vacation it will be granted till limited by law. And in view of 
the fact that the old abuse of ninety days has been cut down, at 
least to sixty days, I think that a further reduction in that regard 
might apply to the officials at Washington. Of course the gentle- 
man knows that this vacation of thirty days and additional thirty 
days’ sick leave does not apply to all the employees throughout the 
country, but only to those in Washington. There seems to bea 
special exception in favor of those employed in this city. And, as 
I have said. we are being importuned on all sides to at least make 
the thirty-day leave of absence uniform throughout the country. 
I would ask if it is not a fact that the Government employees out- 
side of the city of Washington do not receive the same privileges 
with reference to leaves of absence that are accorded to those in 
this city; in other words, that they have not, to the same extent, 
that privilege granted to employees here? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; take, for instance, the letter carriers, 
numbering, I think, 16,000 in the United States. They have this 
leave as a matter of right, and we appropriate specially for leave 
of absence in their cases. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In my city, of 50.000 inhabitants, 
I will say to the gentleman that they are not granted it as a mat- 
| ter of right, because of some block in the regulation, but get only 

fifteen days, by doubling up and performing work for each other, 

while the employees here receive thirty days’ leave as a vacation 

and thirty days of sick leave, making sixty in all. And I again 

call the gentleman’s attention to the importance and necessity of 
| giving exactly the same privilege to all the employees of the Gov- 
| ernment everywhere that is given them in this city. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can only answer, Mr. Chairman, that the 
provision to which the gentleman refers has no place in our bill 
and is not under our jurisdiction. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania ay: as I think, on a former occasion, cut down the old 
ninety-day leave to sixty; and I had hoped that something of the 
same kind would appear in this bill. Is there no such provision? 

Mr. GAINES. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow 
me, I think I can answer the suggestion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill yield tothe gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. GAINES. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that, 
as he knows as well as I do, the discretion to which he refers is 
lodged in the heads of the Departments. Now, as to whether or 
not it is abused is a question of fact, and is a matter of history. 
| But I know, sir, of one bureau here where it has not been exer- 
cised soon enough. I know of employees of the Government who 
have fainted on the floor of the Department where they were em- 
ployed here because the head of that Department had not exer- 
cised that gracious and proper discretion that should have been 
exercised. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In what Department was that? 

Mr. GAINES. To say that these people must be worked all the 
year round, without giving the little girls and larger girls and 
the older a some few days of the rest that my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Ropinson] himself takes, is to say that this Gov- 
| ernment must be run in an inhuman and harsh way, which is 
unnecessary for the public welfare. The fact that this discre- 
tion may be abused is no reason why it should not be lodged some- 
where, as it properly is, and I do not myself agree that this thirty 
| days should be cut off. It is given when the parties are sick and 
| unable to work. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. Ona doctor's certificate? 
| Mr. GAINES. Yes. 
| Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is that all they get? 
| Mr. GAINES. Certainly; when they are sick they should not 

be cut off. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How much is the gentleman in 
favor of granting them? 

Mr. GAINES. Leave that in the discretion of some good man 
- the head of each Department; not to exceed a maximum time, 
of course. 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, They get thirty days’ vacation. 

Mr. GAINES. We certainly do not want to make ourselves 
the umpires to decide how much sick leave they shall have. We 
could not attend to that. Wecan put a limit in the law. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. You have done it under the law. 


try in the public buildings were very much smaller than the 
salaries paid for corresponding services in Washington. The 
people at Washington are here. They get a chance at members 
of Congress, and the result is that they have higher privileges 
than other Government employees have. They have a work 


You give them thirty days’ vacation leave and, in addition, the | and longer leave of absence. I agree with the gentleman that it 


privilege of thirty days’ sick leave, which is much abused by the 
employees themselves; and neither of these privileges are ac- 
corded to employees outside of Washington, and is denied to 
several classes of employees here. 

Mr. GAINES, If an employee gets sick he ought to have his 
sick leave, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How many days vacation would 
you give them? 

Mr. GAINES, Thatis a matterin the discretion of the Depart- 
ment, unless fixed by law. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How much is granted them now? 

Mr. GAINES. Ido not know. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. They get thirty days’ vacation. 

Mr. GAINES. It is not a matter of absolute right, as I under- 
stand from the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. BincHam], but it is a matter of dis- 
cretion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. A matter of discretion only. 

Mr. GAINES, It may be a day, a week, or twenty or thirty 


days. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. They got thirty days as a matter 
of right, and another thirty days’ sick leave, in all making sixty 
days’ vacation with pay. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, They must bring a physician's certificate 
in order to obtain one day’s sick leave. 

Mr. GAINES, They must obtain a physician's certificate; they 
get the sick leave when they are actually sick and unable to work, 
certified to by a reputable physician. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. For the second thirty days, 

Mr. GAINES. May they not require it for the first? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; that is a matter of right. 

Mr. GAINES. Sick leave is a matter of discretion, and in order 
to get any they must bring the certificate of a reputable physician. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. They have thirty days as a mat- 
ter of law. I have no objection to their having their vacation of 
thirty days, but economy requires that they should have but thirty 
days’ vacation in one year. 

Mr. GAINES. It isa matter of discretion with the Department 


and not one of law, asthe chairman reporting this bill states, and | 


that is my information. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. While the matter is under consideration | 
I should like to ask the gentleman for an explanation. Why are | 
these thirty days’ annual leave and thirty days’ sick leave not per- | 


mitted to employees of the Government outside of the city of 
Washington, except the letter carriers, who, I understand, obtain 
some part of it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The only answer to that is that it is not upon 
the statute books. This bill carries no authority for anything ex- 
cept what is on the statute books. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. But if provision is made for discretion | 
in the Secretary to grant thirty days’ leave and thirty days’ sick | 
leave to each employee in the District of Columbia, why should | 


not that same privilege extend to employees of the Bureau of Ani- 


mal Industry in the various other cities of the country, who | 


obtain no leave? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is but one answer tothe gentleman. 
This bill carries the Executive Departments of the Government, 
the legislative, executive, and judicial. The Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill carries the appropriation for the subordinate force of the 
post-offices of the country. Sotheother appropriation bills carry 
appropriations for the subordinate forces of the Government in 
other Departments. The proposition of legislation which the 
gentleman submits would come of right on those bills, but upon 
this bill we have nothing to do with it. We do not appropriate 
for the clerks and carriers in the postal service in this bill at all. 
We oKS riate for the Department service. 

Mr. CA 
Department service, not the postalservice. Take, forinstance, the 
Bureau of Animal Industry. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The Agricultural appropriation bill carries | 


that service. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would suggest to my colleague that that 


inquiry would properly come up when the Agricultural bill is | 


under consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I should like to suggest that 
the discrimination to which the gentleman refers, which undoubt- 
edly exists in the law to-day, exists not only in respect to leave of 


DERHEAD. I am inquiring about a branch of the | 


| is unjust, as a general proposition, but we can not, of course, 
| remedy it on this bill. 

| Mr, CALDERHEAD. I was only making the inquiry for tho 
purpose of ascertaining where it could be remedied. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Asregardsthe Bureau of Animal 
Industry, I am quite certain that the last Agricultural bill gave 
| the employees of that Bureau leave of absence. } 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. The gentleman is mistaken, or if it did, 


it has not been carried into effect yet. 

Mr. BiNGHAM,. Mr. Chairman,I simply say to the Hous 
| that members know the general purpose that governed the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations in making these reductions, and they 
| have only been made after the greatest care and examination. If 
we have the aid of that side of the House as well as this side of 
the House in noncontinuing the demand for increase of pay, and 
leaving the bill run with the reduction that we have made, for 
the reasons that I have stated, we ought to get through with this 
bill to day. I call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Before the reading is proceeded with, 
with the permission of the gentleman, I desire to ask a question 
in regard to a provision of the bill before I leave the room. I 
notice on page 130 of the bill, section 4, it says: 


Sec. 4. That the appropriations herein made for the officers, clerks, and 
persons employed in the public service shall not be available for the compensa- 
tion of any persons permanently incapacitated for performing such service. 


I suppose that is an old provision? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the usual provision. 

Mr. RAY of New York. My attention has been called to the 
fact that one of the judges of one of the United States courts has 
become permanently incapacitated from performing hisduty. Is 
this intended to interfere with his drawing his pay, or would it 

| interfere? Of course the salaries of judges are permanent, and 
there is no provision for retirement under the circumstances ! 
| have stated. 

Mr. GAINES. There is on page 126 a provision. 

| Mr. RAY of New York. It would probably depend on this ap- 
propriation. 

| Mr. BINGHAM. This is an appropriation only for the judges’ 

| salaries. 

Mr. RAY of New York. This would restrict the disbursement 
of that appropriation, because it is a permanent law. 

Mr. GAINES. Would it not be covered by the heading ‘‘ Re- 
tired judges,” on page 126, ‘‘To pay the salaries of United States 
judges, retired?” 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no provision to retire a judge 
who becomes sick and permanently disabled. 

Mr. BINGHAM, That has to be done by special act. 
| M-*. RAY of New York. Itis done by aspecial act. It would 
seem rather dangerous that he should not draw his salary, if that 
was the intent of this provision. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. If I may be permitted, I will 
| state to the gentleman that this is a provision which I drew some 
years ago, and was intended to meet an evil growing up in the De- 
| partments. The gentleman will recollect that there was an at- 
| tempt to establish a ‘‘ roll of honor” in the Treasury Department, 

and this provision was drawn for the purpose of meeting that 
which was deemed to be an evil bysomeof us. It did not havein 
view what the gentlemansuggests. I suggestthat there might be 
at least a question whether officers, clerks, etc., employed by the 
public service included members of the judiciary; but it would be 
a legal question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not suppose that was your pur- 


08e. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That was not our purpose at 
all. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It would seem improper that a dis- 
bursing officer should become judge of the permanent disability 
of a member of the judiciary, That was not the intent, I suppose, 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It was not; and if the gentle- 
man thinks an amendment is required, it can be inserted. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. An amendment would probably destroy 
| the force of the whole section. 
| Mr. GAINES. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill a question. On page 125, you provide for the payment of 
| the circuit and district judges of the United States courts, Will 
you please tell me what provision is made, in this or any other 


absence, but in every other way. Before the subcommittee the | bill, for the payment of their expenses, and what constitutes ‘‘ ex- 


ap that the salaries paid for services throughout the coun- 


other day, on examination of the chief clerk of the Treasury, it | penses?” 


? 
Mr. BINGHAM. That comes in another bill, the sundry civil 
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bill. Weare simply providing for the salaries, and not for the 
contingent expenses. 

Mr. GAINES. What I mean is for railroad fare and hotel bills 
and what would be necessary expenses. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have nothing to do with that. We 
simply provide the salaries of the judges in this bill. 

It there is no other discussion desired, Mr. Chairman, or in- 
quiries to be made, I would suggest that the Clerk proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MERCER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced the Senate had 
passed joint resolution (S. R. 135) authorizing the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to employ an additional as- 
sistant to the attorney; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Comptroller of the Treasury: For Comptroller of the Treasury. 
5,500; Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500; chief 
law clerk, $2,500; five law clerks revising accounts and briefing opinions, 1 
at $2,100 and 4 at $2,000 each; private secretary, $1,800; 4 expert accountants, 
at $2,000 each; 7 clerks of class 4; lclerk of class 3; 2 clerks of class 2; type- 
writer-copyist, $1,000; 2 messengers; 1 assistant messenger; and 1 laborer; in 
all, $55,960. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HEMENWAY] is temporarily absent, and he desired me to sub- 
mit the following amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 40, in line 1, after the word “each,” insert “five temporary clerks 
during the fiscal year 1902, at_$1,600 each, to dispose of accumulated appeals 
from the Auditor from the War Department.” 

In line 2, after the word “accountants,” insert ‘‘to be employed hereafter 
wr on work other than that of revising accounts and briefing opin 

ons.” 

In line 6 strike out “fifty-five” and insert “sixty-three.”’ 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill what is the purpose of this? 
Mr. BINGHAM. This is made at the special request of the 


Secretary. It pertains to the matter of appeals only, all the other | 


work of the Auditor’s office being up and even. These appeals 
come because of the vast amount of work thrown upon the Au- 
ditor for the War Department in consequence of the war. He 
claims that he has, I think, about seventy-five or more important 
appeals resting upon his desk, requiring immediate attention, 
which can not be disposed of with his present force. 

Mr. MADDOX, Does that require five additional clerks? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want tosay this to the gentleman, also: The 
Auditor, being under the Treasury Department, can not avail him- 
self, nor can the Department avail itself, of what are called the 
‘‘war allowances” of the War Department. Otherwise this mat- 
ter could be readily settled by asimple order. Therefore they ask, 
in order that this work may be brought up, that this additional 
force be given. It is made special on that account. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understood the gentleman to say that he of- 
fered the amendment for some one else who was absent. I wish 
to ask the centleman if he has investigated the matter himself? 

Mr. BLNGHAM. The gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HEMEnN- 
WAY], a member of the committee, went to the Department, made 
personal inquiry concerning this whole question, and thoroughly 
satisfied himself of the necessity for it. He is now temporarily 
absent, and so impressed was he with the importance of it that he 
asked meif I would submit the amendment which the subcommit- 
tee examined and agreed to. I will say to the gentleman that 
members of the committee on his own side have agreed to it. 

Mr. MADDOX, I know nothing about it, and therefore I de- 
sired to hear some explanation. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I wish the gentleman from Indiana were here. 
He could give perhaps a fuller explanation than I have given, but 
I think I have sufficiently covered the ground to show that the 
Secretary regards this as all-important. The employment is only 
temporary—for the next year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Thecommittee informally rose; and Mr. LITTAUER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House of 
Representatives by Mr. PRuDEN, one of his secretaries, who also 
announced that the President had approved and signed a bill of the 
following title: 

H. R. 12288. An act in relation to the celebration of the centen- 
nial anniversary of the establishment of the permanent seat of 
government in the District of Columbia. 
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LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor-general of Utah, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office, $8,000; 
in all, thousand dollars. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
inserting in the blank the word ‘‘ ten,” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Office Postmaster-General: For compensation of the Postmaster-General, 
$8,000: chief clerk, Post-Office Department, $2,500; private secretary, $2,250; 
stenographer, $1,600; appointment clerk, $1,800; 1 clerk of class 4; 2 clerks of 
class 3; 4clerks of class2; 1 clerk of class 1; 1 clerk, $1,000; curator of Museum, 
$1,000; 1 clerk, $900; 1 messenger; lassistant messenger; 1 telephone operator, 
3660; page, $360; in all, $33,430. 

Mr. FARIS. I offer the amendment which I[ send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 1, page 113, after the words “ nine hundred dollars,” insert “ onetele- 
phone operator, $900.” 

In line 2, page 113, strike out “one telephone operator.” 

In line 4, page 113, strike out “four” and insert “six; and in same line 
strike out “thirty ’ and insert “seventy.” 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment is 
to provide for the telephone operator at the Post-Office Depart- 
ment the same compensation that has been provided in this bill 
for the telephone operator at the Interior Department and ay 
for telephone operatorselsewhere. That isthe sole purpose of the 
amendment, and its language regulates and harmonizes the clauses 
of the bill to which it applies. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
amendment, It simply makes this telephone operator’s compen- 
sation correspond with that of those engaged in the same line of 
work in other Departments under this bill. Thespecial telephone 
operator referred to is the one standing at the phone with the in- 
strument at his ear the whole day long. This is considered most 
severe work, and perhaps to a certain degree dangerous to the 
hearing. This man has parts of the instrument strapped about 
his head and held to his ears the entire eight hours of daily labor, 
other than the time casually occupied going to and from the 





| phone. The committee in other parts of the bill took cognizance 


of the fact that this is a harder line of labor in connection with 
the phone than the usual use of the phone. 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Chairman. my attention has been called to the 
fact that perhaps the words in line 3—“ six hundred and sixty dol- 
lars”—should be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman, as the Chair understands, 
modifies his amendment by adding a clause striking out those 
words. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is correct. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment as modi- 
fied, it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Court of Private Land Claims: For chief justice and four associate justices, 
at $5,000 each; 

For clerk, $2,000; 

For stenographer, $1,500; 

For attorney, 33,500; 

For interpreter and translator, $1,500; in all, $33,500. 

For deputy clerks, as authorized by law, so much therefor as may be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman in charge of this bill. The custom, I believe, has 
been in these bills to extend the time of the existence of this court 
for an additional year or for two fiscal years. Is there any such 
provision anywhere in the present bill; and if not, should there 
not be such a provision? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill for the current year makes such an 
extension for two years. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Two years from when? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Two years from last year. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. So that it is unnecessary to insert such a 
provision this year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir; it isin the lawfor the current year. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Then it will be necessary to adopt such a 
provision next year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

District court, Territory of Hawaii: For the payment of the salaries of the 
clerk and the reporter of the United States district court for the Territory 
of Hawaii, at $3,000 and $1,200, respectively, $4,200. 

Mr. GAINES. I move to amend the paragraph by striking out 
the last word. I wish to ask the gentleman reporting this bill 
whether it contains any provision, and if there is none, why there 
should not be a provision for reporting the learned opinions handed 
down by the distinguished supreme court of Hawaii. I have in- 
dustriously inquired this morning at several of the departments 
to get copies of the opinions of that court, and particularly one by 
which the court swept away a man’s property upon the finding of 
a majority of a jury of twelve—a proceeding which we all know 
could not be had obeying the lawofthelana. I wishtosee whether 
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that court has assumed divine power to act in such matters. Such 
an adjudication is contrary to the oath which the judges took to 
support the Federal Constitution, which gives our people the right 
to have verdicts agreed on by twelve jurors, no more, no less. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On page 126 of the bill will be found this pro- 
vision: 

District court, Territory of Hawaii: For the payment of the salaries of 
the clerk and the reporter of the United States district court for the Territory 
of Hawaii, at $3,000 and $1,200, respectively, $4,200. 

Mr. GAINES. Woulkl that cover the publication of the opin- 
ions of the court? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not necessarily. 

Mr. GAINES. _ In what bill should sucha provision be included? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The sundry civil bill, This is a salary bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Court of appeals, District of Columbia: For the chief justice of court of 
SP Bio es = the District of Columbia, $6,500; and for two associate justices, at 

5,000 each; 
; For clerk, $3,000; 

For assistant or deputy clerk, $2,000; 

For reporter, $1,000: Provided, That the reports issued by him shall not be 
sold for more than $5 per volume; 

For messenger, $720. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman. , 

Mr. SHAFROTH. wish to ask whether or not the salaries 
provided for by this bill with reference to this court in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia are larger than those heretofore paid, or | 


whether there is any change of existing law in this provision? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to thé gentleman that there is no 
change whatever. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. While on my feet I would like to ask as to 


another feature of the bill. I would like to know whether as to | 


the supreme court of the District and its organization there is 
any change in existing law? 
Mr. BINGHAM. None whatever. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. That is all I desire to know. 
wa The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
e bill. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word of the last clause, for the purpose of making a brief state- | 


ment, which I think is due to the Committee of the Whole House 
having this bill under consideration to-day. 


The generous confidence which has marked our procedure dur- | 
ing the past two hours, carrying a great bill covering almost | 


$25,000,000 through to conclusion without break or opposition of 
any character at this early stage of the session deserves from me 
personal thanks, and from the Committee on Appropriations ad- 
ditional obligations for your votes and concurrence in our work. 
[Applause. | . 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the formal amendment and move 
that the committee rise and report the bill and amendments to the 
House with favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- | 
sideration the bill (H. R. 12291) making appropriations for the | 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government | 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, had | 
directed him to report the same to the House favorably with cer- 


tain amendments, and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question | 


on the bill and the amendments to its passage. 
The motion was agreed to; and the previous question was or- 
dered. 


The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the | 


amendments? 
There being no separate vote demanded, the amendments were 
agreed to as reported by the Committee of the Whole. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES AND CAPABILITIES OF PORTO RICO, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report on investigations of the agricultural resources 
and capabilities of Porto Rico, with special reference to the establishment of 
an agricultural experiment station in that island, made in accordance with 
the act of Congress me aogroneien for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 10, 1900. 
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The SPEAKER. The message and accompanying papers will 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER ON INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES 

EXHIBITION, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State forward- 
ing the report of the United State Commissioner to the International Fish- 
eries Exhibition of 1898, at Bergen, Norway. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 10, 1900. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted indefinitely 


to Mr, FITZPATRICK, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Escu to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 


| papers in the case of Timothy A. Lewis, Fifty-sixth Congress, no 


adverse report having been made. 
ASSISTANT TO THE ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up from the Speaker's table a Senate joint resolution for imme- 
diate consideration, 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the title of the resolu- 
tion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate joint resolution No. 135, authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to employ an additional assistant to the attorney. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking up this joint res- 
olution for present consideration? 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask a question about 
| that. 
| Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 
Mr. COX. Who pays the assistant? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Theassistant will be paid out of the revenues 
of ne District, the same as all other expenses of the District are 
paid. 
Mr. COX. Is that to be paid, one-half of it, by general taxation? 
Mr. BABCOUK. Yes. 
Mr. COX. Ido not see why that is necessary at all. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I willsay, Mr. Speaker, that the form of the 
resolution was suggested by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations {Mr. CaNnNoNn], and that at this particular time 
street opening and condemnation cases are coming in, and the 
Commissioners came here in a body and made the request-—— 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman kindly repeat his statement? 
Mr. BABCOCK. The necessity for this additional help is 
caused by the street opening and condemnation cases, particu- 
| larly Sixteenth street, requiring a large amount of work. The 
, Commissioners came before the Committee on Appropriations in a 
body asking that they be given this assistant for such time as was 
necessary. 
Mr. COX. How long is this office to run? 
Mr. BABCOCK. That is not limited. It will be so long as the 
Committee on Appropriations may see fit to report an appropria- 
tion for it. 
Mr. COX. That makes a permanent office, does it not? 
Mr. BABCOCK, Oh, no. This does not carry an appropria- 
tion. 
| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It will have to be paid, though, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama | Mr. UNDER- 
Woop] desires to ask a question. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the question I wished to 
ask was the question that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] has asked already, as to whether or not this creates a per- 
manent office. So far as I can see from the resolution it does 
create a permanent office, because it enacts into statute law a 
provision for the creation of this office, which puts it in just tho 
| same position as all other offices in the District that run continu- 
ally. Of course any other office in the District would be limited 

| if we failed to make an appropriation, although the man holding 
> office could sue the Government for his salary if he filled the 
office. 





vide for an emergency which arises for this additional work, why 
there is not a limitation placed on the bill limiting the term of 
the office to the time that this additional work is required? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, I suppose there will be no objection to 
that. It was thought to be an emergency matter only, and was 
not intended for a permanent thing at all. The view taken of it 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations was: ‘‘ This 


‘ I will ask the gentleman, if this is only brought in here to pro- 
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is a matter of legislation. If you will handle that, I will see that the time for holding the district and circuit courts of the United 


the appropriations are made whenever the necessity arises.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How long does the gentleman think, from 
the statements made before the committee, this additional work 
will be required? 

Mr. PABC JOCK. 
year at least. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman consent to an amend- 
ment limiting it to a year? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CC a How long does this office run? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Wisconsin has just 
stated that the time necessary would be one year and that he was 
willing to allow an amendment limiting the term of service to one 
year, which I think is satisfactory. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, an amend- 
ment limiting this term to one year from the date of the passage 
of the act. 

Mr. COX. When you get this man in there for one year you 
will never get him out. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Well, this is an absolute necessity now, 

Mr. COX. That may be true, but I know how you work these 
things, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Bineuam (at 3 o'clock and 14 min- 
utes p.m.), the House adjourned. ‘ 


1 should judge this ought to continue for a 


tXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending a credit to 
the account of Maj. T. E. True, for payment made by him to Shel- 
don Jackson—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Cloims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Lewis 
Bonlin, administrator of estate of Charles Hogan, against the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Joseph Engle against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. G. Leach, administrator of estate of Eli Whitaker, against the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel F. Davidson against the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 


mitting a copy of the findings filed by the courtin the case of 
John C, Woods, administrator of estate of Crisman Conrad, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James C. Wallace, administrator of estate of Thomas J. Owen, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the post-office at Brook- 
lyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for an additional story to 
the Treasury building—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs of building at 
the Pan-American Exposition, Buffalo, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS IN- 
TRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 


follows: 
By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12546) to change and fix 


PUBLIC 


States for the northeastern division of the eastern district of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12547) amending section 715 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States regulating the com- 
pensation and number of criers and bailiffs in the United States 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12548) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near Grays Point, Missouri—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Ry Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12549) fixing the rate of 
postage on all first-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 12550) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with the various Indian tribes | for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes,” approved June 7, 1897— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12551) to 
prevent the sale of firearms, opium, and intoxicating liquors in 
certain islands of the Pacific—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H.R. 12552) providing for the pur- 
chase and making free of certain toll roads leading into and pas- 
sing over the Yosemite National Park—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KERR of Maryland: A bill (H.R.12553) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house oa the bar at the entrance of Cambridge 
Harbor, Maryland—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. OTEY: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 60) to print 
15,000 copies of Messages and Papers of the Presidents—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 313) relative to mov- 
ing, cleaning, and cataloguing books in the House and Clerk’s 
document rooms—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. OTEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Virginia for the passage of the Temple Farm bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 12554) for the relief 
of James M. Chisham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R, 12555) for the relief of Jesse W. 
Coleman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12556) for the relief of Dallas W. Spencer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12557) for the relief of Harvey Thompson— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 12558) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12559) granting am increase of pension to 
T. A. Willson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12560) granting an increase of pension to 
H. G. Knights—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12561) to remove charge of desertion from 
military record of Robert M. Mann—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 12562) for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. E. B, Pugh, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R, 12568) to cor- 
rect the military record of Elliott L. Dorman and grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 12564) granting an increase of 
pension toJeremiah Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 12565) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth V. Pitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12566) granting a pension to George M. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12567) granting a pension to Catharine V. 
Chevallier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12568) granting an increase of pension to 
Gabriel Wolff—to the Committee on fuvalia Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12569) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarisa J. Brush—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12570) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Amner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12571) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12572) to authorize the Court of Claims to 
hear and determine the claims of the legal representatives and 
assigns of Carpenter & Plass against the United States of America 
for munitions of war, labor, and materials furnished the Gov- 
ernment, and claims arising under contracts made by said firm 
with the Government of the United States; also to authorize the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the claims of the legal 
representative and assignee of Oran M. Beach against the United 
States of America for balance due on transports Savannah and 
Augusta, and for repairs and insurance, and coal, stores, chains, 
sails, and pumps furnished the Government for said steamers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 12573) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen H. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12574) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Furry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12575) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Roath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: A bill (H. R. 12576) for 
the relief of Johann A. Killian—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 12577) granting a pension 
to Sarah B. Schaeffer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12578) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Otis Wallace—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 12579) for the relief of John 
P. Willis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12580) for the relief of Jacob Robinson’s es- 
tate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12581) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Cardwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 12582) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Billingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 12583) for the relief of Emily Water- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 12584) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary R. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12585) granting a pension to Mary Cavanaugh— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12586) granting an increase of pension to 
Hendrix Cool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12587) granting a pension to Mary 
Elizabeth Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H.R.12588) for the relief of Samuel 
Marsh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE (by request): A bill (H. R, 12589) granting a 
pension to Lucinda E, Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 12590) for the relief of E. C. Young, O. P. 
Young, and the estate of J. A. McGinnis, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12591) granting a pension to 
Phylinda Wright—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12592) granting a pension to Gregor Mac- 
Gregor Breadalbane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12593) granting an 
increase of pension to Stewart Barnes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 12594) granting a pension to 
Walter L. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12595) granting a pension to Eugene J. Bob- 
lits—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 12596) for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia L. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12597) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12598) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Seip—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H.R. 12599) granting a 
pension to Jacob T, Wise—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.12600) granting a pension to Catherine A. 
Sawdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R.12601) granting an 


increase of pension to Christopher C. McGinnis—tothe Committee | 


on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H.R. 12602) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Jane Townsend—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12608) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha V. 
Keenan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12604) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary F. Pollan, for herself, and as administratrix of the es- 
tate of Dr. N. P. Horne, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12605) for the relief of 
Charles H. Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 12606) granting an increase 
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of pension to Marcellus A. Lothrop—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12607) granting an increase of 
pension to Louis M. Chasteau—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Home Mission Society 
of the Presbytery of Washington, and the Children’s Aid Society 
of Washington County, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Concordia, Kans., for the protection of na- 
tive races in our islands against intoxicants and opium-—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Pure Food Society, in behalf of 
the Brosius pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
T. C. Search, president, of Cincinnati, Ohio, in’ favor of various 
measures for the promotion of American industries and commer- 
cial progress with other nations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Fitzgerald & Sons, Philadelphia, Pa., relative 
to mailabie matter of the second class—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petitions of W. T. Nash and numerous citi- 
zens of Detroit, Mich., the Hypatia Club and Woman's Baptist 
Missionary Society, of Detroit, in favor of the anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Paper to accompany House bill No. 12239, 
granting a pension to Lizana D. Streeter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of New Eng- 
land Shoe and Leather Association, of Boston, Mass., urging the 
passage of House bill relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the annual meeting of the Third Army Corps 
Union, of Gettysburg, Pa., in relation to the National Memorial 
Park at Gettysburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Resolutions of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York, urging the improvement of 
Buttermilk Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Third Army Corps Union, of Gettys- 
burg, Pa., commending the work accomplished by the Gettysburg 
National Park Commission, and asking for further appropriation 
to complete the work—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
urging the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to exchange gold coin for any other monev coined by 
the United States whenever it may be necessary to do so—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of John McGahie, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the 
repeal of the duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of the city council of Water- 
town, N. Dak., favoring an appropriation for the storage of the 
flood waters of the Big Sioux River in Lake Kampaska and other 
lakes at the head waters of said river—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Atlanta Post, No. 77, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of South Dakota, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 5779, giving veterans preferment in public service— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the First Baptist Church, the Christian Church, and 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, allof Batavia, Il., against 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in our new possessions—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of East Millstone, N.J., 
favoring the Littlefield bill to forbid the transmission of race- 
gambling bets by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of East Millstone, N. J., favoring uni- 
form marriage and divorce laws—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of East Millstone, N. J., favoring the 
exclusion of the liquor traffic in Africa—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of East Millstone, N. J., favoring 
House bill No. 10592, to stop Sunday traffic in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, petition of citizens of East Millstone, N. J., favoring 
House bill No. 8752, for the suppression of Army canteen—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of East Millstone, N. J., against the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in our new possessions—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

3y Mr. HULL: Petition of the Retail Grocers’ Associations of 


Des Moines and Ames, Iowa, favoring the establishment of the | 


edi : WF , : niet 
a post system—to the Committee on the 2ost-Office and Post- | ceedings, when, on rejuest of Mr. Longe, and by unanimous con 


Roads. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Des Moines, Iowa, 
favoring forestry reserve and national park in Minnesota—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of Kinsman Post, No. 7, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of lowa, favoring the passage of House biil 
No. 5779, giving veterans preferment in public service—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of W. L. Breckenridge, J.S. Atkin- 
son, and other citizens of Bayfield, Wis., in favor of the anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of J. L. Ladd and other citizens of 
Bay City, Tex., asking for the construction of a coastwise canal 
along the Texas coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of 
Des Moines, Iowa, for forestry reserve and national park in Min- 
nesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, resolutions of Kinsman Post, No. 7, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Des Moines, Iowa, for the passage of the veterans’ 
preference bill—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers relating to the claim of Ham- 
den Hudgins, of Dekalb County, Ga.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of the Chicago Jewelers’ Associa- 
tion, favoring forestry reserve and national park in Minnesota— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Phylinda Wright for services as Army nurse—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Gregor MacGregor Breadalbane—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill 
No. 4263, granting an increase of pension to Cook Burk, of Bloom- 
field, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Stewart Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of D. 8S. Beynon, of Burwell, 
Nebr., for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of members of Foote Post, No. 40, Department of 
Nebraska, in support of House bill No. 4742, amending section 
1225 of the Revised Statutes, relating to military instruction in 
public schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Walter 
L. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of the Virginia State Board of Agri- 
culture, and resolution of the Daughters of the American Revolu- 
tion, of the State of Virginia, in favor of House bill No. 10, for 
the purchase of Temple Farm, near Yorktown, Va., by the Gov- 
ernment, that it may be preserved for future generations—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of Federated Trades Council of 
Milwaukee, Wis., against the proposed increase of the Regular 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Clark Fairbanks, 
of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for a reduction of the war-revenue 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Mrs. Mary F. Pollan, of Little Rock, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Charles A. Clark, de- 
partment commander of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, 
favoring early consideration of House bill No. 5499—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, favoring a bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange gold coin for any other money coined by the United States 
whenever it may be necessary todo so—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, petition of the po Forge National Park Association in 
favor of the passage of a bill for the preservation of the field of 
Valley Forge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Boyle, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal 
of the duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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DECEMBER 11, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 11, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.sury, D. D. 
WILL1AM V. ALLEN, a Senator from the State of Nebraska, ap- 


| peared in his seat to-day. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 


sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION IN PORTO RICO. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 


| lowing message from the President of the United States; which 


was read, and, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 

I transmit herewith a report oninvestigations of the agricultural resources 
and capabilities of Porto Rico with special reference to the establishment of 
an agricultural experiment station in that island, made in accordance with 
the act of Congress making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for he fiscal year ending June 30, 1901. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION December 10, 1900. 

STATUE OF LAFAYETTE AT PARIS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, withthe aceompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompany- 
ing papers, respecting the unveiling at Paris, France, on July 4, 1900, of the 


| statue of Lafayette provided by the contributions of school children of the 


United States. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 11, 1900. 


BENJAMIN WEIL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom- 
panying papers. showing the return to the Government of Mexico of the un- 
expended balance of the award in favor of Benjamin Weil made by the 
United States and Mexican Claims Commission established under the con- 


vention of July 4, 1868. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 11, 1900. 


SANTEE SIOUX INDIANS OF NEBRASKA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of May 8, 1900, certain information relative 
to the amount due the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska under 
the fifth article of the treaty of 1876, known as the Black Hills 
treaty, etc.; which, with the accompanymg papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CODE OF LAW FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
Col. Theodore A, Bingham, United States Army, major, Corps of 
Engineers, calling attention to certain provisions in House bill 
No. 9835, to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia, 
and urging, for reasons stated, certain modifications in that bill 
in the interest of the General Government. etc.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


J, E, TURTLE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with a letter 
from Capt. C. A. F. Flagler, Corps of Engineers, relative to the 
payment of a bill of cost ina suit brought in the courts of Florida 
against Mr. J. E. Turtle, United States assistant engineer, em- 
ployed on river and harbor works in that State; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES EXHIBITION OF 1898, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report 
of the United States commissioner to the International Fisheries 
Exhibition of 1898 at Bergen, Norway; which was referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 
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ELECTORAL VOTES OF ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate two com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 


copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and | 


Vice-President ga in the States of Alabama and Mississippi 
at the election held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; 
which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R.1 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Commercial Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to abolish the stamp tax upon sales of commodities in the 
exchange of the country and upon bills of exchange drawn by 
American exporters on foreign buyers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac, praying that an appropriation be made to enable the 
Gettysburg National Park Commission to secure additional lands 
for the use of that park; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Third Reformed Presbyterian Church of Philadelphia, the 
Christian Endeavor Union of Pittston, and of George H. Peace, of 
Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
any post exchange, canteen, or transport, or upon any premises 
used for military purposes by the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wilkes- 
barre, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to promote 
the commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 45 citizens of Philadelphia, of 464 
citizens of Washington, of the congregations of the Presbyterian 
and Methodist Episcopal churches, the Woman’s Home and 
Foreign Missionary Society, and the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Honeybrook, and of 53 citizens of Bloomsburg, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of 151 citizens of 
Maryland, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 


stitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 37 citizens of Maryland, praying 
for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of South Platte, Nebr., and a petition of 
the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Ulysses, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in all the posses- 
sions of the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the Omaha Clearing House Asso- 
ciation, of Omaha, Nebr., praying for a reduction of the war- 
revenue tax on the capital of banks; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


He also presented 32 petitions of citizens of Nebraska, praying | 


for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Rochester, Minn., praying for the establishment of a national 
park on the Leech Lake Indian Reservation in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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dist Episcopal and Congregational churches and of sundry citizens 
of Edwards County, Junction City, White City, Waubaunsee, and 
Alma, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the city council of Water- 
town, 8S. Dak., praying for the construction of reservoirs to store 
the flood waters of the Upper Big Sioux River in Lake Kampeska 
and other lakes near the head of that stream; which was referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Coral, lll., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post 
exchange, canteen, or upon any premises used for military pur- 
poses by the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bloomington, 
Ill., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of J. H. Whitmack 
and 8 other citizens of Crawfordsville, Ind., praying for the repeal 


| of the war-revenue tax on proprietary mediciues; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of W. A. Hamilton, of Terre 
Haute, Ind., praying for the repeal of the war-revenue tax on in- 
surance policies; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Terpen and 30 other 
citizens of Red Key, Ind., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution defining legal marriage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented 294 petitions of citizens of New York, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the faculty of the 
University of South Dakota and a petition of the faculty of the 
South Dakota School of Mines, praying for the establishment of 
a national standardizing bureau; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 


| merce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the adoption of certain 


amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any territory 
under the control of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of 14 business firms of.Milwaukee, 
Wis., praying for a reduction of the war-revenue tax on beer; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 8 citizens of Wisconsin, praying 
for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 82 citizens of Bayfield County, 
Wis., praying for the adoption of an amendment te the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Milton, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors to native races in the island possessions of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 


| Relations. 


Mr. MASON presented a petition of sundry druggists of Rock 


| Island, Ill., praying for the repeal of the revenre-stamp tax upon 


proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of Burden Post, No. 494, Depart- 


| ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Channahon, II1., 


| and a petition of Highland Post, No. 437, Department of Illinois, 


Grand Army of the Republic, of Highland, Ilil., praying for the 
enactment of legislation giving preference to veterans in the pub- 


| lic service; which were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


He also presented memorials of 90 citizens of Minnesota, remon- | 


strating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; 
ee were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
oads, 

Mr. BAKER presented petitions of Rev. E. M. Paddleford and 
sundry other citizens of Highland, and of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal churches of Cherokee and Marquette, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in countries inhabited by 
native races; which were refe to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 


fairs. 

He also presented 6 petitions of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit po- 
lygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of sundry merchants 
and business men of Savannah, Mo., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Nebraska, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill 
regulating the manufactureand sale of oleomargarine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of 91 citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Williamsburg, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Army and all the island possessions of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON. I present a memorial of the Eastern or Emi- 


grant Cherokees, so called, praying for the payment to them per | 


capita of the fund pledged to them by the ninth article of the 
treaty of 1846, being the balance of the purchase price due them 
for the lands ceded by them to the United States under the treaty 
of 1835,etc. Thememorial is not alengthy paper and I move that 
it be printed as a document and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the following bills, reported them each with an | 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (5S. 5015) granting a pension to Betsey L. Woodman; 

A bill (8S. 4841) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Parker; 

A bill (S. 5090) granting a pension to Minerva McClernand; and 

A bill (S. 5091) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4836) granting an increase of pension to 


Phebe Babcock, reported it with amendments, and submitted a | 


report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and | 


submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (5S. 5016) granting an increase of pension to Francis H. | 


Buffum; 

A bill (S. 5045) granting a pension to Eliza N. Lord; 

A bill (S. 5017) granting a pension to George H. Shapley; 

A bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pension to Gideon 
W. T. Ridlon: and 

A bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felker. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10834) granting an increase of pension 
to Michael Dempsey, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6424) granting a pension to Charles 8. Devine; and 

A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to Augusta Ullman. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Lurinda Laugh- 
lin, reported it with an amendment, and subinitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1550) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Kate Ezekiel, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (5. 3219) for the protection of 
subsurface pipes, cables, wires, and other metallic constructions 
in the District of Columbia from danger by electrolysis, and for 
other purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5032) granting a pension to John Geibel; 

A bill (S. 186) granting a pension to Harriet Clarissa Mercur, 
widow of James Mercur, late professor of civil and military engi- 
neering in the United States Military Academy at Westpoint, 
N. Y.; and 

A bill (S. 5081) granting a pension to J. B. Whiting. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; and 

A bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H, R. 7190) granting an increase of pension to George S. 
Cole; ant 

A bill (H. R. 7012) granting an increase of pension to Emma C. 
Stephenson. 

r. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (H. RK. 9555) granting an increase of pension 
| to Nicholas Briggeman, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
| mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4418) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Woodman, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4277) granting a pension to Albert Wetzel, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
| bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Charles A, 
a estfield, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
| thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W, 
Roberts, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4856) granting an increase of pension to William F, 
| Cloud; and 

A bill (S. 1986) granting a pension to Fanny Healy. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Bur- 
a reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7553) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
M. O’Linn: 
wit = (H. R. 7828) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin; 

A bill (H. R. 1803) granting a pension to Julia E. G. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Kirkendall; and 
| A bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva. 





Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. Linpsay), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
| severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 10750) granting a pension to James H. Rainey; 
A bill (H. R. 4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot; and 
A bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension to Henry L. White. 
Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund P., Tierney, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
| mitted a report thereon. 


ETHELBERT WATTS, 


| 
| Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5042) to authorize 
Ethelbert Watts, consul of the United States at Kingston, Ja- 
| maica, to accept a decoration tendered to him by the Khedive of 
Egypt, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for 
its present consideration. This and another bill I am about to 
report are merely formal matters. 
The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed, 


GEORGE W. HILL. 


Mr. LODGE, lam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5048) to authorize George 
W. Hill, Chief of the Division of Publigations of the Department 
of Agriculture, to accept a decoration tendered to him by the Gov- 
ernment of the French Republic, to report it favorably without 
| amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
| ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
| passed. 


FUNERALS OF THE LATE SENATORS GEAR AND DAVIS, 


| Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 

| the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 

| resolution submitted yesterday by himself, reported it without 

| amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committees 
appointed by the President pro tempore of the Senate in arranging for and 
attending the funerals of the late Senator from Iowa (Jonn H. GEAR) and 
the late Senator from Minnesota (CusHMAN K. DAvVIs) upon vouchers to be 
a proved Oe the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the nate. 
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CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION AT WASHINGTON, 


Mr. HALE, Mr. President, I rise to a question as to the order 
of business; that is, in reference to the proceedings to-morrow, 
which I think ought to be settled by the Senate when it is full. 

Congress passed an act, approved December 7, providing for 
the entire centennial celebration of the establishment of the per- | 
manent seat of government in this District, which 1s to take place 
to-morrow, the 12th of December. It has made in the act that 
day a legal holiday. It provided for ‘‘ the holding by the Senate 
and House of Representatives, jointly, commemorative exercises 
in the Hall of the House of Representatives in the afternoon of 
the 12th of December, 1900, in honor of the centennial anniver- 
sary,” and provided further ‘‘that the two Houses of Congress 
shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives on the | 
12th day of December, 1900, at the hour of half past 3 o’clock” 
in the afternoon, and then goes on and details what the exercises | 
shall be. 

Now, as representing the committee which has the celebration 
in charge, I bring the matter before the Senate that it may decide 
what shall be the order of business of the Senate to-morrow. It 
has been made a legal holiday and the expectation is that neither 
House will do business. Of course, I can move that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Thursday, leaving to-morrow 
a holiday, with an informal notice, which I now give, that the 
Senate is expected to assemble with the House in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, where places will be reserved for the 
entire Senate, or I can move, which I myself rather incline to think 
is in the best taste, that the Senate shall meet to-morrow here at | 
8 o'clock and then proceed as a body to the Hall of the House of 
Representatives. 

it seems to me, in reading over the act, that it is contemplated | 
there shall be a joint session, and that the fitting way would be 
for the Senate, or Senators who may be here, to go to the Cham- | 





ber of the House as a body. I should like to have the suggestion 
of any Senator as to which is the better way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not thelawitself contemplate that both 
bodies shall meet officially? 

Mr. HALE, The language is as I have read: 

That the two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House 
of Representatives on the 12th day of December, 1900, at the hour of haif 
past 3 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. COCKRELL... That means as an organization? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, yes; as a body. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me that way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the House of Representatives 
has agreed that when it adjourns to-day it shall meet at 3.15 to- 
morrow, and it seems to me that it would be appropriate for us | 
not to adjourn over until Thursday, but to adjourn to-day to 
meet at 8 o'clock to-morrow and then go as a body to the Hall of 
the House. 

Mr. HALE. That is what seemed to me to be the desirable 
course to pursue. If there is no objection, then, I will move that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 3 
o'clock, giving notice to all Senators present that no business will 
be done, and that the Senate will be expected as a body to proceed 
to the Hall of the House of Representatives. I make that motion, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet to- 
morrow at 3 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 5123) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Thomas Cordingly; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 5124) for the survey and con- 
struction of reservoirs on the head waters of the Big Sioux River, 
in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced the following bills; which were sever- | 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S, 5125) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Hayes; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (5. 
Wiley; and , 

A bill (S. 5129) granting a pension to Eliza P. Carter. 

| 





5126) granting a pension to John T. Thompson; 
5127) granting a pension to Annie M. McHugh; 
5128) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin R, 





Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 5180) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5181) for the relief of Capt. 


Jefferson Dickerson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5182) for the relief of William W. 
Leake; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 5133) for the relief of Wil- 
liam D. Rutan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills, which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S, 5134) for the relief of Goff A. Hall; 

A bill (S. 5185) for the relief of Annie C, Osborne, sole heir of 
William B. Beall, deceased: 

A bill (S. 5136) for the relief of Edward Tearney; and 

A bill (S. 5137) for the relief of the estate of Walter Shirley, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5138) to provide for the 
establishment of a port of delivery at Saginaw, Mich.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 5139) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Hight; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5140) granting a pension to Mary 
C. Coombs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON ifitroduced a bill (S. 5141) extending the provi- 
sions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to homestead settlers on the ceded Indian reservation in Minne- 
sota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5142) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Emma Foote Glenn; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 5143) to provide for the 
acquisition, purchase, construction, and condemnation by the 
United States of America of railroads lying in the Territories of 
the United States, the respective States, and the District of Co- 
lumbia engaged in interstate commerce in carrying the mails, and 
to provide for the operation of said roads by the United States, and 
amending the act of Congress-of February 4, 1887, entitled ‘‘An 
act to regulate interstate commerce,” and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
per, which was ordered to be printed, referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5144) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Scott; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY (by request) introduced a bill (S..5145) granting an 
increase of pension to John J. Martin: which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5146) for the relief of Robert 
H. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5147) for the relief of B. J. D. 
Irwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5148) to provide for raising 
and preserving the hull of the Niagara, the flagship of Commo- 
dore Perry in the battle of Lake Erie; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS (for Mr. MorGan) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5149) for the relief of H. C. Armistead (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 5150) for the relief of the estate of Jonathan Paulk, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5151) for the relief of the estate of William McD. 
Taylor, deceased. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 to enable the Librarian to keep open the Library of 
Congress from 2 until 10 o'clock p. m. on Sundays, intended to 
be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, PETTIGREW submitted an amendment proposing to 
build dams and construct reservoirs on the Sioux River in South 
Dakota, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
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$150,000 for the construction of permanent buildings at Fort 


Meade, S. Dak., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry | 


civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


NANNIE E, YASTE, 


Mr. WELLINGTON submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Nannie E. Yaste, widow of Daniel A. Yaste, de- 
ceased, late a member of the Capitol police force, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary, at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said 
sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


HARVEY R. M’RAVEN, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 5121) entitled “A bill for the relief of Harvey R. 
McRaven, son of Tranquilla McRaven, deceased,’ now pending in the Senate, 
together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claimsin pursuance of the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1837, and the said court shall proceed with 
the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the 
Senate in accordance therewith. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I movethat the vacancies upon the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, the Committee on the Geological 
Survey, the Committee on Indian Affairs, the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 
the Committee on Territories, and the Committee on Railroads be 
filled by the appointment of the junior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Towne]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
moves that the vacancies on the several committees which he has 
read in the presence of the Senate be filled by the appointment of 
the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Towne]. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 


THE PURE-FOOD BILL. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to give a notice, and I 
ask the attention of the Senate. 

I wish to give notice that as soon as it may be convenient in 
the consideration of other bills and treaties, I shall ask the Sen- 
ate, some time in the coming week, to take up for consideration 
the bill known as the pure-food bill, what is known in the House 
as the Brosius bill. I ask Senators to give the matter attention. 
It is the general legislation recommended 7 the committee of 
the House and the committee of the Senate. think that the Ag- 
ricultural Committee have also reported a bill, but I have no pride 
of opinion so far as committees are concerned. I am just as will- 
ing to take up their bill as the one reported by the committee of 
which I am chairman, the Committee on Manufactures. 

I will say to the Senate that we have taken several hundred 
printed pages of evidence; that the subject is one of very great 
importance; that the matter of pure food and food adulteration 
has attracted the attention of a large number of people in the 
United States, and that I most sincerely hope there will be no ob- 
jection to the consideration of the measure within the next week 
or ten days, when more important matters, if they are more im- 
portant, shall have been disposed of. I do not fix any time now, 
but I shall ask some time in the coming week for a vote upon the 
bill, the substance of which is the Brosius bill. 


COMMITTEE OF ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE INAUGURATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HANNA was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of three Senators be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate to make the necessary arrangements for the 
inauguration of the President-elect of the United States on the 4th day of 
March next 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12291) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

THE OLEOMARGARINE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a bill from the House of Representatives and calls the at- 
tention of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the 
bill. 

The bill (A. R. 3717) making oleomargarine and other imitation 
dairy products subject to the laws of the State and Territory into 











which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomarga- 
rine, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate having,ona former 
occasion, by a majority vote, referred a similar bill to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, the Chair would feel obliged, 
without instructions, to make the same reference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to say that the Senate, having 
invariably, as I remember, referred bills in regard to the produc- 
tion and sale of oleomargarine to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, I do not object to the reference. 

: a We can not hear the Senator from Rhode 
sland. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to the reference suggested by 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thebill, then, isreferred tothe 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VEST. What bill is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The oleomargarine bill, as it 
is known. 

Mr. VEST. Is that a motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Chair stated that, in- 
structed by a former majority vote of the Senate, he felt himself 
constrained to refer the bill to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. VEST. What majority vote was that? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was a vote taken at some 
previous date, I do not remember when, after the matter had been 
thoroughly discussed on a similar bill, when the Senate by a ma- 
jority of 1 referred the bill to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the statement that it was a similar 
bill may be correct to a certain extent, but it was a very different 
bill. 

We might as well right now meet the question in regard to the 
reference of this measure. It is either a revenue bill or it is not 
a revenue bill, The Grout bill, as it is termed, imposes a tax of 
10 cents a pound upon colored oleomargarine without reference 
to whether it is an article of interstate commerce or not. 

Now, if it is an honest bill its object is to increase revenue. If 
it is a dishonest bill and an attempt to use the taxing power of 
the United States for the police exercise of the State, then in de- 
fault of any statement by the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, of which I am a member, I insist-—— 

Mr. BERRY. The chairman of the Committee on Finance, as I 
understood him, said he did not object to its going to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. Was that the statement? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated that in view of the action taken here- 
tofore upon a bill of this nature I did not care to raise a question 
or make any objection to its reference to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. VEST, 1 did not hear the Senator, for there was great con- 
fusion here. I did not hear even the Senator who made the mo- 
tion or suggested that it be referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry, or, if the Chair made the suggestion, I did not 
even hear that. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that all bills affecting the reve- 
nues and finances of the United States ought to go to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, or else that committee ought to abdicate its func- 
tions as marked out by the rules and leave the bills to float pro- 
miscuously around amongst other committees at the option of 
different Senators. 

Here is a bill which is unquestionably a revenue bill, or it isa 
dishonest bill. If itis a police regulation, let us know it; but I 
see no reason why the rules of the Senate should be set aside in 
order that this matter should be, to a certain extent, prejudged. 

I will say right in this connection that for the first time in my 
public service I have been inundated—that is the word—with pe- 
titions, not only from my own State, but other States, asking that 
this bill shall be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. It is no unusual thing for Senators and Representa- 
tives to be asked to vote for or against a measure, but this is the 
first time in all my experience that petitions have been sent here 
in floods asking that the Senate shall set aside its rules and refer 
a financial bill, a revenue bill, to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. It seems to be the impression of the friends of this 
measure—I do not propose todiscuss its details now—that it would 
be unsafe to send it to the proper committee, and therefore an ex- 
ception is to be made. 

I shall enter my objection to the reference to that committee, 
and ask that the Senate shall be called upon to dispose of the ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard itas an 
open question. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, it strikes me that the reference of 
any bill to a committee is determined byits main character. The 
primary feature of the Grout bill is to prevent the adulteration 
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of food and to prevent the sale of colored oleomargarine. The 
taxing feature of the bill is a secondary consideration. That 
being the case, it seems to me that it should go naturally to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. The petitions to which 
the Senator from Missouri refers come from the farmers and the 
dairymen of the country, and they are very important factors to 
be considered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I move the reference of the bill 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Ihave no desire as a member of that committee to bring any 
measure to it that does not properly belong there. A great num- 
ber of petitions and remonstrances upon both sides and a great 
many delegations have come before that committee, papers upon 
the subject have been referred to it, and it appears that measures 
of this kind have always gone to that committee. 

I do not think it is in its essence and spirit a bill for the raising 
of revenue. It is for the protection of the agricultural industry 
that this manufacture shall not sail under false colors, and the 
tax is only a method of insuring that that shall not be done, It 
is not a measure for revenue, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 
ate is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, to whatever committee the 
bill goes, it ought to be investigated pretty carefully. I have al- 
ways been in favor of stringent laws requiring oleomargarine to 
be designated so that people may know what they are buying, but 
this bill, if passed, of course stops the manufacture of it alto- 
gether. Whether it is so injurious to health, when, as we know, 
many poor people buy it, that we ought to stop absolutely its 
manufacture is a very serious question, and that will be the effect 
of this bill. It goes beyond anything heretofore. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Nevada will permit 
me, it does not stop its manufacture if it is not colored. It may 
op the manufacture of colored oleomargarine in imitation of 

utter. 

Mr. STEWART. As far as that is concerned, I think nearly 
all butter and dairy products are colored. The investigation of 
dairy products presents a great field. Undoubtedly there is much 
of disease in all cities, so all the physicians say, resulting from 
unclean dairy products. This question might be investigated. 
Nearly all manufacturers use coloring matter. The butter you 
see is not of its natural color. That is the fact. 

So I say, without discussing the question now, that before a bill 
of this character is passed, which practically destroys anindustry, 
it ought to be thoroughly investigated to see if we can not havea 
law passed to protect everybody; that will let us know what we 
are buying, and still not destroy an industry. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if the Com- 
mittee'on Agriculture is not the proper committee for the consid- 
eration of such a subject? 

Mr. STEWART. To whatever committee the bill may go, I 
wish to protest against its being rushed through without being 
fully investigated. I think it should be investigated. I have re- 
ceived a very large numberof petitions from persons livingin por- 
tions of my State where they have this manufacture. They are 
all pretty much in thesame language, showing that there is an 
extraordinary effort to push such a bill through without consid- 
eration. Whatever committee gets it, I — request that there 
shall be a thorough investigation had before legislation as radical 
as that which is proposed shall be adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. r. President, I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, but I think this bill ought to go to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture in view of the precedents heretofore established 
by the Senate. 

This is no occasion, of course, to discuss the merits of the bill, 
but whether the bill is rushed through or not as legislation de- 
= not upon any committee of the Senate, but upon the Senate. 

do not suppose this bill, or any other bill to which there is oppo- 


sition, will go through without discussion, analysis, and inves- | 


tigation. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. reams Se not quite right, I 
think, in assuming that a tax, in order to be an honest tax, must 
be of necessity a taxfor revenue. So far as taxation ordinarily 
is exercised it is, of course, forrevenue, but there have been cases, 
and I presume there will be others, where there is no pretense 
that the taxation is for revenue. When the 10 per cent tax was 
levied upon the circulation of State banks, no one pretended that 
it was a revenue tax. 

They exercised the taxing power, which is not limited by the 
Constitution, In the wisdom of Congress for entirely different 
purposes. When the oleomargarine bill was before the Senate, I 
think it was in the Forty-ninth Congress, it levied a tax that no 
one pretended was a revenue tax. It was a tax to give Congress 
ee to regulate—a tax which the authorities show was 
egitimately exercised by Congress if Congress thoughtit a proper 
case. We had a very elaborate discussion at that time as to 


whether that bill should go to the Finance Committee or to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and the Senate decided, as the Presi- 
dent pro tempore has stated, by a majority vote in favor of the 
deference to the Committee on Agriculture. When that bill was 
passed by Congress, I was not a member. The bill was before 
the Senate committee and contained a tax upon the same theory 
that the old oleomargarine bill, the present law, contains a tax. 
That was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and I think 
this bill should be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. It 
is altogether within the control of the Senate. I hope the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont | Mr. ProcTor] will be adopted. 
Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator sits down, I should like to 
ask him a question. Would he be willing to express in this bill 
that it is not for the purpose of revenue, but for the exercise of 
the police power? 
Mr. SPOONER. 
that it is for the 


I shall not contend, so far as I am concerned, 
yurpose of revenue. 
Mr. FORAKER. What is the bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. The bill is not before the Senate. 
question of its reference. It is the Grout bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know that; but I wish to know jwhat is 
the exact title of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The SEcrETARY. A bill (H. R. 3717) making oleomargarine 
and other imitation dairy products subject to the laws of the 
State and Territory into which they are transported, and to 
change the tax on oleomargarine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
question? 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, with reference to the remark of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.SPooner] as to the tax of 10 per 
cent on State banks, that was construed by the courts, if I recol- 
lect aright, as a suppression of a competition with the General 
Government in thesupply of currency to the country; and it was 
adjudged that they had a right to do it; that when they under- 
took to issue paper currency they had a right to make it good; 
and that one means of accomplishing it was to tax the State banks, 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me there? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The statement of the Senator does not at all 
differ from mine that the tax was not a tax imposed for revenue. 

Mr. MONEY. Iagree with the Senator about that; but I am 
also talking about the motive. I do not agree with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], who says the primary object of 
this bill is to prevent the adulteration of food and that the reve- 
nue to be derived from it is entirely secondary. I think the 
primary object of this billis to tax one interest at the expense of 
another interest. It is a tax on an industry which is lawful and 
legitimate in every way, as to the using of a wholesome food 
product, that another industry may profit by it. That is the real 
question involved in this bill. As a member of the Committee on 
Agriculture, I follow the lead of the distinguished chairman, but 
it is no use for us to go into a discussion of this question upon the 
reference of the bill, not understanding exactly what is intended. 

I do not suppose there is a Senator here who has not gotten 
thousands of printed cards, issued from some general headquar- 
ters—I do not know where—and letters without number praying 
us to enable the dairyman to make money by suppressing an in- 
dustry that competes in the market with their product as a food. 
Iam myself willing to protect the dairyman from fraud or im- 
position, and especially 1 am willing to protect the consumer. [ 
am willing also to protect the seller of oleomargarine and prevent 
his deceiving his consumer; but it is as well for the Senate to con- 
sider that this is a proposition to tax one industry for the benefit 
of another. That is the whole thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. If that be true, I will ask the Senator, with- 
out interrupting him, if the bill should not go to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry? 

Mr. MONEY. I think it should. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desire to say a word on this subject. I 
understand this bill—although I have not examined it with care— 
proposes to reduce the tax on oleomargarine in one condition and 
to increase it in another. It is an amendment really to the exist- 
ing law, which was examined and considered originally by the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. I believe it is a proper 
subject for that committee rather than for the Committee on 
Finance. I think we all agree that the question of the tax is rather 
incidental than otherwise. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President,a single word. I do not want to de- 
tain the Senate unnecessarily. If my objection to the reference 
of the bill to the Committee on Agriculture has done nothing else, 
it has elicited the confession, to use that word, or the statement, if 
that word be preferred, that this is not a bill to raise revenue. 

In reply to the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLIson] I will say that 
the salient point, as everybody will admit who wants to be sincere 
and honest about this matter, is in regard to the second section of 
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the bill. There is no especial conflict in regard to the first, but it 
is as to that provision which puts a tax of 10 cents a pound upon 
colored oleomargarine. 

I repeat, Mr. President, and I do so at the risk of being sneered 
at asa constitutional lawyer—which seems to be a most obnox- 
ious phrase at the present time, the Constitution being very much 
at a discount—I risk the statement that if this bill has for its 
primary object the exercise of the police power by the Federal 
Government inside the respective States without regard to the 
interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, it is a plain vio- 
lation of the fundamental law of the land; and I want to ask any 
Senator here if this bill could have originated in the Senate? 
That is the test. Why did it come here from the House of Rep- 
resentatives? Because all bills raising revenue or affecting the 
revenue, under the Constitution, must originate in the popular 
branch of Congress. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] frankly admits, as 
was stated—if I may be permitted to say so without violating the 
rules of debate—in the other branch of Congress openly, boldly, 
and unhesitatingly that they care nothing for revenue. They 
could not very well have said anything else, considering we are 
now engaged in reducing the revenue, when there is a surplus of 
$80,000,000, down to $40,000,000. But all argument is unnecessary 
‘in regard to that matter, because it is admitted by the friends of 
the bill that it is not for the purpose of raising revenue, but it is 
a police regulation; and it is now proposed to turn the Congress 


of the United States into a State legislature and to treat all the | 


States of the Union as if they were one State. 

There are 32 States now in the United States, including my own 
State, that absolutely prohibit the sale of colored oleomargarine. 
Not satisfied with the legislation in 32 States, which is entirely in 
accordance with the Constitution, remitting all police and inspec- 
tion laws to the plenary jurisdiction of the States, these dairymen 


now come to Congress and want to take away the jurisdiction of | 


the 32 States that have acted, and all the balance that might act, 
and to make Congress the sole tribunal for exercising police power 
within the States. Mr. President, if that is not a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States Iam utterly unable to ever dis- 
cover one. 

I repeat, that the test in regard to this question is whether this 
bill could have originated in the Senate, and every Senator here 
knows that it could not, for it is a revenue measure, 

Whatever the chairman of my Committee on Finance may do, 
I feel very much like saying that I would rather have service on 
some other committee if we are to stand here silent and see the 
jurisdiction which the rules of the Senate give to the great Finance 
Committee of this body absolutely destroyed. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri | 


{Mr. Vest] is quite as well aware as 1am that when this bill is 
reported back from the Committee on Agriculture, if it should go 
there—and 1 believe it will, whether he or any other member of 
the Committee on Finance desires it—we shall have full opportu- 


nity to discuss the bill on its merits. Neither that bill nor any | 


other bill of that nature is likely to pass this Senate in secrecy and 


without discussion. We all understand what the bill is for—that | 
is, most of us do—and when it gets back here from the Committee | 


on Agriculture, there will be ample opportunity to discuss it and 


have a reference to another committee if the Senate itself shall | 
- think that that action is desirable. I do not, however, see any- 


thing to be gained at this stage of the proceedings in antagonizing 
the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor}. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, pursuant to notice heretofore 
given, I now call up for consideration Senate resolution No, 371, 
relating to the appointment of a Senator from Montana. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana | 


calls up a resolution, which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
May 25, 1900, as follows: 


Resolved, That the credentials showing the appointment as Senator from 
the State of Montana of William A. Clark, signed by Acting Governor A. E. 
Spriggs, and the credentials showing a like appointment of Martin Maginnis, 
signed by Governor Robert B. Smith, be taken from the table and referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that said committee be 
directed to inquire whether either of said appointees has been duly and legally 


—— to a seat in the Senate as Senator from said State of Montana, and | 
if so, to report which of said appointees is entitled to be admitted tothe seat. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I have no objection at all to the 
reference of the resolution, but I do not see that it is necessary to 
give the committee instructions as to what they shall do. 

Mr. CARTER. My duty in the matter will be disposed of by a 
reference, as the resolution requires, of the credentials to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will merely move that the cre- 
dentials be referred, there will be no objection, as I understand. 


| 


| Mr. CARTER. That is the extent of the motion and that isall 
the resolution provides, as I understand. 

Mr. PETTUS. The resolution gives instructions to the com- 
mittee as to what they shall do. 

Mr. CARTER. In that particular the resolution is appropriate 
in form and does not go beyond the limits of propriety. I move 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. PETTUS. I hope the Senator will not force the committee 
to do certain things by instruction. As I stated before, there is 
no objection to the reference of the resolution to the Comittee 
on Privileges and Elections. The committee will then do what 
it thinks right and proper. The chairman of the committee is 
here present. I donot see thatanything is to be gained by order- 
ing the committee to do certain things, and therefore I object to 
the resolution in that form. 

Mr. CARTER. The resolution as presented by the chairman 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections is on the table. I 
think it is very important that whatsoever of instruction may be 
found contained in the resolution should be executed. My daty 
in the matter, as I see it, requires me to ascertain to the extent of 
my ability what prevents the State of Montana from having at 
this time full representation on the floor of the Senate. 

The lieutenant-governor, in the absence of the governor of the 
State, sought to make an appointment to fill the vacancy caused 
by the resignation of Mr, Clark. Thereafter, some objection 
being urged to that appointment, the governor, upon his return to 
the State, attempted to revoke the appointment made by the 
lieutenant-governor, and having performed that act, as he sup- 
posed he had a right to do, the governor appointed another per- 
son, a different person from the one named by the lieutenant- 
governor in the previous certificate. 

One or the other of these appointments must be effective, legal, 
andregular. if the appointment made by the lieutenant-governor 
is for any reason void, then, as a matter of fact, the appointment 
subsequently made by the governor would be valid, If, on the 
other hand, the appointment made by the lieutenant-governor was 
a valid appointment, the subsequent action of the governor in 
attempting to revoke that appointment raises a serious question 
requiring investigation. LIassume thatif the lieutenant-governor 
had ample authority under the constitution of the State to make 
| the appointment and did make the appointment in regular man- 

ner and form, the power of the governor to make a subsequent 
| appointment to fill the same vacancy could not be considered as 
well founded. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will allow me one moment fur- 
ther, I will yield. 

I am not prepared to say, nor can the Senate in the present sit- 
uation of the case, unadvised by any committee, say, what the very 
| right of the matter is and what the legal status of these respec- 
tive appointments may be, and I think it eminently proper in re- 
|ferring the credentials to the Committee on Privileges and 

Elections to advise that committee of the desire of the Senate to 
be informed as to what it is right and proper and legal to do in 
the premises. The State of Montana is entitled to full representa- 
tion on the floor of the Senate, and I feel it my duty to urge such 
action as will result in securing at the earliest practicable date the 
| representation to which the State is entitled. 
| Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator from Montana satisfied that he 
| is accurate in his statement that one or the other of these ap- 
| pointments must be, and is, valid? If the Senate should adopt 
| the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, which is 
| on the table and unacted upon, or on the Calendar, in which they 
| declare unanimously that there was no election whatever by the 
| legislature of Montana, would it not follow from the decision of 
| the Senate in the Quay case and in the Oregon case that the gov- 
| ernor could not appoint at all? 
Mr. CARTER. My statement was made upon the assumption 
| that Mr. Clark was at the time of his resignation a Senator. I 
| did not have reference to the legal proposition raised by the Sen- 
} 


ator from Wisconsin, which is a very serious one indeed. 

Mr. SPOONER, But the Senator is proposing to instruct the 
committee to report upon this legal proposition. 

Mr. CARTER. The resolution speaks for itself; and I will read 
it, if the Senator will permit me. 


Resolved, That the credentials showing the appointment as Senator from 
the State of Montana of William A. Clark, signed by Acting Governor A. E. 
| Spriggs. and the credentials showing a like appointment of Martin Maginnis. 
| signed by Governor Robert B. Smith, be taken from the table and referred 
| to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that said committee be 
directed to inquire whether either of said appointees has been duly and 
legally appointed to a seat in the Senate as Senator from said State of Mon- 
a and if so, to report which of said appointees is entitled to be admitted 
to the seat. 


It was not the purpose of the Senator from Montana to give an 
instruction to the Committee on Privileges and Elections; indeed, 
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that could not be done, as the resolution if adopted would contain 
its own warrant to that committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the resolution; but it 
seems to me, as the foundation of the whole business, there must 
be a determination by the Senate of the question whether the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections was right in its report 
that no one was elected in Montana, That presents, then, the 
question which has been so often discussed and whicb, of course, 


pointment. I should say again, speaking frankly on a question 
of which I have not a matured opinion, that the Senators who 
were opposed to the seating of Senator Quay would be obliged to 
treat what may be the valid one of these appointments as invalid 
if there never had been a legal election, and to treat it as valid 
if the vacancy took place by resignation. 

These, Mr. President, may be mere academic questions, They 
may not have any direct bearing upon the proposed action of the 


will be discussed again, whether, after the legislature meets and | Senate. 


for any reason fails to elect, any governor or lieutenant-governor 
under any circumstances has the power to appoint. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, 1 now ask that the resolution No. 284 on the 
Calendar, the resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections on May 30, 1900, may be recommitted to the com- 
mnittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BACON. What resolution is that? 

Mr. CHANDLER, The resolution declaring that William A. 
Clark was not duly elected to a seat in the Senate of the United 
States by the legislature of the State of Montana. 

Mr. BACON. What is the motion of the Senator? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To recommit that resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BACON. Would the Senator object to stating to the Sen- 
ate what is the purpose of the recommittal, as the matter has been 
disposed of? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state with pleasure, Mr. President, 
the object of the motion. 

When that resolution was reported unanimously by the com- 
mittee Senator Clark was here in his seat under the election which 
had taken place. Before an opportunity was given to the Senate 
to act upon that resolution the Senator from Montana rose, made 
explanations, and went through the form of a resignation of his 
seat in the Senate. That changed the whole aspect of the case. 
The Senator left the Senate. The seat was undoubtedly vacant 
from that time on. The Senator did not wait to have an inquiry 
by the Senate or a discussion by the Senate into the merits of the 
resolution which had been reported, but forestalled and for the 
time being prevented any discussion of the merits of that resolu- 
tion and the question of whether or not he had been legally 
elected. 

In the opinion of some Senators if Mr. Clark had not been legally 
elected, the seat, in contemplation of law, had always been vacant, 
and the vacancy occurred by a failure to elect in the proper, law- 
ful, and constitutional method. Other Senators think that the 
vacancy was created by the resignation of an office to which the 
incumbent had at the time a legal right. Now, Mr. President, 
that question becomes material in connection with the reference 
of the credentials of two persons claiming to have been appointed 
to fill this vacant place; and it is a proper subject for the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to consider in connection with 
those credentials. 

Then, further, Mr. President, to be perfectly frank with the 
Senator from Georgia, it seems to me that the committee might 
desire to report a different resolution from the one which they 
did report. The one which they reported was never acted upon 
by the Senate. The Senator from Montana went away from the 
Senate; he did not wait for the consideration of that resolution 
and the declaration that the seat was vacant. It may be that the 
committee will now desire to further consider whether a different 
kind of resolution should not be reported to the Senate for its 
action. The whole case has not been disposed of by the departure 
of Senator Clark. The committee has the right to propose and 
the Senate has the right to take action in view of the methods by 
which the committee unanimously declared the election of the 
Senator from Montana had been obtained. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shireif, in any event, taking his own position in regard to that reso- 
lution, or considering the resignation of Senator Clark, whether 
there is not a vacancy and was not a vacancy when he filed that 
resignation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska did me the 
honor to ask me that question last summer, and the only conces- 
sion I made was that the seat was undoubtedly vacant. How it 
was vacated I did not say. 

Mr. VEST. Does it make any difference, really, how it was va- 
cated, if it was vacant? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Theoretically, perhaps, it does. Undoubt- 
edly it has a bearing uponthe right otf he governor to make an ap- 
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It seems to me that this resolution ought to go back to the com- 
mittee—a resolution reported when the Senator from Montana was 
here; a resolution which may not be the appropriate resolution 
for the committee to report, the Senator from Montana having 
gone away. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the resolution which the Senator 
from New Hampshire now asks to have recommitted to the com- 
mittee is one which related, if I recollect its terms correctly, exclu- 
sively to the question of the right of William A. Clark to a seat in 
this body. That was the scope of it; that was the beginning of it 
and the ending of it; and when William A. Clark vacated his seat 
in this body, that question was necessarily no longer a live ques- 
tion—it was ended. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire says that the 
contention of some members of this body is that if the position 
of the committee was correct a vacancy in the office of Senator 
from Montana in consequence existed from the beginning. I do 
not think there is any lawyer in the Senate who would take such 
a position. However true it might be that the opinion of the 
committee and the conclusion which it reached were correct, no 
one will deny that while Senator Clark sat in this Chamber he 
was a de facto member of this body. There is no court which 
would not uphold any action of this body, even though that action 
might have been determined by a majority of one and that ma- 
jority of one been had by the vote of the then Senator from Mon- 
tana. 

Mr. President, another necessary feature of the case is that sug- 
gested by the inquiry of the Senator from Missouri, and that is 
not only that William A. Clark was at one time a de facto officer, 
a de facto Senator, one whose vote as such counted as much as 
the vote of any Senator here, but that when he resigned a vacancy 
was created, and that no longer was he thereafter a Senator in 
this body. The President pro tempore, so soon as Senator Clark 
announced to the Senate that he had resigned his seat, directed 
the Secretary to omit to call his name, and in a roll call had on 
the same day the name of William A. Clark was not called. Very 
properly, 1 think, Mr. President, that direction was given, and it 
was a full recognition, a recognition acquiesced in by the Senate 
and continued to this day, of the fact that William A. Clark was 
no longer a member of the Senate, and that he had ceased to be a 
Senator by virtue of his resignation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is the last statement of the Senator that 
Ichallenge. I submit that the presiding officer recognized noth- 
ing but the fact that the seat was then vacant. How the vacancy 
had been created the President pro tempore of the Senate did not 
undertake to decide. 

I wish to ask the Senator this question, whether, if in contem- 
plation of law that election was void from the beginning by 
bribery and corruption, the Senator from Moutana who sat here 
under that election could change the auality of the vacancy by 
tendering a resignation, or would the quality of the vacancy be 
exactly the same as if the Senate had passed the resolution re- 
ported by the committee? 

Mr. BACON, The Senator from New Hampshire entirely begs 
the question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator to state his distinction. 

Mr. BACON, I will do soif the Senator from New Hampshire 
will give me the opportunity. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire begs the question when he avoids the proposition that Mr. 
Clark was a de facto Senator. If he wasaUe tacto Senator, his 
acts as a Senator were valid, and his vote counted as the vote of 
any other Senator; and any act which was passed by a majority 
of only one was a valid law, and would be so held by any court, 
although his vote was necessary to make that majority. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me for a moment? I 
have not had time to answer his question. I will take one ques- 
tion at a time, with his permission. If he was ade factoSenator, 
then necessarily he must cease to be such de facto Senator either 
by his own act in resigning or by his death or by the action of this 
body in expelling him or declaring his seat vacant, as the case 
might be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; if theSenator will pardon me. I donot, 
of course, wish to be discourteous, and | will yield to him in one 
moment. Therefore it necessarily follows that that vacancy was 
created by the fact of his resignation. If he had never taken his 
seat and it had been declared to be vacant, that would be one con- 
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dition; but having taken his seat, having been admitted to a seat 
in this body, having taken the oath, having become a de facto 
officer, he was clothed with all the rights of a Senator, and his 
ceasing to be an officer of this body must in that ceasing and in 
the cause of it have created the vacancy. 

Now, the Senator says that the presiding officer did not indi- 
cate upon what ground he based his direction to the Secretary 
not to call the name of Senator Clark, because of the fact that 
there was a vacancy, but it is not to be presumed that the Presi- 
dent pro tempore would have assumed that the report of the com- 
mittee would be the judgment of this body,and that he declared a 
vacancy upon that assumption. There is no possible conjecture 
of any design on the part of the President pro tempore other than 
to recognize the fact that the resignation had created a vacancy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Georgia yield now? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator this question: 
Suppose the Senate had passed the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee and the Senator from Montana had retired from the Senate; 
how would the vacancy then have been created? It would not 
have been by resignation, certainly; but how? 

Mr. BACON. It would have been created by the judgment of 
this body that he was not entitled to sit here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And upon the resolution that he never had 
been lawfully elected? 

Mr. BACON, True. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I ask the Senator whether he thinks 
that the Senator from Montana when he left the Senate changed 
the quality of that vacancy and made it a vacancy by resignation, 
when it would not have been a vacancy by resignation if the res- 
olution reported by the committee had been adopted by the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. That does not in any manner alter the character 
of the issue. The question is whether or not he was a de facto offi- 
cer. If he was a de facto officer, the vacancy was created when he 
ceased to be such de facto officer, and even though that vacancy 
may have been created by virtue of the judgment of this body 
that his original election was void, still, having sat here as a Sen- 
ator and exercised the functions of a Senator, the vacancy did not 
exist until the judgment of this body created it. 

Mr. President, that is all preliminary to the point I am coming 
to, because I do not desire in anything I am saying totrench upon 
the question suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin, as to 
whether or not there was such a vacancy as would justify the gov- 
ernor in appointing a Senator to fill the vacancy. But the point 
to which I desire to direct the attention of the Senate is the ques- 
tion of the propriety of the motion now made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire to have this matter recommitted to the commit- 
tee. If I am correct in stating that the scope of the resolution 
originally referred to the committee was limited exclusively and 
solely to the question of the right of William A. Clark to sit in this 
body, and if he is no longer a member of this body, what is there 
of that question surviving which can be properly submitted to the 
committee? 

Mr. President, under the resolution which has just been sent to 
the Comm:ttee on Privileges and Elections relative to the subse- 
quent appointment of Mr. Clark the committee, I presume, will 
have the utmost latitude in determining what they will consider 
in order to bring to the attention of the Senate the matter neces- 
sary to show the propriety of the conclusion which may be reached 
by them; but it 1s not necessary that a defunct resolution should 
be sent to them for that purpose; and no purpose is a legitimate 
purpose with reference to that resolution which does not have in 
view the practical determination of a question as to the right of 
William A. Clark to sit in this body. His right to sit in the body 
under the credentials which he then had is no longer a question, 
because he no longer sits here. His right to sit in the body under 
the credentials now on the table can in no manner be determined 
by the conclusion which the Senators may reach as to the ques- 
tion formerly submitted to them. I submit, Mr. President, that 
it is not competent for the Senate, if there has been a determina- 
tion of the question by the vacation of a seat by a Senator, to pur- 
sue him into private life for the purpose of determining a question 
which is no longer within their jurisdiction and which is no 
longer a living question in this body. 

I do not know, Mr. President, what use Senators propose to make 
of this resolution; I donot know what is in the minds of Senators; 
but I submit that it is not proper that a resolution relating exclu- 
sively to the question of the right of Mr. Clark to sit in this body 
under the credentials as an elected Senator by the legislature of 
Montana should now be sent to that committee for any action on 
its part, he having ceased to be a member of this body and claim- 
ing no rights under those credentials. 

fr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from Georgia has made, 
or has undertaken to make, a large thing out of asmallone. Evi- 
dently the Senator from Georgia is not in favor of passing this 
resolution now. 


Mr. BACON. Which resolution? 









Mr. CHANDLER. And I do not know that any member of the 


| Senate desires to have it passed. 


Mr. BACON. I will sayto the Senator that I never was in favor 


| of passing it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator emphasizes the word ‘‘ now.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. However, | never before heard a Senator 
oppose the recommittal of a resolution to which he was opposed; 
but the Senator has a right to make that objection. 

The change of circumstances that has taken place in the Senate 
has led me, as chairman of the committee, to suggest, as there 
probably was to be no action on this resolution, that it be recom- 
mitted, and I did not think there could possibly be any objection 
to the request of the chairman of the committee for such a little 
thing as that, especially from a Senator who was opposed to the 
resolution itself. 1 hope the Senator from Georgia will let the 
resolution go back to the committee. If he will not, I will not 
press the request at this time. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, when this resolution was a live 
subject before the Senate, and when there was, in the opinion of 
some of us, an intention to proceed with unseemly haste in the 
determination of the grave questions which were presented to the 
Senate, with the vast mass of testimony, covering some three vol- 
umes, the Senator will remember that some of us were called 
upon to protest against what we considered to be unseemly haste, 
and to suggest that in so doing, in place of sitting as judges, we 
might appear in the attitude of prosecutors, If the Senator from 
New Hampshire will pardon me for saying it, if now, after the 


| matter has been carried beyond the jurisdiction of the Senate, it is 


still designed and attempted that this investigation shall be pro- 
ceeded with, and that the committee shall be turned loose to do 
what they please in the way of a report or in the way of an inves- 
tigation relative to a man no longer a member of this body, it 
may not be simply what we apprehended then, a prosecution, but 
it may appear to be in the eyes of the world a persecution. That 
may be, in the opinion of the Senator from New Hampshire, a 
very small matter, but in the opinion of others it may be consid- 
ered a large one. 

Mr. TURLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me 
to say one word? I will take only a moment. 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was no unseemly haste last summer 
in connection with this case. The Senator from Georgia made 
that charge, and then he qualified it, and I thought he withdrew 
it. I did not feel like sitting under the charge without objecting 
to the injustice of it, and I only refer to it now 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I will call his 
attention to the fact that it was gravely contended and insisted by 
the Senator that there should be a consideration of this case within 
a time when it was a physical impossibility for Senators to read 
the evidence which had been laid upon their tables, That is what 
I denominated as unseemly haste. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is not quite a fair way for the Senator 
from Georgia, and he is always fair, to state the question. There 
were then three large volumes of testimony. No Senator said, as 
the Senator now says, that we ought to delay proceeding with the 
case until every Senator could read through those three large vol- 
umes. It was a question of reasonable time. The committee 
waited a considerable period, and finally asked Senators whom 
they supposed would object to the passage of the resolution to 
indicate what they thought would be a reasonable time when the 
resolution could be taken up; and while that question was pend- 
ing and being good-naturedly considered among Senators on both 
sides, the Senator from Montana made what seemed to me un- 
seemly haste to go away from the Chamber and avoid the discus- 
sion which the Senator from Georgia had prevented from occurring 
up to that time. Iam sorry the Senator has brought up his old 
charge against the committee, which was unfounded then and is 
unfounded now. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator fail to remember that when 

the attention of the Senator was called to the fact by Senators on 
this floor that there were three large volumes of testimony, and 
not only that there had not been any opportunity to read it, but 
that within the time the Senator proposed that the question should 
be acted upon it was a physical impossibility for Senators to read 
it, he still urged the early consideration and determination of the 
question? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do fail to recall that the Senator's state- 
ment is correct. It was simply a question as to what was a rea- 
sonable time. The chairman of the committee and every mem- 
ber of the committee were willing to give reasonable delay, and 
the only question was what would be a reasonable delay; and it 
seems that reasonable delay was only wanted until Senator Clark 
was ready to come in and read his speech and retire. 

Mr. BACON. But the reasonable time that the Senator then 
indicated was not the time necessary to read the testimony. 








ee ee 





| 
| 


1900. 





Mr. CHANDLER. No. If the Senator wants to make the 
point that we were to make an agreement upon this floor that the 
case should not be proceeded with until every Senator had read 
every word of the testimony, I say nobody contended for that. 
I did not understand the Senator to be so unreasonable as that. 
But that the committee were willing that there should be delay 
in the consideration of the resolution for a reasonable time, ac- 
cording to the judgment of the Senate, is a correct statement. 
The Senator from Montana put an end to the question by retiring 
from the Senate. 

Now, the purpose of my request for the recommittal of the 


resolution, which, manifestly, Senators do not want to pass now, | 


was only that the committee might take into consideration the 
question of what kind of a vacancy was created, as bearing upon 
the questions that may arise during the consideration of the cre- 
dentials of the two persons who appear here claiming the seat. 
The question as to the quality of the vacancy can be considered 
when the committee is obeying the instructions of the Senate to 
make inquiry as to which of the two persons claiming under the 
two appointments has aright to theappointment. It is not neces- 
sary that this resolution should be recommitted; but I think, in 
view of the fact of the change of circumstances which makes its 
passage unnecessary, the Senator from Georgia ought not to ob- 
ject to the recommittal of the resolution. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him one ques- 
tion? In his opinion, as chairman of the committee, when the 
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credentials of these two gentlemen are before the committee will | 


or will not the committee be restricted in its examination as to 
the nature and origin of the vacancy by the absence of this par- 
ticular resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think they will be. 

Mr. BACON. Of course not. Furthermore, there is nothing 
in that resolution which can aid them in that investigation. They 
are authorized in their investigation of the credentials presented 
by the present claimants to travel over the same ground, if they 
wish to take the same testimony as that which they formerly took; 
but that resolution is one which relates solely to the question of 
the right of William A. Clark to a seat under the credentials which 
he claimed as the duly elected Senator from Montana by the leg- 
islature of Montana; and what the Senator from New Hampshire 
asks to have recommitted is that particular resolution, devolving 


upon the committee the duty to make that inquiry and to make | 


answer to it to the Senate. 
Mr. CHANDLER. DoestheSenator want that resolution to pass? 


Mr. BACON. The Senator trifles with the Senate when he asks | 


that question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No. Iwill assume that the Senator does 
not. Will the Senator kindly tell me, if it is not to pass, what 
objection he has to having it recommitted to the committee? 

Mr. BACON. My objection toitis that I can conceive of no legit- 
imate purpose of the Senator from New Hampshire in desiring to 
have the resolution recommitted, because the resolution relates to 
a matter which has been disposed of and is no longer before the 
Senate. Therefore, if there is no legitimate purpose, there must 
be a purpose which I myself can not possibly divine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I stated to the Senator what it was. 

Mr. BACON. And the Senator in the same breath states—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I think I 
ought to have said, when he asked me before, that this is not an 


unusual motion. It is a perfectly proper motion. The Senator | 
asked me what my object was, and I told him frankly that as the | 


resolution was not to be passed, the object was to recommit it in 
order that the committee, the Senator from Montana having re- 
signed, might consider what was the quality and characteristics 
of the vacancy which exists in the Senate. Is that a legitimate 
purpose? 

Mr. BACON. And the Senator has himself stated in the last 
five minutes that the reference of the resolution to the committee 
is not necessary in order to enable them to make that particular 
investigation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think it is, I will say to the Sena- 
tor, but I do not see any harm init. The Senator is very suspi- 
cious, too suspicious altogether, certainly of myself. 

Mr. TURLEY. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
and the Senate that this matter go over until day after to-morrow. 
I think probably some understanding can be reached about it, and 
further discussion of it may be avoided. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That will be agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. By unanimous consent, the sub- 
ject goes over until Thursday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire, in connection with the matter, to 
offer a resolution, to be referred to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. 

he PRESIDENT protempore. The Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire offers a resolution, which will be read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, in making the 
inquiry directed by the Senate in resolution 371, concerning the credentials 
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and appointments of William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senator from 
Montana, shall have the authority to send for and examine persons and papers 
and to employ a stenographer, the expenses of the inquiry to be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 


of the Senate. 





DORA RENFRO, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment reached yesterday in respect to pension bills may now be 
executed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will announce 
the first pension bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 4165) granting a pension to Dora Renfro was an- 
nounced as the first bill in order; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on ‘the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Dora Renfro, former widow of Ferdi- 
nand Yeager, late captain Company G, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT A, EDWARDS, JR. 


The bill (S. 4073) granting an increase of pension to Robert A. 
Edwards, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word *‘ late,’ to strike out ‘‘of” 
and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant;” and in line 8, before the word 
‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘fifty” and insert ‘‘twenty-four;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert A. Edwards, jr., late 
second lieutenant Company L, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $4 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM FOX. 

The bill (S. 4556) granting an increase of pension to William 
Fox was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘** Volunteer,” to strike out 
‘*Infantry”’ and insert ‘‘ Cavalry;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Fox, late of Com- 
pany A, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $18 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B, CALDWELL. 


The bill (S. 4022) granting a pension to William B. Caldwell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘* Volunteer,” to strike out 
‘‘Infantry”’ and insert **Cavalry;” and in line 8, before the word 
‘**dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William B. Caldwell, late of 
Company C, Ninth Regimert Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
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yension at the rate of $25 per month. 
I 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE P. BEACH. 


The bill (S. 4788) granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Beach was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of George P. Beach, late of 
Company A, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES BROWN, 

The bill (S. 2107) granting a pension to James Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of James Brown, late first lieutenant Com- 
pany M.Sixth Regiment lowa Volunteer Cavalry, at $30 per mouth. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an in- 
cream of pension to James Brown.” 


CARROLL W. FULLER. 


The bill (S. 2109) granting an increase of pension to C. W. Fuller 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Carroll W. Fuller, late of Company F, 
Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Carroll W. Fuller.” 


MARY A, MORTON, 


The bill (S. 3338) granting a pension to Mary A. Morton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘“‘ Infantry,” to insert ‘‘ and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month;” 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Morton, widow of 
Alfred Morton, late major, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $ per month 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


so as to make the | 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all aiter the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ) « is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Girard Welch, late first lieutenant and 
adjutant, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M. WILSON, 


The bill (S, 2905) granting a pension to George M. Wilson waa 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘Infantry,” to insert 
‘‘and hospital steward, United States Army;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George M. Wilson, late of 
Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and hospital 
steward, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 


| month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA C, M. FISHER, 


The bill (S. 1792) granting a pension to Martha C. M. Fisher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
p'ace on the pension roll the name of Martha C. M. Fisher, of 
Washington, D. C., widow of the late George S. Fisher, a veteran 
of the Mexican war and a member of Colonel Harding’s regiment 
of Illinois Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move, in line 6, to strike out the words 
‘‘of Washington, District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 9 I move to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and 


1 » ” 
| insert ‘‘twenty;” so as to read: 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER W. MILLER. 
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The bill (S. ) granting an increase of pension to Oliver W. 
Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Oliver W. Miller, late of Company C, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $14 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW REED, 


The bill (S. 2102) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Reed was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the tp and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Reed, late of Company G, 
Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GIRARD WELCH, 


The bill (S. 1761) granting a pension to Girard Welch was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Girard Welch, late a member of Com- 

ny —, Fourth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 

im a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the bill by striking ont 
all after the enacting clause and inserting—the company does 
not appear in the amendment, but no matter. 





————— Ow 


And pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 10 I move to strike out the words 
‘the pension ” and insert the word “that,” so as to read ‘in lieu 
of that she is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
May 29, 1900: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1792) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha C. M. Fisher, have examined the same and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $8 to $)) per month the pension of 
Martha C. M. Fisher, widow of George 8S. Fisher, late of Company |, First 
Regiment Dlinois Volunteers, Mexican war, who served from June 22, 1846, 
to June 17, 1847. 

Claimant, now 75 years of age, was married to the soldier February 22, 
1849, andis receiving a pension under the Mexican-war act of January 29, 
1887, at the rate of $5 per month. 

A similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-fifth Congress, but no action was 
taken thereon. 

It is recommended that the bill do pass without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if the rate 
stated in the report is the usual rate allowed in such cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In all Mexican-war pensions of $8 a 
month, where the claimant is in advanced years, we have in- 
creased the rate to $20,and I have never known an instance where 
it was placed beyond that figure. This bill seems to have slipped 
through at $50. I think it would be a very bad precedent, and on 
my motion the bill has been amended so as to make the rate $20, 
which is in accordance with our custom. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

A. C. RICKETTS. 

The bill (S. 2901) granting a pension to A. C. Ricketts was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of A. C. Ricketts, late of Company H, 
EKightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month. . : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by inserting the word 
*‘ Abner” in line 6, in place of the initial ‘‘ A,”’so as to read ‘‘ Abner 
C. Ricketts.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “ A bill granting a pension 
to Abner C. Ricketts.” 


MARY M. F, FLAGLER. 


The bill (S. 2703) granting a pension to Mary M. F. Flagler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary M. F. Flagler, widow 
of Daniel W. Flagler, late brigadier-general, Chief of Ordnance 
United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

ADOLPH SCHREI, 


The bill (S. 1628) granting a pension to Adolph Schrei was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name ‘* Adolph Schrei,” to strike 
out “of Burlington, Iowa;” in the same line, after the word 
‘‘ate,” to strike out ‘“‘member;” in line 7, before the word ‘ In- 
fantry,” to insert ‘‘ Volunteer;” and in line 8, before the word 
‘*and,” to strike out ‘‘ Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adolph Schrei, late of Com- 
pany E, Twenty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’FRY. 


The bill (S. 3376) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Fry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “late,” to strike out ‘‘M. 
Fry” and insert ‘‘ McFry”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed oer on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McFry. late of Com- 

ny H, Seventh Regiment [owa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; i 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James McF ry.” 


BERTHA LEAVEY. 


The bill (S, 1722) granting a pension to Bertha Leavey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 6, after the words ‘‘ widow of,” to strike out | 


**the late:” in the same line, after the name *‘ Morris Leavey,” to 
insert ‘‘ alias Lewis;” in line7, after the word “late,” tostrikeout 
**member;” in line 8, before the word ** Cavalry,” toinsert ** Vol- 
unteer;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘and,” to strike out 
‘* Volunteers;” and in line 9, after the word ‘‘month,” to insert 
‘‘in lieu of that she is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bertha Leavey, widow of 
Morris Leavey. alias Lewis, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Bertha Leavey.” 


ROSS WHEATLEY. 


The bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Ross Wheatley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be,and heis hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the a and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Ross Wheatley, late of Company F, Four- 
teenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out “thirty-six” and inserting ‘‘thirty,” so as to read ‘‘and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month.” I think that is 
the rate which ought to be in the bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Ross Wheatley.” 


CHARLES STEWART. 


The bill (S. 4440) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stewart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘late,’ to strike out ‘‘a 
private;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Regiment,” to strike out ‘‘ of;” 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘Infantry,” to insert ‘‘and pay 
him a pension,” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ he,” to strike out 
‘“*which;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Stewart, late of 
Company H, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY MUHBHS, 


The bill (S. 2226) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Muhs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
| of the pension laws, the name of Henry Muhs, late captain Company A, 
Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM GADDIS, 


The bill (S. 1204) granting a pension to William Gaddis was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
| amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘*‘ Ohio,” to insert ‘* Volun- 
| teer,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,” to strike 
| out ** Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provi. 
sions and limitations of the pension laws .the name of Wiliiam Gaddis, late of 
Company C, Eighty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move tostrike out ‘ twenty-four,” in line 
8, and insert ‘‘ twelve;” so as to read, ‘‘and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 





JULIA S. GOODFELLOW, 


The bill (S. 4155) granting a pension to Julia S. Goodfellow was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


| That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
| rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Julia 8S. Goodfellow, widow of Edward Giood- 
fellow, late captain Company E, Forty-fifth Regiment United States Colored 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate o dollars per month 
| Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the blank be filled by insert- 


ing the word “ eight.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 
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LEWIS 8S. HORSEY. 


The bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Lewis S. Horsey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Lewis 8. Horsey, of Warren, Iowa, 
late private, Company K, Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the words “of War- 
ren, lowa,” in line 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the words ‘in lieu of that he 
is now receiving” be added to the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis 8. Horsey.” 


MARY J. KRAMER, 


The bill (S. 1195) granting a pension to Mary J. Kramer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary J. Kramer, of Fairfield, 
Iowa, widow of Andrew J. Kramer, late of Company E, First 
Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I movethatthe words “of Fairfield, lowa,” 
be stricken out in line 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA PARROTT. 


The bill (S. 2907) to pension Henrietta B. Parrott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Henrietta Parrott, widow of the late Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
James C. Parrott, upon the pension roll, and to pay her a pension 
of $30 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by striking out all after 
the enacting clause and inserting: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henrietta Parrott, widow of the late 


Lieut. Col. James C. Parrott, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Henrietta Parrott.” 


PROMOTION OF COMMERCE AND INCREASE OF TRADE. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and 
increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
aside informally for ten minutes so that the special order may be 
executed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the unfinished business may be temporarily laid 
aside that ten minutes further be allowed to the Committee on 
Pensions. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The next pension bill will be stated. 


HENRY D, JOHNSON, 


The bill (S, 3881) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pee to place on the pension roll the name of Henry D. Johnson, 

ate of Company E, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. .I move to amend the bill, in line 8, by 
striking out ‘‘forty,” after the words ‘‘rate of,” and inserting 
**thirty;” so as to read: 

And pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 











JOHN W. CANADAY, 


The bill (S. 1212) granting a pension to John W. Canaday was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John W. Canaday, late of Company I, Ninth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of —— 
dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move to fill the blank by inserting the 
word ‘‘ twenty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Canaday.” 


WILSON E, CARTER. 

The bill (S. 2914) granting a pension to Wilson E. Carter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Wilson E. Carter, dependent and 
helpless son of the late Mark F. Carter, late of Company E, Sec- 
ond Regiment lowa Infantry Volunteers, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. M. G. KRAYENBUHL. 


The bill (S. 3851) granting a pension to Mrs. M. G. Krayenbuhl 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


MARTHA M. BEDELL. 


The bill (S. 3375) granting relief to Susan Bedell was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Martha M. Bedell, widow of David E. 
Bedell, late of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $22 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Susan Bedell, 
the invalid and dependent daughter of said David E. Bedell, the additional 
pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha M. Bedell.” 


JOSHUA B, HARRIS, 


The bill (S. 57) granting a pension to Joskua B. Harris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,” tostrike out 
‘*a corporal in” and insert ‘‘of;” in line 7, after the word “ Six- 
teenth,” to insert ‘‘Regiment;” and in line 8, after the word 
‘*month,” to insert “in lieu of that he is now receiving; ” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua B. Harris, late of 
Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. By reference to the report on this bill I 
notice that it was agreed that the beneficiary should have $20 a 
month. I move to insert ‘‘twenty” in the place of ‘‘thirty ” in 
line 8, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joshua B. Harris.” 


KATE HARBAUGH, 


The bill (S. 3501) granting an increase of pension to Kate Har- 
baugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four,” and at the end of the 
bill to insert the following proviso: ‘“ Provided, Thatintheevent 
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of the death of Walter D. Harbaugh, invalid and dependent child 
of said Daniel L. Harbaugh, the additional pension herein granted 
shall cease and determine;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate Harbaugh, widow of 
Daniel L. Harbaugh, late of Company H, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Walter D. Har- 
baugh, invalid and dependent child of said Daniel L. Harbaugh, the addi- 
tional pension herein granted shall] cease and determine. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PAULINA SMITH. 


The bill (8.3750) granting a pension to Paulina Smith was 
considered as in-Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘twenty-five” and insert ‘‘twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Paulina Smith, dependent 
mother of Marcellus Smith, late of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY M. KEAN, 


The bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Mary Keen was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. Heward, now Mary M. Kean, late 
nurse, Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Mary M. Kean.” 


MARY A, O'BRIEN, 


The bill (S. 4734) granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘States,” to strike out ‘‘ Vol- 
unteer ” and insert ‘‘ Artillery;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. O’Brien, widow of | 
Michael O’Brien, late acting assistant surgeon and first lieutenant, Fourth 
Regiment United States Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 | 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET J. VERBISKEY. 


The bill (S. 8070) granting a pension to Margaret J. Verbiskey 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Second,” to insert ‘‘ Regi- 


ment;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret J. Verbiskey, widow 
of Joseph Verbiskey, late of Company I, Second Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 5 ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
BERNARD WAGNER. 


The bill (S. 4789) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Wagner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 2 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,” to strike out “of” 
and insert ‘‘captain;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed te place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bernard Wagner, late cap- 
tain Company F, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In lines’, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” I move 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘twenty-four.” 

The emendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HARVEY GRAHAM, 

The bill (S. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Harvey Graham, late colonel Twenty-second 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


ESTHER DYER HAMMOND. 


The bill (S. 2810) granting a pension to Esther Dyer Hammond 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Esther Dyer Hammond, widow of William 
A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General United States Army, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EMILY A, WENTWORTH. 

The bill (S. 4859) granting an increase of pension to Emily A. 
Wentworth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Emily A. Went- 
worth, widow of George 8S. Wentworth, late of Company I, Fifth 


| Regiment United States Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $12 


per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OTTO HALTNORTH. 

The bill (S. 4834) granting a pension to Otto Haltnorth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
‘* fifty’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen;” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Otto Haltnorth, late of Sig 


| nal Corps, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 


month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. GRIFFITHS. 

The bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Mary E. Griffiths was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary E. Griffiths, widow of John H. 
Griffiths, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM I, MILLER, 

The bill (S. 3758) granting an increase of pension to W. I. Mil- 
ler was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out the 
initial ‘‘W” and insert ‘‘ William;” in the same line, after the 
word “ late,” to strike out ‘‘a private;” in line 7, after the words 
‘**West Virginia,” to strike out ‘Infantry Volunteers” and insert 
“Volunteer Infantry;” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
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to strike out “one hundred ” and insert “‘ thirty-six; ” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William I. Miller, late of 
Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now roosiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William I. Miller.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time for the special order 
is exhausted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is but one more. Let it be finished. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the next 
bill will be taken up. 


MARVIN V. TUFFORD. 


The bill (S. 4728) granting an increase of pension to Marvin V. 
Tufford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Artillery,” to strike out 
‘* Heavy Volunteer” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Heavy;” and in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘thirty” and insert 
‘*twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marvin V. Tufford, late of 
Company M, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that the Senator from 
Georgia {Mr. CLay] desires to address the Senate at this time. I 
ask the Senator if he will not kindly allow me to call up a bill 
and have it passed. 

Mr. CLAY. If it isa bill that will not lead to any discussion, 1 
have no objection. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not believe it will lead to any dis- 
cussion. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate consider the 
bill (H. R. 9140) providing that entrymen under the homestead 
laws, who have served in the United States Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps during the Spanish war, or the Philippine insurrection, 
shall have certain service deducted from the time required to per- 
fect title under homestead laws, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from North Dakota asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill which will be read in full for the 
information of the Senate. 

The SecrETARY. The Committee on Public Lands teport to 
strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


That sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are 
hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2304 Every private soldier and officer who has served in the Army 
of the United States during the recent rebellion for ninety days, and who 
was honorably discharged, and has remained loyal to the Government, in- 
cluding the troops mustered into the service of the United States by virtue 
of the third section of an act approved February 13, 1862, and every seaman, 
marine, and officer who has served in the Navy of the United States or in the 
Marine Corps during the rebellion for ninety days, and who was honorably 
discharged and has remained loyal to the Government, and every private 
soldier and officer who has served in the Army of the United States during 
the Spanish war, or who has served, is serving, or shall have served in the 
said Army during the suppression of the insurrection in the Philippines for 
ninety days, and who was or shall be honorably discharged. and every sea- 
man, marine, and officer who has served in the Navy of the United States or 
in the Marine Corps during the Spanish war, or who has served, is serving, 
or shall have served in thesaid forces during the suppression of the insurrec- 
tion in the Philippines for ninety days,and who was or shall be honorably 
discharged, shall, on compliance with the provisions of this chapter, as here- 
inafter modified, be entitled to enter upon and receive patents fora quantity 
of public lands not exceeding 160 acres, or one quarter section, to be taken 
in compact form, according to legal subdivisions, including the alternate re- 
served sections of public lands along the line of any railroad or other public 
work not otherwise reserved or appropriated, and other lands subject to en- 
try under the homestead laws of the United States; but such homestead set- 
tler shall be allowed six months after locating his homestead and filing his 
declaratory statement within which to make his entry and commence his 
settiement and improvement. 

“Spo. 23005. The time which the homestead settler has served in the Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps shall be deducted from the time heretofore required 
to perfect title, or if discharged on account of wounds received or disability 
incurred in the line of duty, then the term of enlistment shall be deducted 
from the time heretofore required to perfect title, without reference to the 
length of time he may have served; but no patent shall issue to any home- 
stead settler who has not resided upon, improved, and cultivated his home- 
stead for a period of at least one year after he shall have commenced his 
improvements." 
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Sec. 2. That in every case in which a settler on the public land of the 
United States under the homestead laws died while actually engaged in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States as private soldier, officer, 
seaman,or marine, during the war with Spain or the Philippine insurrec- 
tion, his widow, if unmarried, or in case of her death or marriage, then his 
minor orphan children or his or their legal representatives, may prozeed 
forthwith to make final proof upon the land so held by the deceased soldier 
and settler, and that the death of such soldier while so engaged in the service 
of the United States shall, in the administration of the homestead laws, be 
construed to be equivalent toa performance of all requirements as to resi- 
dence and cultivation for the fu a peseee of five years, and shall entitle his 
widow, if unmarried, or in case of her death or marriage, then his minor 
orphan children or his or their legal representatives, to make final prose 
upon and receive Government patent for said land; and that upon proof pro- 
duced to the officers of the proper local land office by the widow if unmar- 
ried, or in case of her death or marriage, then his minor orphan children or 
his or their legal representatives, that the applicantfor patent is the widow, 
if unmarried, or in case of her death or marriage, his orphan children or his 
or their legal representatives, and that such soldier, sailor, or marine died 
while in the service of the United Statesas hereinbefore described, the patent 
for such land shall issue. 

Sec. 3. That the ae of section No. 2306 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States shall not apply to persons who served in the Spanish war 
or in the suppression of the insurrection in the Philippines. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like some explanation of the bill. 
It seems to be a very sweeping measure. Does it give any addi- 
tional rights to those already vested? Does it include any more in 
the list of those entitled to homesteads? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Notatall. Itsimply reenacts the pres- 
ent law in respect to soldiers’ additional homesteads, and includes 
soldiers who served in the Spanish-American war and in the Phil- 
ippines. That is the sum and substance of the bill. 

Mr. THURSTON, I should like to ask the Senator if it changes 
any of the laws relating to the manner of taking up land or mak- 
ing proof? ; p 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is no change whatever in that 
respect. Le 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? - , 4 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands, 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. S 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. b 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


COL. CHARLES B. DOUGHERTY AND OTHERS, 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senator from Georgia to yield to me 
for a moment that I may call up a bill to whichI think there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. CLAY. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8487) for the relief of Col. Charies B. 
Dongherty and other members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a serious question as to whether 
the preamble is any part of the bill, and therefore, that the bill 
itself may specify the amounts to be paid, I move to amend in line 
6, after the word ‘‘sums,” by adding the words ‘‘ specified in the 
preamble to this act.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I think the Senator's suggestion is most per- 
tinent, and so far as I am concerned I[ will accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘sums,” in line 6, it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘specified in the preamble to this act;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Whereas on the 17th day of May, 1898, the baggage car in the train carry- 
ing the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Infantry from Mount Gretna, Pa., 
to Camp Thomas, at Chickamauga, Ga., caught fire accidentally and was de- 
stroyed, with all its contents: and 

Whereas officers and members of suid regiment had personal baggage and 
headquarters property in said car, which was entirely destroyed. The 
names of said officers and members, with the value of the property so de- 
stroyed, are as follows: Charles B. Dougherty, $309.68;.Geor, . Wallace, 
$112; John 8S. Harding, $279.05; Frank L. McKee, $264.10; William Sharpe, 
$197.95; George F. Buss, $259; Robert S. Mercur, $147.95; Walter De F. John- 
son, $164.35; Edmund N. Carpenter, $309.68; Walter S. Stewart, $127.25; Wil- 
liam G. Weaver, $133.85; Charles H. Miner, $84.35; Frank W. Inni ); Samuel 
C. Chase, $15.75; Claude R. Grosser, $18.25; Richard Generals, $21.50; Harry 
R. Williams, $175.75; John McCallum, $130.70; Walter R. Phillips, $119.40; 
Dennison Stearns, $182.90; James C. Kenny, $198.20; John A. aw oo $127.15; 
Louis Frank, $6.50; E. .G. Gage. $87.12; Fred C. Bennett, $75; Charles §S. 
Colony, $171.37; John H. Mahan, $55; Perry H. Benscoter, $12; O. Hillard Bell, 
$117.65; Edmund D. Camp, $106; William T. Hart, $53.70; E. L. Solomon, 
$17.80; Morris M. Keck, $19.35; Darius L. Miers, $137.75; Evan R. Williams, 
eras Author Everette, $63.19; George S. WsCleary, $211.25; Harry G. Roat, 

01.20; George R. McLean, $268.70; John T. Flannery, $04: Michael J. Buck- 
ley, $81.95; Michael J. Brennan, $83.20; Harry W. Pierce, $211; W. F. Powell, 
$43.90; Adnah McDaniels, $76.50; total, $5,595.35: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treaury be, and he is hereby, 
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authorized and directed to pay said officers and members of the Ninth Regi- 
ment of Pennsylvania Infantry as aforesaid, or their legal representatives, 
the said several sums specified in the preamble to*this act, lost by them, 
respectively, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN OHIO, 


Mr. HOAR, In drafting the bill (S. 5076) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
northern judicial district of the State of Ohio, by inadvertence 
the words ‘‘and consent” were left out, so that the bill reads, 
‘‘the President, by and with the advice of the Senate,” is to 
make the appointment. I ask unanimous consent that the en- 
grossing clerk be directed to engross the bill by including the 
— ‘“‘and consent,” so as to read ‘‘advice and consent of the 
Senate.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered, 


PROMOTION OF COMMERCE AND INCREASE OF TRADE, 


Mr. ALLISON. Task for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays the unfinished 
business before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and increase 
the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide auxiliary 
cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use when neces- 
sary. 

Mr.CLAY. Mr. President, Senate bill No. 727 and Calendar No. 
482, now pending in the Senate for discussion, purports to be a bill 
to promote the commerce and increase the foreign trade of the 
United States and to provide auxiliary cruisers, transports, and sea- 
men for Government use when necessary: but a clear analysis of 
this measure will demonstrate to the unprejudiced mind that the 
results claimed by the friends of this contemplated legislation can 
not possibly follow, viewed from any reasonable standpoint au- 
thorized by the different features and phases of the bill as it comes 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

There is one point, however, about this measure concerning 
which there can not be the least possible difference. When it 
shall become a law, it will take from the public Treasury, collected 
by taxation from the people of the United States, $9,000,000 per 
year for a period of twenty years, making in all $180,000,000, and 
will donate this vast sum to the owners of ships engaged in carry- 
ing foreign trade to aid them in making their private business 
more profitable, The shipowners, in addition to the amounts they 
receive from their customers for carrying freights and passengers, 
willreceive from the Government, collected from merchants, farm- 
ers, laborers, and those engaged in other callings, $9,000,000 each 
—_ to add to their profits and enhance their fortunes. Oneman's 

yusiness is to be heavily taxed in order to advance and to make more 
profitable the private business of another citizen. While the bill 
comes from the Committee on Commerce with a favorable report, 
I deem it just to state that every single member of the committee 
constituting the minority membership of the committee voted 
against a favorable report and will vote against the passage of 
this bill. 

In the discussion of the bill I propose to be perfectly fair and 
to make no statement but what can be fully verified. In order 
to present the objections I entertain against this measure, I 
shall now proceed to analyze the bill in all its leading features, 
and then I will proceed to state at, length what I conceive to be 
well-grounded reasons which lead me to oppose this legislation. 
The analysis which I shall give I believe will stand the test of 
criticism and be found to be substantially correct. I say this for 
the reason that I have given the different features of the bill most 
careful study. 

The first section of the bill provides that after July, 1900, there 
shall be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the owner or owners of any vessel daly registered 
by a citizen or citizens of the United States, including corpora- 
tions created under the laws of the United States or any State 
thereof, and being at the time of entry engaged in the foreign 
trade of the United States, compensation which I will state fur- 
ther onin my remarks. The Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
to contract with the owners of such vessels as above described and 
to make payment for the subsidy provided for in the bill fora 
period of ten years for all vessels that have been completed and in 
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existence on January 1, 1900, and for a period of twenty vears on 
all their vessels completed after January 1, 1900. 

Now, mark you, Mr. President, the owners of all vessels now 
in existence engaged in the foreign trade of the United States shall 
be entitled to draw the compensation fixed in the bill. The bill 
not only allows those who may build ships hereafter to draw the 
bounty, but the owners of all ships built and in operation before 
the passage of this act shall be entitled to draw this bounty; 
hence it will be seen it is not the principal purpose of this meas- 
ure to increase the merchant marine, but, on the contrary, to 
make a large donation and to greatly enhance the business and 
fortunes of the shipowners of the United States engaged in our 
foreign trade. Later on 1 will discuss fully this feature of the 
bill, clearly showing that this legislation will not promote the 
commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United States, 

The compensation fixed in the bill is as follows: On each entry 
of either a sail or steam vessel, not exceeding 16 entries in every 
twelve consecutive months, 14 cents per gross ton for each 100 
nautical miles, not exceeding 1,500 nautical miles, sailed out- 
ward bound, and 14 cents per gross ton for each 100 nautical miles, 
not exceeding 1,500 miles, sailed homeward bound; and I cent per 
gross ton for each additional 100 miles sailed. This is the pro- 
vision of the bill providing for general subsidy for all vessels, 
both sail and steam. This feature gives to the owners of all ves- 
sels duly registered and engaged in the foreign trade of the United 
States compensation from the public Treasury as above set forth. 
The owners of these ships engaged in foreign trade now collect 
fares and freight from their customers and passengers, and, to 
make their business more profitable, they are given this vast dona- 
tion from the public Treasury. 

The compensation above set forth, which is the minimum 
amount fixed in the bill, applies to the owners of all vessels, both 
steam and sail, duly registered by a citizen of the United States 
and engaged in the foreign trade of the United States. These 
amounts are paid from the public Treasury to owners of vessels, 
regardless of speed or freight capacity. However, in addition to 
these amounts, an additional sum is taken from the public Treas- 
ury each year and paid to the owners of vessels with greater 
speed, regardless of freight capacity. This feature will be found 
at the bottom of the fourth page of the bill. This additional 
subsidy is as follows: 

First, 12-knot ships and less than 14 knots shall receive five- 
tenths of 1 percent per gross ton additional to the general sub- 
sidy; second, 14-knot ships and less than 15 knots, 1 cent per 
gross ton additional; third, 15-knot ships and less than 16 knots, 
1.1 cents per gross ton additional; fourth, 16 knots or over, 1.2 
cents per gross ton additional; fifth, 17-knot ships and less than 
18 knots, 1.4cents per gross ton additional; sixth, 18-knot ships 
and less than 19 knots, 1.6 cents per gross ton additional; seventh, 
19-knot ships or over, 1.8 cents per gross ton additional; eighth, 
20-knot ships and less than 21 knots, 2 cents per gross ton addi- 
tional, and ninth, 21-knot ships or over, 2.3 cents per gross ton 
additional, thus increasing the subsidy as the speed increases, re- 
gardless of freight capacity. Now, this can be better illustrated 
by giving the speed of ships ranging from 6 to 21 knots: 


Travel | Travel 





Speed of ships, in knots. per day.|per year. 
Miles. | Miles 

i in dhe bei neds teh wedded aeadlaembdeamnd 144 | 26, 209 
el a eaiindebeigmepeniniedees 168 20 400 
a oacadichhive ctinelihdeiiiedtien bmebedn é6ceuseoses nawe coda eeedes 1% 33, G00 
ma lid edited nie tnhiiaeitishdesin Cada otalithedh amen wale 216 | 7, 800 
en a cueemeiecnosanee 240 12. 000 
Te co savewece hotel’ coke etl 264] 46.200 
DP dbadtied déenetebestcesee queen sais iaiatinta tosh paseaeilina exmaie 288 | AO, 400 
eer pipetnacennd yume’ ewanlea ou 312 | 54, 600 
i id an a ee enn badineeekbebneeten " 336 | 58, 800 
Te a ene canietamen naw 360 | 63, 000 
| ea ee er ee ond 67,200 
Der. saan tigens Genie schesweawnants 408 71, 400 
i einem dees aimnonns 452 | 7h, GOO 
dtp sh eleinn aeaeeseug eth eadeacces 456 | 79, 800 
a a aa hl alin ial ae ae ia cae ttl entrees iateiats iettinar beste adinanian 480 | 4.000 
I ies cate ei encaheaaneitds ch tn ain gemmnttingine sin «acne 54 | 88, 200 


It will thus be seen that the subsidy to be given vessels up to 
12 knots, which are really our great freight carriers, is only |! 

cents per gross ton, while the subsidy given to a fast steamer. 
which really carries mostly passengers and fine manufactured 


| goods—for instance, a 21-knot ship—is 3.8 cents per ton. 


In other words, a vessel of 12 knots speed, which really carries 
cotton, corn, oats, and farm products, would receive a little more 
than one-third of the amount paid to a swift passenger steamer 
never known to convey any freight except fine manufactured 
goods. This can be better illustrated by not only giving the 
speed of ships ranging from 6 to 21 knots, but by also giving 
the amount of subsidy that each class of vessels would draw from 
the public Treasury and the quality and quantity of freight 
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usually conveyed by such vessels. The position for which I am 
contending, however, can be fully and clearly illustrated by be- 
ginning with a 10-knot ship and ending with a 21-knot ship: 


Annual 
Travel | subsidy 
perday.| under 

this bill. 


Miles. 
240 
24 
288 


Speed of ships, in knots. 





504 


Mr. MONEY. I wish to ask the Senator a question for infor- 
mation. For how many days in the year does he make the calcu- 
lation as to the running of a vessel? 

Mr. CLAY. Say 16 entries in one year. The average is about 
one hundred and seventy-five days a year. 

Mr. MONEY. Does the Senator base his statement upon that 
calculation? 

Mr. CLAY. It is based upon the calculation of a vessel running 
that many days in a year. 

These figures demonstrate that a swift passenger steamer that 
travels 504 miles per day, more than twice the distance that is 
traveled by a freighter, a 10-knot ship, draws from the public 
Treasury, under the provisions of this bill, $304,290 annually— 
more than six times the amount donated by the Government to a 
10-knot ship, when in all probability the 10-knot ship will carry 
more than a dozen times the farm products and heavy freight 
conveyed in the fast steamer engaged largely in carrying passen- 
gers. That the injustice and inequality of this measure might be 
thoroughly understood and exposed and that the advantage which 
the 21-knot ship will receive over the great freight carriers, I have 
taken the trouble to make a comparison of two steamers, one a 
21-knot ship and the other a 14-knot ship. Take, for instance, 
the St. Paul, a swift passenger steamer of the American Line, 
with a gross tonnage of 11,629 tons. This ship travels 504 miles 
per day, and will draw an annual subsidy, under the provisions 
of this bill, of $304,290. 

Now, take the Manhattan, which is a great freighter of the 
Atlantic Transportation Company, with a gross tonnage of 8,004 
tons and with a speed of 14 knots. This ship travels 336 miles per 
day and would draw, under the provisions of this bill, a subsidy 
of $126,426, a little more than a third of the amount received by 
the St. Paul. I have before me the manifest of the St. Paul of 
April 3, 1900, clearly showing what the freight of this passenger 
steamer was made up of on that occasion. I also have the mani- 
fest of the Manhattan of December 16, 1899, and after going 
through the amount of farm products conveyed by each steamer 
T am at a loss to know how the friends of this measure can claim 
that this bill was framed in the interests of the farmers and pro- 
ducers of thiscountry. I give below the freight conveyed by each 
to illustrate the line of argument which I am now pursuing: 


Amount of freight carried by the Manhattan and the St. Paul. 


7 | Manhat- | St. Paul, 
Freight. tan,]4- | 2l-knot 
knot ship.| ship. 


133, 644 None. 
1, 360 None. 
None. 

None. 

None. 

2 

None. 

4 None, 

Horses . do.... 5 None. 
Hops 5 a 1 
ee RE RE EE TS eee 27 None. 
EEO ES ORE: None. 
Tobacco ~ 24 None. 
I None. 
None. 

None. 

None. 


This is only a partial list of the freight conveyed by each 
steamer, but it fully illustrates the amount and items of the 
roducts of the farm conveyed by these two classes of ships. I 
Save the entire manifest of the two steamers before me, and it is 
evident that the St. Paul, which receives the highest subsidy 
under this bill, carried practically no farm products except dressed 
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beef and canned meats, which did not exceed five or six tons. 
How those who favor this measure, which donates annually to 
the St. Paul more than $300,000, engaged in carrying passengers, 
can point out that the farmers and producers of this country are 
the principal beneficiaries under the provisions of this bill ses 
my comprehension. Iam not surprised that at the hearings before 
the committee, which consumed weeks of time, which I now have 
before me, that not a single farmer or producer appeared in favor 
of the passage of this measure. 
I am not surprised that the shipowners alone, either in person 
or by counsel, monopolized the time of the committee in a 
out the great benefits to accrue to the country, especially to the 
farmers and producers, from the passage of this measure. A care- 
ful analysis of the bill will demonstrate that they alone are the 
beneficiaries of this legislation, and the zeal and earnestness with 
which they have pressed their claims is another forcible illustra- 
tion of the benefits they expect to receive at the expense of the 
public Treasury. Iam not satisfied to let this past of the argu- 
ment rest with the two steamers above given. I wish to carry it 
farther. Take, for instance, the St. Louis, a swift passenger 
steamer of the American Line, which is a 21-knot ship, and would 
| draw the highest subsidy given under the provisions of this bill. 
The Georgic is a freighter, and 13-knot speed, and belongs to the 
| White Star Line. A comparison of the manifest of the Georgic 
| of March 13, 1900, and of the St. Louis for February 20, 1900, as 
| to the farm products conveyed by each gives the following re- 
sults: 


Amount of farm products carried by the Georgic and the St. Louis. 


Georgic, | St. Louis, 
Freight conveyed. 13-knot 21-knot 
ship. ship. 


Corn ‘ bushels. . 
QOES 2. .ccccccc cece cocccccenacccece ccc cccces cocesces a 
Hay pounds.. 
| Straw... G0... 


None. 
MT et Sic Liman beieds caketoutinne wendiieueed cases... 5 None. 
3 12 


Mr. President, by a careful examination of the manifest of both 
ships it will be seen that the St. Louis carried no real farm prod- 
ucts and only about 400 tons of partly manufactured products. 
On the contrary, the Georgic, with a gross tonnage of considerable 
less than that of the St. Louis, which would receive only 14 cents 

per gross ton subsidy, a little more than a third of the amount 
| received by the St. Paul or St, Louis, carried of raw farm prod- 
ucts—corn, oats, hay, cattle, wheat, cotton, and barley—about 
7,000 tons. Of these products the St. Lowis did not carry a ton. 
Yet, under the provisions of this bill, the amount of annual sub- 
sidy paid to the Sf, Louis would amount to $304,290, while the 
Georgic, which really conveyed the farm products, would draw a 
subsidy of not exceeding $90,150. 

Of the farm products and semimanufactured products the 
Georgic appears to have carried at least twenty times as many 
tons as did the Sc. Louis, and, if you estimate the subsidy paid 
in proportion to the farm products carried, the St. Louis would 
receive eighty times as much subsidy as would the Georgic; and 
the St. Paul, on the same basis, would get thirty-seven times as 
much subsidy as would the Manhattan. These illustrations, fig- 
ures, and facts demonstrate that the subsidy rates provided for in 
this bill are especially planned, not to promote exports of Amer- 
ican products, but to provide luxurious steamers for those who 
wish to travel abroad and who are amply able to pay first-class 
cabin accommodations. It can not be successfully disputed that 
the greater part of our exports, especially grain, tobacco, and 
cotton, are borne in steamers of less than 11-knot speed, and the 
engine, fuel, and crew room required by these slow steamers is 
comparatively small. 

The highest subsidy proposed for such a steamer is 1} cents pet 
gross ton for each 100 miles, not exceeding fifteen hundred miles, 
and 1 cent per gross ton for each additional 100 miles of the voy- 
age. To illustrate, an ordinary freight steamer or tramp ship, 
say, of 6,000 tons gross (measured) tonnage would carry 7,500 tons 
of cargo. Now, the gross tonnage of the St. Louis, one of the in- 
ternational four great steamers, is 11,629 tons, and her net a 
5,839 tons, and her cargo capacity 3,500 tons. At the rate of su 
sidy proposed by this bill the St. Louis, a swift passenger steamer 
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of 21 knots speed, would receive for the first fifteen hundred miles 
of each of her outward and return voyages 3,4, cents per ton per 
100 miles, and 3,4, cents per ton per 100 miles for the remaining 
distance, or over $26,000 for the round trip. This sum would be 
paid to her owners out of the Treasury of the United States. But 
the actual cargo capacity of the St. Lowis is 3,500 actual tons 
cargo, 

The fact, therefore, is that for carrying half the American ex- 
ports, for which the freight steamer was only subsidized for 
$4,740, the luxurious, swift passenger steamer is subsidized for 
over $26,000, or, in proportion to American exports carried, not 
considering the question of passengers, the passenger steamer re- 
ceives more than eleven times the subsidy than does the freighter. 
The cargo of the freighter is made up of grain, flour, pork, cot- 
ton, and tobacco, while the cargo of the swift passenger steamer 
is made up of box and crated manufactured goods, The articles 
carried by the swift passenger steamers are found not to be farm 
products, but the surplus products of American manufacturers 
shipped abroad, sold, in all probability, for less prices than charged 
to home customers. Still, not being satisfied with the comparison 
already made as to the amount of subsidy paid swift passenger 
steamers, devoted almost entirely to carrying passengers and man- 
ufactured finished products, as compared with the amount paid 
freighters which carry the bulk of the farm products, I wish to 
carry the comparison still further. 

I have before me the manifest of the Beatrice of April 10, 1900; 
the outgoing manifest of the Knight Commander of March 24, 1900; 
the outgoing manifest of the steamship Nordhvalen of April 4, 
1900; the manifest of the steamship Starlight, April 2, 1900; also the 
steamship Clumbershall, April 12, 1900; steamship Sir W. 7. Lewis, 
March 4, 1900. I have sent to Baltimore and procured this infor- 
mation that I might ascertain accurately what kind of freight 
these steamers conveyed. All of these ships above mentioned are 
below 12 knots and are freighters, and under this bill will draw the 
minimum subsidy fixed and can not possibly draw exceeding 
$45,000 annually each, while the New York, a swift passenger 
steamer, would draw an annual subsidy of over $300,000. While 
all of the freight steamers above mentioned would draw the mini- 
mum subsidy under the provisions of the pending bill, these steam- 
ers at the same time would carry the bulk of farm products con- 
veyed to foreign markets. 

To further illustrate the freight capacity of the ships above set 
forth, below 12 knots, I give the outgoing manifest of each ship on 
the date named, and I ask Senators to make the comparison with 
the New York, St. Paul, St. Louis, and Paris, four swift passenger 
steamers, that a correct conclusion may be reached as to the farm 
products conveyed by each class of ships, as well as the amount of 
subsidy received by the freighters in comparison with the passen- 
ger steamers. The outgoing manifest of the steamship Beatrice, 
April 10, 1900, was as follows: Gross tonnage, 3,334; speed, below 
12 knots. Drawn by HowardSteamshipCompany. Cleared from 


i 


Baltimore for Havre. Itemized list of freight conveyed is as | 





follows: 

NG I 6 cnn inciadietiien tmpe caatuan .. bushels... 

705 barrels chopped apples, equal to - -. pounds 

EE BID. cade daca netewes Di dihindl wndethlived sxnteiane tulsa ddl feet... 
STI 4 5 dg aupticccdsuence vebneng aed mkbcidonneedioedoue do.... 

ib cinconncemigbenenbapsacee shih Aenea bnamaceaiineaieasces cs * 
TIED... nn tncepnaae cutpuenet snncebansenseecend pounds... 1,593, 160 
EE INI. das oncwonsve onbtes Gunsen be cess eoccneusewered do.... 347,262 
RT acede a cnsud wtesecernn sesecuaqgaccsecssce do.... 45, 075 
I Bn nn oe bana enna ecedsetau anes eieiaen feet... 5, 068 
na ate men enehenn sted onéucumeniie dies 10, 951 
I cn nc dmah ingest cbeeue enebads uenas eahdbs et.2 10, 614 
EEE) Os cis awhicechen Ghhawesehd Gheconensaanaeqwea iiece 24, 400 
I ois cnn cddb een 6cebd notes Gnséedostune cubic feet... 1,200 
ET sient wisn tnene Saba areetiedaaeessethotagNenenetiininages 

etal Cleat a ne einen Mipesouleunabtn tied feet.. 68, 751 
71 lumber ...... ... ee eh al a Sid acne enesasiebebadda siniiakaendd 

IE «5. o.com medodagenewineenede ceesl gallons.. 18, 750 
I acai po dntnepateedhihetebees seaues oa Oe 20, 500 
1,636 barrels oil.............- 9 ER TNE ET IEE IES a 81, 800 
2 a eee cobmetianaouveadceee pounds... 100,000 
a caoelagibetaedess ee 49, 387 
ES EEE EEE do.... 200,000 
es cdinenemeeasqqnease tions 13, 640 
I a 6 ne wine qesmseunceqacees do.... 757,720 
en, casinhn deb acvene duencobdunas do.... 228,000 
a 1  Lcaew ascents eneebonced do.... 41, 620 
a | cignaeedéawnnabubess oc 44, 846 
Nh li nn dk al De un paligee mbes cabawebacn BO inc 44, 846 
Eh in chine died s obs apelinnsebdbesias eae det qunelloces 27, 908 
i ch a a he em rtem dienes G0..<< 43, 450 
167 Sales I I a, iii le oe ale dinns cdineee Sheen do.... 63, 163 
RPI JR >) 0. , odes escieaenbgeadnéeeknsadeedacde bushels.. 34,285 
210 boxes bark extract, equal to.................-...-..--220- pounds. . 12, 600 


The above gives the line and class of freight conveyed by a 
steamer below 12 knots and which would draw the smallest sub- 
sidy mentioned in the bill. The outgoing manifest of the steam- 
ship Nordvalen, April 4, 1900, was as follows: Cleared from Balti- 
more for Denmark with mixed corn, 192,868 bushels, and 6,000 

unds of cotton bags. The steamship Starlight cleared from 
timore April 2, 1900, for Southampton with 97,714 bushels corn 


and 103,449 bushels of oats. Both of these ships are freighters and 
below 12 knots and are engaged in carrying farm products, and 
would only draw the smallest subsidy mentioned in the bill. The 
steamship Clumbershall cleared from Baltimore April 12, 1900, to 
Rotterdam with mixed corn amounting to 185,142 bushels; vellow 
corn, 171,142 bushels; wheat, 16,000 bushels; bags of grain, 12,242 
bushels. This steamship is a freighter and engaged in cerrying 
farm products, and would likewise draw the minimum subsidy in 
the bill before us. The steamship Sir W. 7. Lewis cleared from 
Baltimore March 4, 1900, for Havre with freights as follows: 






Wheat in bulk ............ SesetAthdatsetecdsoneosespeesees bushels.- 24, 000 
GEE GNU TT WEEE, bs cnc udéqnS Secicendcquusseceseses eeceessees- a 51, 428 
SP ROSE CRONOOE CII vce ccicccewenstvdiadeecwedcccnscocees pounds... 572,000 
NE IR ip) cs dh ciciecid nalltind Guing Skee NRNE Sheed Dawns onsees feet.. 25, 000 
I nt a lies el hata asih ed denn enceneincwe 2, 000 
20 hogsheads Virginia tobacco «...... ...022 ceccne cencee cocee pounds... 40, 100 
775 bales cotton................. sidewecidtaahussagenwntGh saw’ “Gaara 
760 pieces oak lumber...... asdnitemetek eocyneesen GN mice 17, 056 
CO ee agrees pounds.. 14, 677 
Sel RR a OF A SET I RMR ALORA yt Se) do.:.. 11, 572 
1,670 ingots of copper. .............-.-- do ndbedg Cbbdaadadanhian Oiadad Gei<an 

na csneeane connbeaned eqecnennanbind G0xs50 

EE LETT NE [a 

a ce cenneeia eancnameedineune feet... 

td den eSsted dacane scncdewncerseguees pounds... 

100 boxes evaporated apples -..............--.........--.--- ial do.... 
Re we | gallons... 

ee anda cadnadhhdecune dacnetesonseun pounds.. 1, 

re oa al sg beaune ensertoabnn oe deeee Goan 





These partial items of freight give some idea of the farm prod- 
ucts conveyed by ships engaged in our foreign trade. All of the 
ships above mentioned are below 12 knots, and are engaged almost 
entirely in carrying farm products. Notwithstanding this fact, 
the framers of the bill now under discussion have studiously 
planned to give the smallest subsidy to this class of vessels, reserv- 
ing the largest share of the bounty taken from the public Treasury 
for the swift passenger steamers engaged largely in conveying 
tourists on pleasure trips to foreign countries. I am desirous, 
however, in carrying this illustration still further, that I may 
point out the great inequality and injustice of the scheme which 
we are now considering. I will take another ship; for instance, 
the steamship Knight Commander. This steamship is likewise a 
freighter, with a speed below 12 knots, and cleared from Ealti- 
more for London March 24, 190, with the following itemized 
list of freight: 


SA I once edoess Getniccesances cccces cesses ececes cases pounds.. 224,000 
ee ED GSN s cccca bn dentqeee dcesececus poncce.0 <pe-sccesencces dozen... 1,000 
NN Se a a ee ib ntenabice inant do .... 50 
ee ie acide ihaaibddtnnmbtaen dbbecasend  — 100 
I ns 5 cin nd anette SRE ebee athe peneds eT do.... 720 
EE tis ole nin ation dacigantin desis aeabad meetin eiSenenedusees sone 2P4 
i i bade eebdebeusebedboes ercesshes pounds... 4,294, 944 
TD on cn nadene babes dhneen jhnceeaddete cence eénes boxes... 0o 
138 hogsheads, 139 tierces, 143 cases, leaf tobacco.......---...- pounds... 314,156 
EIEIO cnc ccncceneccuse ossees Sigdgrubaieinanapanmedibede feet... 22,145 
IY SEO canncceuveccesuccecs cccwcens ssteceeucerosece cece pieces. . 25 
ED tiratnt dincnéddabdinneced dace edandestocses cqncen packages... 259 
takin ding Gach pane eeNs 66th imenneenning canutd Pe 7 
tia a ee ine de wanna ait cesudeieche actdeiteste ibe es as ~ 
NS) nthe cone Slavin $easedanegvos® hbdidue Ghanadagt beans boxes... 2 
Oil balsam and advertising matter -......................-- Pe l 
ik eet rene tbene sadeesecen whweny pounds.. 1,456,000 
I Ba al cine naen Ghat eestsanessonentegernet cases do.... 3,104, 440 
ee od cndank wate Sabb Cabs oaths oteus Uuscngeestes do.... 728,000 
250 bags oatmeal ....... Dib dadubénathdeddedentndabesdvatuetquaawned ean 55, 000 
Rt ent cin me sematuh aones enques buceqnadones se 12,000 
dl ocneemncecnaecaces vee Stee tiaaliiasieatanh coh teeebaaendanel do.... 310,085 
ee ih rider tk caked andin edeced ogdeee souk snes OMecnn 560 
Be ED GN TOD acisccc ccccer neecee cowens coccos cocece ccecce do.... 350,000 
EE SS a do. ... 77, 950 
ONE NOGUE noc ncnscercscenccsenceseseeceeeseess ik ake 7,479 
1,600 bags grits ............ che etesen Nee Ghd Senniies A OR do.... 224,000 
ti ota Sani ecety edibetbbtegekencasecse cteesuce .do.... ‘133,206 
clin cnc catbnn dunsdaedenetnosdqeceseesswousys do.... 212,853 
ET a; | 8 
ee  .., nenénahee p66beds Ceenesesecucen pounds... 224,000 
oe eee gameeeepuaedassenacéin onan boxes... 2 
NE EE a ee eb diane -pounds.. 1,180 
I in nt cinoatnedeest seehesnsesedeeneen cececene coense watned GD.ana 1, 400 
Eitan dihwsl enndinaas O04ens wene qsencatane recqen ceqnes eben canéad 3,550 
ST onnuined namihabyetd ceewEinkequdsbestes nquecesedecd hogsheads. . 13,000 
I a es rcs iigls Semaine ano pia erence ai Desiralllialiall pounds.. 74, 549 


| 





A careful inspection of this list will give some idea of the farm 
products conveyed by this class of ships in comparison with the 
farm products conveyed by 21-knot ships, fast passenger steamers, 
which in reality draw the bulk of the subsidy provided by the 
pending bill. Having illustrated the classes of freight usually 
conveyed by steamers below 12 knots, which under this bill draw 
the subsidy named, let us examine with care and ascertain what 
benefit the farmers and producers of this country receive from 
the use of these swift passenger steamers. 

Let us examine this bill with reason. Let us analyze it and 
see what isinit. Let us not take it for granted that this bill is 
framed in the interest of building up the merchant marine of our 
country simply because it says so. Let us examine its provisions. 
Let us analyze every section. Let us analyze every feature. Let 
us see whether or not the real purpose of the bill is to build up 
the merchant marine of the United States. 
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To make clear this position it becomes necessary for us to 
understand what classes of freight these fast passenger steamers 
usually convey; how much corn, wheat, oats, bacon, lard, cotton, 
timber, coal, iron, tobacco, and other farm products go to make 
up their cargo. I have before me the manifest of the steamship 
New York, March 27, 1900, owned by the International Navigation 
Company, and I have carefully gone through the itemized lists of 
her freight of that date, and what do I find? This passenger 
steamer, that would draw an annual subsidy under the provisions 
of this bill of more than $300,000, carried neither corn, wheat, 
oats, rye, bacon, live stock, cotton, tobacco, flour, meal, lumber, 
logs, or any other farm products. This illustrates what interest 
the farmer has in this class of ships. 

I insert in the Recorp this entire manifest, that we may reach a 
proper conclusion as to what benefit will accrue to the farmer and 
producer in conveying his farm products to foreign markets by 
these passenger steamers whose owners are to be enriched out of 
the public Treasury at the expense of the people of the United 
States. The freights conveyed in this swift passenger steamer 
that would receive an annual subsidy of more than $300,000 out 
of the public Treasury consists of finished manufactured products 
shipped abroad. The majority of the Committee on Commerce, 
in their report favoring the passage of this bill, tell us that our 
exports of agricultural products for 1898 amounted to nearly 
17,000,000 tons; that our total exports amounted to 28,000,000 
tons, and that the primary purpose of this bill now before us is 
tor the benefit of our exports, and that as agriculture in bulk and 
value furnishes much the greater part of our exports the bill is 
essentially a bill to promote the exports of agriculture. 

The majority of the committee also tell us in their report that 
the most promising field for the future development of our markets 
for agricultural products is northern and temperate Asia, and that 
our grain fields and cotton plantations will gain in greater pro- 
portion from the enactment of this bill into law than the seaboard 
shipbuilding and ship-owning States, whose benefits, they say, 
from its enactment are to the casual eye more clearly manifest. 
A more absurd proposition was never stated. How our grain 
fields and cotton plantations are to be benefited in greater pro- 
portion than the shipbuilding and ship-owning States by legisla- 
tion which takes from the public Treasury $9,000,000 annually for 
a period of twenty years and contributes this vast sum, collected 
by taxation from the people, to shipowners to aid them in carry- 
ing on their private business, I must confess I am unable to see. 

By what process of logic or reasoning these gentlemen reach the 
conclusion that the farmer and producer will be benefited more 
than the shipowner by the provisions of this measure,thus far 
they have been unable to tell us. The proposition stated by the 
majority of the committee is — this: If you will tax all the 
people and raise $180,000,000, and take this sum and give it to 
the shipowners and aid them in developing their private business, 
you will benefit the people who pay the taxes more than the pri- 
vate individual who receives the donation. I presume the ma- 
jority of the committee are going on the theory that it is more 
blessed to give than receive. While the friends of the measure 
proclaim loudly that its real purpose is to increase our merchant 
marine, so as to promote the commerce and increase the foreign 
trade of the United States, a careful analysis of the bill—I desire 
to reflect upon no Senator who assisted in framing the bill} because 
the presumption is that all acted honestly—will show conclusively 
that it was not framed with the view of building up our merchant 
marine; at least, if enacted into law we can not hope to see such 
results follow. The bill provides, as I have said heretofore, that 
the owner or owners of any vessel of the United States now in 
existence, and completed and in existence January 1, 1900, shall 
be entitled to make application and draw the subsidy out of the 
public Treasury without being compelled to build other ships to 
correspond in tonnage with the ships drawing the subsidy. This 
provision of the bill is not drawn with the view of encouraging 
shipbuilding and enlarging our merchant marine. 

If those favoring this measure desired such results, why did 
they simply require the owners of existing vessels claiming such 
subsidy to build new vessels equal to 25 per cent of the tonnage of 
the vessel or vessels receiving the benefit of the subsidy? When 
Congress undertakes to provide that the owners of all vessels now 
in existence belonging to citizens of the United States and en- 
gaged in the foreign trade of the United States shall draw from 
the Government a large subsidy to aid such owners in carrying on 
their private business without compelling such owners to build 
other ships to correspond in tonnage capacity with those ships 
drawing the subsidy, such legislation can not possibly result in 
any great increase of the merchant marine. 

it the friends of this bill framed it with the view and for the pur- 
pose of encouraging shipbuilding, why did they not provide that the 
owner or owners of any vessel engaged in the foreign trade of the 
United States, before receiving the benefit of the subsidy provided 
in the act, should be required to obligate themselves to build new 
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ships to correspond with those receiving the benefit of the subsidy? 

In such an event every owner of a vessel applying for the subsidy 
| would have been compelled to have built a similar vessel, which 
| would have resulted largely in building up the merchant marine 
|} and would have given a great stimulus to shipbuilding in the 

United States; but clearly, to my mind, this legislation in its pres- 
| ent form can produce no such results. If Senators will examine 
| the testimony taken before the committee, the conclusion will be 
reached that the shipowners have a thorough organization to 
carry through this legislation. 

They were not seeking opportunities to build ships; but, on the 
contrary, to secure legislation that will enable them to go into the 
public Treasury and draw nine million annually and divide it 
among themselves, If it be the sole purpose of the friends of this 
measure to encourage the building of ships and to enlarge our 
merchant marine, why is it necessary to pay the bulk of this sub- 
sidy to the owners of ships already in existence and engaged in 
our foreign trade without requiring the owners of such ships to 
build and put in use other ships of a similar character? 

I have reference to American shipowners in discussing this 
feature of the bill; that is, American shipowners flying under our 
flag. If the framers of this bill had no other purpose in view 
except to stimulate shipbuilding in the United States, why did 
they deem it necessary to take from the public Treasury millions 
of dollars annually and pay to shipowners now engaged in the 
foreign trade of the United States, whose ships have already been 
built and who are not required, as a condition precedent, to build 
other ships to correspond with those receiving the subsidy? If 
those who favor this legislation are acting in good faith and are 
actuated by no other motive except to increase our merchant 
marine and to encourage shipbuilding in our country, why did 
they not provide that the subsidy shall be paid to those who will 
build ships hereafter? 

The testimony taken before the committee does not develop the 
fact that those who have so zealously and earnestly advocated this 
measure, both in person and by counsel, have any great anxiety 
about our merchant marine. It does not develop the fact that 
they were solicitous about new shipyards, or the building of 
other ships. Their great anxiety was about their present busi- 
ness. The ship owners were not satisfied with the fares they 
had collected from the customers and the dividends they had 
divided among their stockholders, and they came to the Treas- 
ury of the United States not for aid to build new ships or to 
enlarge our merchant marine, but to swell the profits of their 
business at the expense of the public Treasury. The more care- 
fully we study the provisions of the bill and endeavor to reach 
the results that will follow from its passage, the more we be- 
come convinced that its real purpose is to enhance the busi- 
ness, to add to the dividends, and to enlarge the profits of the 
owner of ships, whether corporations or individuals, now in ex- 
istence and engaged in our foreign trade. 

In all probability the friends of the bill will contend that in the 
ninth section provision is made to remedy the evil which I have 
been discussing. This section, which has been amended—and I 
will discuss the amendment later on—provides that any foreign- 
built steamship a majority interest in which was owned by Amer- 
ican capital on the Ist of January, 1900, may be admitted to 
American register. That is, as I understand it, a foreign-built 
ship, the majority of whose capital is owned by American citizens, 
may apply and receive the benefit of the subsidy, oe they 
sail under our flag. Thatis, they get half of the subsidy which is 
allowed to the owner of a ship already sailing under our flag. 

Mr. HANNA. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. HANNA. There are still further conditions connected 
directly with that provision. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand that. They are required to build 
other ships. 

Mr. HANNA. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. I will not misstate the bill. If I do so,it will not 
be intentional. It also provides—now see if I am correct about 
it—that foreign-built ships the construction of which for Ameri- 
cans had begun on or before January 1, 1900, and that has been 
changed, as I understand it, from January 1, 1900, to pear taee. 
1899, which, in my opinion, is a very serious objection to the bill, 
but which I will discuss later on, shall be entitled to American 
register. This feature of the bill gives to American citizens who 
own ships sailing under a foreign flag, provided a majority inter- 
est in such is owned by American capital, the right to participate 
in the division of this subsidy under conditions which 1 shall now 
proceed to discuss for the purpose of demonstrating that this fea- 
ture of the bill will not result in any great increase in our mer- 
chant marine. 

It is true that before the foreign-built steamship can receive any 
part of this subsidy a majority of the stock in such foreign-built 
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steamship now sailing under a foreign flag must be owned by 
American capital, It is also true, under the provisions of this 
bill, that the admission of all these foreign-built steamships is con- 
ditioned upon the construction within the United States inside of 
ten years of vessels equal to the gross tonnage of those receiving 
the subsidy. In other words, American citizens who have in- 
vested their money in foreign-built ships and who are now sail- 


ing them under foreign flags are permitted to admit these ships | 


to American register, and to sail them under our flag, and to 
participate in the subsidy fixed in this bill, provided the Ameri- 
can owners of such foreign-built vessels will build other vessels 
to be used in our foreign trade equal to the gross tonnage of the 
vessels receiving the benefit of this subsidy. The difference be- 
tween American citizens owning American vesse!s and those own- 
ing foreign- built vessels is that the former are not required to build 
other vessels of like capacity and the latter are required to build 
such vessels in order to receive the subsidy, 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator is delivering a very instructive 
speech, and I wish toask him aquestion forinformation. Willnot 
the foreign-built ship owned by Americans in the ten years make 
enough out of the subsidy to build the ship required, without 
requiring anything to be paid out of the pocket of the owner? 

Mr. CLAY. I believe they are required to build the ship be- 
fore the subsidy is paid. That is my recollection. The money is 
held in the Treasury until the ship is built, and it is then turned 
over to them, 

Mr. MONEY. It is the same thing. 

Mr. CLAY. I presume in the course of ten or twelve years. in 
all probability, they would receive enough subsidy to pay for 
building a ship, but, to be perfectly fair, the bill does not provide 
that the subsidy shall be paid until the ship is completed. 

This provision of the bill requiring American owners of for- 
eign-built ships before such owners can receive the beuefit of the 
subsidy, to build other ships with equal tonnage capacity to those 
receiving the subsidy would indicate to the casual eye that the 
merchant marine would likely be greatly increased by virtue of 
such provision. But to my mind such result would not follow. 
It is necessary to understand the entire provision of this bill 
to reach a correct conclusion. Under section No. 1 and Para- 
graph D it is provided that a foreign-built vessel admitted to 
American register, pursuant to the provisions of this act shall 
be entitled to compensation at the rate of 50 per cent of the rates 
fixed by this section, and no more. This means the owners of 
American vessels now in existence engaged in our foreign trade, 
flying them under an American flag, shall receive the highest 
subsidy provided in this bill without being required to build other 
ships of like character, while the American citizen who has placed 
his money in foreign-built ships and who undertakes to avail 
himself of the benefits of this act is required to build other ships, 
and then receives only 50 per cent of the subsidy given to the 
owners of American ships engaged in our foreign trade. 

To state it more plainly, every time the American owner of a 
ship sailing under our flag receives a hundred-dollar subsidy the 
American citizen who owns foreign-built ships, under the pro- 
visions of this bill, will draw $50. Now, what will be the result 
so far as increasing the merchant marine? The owners of Ameri- 
can vessels registered for foreign trade will draw twice the sub- 
sidy for operating their ships that those draw who may bring 


their foreign-built ships under our flag and register them for | 


foreign trade. 

It necessarily follows that American capital invested in foreign- 
built ships will readily see the disadvantage under which it labors. 
American citizens who have invested their money in foreign-built 
ships, and who are sailing them under a foreign flag, will not avail 
themselves of the provisions of this bill, for the reason that they 
are not only required to build new ships, but after they have done 
so they can only draw half of the subsidy allowed ships of Ameri- 
cans flying our flag. They can not afford to come in competition 
with a class of ships drawing from the public Treasury asum twice 
as large as the amount given to American owners of foreign-built 
ships. As we proceed to analyze the bill, every step we take leads 
inevitably to the conclusion that, any view you take of the differ- 
ent features of the measure, no great stimulus will be given to ship- 
building in the United States, and consequently our merchant 
marine will not be enlarged to any great extent by this legislation. 

Since I began the preparation of my argument two amend- 
ments have been adopted by the Committee on Commerce, which 
materially change the bill and render it much more objectionable 
than when the bill first came from the committee. The bill orig- 
inally provided that no vessel shall be entitled to the full com- 
pensation unless she shall have cleared from a port of the United 
States with cargo to the amount of 50 per cent of her gross ton- 
nage. The bill, as amended, strikes out “ gross tonnage” and in- 
serts ‘“‘capacity for carrying commercial cargo.” This is a radical 
difference, Thereis quite a difference between the gross tonnage 
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of a steamship and its commercial tonnage, or cargo capacity. 
Gross tonnage means the entire cargo capacity of a ship, not de- 
ducting any space for coal, fuel, crew, etc. Take, for instance, 
the St. Louis, a swift passenger steamer of 21 knots, and this ship 
has a gross tonnage of 11,629 tons and a cargo capacity of 3,500 
tons. 

The bill, as originally reported, required this ship when it 
cleared from a port to carry cargo equal to 50 per cent of its gross 
tonnage. The amendment as adopted allows such a ship to draw 
the entire subsidy when it clears from a port with 50 per cent of 
its capacity for carrying commercial cargo. In other words, this 
amendment provides that the swift passenger steamers can first 
deduct the space consumed by coal, fuel, crew, passengers, etc., 
and draw the full subsidy, provided such a ship shall convey a 
cargd equal to one-half of the space left, deducting the space con- 
sumed as above set forth. This is another evidence, to my mind, 
that the bill is not intended to increase our agricultural exports, 
but that its principal benefit is to go to the owners of the swift 
passenger steamers, engaged almost entirely in conveying passen- 
gers to foreign countries. 

The other amendment to which I desire to call attention, radi- 
cally changing the bill, is as follows: 

Only foreign-built steamships that were on the Ist day of February, 1890 
engaged in an established freight or passenger business, or both, and such 
steamships as were under contract for construction on February 1, 1899, are 
permitted to avail themselves of the benefit of this act. 

That is, foreign-built ships, of which a majority of the capital 
stock is owned by American citizens and which were completed on 
February 1, 1899, or were under contract for construction 'ebruary 
1, 1899, are permitted to make application to participate in this 
subsidy. This amendment is intended to restrict and not to ex- 
pand our commerce. The bill as drawn and reported by the com- 
mittee took one step in the direction of free ships by providing for 
the admission of foreign ships under certain restrictions. 

This amendment confines the subsidy tosuch shipsas were com- 
pleted or in process of construction on February 1, 1899. How 
easily such an amendment could be utilized for the special benefit 
of a certain class, This ship-subsidy bill has been before the 
country for some time. Those who have been expecting to avail 
themselves of its benefits, and who were largely instrumental in 
securing its favorable consideration by Congress, and who knew 
well what would be its provisions could easily have adjusted and 
prepared contracts for the construction of ships by February |, 
1899, and filed them with the Secretary of the Treasury, preparing 
to be the beneficiaries of the provisions of this act. It is to be 
assumed that the ship owners and builders, who control the lead- 
ing lines and who, it is admitted, were largely instrumental in pre- 
paring the bill, knowing what the legislation would be, wou!d so 
shape their business in the construction of ships as to make all the 
contracts possible up to February 1, 1899. 

Those who were not on the inside of this legislation and not 
realizing the time that would be fixed for making contracts for 
the construction of ships, not knowing that the time for such con- 
tracts would expire February 1, 1899, two years before the passage 
of the bill, would be shut out from making contracts for the con- 
struction of ships entitled to enjoy the benefit of this subsidy. 
Persons who may have completed ships since February 1, 1899, or 
who may have entered into contracts for the construction of ships 
since that time are not entitled to enjoy the benefit of this sub- 
sidy. This amendment, to say the least of it, is suspicious of 
favoritism, and would indicate that the persons who are to enjoy 
the benefit of the subsidy under this provision knew before the 
passage of this legislation that the subsidy would be confined to a 
certain class, to wit, those who had completed their ships or who 
had entered into contract for the construction of ships on or before 
February 1, 1899. Why were not the friends of this measure wiil- 
ing to extend this feature of the subsidy to the owners of ships in 
existence at the time of the passage of the act or that might be 
under contract for construction at the time of the passage of the 
act or for a certain time to be named inthe future? Why not give 
an equal and a fair chance to all ship owners and builders who 
might be entitled to the subsidy under this feature of the bill? 

There is another objection to this bill, to my mind, that carries 
with it great weight. Under the provisions of the bill any citi 
zen of the United States who applies to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the purpose of building a new ship and receiving 
the benefit of this subsidy must do so within five years after the 
passage of this act, and American owners of foreign-built vesse!s 
receiving the benefit of this act must, within ten years after the 
registry of any foreign-built vessel, build a new vessel of an ag- 
gregate gross tonnage equal to the gross tonnage of the foreign- 
built vessel receiving the benefit of this subsidy. 

Now, American citizens, under this bill, who may desire to build 
ships to participate in this subsidy must do so within five years. 
American citizens who do not own ships before the passage of 
this act, and who build them within the next five years, will enjoy 
the benefit of this subsidy for twenty years. But ships built after 
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this five years shall have elapsed can not participate in the subsidy. 
What will be the result? Those who may build ships during the 
next five years, enjoying the benefit of this subsidy, will have the 
advantage over those who may build ships after five years, one 
receiving a large subsidy from the Government every year and 
the latter class receiving nothing. The result will follow—every 
American ship built during the next five years will be under a 
bounty contract for twenty years, longer than it would last, while 
new ships, built after five years, will not be subsidized and can 
not compete with the ships built during the next five years enjoy- 
ing the benefit of this bounty. 

The stimulant gives out at the end of five years, but the ships 
built during this period enjoy the stimulant for twenty years. 
Americans, realizing that the ships already built during this five 
years will continue to enjoy this bounty, will see that it is impos- 
sible to build new ships, after a lapse of five years, to compete 
with these subsidized ships built under the provisions of this act. 
There certainly will then come in the history of our country a 
period when no American can afford to build a new ship to com- 
pete with those ships enjoying this large subsidy for twenty years 
tocome. This is one of the serious difficulties which is always 
inherited from the bounty scheme and can not be avoided. His- 
tory teaches us that such has always been the result. A bounty 
once begun, there is no good place for giving it up. The more 
bounty you give the more the recipient wants. 

In the language of the minority of the House committee against 
the passage of this measure, ‘‘A bounty works on an industry like 
alcohol on the human system—the more you take, the more yuu 
want; andafter you have taken toomuch, it will kill you tostopand 
kill youif you do notstop.” An American marine built up in this 
way will not remain long at a maximum point, but will decrease 
and go to decay so soon as the supply of the bounty ceases. If 
money must be taken from the Treasury to give life and growth 
to our shipping interest, it will be essential to continue the bounty 
system; otherwise, retrogression, failure, and ruin will follow. 
This has been the experience of other nations and will apply to 
both features of the bill, either the five or ten year limit. 

The argument relied upon by the advocates of this measure to 
secure the passage of this bill is the small per cent of our exports 
carried in American vessels in comparison with foreign vessels. 
They claim that in 1869 we carried 33 per cent of our exports in 
American vessels and in 1879 only 23 per cent; and in 1889 only 
14 per cent and in 1599 still less—8.9 per cent. The majority of 
the committee could have gone further and truthfully stated that 
the percentage of our exports and imports carried in vessels of 
the nitea States from 1855 to 1899 have gradually decreased. 
From 1857 to 1867, a period of ten years, there was a decrease of 
from 70 per cent to 33 per cent, and from 1867 to 1881 a decrease 
from 33 to 16 per cent; or, tosum it up, in 1882, of the goods, wares, 
and merchandise exported from and imported into the United 
States American vessels transported only 16.2 per centand foreign 
vessels 83.8 per cent. 

The way to meet a proposition or an argument, especially an 
argument which the friends of the measure claimed to be the con- 
trolling one in the debate, is to state the truth, draw correct con- 
clusions as to the causes which have produced the results, and then 
apply a proper remedy. Let us make intelligent inquiry and see 
why there has been a decadence of the merchant marine of the 
United States during the last half of acentury. There was a time 
that, without any Government protection whatever, the naviga- 
tion of the United States challenged the competition of the world 
and sustained itself. Our shipowners and shipbuilders met and 
successfully overcame universal competition. Itwas not sustained 
by protection and bounties, but by extreme economy, by unshaken 
perseverance, and by that manly and resolute spirit which relies 
on itself to protect itself. 

Now, in 1851 the foreign steam tonnage of the United States 

and Great Britain were almost equal, and the prospects were that 
the United States would overtake her great commercial compet- 
itor. Now, why our decadence? When did it begin? How long 
has it continued? To what causes can we attribute this deca- 
dence? How could we have been saved from“this great humilia- 
tion? The retrograde movement has continned for nearly fifty 
years. Our exports have increased enormously, but they have 
een carried by foreign ships. Now, why this condition of affairs? 
Why is it that the commercial tonnage of nearly every other 
nation has increased while ours has declined? 

They are questions addressed to the intelligence and patriotism 
of every American citizen. Undoubtedly history teaches us that 
our gradual decline began when steam was substituted in place 
of wind and iron in place of wood as a material for the construc- 
tion of ships. No one can dispute that when wood was the prin- 
cipal article used in the construction of ships, the United States 
had decidedly the advantage in the cost of material. We all 
know that when iron was substituted for wood and the steam 
vessel took the place of the sail vessel, the natural advantage 
which we enjoyed wasswept away. It was soon discovered that 
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the iron ship was in every way superior to the wooden ship and 
that the steam vessel was to be the vessel of the future. At that 
time the iron industry of the United States had not been devel- 
oped—as we were an infant nation—and American shipowners and 
merchants could not procure the necessary material to compete 
with England in the construction of steamships, and from the 
day iron was substituted for wood England had a decided ad- 
— over the United States in the building and operating of 
ships. 


Wise statesmanship demanded that so soon as iron took the place 
of wood in the construction of ships, and the United States did not 
have the means and appliances for the construction of iron vessels, 
then we ought to have availed ourselves of the resultsof British skill 
in the construction of steam vessels until the iron industries of 
our country had been properly developed. On the contrary, by 
reason of the statutes of our own country, citizens of the United 
States interested in ocean commerce were absolutely forbidden 
to take advantage of the superior conditions then existing in Eng- 
land in the construction of steam vessels. We had no idea at that 
time of the inexhaustible supply of iron in our own country. As 
said before, our iron industries had not been developed and Eng- 
land had decidedly the advantage of us when iron took the place 
of wood in the construction of vessels. 

Our navigation laws prohibited our citizens from buying steam 
vessels from England, and we had not discovered the superior ad- 
vantages which we enjoyed for the construction of iron ships in 
lieu of wood. Consequently, we could neither buy from nor com- 
pete with England, and when steamships took the place of sail 
vessels, then began and continued the decay of our merchant ma- 
rine. If our citizens had been permitted to take advantage of the 
conditions existing in England, the condition of affairs which has 
confronted us since 1855 would never have existed. 

The Revised Statutes of the United States provided that no 
American citizen shall be allowed to import a foreign-built vessel, 
in the sense of purchasing, acquiring a registry or title to, or of 
using her as his own property. 1 read, as a part of my remarks, 
the provisions of our navigation laws which, in my opinion, are 
responsible for the decay of our merchant marine, found on pages 
75 to 94, inclusive, of a book by David A. Wells on Our Merchant 
Marine; How it Rose, Increased, Became Great, Declined, and 
Decayed; with an Inquiry into the Conditions Essential to its 
Resuscitation and Future Recalled 


THE PROVISIONS OF OUR NAVIGATION LAWS. 


Having traced the inception and growth of the navigation laws of the 
United States, let us next inquire into their provisions. They may be,in the 
main, stated and illustrated as follows: 

1. No American citizen is allowed to import a foreign-built vessel, in the 
sense of purchasing, acquiring aregistry or title to, or of using her as his own 

propeney: the only other absolute prohibitions of imports on the part of the 
Jnited States being in respect to counterfeit money and obscene publications 
or objects. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 4132.) 

Furthermore, while we are the only people in the world whoare fordidden 
to purchase foreign-built vessels, we freely permit all the world to enter our 
ports with vessels purchased in any market. Precluded, therefore, by the 
first provisions of our navigation laws from engaging on equal terms in the 
carrying trade with foreigners, we wonder and complain that the carrying 
trade of even our own products has passed from our control. 

2. An American vessel ceases to be suchif owned in the smallest degree by 
any person naturalized in the United States who may, after acquiring such 
ownership, reside *‘for more than one year in the country in which he orig- 
inated, or more than two years in any foreign country, unless such person be 
scomeen or other public agent of the United States.” (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 
4134.) 

3. If a native-born American citizen, for health, pleasure, or any other pur- 
pose, except as a consul of the United States or asa partner or agent in an 
exclusively American mercantile house, decides to reside (** usually ”’) insome 
foreign country, any American vessel of which he may be in all or any part 
owner at once loses its registry and ceases to be entitled to the protection of 
the flag of the United States. even though the vessel may have been of Amer- 
ican construction and have regularly paid taxes in the United States, and 
the owner himself has no thought of finally relinquishing his American 
citizenship. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 4133.) 

To illustrate this provision of our navigation laws, let us sunpose Capt. 
John Smith, not a naturalized citizen, but a native American, is an owner, in 
all or part, of an American vessel. He becomes afflicted with a disease of the 
lungs, and, for his health, goes to live in the south of France, on account of 
the balmy atmosphere that prevails there. The moment that Capt. John 
thus, under the law, begins to “usually reside” in a foreign country, his ves- 
sel is liable to lose its register and the protection of the flag of his country. 

4. Every citizen of the United States obtaining a register for an American 
vessel must make oath “that there is no subject or citizen of any foreign 
power or State, directly or indirectly, by way of trust or confidence, or oth- 
cowins, interested in such vessel or in the profits thereof.” (U.S. Rey. Stat., 
sec. 4142.) 

We invite foreign capital to come to us and help build our railroads, work 
our mines, insure our property, and even buy and carry our Government 
bonds as investments, but if a single dollar of such — is used to build an 
American ship and thereby represents an ownership to any extent of the 
value received, we declare the ship to be thereby so tainted as to be unwor- 
thy of the benefit of American laws. 

5. A foreigner may superintend an American factory, run an American 
railroad, be president of an American college, or hold a commission in the 
American Army, but he can not command or be an officer of a registered 
American vessel. (U. 8. Rev. Stat., sec. 4, 131.) 

Notwithstanding this express provision of law it is an indisputable fact 
that there is hardly an American vessel engaged in foreign trade that has not 
one or more foreigners employed as officers, and instances, it is said, are not 
rare of American vessels which have no citizens of the United States on 
board except the master. 
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If Capt. John Smith, being a foreigner, took command of an American ves- 
sel and falsely swore that he was an American citizen he would “forfeit and 
pay the sum of $1,000." If one of the owners should take such oath, Captain 
Smith not being in the district, the vessel would be subject to forfeiture, but 
no such case of forfeiture has ever occurred. She would, however, not be 
subject to forfeiture ‘if Captain Smith had been appointed the lowest officer 
on the vessel.”” To be sure, the law requires that “officers of vessels of the 
United States shall in all cases be citizens of the United States,” but there is 
no penalty whatever imposed on the vessel if they are not. 

any American citizens, on the other hand, undoubtedly own vessels un- 
der a flags. Some of them transferred their vessels to English colors 
during the war to escape capture by Confederate war vessels; but there are 
many who ap this expedient to obtain cheap ships. They engage a trust- 
worthy English clerk, for instance, and buy the vessel in his name, holding a 
mortgage for her full value as security. 

Some years ago the American consul-general to China, Mr. Seward,in a 
report to the State Department, stated, as within his personal experience 
from 1862 to 1875, “that the rigid enforcement of this law would often have 
forced the owners or agents of those vessels engaged in that part of the 
world to lay up their ships or transfer them to other flags.” 

6. No foreign-built vessel, or vessel in ay rt owned by a subject of a 
foreign power, can enter a port of the United States, and then go to another 
domestic port with any new congo or with any part of her original cargo that 
has been once unladen, without having previously voyaged to and touched 
at some other port of some foreign country, under penalty of confiscation. 
By a compartively recent construction of the law, all direct traffic by sea be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States via Cape Horn or 
the Cape of Good Hope or across the Isthmus of Panama is held to be of the 
nature of a coasting trade or yovage in which foreign vessels can not partici- 
pate. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 4347. 

In view of the fact that there has been no attempt in recent times on the 
part of the English, French, or Dutch Governments to interfere with the 
transport of merchandise by American ships by the common highway of the 
ocean between the home ports of these countries and their colonial posses- 
sions, this construction of law, not contemplated at the period of its enact- 
ment, was regarded by Europe asa bit of very sharp and mean practice on 
the part of the United States, as it undoubtedly was. 

7. An American vessel once sold or transferred to a foreigner can never be 
bought back again and become American property, not even if the transfer 
has been the result of capture and condemnation by a foreign power in time 
of war. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 4165.) p 

8. A vessel under 30 tons can not be used to import anything at any sea- 
board port. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 3095.) 

9. Goods, wares, and merchandise, the produce of countries east of the 
Cape of Good Hope, when imported from countries west of the Cape of Good 
— are subject to a duty of 10 per cent in addition to the duties imposed on 
such articles when imported directly. [This provision of law,after an experi- 
ence of over ninety years, the present Congress (1882) has repealed after 
January 1, 1883.] This lawis interpreted so stringently that old second-hand 
gunny bags, nearly worn out, do not lose their distinctiveness to an extent 
sufficient to exempt them from additional duties if they finally come tothe 
United States, in the process of using, from a place west of the Cape of Good 
Hope. A few years ago a vessel from China, destined to Montreal, Canada, 
was sent, on arriving, to New York without breaking bulk. It was held that 
the voyage ceased in Canada and that the new voyage to New York subjected 
the cargo to an additional 10 per cent. By the original navigation laws (act 
of 1790) it was provided that the tariff on all articles imported in American 
vessels shall be less than if imported in foreign vessels. On ‘‘Hyson” tea the 
duty in American vessels was 20 cents per pound; in foreign vessels 45 cents. 
The present discriminating duties on products of countries east of the Cape 
of Good Hope, imported indirectly, are a remnant and legacy of these old re- 
strictions. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 2501.) » 

10. If a vessel of the United States becomes damaged on a foreign voyage, 
and is repaired in a foreign port, her owner or master must make entry of 
such repairs at a custom-house of the United States as an import, and pay a 
duty on the same equal to one-half the cost of the foreign work or material, 
or 50 per centad valorem; and this law extends so far as to include boats that 
may be obtained at sea from a passing foreign vessel in order to assure the 
rar a the crew or passengers of the American vessel. (U.S. Rev. Stat., 
sec. 3114.) 

To the credit of former days it should be said that this provision of law 
was not a part of the original navigation laws of the United States, but was 
incorporated into them by special statute passed July 18, 1866, entitled ““An 
act to prevent smuggling, and for other purposes.’’ Under the Treasury reg- 
ulations it is held that, although no part of the proper equipment of a ves- 
sel arrivingin the United States from a foreign country is liable to duty, such 
equipment, if considered by the United States revenue officersas redundant, 
is Jiable to the payment of duty as a foreign import, although there may be 
no intent of landing, disposing of, or using such extra equipment, except in 
connection with the vessel. Thus, forexample, when two sets of chains were 
found on board of a foreign vessel, and one set was held to be all that was 
necessary, the other set was made chargeable with duty. In another case, 
where anchors and chains were bonded on importation, and at the same time 
entered for exportation, and placed on board the vessel asa part of her equip- 
ment, it was held by the Treasury that the legal duties should be collected 
on the same. 

11. Foreign vessels losing rudder, sternpost, or breaking shaft and arriv- 
ing in the United States in distress can not import others to replace these 
articles here without payment of the duty on the same. In one case of ac- 
tual occurrence a foreign line of steamers left—during a trip interval—their 
mooring chains of foreign manufacture on an American wharf. Some over- 
vigilant revenue officer reported the occurrence to the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and it was decided that as the chains were landed, the legal duties 
should be collected from them as an importation. A foreign vessel can not 
even land copper sheathing for the sole purpose of being recoppered by 
American workmen without paying duties on the old copper stripped off and 
the new copper put on as separate and distinct imports. During the year 
1871 the owner of a Dutch vessel entered at Boston, ignorant of the peculiar 
features of the tariff of the United States in respect to the ocean carrying 
trade, put on board at the foreign port of clearance a quantity of sheet cop- 

r suflicient to sheath the bottom of his vessel, it being intended to have 

he work done in the United States upon her arrival in order to save time 
and put the vessel in good order for herreturn voyage. 

The agent, advised of this arrangement, referred the matter to the officials 
of the Boston custom-house for instructions, only to learn that the new 
sheathing metal could not be used in the United States as proposed without 
paying a duty of 45 per cent, while the copper taken off the ship’s bottom 
must also pay aduty of 4cents per pound asan importation of oldcopper. The 
agent signified his willingness to pay the latter and sell the old metal for 
what it would bring, but requested to be allowed to land the new copper in 
bond for reexportation, as it would be carried out by the same vessel that 
brought it in. He was informed, however, that the bond for exportation 
required for its cancellation a certificate of the landing of the bonded goods 
in the foreign port for which its export was declared, which could not be 








obtained if it was entered at the port of destination upon, and not in, the 
ship carrying it. The consequence was that when the ship discharged her 
cargo at Boston, she sailed for Halifax, Nova Scotia, carrying her sheathing 
copper with her, and after having been there coppered by the shipwrights 
of the British provinces returned in ballast to Boston for her return cargo, 
all this costly proceeding being cheaper than the payment of 45 per cent 
duty for the privilege of employing American workmen to take off the old 
sheathing and put on the new. 

12. If a citizen of the United States buys a vessel of foreign build which 
has been wrecked on our coast, takes her into port, repairs, and renders 
her again serviceable and seaworthy, he can not make her American property 
unless it is proved to the satisfaction of the Treasury Department that the 
repeys put upon such vessel are equal to three-fourths of the cost of the ves- 
sel when so repaired. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 4136.) 

The following is an illustration of the working of this statute: In }871 
a citizen of Baltimore purchased a foreign-built vessel wrecked on the 
American coast and abandoned to the underwriters, and, by spending a 
large sum in reconstruction, rendered her again seaworthy. He then, being 
desirous of employing his capital embodied in this instrumentality of trade 
in the most profitable manner, and assuming that the reconstructed wreck 
was his lawful property, arranged for an outward cargo, under the flag of 
the United States. But when the vessel was ready to sail registry was re- 
fused by the customs officials on the ground that the vessel was of foreign 
construction, the sum of the repairs put on the wreck being a little less than 
three-fourths of the original cost of the vessel; or, in other words, the sub- 
stance of this decision, which was correct in law, was, that while the citizen, 
under the laws of the United States, might lawfully buy and acquire title to 
a wreck, and use it for any purpose other than navigation, as, for example, a 
dock, a house, or a coal bin, he could not acquire title to it and make it Amer- 
ican property lawful to use as a vessel, even after he has paid duties on its 
old materials as imports, unless he could show that he had expended upon 
the abandoned construction, for the purpose of restoring it to its original 
quality for service, asum nearly equivalent to the cost of building an entirely 
new vessel. The owner, by law, most mercifully, in such cases is not, how- 
ever, deprived of the sa ege of selling the property to a foreigner. 

13. Every vessel belonging to the mercantile marine of the United States 
engaged in foreign trade—vessels employed in the fisheries excepted—must 
pay annually into the Federal Treasury a tonnage tax at the rate of 30 cents 
perton. (U.S. Rev. Stat., sec. 4219.) 

At the commencement of the war there were no tonnage taxes, but, by the 
act of July, 1862, a tonnage tax of 10 cents per ton was imposed, which was 
afterwards increased to 3U cents, the present rate. Although there was noth- 
ing specific in the recent enactments to warrant it, and American shipping 
engaged in foreign trade was in such a condition as to demand the kindliest 
consideration from Government, the Treasury officials, interpreting the 
statute according to the invariable rule for the benefit of the Government 
and to the disadvantage of the citizen, were in the habit, up to 1867, of col- 
lecting this tax at every entry of a vessel from a foreign port; but by the act 
of March, 1867, tonnage taxes can now be levied but oncea year. Onaship 
of 1,000 tons the present tax, amounting to $300 per annum, represents the 
profits or interest, reckoned at 6 per_cent, on an invested capital of $5,000, 
and on a ship of 2,000 tons of $10,000. Mr. F. A. Pike, of Maine, in a speech in 
the United States House of Representatives, May, 1868, stated that this tax 
was equivalent, in many instances, to 3 per cent on the market valuation of 
an inferior class of American vessels employed only in the summer months, 
and largely owned by his constituents. 

Vessels belonging to foreign States between whom and the United States 
ordinary commercial relations are established pay the same tonnage taxes as 
American vessels. Butif any person not a citizen of the United States be- 
comes an owner to the extent of the merest fraction ina ship of American 
build, then such ship is not entitled to the privileges accorded to ships owned 
wholly by foreigners, but must pay on entering a port of the United States a 
tonnage tax of 60 cents, or double rate, and such vessel at once ceases to be 
entitled to registry or enrollment as a vessel of the United States. Here, 
then, we have piled up, as it were, on the top of all other provisions another 
direct, odius, and stupid discrimination against the employment of foreign 
capital, provided it should so incline for the developing of the American ship- 

ying interest and the employment of labor even in our own dockyards and 
1arbors. Supposing a similar law to be proposed discriminating in like man- 
ner against the investment of foreign capital in American railroads, mines, 
factories, and mercantile enterprises generally, does anyone doubt that the 
»roponent would be at once hooted intocontempt? And yet the hypothetical 
aw isnomore absurd than the law that actually exists upon the statute book. 

Practically the law is a dead letter in the case of ordinary vessels; rigid 
inquiry as to ownership is rarely or never instituted, and the oath required 
is regarded and taken as a mere form. In case of incorporated American 
ocean navigation companies (if there are any such) the president of the com- 
pany has only to swear to the ownership of any vessel by the company and 
the Federal officials will not care if the ownership of one or a majority of the 
shares of the corporation vest in citizens of foreign nationalities, the provi- 
sion of the statute as with a view of making the Jaw of noneffect being that, 
in this swearing to ownership by a company, it shall not be necessary to desig- 
nate the names of the persons comprising such company. The result of this 
is that any foreigner can purchase shares in any American navigation com- 
pany and not a vessel of their fleet will thereby lose American registration 
and American protection; but if a foreigner became the owner of the small- 
est fraction of a hundred-ton steamboat, plying between Key West and Ha- 
bana, the registration of such vessel would be immediately vitiated. 

If a Sunday school or a picnic party, out on an excursion, happen to come 
into an American port on a foreign (Canadian) vessel (as was recently the 
case on one of our upper lakes), for mere temporary and pleasure purposes, 
the vessel is liable to a tonnage tax; and a libel against the vessel instituted 
by an overzealous official for its payment was decided by the Treasury De- 

artment (August, 1876) to bea proceeding which the Government must en- 
orce. 

14. By the act of June 6, 1872, all materials necessary for the construction 
of vessels built in the United States for the purpose of foreign trade may be 
imported and used freeof duty. But no American vessel receiving the benefit 
of this act can engage in the American coasting trade for more than two 
months in any one year without payment of the duties which have been 
remitted. 

15. The several ports of the United States are classified by districts, and in 
each district one port is designated by statute as a‘ port of entry ’ and others 
as ‘ports of delivery.” All vessels on arriving from a foreign country in any 
district must first report at the established port of entry and there conform 
to the details of the custom-house service; after which the vessei, if Ameri- 
can, can proceed, if desired, to any port of delivery in the district for the pur- 
pose of unloading. But if a vessel Be foreign it can only discharge at the port 
of entry, even though its cargo be imported exclusively for the use of Ameri- 
can citizens at a port of delivery. A ship, therefore, may pass almost within 
hail of the point of destination of its cargo and yet be compelled to unload 
ae miles away, thus necessitating reshipping and repeated handling at 
much additional expense. Thus the customs district of Boston and Charles- 
town comprises only one port of entry—Boston—while Cambridge, Medford, 
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Hingham, Cohasset, etc., are all ports of delivery only. If a foreign vessel 
arrives from abroad with a cargo of hemp for Hingham, instead of proceed- | 
ing direct to the wharf in that port, she must first sail right by. enter herself 
and cargo in Boston,and then unload at a Boston wharf, when the goods may 
be reshipped by packet or railroad for Hingham. Again, if a foreign vessel 
is loaded with a cargo for Saybrook, a port of delivery at the mouth of the 
Connecticut River, she must pass directly by her destination and proceed 
40 miles up the river, often with difficuity navigable, to Middletown, the | 
port of entry for the district, and there discharge and provide for the recon- 
veyance of her cargo by some other method of transportatian to the place 
where it is wanted. 

(he toliowing will also illustrate in some degree the manner in which the 
navigation laws of the United States have been executed: 

All vessels of the United States engaged in the coasting trade are required 
to be enrolled and licensed, and vessels engaging in trade and transportation 
without previously procuring such enrollment or license are liable to seizure 
and heavy penalties. On the east bank of the Hudson, in the city of Troy, 
State of New York, there are extensive ironworks, the coal and ore supplies 
for which are largely transported over the Erie and Champlain canals. 
Boats coming down these canals, loaded with such supplies, are locked into 
the Hudson at West Troy, a point on the west bank nearly opposite to the 
furnaces; then, after crossing the river, delivering their freight, and re- 
crossing, reenter the canal, and return on their route for another similar 
cargo. Some years ago the officials of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment decided that under our navigation laws this temporary entry of boats 
from the canals into the Hudson for the purpose of delivering cargo, and 
their subsequent return into the canal, constituted a coasting voyage, for the 
engaging in which it was obligatory on the owners of the canal boats to have 
previously taken out a license. Of course the owners, not anticipating any 
such interpretation of the law, had not provided themselves with licenses; 
but this, nevertheless, did not prevent a om number of boats from being 
seized and libeled for violation of the navigation laws, from which they were 
only released after expensive and annoying litigation and the payment of 
considerable sums in the way of costs or penalties. i 

Take another illustration of more recent date: It has of late years been 
customary for merchants and shippers on our Northern lakes to buy and use 
for transporting grain large barges or hulks built in Canada, and as such con- 
structions are not capable of moving or navigating except as they are towed, 
and are not provided with the usual appurtenances for navigation, they have 
not been regarded as subject to the provisions of our navigation laws rela- 
tive to foreign vessels. During the summer of 1880, however. the collector 
of the port of Erie, Pa., on Lake Erie, called the attention of the Treasury 
Department to the circumstance that a certain barge, The William H. Vos- 
burg, had been guilty of the heinous offense of hoisting a sail on its apology 
for a mast—whether for the sake of avoiding a dangerous rock or a lee 
shore was not stated—and asked for instructions. The Department promptly 
replied “that the only condition upon which that barge could continue to 
navigate those waters was to hoist her sails temporarily; any attempt to 
keep her canvas up beyond that would get her intotrouble. Being Canadian 
built she could not be enrolled, and, by consequence, the permanent use of 
sail upon her would entail forfeiture of cargoes and the payment of double 
tonnage tax at every point of arrival.” The official correspondence dves not 
inform us what the result was; but it is safe to presume the little barge had 
to take down her little sail, as otherwise she would have been simply taxed 
out “ apnetenen, in accordance with the statutes in such cases made and 

yrovided. 

: In August, 1875, the Canadian yacht Oriole, of less than 50 tons burden, 
owned in Toronto, but belonging to the International Yacht Club, and also to 
the Yacht Club of Detroit, arrived in Chicago from Toronto with a pleasure 
party of seven gentlemen for the purpose of participating, on invitation of 
the Chicago Yacht Club, in a regatta at the latter port, having previously 
made a tour of the lakes, stopping at various a of interest, 8 taking on 
board on several occasions pleasure parties of ladies and gentlemen, who were 
entertained in part by transportation een pase to port. On arrival at Chi- 
cago the Oriole was complained of to the Treasury Department as having 
violated the navigation laws of the United States, which forbid foreign ves- 
sels from participating in the coasting trade and from conveying passengers 
from one American port to another; and proceedings looking to seizure and 
confiscation were contemplated. 

This penalty the Secretary of the Treasury graciously remitted, inasmuch 
as there was evidently no intent on the part of the owners of the Oriole to 
violate the law; but owing to the absence of proper papers showing the na- 
tionality and occupation of the yacht, although these were well known, the 
privilege of exemption from tonnage taxes accorded by law to foreign pleas- 
ure yachts was not granted. The Chicago Yacht Club therefore paid on ac- 
count of their guests, into the Treasury of the United States, the sum of $15, 
which doubtless helped to liquidate the public debt; while the owners of the 
Oriole, not knowing what other legal difficulties they might encounter from a 

»srolonged sojourn, slipped out of port in the early morning and returned 
—s as socn as practicable. 

We areaccustomed, as we read of the sumptuary laws and arbitrary restric- 
tions on commercial and personal freedom in years long passed, to congratu- 
late ourselves, as it were, involuntarily, that we live on a higher and different 
plane, and that among nations calling themselves civilized and enlightened 
such things are no longer possible. It would be difficult, however, to find in 
any record of past experience more absurdities and iniquities than are em- 
bodied in the so-called navigation lawsof the United States at present exist- 
ing and in the details of their administration during the last quarter of a 
century. And yet it was in respect to these same laws that a convention of 
one of the great political parties, held in Maine in August, 1877, unanimously 
resolved that ‘‘enacted in the infancy of the Republic, they have proved their 
wisdom by long and varied experience. They embody the mature judgment 
of three generations of commercial men. Any radical change in these laws 
would be detrimental to the highest interests of American commerce and a 
damaging blow to the national independence of the country.” 

In answer to the questions which must naturally suggest themselves to 
every thoughtful mind—How is it that such a code of laws, which no other 
civilized country would permit to remain upon their statute books, can at 
this period of the nineteenth century be maintained and defended in the 
United States; and How happened it that a convention of presumably more 
than average intelligence could make public declaration of such nonsense 
and untruth as were embodied in the resolutions of the Maine convention 
above quoted?—it may be said that upon no one public matter have the 
American people, until within a very recent period, been so little acquainted 
as in respect to our commercial laws and regulations. Scattered through 
statute enactments for over ninety years, and with court and Treasury 
interpretations for the same period forming a part of the law and all of its 
administration, though rot embodied in the statute, it has not been an easy 
matter for even those engaged in the business of law and lawmaking to know 
what the navigation laws actually were; and it is exceedingly doubtful 
whether in the convention referred to there was one single man that had 
any clear and definite knowledge of how these laws originated, what they 
embody, and what is the sphere of their influence. 

And to-day, notwithstanding recent discussions of their nature, it is doubt- 
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ful whether, out of the 378 members of Congress, as many as 50 can at once 
define the difference between a vessel “enrolled” and a vessel ‘ registered,” 
or if any of the officials of the customs service or Treasury Department can 


| at once and correctly tell in detail how to transfer the license of a merchant 
| ship or pleasure yacht from one collection district of the United States to 


another.' And itis further curious to note that not asingle writer or speaker 


| of note who within recent years has undertaken to advocate the navigation 


laws of the United States or oppose their repeal or essential modification—pos- 
sibly from lack of knowledge or fear lest a full exposition would of itself 
defeat and neutralize his argument—has ever ventured to tell his readers or 
hearers what the code really embraces or provides for in detail. 


Other nations saw the advantages which England enjoyed; 
and, with the exception of the United States, granted permission 
to their own citizens to buy and use such ships constructed of 
iron as could be obtained in the cheapest markets of the world. 
Other nations said to their citizens, if England can build cheaper 
and better iron ships for ocean commerce than you can your- 
selves, and will furnish them to you on as favorable terms as 
granted to her own citizens, your government will interpose no 
obstacles to your so doing. Other nations recognize that iron 
vessels had superseded sail vessels and gave to their citizens the 
right to purchase steam vessels wherever they could be obtained 
on the best terms possible; and those governments which per- 
mitted their citizens to act without restraint have never had any 
such results as the United States has experienced. 

In my opinion the cause of the decay of our merchant marine 
has been clearly and forcibly set forth by Mr. Wells, from whom 
I have quoted liberally. Under our navigation laws we have per- 
mitted other nations to go into the cheapest and best markets and 
buy ships and engage in carrying our foreign commerce, while we 
have denied to our own citizens this same privilege. Take, for 
instance,Germany and Norway. They have gone to England and 

urchased ships in abundance, and have not only maintained but 

1ave largely increased their steam tonnage, and have taken away 
a large percentage of the exports and imports carried in vessels of 
the United States. Norway gives no subsidy, and she pays less 
than $150,000 per year for the transportation of her mail, and her 
steam tonnage has increased during the last quarter of a century 
nearly 1,500 per cent. 

If Germany and Norway had pursued the policy followed by 
us as a nation they would have destroyed, or at least seriously 
reduced, the tonnage of imports and exports carried in their own 
vessels; but these nations realized the advantage which England 
enjoyed in the production of iron at the time iron ships took the 
place of wood, and immediately availed themselves of the priv- 
ilege of purchasing the iron ships in those markets where these 
ships could be obtained on the best terms possible. These, summed 
up, constitute the reasons of the continued growth of the mer- 
chant marine of these nations; and a similar policy pursued on 
our part would have produced most gratifying results. Happily, 
Mr. President, we can now congratulate ourselves that natural 
conditions have changed the material out of which ships are con- 
structed. Both iron and steel can be obtained in the United 
States as cheaply as in any country in the world and, regardless 
of restricted navigation laws, we will become at no distant day 
the shipbuilding nation of the world. It can be substantiated by 
unquestionable evidence that our shipyards on both the Atlantic 
and Pacific are now enjoying a degree of prosperity and a period 
of activity in business unparalleled in the history of our country. 
[ am informed, Mr. President, that it will take these shipyards 
from three to five years to comply with and fulfill the contracts 
now on hand for the building and equipping of new ships. 

Our great virgin forests, coupled with our inexhaustible supply 
of iron, give us the best and cheapest material in the world for 
shipbuilding. Our ingenious and skillful artisans, with the supe- 
rior advantage which we enjoy in material, enable Americans to 
construct cheaper and better ships than any nation in the world, 
and we have at last begun to realize these superior advantages 
which we enjoy. When steamships took the place of sail vessels 
and iron took the place of wood in the construction of ships, we 
had not discovered the wonderful natural advantages which we 
enjoyed in the construction of iron ships, Our iron industries 
were in their infancy, but the growth and development of this 
industry within the United States has been unprecedented. I 
hold in my hand an article in Cassier’s Magazine, written by Mr. 
John Fritz, giving an account of the development of iron manu- 
factures in the United States during the last seventy-five years, 

He gives the production of pig iron in the United States from 
1810to 1898. In 1810 we produced only 53,908 tons pig iron; in 
1820, only 20,000 tons; in 1856, only 788,515 tons; in 1883 we pro- 
duced 4,595,510 tons pig iron, and in 1898 we produced 11,773,934 
tons. linsert, asa part of my remarks, the table from this article 
showing the total production of pig iron from 1810 to 1898, that we 
may get a proper conception of the quantity and quality of material 


1 It required some of the best nes talent in the city of New York, a few 
years since, to effect this result in the case of a pleasure yacht, and the owner 
of the yacht writes that although he has done his best and incurred consid- 
erable expense and no end of trouble to find out the law and comply with i 
he is in daily ex tion of a visit from the revenue officials of the Uni 
States and a notification of a fine for some violation of the statutes. 
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we have at our doors for the construction of ships. No country 
in the world furnishes a larger quantity and a better quality of 
both wood and iron for the construction of ships. I do not sup- 
pose any intelligent man will contend that God charged more for 
growing our forests and for putting ouriron in the earth on Amer- 
ican soil than he did in the soil of Europe. It requires no argu- 
ment to sustain the proposition that if we have the quantity and 
quality of raw material for the construction of ships and can 
transform it into a manufactured article as cheaply as other na- 
tions, then we ought to be able to compete with any other nation 
in the world in the construction of ships. 


Total production of pig iron in the United States from 1310 to 1898. 




















7. Long Long || 7 2 Long 
Year. | tons. tons, Year. tons. 
i} 
53, 908 1,205,663 || 1883........... 4, 595, 510 
20, 600 1,305, 023 || 1884. .......... 4, 097, 868 
165, 000 1,481,250 || 1885........... 4, 044, 526 
286, 903 1, 711, 907 ff 2006........... 5, 683, 329 
5863, 755 1,665,179 || 1887........... 6, 417, 148 
657, 337 1, 706, 798 || 1888........... 6, 489, 738 
700, 159 2,548, 713 || 1889. .......... 7, 603, 642 
788, 515 | 2,560,963 |} 1890. .........- 9, 202, 703 
712, 640 2,401, 962 || 1891........... 8, 279, 870 
629, 548 | 1, 023, 733 || 1892...........] 9,157,000 
750, 560 | 1, 868,961 || 1893........... 7, 124, 502 
821, 223 1, 066, 594 || 1894........... 6, 657, 388 
653, 164 | 2’ 301, 215 } iis cciatestain 9; 446, 308 
703, 270 2, 741, 863 || 1896........... 8, 623, 127 
846, 075 8, 8356, 191 || 1897........... | 9,652, 680 
1,014, 282 | 4,144,254 |} 1808........... | 11,773, 934 
| 881,770 || 4, 623, 323 | 


As to the cost of the construction of ships in the United States, 
in comparison with England, I quote from the minority report of 
the House committee a statement made by Mr. W. I. Babcock. 
This statement is found in an article written by Mr. Charles E. 
Naylor in 1898, and is as follows: 


The ability not only to build good ships but to build them ascheaply as any 
competing nation can is one of the prime essentials, and it istherefore a great 
pleasure to be able to say that it is my deliberate opinion, after a careful in- 
spection of the various shipyards thrown open to us, that, given work enough 
to keep our yards (meaning the United States) occupied all the time, our 
larger and more modern shipyards could build ships and make money at 
English prices, and this notwithstanding the fact that the wages paid on the 
Clyde—taken from an official list I obtained in Glasgow—average about 55} 
per cent of the wages wepay. Hesaid: * This is due to the much greater use 
of labor-saving machinery in our yards, to their better arrangement for hand- 
ling material, to, in many respects, better tools, and, last, by no means least, 
to the fact that we manage our own business, that the union and walking 
delegate are not all-powerful with us, that master and man work together in 
America with mutual respect and esteem, that our mechanics are better and 
brighter workmen, more intelligent, and take more pride in their work.” 


Mr. HANNA. May I interrupt the Senator to ask from whom 
he is quoting? 

Mr. CLAY. Ihave been quoting from Mr. Babcock. 

Mr. HANNA. Whois he? The Senator knows him? 

Mr. CLAY. No, sir. I said he was an engineer. 

Mr. HANNA. Where is he from? 

Mr. CLAY. I should have said the article I just read was 
written by Mr. Naylor. 

Mr. HANNA. Is hea citizen of the United States? 

Mr. CLAY. Yes—— 

Mr. HANNA. [am more anxious about the other gentleman. 

Mr. CLAY. I was quoting from Mr. Naylor. 

Mr. HANNA. Oh! 

Mr. CLAY. As has been well said heretofore, we all know 
that the pendulum of advantage which has swung so long in favor 
of England is swinging our way at last. The changed conditions 
in the production of iron and stee], now produced more cheaply 
in the United States than anywhere else in the world, will enable 
us to build ships more cheaply than they can be built in England. 
Many years ago Mr. John Roach and Mr. Charles H. Cramp, two 
of our greatest shipbuilders, testified before a committee from 
the House of Representatives investigating the cause of the de- 
cline of our shipping interest, that if Congress would take off the 
duties from American iron, reducing it to the price of foreign 
iron, then we are prepared to compete with foreign shipbuilders. 

The labor question is misstated. We are prepared to meet that 
difficulty and to ask no further legislation on the subject. Con- 
gress began the policy of free material for shipbuilding for the 
foreign trade in 1872 and has steadily pursued and expanded that 
policy. Weall know that by sections 7 and 8 of the tariff act of 
1894, which were repeated in sections 12 and 13 of the tariff act of 
1897, the free list was extended so as to include all materials for 
the construction of ships. We all know that articles of domestic 
production, when used as supplies for vessels of the United States, 
are exempted from internal-revenue taxes. In view of these 
special favors enjoyed by the shipowners, is it just and right that 
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they should continue to clamor for additional assistance at the 
expense of the public Treasury? I hold in my hand the North 
American Review of 1892, containing an article written in Janu- 
ary of that year by Mr. Charles H. Cramp, one of our largest 
shipbuilders, in which he discussed the cost of building and main- 
taining ships in the United States in comparison with foreign- 
built ships. I quote his exact language, which is as follows: 


The proper form in which to put the question is, Can you build a ship to do 

the work of the City of New York, or the Majestic, or the Columbia, in all re- 
spects, for the same cost? To that question I would reply: Yes, or within as 
small a margin as would be likely to prevail in asimilar case between any 
two British shipyards. It is the fact that the first cost of ships is not only 
not a prime factor, but it is not even a serious factorin any competition that 
may occur between this country and Great Britain for a share of the traffic 
of the ocean. American shipyards have built or are building about 40 naval 
vessels of numerous rates and types, all of the very highest and most effective 
class in the world, and this development has been crowded into a space of 
about seven years. The disparity of cost of naval ships between our yards 
and those of Great Britain, ton for ton, gun for gun, and performance for 
»erformance, has dwindled in seven years until, in the case of the three 
atest battle ships, the margin between our classes and those of similar con- 
struction abroad may be expressed by a very small figure. If the current 
policy of construction be pursued for another decade (1902), coupled with a 
vigorous and persistent execution of the measures recently enacted in be- 
half of the merchant marine, the question which forms the subject of this 
yaper will be asked no more, unless, indeed, its point should ‘be reversed and 
Englishmen be asking one another, Can we build ships as economically as 
they can in the United States? 


Mr. Cramp predicted that by the year 1902 England and English- 
men would be asking and debating the question, How can we 
build ships as cheaply as the United States? In connection with 
the line of argument which I am now pursuing, pointing out the 
wonderful progress we are now making in the construction of 
ships, and pointing out the further fact that ships can be built as 
cheaply in this country as in England, I read part of an article 
published in The Statist, London, October 7, 1899, which is as 
follows: 


But it is not realized in this country— 


Meaning England— 


how much iron shipbuilding has already developed in the United States 
under the stimulus of the war. Of course, weall know how America took the 
lead in the good old days of wooden ships, but all do not realize how vigorous 
an infant now is the iron shipbuilding industry there. The Government's 
building yards have grown enormously since the United States began, in 1804, 
to build her own war ships. 

At the present time there are between 40 and 50 steel vessels of various 
classes in the process of construction for the United States Navy in no fewer 
than 16 different yards, of which there are 3 on the Pacific coast. These ves- 
sels range from first-class battle ships to small torpedo boats. and all the ma- 
terial till now has been of American manufacture, though of late some. 
purchases have had to be made of Great Britain. The American official re- 
turns are difticult to compare with our own, because the American fiscal year 
ends June 30: but in the last fiscal year the amount of steel tonnage alone, 
built in the United States, was 134.000 tons. In the present fiscal year the 
tonnage will be at least doubled, and may reach 300,000tons. Now, thismeans 
both great and rapid development. Besides the naval work we have men- 
tioned, every shipyard in the United States is reported to be full of merchant 
work, and is extending its area. Camden, N.J.,isputtingup anentirely new 
establishment, which when completed will rank as the largest building yard 
onthe Atlantic coast. This new yard will cover an area of 125 acres: it will 
be adapted to building first-class war ships of the largest size, and it will have 
a graving dock 800 feet long for the reception of ocean liners, of whicha 
specialty is to be made. 

All the Atlantic shipyards are now engaged on naval-construction work, 
as well as the repair work at the three Government yards at Norfolk, Va., 
Philadelphia, and Brooklyn. The Norfolk yard is an old establishment, 
dating back to the days of wooden frigates, and during the civil war it was 


the object of severe contention between the rival forces. It has been recon- 
structed. It has been reconstructed on modern lines, and is now adapted to 
the construction of war ships of the latest type, though it has not been able 
to make much of some of the damaged vessels captured from the Spaniards 


The Norfolk yard is, however, chiefly used for repair purposes; and, indeed, 
there has been comparatively little building in any of the Government yards 
of late years, Congress sceming to prefer to encourage private enterprises 
by letting out all new work on contract. There is little doubt that this has 
had material effect in attracting capital to and stimulating development in 
the shipbuilding industry within the last year or two; and it is to be re- 
membered that the private yards are not subject to the wage and labor con- 
ditions applied by Congress to the Government establishments, though an 
effort was made last Congress to make them applicable toall Government 
work, wherever done. 

The Philadelphia (League Island) yard has also been used almost excln- 
sively for repairs, but it is declared to be an ideal place for building, and wil 
be so utilized in the future. At the Brooklyn yard are the largest dry docks 
in the country, though at League Island a still larger one is in course of con- 
struction under a vote of last Congress. 

Meanwhile. however, all the additions to the United States Navy are being 
made by private builders under Government inspection, and fifty vessels of all 
sorts is a large order. Pending the completion of the Camden yard, the larg 
est shipbuilding establishments now iu operation are those of the Newport 
News Shipbuilding Company, Virginia, of the Cramp Company, at Philadel- 
phia, and of the Harlan-Hollingsworth Company, at Wilmington. But 
another large yard is being brought into operation on the Pacific coast. at 
Seattle, in the State of Washington, for the building of steamers for the 
Pacific trade. The obstacle to the development on the Pacific coast is, of 
course, the long carriage on material, the nearest base of supply for which is 
in Chicago. 

Notwithstanding this difficulty. shipbuilding is developing steadily there 


Two battle ships are now being built in the san Francisco yard which turned 
out the famous Oregon, and which has also built war ships for Japan. A large 
fleet of merchant vessels is wanted for the Pacific. and it is found cheaper to 
build them of deported material on the Pacific coast than to build them on 


the Atlantic and send the ships around Cape Horn. At San Francisco, as 





































































f 


aaa Seana ee pieenmneeeeneEnanEEID 


epee 
Ey 


rE ea 


aa ae 
oa a 


eee Tg 


— 


eee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


well as at the new yard at Seattle, quite a number of high-class large ocean 
steamers for the Pacific trade are being built—the largest merchant steamers, 
we believe, as yet built in the States. 

The United States Commissioner of Navigation recently estimated, whilst 
gathering material for his annual report, that not fewer than 1,000 vessels 
were added to the American register during the last fiscal year, including, 
of course, vessels purchased from foreigners and vessels intended for the in- 
land waters only. We can not yet tell how much of that tonnage comes into 
the ocean carrying trade, but the Commissioner of Navigation has prepared 


tables to show the effect which the proposed shipping legislation will have | 
upon shipping, on the assumption that the subsidies will merely “ offset” the | 


higher cost of construction and operation in the United States. He also re 
gards the subsidies as an * offset’ to payments under British mail contracts, 
which is a fallacy, for under our mail contracts we merely pay for services 
rendered —that isto say, the so-called mail subsidies are just freightage for 
goods carried. Of more importance, to our mind, than the subsidies pro 
posed by Senator HANNA is the fact that the cost of production of iron and 
steel in the future promises to be considerably lower in the United States 
than in this country. We do not refer to present conditions, which are ab- 
normal, but to the conditions which will prevail when the present excitement 
has abated. 

The question that concerns us, with an abundance of cheap steel 
and iron in the United States, is, How are we in the future tocom- 

pete with that nation in the building of ships? Well may England 

alarmed about the situation, for an examination of our exports, 
consisting of material in the construction of ships, points unerr- 
ingly to the conclusion that we are to-day producing iron and 
steel cheaper than any country in the world. Inan article writ- 
ten by Mr. George Wenlersse, taken from the report of the House 
committee, found in Consular Reports, March 3, 1900, he truth- 
fully says: 

Gradually the Americans are pushing their way into the British colonies. 
The last railroad built in India has American rails. American manufacturers 
export their iron and motors, their machinery and galvanic wires, to Cape 
Colony. Egypt, too, has Philadelphia bridge builders on the scene. Three 
hundred railroad coaches have found their way from Jersey City into the 
land of the Pharaohs, and electrical tramways are forged in the foundries of 
Pittsburg to connect Cairo with the Pyramids. Even Europe is not safe 
against the invasion of American iron and steel. Russia, France, Germany, 
and Italy must pay tribute. England herself buys American locomotives, 
steel rails, railroad coaches, and even coal from the United States. Sheffield, 
England, the home of the steel industry, has been dethroned by Pittsburg. 
It would be frivolity to remain indifferent to the expansion of this leviathan 
people 

In the same article the writer makes this striking statement: 

To-day ships may be built at Bath, San Francisco, Philadelphia, Wilming 
ton. Chester, and Newport News as cheaply as anywhere in the world. 

The argument presented by the majority of the committee that 
the American shipowners pay better wages to labor can be easily 
answered. We know previous to 1855, when American ships com- 
peted successfully with British ships in our foreign-carrying trade, 
we then paid better wages to our sailors than the English paid. 
Still we successfully met the keen competition of our rivals. An 
examination into the scale of wages paid by us, in comparison 
with British wages, coupled with the food and comforts of the 
sailors of both nations, show a decided advantage to our sailors. 
While this is true, the nutritious food and superior treatment re- 
ceived by our sailors enable them to do much more efficient work 
than the British sailors perform. It is estimated that our sailors 
do from 17 to 28 per cent more work than British sailors. 

Another illustration of the wonderful progress we have made 
in the iron industry may be found by a careful examination of 
both our imports and exports of pig iron during the last twenty 

ears. In 1880 214 per cent of the pig iron consumed in the 

Jnited States came from foreign countries; in 1882 10.64 per 
cent of the pig iron used by us asa nation came from foreign 
countries; in 1885 only 3.57 per cent of the pig iron used by us 
came from foreign countries; in 1891 less than 1 per cent of the 
pig iron consumed by the United States came from foreign coun- 
tries, and in 1899 we produced more than 11,000,000 tons of pig 
iron, and of the amount consumed by us only one-fifth of 1 per cent 
came from foreign countries. We exported of domestic iron and 
steel railroad bars in 1880 only 1,008 tons; in 1882, 3,351 tons; in 
1885, 7,956 tons; in 1890, 10,236 tons; in 1893, 15,698 tons, and in 1899, 
277,885 tons. There was an increase from 1893 to 1899, a period 
of six years, of over 1,500 per cent. (See Statistical Abstract, 1899, 
page 362.) , 

The Commissioner of Navigation, in his annual report for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, says that the last fiscal year has 
been not only the most prosperous known to American shipping 
interests during recent years, but measured by absolute, not rel- 
ative, statistical standards, it has been the most notable year in 
the history of American shipping. He tells us that the returns for 
the first quarter of the current fiscal year and reports on vessels 
under construction or contract give promise that the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, will surpass even the remarkable record of 
the fiscal year just closed. He tells us that our total documentary 
tonnage on June 30, 1900, comprised 23,333 vessels of 5,164,839 gross 
tons, and that this total has been exceeded but three times in our 
history, and that if the tonnage of our canal boats and barges was 
included the actual tonnage of the United States for last year was 
unquestionably greater than ever before in our history. I also 
insert, as a part of my remarks, on page 25 of his last report, the 
steam vessels built in the United States from 1891 to 1900, 
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Steel steam vessels built in United States. 


Atlantic. Pacific. | Great Lakes. | Total. 


Num- 


49, 983 
19, 920 
18, 020 
63, 591 
56, 670 
5, 25, 287 
3,317 48, 375 
96, 259 


3 











26 | 17,191 | 198 | 450, 080 | 465 


We know that Congress has been most liberal in making appro- 
priations to enlarge our Navy. This we all approve. We in- 
creased the appropriations from $15,000,000 to $65,000,000 in a 
period of three years; and it is estimated that the total expendi- 
tures of the Navy Department, including the cost of construction 
of new ships, for the year 1902 will be $87,172,630.06. So it can 
not be said that we are likely to need auxiliary cruisers, trans- 


| ports, and seamen for Government use. This bill is not designed 


for any such purposes. Private parties, anxious to advance their 
own interests, are the real beneficiaries under its provisions. Be- 
fore I conclude my remarks | desire again to call attention to 
another feature of the report of the Commissioner of Navigation, 
who seems to be the special champion of the measure we have 
under consideration. On page 31 of that report he gives us the 
price of steel plate used for ships, both in the United States and 
Great Britain, for 1899, which I desire to insert as a part of my 
remarks: 

Price of steel plate in the United States and Great Britain from April, 1899, to 
September, 1900. 


United Great 
States. Britain. 


August 
September 
October 
November 
December 


January 24 
February 40 
18 

42.56 

40, 82 

33. 60 

28.00 

August . 24.08 
September 24. 64 


He tells us in this report that in 1898 we exported to Great 
Britain some of the steel plates for the British steamship Oceanic, 
the largest vessel afloat, and that during the past summer Amer- 
ican steel ship plates have been quoted in British markets, though 
ocean freights have been $5 and, in some instances, more. While 
he says special causes have, of course, been at work in both coun- 
tries to produce the marked fluctuations in the prices of steel ship 
plates, it is doubtless within bounds to assert for the future, under 
normal conditions, the price of steel ship plates in the United 
States will usually be lower than in Great Britain. 

But, Mr. President, thus far I have endeavored to point out the 
inequalities and favoritism running through the entire measure, 
but my objections to such legislation go still further; because, in 
my opinion, the bill is vicious in principle, and bounties have 
always been repugnant tothe spirit of our free institutions. The 
$9,000,000 donated to a certain class of shipowners is necessarily 
taken from the entire people by taxaticn. If the shipowner is 
entitled to a bounty to aid him in his private business, can not the 
farmer, with equal justice, demand a bounty from the public 
Treasury on his corn, his wheat, cotton, or other products? 

Can not we, with as much propriety, take from the public Treas- 
ury 20 centsa bushel for all grain raised by the farmer and donate it 
as a bounty, and with equal consistency, as we can make this dona- 
tion to theshipowners? Itis manifestly unequal and unjust to tax 
farmers, shoemakers, carpenters, blacksmiths, masons, dairymen, 
miners, and railroad men to pay a bounty to shipowners for every 
mile they sail upon the sea, unless you go into the public Treasury 
and give a bounty to all forms of industry, which is impossible. 
In the United States, with our free institutions, the people have 
a right to expect that all legislation will tend to equalize the con- 
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ditions of human life. This bill, if enacted into law, will tend to 
build up a moneyed aristocracy and to reproduce in the United 
States the method of government which has for centuries con- 
trolled Europe. Our Republic has always stood for equality of 
rights and against discriminating legislation. 

istory teaches us that the governments of Europe seek through 
unjust legislation to build up great estates and have little regard 
for the masses. Is it possible that we have arrived at a period in 
our history when we are willing to forsake that spirit of justice 
and agony which has characterized our Republic in the past 
and follow in the footsteps of the monarchs of Europe? We are 
constantly reminded, when we undertake to legislate for the peo- 
ple of the United States, that we are justified in pursuing a cer- 
tain line of policy because England has pursued such a policy. 

In the argument thus advanced we have already been told that 
England subsidizes ships. She subsidizes lines of ships connected 
with her outlying possessions just as we pay star lines of our pos- 
tal system to deliver mail within our territorial limits. There is 
a difference between our system of government and England and 
a difference between our territorial possessions. England’s terri- 
torial possessions extend around the globe, and she needs speedy 
and prompt postal communication with her outlying possessions. 
The United States, notwithstanding the fact that we have made 
departure from the teachings of our fathers, are still a compact 
nation with few outlying possessions. 

An examination of the expenditures of foreign nations for mer- 
chant shipping will show that the amounts contributed by each 
are for the purposes of paying for carrying the mail. I insert as 


Commissioner of Navigation for 1899, showing the amounts con- | 
These | 


tributed by foreign nations and for what purposes used. 
tables will be found on pages 24 and 25 of the Report of the Com- 
missioner of Navigation. 


EXPENDITURES BY FOREIGN NATIONS FOR MERCHANT SHIPPING. 


The following table shows the current annual expenditures of the mari- 
time nations of Europe and Japan, so far as they have been ascertained, in 
behalf of their respective merchant navies. The latest available official re- 
ports, reports of steamship companies and mail contracts, copies of which 
are on file in the Bureau, have been used. The statement is not complete, 
but it is believed to be accurate as far as it professes to go. Complete figures 
for the current year would probably increase the total of $26,355,041. For the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1809, the United States paid for ocean mails to 
American vessels $998,211, and to foreign vessels $487,038, of which the British 
$157 0s and White Star lines received $245,620 and the North German Lloyd 

voi, ‘ 








| 





| and hopes of all men who love liberty and justice. 


ning ofa carnival for extravagance and the profligate and shame- 
ful squandering of public money. Let us not make it the begin- 
ning of a policy founded on favoritism in legislation and with 
subsidies to favored classes. Let us not crush the farmer, the 
artisan, or the plowman by bounties granted to others by exac- 
tions upon them. These classes are entitled to as much consid- 
eration at the hands of the Government as the shipowners. If 
the shipowner, by the contribution of the taxpayers, is to enlarge 
his business and increase his profits, why is not the cotton and 
grain grower entitled to equal consideration? 

Is the financial success of one class of our people of greater con- 
cern than that of another? What special service has the ship- 


| owner conferred upon his country that he should have the right 


to tax the farmer, the merchant, or the laborer to build up his 
private business and to enhance his private fortune? The princi- 
ples of this bill are unjust, undemocratic, and absolutely inde- 
fensible. The Democratic party stands for a government that 
shall protect all, and grant favors to none. In the history of our 
country we have seen political parties rise and fall, and we can 
not always point out the forces that control results. No political 
party can afford to forsake principle in order to obtain victory. 
The Democratic party will remain true to the principles of our 
Government, and will rally around its standard the aspirations 
The Demo- 


| cratic party sympathizes with all men in the hard struggles of 


life, and will never oppress one class to enrich another. The party 
stands for absolute justice, equality of rights, economical and hon- 


| est government, and equal opportunities for all men under and 
a part of my remarks the marked tables of the report of the | 


| 


| 
| 


ey SE iicida nce dbeeinn < dated wecene sesh 4econe.od cece nheadacens $5, 851, 525 | 
Mail contracts and mail pay, 1899! ..................... $8, 755, 395 
Colonial mail contracts, 1899?..............-........... 765, 450 
Mail contracts notascertained (about), 1899? ......... 100, 000 
Admiralty subventions, 1899! .......................... 316, 323 
Retainers to merchant seamen, 1899! ...............2..- 606, 853 
Refunds to British ships with naval-reserve appren- 
rr i eudews weene obheew ai 150, 000 
Canadian fishing bounties, 1897! . 157, 504 
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Trans-Atlantic mails (about)®.....................-...- 350, 000 
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Navigation bounties (annual averag® for past five 
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Construction bounties, 1897! ...................--....-- 993, 142 
I om eeuneewheny 119, 840 
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Mail subsidies, 18997. ._.....-. sbdaxclhiubattha’ ndinedh Gouten 1, 679, 985 
I ED nine cian aeskan senses enenesce B04, 557 
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motive Cain Sani 1, 724, 249 
Mn, 7 cch 1d sha cen Cedighbtieds eeotneeoedte 1, 724, 249 
Navigation and construction bounties............................ (2) 
ee Rete ed sh ck enki cp trbednddbas eueeudeksl kal memes 1, 620, 927 
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The last few years Providence has blessed us with plentiful 
crops, bountiful harvests, and in consequence almost unparalleled 
commercial activity. Congress meets surrounded with these 
favorable conditions. Let us not make this occasion the begin- 


1Government report or statute. *Steamship report or contract. * Estimate. 


before the law. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, it had been my intention tomake 
a few remarks on the subsidy bill this afternoon, but the hour is 
late. On Thursday I shall ask unanimous consent to take up the 
matter immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, 
so that I may conclude before 3 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. ~I do not wish to object, but there is a special 
order for Thursday. 

Mr. HANNA. I thought I could conclude before 3 o'clock if I 
could be permitted by unanimous consent tocommence at the time 
indicated. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. HANNA. 
to conclude. 


I will not make any objection. 
I shall not commence if there will not be time 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. Afterone hourand twenty-three 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, December 12, 1900, at 3 o'clock p. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 11, 1900. 
AMBASSADOR, 


George V. L. Meyer, of Massachusetts, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy, vice 
William F.. Draper, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 11, 1900, 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


James M. Beck, of Pennsylvania, to be Assistant Attorney-Gen- 

eral. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION, 

Huntington Wilson, of Illinois, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Japan. 

Samuel Morrill, of Massachusetts, to be third secretary of the 
embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany. 

H, Percival Dodge, of Massachusetts, to be second secretary of 
the embassy of the United States at Berlin, Germany. 


, REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFCE. 


‘Harry H. Myers, of Brinkley, Ark., to be register of the land 
| office at Little Rock, Ark. 


COMMISSIONER TO REVISE THE LAWS, 


William D, Bynum, of Indiana, to be commissioner to revise 
| and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States, 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


James B. Holland,of Pennsylvania, to be attorney of the United 


States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. 
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MINERAI-LAND COMMISSIONERS, 
George A. Black, of Fairhaven, Wash., to be a mineral-land 
commissioner in Idaho. 
Thomas A. Davis, of Malad, Idaho, to be a mineral-land com- 
missioner in Idaho, 
_ Homer B. King, of Idaho, to be a mineral-land commissioner 
in Idaho. 
ASSAYER. 
3enjamin H. Tatem, of Montana, to be assayer in charge of 
the United States assay office at Helena, Mont. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 
George W. McCoy, of Tennessee, to be an assistant surgeon in | 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
Claude C. Pierce, of Tennessee, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine- Hospital Service of the United States. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Cavalry arm. 
Sergt. James Huston, Troop F, Sixth Cavalry, July 25, 1900. 
First Sergt. Edward Calvert, Troop M, First Cavalry, July 25, 
1900. 
Sergt. Bruce Palmer. Troop H, Sixth Cavalry, July 25 oe 
Sergt. James E. Fechét, Troop D, Sixth Cavalry, July 2 , 1900, 
First Sergt. Philip W. Corbusier, Troop C, Fourth jg 
July 25, 1900. 
Infantry arm. 


Harry W. Graham, of Ohio (corporal,Company D, Twelfth In- 
fantry, United States Army), September 1, 1900. 
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| et Nels Anderson, Troop C, First Cavalry, July 25, 1900. 


James C, Williams, of the District of Columbia (second lieu- | ) 1900 
| 25, 1900. 


tenant squadron Philippine Cavalry, United States Volunteers), 
ey 1, 1900. 
John Royden Kelly, of South Dakota, September 1, 1900. 
E. R. Warner McCabe, of Virginia, September 1, 1900. 
William Swift Martin, of New York, October 11, 1900, 
William G. Ball, of Ohio, October 15, 1900. 
Joseph A. Marmon, of Ohio, October 15, 1900. 
Emery T. Smith, of California, October 15, 1900. 


Corpl. Ward Dabney, Company H, Tenth Infantry, July 25, 1900. | 
. Third Artillery, July 25, 1900. | 
First. nm Paul M. Goodrich, Company M, eotmenahs Infan- | : 
| 1900, 


Corpl. John T. Berry, Battery A 


try, July 25, 1900. 

Sergt. F rank H. Kalde, Company M, Second Infantry, July 25, 
1900. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. William W. Taylor, jr., Fourth Infantry, 
July 25, 1900. 

Q. M. Sergt. John B. Murphy, Battery D, Fourth Artillery, July 
25, 1900. 


Corpl. Russell C. Hand, Troop G, Second Cavalry, July 25, 1900. | 
First Sergt. Henry A. Bell, Company M, Twentieth Infantry, | 


July 25, 1900. 

Corpl. Bruno T, Scher, Company M, Eighth Infantry, July 25, 
1900. 

Private George A. Herbst, Battery K, Sixth Artillery, July 25, 
1900. 


oa William McE. Walton, Battery H, Sixth Artillery, July 
1900, 
‘Be rgt. Frank B, Edwards, Battery H, Fourth Artillery, July 25, 
1900, 
Corpl. Arthur H. Freshwater, Troop K, Sixth Cavalry, July 25, 
1900, 
Electrician Sergt. William Korst, United States Army, July 25, 
1900, 
Rs Jorpl. Joseph C. Kay, Company D, Battalion of Engineers, July 
1900. 
co Steward John Jackson, United States Army, July 25, 
| 1900. 
Acting Hosp. Steward Walter C. Jones, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900. 
Com. Sergt. Charles Abel, United States Army, July 25, 1900, 
Com. Sergt. George R. Greene, Ninth Infantry, July 25, 1900. 
Private Elliot Caziare, Company F, Fifteenth Infantry, July 
25, 1900. 
First Sergt. La Vergne L. Gregg, Company M, Twenty-second 
Infantry, July 25. 1900. 
Acting Hosp. Steward Oliver F. Snyder, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900. 
Acting aap Steward Edward Lee Rains, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900. 
Electrician Sergt. Charles L. Woodhouse, United States Army, 
July 25, 1900, 
Private Bertram P. Johnson, Company H, Seventh Infantry, 
July 25, 1900. 
Sergt. Gustave A. Wieser, Battery G, Fourth Artillery, July 
25, 1900. 
First Sergt. Walter L. Reed, Battery N, Second Artillery, July 


Sergt. Ira F. Fravel, Company L, Fifth Infantry, July 25, 1900. 
| berst. William M. Kistler, Battery D, Seventh artillery, July 
~"iplectrician Sergt. Robert M. Ellicott, United States Army, July 
~ cok Ned M. Green, Company D, Seventh Infantry, July 30, 
OTe. Theodore H. Koch, Battery I, Sixth Artillery, August 3, 
ani William C. Stone, Troop F, Second Cavalry, August 7, 


Corp!. James A. Moss, Company B, Seventh Infantry, August 


| 13, 1900. 


Corpl. Charles F. Leonard, Company K, Twenty-first Infantry, 


| August 14, 1900. 


Sergt. Henry C. Merriam, Battery H, Sixth Artillery, August 
20, 1900. 

Corp!. John Sherman Chambers, Company M, Second Infantry, 
August 22, 1900. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. James Regan, jr., Ninth Infantry, Au- 
gust 24, 1900. 

Corpl. Gilbert M. Allen, Gompany B, Sixth Infantry, August 


| 29, 1900. 





Corpl. Jairus A. Moore, Company G, Twenty-first Infantry, | 


July 25, 1900. 


Corpl. Philip J. Lauber, Battery B, Sixth Artillery, July 25, 1900, | 


Com. Sergt. James V. Guthrie, Thirteenth Infantry, July 25 
1900. 


Corpl. Thomas M, Hunter, Battery O, Second Artillery, July | 


25, 1900. 


1900, 


Private Gad Morgan, Company K, Fifteenth Infantry, July 25, 


Corpl. Elverton E. Fuller, Company E, Third Infantry, July 25, | 


1900. 


Sergt. William S. Neely, Battery A, Sixth Artillery, July 25, | 


1900, 


try, July 25, 1900. 


First Sergt. Frank H. Adams, Company I, Seventeenth Infan- | 


Sergt. George C. Lewis, Troop M, Third Cavalry, July 25, 1900. | 
First Sergt. Ernest G. Smith, Company L, Seventeenth Infan- | 


try, July 25, 1900. 


Private William H. Patterson, Troop B, Third Cavalry, July | 


25, 1900. 

Sergt. David A. Lindsay, Battery L, Second Artillery, July 25 
1900. 

( ~ Leonard J. Mygatt, Company H, Twenty-third Infantry, 
July 25, 1900. 

a oenl. Elliott M. Norton, Company L, Eighteenth Infantry, July | 

, 1900. 

a M. Sergt. Thomas M. Bains, jr., Battery E, Sixth Artillery, 
July 25, 1900. 

Sergt. Roscoe H. Hearn, Troop M, Fourth Cavalry, July 2 
1900. 


Private Raymond W. Briggs, unassigned, Fourth Infantry, Au- 
gust 31, 1900. 

Acting Hosp. Steward Cleaveland Hilson, United States Army, 
August 31, 1900. 

( ‘orpl. John Randolph, Company G, Sixth Infantry, August 31, 


“* | 4900, 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 
To be second lieutenants, 
. Cadet George B. Pillsbury. 
Cadet Edward M. Adams. 
To be additional second lieutenants 
Cadet Gustave R. Lukesh. 
. Cadet Edmund M, Rhett. 
. Cadet John R. Slattery. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Artillery arm. 
Cadet Charles R. Lawson, 
Cadet Francis A. Pope. 
Cadet Gilbert A. Youngberg, 
Cadet Stanley B. Hamilton. 
. Cadet William P. Stokey. 
Cadet William I, Westerveldt, 
. Cadet Frederick L. Buck. 
Cadet Jay P. Hopkins. 
22. Cadet Leroy T. Hillman, 
Cadet Upton Birnie, jr. 
. Cadet Archibald H. Sunderland. 
. Cadet Clarence Deems, jr. 
26. Cadet Raymond H. Fenner, 
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Cadet Charles L. J. Frohwitter, 
Cadet Edward P. Nones. 

. Cadet Clifford C. Carson, 

Cadet John McManus. 


Cavalry arm, 


. Cadet Joseph A, Baer. 
Jadet Frank O. Whitlock. 

Cadet Charles F. Martin. 

Cadet Robert E. Wood. 

. Cadet Willis V. Morris. 

Cadet Walter S. Grant. 

Cadet Charles M. Wesson. 

Cadet Morton C, Mumma. 

. Cadet Frank P. Amos. 

. Cadet Julian A. Benjamin. 
Cadet John Watson. 

. Cadet Samuel R. Gleaves., 

Cadet Lewis S. Morey. 

Cadet James Goethe. 

. Cadet Robert F. Jackson. 

Cadet Varien D. Dixon. 

. Cadet Verne La S. Rockwell. 

Cadet John W. Wilen. 

. Cadet George B. Comly. 

. Cadet Augustine McIntyre, 

Cadet Charles G. Harvey. 

Richard M, Thomas. 


Infantry arm, 


Cadet Edwin G. Davis. 

. Cadet Herman Glade. 

82. Cadet Arthur P. S. Hyde. 
Cadet Harry E. Mitchell, 
Cadet Ernest E. Allen. 

. Cadet Frank S. Bowen. 

. Cadet Fred C. Doyle. 

. Cadet James P. Robinson. 
7. Cadet Pressley K. Brice. 

. Cadet George T. Perkins. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. Henry P. McCain, Fourteenth Infantry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general, with the rank of major, November 9, 1900. 

Capt. James T. Kerr, Seventeenth Infantry, to be assistant 
adjutant-general, with the rank of major, November 12, 1900. 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. John L. Chamberlain, First Artillery, to be inspector- 
general, with the rank of major, November 10, 1900. 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


First Lieut. David 8, Stanley, Twenty-second Infantry, to be | 


assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain, August 13, 1900. 

First Lieut. Richmond McA. Scholfield, Fifth Cavalry, to be 
assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain, November 1, 
1900. 

SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. William H. Bean, Second Cavalry, to be commis- 
sary of subsistence, with the rank of captain, July 31, 1900. 

First Lieut. William H. Hart, Seventh Cavalry, to be commis- 


sary of subsistence, with the rank of captain, November 10, 1900. | 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT, 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 


Walter D. Webb, of New York, captain and assistant surgeon, 


Forty-third Infantry, United States Volunteers, October 3, 1900. 

George W. Mathews, of Massachusetts, captain and assistant 
surgeon, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United States Volunteers, Octo- 
ber 3, 1900. 

Maj. A. W. Shockley, of Kansas, late surgeon, Seventh United 
States Volunteer Infantry, October 3, 1900. 

Robert N. Winn, of Kentucky, late captain and assistant sur- 
geon, Second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, October 3, 1900. 

Theodore C, Lyster, of Michigan, October 3, 1900. 

Sanford H, Wadhams, of Connecticut, October 3, 1900. 

Chandler P. Robbins, of Kentucky, October 3, 1900. 

Thomas L. Rhoads, of Pennsylvania, October 3, 1900. 

Harry L. Gilchrist, of Ohio, October 3, 1900. 

William J. L. Lyster, of Michigan, October 3, 1900. 

Elbert E. Persons, of Illinois, October 3, 1900. 

William N. Bispham, of Maryland, October 3, 1900. 

Edward F. Geddings, of South Carolina, October 9, 1900. 

Howard W. Beal, of Maine, November 1, 1900. 


SIGNAL CORPS. 


First Lieut. Edgar Russel, Sixth Artillery, to be first lieuten- 
ant, August 80, 1900, 


INFANTRY ARM, 
To be second lieutenant. 


Harry Graham, of Ohio (corporal, Company D, Twelfth Infan- 
try, United States Army), September 1, 1900. 


To be captain, 


George W. Kirkman, of Illinois, late captain, Twelfth Infantry, 
United States Army, to be captain of infantry, with rank from 
July 19, 1899, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY BY TRANSFER. 
Second Lieut. Augustine McIntyre, from the cavalry arm to 


the artillery arm, July 11, 1900, with rank from June 13, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Arthur P. 8. Hyde, from the infantry arm to the 

artillery arm, July 11, 1900, with rank from June 13, 1900, 

Second Lieut. Albert N. McClure, from the infantry arm to the 

| cavalry arm, June 15, 1900, with rank from February 16, 1899. 

Second Lieut. Fred W. Hershler, from the infantry arm to the 

cavalry arm, June 30, 1900, with rank from June 14, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Robert M. Ellicott, from the infantry arm to the 

artillery arm, August 25, 1900, with rank from July 25, 1900, 

| 

| 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. John V. Furey, deputy quartermaster-general, to be 
assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of colonel, August 
12, 1900. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin B. Atwood, deputy quartermaster-general, to 
| be assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of colonel, No- 
| vember 1, 1900, 
| Maj. Forrest H. Hathaway, quartermaster, to be deputy quar- 
| termaster-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 12, 
| 1900. 
| Maj. Joshua W. Jacobs, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter- 
| master-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, November 1, 

1900. 

Capt. William H., Miller, assistant quartermaster, to be quarter- 
| master, with the rank of major, August 12, 1900, 

Capt. Samuel R. Jones, assistant quartermaster, to be quarter- 

master, with the rank of major, November 1, 1900, 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. Alfred A. Woodhull, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general, with therank of colonel. October 8, 1900, 
Maj. Alfred C. Girard, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general, 
with the rank of lieutenant colonel, October 8, 1900. 
| Capt. John L. Phillips, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 
rank of major, October 8, 1900. 


CAVALRY ARM. 


First Lieut. Herbert S. Whipple, Seventh Cavalry, to be captain, 
| July 10, 1900. 
First Lieut. Charles W. Farber, Eighth Cavalry, to be captain, 
November 14, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Stephen M. Kochersperger, Second Cavalry, to be 
| first lieutenant, July 10, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Ola W. Bell, Third Cavalry, to be first lieutenant, 
November 14, 1900. 


ARTILLERY ARM. 


| 
| Lieut. Col. Tully McCrea, Fifth Artillery, to be colonel,. 
1900, 
| Maj. John H. Calef, First Artillery (since retired), to be lieu- 
| tenant-colonel, June 6, 1900. 
| Maj. John L. Tiernon, First Artillery, to be lis 
|} July 15, 1900. 
| Maj. James M. Lancaster, Fourth Artillery (since deceased), to 
| be lieutenant-colonel, August 10, 1900. 
Maj. James M. Ingalls, Fifth Artillery, to be lieutenant-colone!, 
October 5, 1900. 
| Capt. James O'Hara, Third Artillery, to be major, June 6, 1900. 
| Capt. Asher C. Taylor, Second Artillery, to be major, June 18, 
1900. 
Capt. Richard P. Strong, Fourth Artillery, to be major, July 15 
1900, 
Capt. Henry W. Hubbell, First Artillery, to be major, August 
10, 1900. 
Capt. William F. Stewart, Fourth Artillery, to be major, Octo- 
ber 1, 1900, 
Capt. Anthony W. Vogdes, Fifth Artillery, to be major, Octo- 
ber 5, 1900. 
First Lieut. Elisha S. Benton, Seventh Artillery, to be captain, 
June 6, 1900. 
First Lieut. Harry L. Hawthorne, Sixth Artillery, to be cap- 
tain, June 18, 1900, 


luly 15, 


utenant-colone!l, 


? 
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First Lieut. Cornélis De W. Willcox, Seventh Artillery, to be 
captain, July 15, 1900. 
First Lieut. Arthur F. Curtis, Sixth Artillery, to be captain, 
August 10, 1900. 
First Lieut. John D. Barrette, Seventh Artillery, to be captain, 
August 15, 1900. 
First Lieut. Charles F, Parker, Second Artillery, to be captain, 
October 1, 1900, 
First. Lieut. Elmer W. Hubbard, Seventh Artillery, to be cap- 
tain, October 5, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Willard D. Newbill, Seventh Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, April 8, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Harold E. Cloke, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant, May 31, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Samuel C, Vestal, Seventh Artillery, to be first 
lientenant, Jump 6, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Thomas H. R. McIntyre, Sixth Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant, June 18, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Richard H. McMaster, Sixth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, July 15, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Philip R. Ward, Seventh Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 10, 1900, 
Second Lieut. Manus McCloskey, Fifth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, August 15, 1900. 
Second Lieut. John E. Stephens, Seventh Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, September 4, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Thomas E. Merrill, First Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. October 1, 1900. 
Second Lieut. George A. Nugent, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, October 5, 1900. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
5 om Col. Charles F. Robe, Seventeenth Infantry, to be colonel 
uly 13, 1900. 
Maj. Alfred C. Markley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, June 9, 1900. 
Maj. Lyster M. O’Brien, Seventeenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, July 13, 1900. 
Maj. William Auman, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, September 7, 1900. 
Maj. Jesse M. Lee, Fifteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
October 9, 1900. 
Maj. James M. Miller, Twenty-second Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, November 13, 1900. 
Capt. Edwin B. Bolton, Sixteenth Infantry, to be major, June 
9, 1900. 
Capt. 
1900, 
Capt. Charles L. Hodges, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be major, 
July 13, 1900. 
Capt. Robert H. R. Loughborough, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to 
be major, August 11, 1900. 
Capt. John G. Ballance, Twenty-second Infantry, to be major, 
September 7, 1900. 
Capt. William J. Turner, Second Infantry, to be major, October 
5, 1900. 
Capt. Frank Taylor, Eighth Infantry, to be major, October 9, 
1900. 
Capt. Richard T. Yeatman, Third Infantry, to be major, No- 
vember 13, 1900. 
First Lieut. Francis H. Schoeffel, Ninth Infantry, to be captain, 
April 18, 1900. 
First Lieut. William H. Bertsch, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, May 12, 1900, 
First Lieut. Ross L. Bush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, May 31, 1900. 
First Lieut. Joseph L. Donovan, Sixteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, June 3, 1900. 
First Lieut. John B. Bennet, Sixth Infantry, to be captain, 
June 9, 1900. 
First Lieut. Melville S. Jarvis, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
June 18, 1900. 
First Lieut. John W. Heavey, Eleventh Infantry, to be captain, 
July 9, 1900. 
First Lieut. Harry J. Hirsch, Fourth Infantry, to be captain, 
July 13, 1900, 
First Lieut. Joseph Frazier, Ninth Infantry, to be captain, 
August 11, 1900. 
First Lieut. Robert L. Hamilton, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
September 7, 1900. 
First Lieut. La Roy 8S. Upton, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
September 15, 1900. 
irst Lieut. Harry A. Smith, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, Sep- 
tember 17, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Clifton C. Kinney, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, April 18, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Woodson Hocker, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 12, 1900. 


James 8. Pettit, First Infantry, to be major, June 18, 








| 





Second Lieut. Juan A. Boyle, Twenty-first Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 25, 1900. 

Second Lieut. James 8. Young, jr., Tenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 31, 1900. 

Second Lieut. William M. Parker, First Infantry, to be first 


lieutenant, June 3, 1900. 


Second Lieut. Charles B. Clark, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, June 9, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Irvin L. Hunt, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, June 18, 1900. 

Second Lieut. George S. Simonds, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, July 2, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Louis S. D. Rucker, jr., Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, July 9, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Robert E. Frith, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, July 13, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Llewellyn N. Bushfield, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, July 29, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Samuel T. Ansell, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, August 11, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Robert H. Peck, Tenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 13, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Halsey E. Yates, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 7, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Clement A. Trott, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 15, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Wilson B. Burtt, Eighth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 17, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Walter S. Brown, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, September 20, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Josiah C. Minus, Twentieth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 22, 1900. 

First Lieut. Hollis C. Clark, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, September 23, 1900. 

First Lieut. George C. Saffarrans, Tenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, October 5, 1900. 

First Lieut. Palmer E. Pierce, Thirteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, October 9, 1900. 

First. Lieut. Lutz Wahl, Twenty-first Infantry, to be captain, 
October 31, 1900. 

First Lieut. William P. Jackson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be captain, November 13, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Charles M. Bundel, Fourth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, September 23, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Henry L. Harris, jr., Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, October 5, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Laurence Halstead, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 9, 1900, 

Second Lieut. Frederick W. Van Duyne, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, to be first lientenant, October 15, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Charles D. Herron, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, October 31, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. Calvert, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, November 13, 1900. 


SIGNAL CORPS. 

First Lieut. Samuel Reber, to be captain, to date from July 1, 
1900. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 

Capt. Frank B. McKenna, Forty-sixth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers (first lieutenant, Fifteenth Infantry, United States 
Army), to be inspector-general of volunteers with the rank of 
major, December 6, 1900. 

Capt. Daniel E. McCarthy, assistant quartermaster, United 
States Army, to be quartermaster of volunteers with the rank of 
major, December 3, 1900. 

GENERAL OFFICERS, 
To be major-generals. 

Brig. Gen. Loyd Wheaton, United States Volunteers (colonel 
Seventh Infantry, United States Army), June 18, 1900. 

Brig. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, United States Volunteers (colonel 
Eighth Cavalry, United States Army), July 19, 1900, 

To be brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas H. Barry, assistant adjutant-general, United 

States Army, June 18, 1900. 
FIELD AND STAFF OFFICERS. 
To be inspector-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 

Maj. Parker W. West, inspector-general, United States Volun- 
teers (captain, Fifth Cavalry, United States Army), December 1, 
1900. 


To be quartermasters with the rank of major. 
Capt. William W. Robinson, jr., assistant quartermaster, United 
States Army, August 14, 1900. 
Capt. Joseph C. Byron, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, September 27, 1900, 





1900. 
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To be assistant quartermasters with the rank of captain. | Second Lieut. Richard O. Rickard, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900. 


First Lieut. George C. Barnhardt, Sixth Cavalry, United States 
Army, July 27, 1900. 

First Lieut. Pegram Whitworth, Eighteenth Infantry, United 
States Army, October 12, 1900. 

First Lieut. William C. Davis, Sixth Artillery, United States 
Army, October 29, 1900. 


To be commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 


Capt. Albert D. Niskern, commissary of subsistence, United 
States Army, October 19, 1900. 


To be assistant commissaries of subsistence with the rank of 
captain. 


First Lieut. John E. Woodward, Sixteenth Infantry, United 
States Army, June 15, 1900. 

First Lieut. Frank B. Watson, Nineteenth Infantry, United 
States Army, August 31, 1900, 


To be surgeons with the rank of major. 


Maj. Merritte W. Ireland, surgeon, Forty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, June 30, 1900, 

Capt. John 8S. Kulp, assistant surgeon, United States Army, June 
11, 1900. 

Capt. Frederick P. Reynolds, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, June 16, 1900. 

Capt. William F. Lewis, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
October 1, 1900. 

Capt. Alexander N. Stark, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, November 7, 1900. 

Capt. Paul Shillock, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
November 2, 1900. 

Capt. Powell C. Fauntleroy, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, November 30, 1900, 

First Lieut. George W. Mathews, assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, November 30, 1900. 

Capt. William L. Kneedler, assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, December 1, 1900. 


To be signal officer with the rank of captain. 


First Lieut. Carl F. Hartmann, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, July 1, 1900. 


To be signal officers with the rank of first lieutenant, 


Second Lieut. Alfred T. Clifton, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, July 1, 1900, 

Second Lieut. William W. Colt, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, August 31, 1900. 


To be signal officers with the rank of second lieutenant. 


First-Class Sergt. John T. Sayles, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Charles O. Hastings, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Burt E. Grabo, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Magnus Nordquist, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Otto B. Grimm, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Charles E. Booth, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Henry 8. Hathaway, Signal Corps, United 
States Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Peter Bartsch, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Rush P. Wheat, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Clifton R. Berry, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, June 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Earle W. Binkley, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, September 1, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Harry W. Capron, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, September 8, 1900. 

First-Class Sergt. Joseph Smith, Signal Corps, United States 
Army, November 28, 1900. 


To be signal officers with the rank of first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Charles B. Rogan, jr., signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900. 

Second Lieut. William Mitchell, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Henry W. Stamford, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1200. 

Second Lieut. Frederick M. Jones, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Victor Shepherd, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900. 

Second Lieut. William E. Davies, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900, 





Second Lieut. Charles S. Wallace, signal officer, United States 
Volunteers? June 8, 1900. 

Second Lieut. George S. Gibbs, jr., signal officer, United States 
Volunteers, June 8, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Mack K, Cunningham, signal officer, United 
States Volunteers, June 8, 1900. 


To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 


H. Brookman Wilkinson, of Alabama, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, June 8, 1900. 

Charles Fitzpatrick, of Pennsylvania, acting assistant surgevn, 
United States Army, August 9, 1900. 

George S. Wallace, of Pennsylvania, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, August 21, 1900. 

William J. Boyd, of New York, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, September 6, 1900. 

Loren B. T. Johnson, of the District of Columbia, acting assist- 
ant surgeon, United States Army, November 19, 1900. 

Harold L. Coffin, of Rhode Island, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, November 19, 1900. 

Laurel B. Sandall, of Michigan, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, November 19, 1900. 

George B. Lawrason, of Louisiana, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, November 19, 1900. 

ELEVENTH CAVALRY, 


Q. M. Sergt. Thomas H. Jennings, Troop B, Eleventh Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 30, 1900. 

First Sergt. Carl C. Jones, Troop L, Eleventh Cavalry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 30, 1900. 

First Sergt, Frank M. Gaskill, Troop A, Eleventh Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 8, 
1900. 

SQUADRON PHILIPPINE CAVALRY. 


Second Lieut. Frank T. McNarney, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, Squadron Philip- 
pine Cavalry, June 15, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Frank I. Otis, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Philippine 
Cavalry, June 15, 1900. 

Sergt. Clarence M. Condon, Battery G, Third Artillery, United 
States Army, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Philippine Cav- 
alry, June 15, 1900. 

First Sergt. Boss Reese, Company D, Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Squadron 
Philippine Cavalry, June 15, 1900, 

Sergt. Edward B. Howell, Company A, Twenty-ninth Infantry. 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Squadron 
Philippine Cavalry, June 15, 1900. 

Corpl. Robert M. Barton, Company B, Twenty-first Infantry, 
United States Army, to be second lieutenant, Squadron Philip- 
pine Cavalry, October 1, 1900, 

TWENTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. Earl C. Pierce, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 
11, 1900. 

Sergt. Josiah H. Byerley, Company F, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 5, 1900. 
TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Allen T. Crockett, Twenty-seventh Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 
1900. 

First Sergt. James G. Taylor, Company E, Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, 
August 20, 1900. 

3attalion Sergt. Maj. Charles Schneider, jr., Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, 
September 15, 1900. 

First Sergt. Harry F. Smith, Company B, Twenty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 24, 1900. 

First Sergt. Alfred J. Booth, Company H, Twenty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 24, 1900. 

First Sergt. Charles B. Baker, Company I. Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Octo- 
ber 15, 1900. 

TWENTY-EIGHTH INFANTRY. 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. John F. Bishop, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 4, 1900. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. James M. Grey. Twenty-Eighth Infantry, 
a States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September |, 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. Anton H. Schroeter, Twenty-eighth In- 
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fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Qcto- 
ber 12, 1900. 
TWENTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 
° . r . s = 

Sergt. Maj. Hugh 8. Brown, Twenty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 14, 1900. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. William E. Persons, Twenty-ninth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Octo- 
ber 15, 1900, 

THIRTIETH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. William R. Downey, Thirtieth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 4, 1900. 

Com. Sergt. William E. Twight, Thirtieth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 6, 1900. 

THIRTY-FIRST INFANTRY, 

First Sergt. Curtis G. Rorebeck, Company A, Thirty-first Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 28, 
1900, 

Sergt. James Totten, Company A, Thirty-first Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 8, 1900. 

THIRTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 

First Sergt. John Ryan, Company I, Thirty-second Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 12, 1900. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Edward C. Wells, Thirty-second Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 4, 
1900, 

Corpl. Junius I. Boyle, Company L, Thirty-second Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 5, 
1900, 

THIRTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Maj. Albert E. Gebert, Thirty-third Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 16, 1900. 

Sergt. Maj. Edward G. McDougall, Thirty-third Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 15, 1900. 

First Sergt. Robert F. Tate, Company A, Thirty-third Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 6, 
1900. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Sebring C. Megill, Thirty-third Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 28, 
1900, 

THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY, 


First Sergt. William M. Milne, Company K, Thirty-fourth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 
10, 1900, 

Sergt. John N. Currie, Company C, Thirty-fourth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 3, 1900, | 
THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Ma;. Bernard Goss, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 7, 1900. 

Hosp. Steward John F. Newport, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 28, 1900, 

THIRTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Com. Sergt. George K. Wilson, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 190v. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. John A. Brown, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 1900. 

Hosp. Steward Frank L. Hemsted, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 4, 1900. 

Sergt. Maj. Victor J. Bergstrom, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 20, 1900, 

First Sergt. Allen P. Norton, Company E, Thirty-sixth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 27, 
1900. 





First Sergt. Thomas Embry, Company C, Thirty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 
25. 1900. 

First Sergt. Harry E. Potter, Company A, Thirty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 
20, 1900. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. James W. McIntyre, Thirty-seventh In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 
2, 1900. 


THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. | 


THIRTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Fred Cooke, Company K, Thirty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 27, 1900. 

First Sergt. Robert B. McConnell, Company D, Thirty-ninth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 20, 1900. 

FORTIETH INFANTRY. 


Sergt. Frank R. Weeks, Company F, Fortieth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 8, 1900, 
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FORTY-FIRST INFANTRY. 

Q. M. Sergt. Herbert G. Millar, Forty-first Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 25, 1900, 
FORTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Frank T. Allbright, Forty-second Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 13; 1900. 
FORTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Walter M. Lindsay, Forty-third Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 12, 1900. 

First Sergt. Louis B, Chandler, Company E, Forty-third In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 
12, 1900. 

Sergt. Maj. George E. Steele, Forty-third Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 12, 1900, 

FORTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 

Com. Sergt. Elias J. Hincken, Forty-fourth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 1, 1900. 

Sergt. Maj. Leonard H. Cook, Forty-fourth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 19, 1900. 

FORTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Oscar Danielson, Forty-fifth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 16, 1900. 

Q. M. Sergt. George K. Armstrong, Forty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 21, 1900. 

First Sergt. George A. F. Trumbo, Company D, Forty-fifth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 5, 1900. 

Sergt. Fred D. Shiras, Company B, Forty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 24, 1900. 

Corpl. Charles E. Dority, Company E, Forty-fifth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 24, 
1900. 

FORTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Gustavus J. Hasson, Forty-sixth Infantry, United 

States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, September 5, 1900. 
FORTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

Sergt. Maj. Edwin Burke, Forty-seventh Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 23, 1900. 

First Sergt. William P. Barber, jr., Company I, Forty-seventh 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, July 
24, 1900. 

First Sergt. Thomas T. Page, Company F, Forty-seventh Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, August 11, 
1900. 

First Sergt. Robert C. Q. Clark, Company L, Forty-seventh In- 


| fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, Octo- 


ber 6, 1900. 
FORTY-NINTH INFANTRY, 

Capt. Robert Gage, Forty-ninth Infantry, United States Volun- 
teers, to be major, June 15, 1900. 

Capt. William J. Vaiden, Thirty-eighth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be captain in the Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers (by transfer), July 16, 1900, with rank from 
August 17, 1899, 

Sergt. Maj. George R. Grau, Twelfth Infantry, United States 
Army, to be first lieutenant, Forty-ninth Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, July 16, 1900. 

Sergt. Maj. John R. Blackburn, Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 15, 1900. 

Sergt. Maj. George A. Williams, Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, October 17, 1900. 

Sergt. Maj. William E. Tyler, Forty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, November 6, 1900. 

PORTO RICO REGIMENT, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 

First Lieut, Charles H. Hamilton, Porto Rico Regiment, to be 
captain, November 5, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Blas Nadal, Porto Rico Regiment, to be first 
lieutenant, November 5, 1900. 

William Ridgely Hay, of Illinois (late trumpeter, Troop H, 
Eighth Cavalry, United States Army), to be second lieutenant, 
November 5, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
ELEVENTH CAVALRY, 
First Lieut. George W. Winterburn, to be captain, June 7, 1900. 
Second Lieut. George Curry, to be first lieutenant, June7, 1900, 
SQUADRON PHILIPPINE CAVALRY. 


First Lieut. David H. Biddle, to be captain, July 2, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Frank I. Otis, to be first lieutenant, July 2, 1900, 


TWENTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Daniel Hyman, to be first lieutenant, September 
10, 1900. 
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Second Lieut. Thomas MacAllister Knox, to be first lieutenant, 
September 15, 1900. 
Second Lient. Matthew T. E. Ward, to be first lieutenant, Sep- 
tember 15, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Arthur L. McCoy, to be first lieutenant, Septem- 
ber 30, 1900. 
TWENTY-EIGHTH INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. John P, Teagarden, to be captain, August 28, 1900. 
Second Lieut. William H. Lyons, to be first lieutenant, August 
28, 1900. 
TWENTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. Edward Hill, to be captain, July 31, 1900. 
First Lieut. James Longstreet, jr., to be captain, September 3, 
1900. 
Second Lieut. Vincent M. Elmore, jr., to be first lieutenant, 
July 31, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Thomas S. Moorman, jr., to be first lieutenant, 
September 3, 1900. 
THIRTIETH INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Guilford 8S. Garber, to be first lieutenant, June 
80, 1900. 
THIRTY-FIRST INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. Kent Browning, to be captain, August 10, 1900. 
; Second Lieut. Henry Gibbins, to be first lieutenant, August 10, 
900. 
THIRTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. George S. Ralston, to be captain, September 1, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Benjamin R. Wade, to be first lieutenant, June 
6, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Archie Miller, to be first lieutenant, September 
1, 1900. 
THIRTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 


Lieut. Col. Marcus D. Cronin, to be colonel, June 9, 1900. 

Maj. Peyton C. March, to be lieutenant-colone!, June 9, 1900. 

Capt. Edmund G, Shields, to be major, June 9, 1900. 

First Lieut. Edgar N. Coffey, to be captain, June 9, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Henry J. McKenney, to be first lieutenant, June 
9, 1909. 

Second Lieut. Donald C. McClelland, to be first lieutenant, 
October 6, 1900. 


Second Lieut. Hugh Williams, to be first lieutenant, October | 


24, 1900. 
THIRTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. Harry W. Newton, to be captain. July 25, 1900. 

First Lieut. Harry C. Barnes, to be captain, November 15, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Charles P. Hirst, to be first lieutenant, July 25, 
1900. 

Second Lieut. Cleveland C. Lansing, to be first lieutenant, 
September 10, 1900. 

Second Lieut. John T. Dunn, to be first lieutenant, November 
15, 1900. 

THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 
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FORTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Moses R. Ross, to be first lieutenant, August 31, 
1900. 
FORTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Leonard S. Goddard, to be captain, July 6, 1900. 
First Lieut. Thomas R. J. Campbell, to be captain, August 28, 
1900. 

Second Lieut. William R. Harrison, to be first lieutenant, July 


6, 1900. 


Second Lieut. Charles L, Lanham, to be first lieutenant, August 
10, 1900, 
Second Lieut. Walter T. Slack, to be first lientenant, August 28, 
1900, 
FORTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. David J. Gilmer, to be captain, October 6, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Alfred M. Ray, to be first lieutenant, October 3, 
1900, 
Second Lieut. William McBryar, to be first lieutenant, October 
6, 1900. 

TO BE SURGEONS WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 
Capt. Frank E. Artaud, assistant surgeon, Forty-fifth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, July 9, 1900. 
Capt. Seaton Norman, assistant surgeon, Thirty-ninth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, October 30, 1900. 

TO BE ASSISTANT SURGEONS WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN. 
First Lieut. William C. Berlin, assistant sageem, Forty-fifth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, July 9, 1900. 

First Lieut. Edward G. Beeson, assistant surgeon, Thirty- ninth 
Infantry. United States Volunteers, October 30, 19800. 

First Lieut. Isaac W. Brewer, assistant surgeon, Thirty-sixth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, October 12, 1900, 

First Lieut. Dudley W. Welch, assistant surgeon, Forty-third 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, November 12, 1900. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEsDAY, December 11, 1900. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 


Henry N. Coupen, D., D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


OSCAR L. BOOZ. 
Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Mr. HULL. 


| Military Affairs to submit the following privileged report. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, submits a privileged report, which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[House Report No. 2018, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session. 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House resolu- 
tion No. 307, report the same back to the House with the recommendation 


| that it do pass with the following amendment: 


Second Lieut. Samuel M. English, to be first lieutenant, August 


20, 1900. 
THIRTY-NINTH INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. Frank Maloney. to be captain, August 13, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Edward H. White, to be first lieutenant, August 
13, 1900, 
FORTIETH INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. John M. Kelso, jr., to be first lieutenant, July 15, 
1900. 
FORTY-SECOND INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. R. Howard Williams, to be first lieutenant, July 
7, 1900. 
FORTY-THIRD INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Morton L. Avery, to be first lieutenant, May 11 
1900. 
Second Lieut. Robert Sterrett, to be first lieutenant, June 13, 
1900. 
Second Lieut. William H. Burt, to be first lieutenant, Septem- 
ber 15, 1900. 
FORTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 


Amend the resolution to read as follows: 

** Whereas it is alleged in newspapers of the United States that Oscar L. 
Booz, of Bristol, Pa., formerly a cadet at the United States Military Academy 
at W estpoint, died at his home from injuries purporting to h: ave been the re 


| sult of hazing inflicted upon him by certain unknown cadets of the said Mili- 


| perintenc 


Second Lieut. Arthur J. Cadden, to be first lieutenant, October 
| Booz, of Bristol, Pa., formerly a cadet at the United States Military Academy 


80, 1900. 


Second Lieut. Frederick L. Dengler, to be first lieutenant, No- | 


vember 1, 1900. 
FORTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Willard M. Flynn, to becaptain, August 17, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Roy |. Tay! lor, to be first lieutenant, June 10, 1900. 
Second Lieut. William E, W. MacKinlay, to be first lieutenant, 

August 17, 1900, 
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tary Ac ademy: and 
* Whereas the Secretary of War is now making investigation of the facts: 
**Resolved, Tha: said Secretary be requested to rep ort the result of such 
investigation to the House of Rep reseutatives, together with such recom- 
mendations as he may see fit to make.”’ 
The report of the Secretary of War, together with the report of the Su- 
font of the Military Academy, is hereto attached and made a part 
of this report. 


RESOLUTION 

Whereas it is a matter of general knowledge, published in many reputable 
daily newspapers of the United States, that Oscar L. Booz, of Bristol Pa 
formerly a cadet at the United States Military Academy at Westpoint, died 
at his home from injuries purporting to have been the result of hazing in 
flicted upon him by certain unknown cadets of the said Military Academy: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause 
to be made a searching investigation of the circumstances attending the said 
hazing of Oscar L. Booz while a cadet at the Military Academy at Westpoint, 

nd to report the result of such investigation to the House of Representa- 

tives, together with such recommendations as he may care to make b yy which 
the practice of hazing may be stopped. 





RESOLUTION. 

Whereas it is alleged in newspapers of the United States that Oscar L. 
at Westpoint, died at his home from injuries purporting to have been the 
result of hazing inflicted upon him by certain anknown cadets of the said 
Military Academy: and 

Whereas the Secretary of War is now making investigation of the facts: 

Resolved, That said Secretary be requeste di to report the result of such 
investigation to the House of Representatives, together with such recom- 
mendations as he may see fit to make. 


Mr.HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report 
from the Secretary of War. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 10, 1900. 

Sir: Ireturn herewith House resolution No. 307, relating to certain al- 
leged hazing of former Cadet Oscar L. Booz in the Military Academy at West- 
point, referred to me to-day for remark. 

The newspaper articles which, I suppose, are referred to in the resolution 
were immediately, upon coming to the notice of the Department, referred to 
the Superintendent of the Military Academy, who has already made and 
completed a searching investigation and has reported the results to the De- 
partment to-day. The report is transmitted herewith. 

Pursuant to the request with which this report closes, I have made the 
following order: 

“A board of officers composed of Maj. Gen. John R. Brooke, Col. George 
L. Gillespie, and Lieut. Col. John W. Clous is hereby convened to meet at 
Westpoint on the 15th of the present month, or as soon thereafter as prac- 
ticable, to inquire into and report upon the alleged treatment of former 
cadet Oscar L. Booz at the Military Academy, and upon the measures taken 
to prevent such treatment of new cadets at the Academy, and the extent to 
which new cadets are now subject to such treatment. The board will have 
authority to visit such places as may be necessary for a complete ascertain- 
ment of the facts, including the home of the late Oscar L. Booz.” 


Very respectfully, 
ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Jown A. T. HULL, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


Statement of the Superintendent of the United States Military Academy in re- 
gard to Oscar L. Booz and charges made in the public press of his alleged ill 
treatment while he was a cadet at the Military Academy. 


I have no personal knowledge of Cadet Booz, he having left the Military 
Academy October 4, 1898, shortly after I assumed the duties of Superintend- 
ent, September 20, 1898. Any ill treatment he may have received at the 
hands of older cadets must have occurred after his admission and during the 
summer encampment, which ended August 28, 1898. 

The following is Cadet Booz’s official record: Admitted to the Military 
Academy from the Seventh Congressional district of Pennsylvania June 2\, 
1898; submitted his resignation as a cadet September 28, 1898; left the Acad- 
emy October 4, 1898, having been granted leave of absence pending accept- 
ance of resignation by the War Department: cause of resignation recorded 
as weak eyes; resignation accepted by War Department to date October 31, 
1898. Cadet Booz was on sick report July 30, 1898, and was excused by surgeon 
trom drill for that day on account of acute diarrhea. He was at no other 
time on sick report. His recorded demerit from July 15 (when demerits of 
new cadets commence to count) to October 5, 1898, is 38. In his studies his 
total mark in English is proficient; in mathematics it is deficient. 

From the nature of the assertions in this case, I have been obliged to seek 
information by instituting a general inquiry, and I have accordingly made a 
careful and thorough inquiry among officers and cadets to ascertain all pos- 
sible facts concerning Cadet Booz’s career at the Academy. Officers who 
were on duty here at the time have, with but one exception, no distinct rec- 
ollection of him, and there appears to be nothing, beyond what his record 
shows, to have specially impressed his individuality upon arf; of them. Ca- 
dets have freely come forward to give all the information in their possession. 

Among them Cadet Booz was known by the members of the present first 
and second classes, the latter being his own class. I have carefully ques- 
tioned the cadets of both classes who have been able in any way to give fight 
on the matter. The answers of all have been free, frank, full, and free from 
the slightest apparent desire to hold in reserve anything pertaining to the 
inquiry. As the result of this inquiry, Iam convinced that until Saturday, 
August 6, 1898, there occurred nothing to draw the special attention of older 
cadets to Cadet Booz, and I can find nothing to show that he was in any way 
treated differently from his classmates, or cruelly or violently hazed. 

On the day mentioned he engaged in a fist fight with a cadet of the then 
third class, now present here in the first class. This fight appears to have 
had its origin as follows: On August 2 Cadet Booz was a member of the cadet 
guard, and about 10 p. m. was on post as a sentinel on post No. 5, about the 
cadet encampment. Several other cadets in the vicinity noticed that he was 
not walking his post as his orders required. They claim they cautioned him 
about the matter and advised him what he should do. Cadet Booz, however, 
they say, did not act on the advice they gave him, but replied in a way to in- 
cense them, and the fight followed at the first opportunity thereafter—the 
next Saturday. The fight was witnessed by six cadets, all of whom are at the 
Academy now, four being in the first class, and two, classmates of Cadet 
Booz, in the second class. These latter state that Cadet Booz invited them to 
attend the fight, and that he went to it and engaged in it willingly, and in the 
beginning was the aggressor. 

All these witnesses unite in stating the encounter was of short duration, of 
little severity, and that Cadet Booz was in no way injured in it, and bore 
away no preceptible marks of having been ina fight. The cadet with whom 
he fought was not an adept in fighting and had not before engaged in a fight. 
Another cadet, who had occasion to speak to Cadet Booz on his return to 
camp immediately after the affair, has stated to me that beyond a red mark 
below one eye Cadet Booz showed no appearance of having been engaged in 
a fight, and that he laughed when the matter wasreferred to. The words of 
these cadets, which I believe are worthy of full credence, regarding the in- 
jury done Cadet Booz in the fight are corroborated by the absence of his 
name from the sick report that day or any subsequent day, where it surely 
would have appeared had he suffered injury or been disfigured to any extent 
to be noticed by the officer under whose almost constant observation new 
cadets are held. In view of the above I believe that thecharge so often reit- 
erated that “‘Cadet Booz was dragged out and made to fight, and was bru- 
tally pounded by an older and stronger cadet” is false and unfounded. 

The additional specific charge that after the fight a fluid was poured down 
Cadet Booz's throat, from the effect of which he was afterwards a sufferer, 
is earnestly denied by all the witnesses of the pant The charge, to one 
familiar with cadet customs, is an absurd one. I do not hesitate to assert 
that it is untrue. 

Immediately following the encounter referred to, I find that Cadet Booz 
fell into the contempt of his fellow-cadets, in consequence of a report which 

ined circulation among them that he had been guilty of an untruth and a 

eeling that he had displayed but little spirit in his fight. The origin of the 
former report was as follows: When Cadet Booz was on guard on August 2 
he was reported by the cadet corporal of his relief for failing to take his post 
properly when posted as a sentinel. 

In a written explanation to the commandant of cadets, Cadet Booz denied 
the correctness of the report given him. The cadet corporal, becoming aware 
of this denial and finding it to be false, consulted the president of the first 
class as tothe best action to take inthe matter. It was decided between them 
that instead of reporting to the commandant of cadets that Cadet Booz had 
told an untruth, which, if found to be the case, would have led to his dismis- 
sal, he was to be admonished regarding his action and warned that a recur- 
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rence of it would not be tolerated. It was this question of Cadet Booz’s verac- 
ity which became known to the cadets, with the result as stated, as is always 
the case in the corps of cadets in such matters. In consequence of this posi- 
tion with older cadets he was not hazed, interfered with, or molested during 
the remainder of his stay at the Academy. 

In no statement have I been able to obtain the slightest foundation for the 
many charges printed in the press to the effect that Tabasco sauce or other 
liquid was poured down Cadet Booz’s throat or otherwise given to him in 
quantity by any cadet. I believe the charge has its origin in instances that 
have occurred at meals in the cadet mess hall, when cadets have invited new 
cadets, ignorant of the nature of a pepper sauce sometimes used on their mess 
tables, to put a drop or two on their tongues. Such action has at no time 
been a regular practice or custom, and it is too much to believe that physical 
harm to any cadet has ever resulted from the prank. 

The various other charges made, to the effect that Cadet Booz was called 
‘*Bibles” by other cadets, and was made by them to suffer ridicule and per- 
secution on account of his religious belief, are denied by all cadets, many of 
whom are men of strong religious convictions and members of the Cadet 
Young Men's Christian Association, a flourishing organization of large mem- 
bership and strong influence for good in the corps of cadets. 

For the correct information of persons not familiar with the conditions at 
the Academy, it ought to be here stated that the fall and free information 
given by all cadets now who have any knowledge of the fight in which ex- 
Cadet Booz engaged is given on account of the untrue statements so widely 
circulated in the press, and that the fight mentioned was of course not en- 
gaged in with the knowledge or countenance of the authorities then in control 
of the Academy. Such encounters are engaged in at times secretly by cadets, 
and always have been; but it is fair to say that they are in no way common, 
and that they are believed to be much less frequent than similar affairs are 
among any large body of boys and young men assembled together in close 
association at any place. 

The War Department is familiar with the very stringent enforcement of 
the strict rules of the Academy against hazing new cadets in any manner 
and with the difficulties that have been encountered in getting cadets to tell 
anything at the time of such affairs, even when the authorities have reason 
to suspect that some unauthorized affair has taken place. 

In conclusion, and in view of the wide publicity given in this case by the 
press to the scandalous charges against the Military Academy, I recommend 
that a rigid investigation of the charges be ordered by the War Department, 
the investigation to cover the action taken by the authorities in suppressing 
hazing, and that the result be given the widest possible publicity. 

A. L. MILLS, 
Colonel, U. S. A., Superintendent. 
DECEMBER 8, 1900. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, as the Secretary of War has taken 
the action required by the original resolution, in making an in- 
vestigation, the committee has simply reported the substitute, 
requesting him to transmit to Congress the full findings of the 
later investigation when completed, and as the House is anxious 
to go on with important business I 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is impossi- 
ble to hear one word that the gentleman is saying. 

Mr. HULL. I had said that the original resolution provided a 
request simply for the Secretary of War to have this investigation 
made, and as he had already commenced an investigation at the 
Academy, and when he got the report of Colonel Mills, who recom- 
mended a further and wider and strict investigation, he has ap- 
pointed a board to make this investigation, and as he has submitted 
to Congress what has already been done, the committee adopted a 
substitute requesting him to submit to Congress the full findings 
when the report is made by the board that has recently been ap- 
pointed to make the investigation, to send for persons and papers; 
and as I can see no particular object for debate at this time I 
would like to move the previous question, unless it should be the 
temper of the House that this should not be done. 

Mr. DriaGs and Mr. SULZER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was going to suggest, if 
the gentleman from Iowa will indulge me for a moment—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. HULL. Without yielding the floor, I yield to the gentle- 
man for a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want to discuss 
the matter. The gentleman who introduced the resolution, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DriaGs], wanted a moment or 
two. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I was trying, without yielding the 
floor, to find out how much debate or talk would be wanted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Five or ten minutes. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not person- 
ally care for more than about ten minutes on that resolution, 

he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HULL. Thegentleman told methis morning that five min- 
utes would satisfy him. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I will be satisfied with five minutes. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HULL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. SULZER. Isit understood that the aw of Colonel Mills 
and the letter from the Secretary of War will be published? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. WANGER. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I will say that I yield two minutes——- 

Mr. HULL. Before I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from 
New York, I will answer the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. 

Mr. WANGER. I would like to ask for ten minutes after the 
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gentleman from New York has concluded. This young cadet was 
my appointee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is now enti- 
tled to the floor for five minutes, 
¥ _ HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 

York. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire first of all to say that I 
am opposed to the resolution or substitute for my resolution re- 
ported this morning from the Committee on Military Affairs. In 
the first place, I would like to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that at the time I introduced my resolution it was for the 
a not only of stopping absolutely the practice of hazing at 

estpoint. but also to particularly investigate the alleged hazing 
case of Cadet Oscar L. Booz. The resolution has been reported 
back from the Committee on Military Affairs, simply calling for 
an investigation in the case of Oscar L. Booz. 1 desire to go fur- 
ther than that. I can not understand why it is the committee 
has left out of their resolution altogether the terminating clause of 
mine, to wit: 

Together with such recommendations as he (the Secretary of War) may 
care tc make by which the practice of hazing may be stopped. 


It is a notorious fact that during the last twenty-five or thirty 
years there have been many infamous cases of hazing in the Mili- 
tary Academy; and I say now, as a representative of the people 
of the United States, that when young men are appointed as cadets 
to the Military Academy, they being the wards of the people of 
the United States, should be as safe in the Military Academy as 
they are in their own homes; and the time has come, Mr. Speaker, 
when we should enact severe and stringent legislation against this 
infamous practice. 

I desire, before alluding to the case of Cadet Booz, to allude to 
a case away back in 1880, the case of Cadet Johnson Whittaker, 
who was hazed in his room, beaten, and cut in the ears. That 
Whittaker case became a subject of Congressional investigation. 
There was a long report published at that time by the Congres- 
sional Board of Visitors to the Military Academy, and I would 
like to say that that report, signed by Mr. Garland, who was a 
visitor on the part of the Senate, and John F. Philips, a visitor 
on the part of the House, contains a lengthy statement in relation 
to hazing. Allow me to quote one phrase from that report. I 
will place the eutire re~ort in the REcoRD, but I want to quote 
one phrase from it, concurred in by the gentleman who is now the 
distinguished President of the United States, the Hon. William 
McKinley, who at the time was one of the Board of Visitors to the 
Academy. In that report President McKinley went so far as to 
agree to this statement: 

If this can not be accomplished it should be a matter of serious consider- 


ation whether such a Government institution ought not to be absolutely 
abolished. 


This is where President McKinley stood on hazing, for he was 
alluding then to it and to the fact that Whittaker was a colored 
cadet and was not given the same privileges that the other cadets 
received. Of course, the color question does not apply in the Booz 
case. And I say now, repeating the language of the President of 
the United States, that if hazing can not cease at the Westpoint 
Military Academy I am in favor of going so far as to abolish the 
Academy. It is a brutal, cowardly, trouble-breeding practice. 
{[Applause. ] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] will tell the 
House in extenso of the Booz case, however. I would say still 
further that they claim that in consequence of cowardice this 
young man Booz should have been hazed and was not fit to be a 
cadet of the Academy or an officer of the United States Army. I 
say to you now that if the reports are true that Booz was hazed 
at the Military Academy the cadets who performed the hazing 
are not fit to become officers of the United States Army, for 
they and not Booz are the cowards. [Applause. | 

I say, further, that it is not a case of cowardice when some young 
fellow not strong and strapping, but comparatively weak physic- 
ally, declines to go into a prize fight with some great strapping 
young giant; and I repeat this is not cowardice. I desire to say, 
too, that I am in favor of the roughest kind of fair sport, not only 
at the Military Academy, but atevery otherinstitution. I believe 
in football, I believe in sparring, I believe in wrestling, all under 
the eye of competent directors, but I draw the line at brutality, 
draw the line at the strong attacking the weak, draw the line at 
the strong nerved shattering the nerves of his less fortunate fel- 
low-student. ae 

In conclusion, I desire to say most emphatically that I admire 
the Military Academy at Westpoint, but through the practice of 
hazing its fair name has frequently been smirched, and every cadet 
has suffered, more or less, through the misconduct of some one of 
their number, so, on behalf of the anti-hazing majority of the ca- 
dets of the Academy, on behalf of the American fathers and 
mothers whose sons are cadets or may in the future become cadets, 
and on behalf of the honor of the institution—aye, of the honor of 








the nation itself—I urge the passage of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. {Loud applause. | 

Mr. HULL. [now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER]. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, having had the honor of making 
the appointment of Cadet Booz to the Military Academy, it is 
appropriate, it seems to me, that I should ask the indulgence of 
the House for a few minutes to refer to this case as it occurs to 
me. In the first place, I do not presume to know what the exact 
facts in this case are. I simply say the statements published in 
the reputable newspapers of the country are such asto have most 
profoundly moved the people of the country; that there is scarcely 
a home where there is any child growing, or expecting to grow, the 
mother of which has not felt that the greatest outrage has been 
committed. There has also been a feeling aroused on the part of 
many persons that the officers of the Academy and of our Army 
are so jealous of the fair fame of that institution that they will 
endeavor to guard it as zealously, perhaps, and as indiscreetly as 
did the officers of the army of France in their conduct in respect 
to the Dreyfus case. 

I desire to offer at the proper time a resolution to provide not 
merely for the receipt of the information which the Secretary of 
War may furnish, but not in any sense to interfere with the gov- 
ernment by the board of inquiry which he has authorized, but at 
the same time to provide for the investigation by this House of 
Representatives, the only action which in my judgment will sat- 
isfy the country that the real facts of the case will be fairly and 
fully brought out, and that action may be taken which may be 
relied upon and protect the Academy and its students from ever 
hereafter being made victims of hazing. 

I therefore send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to be read for infor- 
mation, an amendment which I desire to offer at-the proper time 
in lieu of the substitute reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. In other words, I want to amend the substitute by strik- 
ng. out what it contains and inserting what I send to the Clerk’s 

esk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read as a part of the gentle- 
man’s remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RESOLUTION. 


Whereas it is a matter of general knowledge, published in many reputable 
daily newspapers of the United States, that Oscar L. Booz, of Bristol, Pa. 
formerly a cadet at the United States Military Academy at Westpoint, died 
at his home from injuries purporting to have been the result of hazing in- 
flicted upon him by certain unknown cadets of the said Military Academy: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to report 
the information in his possession attending the said hazing of Oscar L. Booz 
while a cadet at the Military Academy at Westpoint, and the result of any 
investigation he has made, to the House of Representatives, together with 
such recommendations as he may care to make by which the practice of haz- 
ing may be stopped. ‘ 

Resolved, That a special committee of five members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be appointed by the Speaker to have full power to send for per- 
sons and papers and, if necessary, to proceed to Westpoint and elsewhere, 
to thoroughly investigate the foregoing subject and report to the House 
within thirty days the result of such investigation, with such recommenda- 
tions as may be advisable to secure freedom from hazing in said Academy 
hereafter, the expense of this investigation to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 


Mr.WANGER. Mr. Speaker, if recognized, I shall atthe proper 
time offer that proposition; and if denied the opportunity of doing 
so, I appeal most earnestly to members of this House to vote down 
the demand for the previous question. 

I now send to the Clerk's desk to be read a letter which I have 
just received from the chief burgess of the borough of Bristol, 
Pa., where Cadet Booz lived and died. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BRISTOL, PA., December 8, 1900. 


My Dear Sir: No doubt ere this you have been informed regarding the 
case of the late Oscar L. Booz, of Bristol, at one time a cadet at Westpoint 
Military Academy, where it is asserted by his friends he was so saioused and 
abused by older students that his health was permanently injured, and that 
the treatment received by him while there was the direct cause of his death. 

The most specific charge made by them is that he was compelled to swal- 
low Tabasco sauce by the spoonful. whereby his throat was burned in such 
way that the result was most serious. 

Now, as Mr. Booz was appointed a cadet, as Lunderstand, by your influence 
after passing a most creditable examination, I sincerely hope you will use 
your utmost endeavors to havea thorough investigation made of the charges 
of brutality against this young cadet. 

As Westpoint Military Academy is supported by the Government, it is 
the duty of the people's representatives to see that the sons of our citizens 
who are admitted there shall not be made the victims of rowdies, but that 
they will be treated as one gentleman treats another. 

No doubt those directly implicated in the alleged outrages, as well as those 
in authority at the Academy at the time the late Cadet Booz was an inmate 
there, will try to smooth the matter over and belittle the young man in 
every possible way. . 

But those acquainted with him in this his birthplace know that he was 
upright and conscientious—physically, mentally, and morally everything he 
should be. 

Let us hope, therefore, that a rigid inquiry will be made, and, if the charges 
shall be proven, that swift punishment will follow for all guilty ones, and the 
brutal hazing of students at this particular school forever broken up. 


Most sincerely, yours, 
E. L. LEIGH, Chief Burgess. 
Hon. IL. P. WANGER, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, no man more severely condemns 
the practice of hazing thanI do. When I had the honor to serve 
on the Board of Visitors at the Military Academy last summer I 
made some little personal investigation in regard to this subject, 
and I became convinced that the reports as to hazing at that in- 
stitution were greatly exaggerated. Certainly the corps of cadets 
are as robust, handsome, and well-trained young men as I ever 
saw, and they gave no evidence that hazing had inflicted any per- 
sonal injuries upon them, nor could I recognize in their spirit or in 
the feeling which pervaded the corps any evidence that they had 
been humiliated in any way. My understanding is that hazing 
as practiced there has been of the harmless sort—simply having a 
little fun with the new cadets. 

The illustration given by my friend from New York [Mr. 
Driaas] is particularly unfortunate, for the man who was alleged 
to have been hazed in the instance referred to by the gentleman 
had subsequent to that incident a career which in no way con- 
firmed his evidence given during the investigation. His sub- 
sequent career was such that he had to be dismissed from the 
Army on the most serious charges. No man familiar with the 
facts of his career in the Army and of the circumstances of his 


dismissal would place any confidence in the testimony which he | 


offered at the time of the investigation of the alleged hazing in 
the Whittaker case. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. One minute. 

Mr. SLAYDEN., I yield that to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CLAYTON]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman yields, I should like to 
ask him this question: If his statement is correct, is it not a mat- 
ter of justice to the Academy that there should be a Congressional 
investigation, so as to relieve it from the impression in the mind 
of the public, if that impression is unjust? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I have no objection to the most searching 
investigation. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to mea 
moment, as he has alluded to something I have said? I wish to 
ask him this question: Isit not true that President McKinley said 
that if hazing and similar practices to those of which this young 
man was a victim could not be prevented, he would be in favor of 
abolishing the Military Academy? 


Mr. SLAYDEN, I will admit that Mr. McKinley said that if | 


the gentleman says so. I have not looked up the record. 
Mr. CLAYTON of New York. I ask to be recognized for two 
minutes. 


Mr.HULL. I understood that the gentleman from Texas yielded | 


to the gentleman from New York. 

A MEMBER. But that time was afterwards consumed by other 
gentlemen. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield two minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would not ob- 
trude my views in this matter on the House were it not for the 
fact that as a graduate of the Westpoint Academy | can in some 
measure speak of matters there from personal knowledge and 
experience. During the time that I was at the Academy this 
question of hazing arose. In fact, there were several cadets dis- 
missed from the Academy on the charge of having been engaged 
in hazing. 

Now, there is no need that officers of the Army and officers of 
the Military Academy should adopt any tactics of concealment in 
reference to this question. There is no need that there should be 
repeated in this institution the tactics which one gentleman has 





The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. HULL. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
{[Mr. hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that after what we have 


| heard on this floor and elsewhere it is due to the institution at 


Westpoint that this Congressional investigation should take place. 
I voted in committee against the substitute reported here. I 
thought the original resolution offered by the gentleman from 
New York was one that I could support and one which would 
meet all the demands of the case. But in view of what has taken 
place on the floor, I believe that this proposed Congressional investi- 
gation ought to be had. I donot believe that there is any ground 
for the charges against the Academy. I believe that when this in- 
vestigation is had the authorities of the institution as well as the 
cadets will be vindicated. But whether they would be vindicated 
or not, I believe it would be unwise to vote down the investigation 
which is asked for. I believe it will be unwise for the country 
and for the Academy, and, therefore, if I have the opportunity, I 
shall vote for the resolution proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

I now yield back to the gentleman from Iowa the remainder of 
the time. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the original resolution submitted, 
and which was referred to the committee, provided that the Sec- 
retary of War should make an investigation and report his find- 
ings. The amendment offered by the committee is simply to 
the effect that, as he has already taken the action required by the 
original resolution, he transmit to Congress his findings in the 
case. 

So far as I am concerned, I have but little faith, I confess, in a 
Congressional investigation, and certainly very much less if such 


| investigation be confined to a thirty days’ term, as suggested by 





suggested were adopted in the Dreyfuscase. The Military Acad- | 


emy has a record upon which it can stand. There is no institu- | 


tion in this country where there is such a spirit of fair play as 
there is at the Military Academy at Westpoint. 

Mr. WANGER. Is it not well that the people of the country 
should be convinced of that fact? 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Ihave no objection to anyinves- 
tigation that may be instituted. The Academy need not fear any 
investigation. It is the most democratic institution in the world. 
The son of a washerwoman and the son of a millionaire who enter 
the Academy leave behind all distinctions of social rank. They 
are placed upon the same footing. Every cadet in the institution 
has to depend for his standing upon his own merits. 

Mr. STEELE. More particularly as to the hazing! They are 
brought to a level by the hazing! 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Now, so far as hazing is con- 
cerned, let me say that this thing has been terribly exaggerated. 
At no time while I was at the Academy or for some years since— 
because I have kept myself familiar with matters there—at no time 
would the sentiment of the cadets at large, even if left to them- 
selves, countenance anything that was insulting to a gentleman 
or in any way unfair or brutal, 





the language of this resolution. Besides that it will cost the Gov- 
ernment something. It will give the three or five members of 
Congress who may be selected an opportunity of making a trip 
to Westpoint or some other place, and will not be as searching, 
complete, or as satisfactory as an investigation made by the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The Army itself and the officials of the Department are just as 
much, if not more, interested in preventing hazing at Westpoint 
as anybody on the floorof the House can be. And I can say from 
my own personal knowledge that there is just as much objection 
in the Department as there is on this floor to that practice. In 
fact, stringent orders are now in force on this subject, and cadets 
have been dismissed for mild hazing. Iam satisfied that the War 
Department is just as anxious to stop the practice as anyone here 
or anybody in the country can possibly be. They have taken the 
most vigorous measures for five years past to eliminate the prac- 
tice, even in its milder forms, and in my judgment it has been 
almost entirely, if not entirely, eliminated. 

The whole country, of course, naturally sympathizes with the 
family of this young man on account of the charges which have 
gone the rounds of the newspapers; and if it should be found that 
the charges are true and the crime can be located upon the shoul- 
ders of any cadet in the Academy, he should be refused gradu- 
ation and dismissed in disgrace from the service of the United 
States. The Department and Superintendent of the Academy are 
doing everything possible to prevent hazing. They are making 
vigorous efforts in that direction, and the present Superintendent 


| is emphatic in his intention to break up the system altogether. 


In my judgment a very much better result would be obtained 
by letting this matter go, as suggested by the committee. It can 
accomplish more and reach more satisfactory results than you can 
possibly accomplish by a Congressional investigation. Such an 
investigation was not suggested by any member, Republican or 
Democrat, of the Military Committee. It was not suggested, as I 


| understand it, anywhere until the resolution proposed by the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania was read; but if the House desires such 


| an investigation, the Committee on Military Affairs has no fault 


to find. So far as Iam individually concerned, I shall vote against 
the amendment to the resolution, and hope the House will do so. 

There is one other point to which I desire to ask the attention of 
the House, and then I will call the previous question. I refer to 
the unwisdom of sending men on an investigation of this kind and 
requiring a report within thirty days. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment 
for an inquiry? 

Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


| to make his motion, and then, Mr. Speaker, ask the previous 


question. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I wish to ask a question for information. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I would like to know from the gentleman from 
Towa, in case these newspaper reports are found to be true, is 
there any United States law that could reach the cadet who is 
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guilty of this brutal act, or would it even go so far as to authorize 
indictment against him for manslaughter? 

Mr. HULL. Well, the gentleman, of course, can answer that 
as wellasI. I can only say here that if the reports are found to 
be true, the Congress of the United States is ready and the War 
Department itself is ready to take action to dismiss all who are 
connected with the matter or who are culpable in relation to it. 

Mr. DRIGGS. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. WANGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the amendment 
which was read by the Clerk a few moments ago, but ask to sub- 


stitute sixty days for thirty days, so that the committee can have | 


sixty days in which to report. 
The SPEAKER. The substitute proposed by the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania as now modified will be again reported to the | 


House, after which the amendments of the committee will be sub- 
mitted, and then the vote will >> taken upon the substitute for 
the committee amendmentsan¢ >», resolution as reported by them. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
RESOLUTION. 


Whereas it is a matter of general knowledge, published in many reputable 
daily newspapers of the United States, that Oscar L. Booz, of Bristol, Pa., 


formerly a cadet at the United States Military Academy at Westpoint, died | 


at his home from injuries purporting to have been the result of hazing in- 
flicted upon bim by certain anknown cadets of the said Military Academy: 
Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to re- 
port the information in his possession attending the said hazing of Oscar L 
$00z while a cadet at the Military Academy at Westpoint and the result of 
any investigation he has made to the House of Representatives, together 
with such recommendations as he may care to make by which the practice 
of hazing may be stopped. 

Resolved, That a special committee of five members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be appointed by the Speaker, to have full power to send for per- 
sons and papers, and, if necessary, to proceed to Westpoint and elsewhere, 
to thoroughly investigate the foregoing subject and report to the House 
within sixty days the result of such investigation, with such recommendations 
as may be advisable to secure freedom from hazing in said Academy here- 
after, the expense of this investigation to be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to make just one statement 
for the information of the House. This whole alleged matter 
occurred more than two years ago. 

I now move the previous question. 

Mr. WANGER. In connection with that statement I suppose 
the gentleman will permit the further statement that the ex-cadet 
then went under medical treatment, which continued until the 
time of his death. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When did he die? 

Mr. WANGER. He died very recently; during the present 
month. 

Mr. HULL. I now move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the pre- 
vious question upon the resolution and all amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the 
amendments reported by the committee. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HULL demanded a division. 

The affirmative vote having been announced, 

Mr. MADDOX said: Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is 
this the Wanger resolution. 

Mr. WANGER. No. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be made at this time. 

The division having been completed, the Speaker announced— 
ayes 82, noes 5. 

Accordingly, the committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. WANGER}. 

The substitute was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 


lution as amended. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
WAR-REVENUE REDUCTION, 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, the House resolved itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- | 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled ** An 
act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, and to reduce taxation 
thereunder, with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Yorkasks unani- 
mons consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Chairman, when the original bill was before 
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the House for the purpose of raising revenue to pay the expenses 
of the Spanish war, the Ways and Means Committee, in reporting 
that bill, made use of the following language: 

While all of these additional taxes are war taxes, which would be naturally 
repealed or modified when the necessities of war and the payment of war 
expenses have ceased, yet it is impossible now to place a limit on them, not 
only for the reason that no one can intelligently forecast the length of the 
war, but also for the reason that war always bringsa train of extraordinary 
expenditures which do not terminate with the close of actual hostilities. 

Mr, Chairman, although the war with Spain closed nearly two 
years ago, yet the train of expenditures which immediately grew 
out of that war have not ceased, and will not cease for some time 
to come. 
| The committee would have been glad if they could have gone 
through this law and eliminated every tax that is a war tax, leay- 
| ing upon the statute book only such taxes as in their opinion ought 

to be there in times of profound peace. But, as I say, the train 
| of expenses growing out of the war have not ceased, and we can 

not make that radical reduction in the present war revenue. 
| The first thing that the committee considered was how larga a 
| reduction might be made. We had before us the report and rec- 
| ommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as the 
| recommendation of the President of the United States, that we 
| 
} 


take off $30,000,000 from these taxes. 
That recommendation was founded upon the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. lt appears that the surplus in the 
| Treasury for the year ending June 30, 1900, was $79,000,000, in 
round numbers. It appears also from the expenditures already 
| incurred and the revenue already received, 2s well as from the 
| estimates of the various Departments, both of revenue and ex- 
| penses, that we are likely to have a surplus during the current 
| year, ending June 30 next, of about $80,000,00u. 
| When the Secretary comes to make his estimate for the year 
| ending June 30, 1902, he estimates the surplus under the present 
| revenue and all other revenue acts remaining in full force at only 
| $26,000,000. Now, it is fair to the Secretary and the House to 
say that this estimate is formed upon the estimates of the differ- 
ent Departments of the Government supplied to the Secretary of 
| the Treasury, and he took these into consideration, and took the 
| amounts estimated by the different Secretaries in order to arrive 
iat this surplus of $26,000,000. If he had believed that that 
was absolutely correct, and that Congress would appropriate all 
the money that the Departments called for, he never would hav: 
recommended a reduction of even $30,000,000. 

The committee have taken some pains to ascertain as near as 
possible how far these estimates might be out of the way. In the 
first place, he estimates an increase in the customs receipts and in 
the internal-revenue receipts of $10,000,000 in each case, makiug 
an increase of $20,000,000. If the present business prosperity of 
the country continues during the next year and a half, 1 do not 
think that those estimates are far out of the way. He also esti- 
mates an increase in the postal receipts of $9,000,000. But it must 
be observed that the increase in the postal receipts this year over 
the last fiscal year are only about $5,000,000; and I do not see any 
warrant for an increase of $9,000,000, as estimated by the Secre- 

| tary of the Treasury, for 1902. Thus we would have an increase 
| in the revenues of, say, $25,000,000. 

Now, it has been the experience of the country during a good 
many years that while the revenues naturally increased from 
year to year under the same law and enforcement of the same 
laws in the normal condition of the country. because the business 
of the country grows from year to year, that the general normal 
| expenses of the country increase in about the same proportion, 
| so that the ordinary business expenditures of the country on a 
| peace footing and without having any extraordinary expenses 
|} that grow out of the condition of war that we have had would 
| probably wipe out this surplus of $25.000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what further expenses are liable to come— 
expenses above thenormal? We have had noriver and harbor bill 
| since three years ago. We have not been expending as much for 
| rivers and harbors during the past year, and will not during the 
| present year, as we normally expend. It goes without saying that 
we are to have a river and harbor bill this year. I do not know 
what the size of it will be, but when it goes through the House 
and Senate it will be large enough, whether twenty millions or 
not I do not know; I have no information; but it will be a large 
amount of money, which must be taken into account in arriving 
at what the surplus will be at the end of the fiscal year ending 
| June 30, 1902. 
| This is not the only increase of expenditures immediately in 
| 
' 
| 


sight. For the past three years we have had no appropriation 

and no expenditure for armor plate to put on our naval vessels, 
| simply because we have not been able to make any terms with 
the people who mannfacturearmor. But, as is well known to the 
House, the Secretary of the Navy has recently made a contract 
for armor plate amounting to 36,000 tons at somewhere less than 
~~ ton, and the most of that will be delivered in a year anda 
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This expenditure will increase our expenses for the next two 
years by $18,000,000. But that is not all, so far as the building 
of our naval establishment and the building of new vessels is 
concerned, We had a large naval bill passed at the last session 
of Congress. Contracts are about to be let, bids have just been 
opened, for a large number of vessels of all classes, which will add 
tens of millions to the expenses and to the increase of expenses 
for construction in the Navy for the year ending June 30, 1902. 
It is difficult to get at and predict the exact amount; it is difficult 
to look into the future and say what Congress may do even with 
the appropriations in this present session of Congress. 

And this is not all even of the increased expenditure liable to 
come in the year 1902. The Commissioner of Pensions recom- 
mends an increased appropriation of $4,000,000 in his report for 
the year ending June 30, 1902. Most of these increased expendi- 
tures for pensions grow out of the Spanish war and the disabili- 
ties incurred by our soldiers there. This is an increased expense 
which must be met and will help to pull down whatever surplus 
we may have in 1902. Then we have the Isthmian Canal and the 
Pacific cable, all liable to drain the Treasury. 

We may have asurplus of fifty millions; we may not have a sur- 
plus of more than forty millions, and it may run up to sixty mil- 
lions in 1902, but the question to us is, standing here to-day, whether 
we can afford to take any risk as to a deficiency for the fiscal year 
of 1902. Wecan deal with asurplus. It is the Republican habit 
to deal with a surplus when they control the revenues and expendi- 
tures oftheGovernment. [Laughterand applause.]* The Repub- 
licans are to have charge of the Government for the next two years 
tocome. But it goes against the grain on this side of the House 
to have to deal with a deficiency, and when the committee were 
considering this bill the majority members of the committee, who 
commenced the consideration of it on the 20th day of last month 
and have had it under consideration ever since, constantly had 
before them the idea that whatever they did in the reduction of 
taxation they should not bring in a bill which when entirely enacted 
intolaw would produce a deficiency in the revenues of the country. 

The increased revenues predicted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury depend upon cuitiound poennentiy. There is nothing at home, 
there is nothing in our own country, which does not give promise 
of prosperity for years to come. Every man is hopeful, every 
business man is full of enterprise, the country is marching on in 
industrial prosperity; but it does not depend altogether upon 
what transpires in the United States whether this prosperity shall 
continue or not. We are marching forward into the markets of 
the world, making greater strides than we ever made before. 
During the past two years our advance in this direction has been 
phenomenal. What we have so often predicted in the past as the 
result of our tariff laws, bringing our artisans up to that point of 
meee mene where they can compete in the markets of the world, 

as already transpired, and we are marching on in that respect. 

But we had a short time since what looked like trouble in 
China. The powers were over there, and friction was occurring 
from day to day. It looks now as if, through American diplo- 
macy, the whole matter might be settled and there might be no dif- 
ficulty between the nations of the world and no war on account 
of what each one is doing. But we can not tell what may hap- 
pen. Wecan not tell at what moment a general war may break 
out in Europe; and if that occurs, it will affect the prosperity of 
the United States. We can not bank upon what may happen 
across the water, and hence we can not predict a uniform pros- 
perity in this country during the next four years; and so we must 
look out in the future and must guard against going beyond the 
danger line in the reduction of the revenue of the country. 

This bill which we bring in here proposes a reduction of $40,- 
000,000. It is exactly in accordance with what we announced 
when we brought in the bill two years ago raising the war taxes. 
We leave $65,000,000 still to be collected under the war-revenue 
bill. You will notice that we are to provide for an army of 100,- 
000 men. Both sides agree upon that number as necessary on ac- 
count of the conditions in the insular possessions of this country 
that came to us through the Spanish war. 

No one thinks we ought to have over 50,000 men in time of 
peace. We have been adding to our fortifications, and we must 
keep an additional army of 18,000 men to man them, with twenty 
millions annually for expenses. We are not taking that into cal- 
culation now, but we must have the 50,000 additional men to take 
care of the foreign possessions for two or three years to come. 
In making this calculation we might as well make the calculation 
of an expense of sixty-five to seventy millions of dollars, an ex- 

nse following in the train of the Spanish war and growing 
egitimately out of it; and that would absorb the whole $65,000,000 
that we continue to get under the war-revenue act. 

In addition to that we are paying five millions and a quarter of 
dollars of interest annually on borrowed money—on the bonds we 
issued for the expenses of the Spanish war alone. We are to pay 
three or four million dollars additional in pensions every year. 
And our naval establishment must continue to cost us more by 


reason of the sending of our ships across the ocean to take care of 
our distant possessions. So at present the committee could not 
see but that they were living up exactly to the agreement they 
made with the people when they imposed these taxes, by continu- 
ing $65,000,000 of taxation to take care of these expenses. 

Under the tariff act of 1897 the revenues have proved to be 
ample to take care of the current expenses of the Government. It 
is true they were not sufficient for this during the first year fol- 
lowing the passage of that act, because while the old law was in 
force, it being known that the tariff taxes were to be increased, 
there was an anticipatory importation of sugar to the extent of 
one year’s supply, and of wool to the extent of nearly two years’ sup- 
ply; so that the Government for nearly two years failed to get the 
revenues that should have been received from these two great reve- 
nue producers. But from the moment we reached normal condi- 
tions of importation no one has had any apprehension that under 
the Dingley tariff law we would not receive sufficient revenue in 
normal times of peace to take care of all the expenditures of the 
Government. 

The committee arrived at the idea that the Secretary of the 
Treasury was pretty nearly right when he recommended a reduc- 
tion of $30,000,000; so we went to work to see at what point we 
could relieve the people from these most vexatious and annoying 
taxes under these schedules. Taking these matters up in order 
and trying to find the taxes that seemed to be most vexatious, the 
committee commenced at Schedule A in the existing law and 
began to reduce the taxes along the line of that schedule. The 
first item that they reached was certificates of deposit, inland 
drafts, foreign bills of exchange, and the tax on postal money 
orders—all of the same nature—there being a tax of 2 cents upon 
each, and all these taxes being of the same degree of annoyance 
and vexation. 

Now, is it true that some of the city banks asked, ‘‘ Why not 
leave this stamp tax on bank checks? Thestampisimprinted on the 
check; it does not cause much trouble; the tax is not very large. 
Why not leave it in force?” But then we heard from the farm- 
ers; we heard from the rural districts; we heard from the small 
banks; we heard from the small traders, and we learned that this 
2-cent tax upon checks is to them very vexatious. Of course 2 
cents is not much to any man, but the getting of a 2-cent stamp 
is often the difficulty. Farmers do not care for books with beauti- 
fully engraved or imprinted stamps on their checks. They do not 
provide checks of this kindinadvance. They do not buy $2 worth 
of stamps in advance. They depend upon the adhesive stamps; 
and when they come to put the sticky thing into their pockets and 
try tocarry it around they find that the stamp wants to pay the 
tax by destroying itself before it gets upon the check, 

And often when they want to give their neighbor a check they 
have no stamp at hand, They can not use a postage stamp if 
they happen to have one in the house, It may be necessary to go 
five or ten miles before they can get a revenue stamp. They may 
offer to pay 2 cents to the man who receives the check—thereby 
violating the law, although not intending to doso in spirit. And 
the farmer may not have the 2 cents at hand. 

Often he does not happen to have 2 cents change in his pocket, 
so that the stamp does not go on, and the check goes to the bank 
without the stamp. It may be a small country bank, and the 
banker who receives the check must himself put the stamp on or 
offend the customer by refusing to receive the check without the 
stamp uponit. So the country banks want this tax removed; but 
the large city banks say, ‘‘ No, do not take off this tax; take off 
the tax upon bank capital—the tax of $2 upon every thousand dol- 
lars of capital and surplus.” 

The committee thought the city banks were better able to pay 
the tax upon their capital than these humbler individuals and 
institutions were able to pay this stamp tax upon checks. For 
the city banks do not feel the annoyance that the people through- 
out the country feel in consequence of this little 2-cent stamp tax 
upon every check that is issued. So in our bill we have stricken 
out this tax on checks, amounting to $7,000,000 annually; the tax 
on certificates of deposit, amounting to $200,000 annually; the tax 
on inland drafts, amounting to $500,000 annually; the tax on for- 
eign drafts, amounting to$100,000 annually; and the tax on postal 
money orders, amounting to $602,000 annually. 

The next thing that met the eye of the committee was the tax 
on promissory notes and mortgages, which are in the same class, 
It seemed to the committee as it had seemed to them when the 
original bill was before them two years ago that it was pretty 
hard when a man had to borrow money and pay interest on it 
that he should be charged a tax in addition. Tat seemed to be 
a tax upon his borrowing capacity or a tax upon his indebtedness. 
So the committee was unanimous in the conclusion that the stamp 
tax on promissory notes should go off. According to the best 
estimates that we could get from the Department, that tax amounts 
to three and a half million dollars. 

By the way, this estimate was based upon figures obtained in 
this manner: The Comptroller of the Currency knew the exact 
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amount that was loaned by the banks upon promissory notes for 
the year previous. It was estimated that those notes, on an 
average, ran for ninety days; and on that basis the amount of tax 
im upon such notes was estimated at something over a 
million and a half—nearly $2,000,000. Then it was estimated 
there were as many notes held by the private bankers and the 
State banks, and used in private transactions, as those that went 
to the national banks. 

And so they figured that the entire cost of the stamps to the 
ublic in this case amounted to three and a half millions of dol- 
ars, and probably they have arrived at a correct conclusion in 

regard to the amount of this tax. The difficulty in the business, 
it must be understood, is one which arises from the very nature 
of the tax itself, for the reason that any one stamp of a given de- 
nomination which is required by law to be affixed to a document 
of this character will do on any one of theseinstruments, whether 
notes, indorsements, or checks, and we do not provide a different 
character of stamp for each one of these different forms of busi- 
ness papers. The office, therefore, only knows the number sold 
of each particular denomination of stamps, and whether they are 
used on checks, notes, or bonds they have no means of knowing. 

Again, take the question of mortgages. It was reckoned that 
the mortgages outstanding in 1890, according to the census of that 
year, would average $1,400 each, and, therefore, that the stamp 
tax on them was 25 cents on each mortgage, and the total amount 
was something over $300,000 raised from thatsource. Theinternal- 
revenue people were inclined to figure also the tax on chattel 
mortgages amounted to about as much. But in that respect the 
committee did not agree with the Bureau. They estimated that 
the amount of the tax on all mortgages would reach about a mil- 
lion dollars per annum, while the committee concluded un its in- 
vestigation that it would not exceed one-half million dollars per 
annum. 

The next vexatious tax on the list is the tax of 1 cent which the 
law required to be paid on each express receipt or telegraphic dis- 
patch. Of course this tax affects everybody who has any trans- 
actions with the telegraph or express offices. They have to go 
down into their pockets and pay the 1-cent revenue tax, and it is 
not so much the amount of the tax as the vexatious time required 
in hunting around for change to meet the requirements of the law. 
The objection to it, therefore, is not so much because of the char- 
acter of the tax itself, so far as the expense is concerned, but be- 
cause it is so very annoying to everybody who has dealings with 
telegraph or express companies; and the committee took off both 
of these taxes, the tax on express receipts, which amounted to 
twelve hundred thousand dollars, and on telegraph messages, 
$800,000 per annum. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, some may say, Why not put this tax 
directly upon the express companies and telegraph companies? 
Well, we did consider that; but the express company had a right 
to say to their customers how much they would charge for carry- 
ing a package from place to place and could easily add the amount 
of the Government tax to their charges. I know sometimes gen- 
tlemen will close their eyes and proceed blindly, as was the case 
in dealing with the tax on the Standard Oil Company and putting 
a tax on the sugar refiner, as was done. 

They forgot to consider the fact that these taxes might possibly 
not affect the companies at all, but the consumers; and a review 
of the history of the last two years shows what some gentlemen 
then anticipated, when the tax went on in the Senate, that the 
companies not only got the amount of the tax back, but that the 
companies also got a little additional sum from their customers to 
enable them to swell their dividends. That was the legislation in 
that regard. In other words, the tax in all instances seeks the 
consumer, and usually, if notarrested in its progress, it finds him 
and forces him to pay the amount due to the Government, and a 
little additional, also, to help to swell the dividends of the com- 
panies upon whom it was supposed the tax was levied. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, having taken the tax off telegraph mes- 
sages, it seemed no more than right to the committee, and proper, 
that the same privilege should be accorded to the telephone com- 
panies. The telephone companies are not large corporations, as a 
rule, and are scattered throughout the country, and, as has been 
said ig many cases, their bonded indebtedness is heavy and bur- 
densome, and so it was believed by the committee that while re- 
pealing the tax on telegraphic messages you should relieve their 
only competitors and take the tax from the telephone companies 
just as well. This tax, as I have said already, amounts to about 
$800,000 a year on the telegraph companies and $315,000 a year on 
telephone companies. 

Then we goa step further and take the stamp tax off bonds, 
conveyances, and insurance policies. This latter tax is paid 
almost entirely by the man who receives the insurance. The man 
who provides for the future of his family in the event of his 
death by securing a life insurance, or in providing an indemnity 
for the family—for his wife and children—in case the home should 
burn down, was forced to pay this tax. We took it off in that 








case and also in the case of mortgages, a mortgage being a form 
of indebtedness where the debtor pays not only the interest on 
his obligation, but also pays the stamp tax of the Government as 
well. The annual-tax on insurance policies was $3,000,000 and 
on bonds of indemnity $250,000. 

Then there was a tax of $200,000 upon steamship tickets abroad. 
When this was put on it was thought by the committee who put 
it on in the Senate that this $200,000 would come out of the pas- 
sengers who went abroad, that they had plenty of money to spend, 
and that they might just as well drop a little into the Treasury of 
the United States every time they went abroad as not. But how 
did that work? It was added to the price of the ticket here, to be 
sure, and the passengers had to pay it, but right across the bor- 
der was a Canadian line running direct to Europe, and their 
tickets were $5 less, and it simply resulted in driving a large 
amount of passage from Montreal] and Quebec to Europe, instead 
of letting it go by way of the lines that run out of this country 
from New York, Philadelphia, and Boston; and not bringing the 
Government any large receipts, the committee thought it was 
better to take it off, and we did so. 

Mr. COX. How about the inheritance tax? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill come to that in a moment, Then there 
were some taxes upon powers of attorney, upon protests of notes, 
and upon warehouse receipts, amounting only to $375,000, and the 
committee took those off, making a total reduction in Schedule A 
of $22,242,000. They left on taxes in Schedule A which applied 
to transactions on stock exchanges in the large cities of the coun- 
try, both in speculating in farm produce and also in buying and 
selling stocks and bonds on the market. These amount to about 
$13,000,000 a year, according to the best estimate that can be fur- 
nished by the Internal-Revenue Office. We thought that these 
taxes ought to stay on as long as we had this train of expenses 
growing out of the war. 

Now we come down to Schedule B, which is largely a tax upon 
patent medicines and chewing gum—patent medicines, chewing 
gum,and wine. Well, I think the patent-medicine people have 
made more complaints than any other class of people that have 
been taxed under the war-revenue act. I do not mean to say that 
anybody has been taxed who has not made complaints, for every 
class of people who have been taxed under this act have been 
making loud complaints before the committee ever since the tax 
has been imposed. There was not a man of them who was not 
entirely willing to have his tax repealed, although a)l the other 
taxes should remain upon the schedule. 

But these people who sell patent medicine seemed to have a 
real cause of grievance. When we fixed the tax, we fixed it at 
five-eighths of 1 cent on every 25-cent article at retail, a small per- 
centage compared to the retail price. We did not so much take 
into consideration the wholesale price of the article, and we found 
that the wholesale price of the article was so small that this tax 
coming uponthe manufacturer made a very large percentage upon 
his output, amounting to from 20 to 50 per cent, and in some in- 
stances even more, upon the wholesale price at which he put the 
article out. This applies both tochewing gum and to the various 
articles of proprietary medicines under Schedule B. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman permit me right there? 
I do not claim to have any personal knowledge on the subject of 
the taxation of patent medicines and proprietary medicines, but 
there are a good many jobbers in my district, and they have told 
me some things about this subject which conflict with the state- 
ments of the gentleman from New York, in this, that they say 
the wholesale people make the jobbers and the retailers pay the 
tax. They are in favor of retaining this tax.” They say it does 
not make any difference; that the wholesale men will never put 
down the price of the medicine, even if you take the tax off. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I want to say that the general rule in 
every one of these cases is that the manufacturer claims he is pay- 
ing the tax, the wholesaler claims he pays it, the retailer claims he 

ays it, and the consumer claims he pays it, and they all seem to 

e honorable, truthful men. It is pretty hard work to get at the 
truth, and my own opinion is that in almost every case it is divided 
all along the line toa largeextent. The consumer can hardly pay 
it on these patent medicines, because the price is fixed at 25 cents, 
unless he gets a little less alcohol than he did before. I do not 
see very well how the consumer can be obliged to pay this tax 
otherwise. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the gentleman will permit me just there, 
I recall a conversation that I had with a jobbing druggist in my 
district, in which he took the instances cited by the gentleman, 
of 25-cent packages of patent medicine. He tells me that under 
this law they are compelled to sell the medicine at 40 cents. I do 
not know whether that is true or not. Itis avery reputable firm, 
and he is one of the men that asked me to retain this tax, saying 
that it would do people no good; that they would have to pay the 
increased price anyway. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should say a man who got 40 cents instead of 
25 cents would be in favor of continuing the tax. 
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But if anybody goes around the streets of our large cities with 
his eyes open he will see on the fronts of a great many drug stores 
the sign ‘‘Cut prices in patent medicines;” and they have got 
down pretty near to rock bottom in selling this stuff around the 


never tried any of it. 

Now, the basis of these medicines very frequently, and perhaps 
generally, is alcohol. Of course, alcuhol pays eleven or twelve 
hundred per cent taxation before it gets into patent medicine, and 
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difference between the Commissioner and the committee as to the 
amount. He estimated the amount at a million dollars and the 


| committee at half amillion, The factis that under the last clause 
ro el | the tax on legacies to strangers and to those of remote degree of 
country. Isuppose itis all good medicine, I donot know; I have | 


kinship and to others, including legacies to educational, chari- 


| table, and religious associations, amounted to $700,000 gathered 


they claim they are subject to a double internal-revenue tax, both | 


taxes of a very high character, and that would seem to be the 
case. So the committee thought it was best to take that off. 

In regard to chewing gui, in the tariff act of 1897 we put 10 
cents per pound duty on chicle, which is the basis of all the chew- 
ing gum made in this country, and which is all imported. This 
10 cents a pound is equivalent, they tell me, to about 65 per cent 


during the past year. The committee think that $500,000 would 
amply cover all the revenue received to-day upon educational, 
charitable, and religious bequests. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iseein connection with Sched- 
ule A the committee has taken off the tax from express receipts, 
but has left the tax on receipts for freight. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say in regard to that that the tax of 1 cent 


| on a receipt upon freight carried by a railroad and other carriers 


ad valorem; so that there is a very high tariff duty on the chicle | 


which goes into chewing gum before it reaches the gum. This | 


has been a great source of complaint, and they have put in evi- 
dence enough to convince the committee that they are really los- 
ing money, and have been ever since this tax has been in existence, 
and that the United States Government has been taking the entire 
profit. 

So the committee thought it best to take the tax off these arti- 
cles. There is a tax of 2 cents a quart bottle on native wine, and 
1 cent upon pint bottles or less. This tax has been complained 
of a good deal. It is a high tax, much higher in proportion than 
the tax on beer, not as much as the tax on whisky and alcohol. 
They generally get 5 quart bottles from a gallon of wine, and that 
amounts to 2 cents a gallon tax, while the wine is sold at 17 cents 
a gallon, and the makers of the wines say that that is a very large 
tax, and amounts to more than 60 per cent of the value of the 
wine. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me just one | 


statement? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The percentage of alcohol in beer is said 
to be 3 percent. If that is true, beer is taxed about 100 per cent 
higher than whisky and wine. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam reliably informed that under the new and 


improved methods of making beer that the average amount of | 


alcohol is 15 and more per cent. Iam nota judge of beer, and 
have not analyzed it to tind what alcohol it contains. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The experts state, and we have to take 
their statements, in a matter of this kind 

Mr. PAYNE. I am credibly assured that under the new and 
improved methods of making it, where they have dispensed with 
many of the old ingredients that went into the making of beer, 
the percentage is as I have stated. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. We have got to rely on the statements of 
experts on that, and they say that the percentage of alcohol in 
beer is 3 per cent. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What kind of beer, let me ask the gentleman 
right there? Isit nota fact that the percentage differs with differ- 
ent manufactures, and is not the percentage of alcohol larger in 
American beer than in German beer? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam so informed. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The percentage varies anywhere from 2} 
to 34, but the average given by the experts is 3 per cent. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am credibly informed that there is more 
alcohol in American beer than there is in German beer. 

Mr. PAYNE, These gentlemen will have to settle the question 
as to the percentage of alcohol in beer when they go out to get 
their lunch. I was speaking of the percentage of taxation upon 
the value of this article. There is no doubt but what it is a 
large tax upon the wine. I was in favor of making a reduction 





upon this, but was embarrassed by the fact that much of this wine | 


is made in my own and adjoining districts, and I gave up to the 
general good—to the greatest number—in regard to this, and we 
hold to this $600,000 that is estimated by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. That is all that is left of Schedule B—this tax 
upon wine, 

Now, in framing the bill in 1898 the Senate put a provision upon 
the bill putting a pretty high tax upon legacies and bequests of 
— property, and no exception was made as to any class of 

yequest for charitable, religious, or educational uses. The mat- 

ter was not called to the attention of the conference committee 
when we agreed upon that. If it had been, I have no doubt the 
conference committee would have suggested an amendment in 
that part of the law, because there is no excuse for taxing bequests 
to charitable, religious, and educational institutions; and I do 
not suppose that there is a member of this House who would insist 
at any time under any stress of circumstances on imposing a tax 
upon legacies of that character. 

Our cemmittee have eliminated that from the law, and these 
bequests will no longer be taxed under this bill. There is some 
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than express cover a large quantity of goods generally, and often 
shipped to long distances. Usually there is a large freight bill, 
the receipts covering a carload, and sometimes a trainload, and 
of course the compensation averages very much higher than it 
does for express packages. 

The railroad corporations have paid these taxes up to this time 
without imposing it upon their customers. It comes from the 
railroad company, while express companies claim that if they had 
to pay 1 cent for every package they carry, the compensation 
being comparatively small, it would drive some of them into 
bankruptcy and prevent others from paying the usual small divi- 
dend which they pay on the stock of the company. In other 
words, it would be very detrimental to business, and so they were 
forced to charge it to their customers. So the committee took it 
off the express receipts and left it on the railroad receipts. 

Mr. COX, Will the gentleman from New York allow me a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I want to get this proposition distinct and plain in 
this proposed bill. Now, a good citizen makes a bequest in his 
will and gives his property to an educational institution. Is that 
tax taken off? 

Mr. PAYNE. Under this bill we have removed all taxes on 
legacies of that kind. 

Mr. COX. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. POWERS. Would it interrupt the gentleman if I asked 
him a question at this point? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. Idesire to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether he has any objection to add to the proviso to which 
he has alluded, relating to the legacies to educational institutions, 
that the act shall not apply to estates, testate or intestate, where 
the testator died before June 13, 1898, the date of the passage of 
the original act? I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that some question has arisen in the case of estates where the 
settlement was pending at the time of the passage of this act. 
Some collectors have insisted that the act applied to those estates 
and claimed that the legacies and distributive shares should be 
taxed, while others claim that it did not apply. The next section 
of the law—section 30—would rather indicate that it did not ap- 
ply; but, to prevent any confusion or dispute about it, I ask the 
chairman if he has any objection to the proposed amendment? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like first to get the information from 
the Internal-Revenue Bureau, and then I will confer with the 
gentleman later. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under the war-revenue act the tax upon 
cigars weighing more than 3 pounds to the thousand is $3.60. It 
was put at this odd sum, $3.60. And in trying toapportion the 60 
cents the cigar makers found they were unable to do it and charge 
it totheircustomers. They claimed the price of cigars being 5 and 
10 cents they were not able to divide the cents in retailing cigars, 
and they are unable to get any portion of the tax from the con- 
sumer. They claim that prior to the imposition of this tax the 
margin was so small on cheap cigars that there was very little 
profit, and that the 60 cents a thousand has taken all, if not more 
than all, of the profits on this article. It bears heaviest on the 
cheap cigars madeof our own domestic tobacco, Even cigars made 
of Connecticut tobacco are subject to some difficulty on account 
of this tax, although that tobacco is not cheap and is good. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I will say to the gentleman from 
New York that we do not make cigars of Connecticut tobacco; we 
only make the wrappers. 

Mr. PAYNE. But they geta good American filler to put intoit, 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, they get that from Pennsylvania. 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. PAYNE. The result has been that the committee have 
taken out the 60 cents and left it at $3 a thousand, which is a 
pretty good tax on cigars now, considering the tax upon the 
wholesale dealer, and this item makes a reduction of $3,189,000 in 
the revenue. 

The only other subject upon which I have not touched is the 
subject of beer. The tax upon beer during the period soon after 
the civil war down to the tariff act of 1897 was $1 a barrel, with 
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74 per cent discount, making 92} cents net. This 7} cents dis- 
count was allowed at an early day, soon after the war, on the 
theory that after the stamp was put on the barrel of beer there 
was a certain loss by the way of the bursting of the barrel and 
souring of the beer which amounted to 74 cents on a barrel, and 
the brewers claimed that they were entitled to a discount because 
the stamps which were put on the barrel were worthless. It was 
estimated that the loss amounted to about 74 cents a barrel. 
They convinced Congress that this was the fact, and so this 74 
per cent was allowed as a rebate on the $1 down to the enactment 
of the Dingley tariff law in 1897. 

We made considerable investigation at one time; and the com- | 
mittee was satisfied that whatever was the loss in 1865 and gen- | 
erally in the sixties, in 1897 it did not amount to 1 per cent upon | 
the totalamount of beer. In the early days there were no refrig- | 
erator cars and no refrigerators in the saloons. There was no | 
method of keeping the beer cool except by putting it in the cellar, | 
where of course the heat was likely to burst the barrels, so that 
there was considerable loss on that account. But in these days | 
when we have refrigerator cars and when we have large refrig- | 
erators in the saloons—I have been told about these saloons [laugh- 
ter|—-the beer is kept cool, so that there is not this loss by the 
bursting of the barrels as there formerly was. I have been told 
by one brewer that the loss does not exceed a tenth of 1 per cent. 

Our committee was convinced of the fact in 1897, and we took | 
off this rebate of 7} per cent and left the tax on beer at a full dol- | 
lar a barrel; and we did not hear very much complaint from the | 
brewers in reference to that matter. 

When we came to frame the war-revenue bill the committee 
thought that beer ought to stand a tax of another dollar, and they 
at first fixed the tax at $2 a barrel. Finally a compromise was | 
made with those representing the beer interests. They agreed if | 
we would allow them 7} per cent rebate they would cease to fight | 
the increased taxation; so we put the rebate at 74 per cent, which 
made the tax on one barrel of beer $1.85, which it is to-day. So | 
that when any gentleman comes to you and says that in the war- 
revenue act the tax was increased $1, he is stating that which | 
is not true. The tax was originally $1, and we made it $1.85 net. 
The increase was simply 85 cents a barrel, not a dollar a barrel. 

The brewers have complained that this additional tax has made 
a great deal of difference in their business, and has been a great 
burden to them. They came before us last spring—of course be- 
fore we had the statement for the fiscal year ending June 30, of 
last year—and showed us by the internal-revenue reports that 
there had been a falling off in the sale of beer in the year ending 
June 30, 1899, as compared with the year ending June 30, 1898; 
that during the latter year when the tax was $1.85 as compared 
with the former year when the tax was $1, there had been a fall- 
ing off in the sale of beer to the extent of more than 900,000 bar- 
rels, the total sale being about 37,000,000 barrels. 

They said this was on account of the tax, and they proceeded to 
say that the brewers were paying the whole of the additional tax; | 
that the tax did not come out of the consumer or out of the re- 
tailer, butoutofthe brewer. Thesame gentleman made thestate- 
ment about this loss on the sales of beer; and [I could not get it | 
through my head how there could be a loss in the sale of beer on 
account of the tax if the brewers were paying the whole tax and 
the customer did not pay any. Then this gentleman said that 60 
per cent of the beer consumed was sold in the large cities by meas- | 
ure; that the retailer did not give so large a measure as he had | 
given before, so that the retailer was not paying the tax, but was 
collecting it out of the consumer, and that so large a measure not 
being given as before accounted for the falling off in the sale of 
beer. Still,I do not understand the matter, and I do not think 
the committee did. Another gentleman came before the commit- 
tee and explained the matter a little more in detail. I will read 
very briefly what he said on that subject: 


In your question put to our president, who preceded me, you asked him 
how it was that the consumption has decreased. I should answer that per- 
haps a little more thoroughly than he did by telling you that the brewers of 
the country, in trying to distribute this tax in the first place, issued little 
circulars showing the retailer how he could throw a portion of this tax upon 
the consumer; that is, by giving a certain size of glass, and showing him what 
size of glass to use in retailing, and also by the measure when selling beer by 
the pitcher or by the pail, and while the retailer said to us openly almost 
everywhere that he would not do that, yet, as a matter of fact, he did do it, 
and that has resulted very largely in the decreased consumption of the beer. 

Well they finally admitted that the brewers did not pay over 40 
per cent of the tax; that the balance was divided between the re- 
tailer and the consumer. I have always had some suspicion that 
40 per cent is apretty large figure, and that these gentlemen were ac- 
customed to use language in a sort of Pickwickian sense when de- 
scribing their woes, just as I have had a suspicion that the sellers 
of chewing gum and the manufacturers of patent medicines and 
the like, in detailing their woes before the committee, have always | 
stated them for all that they were worth—probably a little more. 

We expect exaggeration when men are making complaints. 
But I think the truth of the matter is that the wholesaler started 
out to collect the additional 85 cents by adding $1 to the price of 








his beer, but found that this would not work, because the saloon 
man knew that the tax was only 85 cents. So he reduced the price 
of the beer 15 cents a barrel, and finally alittle more in particular 
cases, the beer tax being one of the arguments, and perhaps the 
dullness of trade and something else, until a reduction had been 
made which averaged somewhere from 5 to 40 per cent, differing 
in different localities. But when we came to get the report of the 
sales for the year ending June 30, 1900, we found that they had 
exceeded those of the year before by $2,748,000. Then the ques- 
tion came up, What made that difference? If the reduction was 
on account of the tax, was the increased sale also on account of 
the tax? If the tax produced a reduction in 1899, why not in 1900? 
Why this large increase in the sales, amounting to about 7 per cent? 

Isaw a statement in the Post the other day as coming from a 
responsible authority, the president of the association; and I 
figured back fifteen or twenty years to find that the average in- 
crease in all of the years when there was an increase—because it 


| must be remembered that during some years there was no in- 


crease—that the average increase amounted to something like 4} 
per cent, while in the past year it reached 7} per cent, and I con- 
clude from that statement that these gentlemen were not so ter- 
ribly straitened as they are represented in the committee and by 
their friends to be in regard to this business. It is also a pretty 
good indication that the business prospers. 

A statement has been made that the number of breweries has 
been decreased. We are told that the reduction in the number of 
breweries in the United States during the last year amounts to 
200. Andin their evidence they sustain the statements. They 
show that a system is going on all over the country which tends 
in that direction. The smaller breweries are being gradually 
absorbed by the larger establishments; they are being bought up 
by a syndicate in different towns and cities throughout the 
country and being consolidated. Perhaps gentlemen on the 
stump would call them trusts—small trusts—buying up the 
breweries for the purpose of controlling the beer business, giving 
them a new capitalization and sometimes building a large new 
establishment to take the place of the smaller ones which have 
been absorbed. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Can the gentleman from New York 
state the price of beer prior to the adoption of the stamp tax? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state to the gentleman that that is one of 
the very hardest things to find out in the world. It differs in 
different cities or places throughout the country. We have 
been told that in the smaller cities it was about $5 a barrel 
before the tax: but we come around to investigate and ask the 
price from individual brewers, and we are told that the aver- 
age price is $6.25 in some places. Going later on to the retailers, 
they tell us that they are paying $1 a barrel more now than they 
paid prior to the adoption of the tax. But when we come around 
to the small brewers we find them complaining of the large brew- 
ers. who are selling in the cities where they are located at six, 
eight, or ten dollars a barrel, but when they come into the little 
cities and come into competition with the smaller brewers, then 
they put their prices down to $5 a barrel. So you.see there is a 
wide range of difference in prices. And, I repeat, it is almost im- 
possible to get at the exact price. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a prospectus of the La Crosse 
Brewing Company, at La Crosse, Wis., which is a consolidated 
concern composed of four smaller breweries which they bought 
in for the sum of $900,000. The figures in connection with the 
matter are interesting, and I will state them to the House. 


I aao eo asst facies cece cee sen sensee« hs iiitida teasadecnae! Ane 
i esi iicaie tends haied dbus mucehs ceseen Céeine scneunened 500, 000. 00 
i At. ccodhatedkhadueenseccoes a oe BOs he 1. 200. 000. 00 


908), 000, 00 
300), 000. 00 


Cost of the four plants, and assets included ..-.. 
Cost of proposed new brewery .... ...-..--.--- 


otal Gare GGeyeiea eo ois ces cc cones ccceee cccssoeccves cacese: aed Gen ee 
Appraised value of qropeesy, to be transferre ee a 016, 690. 63 
Profits from March 31, 1900, to be included (figured to July 1, 1900, 
ES a oe ere do's ’ gh - cdatmuuiduhetied 20, 7138. 86 
Capital to be placed in treasury for new plant-.-................-..- 800, 000. 00 
ee EN EI Oc IIS isin» Sarees amnainiedibosaans eetuiintbiontiin 1, 237, 404. 49 
I Re: SE va seiciciin ior eth edema titan edlikmcenine 122, 113. 79 


Mr, COX. What is the ratio of percentage? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ten percent. Their present rate of production 
is 80,000 barrels per annum, and the profit of $122,000 on 80,000 
barrels would be a pretty good business. This occurred during 
the last year, and during the depreciation in the brewery trade of 
which we have heard so much. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Do you think, in view of the statements of 
that prospectus, that that would be a good investment or a safe 
investment? Would you advise your friends to buy iu? 
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Mr. PAYNE. Why, if this comes from honorable men, yes. 
But I proceed. The actual capacity of the new brewery is to be 
100,000 barrels per annum, 


Barrels. 
Present wabe 68 QUeNGieas citbsttn dpb sade sackets wbccessscineseceses 80, 000 
Actual capacity of the new brewery per annum...................--.-- 100, 000 


Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time may be extended until he concludes his remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hopkins). Unanimous consent is asked 


that the gentleman be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is 
there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PAYNE (reading): 
Agencies and saloons controlled by the consolidation (60 per cent 
of the present sales go through these channels) .................... 129 
Proposed division of assured annual profit on preseat business: 
ee WOE CUe TRDRTCN OR WU oc ksks bd scckecdccatencsegussssccsete $30, 000.00 
NN COU ik 6 ntsindd nasikvtinn dthinn dntass idoetheaedteennt 9, 450. 00 
Cash dividend, 8 per cont On StOCK....<< <--ccccccccccccccécccccece 56, 000. 00 
EE ae 26, 663.79 | 
ee wrt ininanisiedaillinaiieScee a | 


Mr. SULZER. What is the capitalization of that company? 
Mr. PAYNE. One million two hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. Otto C. Wolfe, of Philadelphia, the leading brewery architect in Amer- | 
ica, has estimated, in papers on file, that a modern brewery of the most - 
proved plan, with an actual annual capacity of 100,000 barrels, can be built 
and equipped at a cost not exceeding $300,000, and that 80,000 barrels of beer | 
can annually be produced in such a brewery at $1.38 per barrel. 
h SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
there? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. I would rather read this statement and 
then hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. SULZER. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE (reading): 

This estimate on cost of production is confirmed, as Mr. Wolfe states, by 
one of the leading brewers in Philadelphia. We take this estimate as a 
basis, although, as a matter of fact, it is figured on a higher cost for material 
than exists at LaCrosse. It is known that the actual cost of production, as 
attested by several modern breweries located in this section of the Northb- | 
west, runs below $1.30 per barrel. The chief purpose of the new company is 
to secure the benefits of this economy. The sales of the four breweries for 
the first half of the present year show an output of at least 80,000 barrels 
The reduction inthe cost of brewing 80,000 barrels from $2.04 per barrel, un- 
der existing circumstances, down to $1.38 per barrel or below, will afford an 
annual saving of not less than $52,800. he average annual net profit at 
present in the four breweries is certified by the accountants to be $69,313.79. 

That is, the annual net profit to-day under existing circum- 
stances is $69,000 for the four breweries which were put into this 
capitalization at $00,000, and I suppose there is often water put 
even into beer stock. 

By — 

80,000 barrels 
ally. 

Then follows a recapitulation. 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- | 
man if it is not a fact that the consumers of the beer are com- | 

| 





the saving in cost of production alone, as set forth above, on | 
per year in the new plant, the profits will be $122,113.79 annu 


Now, I will hear the question 


lied to pay this additional tax? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think they pay a portion of it; how much I 
have not been able to find out. 

Mr. SULZER. Is not the brewer a mere collector for Uncle | 
Sam? Does he not charge the retailer the additional tax per bar- 
rel, and does not the retailer charge the consumer so much more 

r glass or so much more per bottle? 

Mr, PAYNE. I think very often the manufacturer pays the 
whole of the tax and I think that very often he does not. 

Mr. SULZER. I would state for the information of the gentle- 





man 
Mr. PAYNE. I did not ask the gentleman to make any state- 
ment. I only yielded for a question, not a statement. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, I havea letter written by a brewer from 
one of the small breweries, situated in the State of Ohio. This is 
addressed to me and dated December 3 of this year. He says: 


ADAM SCHANTZ RIVERSIDE BREWERY, 
Dayton, Ohio, December 3, 1900. 


Hon. 8. E. Payne, 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, Washington, D.C.: 


Dear Srr: The following, quoting Mr. Joe Miller, of Cincinnati, Ohio (sec- 
retary Ohio Brewers’ Association), taken from the Cincinnati Commercial- 
Gazette, explains itself: 

“WHAT THE WAR TAX WILL DO IF THAT TAX IS NOT REPEALED. 

“Said Mr. Miller this evening: 

“*It will mean that the small brewers will be forced out of the business, 
and the industry will be in the hands of a monopoly; there are some 300 
breweries in the hands of receivers, and there is no line of industry in the 
country which shows such a percentage.’”’ 

In my judgment, there was never a more deceiving statement made than 
appears in those few lines. I claim the contrary. e smaller brewers, of 
whom I am one, never feared the war tax half as much as the unfair com- 
petitors. It is more the fault of the big brewers, who for years have forced 
their beer into the neighborhood of their smaller competitors at such ruin- 
ous prices and methods, that the smaller brewer was unable to compete. 
These big brewers have for years bought real estate in the cities before the 


——— 





eyes of the smaller and weaker competitors at 100 ad cent more than the 
actual value of the properties, boasting of their rich concerns and _ the mil- 
lions behind them. Now they see how unwisely they have acted. Not one- 
half of their properties aang them a percentage, and this extra war tax and 
other expenses make them howl. Take off the war tax and you will drive 
the smaller brewers to the wall and help the larger ones to their penne. 

Inclosed herewith find a copy of a communication addressed to the ** Ding- 
ley committee and Senators” several yearsago. I have not changed my mind 
one iota. 

If a brewer does business on a fair basis and does not uphold a set of pret 
who have helped to Sapeee our business, they are being well enough paid 
with a continuance of the war tax. 7 

Should you find a reduction desirable, I would consider it advisable to 
allow a rebate of 15 cents on a dollar, or 30 cents on a barrel, instead of 7} 
cents on a dollar, or 15 cents on a barrel (as now), which I think should be 


agreeable to all. 
Yours, truly, ADAM SCHANTZ. 


ANOTHER SIDE TO THE BEER ISSUE. 
(Copy mailed to Hon. Nelson Dingley and Hon. Marcus A. HANNA.) 
ADAM SCHANTZ RIVERSIDE BREWERY, 
Dayton, Ohio, December 10, 1898. 


It is not the war tax that hurts the big brewers. It is caused by the busi- 
ness methods of those great ‘‘Iam’s” (rule or ruin). They think there are 
no others. For years they have had their own way, and now that they are 
forced to doa legitimate business or lose money they kick. For example, 
they sell their beer in the cities where they are located at $7 to $8 per barrel, 
but they ship it hundreds of miles from home for $5.50 to $6 per barrel, paying 
freight, furnishing ice, also loss of cooperage and other expenses, amount- 
ing in all to about $1 per barrel, all to the detriment of the small brewers. 

Now, competitors, this is a world of progress. You must shape your busi- 
ness accordingly. Give the minnows a chance to live. If you don’t, you 
must bear the consequences. After the storm will be calm. Don’t worry 
about it. Pay it without complaining. ; . 

We are living in the greatest country in the world, if we aren't all mil- 
lionaires and sell 1,000,000 barrels a year. Have faith in our Administration 
and all will be well at the proper time. 

ADAM SCHANTZ. 


Mr. SHATTUC. Will you kindly say who wrote that letter? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection whatever. It was sent to 
me as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. The name 
of the writer is Adam Schantz, Riverside Brewery, Dayton, Ohio. 

Now, that is a specimen of some of the letters we have received 
and some of the evidence we have taken into consideration. 

Mr. SULZER. I presume he is a Republican brewer. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope he is. 

Mr. PAYNE. I donot know whether he isa Republican ora 
Democrat; if a Republican, all the better for that; if a modern 
Democrat, God help him. omen: ) 

Mr. DALZELL. There are not any Democrats; they have gone 
in with the Populists. 

Mr. PAYNE. I mean the real old-fashioned Democrats. 

Mr. SULZER. If they go on as they are, the modern Demo- 
crats will soon be in the majority. 

Mr. PAYNE. They are growing beautifully less by degrees. 

Now, to return to the beer question. The committee heard all 
of the allegations of the brewers; whenever they were in the city 
and desired a hearing they were heard. When there were only 
two members of the committee we heard them in conversation, 
as we heard the representatives of other industries in that way. 
Although we had no general hearings at that time, we went over 
all they had to say, and I have read faithfully all the correspond- 
ence that has come to the committee on this subject, and I say 
that when we make that reduction of 25 cents a barrel, we 
have made all the concession in this tax that we ought to make, 
and all that this interest, under the present circumstances, has 
any right to ask of this Congress. That makes a reduction of 
nearly $10,090,000—nine million eight hundred and odd thousand 
dollars—in the war-revenue bill. It gives the largest reduction 
to them of any interest. 

We have taken nothing off tobacco except halfa dollar on cigars, 
and yet the tax on tobacco was doubled if the war-revenue bill. 
We have taken nothing off of cigarettes, and yet the tax was 
trebled on cigarettes under the war-revenue act. Weheve made 
this concession because these gentlemen have claimed se strenu- 
ously that this tax was destroying their business. We do not 
mean to destroy anybody’s business under a war-revenue act or 
any otheract. We were after the revenue which the Government 
was entitled to. At the same time we are not engaged in any 
moral reform or crusade. In apportioning these taxes on the dif- 
ferent industries and the different people of the country we have 
looked at it as a business proposition. In making these changes 
in the war-revenue act the committee has sought to do even- 
handed justice to all interests. 

We think that before another dollar is taken off beer there are 
other taxes on this schedule that should be reduced more than the 
80 per cent that was reduced upon this tax upon beer. The total 
additional tax is 85 cents. Thirty per cent of that is 25} cents. 
We have a reduction of 25 cents a barrel by this bill. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I submit to the House and to the committee with confi- 
dence that we have done the right thing and gone to the last dollar 
that we should go in this bill in the reduction of war revenue, 
The minority of the committee say that we should make a reduc- 
tion of $70,000,000. They do not give any reason for it. They do 
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not present any bill to the House in their report as a substitute for 
the one we have presented here. 

It is only a short time ago that the minority of the committee 
contended that all this war-revenue tax should go, and in place 
thereof there should be an income tax to be levied upon the in- 
comes of the country, overlooking the fact that there is now upon 
the statute books the Wilson income-tax law, which has never 
been repealed because the decision of the Supreme Court has de- 
stroyed it, and forgetting that if the new income-tax law went 
before the Supreme Court to-day, they would have the same court 
and the same decision that they had on the Wilson bill. Why, 
they have even dared to pose before the country—a portion of 
them—in favor of going into a lawsuit to raise revenues to supply 
the deficiencies in the Treasury which the $105,000,000 reduction 
would leave, in order to get enough revenue to run the Govern- 
ment. 

Well, now, this side does not believe in any such financial legis- 
lation as that. They propose in their report to take more of the 
tax off beer. They gave no reason for it; and they would take 
the tax off tobacco until they reduce the revenue by $70,000,000. 
I do not know but what that is the Democratic doctrine. I re- 
member under the Wilson bill that we met a deficiency every 30th 
day of June. I do not know butwhat that is the financing of the 
Democratic party when they come in here to-day and ask us to 
face a deficiency in June, 1902, by taking off $70,000,000 of revenue, 

Oh, they say, the revenues are increasing. Yes, but the in- 
creased revenue is because of the increased prosperity of the coun- 
try. You have been predicting that the time would soon come 
when that prosperity would cease. Still you propose to reduce 
the war taxation on the theory that that prosperity is to continue 
during the next four years. Well, I believe it will, so far as our 
domestic matters are concerned, and any internal arrangement 
confined to the people of this country. I believe it will continue 
four years as it has in the past; but there may be some complica- 
tions abroad that will stop it, and you do not take that into con- 
sideration. 

I do not want to see any deficit in the revenues of the country. 
Gentlemen say you have a large surplus in the Treasury. So we 
have, one hundred and forty millions; not all available—probably 
one hundred and twenty millions of it available. They say that 
will be increased by the 30thof June. Soitwill. But isit apart 
of your statesmanship to foster and keep that in the Treasury 
against a future deficiency and then go to work deliberately and 
create that deficiency? Gentlemen must remember that this de- 
crease in the revenue laws does not begin until the first of the 
next year, and it will operate only for a reduction upon the re- 
mainder of the fiscal year and have small effect upon the amount 
of money in the Treasury up to the 30th of June next. It is for 
the future that we are looking out. It is for the years 1902 and 
1903, and when we look to them I believe we have gone to the 
limit of safety in reducing the war taxes. We are unwilling for 
the committee to go any further in that reduction and run any 
risk on that account. 

What are we going to do with the money in the Treasury? We 
are going to adopt the good old-fashioned Republican way of pay- 
ing debts with the money in the Treasury. 

A MemBer. Bonds are high. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; but not as high as the interest we shall 
have to pay if we keep the bonds out and keep paying the interest 
every year, and not receive any interest on the money. If we 
have too much in the Treasury, it is an easy way to pay off the 
bonds and add it to the sinking fund. I hope to live to see the 
— when all the indebtedness of the United States is wiped out in 
full, and we commence with a clean balance sheet. I never be- 
lieved that a national debt was a national blessing any more than 
a private debt is a private blessing. 

A MEMBER. Would you gointo the market and buy the bonds? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; as we have always done, by fixing the 

rice that we would pay for the bonds, e have done that be- 

ore and the country has approved of it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BouTtE.t of Illinois rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I did not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman during the discussion, but I would like to ask one or 
two questions in reference to these estimates. As I understand 
from the figures of the Secretary of the Treasury, which the com- 
mittee have adopted, the expenditures estimated for 1902 are 
$83,000,000 in excess of the estimated expenditures for 1901, leaving 
an estimated surplus of only $26,000,000 for the year 1902. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ithink the gentleman isrightin round numbers. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. So, if we should base our expend- 
itures for the year 1902 upon the estimate for 1901, this law re- 
maining in force, it would show a surplus of $109,000,000 for the 
year 1902, 


Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. In other words, estimating our 
expenditures for 1902 on the basis of 1901, the surplus under this 
law would be $109,000,000, and six months of 1901 are still on the 
basis of the estimation. Taking the actual expenses of the year 
just closed, the estimated expenses for 1902 are over $100,000,000 
in excess of the actual expenses of the year 1900, which, with the 
difference of the $26,000,000 estimated surplus, makes for 1902, 
under this law, provided we kept our expenses within that of last 
year, 1900, a surplus of $126,000,000. Would it not? 

Mr. PAYNE, Iam nota lightning calculator, but I presume 
the gentleman’s figures are correct. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. So that the $126,000,000 for the year 
1902 added to the $80,000,000 for 1901 and to the $80,000,000 for 
1900 would leave a surplus in the Treasury, if this law was in force, 
of $286,000,000 on the 30th of June, 1902? 

Mr. PAYNE. With all your ifs, yes. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. If we cut this war-revenue taxation 
$40,000,000 and the reduction goes into effect the ist of next Jan- 
uary, in the eighteen months between that time and July 1, 1902, 
we take out $60,000,000 and we would have a surplus of $236,000,- 
000, if this law were to remain in force, on the 30th of June, 1902? 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that all? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. No; that was just preliminary—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to answer your question when you get 
through. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. lam endeavoring to elicit informa- 
tion which I think would be very acceptable to the House. On 
page 12 of the Secretary’s report, in making this estimate for 1902, 
he places the military establishment- 

Mr. PAYNE. I donot think the gent!eman ought to inject a 
speech here, because the House has granted me the courtesy of an 
extension, which I ought not to abuse. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I do not wish to trespass upon the 
courtesy of the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the question is not too long, I am perfectly 
willing to answer it. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I do think we would all like to 
have a little fuller explanation in detail of these figures for the esti- 
mated expenditures for 1902. The estimate for the miiitary estab- 
lishment proper is one hundred and thirteen and a half millions. 
Under public works there is an estimate for the military establish- 
ment of fifty-one millions. What is that for? 

Mr, PAYNE. That meansrivers and harbors and fortifications. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Then under ‘* Miscellaneous” there 
is a further estimate of the War Department for five millions. 
What is that for? . 

Mr. PAYNE. Isimply answer the gentleman that that is ‘‘ mis- 
cellaneous.” I can not answer the gentleman more definitely than 
that. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. The estimate for the naval estab- 
lishment is $70,800,000—$11,000,000 more than for 1901. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is very low. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. And under ‘‘ Public works” there 
is afurther estimate of $16,000,000 for the Navy. Can the gentle- 
man inform us what is covered by that $16.000,000 estimate? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know whether I can or not. I only 
know that the two items represent the maintenance of the Navy— 
the expense of keeping ships in commission—the pay. and matters 
of that kind, and the increased construction in the Navy which I 
explained at the beginning of my remarks, which will be very 
enormous during the coming fiscal year and the year follow- 
ing, on account of the passage of the bill last year, which the 
gentleman will remember, and on account of the contract for 
armor plate. ( 

Mr. STEELE. And for manning the vessels that go into com- 
mission. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; of course. There is, I will say, a large in- 
crease in the estimate for sailors, etc., for manning the vessels 
a very large increase. It has been estimated that the cost on this 
account will be doubled. I do not say that that is the official 
estimate of the Department, but officers of the Navy say that there 
ought to be double the number of men nowin service to take 
care of the ships we now have. The Secretary does not estimate 
for doubling the number of men, but for a large increase in that 
force; and it would seem to be imperative that the force be in- 
creased, if we are to take care of the vessels. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. There is another quite substantial 
item that does not appear in the report of 1900 or 1901, and that 
is the miscellaneous item of $27,000,000 after the full estimates for 
all the departments of the Government. Is there any informa- 
tion as to that large item? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the fiscal year 
1900 has passed into history; we know what we have paid and 
what we have received in that year. The fiscal year 1901 does not 
end until the 30thof next June. Theappropriations have already 
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been made except the deficiency appropriations, and the time has 
arrived when those deficiency estimates can be made with a great 
deal of accuracy. 

I do not think the Secretary of the Treasury will be found mnch 
out of the way in his estimates for the expenses of 1901. The year 
has so far progressed; the appropriations have been made; he 


knows what the Congress has done in the way of general appro- | 


priations; and the deticiencies have been so nearly estimated for, 
that he can not be very far out of the way in his estimates of 
1901. In reading the Postmaster-General's report the other day I 
saw a discrepancy between that and the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I thought that the Postmaster-General would 
really need more funds than he estimated for during the current 
year. But that is amatter of but small moment. 

I think there is liable to be an increase rather than a decrease of 
these deficiencies for this year. As to the next year, as I said in 
the opening of my remarks, what will be the expenses and what 
will be the revenues 1s somewhat problematical. Should the fig- 
ures increase in the customs and internal revenues, and should 
the figures show an increase upon the item of postal receipts, which 
I believe will be the case, 1 think there may be an increase of 
$25,000,000; but I believe the natural growth of the country will 
absorb that increase in increased expenditure. 

In addition to the expenses of this year we have the expenses for 
the construction of the Navy, which will be as heavy in 1902,and 
heavier than they have ever been in our history, owing to the 
contracts recently made for armor plate and the bids recently 
opened for this large increase in the Navy authorized by the last 
naval bill, the larger portion of which expenditure will come in 
the years 1902 and 1903. 

Mr. LACEY. How much of this increase is due to the factthat 
we have suspended work on the Navy for the last two years? 

Mr. PAYNE, I have not figured that out. 

Mr. LACEY. That would make a considerable item, would it 
not? 

Mr. PAYNE. 
millions. 

In addition to these other expenses we shall have to remove 
65,000 troops from the Philippine Islands to this country and give 
them two months’ extra pay. On the Istof July next we have got 
to bring them home, and I believe the law has already provided 
for giving them two months’ extra pay. That would involve a 
large expenditure. In addition to that we must recruit 75,000 
men to take the place of those whose terms of enlistment willexpire. 
It will require much money to equip these new troops and carry 
them to the Philippine Islands. A part of this increase is calcu- 
lated upon that vast expendituye. I notice that the estimate for 
the military establishment—that is, for taking care of the 100,000 
men—is practically the same for 1901 and 1902. The increased 
items of expenditure estimated by the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy are based largely upon these items. 

Mr. GAINES, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. I would like to ask the gentleman if he can in- 
form the committee how much it costs to bring a soldier home 
from the Philippines or to take one there? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not. 

Mr. GAINES. Now, Mr. Chairman, afew minutes ago the gen- 
tleman said that a national debt was not a national blessing, and 
he hoped sooner or later to see the entire national debt wiped out. 
I agree with him in that. But would not that be an operation 
that would require the payment of all of the outstanding bonds? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. Then what becomes of your national banking 
system? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, we will construct a banking bill when 
the time comes. We will cross the bridge when we reach it. 
The gentleman need have no apprehension that we will not make 
one which wiil be satisfactory to the business interests of the 
country, if we are in power. 

Mr. GAINES. So, then, the gentleman admits that he must 
construct another banking system to take the place of this one if 
we were fortunate enough to get rid of the national debt? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes; the gentleman can leave it safely to 
the Republican party to do the work. 

Mr. GAINES. But the national banks can not live, according to 
the gentleman’s own showing, without a public debt. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I wish, Mr. Chairman, to thank the 
gentleman in charge of the bill for his courtesy in explaining these 
items, but it seems to me that the estimated surplus for 1902 is 
very low. 

Now, I wish to ask one more question—whether I understood 
him correctly to say that he approved of the use of the surplus 
resulting from the war-revenue tax for the purpose of retiring the 
outstanding bonds of the Government. Would the gentleman ad- 
vocate that policy? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no danger of it. 


It would amount toa very large sum; tens of 


We can not do it, 
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A Memper. Why? 

Mr. PAYNE. Because there would not be enough of it left to 
pay the cost of the operation. Lecause the expenditures which 
will necessarily continue for some time, and which the report of 
Governor Dingley so ably dea's with, will necessarily go on for 
along time. For instance, we must have 50,000 men on account 
of the war. It will take almost the entire $65,000,000 surplus to 
pay for that expenditure alone, In addition to this it would not 
pay the interest on the public debt outstanding. I answer my 
friend, therefore, that we can not pursue the policy of using the 
war revenue to retire the bonds, because war expenditures will 
use it all, and more. I do believe, though, that when the last act 
of Congress remits the tax proposed, constituting the most of this 
war revenue, there may be found some tax there that Congress 
will see fit to continue definitely, permanently, as a means of 
raising revenue for the Government. 

The necessity of that system, and the value of it, was established 
during the civil war. It was found that there were many taxes 
then imposed as war taxes which were good taxes to continue in 
time of peace. But what they will be, where they will strike, how 
they will be levied—I have not studied the question and am unable 
to say. But many of the revenues raised by the Government in 
times of peace originated in the time of the civil war. It should 
be remembered that at that time we also had a hicher tariff. We 
had the Morrill tariff in operation, the highest tariff that we had 
ever had in the history of the country. We had the beer tax, and 
that was continued in time of peace; we had the whisky tax, and 
that was kept up—a tax which originated during the civil war— 
and [ might refer to many other taxes of the same character. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from 
New York yield to me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. TheSecretary of the Treas- 
ury shows that the receipts for the year 1900 were, in round num- 
bers, $669,000,000, and that we had a surplus of $79,000,000. Now, 
for the present year the receipts will be $687,000,000 and the sur- 
pus eighty million. For 1902 the same Secretary estimates the 
receipts to be seven hundred and sixteen million—a very large in- 
crease, as the gentleman will see. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; larger than we will probably receive. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, what I wanted to ask 
the gentleman was, Why. with a revenue of six hundred and 
sixty-nine millions at one time, we had a surplus of seventy-nine 
millions; with receipts of six hundred and eighty-seven millions 
at another time, we had a surplus of eighty millions; and yet, 
with an estimated revenue of seven hundred and sixteen millions, 
we are only to have twenty-six millions surplus in 1902? Will the 
gentleman explain that? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is evident the gentleman from Tennessee 
wants to anticipate his speech 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). And I wish to say to him that I 
have gone over th's ground twice, fully and thoroughly, and if 
the gentieman did me the honor to listen he would have had an 
answer to his question already. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But the gentleman from 
New York is so able and so courteous that 1 wanted to see if I 
understood him thoroughly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think I ought to take up any more of 
the time of the committee, and will not endeavor to repeat the 
speech or that part of itto which the gentleman refers. It will be 
published in the Recorp, and the gentleman can read it in the 
quiet of the afternoon at his leisure, and I am satisfied he will 
find his questions answered fully. 

Mr. LEVY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question before he resumes his seat, 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. LEVY. Do you think it wise policy to pay the bonded in- 
debtedness of the United States—I mean buying the bonds of the 
United States—at high prices, and for that purpose use the sur- 
plus fund that may be in the Treasury? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think when we have a surplus not collected 
from the war-revenue act—because there never was a moment 
when that act was sufficient to meet all of the ordinary expenses 
of the war, except possibly during the last three or four months— 
and when we have a large surplus in the Treasury coming from 
the original Dingley bill, it is wise for the Government of the 
United States to buy the bonds atany price, less than the principal 
and interest which we will be required to pay, and turn them into 
the sinking fund. I trust that answers the question of the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. LEVY. Do you claim that the entire surplus has resulted 
from the Dingley bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I claim there has not been a time when the war- 
revenue bill has ever paid the expenses of running the war, except, 
perhaps, in the last six months. 

Mr. STEELE. Not then; not by a good deal. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I do not think there has ever been a time when 
it has paid the expenses of the war. 
| Mr. Payne here resumed his seat, amid applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lacry having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, sundry messages, in writing, 
from the President of the United States were communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

WAR REVENUE. 
The committee resumed its session. 
[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desired to offer some re- 
marks upon the pending measure, but by reason of the fact that 
we have been informed by the representative of the Doorkeeper 
that it is important they should now have the use of the Hall for 
the purpose of decoration, I move, therefore. that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the bill H, R, 12394, had come to no resolution thereon. 


COMMITTEE ON WESTPOINT INVESTIGATION, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the following appoint- 
ments, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Special Committee of Investigation under the resolution adopted by the 
House December 11, 1900: 

Mr. MARSH, Mr. WANGER, Mr. SmituH of Iowa, Mr. Driaas, and Mr. Ciay- 
TON of New York. 


CLAIM OF BENJAMIN WEIL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompany- 
ing - rs, showing the return tothe Government of Mexico of the unex- 
nded balance of the award in favor of Benjamin Weil, made by the United 
States and Mexican Claims Commission, established under the convention of 


July 4, 1868. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 11, 1900. 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom- 


vanying papers, respecting the unveiling at Paris, France, on July 4, 1900, of | 
the statue of Lafayette provided by the contributions of school children of 


the United States. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 11, 1900. 

The message and accompanying papers were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, [ move that the House do now ad- 
journ, as I understand it is necessary in order to clear out the 

all and get ready for to-morrow. I 
that the adjournment is until 3.15 to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 4 minutes p.m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 3.15 p. m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ew were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, blue-print copies of two charts to 
accompany Colonel Smith's estimates for improvement of Cleve- 
land Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, witb a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report relative toa suit against J. E. 


Turtle, United States assistant engineer—to the Committee on | 


Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of tests 
of iron, etc., at Watertown Arsenal during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1900—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
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Wilmington Harbor, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Ordnance, with copy of a report relating to reappro- 
priation for repairs at Springfield Armory—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for rental at Indianapolis, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for increase of salary of United States 
consul at Port Stanley, Falkland Islands—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Quartermaster-General of the Army concerning 
the proposed transfer of certain temporary buildings on lands 
owned by the Convent of Mary Immaculate, at Key West—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Brunswick outer bar, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. - 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Warrior and Tombigbee rivers, Alabama—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
submitting a modification of an estimate of appropriation for pur- 
chase of books—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for engraving and printing geological 
maps—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 12447) to amend an act approved June 1, A. D. 
1900, entitled ‘‘ An act to create the southern division of the south- 
| ern district of lowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 

place for holding court therein,” reported the same with amend- 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2017); which said bill and re- 
| port were referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND 








OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MAHON, from the Committee 

| on War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 

12257) for the relief of the heirs of A. T. Heusley. reported the 

same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2019); 

which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


| REPORTS 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
| the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
| upon referred as follows: 

| <A bill (H. R. 12294) granting a pension to Lottie M. V. Ran- 
| kins—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 





i 
| 


| PUBLIC BILLS, 





RESOLUTIONS, 

INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
| of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
| follows: 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 12608) to remodel and ex- 

tend the United States post-office at Minneapolis, Minn.—to the 
| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
| By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 12609) providing for the erection 

of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fia., and for other 
| purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H.R. 12610) for a sur- 
| vey of the present channel leading from the wharves at Canarsie, 
| N. Y., to the Atlantic Ocean—to the Committee on Rivers and 
| Harbors. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H.R. 12611) to amend chapter 559 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, approved March 3, 
1891—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12612) allowing settlers in Wyoming and 


AND MEMORIALS 
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South Dakota the free use of timber on certain lands for domestic 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 12613) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of the most advantageous level for navigable purposes 
of the waters of Lake Erie and tributary streams by international 
agreement, and to promote commerce—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 12614) to amend the national 
banking law so as to permit national banks to consider and treat 


their surplus as capital in the restrictions on loans—to the Commit- | 


tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12615) for the relief of the 
Kickapoo tribe of Indians in Oklahoma Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: A resolution (H. Res. 314) relating to electrical 
signals in the House—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A memorial of the 
legislature of the State of Massachusetts, relative to the purchase 
of Temple Farm and Moore House, at Yorktown, Va., by the 
United States Government—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 4 

3y Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 12616) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy T. Hardy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 12617) granting an 
increase of pension to A, C, Noland—tothe Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12618) granting a pension 
to John Dorrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to 
Christian Schwarz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 12620) granting an increase of 
pension to John P. C. Shanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12621) granting an increase of 
pension to Leander Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12622) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Kurth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12623) granting an increase of pension to 
John Prescott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12624) granting an increase of pension to 
Tunis J. Roosa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12625) for the relief of Joseph Ritter—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12626) granting a pension to Jesse Johnson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 12627) for the relief of Edward 8S. 
Crill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 12628) for the relief of Elisha 
W. Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 12629) granting a pension to 
John Lossing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R, 12630) to authorize Herbert W. 
Bowen, minister resident and consul-general of the United States 
to Persia, to accept a decoration from the Shah of Persia—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 12631) for the relief of G. W. 
Ratleff—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 12632) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Conley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 12633) for the relief 
of James G. James and William J. Thomas, surviving executor of 
Edward Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 12634) granting a pension 
to Helen M. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12635) granting a pension to Alfred Bird—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 12636) granting a pension 
to Nicholas Montag—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 12637) granting a pension to 
Emily Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Penciben. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12638) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Timothy B. Lehane—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12639) granting an increase of 
pension to John Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12640) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12641) for the relief 
of Frederick R. Smith—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H.R. 12642) for the relief of the sur- 
viving executors of Anna Maria Fitzhugh, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 














By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 12648) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Morely—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 12644) granting an increase 
of pension to John T. Mayhugh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12645) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12646) to reimburse Louis Benecke for arms 
furnished the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 12647) to correct the military record of John 
P. Griffith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 12648) for the relief of H. D. 
Bonnet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12649) granting 
an increase of pension to J. W. Forbes—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12650) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma Foote Glenn—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R, 12651) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan H. Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12652) granting a pension to Erma G. Har- 
vey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 12653) granting a pension to 
Simeon C. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12654) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Peter Tatro, alias John Goodro—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12655) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Wagner, late of Company D, Seventh New Jer- 
sey Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 12656) granting a pension to 
James F. Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12657) granting a pension to Rebecca Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12658) to remove charge of desertion from 
record of Thomas E. Kittridge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12659) to remove charge desertion from 
James O’Neill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following eee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of L.M. Drye,commander Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kentucky, indorsing House 
bill No, 5779, relating to appointments in the Government serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of Quaker City Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, Philadelphia, Pa., in favor 
of legislation transferring the present mint building to the city of 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to John Dorrow—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Elisha W. Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of R. F. Reidand other citizens of 
Glenshaw and Sholer Township, Allegheny County, Pa., in favor 
of the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
urging the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to exchange gold coin for any other money coined by the 
United States whenever it may be necessary todo so—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of citizens of Cedarville, Ill., favoring 
uniform marriage and divorce laws—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: Resolutions of the Produce Exchange of New 
York, advocating an appropriation for the improvement of But- 
termilk Channel—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

By Mr. McALEER: Protest of the Universal Peace Society 
against an increase of the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Petition of Nicholas Montag to accom- 
any House bill granting him a pension—to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Ex-Slave Association, No. 1083, of 
Harwood, Ark., asking for bounty and pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accom 
msion to Lucinda E. 
ensions. 


y House bill No. 12589, granting a 
oward—to the Committee on Invalid 
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By Mr. MILLER: Resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Cherokee, Kans., favoring the exclusion of slavery, 
rifles, and the liquor traffic in Africa—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rev. Pallett, J. B. Odair, C. E. Terry, and 
other citizens of an County, Kans., favoring the passage of 
the Crumpacker bill—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to Timothy B. Lehane—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of the heirs of 
Bolling Byrd, deceased, late of Lawrence County, Ala., for refer- 
ence of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

er of Susan King, administratrix of Meredith King, 
dece , of Jackson County, Ala., for reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petitionof Woman's Missionary 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Lima, Ind., by Mary W. 
Cooper, Mary H. Orton, and Ella W. Nash, in favor of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of wholesale grocers of Albany, 
Troy, Utica, and other cities in the State of New York for the re- 

eal of the war revenue on tea—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans, 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Taylors 
Falls, Minn., against the establishment of the parcel-post system— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of M. 8, Scott, of St. Paul, Minn., favoring anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, urging the improvement of Buttermilk Channel—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of Simon C. Chandler, to accom- 
any House bill granting him a pension—to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of J. W. Daugherty, D. W. Steven- 
sop, Levi Wiser, and other citizens of Indiana, to accompany 
House bill granting a pension to John W. Daugherty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1900. 


The Senate met at 3 o’clock p. m. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. I make 
the motion because the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA] desires 
to address the Senate to-morrow on the subsidy bill, and as we 
have a special order for 3 o’clock, it is necessary to get the extra 
hour in order to dispose of that and other business. 

The motion was agreed to, 


CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION AT WASHINGTON, 


Mr. HALE. While waiting for notice from the House of Rep- 
resentatives that it is ready to receive the Senate, I will ask the 
Senate to remain for a short time without taking a recess. The 
message will be here in a few moments, undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials are 
in order. If there be none, reports of committees are in order. 

Mr. MONEY. I thought when we adjourned yesterday to meet 
to-day it was the understanding that no business would be trans- 
acted. Am I mistaken about that order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the Journal does not show it. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was the understanding. 

Mr. HALE. It was undoubtedly the understanding of the 
Senate that no business should be transacted to-day, as the other 
body does no business to-day, because it was made a legal holiday. 
Therefore I hope that no formal business will be received. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that will 
be the order. 

After a delay of ten minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 3 o'clock and 22 minutes 

.m.). The Chair is informed that the messenger from the other 
ouse is now here. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, there to take part in the ceremonials 


of the day. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
Hall of the House of Representatives. 





The Senate returned to its Chamber at 6 o'clock and 19 minutes 


p. m. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 20 minutes 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, December 


13, 1900, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1900. 


The House met, pursuant to adjournment, at 3 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m., and was called to order by the Speaker, the Hon. 
Davip B. HENDERSON. 

On taking the chair the Speaker was greeted with the applause 
of members. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for our country, its incom- 
parable past, its vast resources, its magnificent proportions, and the 
promise of its perpetuity and future glory; for this beautiful city, 
the seat of our Government, which through all the vicissitudes of 
the past has added to its proportions until it promises to be not 
only the most beautiful, but the most interesting and influential 
city in all the world. 

We invoke Thy blessing upon the exercises of the day which 
commemorates its hundredth anniversary. We are not unmind- 
ful of the struggles, the sacrifices, the heroic deeds of our fathers, 
who laid the foundation of our Government deep and strong and 
broad, and that eternal vigilance is the price of liberty. 

Help us to emulate the virtues of our fathers; to be watchful, 
zealous, patriotic, that we may grow to yet vaster proportions. 
greater usefulness and influence, and Thine shall be the praise 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

CAPITAL CENTENNIAL EXERCISES. 

This being the time appointed by law for a joint convention of 
the Senate and House of Representatives to celebrate the one 
hundredth anniversary of the establishment of the permanent 
seat of government in the District of Columbia and of the first 
session of Congress held in the permanent capital, 

At 3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. appeared— 

The President pro tempore and the Senate of the United States, 

The Chief Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court, 

The ambassadors and ministers to the United States. 

The governors of the several States and Territories and their 
staffs. 

The President of the United States and the members of his 
Cabinet. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of a message from the Presi- 
dent, and legislation that followed, provision was made for the 
centennial celebration of the first session of Congress in the city 
of Washington, and of the locating of the seat of government in 
this city and District. Committees duly appointed in pursuance 
of this legislation have made out a programme for the exercises 
on this day. Under that programme we are assembled here, and 
it is made the duty of the Speaker of the House to call this assem- 
bly to order, and to ask the Rey. Dr. MiLBURN, Chaplain of the 
United States Senate, to offer prayer. 

The Chaplain of the Senate, Rev. W. H. MiLsurn, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 

We praise Thee, we worship Thee, we give thanks to Thee, O 


| Lord God, Heavenly King, God the Father Almighty. 


Thus have Thy people in all ages of our era chanted or said the 
angels’ song; and we, in this latest birth of time, come to join our 
hearts and voices in this latest ascription of honorsto Thee. Espe- 
cially are we moved to this devotion when we behold the marvels 
which Thou hast wrought in this our country within the last hun- 


| dred years; a nation of 3,000,000 people, huddled in lowly places 





of residence, grown to well-nigh fourscore millions and one of the 
powers of the earth; and this city, from an insignificant and al- 
most squalid village, grown to be one of the fairest and stateliest 
capitals of the world, challenging the admiration and the homage 
of all well-informed and traveled people. 

For these Thy gifts and the promises which they contain, we 
join in the angels’ song— 

Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good will toward men. 

And now we humbly ask Thy blessing upon this notable assem- 
bly; upon the firstand most eminent citizen of the land, our hon- 
ored President, and the members of his official family; upon the 
Chief Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court; upon 
the President and all members of the Senate; upon the Speaker 
and all members of the House of Representatives; upon the chief 
men of the Army and the Navy of the country; upon the gather- 
ing of governors, the heads of the sovereign States of this great 
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Republic; upon all who are engaged in the making, the interpre- 
tation. and the execution of the laws. 

Nor would we forget the public-spirited citizens who have moved 
in this matter and brought it toso admirableaconclusion. And we 
humbly come to Thee, in our hearts and best desires asking Thy 
bless 


tions and powers with whom we are at peace and amity. And 


upon this great concourse of men and women who represent the | 


masses of our country from sea to sea let Thy loving-kindness de- 
scend and abide. 


And so, moved in heart with unutterable gratitude for all Thy | 


benefits, wecry “Alleluia, for the Lord God Omnipotent reigneth!” | on the Susquehanna. 


All of which, in praise and prayer to Thee, we offer in the name 
and mediation of our blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ. 
Amen. 

The SPEAKER. It is also made the duty of the Speaker to in- 
troduce the President of the Senate, Mr. FRYE, to preside during 
the further execution of this programme. 

{The President of the Senate took the gavel. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The two Houses are in joint con- 
vention to hold commemorative exercises in honor of the centen- 
nial anniversary of the first session of Congress in the permanent 
capital of our country. 

You will now listen to an address by Hon. James D. Ricnarp- 
SON, a Representative from the State of Tennessee, his subject 
being the *‘ Transfer of the national capital from Philadelphia.” 

On rising. Mr. RICHARDSON was greeted with applause. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. President, it isa matter 
of the sincerest congratulation to us all on this auspicious occa- 
sion that there is assembled in this historic Chamber, the official 
home of the representatives of the people, this splendid audience, 
comprising in part the governors of the States, the Lieutenant- 
General of the Army, the Admiral of the Navy, detachments of 
the Army, Navy, the Marine Corps, and National State Guards; 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the diplomatic 
corps, resident with us; the members of the several courts of the 
District of Columbia, the Chief Justice and associate justices of 
the Supreme Court, the Senate, and with his Cabinet of constitu- 
tional advisers, the Chief Magistrate of our beloved country. 

The occasion for bringing together so large a number of illus- 
trious public men and officials can not be without great national 
significance. As anation we have just emerged from a fierce con- 
test between the different parties for political supremacy, which 
was characterized in most quarters by manly warfare. 


their sequel, in bringing unhappy regrets and disappointments 
to many, while it brought contentment and joy to others. It is 
a source of pride to every patriotic American who loves his 


country and her institutions that when these periodical battles | 


come around, althuugh the conflict may have raged with despera- 
tion while the heat of the struggle was on, yet when the victory 
is won “liberty has not lost but gained in strength,” and every 
man from the highest to the humblest in the land dutifully ac- 
cepts the result and loyally upholds the verdict reached. [Ap- 
plause.| But the cause of our coming together is wholly apart 
from our recent contest. We are here to take part in a highly 
interesting ceremony—‘‘ the celebration of the centennial anniver- 
sary of the establisnment of the seat of government in the District 
of Columbia.” 

The First Congress under the Constitution assembled in the city 
of New York in 1789. One of the first questions which engrossed 
the attention of the Congress and the country was, Where shall 
the seat of government be located? This question was debated 
with acrimony and bitterness, and in the minds of some of the 
participants therein much sectional feeling was engendered. 
subjects always excite warmth in debate and more or less of irri- 
tation. It has been charged that the location of the capital was the 
result of a bargain between the contending sides in the Congress. 
If it was not an express bargain, it was the direct result cf a 
compromise between the factions. The plan of compromising for 
aresultso early instituted in our history has never beenabandoned, 
and I fear is too often resorted to by those who are looking out for 
special objects. Alexander Hamilton, in his full manhood, with all 
his ability, was then endeavoring to have Congress assume the 
debts of the several States of the Union, which had come to them 
as legacies of the great Revolution. He eloquently maintained 
thatthe public debt was “‘the priceof liberty.” Hisplan of assump- 
tion wasrejected by Congress. The excitementresulting therefrom 
ran so high and the public feeling was so greatly embittered it 
seemed that the experiment of a general government had failed. 
It was said that Congress assembled thereafter every morning 
as usual, but only to adjourn at once, as the two sides were ‘‘ too 
much out of temper to do business together.” The question was 
largely the North versus the South; centralization against the 
rights and dignity of the State governments. Hamilton refused 
to submit to the verdict reached, and kept up his fight, while 


Madison and those who stood with him resolutely resisted him. 


ng upon the ambassadors and ministers of the foreign na- | 


This | 
political struggle ended as similar contests have heretofore had | 


Such | 











| 





Late in his life Mr. Madison, in giving his version of this parting 
of company with Hamilton, said— 

that ie erpese of the latter was to commit the Government ‘x. a volicy 
totally different from that which he and I both knew perfectly # el! i209 been 
understood and intended by the Convention which framed the Ju .stite.ion 
and by the people in adopting it. 

In the emergency upon them a compromise was effer,od, the 
details of which I will omit, but the result was that Hamiiton 
and his friends carried assumption, and the capital was located 
on the Potomac. Prior to this action a measure had almost gone 
through Congress to fix the seat of government at Wrights Ferry, 
This place is within the State of Penn- 
sylvania and within the Congressional district represented by Mr. 
ZIEGLER. It is now known as Wrightsville. By a census of this 
town which I remember to have seen not very many years ago, 
it contained ‘‘ two sawmills and 1,310 inhabitants.” 

We learn that the members from New England and New York 
agreed in proposing Wrights Ferry, and claimed it was the point 
nearest the center of population and wealth, and that it would re- 
main so indefinitely. For many days this location appeared to 
have a better chance of becoming the capital than either Harris- 
burg, Baltimore, New York, Germantown, Philadelphia, or any 
other place proposed. Wrights Ferry was shown in the debate to 
be the veritable ‘‘ hub of the universe,” a region favored by nature 
above all others. One gentleman advocating the location there 
claimed that not merely the soil, the water, and the ‘‘ advantages 
of nature were unsurpassed,” but he said: 

If honorable gentlemen were disposed to pay much attention toa dish of fish, 
he could assure them their table might be furnished with fine and good from 
the waters of the Susquehanna. 

Mr. Madison favored the shores of the Potomac as the place, 
and insisted the location should be in a central position, geo- 
graphically speaking. The first reason assigned by him was that 
the Government would expend probably a half million do'lars, 
and every citizen should partake of this advantage as equally as 
nature had rendered it possible. And further he said: 

If it were possible to promu!gate our laws by some instantaneous opera- 
tion, it woul be of less consequence in that point of view where the Gov- 
ernment might be placed. 

Upon a vote being taken in the House the advocates of 
Wrights Ferry on the Susquehanna triumphed, but the Senate 
amended the bill by inserting ‘‘Germantown.” The House would 


; not accept the amendment and the session ended without an 


agreement. The subject was brought forward again in the 
spring of 1790, and after something of a repetition of the pro- 
ceedings of the former session the compromise was made by 
which it was agreed that assumption should prevail and that the 
capital should go permanently to the southern location on the 
banks of the Potomac. Accordingly, on July 16, 1790, Congress 
passed the act which provided among other things— 

that a district of territory not exceeding 10 miles square, to be located as 
hereafter directed on the river Potomac at some place between the mouths 


of the Eastern Branch and Conogocheague, be, and the same is hereby, 
accepted for the permanent seat of the government of the United States. 


And further provided— 


that prior to the first Monday in December next, all offices attached to the 
seat of government of the United States shall be removed to, and until the 
first said Monday in December in the year 1800, shall remain at the city of 
Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, at which place the session of Con- 


| gress next ensuing to the present shall be held. 


The act was amended March 38, 1791, by which it was provided 
that the lines were to be so run as to include a portion of the ter- 
ritory below the mouth of the Eastern Branch. I[t was also pro- 
vided that the public buildings should be erected on the Maryland 
side of the Potomac River. 

Mr. Hamilton and his followers were made happy by the pas- 
sage of the assumption act, the national credit was established 
and made sure, and has never since been shaken—except tempo- 


| rarily—and we all trust is destined to stand unimpaired so 


long as the Republic survives. [Applause.] The hopes of the 
other localities—Harrisburg, Baltimore, New York, Germantown, 
and Wrights Ferry—to become the seat of government were for- 
ever blasted and Philadelphia was put off by being given a tem- 
porary blessing of ten years’ short duration. 

The preparations for the removal began at an early date after 
the passage of the act of January 16, 1790. Under the law three 
commissioners were appointed by the President on January 22, 
1791, to survey the territory for the District. The Statesof Mary- 
land and Virginia, respectively, having passed acts of cession, the 
survey was made, and on March 30, 1791, the President, by formal 
proclamation, declared and made known the territory 10 miles 
square for the District. 

On September 18, 1793, the corner stone of the Capitol building 
was laid by President Washington with imposing ceremonies. 
A procession, consisting—with others—of Free Masons and of 
the military and civil authorities, took appropriate parts in these 


ceremonies. The Masons were represented by the Grand Lodge 
of Maryland, and by Lodge No. 22, of Alexandria, Va. Washing- 


1900. 





of a barbecue feast prepared for the occasion. 

In pursuance of law, in May, 1800, the ten years having expired, 
the archives and general offices of the Federal Government were 
removed to Washington, and hence my subject to-day, ‘‘ The 
transfer of the national capital from Philadelphia to Washing- 
ton.” I need not go further than I have, as my subject does not 
require it, into the assignment of reasons why the capital was 
transferred to Washington, the motives which caused the removal, 
and the arguments which were potential in bringing it about. 
shall not recite at length the details of the removal. We learn 
that on May 28, 1800, a notice was posted on the office door of the 
Secretary of State in Philadelphia, of which the following is a 
copy: 

The office of the Department of State will be removed this day from | 

Philadelphia. All letters and applications are therefore to be addressed to | 
that Department at the city of Washington from this date. 

President Adams had left Philadelphia the preceding day, and | 
made the journey to Washington overland. ‘The books, papers, 
furniture, etc., of the Government were brought by water 
transportation and landed at one of the wharves, and thence 
carted to the several offices, Washington was then a mere | 
village and pvorly prepared to entertain the officers of the Gov- 
ernment, although the number was small. The employees for | 
the first year in the new city apportioned among the Depart- 
ments were as follows: State Department, 8 clerks; Treasury 
Department, 75; War Department, 17; Navy Department, 16, and 
Post-Office Department, 10, making in all 126 clerks. The total 
sum paid in salaries in that year was $125,851. 

The population of this city was estimated to be about 3 
statistics show that on May 15, 1800, there were 109 brick and 
framed houses in the city. One gentleman describing it said: 


It is the best city in the world for a future residence. 
And he added: 


We want nothing here but houses, cellars, kitchens, well-informed men, 
amiable women, and other little trifles of this kind, to make our city perfect. 

{Laughter and applause. | 

Although this description was given to the public, we are not 
informed that anyone made protest against the classification of 
well-informed men and amiable women with cellars and kitchens, 
and the characterization of all of them as small trifles. Another | 
gentleman writing to his friend announced that he was thoroughly 
reconciled to the change from Philadelphia to Washington. He 
said: 

Provisions are plenty, good enough, and cheaper than in Philadelphia. | 
You can buy a peck of field. strawberries for a five-penny bit, and garden at | 
ll cents a quart. Vegetation is at least two weeks earlier than in Phila 
delphia. The situation is beautiful and this season is extremely pleasant. 
For myself I do not regret the removal. 

It is a matter of some regret that this writer of history did not 
tell us whether it was because strawberries were earlier and 
cheaper here, or because the situation was more beautiful and the 
climate more salubrious than in Philadelphia, that he was con- | 
strained not to regret the transfer. 

The removal was an epoch in the life of the young nation. It | 
was somewhat akin to that interesting and highly important 
event in the life of the youthful bride and groom when they 
choose their home and settle down permanently under their own 
roof tree to fight the battle of life and work out their destiny. 
We know that the actors in this removal came hither with a reso- 
lute will to lay broad and deep the foundations of the Republic 
which is to endure while time lasts; a Republic which rests upon | 
the Declaration of 1776 and the sublime principle it happily incul- | 
cates, that governments are instituted among men to secure certain | 
unalienable rights, the chiefest of which are life, liberty, and | 
happiness, and that they derive their just powers from the con- | 
sent of the governed [applause]; a Republic the asylum for the 
oppressed of all nations; a Republicthe counselor, guide, and model | 
of lovers of liberty everywhere; a Republic the friend and well 
wisher of all nations, the ally of none. 

They came to build a city not only beautiful to look upon and 
delightful to reside in, but which for works of art shall surpass 
Rome herself; for universities, colleges, and other educational | 
opportunities shall equal the capital of the German Empire; and 


ton delivered an address. After the ceremonies ended all partook te 
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in all things that go to make a capital lovely, charming, and | 
attractive to the eye shall outstrip the renowned city of France. 

At the date of this removal the limits of our country were exceed- 
ingly narrow. The Mississippi River was the western boundary, 
and we had no outlet on the southto theGulf. Theyoung nation | 
was then hemmed in on the north by the Great Lakes and on the | 
east by the Atlantic Ocean, of allof which England was the proud 
master; by the Mississippi on the west, beyond which lay the pos- | 
sessions of France, the strongest power of Europe. Those pos- 
sessions were then— 

A solitude of vast extent, untouched 


By hand of -_ where nature sowed herself 
d reaped her crops. 
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On the south, Spain held the territory between us and the Gulf. 


Within these narrow limits the young nation was held and con- 
fined like a caged lion when the fierce contest came for supremacy 
in the Union between the two great political parties of that date, 
the Republican under Jefferson and Madison and the Federalist 
under Adams and Hamilton. This contest was raging with bit- 
terness during the year 1800, and reached a climax on March 4, 
1801, in the inauguration of Thomas Jefferson as the third Presi- 
| dent of the United States. The removal was within lessthana 
twelvemonth from the death of Washington, the hero, warrior, 
and patriot of the Revolution, The country had not been able to 
recover from the shock and had not had time to react from the 
period of sadness and gloom caused by the intelligence of his 
death, which had not only sent a thrill of emotion throughout the 
length and breadth of America, but in whose honor the mighty 
fleets of England lowered their unconquered flag, and in whose 
memory the young soldier of France, then in the first flush of his 
glory, ordered his victorious standards veiled in crape. 

The archives and general offices of the Government having 
been removed to this city in May, on November i7, 1800, the Con- 
gress met in Washington for the first time, and assumed the 
exclusive control of the city and the District of Columbia. Brig. 
Gen. James Wilkinson was the commander of the United States 


Army. Oliver Ellsworth was the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
| Court. John Adams, though recently defeated for reelection, was 


President, and in his annual message to Congress gave especial 
emphasis to the importance of the removal hence of the capital, 
and the founding of the city of Washington. He uttered a deeply 
impressive and profoundly beautiful invocation for the prosperity 


and well-being of the city and its inhabitants. He said: 
May thisterritory be the residence of virtue and happiness. Inthiscity may 
that piety and virtue, that wisdom and magnanimity, that constancy and sel! 


government, which adorned the great character whose name it bears be for 
ever held in veneration. Here and throughout our country may simple man- 
ners, pure morals, and true religion flourish forever. 

Addressing himself to the Congress, he added: 

You will consider it as the capital of a great nation, advancing with unex 
ampled rapidity in arts, in commerce, in wealth, and in population, and po 
sessing within itself those energies and resources which, if not thrown away 
or lamentably misdirected, will secure to ita long course of prosperity and 
self-government. 

The President and the Congress expressed regret that Washing- 
ton did notliveto enjoy having hissum of earthly happiness made 
complete by seeing the Government peaceably convened at Wash- 
ington City. The present Chief Executive of the nation, who, I 
have already stated, honors this occasion by his presence, in his 
annual message in December, 1898, discussing this anniversary, 
said: 

The original plans of the city of Washington have been wroug out 
with a constant progress and a signal success even beyond anything their 
framers could have foreseen. The people of the country are justly proud of 
the distinctive beauty and government of the capital, and of the rare 
instruments of science and education which here find their natural hom« 

We stand to-day one hundred years from the date of the removal 
of the capital to this city. Within this period what phenomenal 
development of our country has been witnessed. Our population 
has increased from about five millions to over seventy-six mil- 
lions. Our wealth as a nation has enhanced to more than ninety 
billions of dollars, making us the richest in the world. Products 
of our mines and manufactures exceed those of any other land or 
people. Our laboring classes are blessed with more comforts and 
with fairer preapee for themselves and their children than they 
have ever elsewhere been blessed. Our commerce has flourished 
most abundantly, and a widespread well-being has richly re- 
warded the industry of thenation. The number of the States has 
increased from 16 to 45 and the people have multiplied fifteen- 
fold. Our territory has been ad: 1 i to until from about 900,000 
square miles in 1800 our area, including Alaska, is more than 
three and a half millions square miles, to say nothing our pos- 
sibilities in another hemisphere. The desert has been made to 
bloom into a garden, towns and cities save sprung upall over our 
Union like the famed palaces of Aladdin, and all the discoveries 
of science have been as genii of the ome to our people. Along 
the lines of invention and progress which intimately affect the lif 
and civilization of the world triumphs have been achieved and 
wonders accomplished, the equal, if not the superior. of all tho 
former centuries combined. The numberless material and intel- 
lectual achievements have contributed in many marvelous ‘ways 
to the magical advancement and real comfort of the human race. 
And on and on, forever and forever, we are destined to go, each 
decade of years bringing new and larger blessings to humanity. 

May we not conclude that the prayer of President Adams has 
answered? Comparing this capital, our 
capital, with that of any other country, may we not boast that i 
is the abode of virtue and happiness, that it holds in veneration 
that piety and virtue, that wisdom and magnanimity, that con- 
stancy and self-government which adorned the great character 
whose name it bears? 


On this happy occasion, with all these felicitous surroundings, 
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let us renew his invocation, and with especial emphasis pray God 


that not only in this beautiful capital, but that throughout the | 


length and breadth of the Union, simple manners, pure morals, 
and true religion may forever flourish. That our glorious Repub- 
lic shall continue its advance in arts, in commerce, in wealth, 
and in population, and that it will never discard nor throw away 
those energies and resources, those unique and peculiar charac- 
teristics which so distinguish it from other nations of the earth, 
and which secure and guarantee to us unsurpassed strength, 
unrivaled happiness, and unequaled prosperity. [Loud applause. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Hon. SERENO E. Payne, a 
Representative from the State of New York, will now deliver an 
address, his subject being the ‘‘ Establishment of the seat of goy- 
ernment in the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, the first general debate that I 


ever heard in Congress I was surprised to see that the first speaker | 


presented the facts in the case and those who followed upon the 
same side merely elaborated. Now, should it happen that I refer 
to any fact alluded to by the first speaker on this occasion, I hope 
you will not take it for granted that I have fallen into this bad 
habit, but that I am simply following the subject given by the 
committee, and which seems to run somewhat in the same line. 
{ Laughter. ] 

The establishment of the seat of government in the District of 
Columbia is the work of more than acentury. The causes that 
led up to it and the selection of a place that was almost a wilder- 
ness as the capital city of a great nation are unique in the his- 
tory of the nations. Ancient capitals were each the seat of all 
that was best in literature and art. In later days London, Paris, 
and Berlin were cities foremost in commerce, population, and 
wealth long before they each became in turn the capital of a pow- 
erful nation. Our fathers located the seat of government in the 
open fields ‘‘ where the trees were yet growing and the streets un- 
surveyed.” Time haslong since madeit great in literature and art. 

If they had followed historic precedent New York or Philadel- 
phia would have been chosen. 
tion, in wealth, and in enterprise. 


It stood at the gateway of 
commerce, foreign and domestic. 


It then gave promise of that 


which the closing century almost witnesses, an advance to the | 
The latter, situate on one | 


position of the first city in the world. 
of the natural highways of the country near the center of popu- 
lation, was great in commercial and material things, but was far 
greater as the birthplace and cradle of American liberty. 

Each of these cities had in turn furnished a temporary seat of 
government for the federation of the States. Each had offered to 


The former was great in popula- | 
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| September 3. 


donate suitable grounds and buildings for the Federal house, an | 


offer of no little consequence in view of our bankrupt Treasury. 
Other cities—Baltimore, Lancaster, York, Princeton, Trenton, 
and Annapolis—had furnished a temporary refuge to the Conti- 


nental Congress in the varying vicissitudes of the war, and each | 


had its claim on the grateful patriotism of our people. Each of 
these cities had extended a hospitable welcome, and quickly ma- 
tured plans to give to the Congress a permanent abiding place. 
After the close of the war,and as early as 1783, the discussion 
concerning a place for the permanent seat of government began. 


The people tired of a roving capital; indeed, all necessity for this | 


had ceased; there was no longer danger of the capture of our law- 
makers in any part of the ‘‘ States.” 


DECEMBER 12, 





mac.” This committee discharged its duties, but years elapsed 
before Congress passed upon it. It was as difficult for Congress 
to make up its mind in those days on the location of the seat of 


| government as it has been during the last decade to locate a site 


for one of our magnificent Government buildings in the city of 
Washington. The discussion continued with no abatement of 
zeal and earnestness down to 1790. 

In the Constitutional Convention Mr. Madison moved to add to 
the enumerated powers of Congress a proposition, which was after- 
wards molded into the provision as it now appears in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, giving to Congress the power ‘‘to 
exercise exclusive legislation, in all cases whatsoever, over such 
district (not exceeding 10 miles square) as may by cession of par- 
ticular States and the acceptance of Congress become the seat of 
government of the United States.” At the first session of Congress 
under the Constitution the subject of the establishment of a seat 
of government was undertaken in earnest. 

Mr. Scott, of Pennsylvania, on the 27th of August, 1789, intro- 
duced a resolution that expresses briefly the considerations that 
were to control the location of the seat of government, viz: 
‘‘That a permanent residence ought to be fixed for the General 
Government of the United States atsome convenient place as near 
the center of wealth, population, and extent of territory as may 
be consistent with convenience to the navigation of the Atlantic 
Ocean and have due regard to the particular situation of the West- 
ern country.” We have no record of the debate in the Senate, 
but the debate in the House involves some curious features. It 
was urged in favor of immediate decision that the settling of the 
question of the capital would form a new bondof union. On the 
other hand, it was urged that such a course might start a ques- 
tion upon which the very existence and peace of the Union might 
depend. 

Fisher Ames doubted whether the Government could stand the 
shock of such a measure, which involved as many passions as the 
human heart could display. A motion to postpone the question 
to the next session was defeated, and it was made the order for 

New York and New England, in the meantime, and 
a portion of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, formed a combine in 
favor of ‘‘some convenient place on the east bank of the Susque- 
hanna, in Pennsylvania.” Mr. Lee, of Virginia, offered a substi- 
tute providing for ‘‘a place as nearly central as a convenient 
communication with the Atlantic Ocean and an easy access to the 
Western territory will permit.” The Southern members pro- 
tested against the decision until North Carolina, with her five 
votes in the House and twoin the Senate, should be admitted 
into the Union. The debate over these propositions was sectional 
and acrimonious, 

Apparently the question was regarded soimportant astoinvolve 
serious menace to the Union. Mr. Madison opposed the Susque- 
hanna as not navigable and urged the importance of communica- 
tion with the Western territory, alleging that by the Potomac the 


| way to the West was more certain and convenient than the other, 
| with wholly unobstructed communication with the sea, One of 
| the unique speeches of the occasion was by Mr. Vining, of Dela- 
| ware, who said: ‘**I confess to the House and to the world that, 


Looking back, after more than a century has passed, it is diffi- | 


cult to realize the bitterness and acrimony of the debate. State 
after State came forward with the offer of a ‘suitable place.” 
New York urged Kingston; Rhode Island, Newport; Maryland, 
Annapolis; New Jersey, Trenton, and Virginia, Williamsburg; 


| From thence, it appears to me, the rays of government wi 


but Congress rejected all. Then it was that the cities of New | 


York and Philadelphia offered buildings for a Federal house, and 


** Baltimore Town” proposed to erect such buildings as the Gov- | 


ernment should require if assured that the capital would be lo- 
cated there. At least half of the thirteen States were pressing for 
the location of the capital within their own borders. 

In June, 1783, an incident happened in Philadelphia which 
caused not only the removal of Congress from that city, but doubt- 
less destroyed all hope of locating the capital permanently in a 
large city. Some unpaid soldiers, who had become mutinous, 
threatened and insulted the Representatives in Congress. The 
local authorities failed to suppress the riot, and Congress in con- 
sequence beat a masterly but hasty retreat. 


In October of that year Elbridge Gerry offered a resolution to | 


erect buildings for the use of Congress on either the Potomac or 
the Delaware River, provided a site suitable for a Federal city 
could be secured on either river. In April, 1784, this resolution 
was modified, providing for the erection of such buildings on both 
of the rivers. But this was all finally repealed on the 26th of 
April. In the following October Congress passed a resolution to 
select a place either in the State of New Jersey or in Maryland. 
The next day they appointed a committee to examine a site on the 
Delaware River, and soon thereafter another committee “‘ to exam- 
ine and report on a location at or near the lower falls of the Poto- 


viewing this subject with all its circumstances, I am in favor of 
the Potomac. I wish the seat of government fixed there because 
I think the interest, the honor, and the greatness of this country 
require it. I look on it as the center from which those streams 
are to flow that are to animate and invigorate the body — 

1 most 
naturally diverge to the extremities of the Union. I declare that 
I look on the Western territory in an awful and striking point of 
view. To that region the unpolished sons of earth are flowing 
from all quarters, men towhom the protection of the laws and 
the controlling force of the Government are equally necessary. 


| From this great consideration I conclude that the banks of the 





Potomac are the proper station.” [Applause.] This, as asample 
of buncombe oratory, has seldom been surpassed in Congress since 
that day. As the debate waxed warmer it became more acrimo- 
nious. Mr. Lee. of Virginia, said: * If it should now be found that 
confederacies of States east of Pennsylvania were formed, to unite 
their councils for their particular interests, disregarding the South- 
ern States, they would be a'armed, and the faith of all south of 
the Potomac would be shaken. Virginia had not solicited Con- 
gress to place the seat of government in her State, only con- 
tending that the interests of the Southern and Western country 
should be consulted; ” and he declared that ‘‘ these interests would 
be sacrificed if Congress fixed on any place but the Potomac.” 
Mr. Madison said that ‘‘if the declarations and proceedings of 
this day had been brought into view in the convention of Virginia 
which adopted the Federal Constitution, he firmly believed Vir- 
ginia might not have been a part of the Union at this moment.” 
Mr. Sedgwick asked ‘if it was contended that the majority should 
not govern? Are we to be told that an important State would not 
have joined the Union had they known what would have been the 
proceedings in this House?” Mr. Madison replied that all he 
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‘*While I acknowledge 


asked was time for free deliberation. 
that the majority ought to govern, they have no authority to 
debar the minority from the constitutional right of free debate.” 
[Laughter. ] 

This induced Mr. Ames to say that the House was ready to vote, 
and that while he had no doubt of the patriotism and good inten- 
tions of the gentlemen from Virginia, they seemed to be engaged 


with a degree of eagerness which none else seemed to feel. They 
seemed to think the banks of the Potomac a paradise, and that 
river an Euphrates. Mr. Burke, of South Carolina, charged that 
a league had been formed between the Northern States and 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Fitzsimmons, of Pennsylvania, denied this, as did also Mr. 
Wadsworth, of Connecticut, who said he did not dare to goto the 
Potomac; he feared that the whole of New England would con- 
sider the Union as destroyed. 

The matter going over to the following day, Mr. Madison again 
urged the importance of acentrallocation. He said: ‘ If it were 
possible to promulgate our laws by some simultaneous operation, 
it would be of less consequence where the Government might be 
placed; but if time is necessary for this purpose, we ought, as far 
as possible, to put every part of the community on a level.” 

If Mr. Madison had lived a century later he would have wit- 
nessed the instantaneous communication of the doings of Con- 
gress to all parts of the country, and might not have urged with 
such vehemence the selection of a ‘‘ central location” onthe banks 
of the Potomac. 

Finally the House adopted a resolution authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint three commissioners to locate the most eligible 
Situation on the Susquehanna, in Pennsylvania. 

The Senate by a tie vote, Vice-President Adams giving the de- 
ciding vote in the affirmative, located the permanent capital in a 
district of 10 miles square at Germantown, Pa. Subsequently 
in the House the Senate’s amendment was agreed to with an 
amendment continuing the laws of Pennsylvania in force within 
the ceded district until Congress should otherwise provide. This 
amendment, which was unnecessary from every point of view, 
took the bill back to the Senate for concurrence, and as only one 
day remained in the Senate the bill fina!ly failed for want of action. 
This measure was not revived afterwards, and it was only this nar- 
row chance that prevented Germantown, instead of Washington, 
from becoming the Federal city. 

In July, 1790, the act was finally passed that gave to Washing- 
ton the sole power to select the Federal Territory, ‘‘ not exceeding 
10 miles square on the river Potomac, at some space between the 
mouth of the Eastern Branch and the Conococheague, for the per- 
manent seat of government of the United States.” This new seat 
was to be ready for use in 1800, and during the meantime the 
‘* Federal town” was to be Philadelphia. 

But this site was not selected without much tribulation. When 
the District of Columbia was chosen North Carolina had come into 
the Union and cast her votes for the proposition. But even then 
the measure would have failed but for the political shrewdness 
of Hamilton and Jefferson. The formerhad brought forward his 

eat measure of finance for the assumption by the nation of the 

ebts incurred by the several States in maintaining the Revolu- 
tionary war, amounting to $20,000,000. The bill had been de- 
feated in the House, after a fierce struggle, by an overwhelming 
vote, and Hamilton, believing that the very existence of the Union 
depended upon the reconsideration and passage of this crowning 
work of his financial greatness and statesmanship, was making 
strenuous endeavors to accomplish that result. 
South had voted against it. Hamilton proposed a compromise. 
Jefferson should help pass the assumption act, and Hamilton, as 
a quid pro quo, should bring over enough votes to put through 
the act locating the seat of government on the Potomac. How 
this was brought about let Jefferson tell in his own words: 

I proposed to him (Mr. Hamilton) to dine with me the next day, and I 
would invite another friend or two and bring them into conference together, 
and I thought it impossible that reasonable men, consulting together coolly, 
could fail, by some mutual sacrifices of opinion, to form a compromise which 
would save the Union. The discussion took place. It was finally agreed 
that, whatever importance had been attached to the rejection of this propo- 
sition, the preservation of the Union and of concord among the States was 
more important, and that therefore it would be better that the vote of rejec- 
a be rescinded, to effect which some members should change their 

But it was observed that this pill would be peculiarly bitter to the South- 


ern States, and that some concomitant measure should be adopted tosweeten | 


it a little to them. There had before been propositions to fix the seat of 
government either at Philadelphia or at Georgetown, on the Potomac, and it 
was thought by giving it to Philadelphia for ten years and to Georgetown 
permanently afterwards this might, as an anodyne, calm, in some degree, 
the ferment which might be excited by the other measure alone. 
the Potomac members (White and Lee, but White with a revulsion of stom- 
ach almost convulsive) agreed to change their votes, and Hamilton under- 
took to carry the other point. In doing this the influence he had established 
over the Eastern members, with the agency of Robert Morris with those of 
the Middle States, effected his side of the engagement; and so the assump- 
tion act was passed, and twenty millions of stock divided among favored 
States and thrown in as a pabulum to the stockjobbing herd. 


This incident removes some of the glamour which time has 


| 


Virginia and the | 


So two of | 








thrown over the acts of the “‘ fathers,” and reveals them to us as 
human beings, no better than the politicians of to-day. Surely it 
is not the highest type of legislative integrity that characterizes 
this historical episode. It goes far to reconcile us to the defini- 
tion of a statesman as being a politician who is dead. But wecan 
forgive this bit of “log rolling” when we reflect that it saved a 
threatened rupture of the Union. 

Washington acted promptly, and reported to Congress a location 
of the District as originally laid out, thereby exceeding the limits 
of the act of Congress by taking territory below the mouth of the 
Eastern Branch. Congress legalized this by a subsequent act of 
ratification. That Washington displayed his usual good judg- 
ment and foresight in the selection of the seat of government it 
is needless to say in this presence. Our fathers ‘‘took to the 
woods” for a seat of government, but they laid the foundation 
for magnificent possibilities. 

The place was near the center of the population, stood at the head 
of navigation, and at what Washington believed to be the pathway 
to the West. It was his judgment that the commerce of the great 
Western territory would follow down and along the banks of the 
Potomac River to tide water at Georgetown, and thence on the 
river itself to the Atlantic Ocean. Thatthis prophecy of his was 
not fulfilled has been the fault of the steam railway, supplanting 
the river and canal, and the more rapid development of the com- 
merce of the Northwestern States, forcing other outlets to the sea. 

The original act referred to this territory as the ‘Seat of Gov- 
ernment.” Washington called it the ‘‘ Federal City.” But the 
commission which he appointed called it the ‘* City of Washington, 
in the Territory of Columbia.” Finally Congress named it the 
** District of Columbia.” 

But this action of Congress did not place the matter beyond all 
question or dispute. Virginia voted $120,000 in money, and 
Maryland seventy-two thousand as a free gift toward the erection 
of buildings. The owners of the property in the District of Co- 
lumbia conveyed all the streets and parks free and reserved one 
half of the lots and granted the other half to the United States. 
These lots were offered for sale by the Government to raise the 


necessary funds to build the Government buildings. But tho 
sales were slow and the money was not forthcoming. Washing- 


ton applied to the State of Marylandforaloan. Maryland granted 
a loan of $100,000, but took good care torequire the personal secu- 
rity of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. How vastly 
has our national credit improved in a hundred years. 

The commissioners employed Major l’Enfant, a French engi- 
neer and a friend of Jefferson, to lay out the city. He adopted 
the plan of Versailles, the seat of the Government of France, as a 
basis for his work. The admirable location of the Capitol and the 
White House is due to him. Fortunate would it have been hada 
Governor Shepherd been one of the commissioners, as from his 
plan, developed a century later, all south of the Pennsylvania 
avenue to the Potomac River would have been a vast and beauti- 
ful park, while the Department buildings would have fronted this 
avenue from the north side. |Loud applause.| It was to the 
credit of this great engineer that it was nearly a century before 
any person ventured this suggestion as an improvement on his 
original plan, and no other substantial improvement has ever been 
suggested. 

Up to the war of 1812 there was continued agitation for removal. 
The House of Representatives tired of crowding itself into the 
corridor of the Senate wing while the ccordinate branch were 
housed magnificently in their own permanent chamber. It was 
not until the old House wing was completed in 1807 that this 
cause of complaint was removed. 

The city was dreary and desolate, the houses were poor and 
scattered, the streets and roadways were execrable. Not a street 
or public building was finished, and the private houses were in 
similar condition. After the British had destroyed the Capitol, 
the Executive Mansion, the navy-yard, and many of the public 
buildings, the opposition to rebuilding in Washington was very 
emphatic. 

The debate occurred on a bill introduced in 1815 authorizing the 
President to borrow $500,000 to rebuild the public buildings. It 
was urged that Washington was a failure, badly located, not in 
the center of territory or population, and too accessible to the sea 
to be defended in time of war. On the other hand, it was urged 
that it was ungracious toward Virginia and Maryland, the States 
that had contributed $200,000 toward the buildings, that it was 
unjust to the people who had freely conveyed their real estate, 
and that it was cowardly to run away in the face of an enemy. 
The spirit of patriotism and good faith was appealed to, and the 
appeal was notin vain. The bill became a law, and with the re- 
building of the Government buildings the seat of government 
was finally established in the District of Columbia, and the build- 
ing here of every Government building since, while it may have 
brought out discussion and adverse criticism, has only become 
another anchor to the good old ship of state in Washington har- 
bor. [Applause. ] 
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The dream of George Washington is fast becoming reality. He 
looked upon the future capital as the center of art and learning. 
He looked forward to a great city with beautiful avenues and 
streets, stately buildings, classic and grand, worthy of the great 
Republic. All this has been realized. 
to see in Washington in the near future the queen capital city of 
all the nations of the earth, worthy of the great Republic. 

The crowning fact in reference to the seat of government in 
the District of Columbia is that it is now established here for all 
time. 
in any quarter. 
everlasting hills. 
from Missouri, it is and is to be the ‘‘eternal capital of an eternal 
Republic.” [Loud applause. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Hon. Lovis E. McComas, 
a Senator from the State of Maryland, will now address the con- 
vention. His subject is the ‘* History of the first century of the 
national capital.” gy 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, one hundred years ago Presi- 
dent Adams first visited Capitol Hill. From this eminence how 
different then the scene. 

Around him stood the primeval forest. Here and there were 
naked fields. Through the thick oak woods had been cleared the 
streets and avenues. 

On this hill stood the north wing of the Capitol. Near by was 
atavern. On the Eastern Branch of the Potomac, then naviga- 
ble, and near the Arsenal was the hamlet of Carrollsburg. Nearer 
this hill in the same forest was Law's famous mansion. At 
Greenleaf’s Point on the river, west of Tiber Creek, were some 
straggling houses. 

About the new President's house clustered a few buildings; be- 
hind these, wide marshes stretched away to the river. 
Rock Creek lay the Maryland village of Georgetown. 

At these four points, widely separated, were about six hundred 
houses. All else was marsh and field and forest. 

Such was— 

The young city round whose virgin zone 
The rivers like two mighty arms were thrown. 
Said Rochefoucauld, who visited it then: 


Its foundations are laid here, as enduring as the 


It is in fact the grandeurand magnificence of the plan which renders the | 


conception no better than a dream. 

The bureau officials and the members of the Sixth Congress 
missed the comforts of Philadelphia, They discussed afresh the 
wisdom of moving the Capitol away from this village in the woods. 

Seven years before President Washington had laid the corner 
stone of this edifice. His new-made grave was on the west bank 
of the beautiful river: nearly opposite the Federal city which bore 
his name. The magic of that name now held the capital in the 
village which bore it. 

Fourteen years after,on an August evening, President Madison 
stood on this hill. 

The British invader having set on fire the city had hurried away 
to the fleet. Yonder Madison saw the black smoking ruins of the 
War and Treasury offices and of his own home, the Executive 
Mansion. At the navy-yard the dying fires lighted up the smok- 
ing hulls of the Argus and the new Essex. Here were the charred 
and blackened walls of the two wings of the new Capitol. 

Again the cry rose to remove the capital. Congress borrowed 
a half million dollars to restore this unfinished structure and the 
town slowly rose from its ashes. 

Faster grew the nution. The Federal city seemed asleep. 

The chief cities of the South advanced. The Eastern cities 
grew great. On the prairies, by the Western rivers, new cities 
sprang out of the ground while the nation was fast spreading 
westward over the continent. Still the Federal city slept. 

Its seat was healthful, the climate was mild and agreeable the 
year round. The city was accessible. The great edifices of the 
departments of Government were worthy of the nation, worthy of 
the magnificent plan of the city. Unhappily Washington was on 
the border between the free and the slave States. The long con- 
test over slavery rendered the fate of the Union unsafe and made 
the future of the Federal city uncertain. 

During a generation the specter of disunion was a shadow upon 
the young city. Its growth was confined to the river basin, and 
did not extend east of the Capitol, where the founders designed 
the principal growth to be. Sixty years ago Washington was ‘‘a 
large, straggling village reared in a drained swamp.” 

Fifty-four years ago the wide boundaries marked by the men of 
the Revolution were contracted by the petty economists of the day. 
The lands west of the Potomac were retroceded to Virginia. 
President Polk and Congress lacked the historic foresight of the 
founders and forgot the future. 

Forty years ago 75,000 people lived here. Municipal improve- 
ments lagged. The grounds and public buildings were neglected 
by Congress, absorbed in discussing slavery and the fate of the 
Union, 
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It takes no prophetic eye | 


| Washington editors. 
Never will a proposition for its removal again find favor | 


In the well-chosen words of the junior Senator | 


Across | 





| crop in the wasted fields of war. 
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Dark seemed the future of the Union and darker still the future 
of Washington. 

This long and exciting period suggests the military and naval 
heroes, the orators, statesmen, and jurists whose fame belongs 
rather to the country than to Washington. 

Yet eminent names survive notable men whose life's work 
localized them here. Thomas Ritchie, Francis P. Blair, Joseph 
Gales, and W. W. Seaton, in journalism, won their fame as 
In science Peirce, Hilgard, Bache, Henry, 
and Baird, in letters Peter Force, Joel Barlow, and George Ban- 
croft lived and labored here. Pulpit orators of note, lawyers of 
eminence, were here in numbers. The most beautiful gallery of 
fine arts on the continent is here, the chief benefaction of W. W. 
Corcoran, the Washington philanthropist whose name it bears. 

The cloud of civil war was fast gathering and it broke over the 
unfinished Dome of this Capitol. Instantly Washington became 
the focus of the world’s interest, the object of our people's solici- 
tude, the center of our national life. 

These streets thronged with civilians and volunteer soldiers, 
These avenues resounded with the tramp of marching regiments, 
the clangor of cavalry hoofs and sabers, the rumbling of artil- 
lery, or echoed the shrill martial music or the funeral dirge, 
Schoolhouses and churches became hospitals. Army wagons were 
parked in the vacant squares. Barracks and camps filled the pub- 
lic parks. Forts and breastworks sprang out of the adjacent fields 
and crowned the hills on either side of the Potomac. Here Presi- 
dent Lincoln reviewed armies of the Union and later saw the capi- 
tal a fortress assailed by an invading army. He was sustained 
by the hope he expressed on the portico of this Capitol in his first 
inaugural address, an unfaltering faith that the mystic chords of 
memory, stretching from every battlefield and patriot grave to 
every living heart and hearthstone all over this broad land, would 
yet swell the chorus of the Union when again touched by the bet- 
ter angels of our nature. 

Soon after there came two beautiful May days when the 
national flag was flying from every housetop and window, when 
from this Capitol to the Treasury, marching along the Avenue in 
columns of companies, there passed in grand review the brave 
armies of Sherman and Grant. Taking their horses with them, 
as Grant had told them they should, the gallant soldiers of John- 
ston and Lee had gone home for the spring plowing, to put outa 
And the harvest was peace. 

When the battle flags were furled in Washington, when the 
forts around it were razed, the streets of the city were deep in 
mud or clouded with dust. The vacant lands were morasses. 
Beyond Tiber Creek and the bed of the abandoned canal, out amid 
the marshes, stood a marble monument half built. 

Beyond it was the river on whose farther bank still reposed the 
asbes of the founder of this city. This unfinished column of 
marble, its commemorative purpose seemingly forgot, stood there 
a pathetic reminder that President Washington's design of a Fed- 
eral city was yet unfulfilled. 

The day of its fulfillment had dawned. At once the restored 
Union began to move swiftly forward to its foremost place among 
nations. The shadows vanished from Washington. The growth 
of its capital kept step with the rapid growth of the Republic. 

Governor Shepherd and the Commissioners and Congress took 
from the wall the dusty map of l’Enfant and Ellicott, impressed 
its outlines on marsh, on hill, on woodland, and, under the cloud- 
less sky, out of the fresh earth the new Washington rose ‘‘ as from 
the stroke of the enchanter’s wand.” 

In the paved streets and avenues decorated with homes and 
churches which are triumphs of architecture; in the open areas 
bright with flowers and fountains; in the circles and parks 
adorned with statuary and monuments of our heroes on land and 
sea, of men of science and letters, of our statesmen and jurists; in 
the long succession of stately public buildings; in the gorgeous 
Congressional Library, worthy mansion of letters; ia yonder 
monument to the Father of his Country, ‘*‘ the marble column sub- 
lime in its simple grandeur;” in this Capitol, on whose first corner 
stone the founder of the city laid his hand, this already the 
noblest structure in the world, yet destined to be fairer within 
and grander without, in all these crowning glories of the fairest 
of all cities, our countrymen acclaim Washington their Delphi, 
their Mecca. 

We cherish it, not for the beauty of the now populous city 
alone, but by a common sympathy that draws all Americans to 
this spot dedicated to the Republic. Each generation has added 
new interests which touch the imagination, new historic associa- 
tions which stir American pride. Washington is linked with the 
memories of the wise and valiant of our race and blood now 
departed. 

We love it for the great events and the great virtues of which 
it has been the theater. We love it for its part in a century of 
our history, that epic of our nation's life whose great transactions, 
starting hopefully with President Adams, closing gloriously with 
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President McKinley, have centered the eyes of the world on us 
here. [Loud applause. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Hon. Jonun W. Danie, a 
Senator from the State of Virginia, will now address the conven- 
tion on “‘ The future of the United States and its capital.” [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, ancient history had no prece- 
dent for the United States of America, and modern history has 
no parallel. [Applause.] A new land, a new people, a new prin- 


ciple of government, a clean slate for the refiguring of old prob- | 
lems, leisure and liberty to revise, correct, and expurgate old | 
editions of civilization and originate new ones—these were the | 


rare conditions that initiated the new deal for human rights and 
fortunes. The Anglo-Saxon was forehanded, prepotent, para- 
mount, and ascendant. He outfigured, outworked, and outfought 


all rivals. To his side he beckoned all men as brethren, and all | 


types of men came trooping from the four corners of the earth to 
share his winnings. In freer spirit and in higher hopes they cast 
new patterns for themselves and for other nations. 


If we are a greater England, we are also a greater Ireland, a | 


greater Scotland, and a greater Wales; a greater Denmark, Nor- 
way, and Sweden; a greater Netherlands, a greater Germany, a 
greater Greece and Rome, and a greater Jerusalem [laughter 
and applause}; a greater everybody, bearing, indeed, the Anglo- 
Saxon birthmark, but fused into a new, original, and composite 
national character. 

‘Great races are made of the mixture of races, like the beauti- 
ful bronzes which are composed of many metals.” The brightest 
and bravest blood of the world's great races is mixed in the Ameri- 
can. [Applause. } 

The Roman augur looked to the West to catch in the reflected 
light of the upper sky the first flushof the coming dawn. Solook 
we to the past of our country for the omens of its brilliant future. 
The United States contains the most diversified and assimilative 
elements that ever composed a great nation. Our domain is the 
best located. We have the most compact, the most convenient 
and symmetrical, of all the seats of great nations. We are the 
most defensible of nations. North and south of us are friends 
from whom there is nothing to fear. East and west the everlast- 
ing seas are moats of our battlements. 

Within our borders are all the elements of human sustenance 
and national greatness. Our forests would build homes for the 
world to live in; our coal would run its machinery, warm its fire- 
sides, and cook its food; our iron, lead, copper, and zine would 
supply its furnaces; our granite and marble would build its tem- 
ples. From our woods, fields, fisheries, orchards, and gardens we 
could set a feast that would turn Lucullus green with envy; and 
dinner over, the world could quaff our wines, fill its cups with 
our coffee, sweeten it with our sugar, regale its fancies on our 
tobacco, and light itself to bed with our oil. If never another 


man or another thing were landed on our shores, we could wax | 


strong, adorn our homes with finest art, and multiply and re- 
plenish the earth with the overrunnings of our richness. [Ap- 
plause. } 

We have risen to greatness more rapidly than ever arose a great 
nation. Our ascendency is less endangered from without than 
was ever that of a great nation. We have outrun the prophecies 


of our progenitors and surpassed the ideals of ourfounders. Our | 
So 


development has been the epic of human progress. It has made 
poetry of statistics and glorious romance of history. It has left 


the dreams of optimists as faded specters in the rear of achieve- | 
ment. Our longevity projects itself to the farthest reach of hu- | 


man speculation, and the future is gorgeous with every sign of 
hope and courage. 


Our people understand each other better than they have ever | 


done. Consequently they have more hearty feelings of friendship 
and sympathy for each other than they ever Lad. At home and 
abroad the principles and the flag of the American Union were 
never more respected. Weare the most thoroughly unified of the 
great nations. In this building the differences of 45 Common- 
wealths and 76,000,000 people come to the mill to be ground 


out. {Applause.] The whir of the grinding is great and might | 


make the impression that our differences are also great. 
But be not deceived. Our States areas much alike in their forms 
of government as theleavesofatree. Ourpeople arealike in their 


language, their laws, their usages, and their aspirations. Our | 


olitical clocks all keep the same time—thatis tosay, afterelection— 
Washinntention. {| Applause.} Our differences are only the natu- 
ral and just differences that must ever arise from locality and in- 
dividualism. Instead of rebuking them we should be thankful for 
them. They are sincere and unavoidable. They are the processes 
of Providence, which out of difference molds higher uniformity, 
and out of conflict produces the best resultant force. When the 
grinding of opinion is over, all partake at a common table of the 
same bread. After all, it is only differences that come here. Our 
similitudes, which are as a myriad to one difference, are quiescent; 
and comparing them, we should not forget that ‘‘a single grass- 


| 


hopper under a fence makes more noise than a thousand cattle 
reposing in the shade.”’ [Applause. ] 

Weare the strongest of nations. So far, with only the phantom 
of a Regular Army as a nucleus of education, our wars have been 
fought for the most part by the volunteer citizen soldiery. They 
have never failed to cope successfully with the trained bands of 
Europe. To-day at the tap of a drum ten millions would swarm 
to the national defense, and to a foreign foe our seacoasts would 
become— 


Looming bastions fringed with fire. 


There can be no disparagement of our regulars, but against the 
soldier of any age or any country we might place with confidence 
the American volunteer. [Applause. | 

There is an army in our country grander than any ever mustered 
on the field of Mars. Inline it would stretch over 5,000 miles. It 
is the conscript and volunteer school children of the United States, 
over sixteen millions strong. It is the embryo of the mightiest 
civilized force ever organized by any people. Woe be unto him 
who sows in these young souls any unworthy thought. When 
| this army deploys in action may it fly the banners of truth and 
liberty and carry in their hearts love of their countrymen and their 
fellow-men, the only patriotism that is not sounding brass and a 
| tinkling cymbal. [Applause. | 

The experience of over a century has exhibited the strength of 
our electoral institutions. We are as strong within as without. 
In the first inaugural address delivered in this city on the 4th of 
March, 1801, Thomas Jefferson said: 


Strangers, unused to think freely and speak what they think, might be 
imposed on by the animation of our discussions and exertions, but the contest 
| of ——— being decided by the voice of the nation and announced according 

to the rules of the Constitution, all will, of course, arrange themselves under 
the will of the law and unite in common effort for the common good. 

I believe with him that this is ‘‘the strongest Government on 
earth.” I believe with him, also, that ‘‘this is the one nation 
where every man according to the law would fly to the standard 
of the law and would meet invasion of the law as his own personal 
concern.” 

When he thus spoke our self-government was yet an experi- 
ment. Itis now aconsummation. We might repeat his admo- 
nition: 

Sometimes it is said that man can not be trusted with the government of 
himself. Can he then be trusted with the government of others? Or have we 
found angels in the form of kings to govern him? Let history answer this 
question. 
| The history of a hundred years has answered it. Compare the 
| men who the people have chosen as Presidents with an equal num- 
ber of hereditary monarchs of any other nation, and self-govern- 
| ment in comparison finds its incarnate vindication. 

This is the only great nation that ever passed through its forma- 
tive conflicts without inflicting in a single case the penalty of 
death for a political cause. Does not this fact alone speak vol- 
| umes for free thought, for free speech, for the government of the 
people, and for the high character of the American people? 

if we have had strife, it has been the proud and lofty strife of 
| the brave and the true who can cherish honor, who can cherish 
| principle, can cherish love, but can not cherish hate. And be this 
never forgotten, that our only strife was over the heritage which 
empire foisted upon our ancestors against their will and which 
the Republic has removed forever. And that Republic stands at 
| the dawn of a new century with every son a free man under its 
flag and ready to defend it. [Applause. } 

‘*T am an American ” means more to-day than it has ever meant, 
for if all the nations were arranged in line, each represented by 
| one typical man, the American man would stand at the bead of 
the line, the tallest, the straightest, the brawniest, the most prac- 
tical-minded, and biggest hearted of them all. 

We are the foremust nation of the world. We arethe light and 
hope of the world. It is our freedom that has made us gentle, and 
| gentleness has made us great. [Applause. | 
| Race problem, Philippine problem, trust problem—what will 
you do with them? This is not the time nor am I here to answer. 
We may well view these and other problems with deep solicitude 
and anxious reflection. Butif our prob!ems be mighty, they grow 
out of our might and have the mighty to deal with them. ‘They 
come to those who have never been confounded by problems and 
have never dodged one; who have solved problems just as great 
and some greater than any now presented, and have left then all 
behind with monuments of their solution builded over them. 
| When John Smith and his little band sailed into James River, 
in 1607, a flight of arrows in their faces arrested attention to the 
| greatest and deadliest of race problems. There are as many In- 

dians on the American continent now as there were then, but 
where is the race problem of 1607? {Applause. ] 

The Londoncompany, syndicate, or trust, sent these settlers here 
and it ordered everything. It called a legislature at Jamestown 
in 1619, and in 1624 that legislature said: 

This people will pay no tax save as this assembly shall appoint. 




















262 


One hundred and fifty years afterwards that principle became 
the corner stone of this nation. Bills of rights and free constitu- 
tions cover the country. But what has become of the London 
company? The king gone, the Indian gone, the tea tax gone, the 
stamp tax gone, and the London company, too—gone, all gone! 
But the American is here, and from ocean to ocean not an acre 
but a free acre, not a man but a free man, and all ancient prob- 
lems but fireside tales. Behind our new problems marches the 
broader and better Republic. In the words of an illustrious Amer- 
ican, ‘‘ It is history that teaches man to hope.” No human his- 
tory burns with so high and bright a hope as that of the United 
States of America. 

We have been a world power ever since we tied taxation and 
representation together and identified in one community the tax 
layer and the taxpayer. It was out of that germ that arose our 
free Constitution. Wherever it is found a free constitution would 
grow outofit. It has quickened the republican movement around 
the globe. It has brought us the homage not only of the down- 
trodden who welcomed its delivering hand, but as well that of 
the powerful who heeded not its forewarnings. 

But yesterday an English statesman, a former prime minister, 
declared that had not the elder Pitt left the House of Commons 
for the peerage he would have induced the English king to admit 
the American people to representation in Parliament; and he fan- 
cies that then the Crown itself and all its belongings would some 
day have migrated to this country, leaving the British islands as 
the European outposts of a world empire. The world empire, 
under any crown, is the fading dream of humanity. The world 
republic is the ever-brightening and growing dream. It is not 
likely that any crown will ever come to this land of ours, but our 
constitutional system, with the people sovereign and holding in 
their hands the purse and the sword, can go anywhere or every- 
where if right and justice and wisdom lead the way. 

Eighteen sister republics of America have patterned on its ex- 
ample. Our Monroe doctrine has said tothe monarchies: ‘‘ Touch 
them not;” and the world republic, not the world empire, is the 
vision that grows more and more distinct as we go spinning 
‘‘through the ringing grooves of change.” 

This land is already the radiant center of Anglo-Saxon power. 
It is also the radiant center of that vision. We will cleave to the 
principle thatconjuredit. Itis brighter thancrowns. It isstronger 
than scepters. It is higher than thrones. It is longer ranged than 
cannon. It is sharper than swords and bayonets. It is more 
august than an army with banners. It marches while armies 
sleep. It conquers where armies fall. It floats where navies sink. 
It is the shield of the weak. It is the glory of the strong. It is 
the riches of the poor. It is the faith and hope and uplift of the 
oppressed. It is subtler than policy. It is right, and it is the 
destiny of nations. {Applause. | 

As our country moves to speed that destiny it will carry the 
future of Washington City with it. Our fathers brought the Fed- 
eral Government here in 1800, and dedicated this spot as ‘‘the 
eternal capital of the eternal Republic.” And the capital and the 
Republic have grown with equal pace and their step has ever 
been forward. It was then a straggling village of 2,000 souls; it 
is now a magnificent metropolis of over 200,000. The Republic of 
5,000,000 people and sixteen States then rested its western bound- 
ary on the Mississippi River, its southern on the northern line of 
Florida. It has now 76,000,000 people and forty-five States, and 
our continental boundaries are the Pacific Ocean, Mexico, and the 
Gulf of Mexico. We have multiplied our States threefold, our 
territory nearly fourfold, and our population in the ratio of 16 to 1, 
{Laughter and applause.] This is a statistical fact, not a finan- 
cial statement, Our center of population was then near Balti- 
more, Md, It is now near Columbus, Ind., and is still traveling 
West ‘‘to grow up with the country.” [Laughter.] 

To my mind this capital city of the Republic is the city unique 
and beautiful. Other nations have fixed their capitals in the 
crowded urban centers of commerce, and they possess the splendors 
that opulence has gathered around them. Our capital, like our 


the midst of the mementoes and associations of the principle which 
it represents. Its broad avenues intersecting its regular squares; 
its frequent reservations of grass and flowers and fountains; its 
parks and trees; its substantial business houses and sightly dwell- 
ings; its schools, colleges, universities, galleries, and museums; 


landscape; its integral effect upon the eye, with the apex of the 


Washington Monument piercing the sky on the one side and this | 


noble pile lifting its dome on the other; these things make Wash- 
ington City a nobler panorama and more inspiring contemplation 
than are afforded by any other city in the world. 

The United States will live; and with them Washington will 
live, expanding, multiplying, beautifying, enlightening, with 
every turn of the prodigious wheel of which it is the axle. Plans 
for its improvement abound. One contemplates the erection here 
of the ‘‘ Halls of the Ancients,” where the eye may behold revived 
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the architectural creations of bygone nations. Another would 
produce on some expansive field a miniature of the United States 
of America, showing in the earth itself the delineations and undu- 
lations of our national topography. These and kindred schemes 
are well worthy of consideration; but the essential must come 
first. Washington needs, and the people of the whole country 
needs fitting outlets for the new railroads that press for admission, 
and bridges which will span the Potomac and connect the city 
with the military post, the agricultural station, and the beautiful 
cemetery at Arlington. 

More public buildings are needed by both the District and the 
Federal Governments, All will be gratified to know that the 
White House is to be enlarged for the more suitable accommoda- 
tion of the President in the exercise of the official and hospitable 
functions incumbent on the Chief of our multitudinous people; 
and all will wish the present occupant that happiness which he 
would if he could bestow on every one of them. [Applause.] No 
less pressing are the needs of the many Departments. This Gov- 
ernment should not be forced, as it has been and is now, to rent 
rooms like a transient visitor, nor to put its public servants in 
dingy lodgings like postponed claimants. 

It is planned for the ages and it should reside in habitations 
adapted to health and comfort and becoming to its character. 
W hatever we do in building should be the best of its kind in plan, 
in material,and inexecution. All our public buildings should be 
of the noble classic design worked out by American architects ac- 
cording to the diversities of American genius. As this Capitol 
building, rising in white and soaring majesty, speaks to the 
heavens and to the earth, as it were, in manifestation of its office, 
so should every public building established here express to the 
beholder in every lineament of its structure the stability, the dig- 
nity, and grace of the American nation. [Applause. | 

And one public building above all others is needed here as the 
reflex of the peculiar genius of this people and of its supreme in- 
tellectual distinction in a department where it surpasses all an- 
cient and modern peoples. Weare the most inventive of nations. 
The free intellect has been the most original and productive of all 
intellects. Other nations have surpassed us in literature and the 
fine arts, but in inventive and useful arts the United States is far 
transcendent. The Patent Office, established by Thomas Jeffer- 
son and protecting for a brief period the only constitutional mo- 
nopoly, the right to the exclusive enjoyment of one’s original 
ideas, is the crown of American intellectual supremacy over the 
material world, even as the Constitution of the United States is 
the crown of political architecture and the Union itself the crown- 
ing glory of our people. 

As Francis Bacon says, ‘‘ The sciences dwell sociably together,” 
and we should put on Capitol Hill, facing the Senate Hall, as a 
companion piece to the exquisite Library building now facing 
the Hall of Representatives, another building of like architecture. 
And the American capitol of letters should have by its side the 
American capitol of inventive art, both facing this Capitol of 
the people, where their sovereignty has its highest exemplification. 
In that hall should be displayed the evolutions of inventions, with 
every invention indicated by its model, inclusive of the last im- 
provement. It would be the greatest college of applied science 
that the world has ever seen; a monument to and a stimulus to 
invention, and leading by gradations to those truths of science 
which hover over the threshold of the age, ‘‘ waiting to be 
caught.” 

It was the mariner’s needle that discovered America, for the in- 
ventor made the discoverer possible; and inventive genius is that 
which is putting us ahead of all the nations. It is invention that 
manifolds the thoughts of the wise and scatters them in the hum- 
blest habitations. It is invention that has made the poor man’s 
cottage gleam in cleanliness and beauty like the palace. It is 


| invention that has made circulating libraries and art galleries of 


our periodical literature, It is invention that forestalls the pesti- 


| lence, extinguishes the conflagration, illuminates the darkness, 
| makes the fountain to gush forth by the fireside and in the desert, 
nation, was made to subserve a principle, and it has grown up in 


eliminates distance, relieves the famine, and snatches the stricken 
of the battlefield from the jaws of destruction. It is invention 
that has made princes of the earth out of our merchants, manufac- 
turers, and skilled workmen; that has given precedence to our 
products in all the marts ofjthe world; that is pouring the golden 


| horn of trade balance into our treasury chests and transforming 
its monumentsand public buildings; itsnobleriverand picturesque | 


us from a debtor to a creditor nation. 

It is invention that has made war so terrible that peace fore- 
sees its bed of repose at the mouth of the cobwebbed cannon. It 
is invention that is to lift our earthly being from poverty, feed 
the hungry, clothe the naked, visit the sick. unlock the Bastiles, 
and open all the doors where lie the victims of hardship and 
bigotry and oppression. It is invention that has brought to man- 
ifest revelation the unity of the universe, the unity of man, the 
unity of life, the unity of soul, and thrown the very gates of 
immortality ajar by proving the perpetuity of physical and moral 
force. It is invention that, whispering round the world, brings 
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us in voice touch and mind touch with each other though thou- 
sands of miles apart, and that reminds us by its miracle as to the 
author of our being that— 


Closer is He than breathing, 
And nearer than hands and feet. 


' It is invention that will one day in the distant Aidenn make 
the United States of the World fulfill the dream that now hovers 
over the United States of America. It is our high fancy that 
when that day comes the English language will be the universal 
language. Our Constitution will be the model of the universal 
constitution. The principle of the Declaration of Independence, 
that taxation and representation must go together, will be the 
universal principle. The flag of the stars will be blazoned with 
the constellation of the nations. Here will assemble the Parlia- 
ment of Man. The farthest star in the heavens will bear the 
name of Washington, and the city that now bears the founder's 
name will be the capital of the universal republic. [Loud 
applause. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Hon. GrorceE F, Hoar, a 
Senator from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, will now ad- 
dress the convention. 

Mr. HOAR, It isa hundred years since this city, planned by 
George Washington, became the seat of government. The site was 
chosen by the First Congress, in accord with the design of the 
framers of the Constitution. And pe we seem to-day to be still 
engagedin layingits foundations. Theother great capitals of the 
world—Rome, London, Paris, Berlin, Edinburgh, Vienna—have 
their origin in a remote past. They not only embody the earliest 
authentic history of their countries, but their beginning is lost 
in the darkness of antiquity or hidden in the mist of fable. Their 
early annals have ourlaier’ in a deeper oblivion than that which 
covers the builders of the pyramids, which moved Sir Thomas 
Browne to his sublimest utterance: ‘“‘ History sinketh beneath her 
cloud. The traveler, as he paceth amazedly through these deserts, 
asketh of her, Who builded them? and she mumbleth something, 
but what it is he heareth not.” 

But Washington is still in earliest youth. There are Americans 
living who were born before this city received its name. For the 
first fifty years and more, down to the end of the civil war, our 
frugal predecessors hardly expended enough to make it decently 
habitable. They expended nothing for its adornment, except the 
construction of this Capitol, which was not finished in its pres- 
ent condition until 1865. But, taking the century as a whole, cer- 
tainly the American people have no reason to be ashamed of their 
city. 

It was on the border line between the two contending parties in 
the civil war. The fires of that mighty conflict burned here more 
fiercely and hotly than anywhere else. When peace came Wash- 
ington, like the whole country, felt the inspiration of the new 
era. 

Before, she like some shepherdess did show, 
Who sat to bathe her by a river's side: 
Not answering to her fame, but rude and low, 
Nor taught the beauteous arts of modern pride. 
Now. like a maiden queen, she will behold, 
From her high turrets, hourly suitors come; 
The east with incense, and the west with gold, 
Will stand, like suppliants, to receive her doom. 

I have spoken of the antiquity of European capitals. London 
has been a center of civilization for more than twelve hundred 
years. The House of Commons has existed for eight hundred. 
There has been a Bishop’s Palace at Fulham more than a thou- 
sand. Paris has been aseat of government for thirteen centuries; 
Berlin for nearly four; Vienna for seven. And yet there are few 
places that can show for any one century more than three products 
of architecture that equal the Capitol, the Washington Monument, 
and the Congressional Library. If we can add to the glories of 
Washington threesuchstructures only foreach coming century, we 
need not be ashamed of comparison with any foreign city when 
Washington shallhave reached thesameage. Yetin 1800 we were 
a people of but 5,000,000. We are now 77,000,000. The population 
of this District is multiplied in larger proportion still. We shall 
deal with our metropolis in the coming centuries, as compared 
with that which has gone, with a liberality proportioned to our 
wealth, numbers, and sone. If God spare the Republic, what 
may we not hope for Washington? 

These three structures, unrivaled, as they are, each in its re- 
spective class, are more interesting still for what they typify and 
stand for. The monument to the Father of the Country is buta 
simple shaft. It marks a narrow spot. It commemorates a sin- 

le humancharacter. But the spot it marks, as was said, Mr. 

peaker, by one of the most accomplished men who ever sat in 
your chair, ‘“‘is a prime meridian.” The prime meridian of uni- 
versal longitude on sea or land may be at Greenwich or at Paris 
or where you will. But the prime meridian of pure, exalted, 
human character will be marked forever by yonder obelisk. In- 
tegrity and patriotism are to be measured by nearness to it or 
departure from it. Boastfulness, out of place everywhere, is a 








thousand times out of place when we speak of the modest and 
unselfish Washington. Yet we canestablish by the concurrent 
authority of the foremost men of all civilized countries that what 
the old monk, Joseph of Exeter, said of the English Alfred is true 
of him: ‘* The Old World knows not his peer, nor will the future 
show us his equal; he alone towers over other kings, better than 
the past ones, and greater than those that are to be.” 

That integrity, that unambitious service, that unerring wis- 
dom, that unwearied industry, that unhesitating self-sacrifice, 
that purity not only unsullied but untempted—not even the temp- 
tation to sin seems to have beset that lofty nature—were all his. 
The devil is an ass. But he never was such an ass as to waste his 
time tempting George Washington. [Applause. } 

There is no time to-day to cite the overwhelming and concur- 
rent testimony of great Englishmen, statesmen, and writers of 
history, and of great authorities on the Continent, to the primacy 
of George Washington among mankind. The only name likely 
to be thought of anywhere for parallel or comparison is that in 
whose glory we also have an inherited title to share—that of 
Alfred, the thousandth anniversary of whose death is about to be 
celebrated by the people on whose throne his descendant now sits. 

This whole city is, in a larger sense, a Washington monument. 
It were better that that great name pass into oblivion and be for- 
gotten unless the walls of this building where we are assembled, 
dedicated to legislation and to justice, also bear honorable witness 
to the character and influence of him who laid its corner stone. 
Here for a hundred years a free people have enacted a great his- 
tory, with its great achievements and its greater self-restraints, 
Here have been enacted the laws under which thirteen States have 
become forty-five States, and the country, which at first covered 
a little space by the side of the Atlantic, has spread until it covers 
a continent and its portals are upon both the seas. Here has been 
witnessed the sublimest spectacle that can exist on earth—a great 
and free people governing itself by a law higher than its own de- 
sire. A country where every man has his equal voice must, in its 
legislation, sometimes exhibit the infirmity common to humanity. 
But, in the main, faith and honor and duty have triumphed in 
these halls over selfishness and passion and ambition. Here the 
interests of capital have been protected by the votes of labor. 
Here debtors have fixed in good faith the value of their payments 
to their creditors. Here a people under no constraint but their 
own sense of duty, determined, in spite of fearful temptation, to 
continue to bear the weight of a vast debt. Here the policy of deal- 
ing with the conquered was decided at the end of a long war by 
the votes of the conquerors, among whom every other family was 
in mourning for its dead; and not a drop of blood was shed and 
not apunishmentexacted. Here finance and currency, with their 
subtleties surpassing the subtleties of metaphysics, have been 
dealt with by the plain sense of plain men. Here great public 
ways connecting distant oceans have been provided for. Here 
the manufacturing independence of America has been achieved. 
Here the great measures have been framed and enacted under 
which millions of men have been raised from slavery to citizen- 
ship and millions more welcomed from foreign lands. Here a 
disputed title to executive power has been peacefully settled un- 
der circumstances that would have drenched any other land with 
blood. And all this has been accomplished under the restraints 
of a written Constitution. 

Here, also, in yonder silent chamber have been pronounced the 
judgments under which the powers of nation and State have been 
kept each in its appointed path, as the planets are kept in their 
courses, without nvise and without jar. 

This has been the record of asingle century. It has been the 
record of the achievement of earliest youth. The men who have 
wrought this history knew well what they were doing. There 
has been no drifting into empire. They have but seen what they 
foresaw. The man who is to write this story, as Bancroft might 
have written it, as Macaulay might have written it, as he who gave 
us the best portraiture of Washington in literature before Massa- 
chusetts called him to another service—called him from writing his- 
tory to making it—might have written it, has not yet begun his 
task. But it will yet be written. It will be written to be read of 
all men, as the one best story, so far, of Constitutional Liberty, 
protected and vindicated by law, according to the will of a free 


people. 
Literature and art and science came later. They always come 
later, Arthas provided for literature in yonder library its noble 


and fitting home. American science, also, has here its noble and 
fitting home—the Smithsonian Institution. founded, as we de- 
light to remember, by the generosity of an Englishman, a subject 
of that gracious sovereign from whose realm we have learned so 
much of law and science and literature and liberty, to whom we 
are glad to send our salutation on this our Centennial Dav. 
While we remember with gratitude this great benefaction of our 
English kinsman, we are happy to recall also that it has been at 
least in some degree recompensed by the bounty to the city of 
London of George Peabody, an American, a citizen of the North 


~ 
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| 
by birth, a Southern man by adoption, an admirable example of 
the best traits of both sections blended into the highest character 
and type of American citizenship, Here, also, universities des- 
tined to take a high rank among the great institutions of the | 
world have aiready laid their foundations and are raising their | 
towers to the sky. 

The men who wrought this great work are gone—most of them— 
John Adams and his illustrious son, Jefferson and Madison and 
Jackson and Lincoln and Grant and Webster and Clay and Cal- | 
houn and Seward and Benton and Sumner and Wilson and Morton | 
and Chandler and Stevens and Fessenden and Hamlin and Justin 
Morrill and Lamar and Harrisand Bayardand Beck and Walthall— 
I have begun a catalogue I can not complete. Put no list of the 
illustrious statesmen of the Republic or of the illustrious bene- 
factors of this metropolis in the last century must omit the name 
of him whom the fatal arrow smote, in the hour which seemed 
alike the end and the beginning of a great career—your predecessor 
and friend, Mr. President, James A. Garfield. A few of their com- 
panions and coadjutors survive to behold the dawn of the new | 
century and give their counsel to the people who are to carry onits | 
work, as a few of the companions of Washington beheld the begin- | 
ning of this, and inaugurated its great accomplishment on the priu- 
ciples of the Revolution. Their work also is about done. They | 
seem to survive for a brief period only that the new century may | 
clasp hands with the old, and that they may bring to the future | 
the benediction of the past. os applause. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The purposes of the joint con- | 
vention having been accomplished, the Chair declares it dissolved, 
and restores to the distinguished Speaker of the House, with 
thanks, his gavel. 


Thereupon the President and his Cabinet, the Chief Justice | 


and the associate justices of the Supreme Court, the Senate, the 
ambassadors and ministers to the United States, and the gov- 
ernors of the several States and Territories retired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy | 


of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 


estimate of deficiencies in appropriations under control of the War | 
Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered | 


to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of law and fact in the case 
of the ship Venus, Robert Berrill, master, against the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings and | 
Trust Company, transmitting the annual report for the year ended | 
December 1, 1800—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy | 


of acommunication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting | 
additional estimates of appropriation for the Bureau of Naviga- | 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. | 


tion 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 


estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for the naval estab- | 


lishment—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for an electric-light plant for De- 


partment of the Interior building—to the Committee on Appro- | 


priations, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE, 


THURSDAY, December 138, 1900. 


The Senate met at i1 o'clock. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsury, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

VESSEL SHIP VENUS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims, relating to the 
vessel ship Venus, Robert Berrill, master; which, with the accom- 
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panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


THE CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 


cause of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana vs. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTE OF RHODE ISLAND. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a certified 
copy of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
Vice-President appointed in the State of Rhode Island at the elec- 
tion held therein on the 6th day of November, 1800; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of C. F. Morrill, of 
West Alton, N. H., praying for the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented the petition of O. C. Hatch, president of the 
Littleton National Bank, of Littleton, N. H., and the petition of 


| L. Downing, jr.. president of the National State Capital Bank, 
| of Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to 


abolish or modify the revenue-stamp tax on checks, telegrams, 
bills of lading, bankers’ capital, etc.; which were referred to the 


| Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Newport, N. H., praying for the enactment of leg- 


| islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to the native 


races of Africa and to inhabitants of the new island possessions of 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of West 
Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit po- 


| lygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


He also presented the petition of J. D. Arnold. of Burlington, 
W. Va., and the petition of J. Wesley Groves, of Morgans Giade, 


| W. Va., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | 


regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of the Woman's Mission- 
ary Society of the Presbyterian Church ot Lima, the Missionary 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Latayette, and of 
Solomon Basle and 28 other citizens of Fort Wayne. allin the State 
of Indiana, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN presented the petition of F, M. F. Cazin, of Hobo- 


| ken. N. J., praying that an investigation be made into the prac- 
| tices prevailing in the Patent Office under the present Commis- 


sioner of Patents; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, 
Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Greens- 
burg, Ky., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 


| stitution defining legal marriage; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Quaker City Chap- 
ter, Daughters of the American Revolution. of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the presenta- 
tion of the present site of the United States mint in Philadelphia 


| to that city to be used for a free library; which was referred to 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
He also presented the petition of Rev. Robert F. Smith and sun- 


| dry other citizens of Pleasant Unity, Pa., and a petition of sundr 
| citizens of Humphreys and Denison, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
| vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit polyg- 


amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Mount 
Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of Darby, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict American traders in the New 
Hebrides from selling firearms and intoxicating liquors to native 
races; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of District Lodge No. 12, Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars, of Chester, Delaware, and Berks 
counties of Pennsylvania and Delaware; of the congregation of 
the Trinity Evangelical Luthern Church, of Hazelton, Pa., and of 
the Presbyterian Sunday School of Clinton, a'l in the State of 
Perfasylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, canteen, or 
transport, or upon any premises used for military purposes by 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented memorials of 25 citizens of Rushford, 
6 citizens of North St. Paul, of sundry business firms of Wabash, 
of 16 citizens of Wykoff, and of 8 citizens of Walker, all in the 
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State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
salled parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Massachusetts Total Abstinence Society, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Army canteens; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts Total Absti- 
nence Society, praying for the ratification of the treaty for the pro- 


tection of Central Africa against the sale of intoxicating liquors | 


by raising taxes to a sum considered prohibitory for uative races; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Reiations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Carey, 
Nebr., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Wayne and Bruno, all 
in the State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of the so- 
called Grout bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomar- 
garine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. MASON. I present the petition of Adolphus Busch, presi- 
dent of the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Company Association, of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for a reduction of the war-revenue tax on 
beer. Il ask that the petition be printed in the RecorD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
oe on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

ollows: 


_ Adolphus Busch, the president of the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Associa- 
tion, of St. Louis, Mo., has just arrived from Europe, and in an interview 


id: 

‘*IT should have remained in Europe another month had it not been for my 
interest in the repealing of the double war tax now being levied by the Gov- 
ernment on our industry. 

“Its enactment has proven to be a terrible hardship and its continuance 
means general disaster to the brewing interests. 

“ The original tax of $1 per barrel was in itself a war tax, imposed in 1861 
and continued without any reduction up to the declaration of hostilities with 
Spain, when it was increased to $2 per barrel, just double the original tax, 
which means precisely 40 per cent of the general market price of beer. 

“ When the original war tax of $1 per barrel was inaugurated thirty-five 
years ago, beer was being sold for $12 per barrel. To-day beer is being sold 
at an average of $5 per barrel, and we pay $2 per barrel to the Government. 

“Asa direct result of thisexcessively unfair burden of taxation the pro- 
duction of beer decreased 1,000,000 barrels during the year 1899, a year of 
unprecedented and marvelous prosperity, and within the past seven months 
17 combinations have been made, consisting each of from 3 to 12 formerly 
yeesanpeee breweries, forced to thus combine in order to save themselves 

rom bankruptcy through this distressing and oppressive double war tax. 
More are likely to follow or suspend business altogether unless immediate 
relief is afforded. 

‘During the past year the production of beer has materially increased, 
but what good doesit do the brewer? None! A few—very few—have hada 
trifling profit, but the majority have either realized no profit at all or else 
continued business at a distinct loss, hoping and praying for the repeal of this 
grinding double war tax. 

“Take my own brewery, for instance. We brewed a million barrels of 
beer this year, an increase of 100,000 since 1899, but with what profits? Merely 
nominal. Why? Because we have to keep the quality of beer up to the 
standard established by us and pay the Government $32 per barrel on each 
barrel brewed. This leaves the balance—$3 per barrel—to pay for hops, malt, 
barley, brewing, horses, feed, wagons, brewers, help, drivers, deliveries, ex- 
pressage, coal, ice, invested capital—in fact, everything—depreciation, losses, 
and wearandtear. There is no chance for the brewers unless thisdouble tax 
is reduced to $1 per barrel. The present tax is a terrible burden, more than 
we can bear, and is crushing our business life out. We must have relief in 
order to exist. We are now paying to the Government $78,000,000 yearly, or 
about one-fourth of the entire revenue collected by the Government. 

“The brewing industry is an American establishment, one of the greatest 
of all industries. Beer is the poor man’s drink, and a national beverage. It 
is by far the greatest of all temperance promoters. We give employment di 
rectly to over 900,000 men, and indirectly, through the farmers who grow the 
hops, malt, and cereals, the lumbermen, maltsters, coopers, blacksmiths, iron 
workers, builders, railroads, shipping, and general trades, to nearly 3,000,000 
men. Our invested capital is $650,000,000. During the Senatorial investiga- 


tion of last year 400 samples of American beer, ales, and porter were pur- | 


chased in the open market, and, under the analysis of the chemists of the 


Government who analyzed these samples, only two samples of American | 


beer, ales, and porter were found to contain preservatives or adulterants. as 
against the wholesale preservatives and adulterations found in imported 
beers, ales, and porters. 

“American beers are the best in the world. Such an industry should be 
helped and not crushed, as it is crushed. 

“The brewers are patriotic. We are faithful citizens, willing to uphold 
the Government and to pay a tax of $1 per barrel, or about 20-per cent of the 
market price of our prodnst, which would amount to about $38,000,000 to $40,- 
000,000 a year. Noindustry can stand more than that percentage of taxation 
and exist; we have tried it for three years and know. But now the war 
with Spain is over, and we who have stood this double tax so uncomplain 
ingly and patriotically, from out of our distresses pray and hope for relief. 
The Government is getting all the profits now and ee been for three years. 
It is but fair, just, and equitable that we have a fair earning on our product, 
of which we are now deprived. 

‘We are here to petition Congress and the Senate for relief, and hope for 
a successful consummation of our efforts.” 


HALL OF RECORDS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to report a concurrent resolution, and [ 


wish to ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. It | 
relates to the appointment of a joint committee of the Senate and ! 
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| House of Representatives to consider the question of a site fora 


hall of records in the city of Washington, and the approximate 
cost thereof. The necessity of such a hall has been repeatedly 
urged upon the attention of Congress, and it has been a subject 
| under consideration for years past, but no headway has been made. 

Thevarious Executive Departments of the Governmentare over- 
crowded with records and documents of vast importance, of very 
great value. Their destruction would be irreparable. Many of 
| them arein imminent dangerfrom fire. Since the present session 
of Congress began a fire was discovered in the Treasury building, 
and but for timely action it might have been disastrous. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has repeatedly called the attention of Con- 
gress to this subject in his annual reports. In his report for the 
fiscal year 1899 he expressed the opinion that ‘‘there is no public 
improvement more needed for the welfare of the nation than a 
hall of records in this city.” This opinion is reiterated in his re- 
cent report to the Congress. The committee by whose direction I 
offer the resolution believes that there should be no further delay 
in this important matter. 

It is thought that better progress can be made by the appoint- 
ment of a joint committee than inany other way. Itherefore ask 
for the present consideration of the resolution, which is very brief, 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
set comastr tee. consisting of three members of the Senate Committee on 

-*ublic Buildings and Grounds, to be appointed by the President of the Senate, 
and five members of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, is hereby created 
to investigate and consider the question of a site for a hall of records, to be 
erected in the District of Columbia, and report to Congress on or before 
January 10, 1901, or as soon thereafter as may be possible, their conclusions 
as to the most feasible location for such a building, and the approximate cost 
thereof. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not understand that 
the resolution confers any more power upon this special joint 
committee than now exists in the two committees of the two 
Houses if they chose to act together. It only authorizes them to 
investigate and to make a recommendation, which power I sup- 
pose the two committees have at this time. I should object to 
the resolution if it implied any more than the same authority 
which the two committees now have if they could agree upon a 
concurrent recommendation to the two Houses. If that is all that 
is intended I see no objection to it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is all that is intended to be accom- 
plished by the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 





BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5152) awarding a medal of 
honor to George A. Edson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5158) for the relief of John 
| H. Rector; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 5154) to correct the 
| military record of Samuel I’. Radford; which was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 5155) tor the relief of Wil- 
liam McCracken; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
| accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5156) for the relief of 
Florence A. Brown, administratrix of the estate of John A, Brown; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
| papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5157) for the relief of the estate of 
| Romain Verdin, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S.5158) granting an increase of 
pension to William Wilder; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 137) to provide 
for the printing of the History of the Red Cross; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 





THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


| Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
| read: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be respectfully requested 
| to consider the expediency of opening negotiations with the Government of 
| Great Britain for the abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer ireaty, with assur- 


ance that such action on his part will meet with the heurty consent and su] 
port of the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask that the resolution be printed, and that it 
lie on the table, to be called up hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be printed, 
and it will lie on the table. 


j 
| 
| 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment proposing to imcrease the 
salary of the telegraph operator in the office of the Vice-President 
from $1,200 to $1,600, intended to be proposed by him to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re- 
canes SG the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

$37,000 for additional buildings and improvements for the use of 

the United States Indian School at Rapid City, S. Dak., intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$19,009 for repairs and improvements at the Indian Industrial 
School at Chamberlain, 8S. Dak., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing for the payment of 
the principal sum of $168,335.10, now in the Treasury to the credit 
of the Sioux Indians of the Crow Creek Reservation in South 
Dakota, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an ameniment proposing to appropriate 
$163,500 to continue improvements at Pierre, Yankton, and Elk- 
point, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the chief of the division of loans and currency, Treas- 
ury Department, from $2,500 to $3,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics from $3,500 to 
$4,000 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the 
military establishment of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing that when the two Houses ad- 
journ on Friday, December 21, they stand adjourned until 12 
o'clock meridian on Thursday, January 3, 1901; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PROMOTION OF COMMERCE AND INCREASE OF TRADE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and increase 
the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide auxiliary 
cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use when nec- 
essary. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, in addressing myself to the pro- 
visions of Senate bill 727, it is not my purpose to enter into a full 
discussion with reference to the meaning of the provisions in the 
bill, because the chairman of the Senate Committee on Commerce 
{Mr. FRYE] has laid before this Chamber very fully and ably an 
explanation which is meant to be the foundation set forth in the 
bill. 

The upbuilding of the merchant marine of the United States is 
no new subject to the people of this country, and has many times 
been brought to the consideration of Congress. 

MOTIVES OF THOSE WHO PREPARED THE BILL. 

The remarks of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAy] the other 
day on this measure brought into question somewhat the motives 
which prompted those who have acted in the preparation of this 
measure. I regret that the cause seemed to demand the reinforce- 
ment of an insinuation which challenged the motives of the men 
who had to do in an advisory way with the construction of the 
bill. Being a member of what is called the maritime committee, 
1 felt it my duty, my right, and privilege, to explain on behalf of 
that committee the motives and the methods under which they 
acted. For my part I resent even an insinuation that any other 
motives, aside from those of public policy and for the best inter- 
ests of this country, were beneath any such action. 

W hen I firstcame to the United States Senate, three years ago 

Mr.CLAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I think the Senator mistakes my position when he 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


says that I question the motives of any Senator who drafted or 
prepared the bill. I do not think there is anything in myremarks 
that will go to show that I questioned the integrity or the motives 
of any Senator who prepared the bill. 

Mr. HANNA. r. President, perhaps the Senator was not 
aware at the time that I was a member of this maritime commit- 
tee. Of course, I exonerate him from any intention of casting 
any reflection upon me as a United States Senator. As a member 
of the maritime committee who had under consideration this 
measure, dating back more than three years ago, I am only re- 
plying to the position which the Senator from Georgia assumed. 
I know very well the Senator would not knowingly make any 
such allusion. 

Mr. CLAY. Icertainly would not. 

EXPERIENCE IN GREAT LAKES’ SHIPPING. 

Mr. HANNA. Now, Mr. President, I was about saying that 
when I came to the Senate—yes, before I came to the Senate—I 
was fully aware of the public interest in this important question; 
and having all my life in my business been engaged in direct con- 
nection with the maritime interests upon the Great Lakes, and 
having had forty years of experience in that direction, having been 
in close contact with and a close observer of the rapid growth and 
development of those great interests, and being naturally inter- 
ested in the question from a national standpoint, I felt highly 
complimented and fully appreciated the invitation from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate to become a 
member of this maritime committee. It was explained to me that 
the object of that committee was to bring together the best talent 
in this country—the men who had had the greatest experience in 
the conduct of affairs connected with the merchant marine, whose 
judgment and business standing before the country was of the 
highest order, and therefore calculated to be of the greatest as- 
sistance in the construction of such a measure. 

EXPERT, EXPERIENCED MEN IN MARITIME AFFAIRS DRAFTED BILL. 

That committee was composed, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] has told you, of all interests connected with the maritime 
question, both in shipbuilding and in the management of ships, 
and also others connected with the question of shipping and 
handling of cargofreight. The broad question of transportation, 
all of ita part of the one question, made that committee neces- 
sarily a committee of experts. If there was a sincere desire on 
the part of those whose duty it was to study, from an economic 
standpoint, whatever would best advance this great interest as a 
part of our development, to what better source could they apply 
than to those who had had a lifelong experience in the conduct of 
those affairs? 

That committee met frequently in consultation. There were 
found upon that committee men who were representing conflict- 
ing interests, so that any general proposition looking to immedi- 
ate relief was met with a counter proposition when it seemed to 
unfavorably affect a special interest. 

I need not state the fact in this body that all legislation on im- 
portant questions is the result of compromise. No great measure 
of widespread influence and effect can be expected to be wrought 
into a law which will not find conflicting interests which must be 
harmonized. r 

SPIRIT OF COMPROMISE INSPIRED THOSE WHO DRAFTED BILL. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the duties of this committee were 
many times found to be embarrassing. The difficulties presented 
were hard toovercome. But as they were all bent upon the same 
object, attempting to accomplish the same result, after a few 
meetings a spirit of compromise developed. The disposition to 
find some middle ground, some foundation upon which this great 
measure might be constructed, grew and grew until at last a bill 
was perfected, though not entirely perfect as to its success as a 
compromise, as subsequent events have shown, because since the 
first bill was introduced into Congress many amendments have 
been offered and accepted, not only by the Maritime Committee 
but by the committees in both branches of Congress. 

It was found that even the prejudices of people were demanding 
that certain consideration should be given to special interests 
which had not been consulted or to persons who had not availed 
themselves of the opportunity of being heard in the early develop- 
ment of the measure. The readiness with which these objections 
were met, the careful consideration which was given to all of 
them, the spirit of compromising conflicting interests, were such 
that to-day this bill, with its amendments reported from the Sen- 
ate Committee on Commerce, is believed to be the most practical 
measure that can possibly be devised. 

GROWTH OF CARGOES IN LAKE SHIPS IN THIRTY YEARS. 

I spoke of my connection with the great maritime interests of 
the lakes. In myshort business career I have seen that business 
grow and develop within a little more than thirty years from a 
comparatively small business to a business of unparalleled mag- 
nitude. Thirty years ago the lergest vessel on the lakes trans- 
porting coarse freight carried but 600 gross tons of iron ore; and 
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so important was that event in the development of the industry 
that note was made of it, and all through the lake region it was 
held up as a great advance when the schooner Escanaba, the first 
three-masted schooner ever built upon the chain of lakes, brought 
a cargo of iron ore from Escanaba to the port of Cleveland of 600 


gross tons. To-day there are steamers on the lakes, built upon 
the lakes, owned and managed by those conducting the maritime 
affairs of those Great Lakes, that are carrying 6,000 gross tons as 
a cargo, and even more. 
DEVELOPED BY DIRECT GOVERNMENT AID. 
That industry has been develo largely by the direct aid fur- 
nished in its infancy by the United States Government. The 
rotection of that interest first of all was because our navigation 
aws prohibited any other but an American vessel trading be- 
tween American ports. We have north of us Canada with just 
as much water front as we, with cheaper material and cheaper 
labor. Canada would have becomea formidable rival in the earlier 
stages of our enterprise had it not been for the protection of the 
navigation laws of the United States. 
REDUCTION IN LAKE TRANSPORTATION RATES. 

But even with that protection, Mr. President, the present condi- 
tion as to rates of transportation could not have been attained. It 
is to the liberal policy of this Government in the matterof our 
rivers and harbors that we owe more than all else the growth of 
our merchant marine upon the lakes and the cheap transportation 
as a result. At the time I speak of, the rates on iron ore from 
points on Lake Superior to Lake Erie ports were from $3 to 
$3.50 per gross ton. To-day the average rate is from 60 cents to 
$1, dependent upon the point from which the ore is shipped, 
all because under the protection which I have stated the oppor- 
tunities to engage in that commerce are confined to the people of 
this country and because our waterways were improved at the 
expense of the Government. 

When Congress made the appropriation for the 21-foot channel 
and a continuing contract which deepened the water from 14 
feet to 21 feet, immediately the sagacity and enterprise of those 
who were engaged in the building up of that merchant marine 
saw the advantage to them; and as we were just beginning our 
present era of steel shipbuilding every vessel that was built from 
that time until to-day has been made larger, of greater carrying 
capacity, and therefore there has been a consequent reduction in 
the cost of transportation. 

PROTECTION THE FOUNDATION, 

What is true of the marine interests of the lakes is true of all 
other interests of that nature; and whether or not the protection 
afforded by the laws of which I have spoken was the only reason 
for the development of this commerce, it at least was the founda- 
tion which led to it. 

EXPERIENCED TALENT AND CAPITAL NEEDED. 

In order to have ships and in order to facilitate transportation 
we must have the capital necessary to organize the business; we 
must have the experienced talent of men peculiarly adapted to the 
conduct of such affairs, so as to manage them successfully. The 
growth of that great commerce upon the lakes is but an example 
which I feel I have the right to quote in connection with this 
measure as a prophecy of what will follow if the same policy is 
pursued—I mean a policy of some kind of protection, some kind 
of inducement, which will bring capital to the aid of our natural 
advantages and give us the benefit of those advantages in this 
country. 

CAUSES FOR DECLINE OF OUR MERCHANT MARINE. 

The honorable Senator from Colorado |Mr. TELLER] asked a 
uestion of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce the other 
ay as to the causes of the decline of the merchant marine upon 

the high seas since the time of the civil war. That is a very per- 
tinent question and a very important one, because the whole propo- 
sition comes down to that. We do know as a matter of fact that 
our merchant marine has fallen steadily and steadily since that 
time; we do know as a fact that there have been times when we 
have led the world in that direction, and therefore it becomes a 
very interesting question to know the causes of the rise and fall 
of our merchant marine. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say in advance that I shall not interrupt 
the Senator again if it be disagreeable to him. 

Mr. HANNA. I have no objection. 

WHEN OUR MARINE BEGAN TO DECLINE. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator to say that the merchant 
marine of the United States has declined since the close of the 
civil war. Mr. President, that is not the fact. The decline com- 
menced before the civil war. 

Mr. HANNA. Iam speaking of foreign commerce. 
Mr. VEST. And I am speaking of foreign commerce, The 


Does the Senator from Ohio | 


| tional existence. 








| growth of our mercantile marine. 


statistics of the Treasury Department show—and they are easily 
accessible—that that decline commenced in 1855, before the com- ~ 
mencement of the civil war, and it is not true, in point of fact, 
that the civil war caused that decline. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I have very carefully gone into 
that qnestion, and as there are many facts and figures which I can 
not carry in my mind I will give the result of my investigations 
regarding it. 

RISE AND DECLINE OF AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

When the First Congress met in 1789 the tonnage of American 
vessels engaged in our foreign trade was 123,893. In the first year 
after the passage of the first Congressional bill American shipping 
increased 271 per cent, or to 346,254 tons. Subsequently, from 
time to time, during the closing years of the first decade under 
the new Constitution additional legislation helpful to our ship- 
ping interests was enacted. 

In the first five years, as a result of the encouragement given to 
our active merchant marine by the Government, our tonnage en- 
gaged in the foreign trade increased 362 per cent over 1789, or to 
438,663 tons. Of course during this period England and France 
were at war, which enhanced the opportunities for the profitable 
employment of neutral shipping, but our navigation laws, sostrong 
and well sustained, were the chief causes for our steady maritime 
growth. 

MERCHANT MARINE GAVE STANDING TO THE NATION. 

Nothing contributed so much to our wealth and prosperity at 
home and to our strength abroad during these years as our active 
and profitable merchant marine. An unparalleled condition of 
industrial stagnation had existed for six vears. But the immedi- 
ate increase of our shipping and its protitable employment infused 
confidence in every line of business. Trade became so prosperous 
in all parts of the country as to Jead to our rapid commercial and 
maritime growth. It was the growth of our merchant marine 
alone in the closing days of the first decade under the present 
Constitution that gave to the United States a standing and a po- 
sition in the world that it could never have obtained lacking so 
powerful and prosperous an industry as our shipping. 

GROWTH DURING FIRST TEN YEARS. 

In 1799, at the end of the'first ten years, our merchant marine 
under register had increased 534 per cent, or to 637,142 tons. 

During the second decade American shipping met and sur- 
mounted many formidable difficulties, including the Barbary 
wars, the British impressment of our seamen, the British orders 
in council, and the decrees of Napoleon, which led to the confis- 
cation of hundreds of our ships and the destruction of millions of 
dollars worth of our property. But the demand for our ships, 
and the stability given to the shipbuilding and shipowning indus- 
try through the strong support and effective encouragement of 
our Government, induced our merchants to steadily increase their 
shipping, notwithstanding their reverses and losses. 

UNPARALLELED GROWTH IN TWENTY YEARS. 

The end of the second decade, in 1809, found our shipping in the 
foreign trade registering 906,855 tons, an increase of 790 per cent 
since 1789. History fails to record a parallel to the growth of 
American shipping during the first twenty-one years of our na- 
In 1810 the shipping under our flag in our for- 
eign trade was 981,019 tons, the highest point in the first upward 
It was not until 1847—thirty- 
seven years subsequent to 1810—that our tonnage in the foreign 
trade was again as high as it wasin 1810. Our total tonnage in 
the foreign trade to-day is less, by more than 150,000 tons, than it 
was in 1810, although the value of our foreign commerce has in- 


| creased more than twentyfold during the same period. 


THE DECADE BETWEEN 1820 AND 1890. 
In 1821 American ships carried 88.7 per cent of American for- 
eigncommerce. During the succeeding eight years the proportion 
of our foreign commerce carried in our own ships averaged 90.6 


| per cent, reaching tie zenith in 1826, when American ships carried 


92.5 per cent. Inthe entire succeeding seventy years the propor- 
tion of our foreign commerce carried in American ships has never 
reached the total or the average of the decade between 1820 and 
1830. To-day American ships carry but 9 per cent of the com- 
merce of the United States conducted with foreign countries. 
Under Government aid and encouragement the zenith period was 
reached, and during more than a generation of national neglect 
the zero period has almost been found. In 1828 the last general 
enactment providing for the gradual and final withdrawal of the 
aid given in the earlier legislation was adopted. 
A STAGNATION PERIOD. 

Succeeding this there was a long period of stagnation in Ameri- 
can shipowning. The total tonnage under our flag in our foreign 
trade in 1829 was but 60 per cent of that of 1810. It was not until 
1835 that American shipping in the foreign trade again equaled 
that of 1828, 

In 1838 our tonnage in the foreign trade was only 702,962 tons, 
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or 55.000 tons less than in 1828. 
flag in our foreign trade in each of the ten years succeeding 1 
was only 661,361, or 96,637 tons less than it was in 182s. 
ime the proportion of our foreign commerce carried under our 
own flag had decreased to 84 per cent. 
SUPERIORITY OF AMERICAN SHIPS. 
In 1848 our shipping in the foreign trade amounted to 1,168,707 


Sv? 


tons, which was but 20 per cent greater than it was in 1810—nearly | 
But 77.4 per cent of our | 
During all | 


50 per cent greater than it is to-day. 
foreign commerce was then carried under our flag. 
this time, from the foundation of our Government, our people 
had possessed the superior advantage of cheaper construction. 
More than that, our ships were far better built than were those 
of our European rivals, and they therefore lasted longer. In addi- 
tion, their superior model and the intrepidity of the American 
seaman, enabled our ships to make three voyages while their for- 
eign rivals were making two. 
tages that so greatly aided in extending the period of time in 
which our tonnage grew, although our proportion of our own car- 
rying under our own flag steadily diminished, In those days the 
merchants who shipped the cargoes owned the ships. The mas- 
ters of the ships were interested in the vessels’ earnings in many 
cases. They sold the outward cargoes and bought those brought 
home. (A few voyages as master enabled a thrifty American to 
retire and becomea merchant shipowner.) This was before the 
days of steam and of cable. 

THE AMERICAN CLIPPER SHIP WAS EVOLVED—COLLINS LINE PUT ON. 

It was not to have been expected that a nation possessing the 
natural advantages I have described,in cheaper and stronger and 


faster ships, navigated by keen and intelligent masters personally | 


interested in the voyage, would either immediately or readily 
succumb to foreign competition. The genius of our shipowners, 
and their officers and seamen, was equaled by that of our ship- 
builders, and the American clipper was evolved at a period when 
the necessities of the world and the changing conditions created 
opportunities for their development and increase that were excep- 
tional and potential. 
neither the steam nor the iron ship seemed to menace the superi- 
ority or the prestige of those grand o!d sailingships of the decade 
between 1845 and 1855. In 1848 the subsidized Collins steamship 
line carried the American flag across the Atlantic, and for ten 
years thereafter they outsailed all competitors and securely held 
for the Stars and Stripes the blue ribbon of the Atlantic. 
HOW THE COLLINS LINE WAS RUINED. 


It is a well-known fact that a combination of circumstances 
destroyed that line. They were unfortunate before the close of 
their career in losing three of their four ships by disaster; but 
during the whole time of the conduct of their affairs they were 
met by the most bitter and destructive competition on the part of 
the subsidized lines of England and other nations of Europe; so 
that while an American ship lay beside her dock to receive freight 


prior to her date of sailing—as she was a subsidized ship carrying | 


the United States mail, she was obliged to sail upon a certain 
day, and, owing to time conditions, even at a certain hour—and 
her agents were interested in securing a cargo, the rate of freight 
from New York to Liverpool was anything to beat the United 
States ship, but immediately after that ship had started upon her 
voyage across the Atlantic the rates were restored, even to an 


abnormal condition, by those same competing lines of steamers | 


owned abroad. 

There is no man in this presence who does not know that from 
the beginning of the upbuilding of all our industries that same 
policy has dominated and controlled the opposition; those who 
were competing with this new and growing country knew that 
if the time ever came when we could ** stand upon an even keel,”’ 
either on sea or land, it would be most detrimental to the inter- 
ests of England and the other nations of Europe. 

DICTATED FREIGHT RATES ON AMERICAN 

COMMERCE, 

Under that competition and the peremptory withdrawal in 
1858 of the sustaining subsidy that had been paid by our Govern- 
ment, the Collins Line succutabed, the American flag disappeared 
from the ships carrying mail upon the ocean, and again England 
and other foreign countries dictated to us the rates of transpor- 
tation that we should pay upon the exports of our products. 
What mattered it that our commodities exported to Europe, our 
farm products, which in those days constituted the most of our 
exportation, could be raised more cheaply here, owing to the 
expanse and fertility of our soil; what mattered it what natural 
advantages we might possess in finding a foreign market for those 
products, if those who were interested in protecting and develop- 
ing their own interests absolutely controlled the cost of the trans- 
portation of those goods to foreign markets? 


DETERMINED TO PREVENT AMERICAN COMPETITION ON THE SEAS. 


I say that same policy has always governed, and from a business 
standpoint it is a perfectly legitimate position, for self-preservation 


FOREIGNERS THEREAFTER 


The average tonnage under our | 


It was these great and telling advan- | 


Our packet lines carried the palm, and | 


] 





| order to resume shipowning in the foreign trade. 





is the first law of nature. Every infant industry that has strug- 


| gled for existence in the United States from the date of our birth 
By this | 


until to-day has had to pass through an ordeal of that kind of 
compevition; and to-day, Mr. President, there is no one question 
in contest from a commercial standpoint so important and so nec- 
essary to the future of the competing countries of the Old World 


| as to prevent American competition upon the high seas. 


ZENITH PERIOD OF AMERICAN SHIPPING IN FOREIGN TRADE. 

In 1858 our shipping in the foreign trade aggregated 2,301,148 
tons, an increase of nearly 100 per cent over 1848. In 1861 it 
amounted to 2,496,894 tons, this being the greatest tonnage ever 
under the American flag in the foreign trade in any single year, 
although but 65.2 per cent of our foreign commerce was then car- 
ried in those ships. 

Mr. President, I now call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the figures I have been enabled to obtain from the Treas- 
ury Department. In 1861 was reached the highest point in the 
ownership of American-built vessels under the American flag in 
the foreign trade, 

DECLINE SINCE LOL 

The tonnage under the American flag, in the foreign trade, in 
1861 was more than three times larger than was engaged in our 
foreign trade under our flag during the year 1900. Think of that! 
Nearly forty years ago our shipping up °n the high seas was three 
times greater than it is to-day. Could anything more clearly 
illustrate the decline of our merchant marine? When we consider 
that our foreign commerce is fully four times larger in 1900 than 
it was in 1861, and yet our shipping engaged in its carriage is but 
one-third of that of 1861, we bring into vivid prominence the shame- 
ful and humiliating decline in a great national industry—an indus- 
try at once promotive of national prosperity and at the same time 


| an industry that in all times has been the one great bulwark of 


national defense. 
CIVIL WAR DISORGANIZED OUR SHIPPING INTERESTS. 

The civil war completely disorganized our entire ocean-going 
and coastwise shipping interests. The transfers of vessel prop- 
erty during those four years were enormous. Theenemy captured 
and destroyed 104,605 tons; foreigners purchased 774,652 tons; 
there was built for or purchased by our Government 417,521 tons; 
the Government chartered 757,611 tons, and 664,505 tons went from 
the foreign into the domestic trade of the United States—a total 
of 2,818,894 tons of American shipping that thus changed hands. 

DECREASE OF SHIPPING UNDER REGISTER. 

Our shipping under register had decreased 40 per cent, or was 
1,000,000 tons less in 1865 than it had been in 1861. From carrying 
65.2 per cent of our foreign commerve in 1861 American ships car- 


| ried but 27.7 per cent in 1865. 


NOTHING TO INDUCE AMERICANS TO RESUME SHIPOWNING. 

To a large extent our people gave up shipowning in the foreign 
trade during the civil war, and after the war there was everything 
to discourage them from reentering. In the first place, those who 
had preserved their capital had it invested in other industries, 
from which there was nothing to induce them to withdraw in 
In the second 
place, steam was more rapidly displacing sail and iron displacing 
wood, and the construction of iron vessels being much more costly 


| in the United States than in England, the cost of operating our 


ships being higher than the cost of operating foreign ships, the 
war taxes being then so high on everything, especially ships, and 


| the Government giving no proiection to American in competition 


with foreign ships, naturally the American people dropped out 
of the foreign carrying trade, in which cheaper-built, cheaper- 
operated, and heavily subsidized foreign ships had already secured 


| control. 


CONDITIONS IN 1812-1815 COMPARED WITH 1561-1865. 

Conditions were vastly different at the close of our civil war, 
with respect to ship owning, from what they were a+ the close of 
the war of 1812-1815. At the close of the last-named war our laws 
distinctly discriminated in favor of American ships in competition 
with foreign ships, and the preference thus given to our own 
ships was quite sufficient to induce our shipowners to immediately 
resume the carrying of our foreign commerce, the advantage 
under our laws then being wholly in favor of American vessels, 
which latter were also built cheaper and sailed much faster than 
their foreign rivals. 
DISADVANTAGES AMERICAN SHIPS WERE UNDER AT CLOSE OF CIVIL WAR, 

At the close of the civil war the situation was entirely different, 
as I have endeavored to show. The preferred ship at that time 
was the foreign iron sailing and steam vessels, vessels that cost 
far more to build in the United States than they cost to build 
abroad. Our wooden sailing vessels were naturally inferior in 
speed to the iron steamer, and the British classification societies, 
which give the rating to vessels upon which insurance is based, 
favored the iron much more than the wooden vessel. Again, 
our laws gave no preference to American vessels in competition 
with foreign vessels in our foreign trade; in fact, absolute free 
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trade in carrying then prevailed and has prevailed ever since, 
save in the intermittent periods when postal subsidies were paid 
to American steamships. 

In a carefully prepared report on “Foreign commerce and 
decadence of American shipping,” written on January 25, 1870, 
Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., then chief of the Treasury division of 
tonnage, and who subsequently became Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics, went into this subject at a time when we were but just 
recovering from the effects of the civil war. 

COMPARATIVE COST OF AMERICAN AND BRITISH SHIPS IN 1870. 


On page 20 of that report, which is Executive Document No. 111 | 
of the second session of the Forty-second Congress, Mr. Nimmo | 


summarizes his investigations of the subject and the information 
he had received, saying in part: 
The facts are stated as they were received. They seem to indicate an 


advantage in building iron vessels, on the side of England, of about 33 per 
cent as compared with the United States. 


Mr. Nimmo compiled his statistics after visiting the leading | 


Atlantic coast shipyards and conferring with their owners and 
with the owners of shipsin our foreign trade. 
report he further says: 

It is probable that the relative cost of building iron ocean steamers in 
England and in the United States does not differ far from the above estimate, 
viz, 38 per cent. 

FOREIGN SHIPS RECEIVED HIGHER FREIGHT RATES. 


His information was that from a dollar to a dollar and a half | 


more per ton was paid on freight carried in iron than was paid 
on freight carried in wooden vessels in certain trades. Again, 
there was an advantage estimated at 14 per cent in the carry- 


ing capacity of an iron sailing ship as compared with a wooden | 


ship of the same size, which increased to 28 per cent in iron as 
compared with wooden steamers, for the reason that there was 
more buoyancy and less weight of material in an iron than there 
was in a wooden ship. 
DISADVANTAGES ONLY BEGAN WITH CONSTRUCTION OF SHIPS. 

These disadvantages did not cease with the construction of ships; 
they only began. And it is here that I trust I shall hold the close 
attention of my distinguished colleague from Colorado, who spe- 
cifically asked the Senator from Maine the other day just what it 
was that caused the decline in American shipping, beginning with 
the civil war. I am hopeful that I shall present to him, from offi- 
cial records, statistics and facts that will satisfy him thoroughly 
upon this most important moot point. 

COST OF OPERATING AN AMERICAN AND A BRITISH SHIP COMPARED. 


In one of the tables accompanying his report Mr. Nimmo shows | 


that the cost of operating for one year a thousand-ton American 
wooden sailing ship, including insurance, depreciation, victualing, 
wages, and the internal-revenue tax, ascompared with an English 
iron ship of the same size, was $31,812 and $19,674, respectively, 
or an advantage of $12,138, or 61 per cent, in favor of the English 
ship as compared with her American competitor. Mr. Nimmo as- 
sumed each ship to cost $90,000in Americancurrency. In figuring 
the cost of operation, while the wages of seamen largely contribute 


to the cost, the wide difference which is known to exist between | ¢ | : : 
gence of the business interests of this country. 


the wages of seamen in the United States and those of foreign 
countries does not by any means make up the entire cost of opera- 


tion. 
FURTHER COMPARISONS. 


In those early days with which we are now dealing money was 
worth only one-half in England what it was worth in the United 
States. 
shipowning, his interest was twice the amount of his competitor's 
and his taxes were four or five times that amount, because it has 
always been the policy of the English Government, in addition to 
the policy of directly subsidizing their mail steamers, to make 
such concessions in the application of their lawsasin effect to give 
an additional subsidy totheirships. In other words, the tax on ship- 


On page 21 of his | 








If a man borrowed capital to invest in shipbuilding or | 


ping property is almost nothing, and all their internal-revenue | 


aws exempt shipping. Everything was done in those days to help 
build up their power on the high seas, in commerce as well as in war. 
WAGES 69 PER CENT HIGHER ON AMERICAN THAN ON BRITISH STEAMER. 


In another table he compares the yearly pay of officers and 
crew of a British and an American steamer of 3,000 tons as being 
$36,649.06 and $61,788, respectively, showing that the wage cost 
alone on an American steamship of this size was over 69 per cent 
higher than it was on her British competitor. 


TAXES ON AN AMERICAN AND A BRITISH STEAMSHIP LINE COMPARED. 


The conditions existing at that time have been changed very 
considerably, as 1 will show hereafter. 
of American steamers owned in New York, and comparing it with 
a British line of the same value, Mr. Nimmo showed thatthe State, 
county, and city tax, the duty on supplies consumed on shipboard, 
and the United States tax on passenger receipts and on the com- 
pours rofits on the American line were $155,500 a year, the 
ritish line paying as an offset but $10,000 in Great Britain, 





Taking a $3,000,000 line | 


; hands. 


WHY CONDITIONS ARE BETTER TO-DAY. 

Now, I am not claiming that those conditions apply to-day, but 
what I wish to bring out is that at that time, following the 
destruction of our merchant marine as a result of the war, when 
we were at the threshold, beginning once moreto attempt at least 
to build up the merchant marine, we were confronted with the 
conditions to which I have referred. If those conditions have 
been bettered during that time, it is owing to the fact, more than 
any other, that the chairman of tke Committee on Commerce of 
the United States Senate has given his unfaltering support to 
every measure, as to this one, which has sought once more to 
rehabilitate us upon the high seas and restore the American flag 
to its rightful place on all the oceans of the world. 

Mr. President, 1 feel it a privilege on this floor to pay that trib- 
ute to the one American citizen who, during his whole public life, 
has made this question a study, and has brought to his assistance 
all the information of those who know about it, and who has 
studied and made applicable every advantage. natural or other- 
wise, which could be brought to reenforce and strengthen our 
merchant marine. Not only the building and operating of ships, 
but all other accessories which make the navigation of the oceans, 
of the rivers, and of our lakes easy and profitable have been a part 
of that great question, which has been forced upon the attention 
of the American people until, as I stated, to-day, in‘my judgment, 
there is no policy that appeals so strongly to the American people 
as does the building up of this great sea power of ours. 

SHIPPING INDUSTRY GIVES PRESTIGE AND POWER. 

I say the conditions that obtain to-day are better than they were 
when this report was made, and I hope they will continue te grow 
better. They certainly will if the people of this country are will- 
ing to study this proposition from the standpoint of mutual bene- 
fit and national benefit, free from all prejudice, politics, or sec- 
tionalism. It is an industry aside from the mere employment of 
labor, aside from its influence upon our natural development, 
which, as this report says, will give us a prestige and a power 
among the nations of the earth, both in peace and in war, 

Meanwhile foreign lines were perfecting their equipment and 
organization, intrenching themselves in the possession of the ave- 
nues of trade, and reducing cost of operation to the minimum. 

It seems to be equally clear that, the cost of operating American 
sailing and steam vessels then being between 60 and 70 per cent 
higher than the cost of operating competing British ships, the 
mere privilege of granting an American registry to foreign-built 
vessels would have utterly failed to attract our people back into 
shipowning for our foreign trade. 

NOTHING TO REATTRACT AMERICANS INTO FOREIGN TRADE. 

Under the conditions recited in Mr. Nimmo’s report of that 
time, which stood as facts before the men who controlled capital, 
the men who were seeking investments, the men who had been 
participating in this business, exercising the usual conservative 
consideration that every business man gives to investments, is it 
any wonder that any business interest of this country, corporate 
or individual, would not seek again to invest in ships in the for- 
eign trade? Such a proposition would be an insult to the intelli- 


OBSTACLES SEEMED INSURMOUNTABLE. 

Mr. President, if the facts and figures which I have given are 
not convincing as a reason to be assigned for the fall of our Amer- 
ican shipping interests since the civil war. I know of none better 
to offer, because this whole matter is a simple business question 
as affecting the investment of capital, although [ contend that 
there is another element in it which should appeal to the patriot- 
ism and pride of the American people. But that feeling can only 
be engendered after the fact has been accomplished, and the first 
thing necessary is to put the industry upon a basis so that it will 
attract capital, in order toinsureitsconsummation. The business 
people who have been engaged in the foreign trade of the United 
States for the last thirty or forty years have met obstacles which 
seemed in many instances almost insurmountable. 

FEW MODERN AMERICAN SHIPS. 

I have cited a few of them, but there have been obstacles at 
every step of our development in that direction, so that to-day the 
number of modern ships owned by American citizens operating in 
the foreign trade can almost be counted upon the fingers of both 
During the last twenty or thirty years there has been lit- 
tle, if any, addition to that fleet. I know of none except the four 
vessels which constitute what is called the American Line, oper- 
ated to-day under an act of Congress providing a mail subsidy, 
one or two vessels plying between San Francisco and Australia, 
and two or three vessels between New York and some of the Cen- 
tral American States. For the last decade there has not been 
added to the merchant marine of the United States over 10,000 
tons per annum, and that only where the business has been se- 
cured and held by those who have devoted a lifetime to the build- 
ing up of that particular trade and who have been successful 
because of their competency and industry in that direction, and 
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the inadequate subsidies their owners have, in almost every case, 
received from the Government. 

In the meantime, what has happened elsewhere? Everybody 
conversant with the development of ocean transportation knows 
that immediately following our civil war, when the people of the 
United States made the effort, which I have recited, to rehabili- 
tate their merchant marine, the nations of the world, with their 
usual shrewdness and business perception, knowing full well the 
disadvantages under which the American people labored in view 
of those conditions, immediately began a rivalry to see which one 
could earliest secure for itself this great trade with the United 
States. 

FOREIGN SHIPPING SUBSIDIZED. 

Nation after nation followed each other in rapid succession, 
passing laws directly subsidizing steamers for any and every part 
of the globe. England, foremost by reason of her natural advan- 
tages, opened new shipyards until at last, within a very few years, 
miles—yes, I say miles—of ships upon the stocks were visible in 
the yards of Scotland, England, and Ireland. From that day to 
the present time there has been no cessation of that effort, and, in 
proportion as the effort is made in this country, the effort is re- 
doubled in the countries of our competitors, in order so fully to 
occupy the ground that there can be no temptation,even with the 
superfiuity of capital in this country, to induce our people to en- 
gage in shipping. 

AGENTS OF FOREIGN SHIPS SEEKING TO DEFEAT PENDING BILL. 

Any business man who has watched the drift of current events 
from the close of the civil war until to-day has found that to be 
the most prominent policy adopted in foreign competition with 
us in any direction. Every time a measure looking to the de- 
velopment of our shipping interests has been brought before a 


House of Congress, immediately the agents and representatives of | 


those in competition were on the ground ready, and anxious to 
defeat it. 
THE PRESENT POSTAL SUBSIDY LAW. 

In this connection, I wish to say a few words in regard to the 
much-abused American Line of steamers. I do not propose to 
avoid any part of this issue. I do not propose to run away from 
the tongue of slander or the imputation of motives other than 
those to promote the best interests of the country on the part of 
any man connected in any way with this question from the be- 
ginning to the end. Several years ago a bill passed Congress, 
passing the Senate first, granting a mail subsidy to the Interna- 
tional Steamship Company. It passed the Senate after thorough 
consideration by the Committee on Commerce, and, as I under- 
stand, after thorough discussion of the question in the Senate, 
and if it had become a law as it passed the Senate it would have 
given to that line as compensation for carrying the United States 
mails, under the conditions enforced by the Department, exactly 
what this bill would give. The compensation was considered fair 
and reasonable by the Senate. 

The bill went to the House in the closing day of the session, and, 
under a spasmodic effort to chop things off, I suppose, as some- 
times occurs, a certain percentage was stricken from it without 
any particular argument or reason for it, except perhaps that the 
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Committee on Appropriations were cutting down expenses. There | 
was no further time to consider the measure, and the conference | 


committee adopted the report. 
serious question whether the men or company who had proposed to 


But it then came to be a very | 


avail themselves of the benefits of the law would accept it or not. | 


PATRIOTIC EFFORTS OF AMERICAN LINE. 
Their judgment was against it, but finally it was accepted as 


a venture, as I honestly believe inspired by no little patriotism, | 


because along the seaboard of the Atlantic Ocean there has al- | 


ways been a sentiment in favor of the sight of the American flag 


at the masthead of ships and there has always been a feeling of | 


humiliation that this great industry had been stricken down first 
by the combination of circumstances which I have recited, and 
latterly by a condition enforced here through the negligence or 
disinclination of our Government to do that which was being 
done every year by every competitive government in the world. 

It was a close question whether the contract would be availed 
of, and I can say, from information given to me directly, that 
under that contract those four ships have never earned a net dol- 
lar. It is unfair to attribute unworthy motives to the men who 
have been engaged in this industry from the beginning of the de- 
velopment of our merchant marine, who have devoted all their 
energies and the best part of their lives to building up this in- 
dustry, and who, when they appealed to the Representatives in 
Congress, have been granted some consideration, perhaps under- 
taken on the part of the lawgivers as an experiment, perhaps with 
the belief that after the experiment had been made, if found to be 
good, they could conscientiously go further in that direction. 

Mr. President, there aremany people in this country who are hon- 
estly and earnestly in favor of building up our merchant marine, 
but I am sorry tosay that they have been more or less affected by 
statements made in the newspapers, irresponsible statements, 
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statements that can not be supported by facts, as to the motives 
and purposes underlying this measure. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] in his remarks attempted 
to show the net profits that would come to the American Line of 
steamers as a result of this subsidy. I believe he placed them at 
$304,000 per annum per ship. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to state that I did not say the net profits 
to those ships would be $304,000 a year. I said that the gross sub- 
sidy would be $304,000 a year. 

Mr. HANNA. ILaccept that statement. It isa better way to 
state it. Ladmitthat. That is the proportion they would receive. 
I do not know how the Senator arrived at those figures. I do not 
know how many voyages he took into consideration in arriving at 
those figures, because the earning of the subsidy on the part of the 
vessel depends upon the number of miles sailed. It is a well- 
known fact that the American Line of steamers, under their con- 
tract with the Government, must have a weekly sailing day from 
New York and Southampton. To perform that weekly service 
takes four ships, and I think we have a right to take the facts as 
they appear fromthe records of that company to guide us in mak- 
ing our estimate as to the amount of subsidy which the company 
would earn. What do the records show? 

COMPENSATION FOR FAST MAIL STEAMSHIPS. 

The steamer St, Louis in one season, when I presume there was 
an extraordinary effort made—for, as Senators know, there is a 
good deal of competition in the trans-Atlantic carrying of passen- 
gers and cargo—made 14 trips, but the average of the steamers of 
the line which go to fulfill the contract was only 11 trips, and they 
have never exceeded that, and it would be a physical impossibility 
for them todoso. A 21-knot ship has to run at her utmost speed 
every day, under all conditions, to make even closely approxi- 
mating thattime. There are adverse winds, unfavorable weather, 
minor accidents, which are always occurring, many things to de- 
lay, and when we come to consider it asa business proposition we 


| have aright to state just exactly what the records show. There- 


fore, in the operation of that line, taking 11 trips as a basis, the 
earning proportion of the subsidy would be below $290,000. As I 
said a moment ago, a close calculation shows that under the 
pending bill it would be exactly what they claimed was necessary 
when the bill which has since become a law passed the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas unable to hear distinctly what the Senator 
from Ohio said. Did he state the amount which, in his opinion, 
the American International Navigation Company would receive 
by the year and in the aggregate from this bill? 

Mr. HANNA. I can not hear the Senator from Missouri dis- 
tinctly. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Ohio to challenge 
the correctness of the estimate made by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HANNA. I did. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to know what the Senator thinks the Ameri- 
can International Company, with the ships they now have and the 
four ships they are building abroad, which, of course, would come 
in for a portion of the subsidy—50 per cent of it—would receive 
per year for the twenty years, and how much in the aggregate for 
the whole twenty years. 

Mr. HANNA. I took aquotation, if I quoted it correctly, from 
the Senator from Georgia. He designated the steamer St. Louis, 
and said it would receive $304,000. Am I right? 

Mr. CLAY. Three hundred and four thousand two hundred 
and ninety dollars. 

Mr. HANNA. AndI made inquiry as to how he obtained those 
figures. A ship, as I said, only earns the subsidy while she is 
sailing, and 11 trips is the maximum; in my judgment; that can 





Does the Senator from Ohio 


| be obtained by steamers of that class, taking into account all the 
| things which they have to meet in the course of a year, and the 


calculation that 1 have made upon the basis of 11 trips shows 
that such a steamer could not earn within twenty or twenty-five 


| thousand dollars of as much as the Senator from Georgia stated. 


Mr. CLAY. 
rupt him? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the hear- 
ings before the Committee on Commerce, page 75, where there is 
a table prepared by Mr. Clyde himself, who testified before the 
committee in favor of this measure. He is a gentleman who 
knows all about ships. We all know that. He puts the exact 
amount at $304,290. That will be found on page 75 of the hearing 
before the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANNA. Iam not using Mr. Clyde’s figures. 
my own. 

r. VEST, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Missouri? 


Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to inter- 


Iam using 









1900. 


Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator has not already examined upon this 
point, in the report of the Commissioner of Navigation, Mr. 
Chamberlain, for 1900, he will find that he states the amount 
earned during the year by the St. Paul at $304,290. 

Mr. HANNA. Do I understand the Senator to say “‘having 
earned ” or ‘‘ that it would probably earn?” 

Mr. VEST. That they had received from the subsidy. 

Mr. HANNA. Under the new bill? 

Mr. VEST. Under the new bill. That is Mr. Chamberlain’s 
own statement, and he is the most favorable witness who can be 
found in this country. 

Mr. HANNA. Well, Mr. President, the way of arriving at 
—- figures either by Mr. Clyde or Mr. Chamberlain or my- 
self—_ 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission, I do not want to 
interrupt him, but is it not true that the Commissioner—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the Senator from Ohio finish his sentence. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not ask the question unless it is perfectly 
agreeable to the Senator. 

Mr. HANNA. Everything is agreeable. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator is it not true that the 
Commissioner of Navigation in his report corresponds with the 
statement made by Mr. Clyde before the committee in regard to 
the amount to be received by this bill? 

Mr. HANNA. Iam not discussing that or disputingit. I am 
giving you the figures that I have made asa result of my calcn- 
lations. If Iam mistaken in a matter of a few thousand dollars, 
I do not place so much stress upon a slight difference of figures. 
I am only trying to illustrate the principle that in order to secure 
the service of American ships to serve the Government in carry- 
ing her mails, the ships under the American flag should be entitled, 
as a matter of right and justice and public policy, to an equal 
compensation paid to ships in competing lines, 

NO INCENTIVE IN PRESENT BILL FOR CONSTRUCTION OF FAST STEAMSHIPS, 

As to this bill offering any further inducement, even at the ad- 
vanced compensation for the people in this country engaged in 
that trade to continue the construction of fast liners as a mat- 
ter of business investment, I doubt if anyone would venture 
any further in that direction. We all know that in the competi- 
tion in trans-Atlantic lines to-day, England and Germany and 
France are all competing to have and to operate the ship which 
will cross the Atlantic Ocean between Sandy Hook and the ports 
on the other side in the shortest time. We also know that that 
spirit of competition is in the way of advertising for the passenger 
traffic. Therefore I say that it is only a question as far as Amer- 
ican interests are concerned how much loss they are prepared to 
meet in order to advertise their ships as the swiftest ships cross- 
ing the Atlantic Ocean. There is no profit in the business; there 
never has been to that line, and there never will be under these 
conditions. And I say that in my own judgment and from my 
own standpoint there will not be another dollar, for years to 
come, of American capital invested in 21 or 22 knot ships. 

The foundation of this measure is based upon the proposition, 
first, to overcome the difference in cost of construction; next, the 
difference in cost of operation. The foundation of the subsidy 
measure is to begin at the minimum rate per mile sailed, which 
is applied to all ships alike. Then when you get above a 12-knot 
ship, where the relative cost of operation increases, doubles, 
trebles, and quadruples almost upon each knot of forced speed, 
increased compensation or speed allowance, as we call it, is given 
to each class. For instance, the 8 or 10 knot ship under this bill 
= so much per mile sailed on the gross tonnage of the 
vessel, 

BILL WILL ATTRACT CAPITAL INTO CARGO SHIPS, 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], in his speech the other 
day, explained better than I can those provisions; but I know this 
much, that under the operations of the bill the slow, low-power, 
heavy freighting ship will derive the greatest benefit. A greater 
inducement is offered for investing American capital in those 
ships; and if the bill should becomea law, it will be demonstrated 
as a fact which will be availed of by those seeking investment in 
es by the building up of the lower-power, heavy freighting 
ships. 

I sympathize fully and earnestly with the other side on that 
question. That is the first thing I want to see the bill pass for, to 
offer an inducement for American capital seeking investment to 
turn its attention to this one industry, which is so lagging as a 
contributing part to our development and progress. I say I do 
not believe that anybody, even though the bill may become a law, 
will invest money-in the fast-sailing mail-carrying steamers, at 
least not until conditions change. 

Of all the projects that I have heard discussed in connection 
with this measure every one has been along the line, first, of the 
low power carrying freighter, and then of the medium speed of 

vessel, 16 to 17 knots, which is about the medium cost of opera- 
tion. A steamer which shall carry passengers and freight as well 
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will have a greater earning capacity based upon her carrying ca- 
pacity and not upon the miles run within a certain time. 

Mr. President, in this connection the Senator from Georgia 
went into a full explanation of the kind of cargoes carried by 
these several lines of ships. He showed that a certain steamer 
which he named, a freight steamer, had carried so many thou- 
sand tons as a cargo of the products of our farms and gave to the 
American Line or the fast mail steamer,the credit of carrying only 
passengers, and I believe champagne. I think something was 
said about that. He explained fully and satisfactorily that the 
reason why the passenger mail steamer was not a large cargo- 
carrying vessel was because in order to make the speed of 20 or 
21 knots she would be obliged to carry a very large amount of 
fuel, and she would have a very large proportion of the room 
occupied by passenger accommodations, so that the amount of 
freightroom would bereducedtoaminimum. Thatisexactly true. 

It is also true that under the provisions of the bill in establish- 
ing the rate by which each is to receive compensation all those 
conditions should be taken into consideration in her measurement, 
Everyone who knows anything about the contract with the Gov- 
ernment already in existence knows thateach one of thosesteam- 
ers is obliged to sail from New York on acertain day, carrying the 
United States mail whether they have a full cargo or a part of a 
cargo. Everyone knows that the compensation to each of those 
vessels is based upon the fact, not of her being a big freight-cargo 
ship, but because she is a United States mail ship, carrying the 
mails of the United States in competition with foreign lines, 
where the time of the delivery of those mails is very important; 
in fact, it is a necessary feature of the contract. 

Should it be brought up as an argument against the revival of 
the merchant marine of the United States that the American peo- 
ple should attempt to meet the rivalry and competition of England 
and Germany? Is it an argument against this measure that it 
should be the desire on the part of this Government that at least 
a portion of her mail should be carried under the American flag? 
If so, then we have no business upon the high seas, 


WHAT FAST AMERICAN LINERS DID DURING WAR WITH SPAIN. 


Mr. President, the time has not faded out of the memory of mem- 
bers in this Chamber when, during our war with Spain, the people 
of the Atlantic coast were shivering with terror and appealing to 
the Departments of this Government for coast protection against 
the invasion of the Spanish navy and those unknown but much- 
dreaded torpedo-boat destroyers. Everyone who was hereand con: 
versant with affairs during that time knows that from the northern 
coast of Maine to the coast of Florida there was one uninterrupted 
demand upon the War Department for coast-protecting guns, 
Every one of our large commercial cities upon the Atlantic coast 
thought it needed more and immediate defense for life and prop- 
erty. 
But, Mr. President, when it was known that those four ships of 
the American Line which had been chartered by the Navy Depart- 
ment, manned by their own crews, every man of whom had taken 
the oath of allegiance to the cause for which they proposed to 
fight, I say when it became known that those four swift steamers 
were on the picket line on the ocean, steamers that could show 
their heels to any man-of-war in the Spanish navy, ready to trans- 
mit to our fleet of war ships any plans or information on the part 
of the supposed invaders, there was a feeling of confidence, of 
complete confidence, of safety, that if you would descend to meas- 
ure it by a money value would be worth more than the whole 
subsidy proposed in this bill. 

I say, Mr. President, that when we attempt to combat prejudice 
which is used against an enterprise that induces our people to go 
so far in that direction of sentiment, if you please to call it, as 
did those who built and who run those ships, we have got to ap- 
peal to the people of the country and go behind those mission- 
aries of foreign shipowners who come to educate Congress. 





VALUE TO NAVY OF AUXILIARY MERCHANT SHIPS, 

There is no one thing in the building up of our great Navy that 
is more important as an auxiliary than to have a merchant marine 
of vessels of modern type, of sufficient speed and strength, built 
under this bill, which are made under the law a part of the United 
States Navy whenever the Secretary, in his judgment, sees fit to 
call them into action. 

It is a well-known fact that at the beginning of the Spanish war, 
while we had a Navy equal, even surpassing that of our adversary, 
we had no ships except those of the American Line that could be 
used as pickets. We had not enough ships to transport our men 
to Cuba or Porto Rico. We were obliged to avail ourselves of 
nearly every vessel plying in the coastwise trade, and we bought 
hundreds of tons of vessel room from foreigners. 

Mr. MASON, And we paid any price for it. 

Mr. HANNA. And we paid any price for it in the emergency. 
I can not impress too strongly that feature of this bill upon those 
who were called upon to legislate on that question. Even putting 
aside the feeling of pride and patriotism which should be a part 
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of it, as a purely business proposition, I say, Mr. President, that it 
is a mistaken policy not to have at the service of our Government 
these auxiliary cruisers. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question for information? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. It is simply for information, There is one section 
of the bill which provides that all vessels which shall be deemed 
necessary to be auxiliary to the naval power of the United States 
I think I quote the exact words—shall receive the subsidy. Does 
the Senator understand the bill to mean that transports and sup- 
ply ships that are called into requisition by the Secretary of the 
Navy are to receive a subsidy? 


Mr. HANNA. From the Navy Department, because of that 
service? No, sir. 
Mr. VEST. Does the language of the bill, which says auxiliary 


to the naval power, mean that transports and supply ships shall 
receive a subsidy without being armed? 

Mr.HANNA. No, not at all; but every ship that is built under 
the provisions of the bill will receive a subsidy. Those ships are 
owned by American citizens. What we call the auxiliary-cruiser 
feature of the bill provides that a certain class of ships shall be 
subject to the call and amenable to the service of the United States 
Government. 

Mr. VEST. That is one section of the bill—— 

Mr. HANNA. I know: and that is the section I am talking 
about, the auxiliary cruisers. 

Mr. VEST. But I ask about the other section, which declares 
that all ships which shall be deemed auxiliary to the naval power 
of the United States shall receive a subsidy. Now, does that in- 
clude or does it not include transports and supply ships that are 
not armed? The section to which the Senator refers is the one 
which declares that the subsidized steamships whose decks are 
strengthened so that they can bear guns and can be used as 
cruisers shall receive a subsidy. That is unquestionable. But 
what is the meaning of the other section, which uses the words 
‘‘auxiliary to the naval power?” Is not a transport or a supply 


ship auxiliary, and if they receive a subsidy is there anything in | 


the bill which prohibits them from being paid besides by the Navy 
Department? 

Mr. HANNA. Ido not understand it so. 

Mr. VEST. Then youought to change the language of the bill. 

Mr. HANNA. If 1 mademy statement too sweeping with refer- 
ence to the auxiliary cruisers, I will qualify it. I was simply 
speaking of that section of the bill which put the obligation upon 
certain vessels built under the provisions of the bill in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Navy. All ships built under the bill are 
to receive a subsidy in proportion to the speed and carrying ca- 
pacity of the ship. But such vessels, when requisitioned by the 
Government, of course cease from that moment toreceive subsidy, 
and so long as they are subject to the control of the Government 
they receive no subsidy. That, Mr. President, is a feature of this 
bill which I do not believe is fully understood in this country. 

ALL CLASSES OF SHIPS TREATED ALIKE IN BILL. 

I have noticed many newspaper comments and criticisms upon 
this measure, nearly all tending to the one point—that this whole 
measure is intended to be in the interest of certain lines or certain 
kinds of steamships. Ideny it. I deny it because in all the dis- 
cussion that has taken place during the construction of this meas- 
ure by the so-called Maritime Committee every kind of a ship and 
every kind of trade was represented there. 
one agency had any more power in shaping the policy embodied 
in the bill there framed than any other. speak for myself, and 
1 know I reflect the sentiment of the Maritime Committee when I 
state as the sole purpose and object that we started upon the 
hypothesis that something must be done to build up our merchant 
marine if we were to have one, and, as I said in the beginning, 
the spirit of conciliation and compromise prevailed at every meet- 
ing that was held and every discussion that was had. 

I claim that the men who have and who take the responsibility 


No one man or no | 
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of this measure before the country are entitled to just as much | 


consideration for honesty of purpose and ability to accomplish | 


the result as the people who criticise the measure as a subsidy. 
It was intended that the very class of vessels specially mentioned 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] as the most useful to 


this country should receive the first and the highest consideration | 


at the hands of the committee. It is to the low-power ship, the 
economic ship, the ship that can bring to us the lowest prices of 
transportation, that the fullest consideration is given; and when 
it is said that all of the benefits of this provision will be given to 
lines already in operation, to the men already controlling certain 
lines and certain business facilities engaged in foreign trade, I 
say that it is not true. 
MEN IN THE BUSINESS MUST BE LOOKED TO TO REVIVE IT. 

Yet as you go to put into successful operation the provisions of 
the proposed law, where will you look for the accomplishment of 
its purposes, which is so earnestly desired, but to the men who 
have given their lifetime to the study and operation of each busi- 
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ness which is peculiar unto itself? If we havea few ships engaged 
in foreign trade to-day, all the better. If we can induce the men 
who are conducting that business to build more ships, all the bet- 
ter; it accomplishes the result for which we are striving. If the 
upbuilding of the merchant marine of the United States depends 
upon the successful issue of the measure, it must be through the 
hands and under the administration of the men who know and 
thoroughly understand the business, 
ADMISSION OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

The question of the admission of foreign tonnage to American 
registry is troubling many, and it troubled me. I have always 
been opposed, as a matter of principle, to giving advantage to ships 
constructed abroad. Iwas inclined to take a narrow view of that 
proposition when I was first called into the councils of this com- 
mittee; but there are none of us who know so much upon any sub- 
ject that we can not learn something, and I learned from those 
discussions that it was necessary to protect the property and the 
capital of American citizens who had invested their money in 
foreign-built ships, who in the conduct of their business found it 
absolutely necessary that they should have ships, and finding it 
impossible because of the higher cost to build those ships in the 
United States, in order to further their business interests, were 
obliged to invest their capital in foreign-built ships and operate 
them under a foreign flag. 

In that way, owing to the rapid and continuous development 
of our export trade, in the growth of their business in connection 
with our affairs at home, and through energy and effort on their 
part, several important lines have been established and main- 
tained fairly well against all competition. I speak now of foreign 
ships owned by American citizens and operated under a foreign 
flag. When it came to the consideration of this question in per- 
fecting the measure which was to come before Congress and the 
people of the United States, it was very important that considera- 
tion should be given to everybody alike, and there was no attempt 
to do otherwise and no thought or desire to do otherwise. 

CONSIDERATION SHOWN AMERICAN OWNERS OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

We felt thatit was our duty as much to those who had acquired 


| interests in ships under a foreign flag, without any prospect of 


anything better, and in the protection and development of their 
own business interests had invested their capital in that direction, 
that the only men who are experienced and able to put into effect- 
ive operation the provisions of this law, must receive just as much 
consideration as those representing any other interest; and they 
did, but under different conditions, That was a concession made, 
and entirely made, to that spirit which dominates the American 
people, that we shall first take care of ourselves when considering 
the question of competition. 
CONDITIONS OF ADMISSION. 

The condition was made that for every ship owned by American 
capital and operated under a foreign flag, when their owners availed 
themselves of the provisions of this bill, the contract would not be 
complete until they had constructed in the shipyards of the United 
States a tonnage equal to that coming under American registry, 
In that connection came the interest of the American shipbuilder, 

Mr. President, one of the first objections that i met in the in- 
formal discussion of this bill among business men of my acquaint- 
ance in the East was that the measure was framed purely upon 
the plan of building our own tonnage, even although Congress 
might decide to give it exclusively to that class of vessels, owing 
to the fact that under the conditions which had existed in this 
country ever since the civil war the shipbuilding industry of this 
country had been confined entirely to the construction of coast- 
wise and naval vessels. The shipbuilding industry of the United 
States has not been profitable since then, and capital has not sought 
that industry for investment. 

What they wanted was immediate relief, the opportunity at this 
time, now, to take advantage of the conditions which seemed so 


| favorable to make one more effort in this direction, and therefore 


the claim was that if you depend upon the limited capacity of the 
shipyards of the United States, already almost filled to overflow- 
ing in the construction of our magnificent Navy, of which we are 
all so proud, before a merchant marine can be built which will be 
of any service or relief to the business of the country our competi- 
tors, with the full knowledge of our purpose and intent, will, as 
they have always done, be ready to meet us and circumvent us if 
possible, 
FOREIGNERS FEAR AMERICAN COMPETITION. 

I said a moment ago that every time the question of subsidizing 
American ships was even mentioned in the newspapers of the 
United States there came a renewed effort anda continuing effort 
for the upbuilding of English and German ships, even tothe extent 
that a credit almost unheard of was offered by the shipbuilders 
in Europe, saying: ‘‘ We will build your ships; we will let you pay 
for them when you can; we will extend to you a rate of interest 
one-half what you would be obliged to pay in your own country; 
we will do anything, we will do everything, rather than have 
you invest your capital in ships built in the United States.” 
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otherwise invested; and if it pays more than the normal rate of 2 
or 3 per cent interest—which has come to be the rate on the best 
cause it appealed to my business sense as right, that if the Gov- | securities upon which money can be invested—then it will have 
ernment of the United States was willing to take the responsibility | served the purpose that is intended, to not confine the size of this 
of expending the money of the people in this direction, every man | merchant marine in tonnage or number within the limit of the 
who is called upon to cast his vote upon this legislation would | $9,000.000—not that the $9,000,000 is to be increased; but that any 
want to feel that the result would justify that vote. man who builds a vessel after that amount has been absorbed can 
No one can be blamed for considering that feature of this case. | come under the provisions of the bill, and that the necessary per- 
Therefore I say it was an argument that appealed to the business | centage shall be taken from the others and given to him, 
sense of that committee, and I believe to a large proportion of the | pypLoymenT FOR AMERICAN LABOR THROUGH BUILDING SHIPS AT MoME. 
committee of the Senate, that, having by our action adopted that | One word about our shipbuilding industry. I say, should this 
policy, we felt it was woceenary that the results should justify the | 111) pecome a law, it will immediately affect that industry very 
act, and that those results should come quickly. In other words, perceptibly and very beneficially. What does that mean? ‘Every 
the benefit to those who would avail themselves of the privileges | shin thatis builtin a yard of the United States will be built who!ly 
in their export trade—I mean the shippers—if they found that as | 01 materials furnished in the United States, beginning with 
a result of this measure they would soon have the opportunity to | tho iron ore in the ground. Every additional ton that is demanded 
ship their export goods in American bottoms and under the Amer- | ¢, ir this new industry will be an addition to the demand for labor 
ican flag, they would know further, and they would know it | in this counter : 
at ene ee ee  shenlie ond the ae | It will take that many more men to mine that ore—and I speak 
= ering *reig ts across the Atlantic and the Faciic. —_| now more particularly of ores from Lake Superior, which is the 
GROWTH OF NATIONAL INDUSTRIES. | source of our main supply—to handle it on the railroads to the 
In one of the many speeches made yesterday, although we are | lake shipping points and then on vessels to the distributing points 
all well aware of the great development of our country, I must | on the lower lake, then to furnish additional ships needed upon 
confess that I was almost astonished at the figures read by Gov- | the lakes, additional men to man them, additional men to handle 
ernor Shaw, of Iowa, showing the development of this country | that ore upon the docks in its reshipmer’ additional men to aid 
during the last century, what tremendous strides we have made | the transportation to the point of manufacture, then through all 
in our export trade, and showing, too, the extent of the under- | the ramitications of that manufacture to bring that iron ore into 
taking, under the auspices of the United States Government, in a | a condition to go into the ship and during the construction of that 
measure which we are soon to consider, the Nicaragua Canal bill, | ship until she is slipped upon the waters and isa part of the 


I say that the necessity for immediate relief in the direction 
which I have indicated was the one overpowering argument, be- 


a sister interest in connection with our merchant marine. merchant marine of the United States, thousands of men will find 
REDUCED COST OF TRANSPORTATION. employment in an industry heretofore comparatively unknown 
In connection with that subject is to be considered the cost of | to this country. 
transportation, which I quoted as a result of the development of WE MUST SECURE AND HOLD FOREIGN MARKETS FOR OUI*®XPORTS 


the lake commerce in less than thirty years, where there has been Mr. President, when we look at the rapid growth of the popu- 
a reduction from $3.50 a ton to 60 cents a ton on iron ore, standard | Jation of the United States, aided so largely, as it is, by immense 
rate. When Governor Shaw made the statement of the immense | immigration, over half a million of people coming to our shores 
tonnage moved upon our railroads and the further statement that | every year from foreign countries, attracted here by the belief, 
the cost of railroad transportation in this country was always less | in fact, by the certainty, that they can better their condition, 
than one-third that of Europe, quoting England and Germany, it | and when we find in that ecnaection that the production in the 
only showed that this whole subject of transportation goes to- | United States is one-third larger than our consumption, we are 
gether, and the Nicaragua Canal and any other contributing cause | met with a very serious proposition, a proposition which, from 
that helps to cheapen transportation will be in the interest of the | an economic standpoint in connection with this interest and any 
people of this country. But after we have built that canal and | other legislation, should command our most serivus consideration. 
opened up that great highway to the commerce of the world, and | OUR PRODUCTIVE CAPACITY ONE-THIRD GREATER THAN OUR CONSUMING 
we find ourselves confined utterly and absolutely to our coastwise CAPACITY. 

trade, a trade which is forbidden to foreigners, how can we recon- I say our productive capacity is one-third greater than our con- 
cile that as a pablic-spirited measure commensurate with a great | sumption. So, either one of two things must happen; we mast 
country, starting now on the highway to a development and pros- | either find a foreign market for that surplus or we must curtail the 
perity unequaled in the history of the world, unless we pass the | production one-third. What does that mean? In the conditions 


pending bill? hee ahs ; : | existing to-day it would mean to throw out of employment thon- 
A PLAIN BUMRESS PROPSTIO“. | sands and thousands of our workingmen. Why, then, is it not 


Mr. President, to my mind there never was a plainer business, | petter sense and better policy to study all the conditions from the 
common-sense proposition to justify action on the part of this | 4 merican standpoint of bettering them for ourselves and bettering 
Government to give such aid as is necessary to attract capital | the conditions of the people who look to us? 
and lay the foundation for the building up of this great industry, It is just as much the duty of Congress to consider a question of 
than is offered by this bill. , : that kind as itis for the manufacturer. When he finds his market 

Conditions in this country to-day differ widely from those of | wij] not consume his product he must consider what he had best 
the time immediately following the civil war. Ineed not refer to | do to first protect his own interest, which he does, and that of 
those conditions, but steadily and sturdily have we been growing | those who are dependent upon him; or, if he be public spirited 
in importance in our commerce, in our industries, and in the de- | and enough of the philanthropist, he would consider those inter- 
velopment of our natural resources. | : . ' ests mutually, and would study the subject in order to avail him- 

There is one feature of this question which I desire briefly to | self of every opportunity to discover some method, even at less 
touch upon, and that is from the standpoint of the shipbuilder. | },ofit to himself, to find a market for that surplus product. 

The upbuilding of the merchant marine of this country means There is no country on the face of this earth that is so richly 
more than many can appreciate without a careful study of the | endowed with mineral wealth as ours. There is no section of 
situation. The privilege which we give to those American citizens | this country that has more undeveloped mineral wealth than the 
who bring under our registry a foreign-built vessel, requiring that | porder States of the South. 
they must build a compensating tonnage in this country, will on Gen mn on + Comers. Waneane 
Salanlie Gach ac heevubaebanty in vale caumary Wocpety. rao The chairman of the Senate Committee on Commerce in his re- 
, ; 7 } marks the other day made a statement which has impressed me 
HOW BILL WILL INCREASE OUR SHIPPING. more than ever before, because 1 knowitis true. He said we are 

Six hundred thousand tons—300,000 tons now in existence and | on the eve of a war, not of arms, but on the eve of a contest for 
300,000 tons more to be newiy built—would be added to our mer- | commercial supremacy in the markets of the world; the result of 
chant marine, because under the provisions of this bil] it is in- | recent changing conditions, which have opened the door, and wil! 
tended—and rightly so—that the benefits shall not be confined to | keep open the door of those great markets of the Orient, where 
those who first avail themselves of this $9,000,000, Anybody and | every nation that has any industries to protect, that has any indus- 
everybody can go on and build ships and then go to the Secretary | tries to develop, is availing itself of the fullest opportunity at its 
of the Treasury and ask a contract under the same provisions, and | command. 
when he has complied with the features of the law, given bond, and | PROUD OF OUR NATIONAL STANDING 
signed the contract, hisship can be registered for the foreign trade Mr. President, we are always proud when we speak of the great- 
and begin earning the same proportionate amount of subsidy as | ness of our country, either in peace or in war. We are always 
that given to the ships which were built and in operation before the | proud when we refer to our Army and our Navy and their achieve 
$9,000,000 was absorbed. ments. We have been especially proud of the position we have 

It was intended and it is expected that that provision of the bill | attained as the result of our war with Spain. We are equally 
as we grow in experience and ability, as we enlarge this sphere of | proud of the result of our diplomacy in the treatment of these 
industry, if it is found profitable, will attract idle capital not | great international questions which has placed the United States 
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in the very firing line of nations—a world power, prepared to 
meet any and every emergency which may confront us as a na- 
tion. whether placed in that position as a result of circumstances 
or by a higher will. Weare proud to claim that with our civili- 
zation goes the progress of the world. We are proud to know 
that the nations of Europe, which have never looked upon this 
country as a world power in their councils, now not only respect 
but, 1 may say, fear us. 

Occupying that position, Mr. President, shall we shrink from 
responsibility in meeting all questions which may arise from every 


standpoint of reason and business policy? When we see this | 


opportunity open to us to possess ourselves of our share of this 
foreign market—aye, of more than our share—shall we refuse to 
avail ourselves of it? No, Mr. President; and when the Ameri- 
can people start in that direction they generally get all they go 
for. 

OUR UNPARALLELED MINERAL RESOURCES. 

This country is endowed with the greatest natural mineral re- 
sources of any in the world. Already the markets are opening to 
her coal product. The Senator from Georgia stated—and truth- 
fully so—that the development of the manufacture of pig iron has 
grown enormously. That is true of those infant industries in the 
South, where thousands of spindles are singing, where thousands 
and hundreds of thousands of tons of coal are being taken from 
beneath the soil, where the materials for the manufacture of pig 
iron lie within thecircumference of a few miles. Theindustry in 
northern Alabama and Tennessee has grown so rapidly that almost 
50 per cent of its product is being exported to Europe. 

Mr. President, the limit of that export to-day is reached by the 


inability to secure transportation upon the high seas. In order | 


successfully to operate and carry out great industries of that kind, 
looking to a foreign market, itis not only important but absolutely 
necessary that the manufacturer shall know what it will cost 
to deliver the goods. He must know what it will cost every month 


of the twelve months of the year if he attempts to predicate his | 


operations upon the demand and the business that he can build up 
in the foreign trade. 
SHIPS THE CONNECTING LINK BETWEEN PRODUCER AND CONSUMER. 

There are other conditions in the United States which contribute 
much to the situation and bring to us forcibly the fact mentioned 
by the Senator from Maine { Mr. Frye], that we are now entering 
upon this great commercial struggle, as I say, with equal advan- 
tage compared with any other nation, aye, a greater advantage in 
every direction save one, and that is the connecting link between 
the producer and the consumer—the ships to carry our exports to 
those foreign markets. We have none, comparatively. We are 
growing so rich as the result of our great natural wealth, enter- 
prise, and industry that capital for investment is increasing every 
year. 

WE SHOULD INVEST OUR CAPITAL AT HOME. 

Mr. President, the United States has changed its condition from 
a debtor to a creditor nation. We are not only loaning money to 
foreign countries, purchasing their bonds, but we are loaning to 
them millions of dollars which come to us as the balance of trade 
and which are left in their hands because there is greater remu- 
neration abroad than at home. Is it not better for the American 
people that they shall invest that capital here in any of the vari- 
ety of industries which will not only call capital into activity, but 
will furnish bread for thousands and thousands of men, women, 
and children who are a part of us, depending upon us, and who 
in all conditions must be considered? 

QUESTION OF EMPLOYMENT OF LABOR MUST BE MET BOLDLY 

The question of the employment of labor and the continuance 
of it is one that the American people must meet, and meet boldly; 
and any policy that will contribute to that end in any legitimate 
way should commend itself to those who are called upon to act in 
public stations. They should act from conviction in the interests 
of the whole people, and frem nothing else. 


NEW AMERICAN LINES FROM SOUTHERN PORTS IN CONTEMPLATION. 


I alluded to the development of the Southern States. The coal 
and iron industries in the South are yet in their infancy. There 
are there wonderful deposits of both minerals awaiting develop- 
ment, and the people who control those industries have told me 
time and again that the one difficulty they meet with every year 
in building up the export trade is the lack of adequate and regu- 
lar transportation. I have known, since this measure began to 
be discussed in Congress, within the last three years, of several 
enterprises which contemplated the organization and establish- 
ment of a line from Pensacola to South America and one from 
Norfolk to South America and another to a Mediterranean port, 
awaiting your decision upon this question. 

That development will do more for the rapid consummation of 
the hopes of our friends in those States than anything else, be- 
cause in connection with that comes further investment of capi- 
tal in those industries, and the greater the facilities the better the 
opportunity to increase that trade, the greater the demand for 





| 


| more capital. What we want in this country is to continue in this 
development and in the growth of our material wealth, and then to 
| find an opportunity for the application of it. 
THE WHOLE NATION IS INTERESTED AND WILL BE BENEFITED. 

This question is broader than the lines of the bill can write it. 
It will be widespread in its benefits. It is not aimed at any class 
or any particular industry. It is one of those measures the influ- 
| ence of which will permeate every industry and every class in the 
length and breadth of the United States. When I am told that 
the people of the interior of this country are not interested in the 
shipping question—that the farmers take no interest in it—I say it 
is not true in fact. I know that every man, no matter what his 
| vocation in life, is interested and will be benefited, directly or in- 
directly, because you can not create an industry like this, bring- 
ing about, as it must naturally, first the development of our raw 
materials and then a condition which ends with the construction 
of the ships, opening up the markets of the world, giving greater 
opportunities to our merchants and manufacturers, without bene- 
fiting every industry and every line of business. 

AUXILIARY AIDS TO MERCHANT MARINE. 

I spoke of the amount of capital seeking investment at this time; 
and in connection with this commercial contest I wish to goa lit- 
tle further. We all know that England and Germany and Hol- 
land and France long ago established in the Orient depots for the 
distribution of their products. Of course we know also that long 
ago they provided transportation by the building up of their mer- 
chant marine. They have their banking facilities. They have 
their agents representing every manufactured product, and alto- 
gether that makes up the organization which is the machinery by 
which this business must be transacted. 

Every time an American product is sent to those foreign mar- 
| kets, whether from the farm or the factory, the mine or the mill, 

it goes there subject to acondition which is a tax upon every turn 

it nakes, whether in substance or the representative of it in value. 

In short, the English or German shipowner charges what he 

pleases for the freight, and when the vessel arrives at her desti- 
| nation those goods are put into consignment in the-hands of an 
English or a German factor, and by him distributed to the con- 
| sumer; and every time those goods are handled they pay tribute. 

When the owner of the goods receives his pay, he receives it 
| through a foreign banking house, which collects its tribute upon 
| every dollar. So from a business standpoint we pay as tribute, 
| for every particle of foreign trade that we now enjoy, a sum 
| equivalent to a fair profit. 

THIS NATION MUST HAVE SIMILAR AUXILIARIES. 

These conditions are changing and will change more. The 
| growing wealth of this country will demand a change, because 
| capital will unite with transportation and will supply the con- 
| necting link between the producer and the consumer. We will 
| establish our own depots for the distribution of our products; 
| we will establish our own banking houses for the conduct of our 

exchange, so that all the profit accruing which is now paid to 
the foreigner will go to the American manufacturer and business 
man. 

Mr. President, that proposition is so clear, and this opportunity 

is so great, I wonder that any man can hesitate to seize upon the 
| advantage which we now have at this critical time, when we are 

considering our future commerce and the disposition of the great 
| surplus of our farms and our manufacturing institutions every 
|} year. Thelawsof commerce are as infallible as the laws of nature. 
| If we do not travel along the lines that experience and time have 
| 


proved to be necessary to commercial development, taking imme- 
diate advantage of every cpportunity offered, we must gradually 
| fall behind again, and we will. 
PREDICTS REVOLUTION IN OUR PACIFIC WHEAT EXPORTATIONS. 
When I say that a measure of this kind is in the interest of the 
| whole people of this country, I mean it. The farmer who wants 
to dispose of the products of the soil, who can raise more wheat, 
or corn, or oats, or other products than can be sold in this coun- 
try, complains that the markets of Liverpool fix the price upon 
his commodity. If that be so. then why not look elsewhere for 
wider markets. Why not take advantage of the situation in the 
East? I predict—and I do it because I believe it—that, should this 
| bill become a law, inside of ten years there will scarcely be a 
| bushel of wheat shipped from the Pacific coast to Europe if we 
avail ourselves of our opportunity, and find a way to put under 
our control the transportation of those products in connection 
with the great transportation system of the United States, which 
has been made a successful study until, as Governor Shaw told 
us yesterday, we have reduced the cost to one-third of that 
paid by any other country. This is a part of it, and a very import- 
ant part of it just now, because if we do not avail ourselves of this 
situation other countries will, and they are preparing now to do it, 
CONTRADICTORY ARGUMENTS AGAINST BILL. 
There is a strange contradiction of interests that has creptinto 
this matter since I have paid attention to it recently, I find that 
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eople in Boston and people in New York, engaged in the same 
ectness—-whes I would call a commission business—exporting, 
and otherwise, and who have built up a great business at each of 
those points, at this late day are bringing to our attention, in the 
way of an argument against this measure, the fact that it is det- 
rimental to those interests. 


The argument has been made to me personally, and, I presume, | 


to many others of my colleagues, that if this measure should be- 
come a law it would greatly injure if not destroy that line of 
business, provided we — the door to the register of foreign ves- 
sels. On the other hand, the other house engaged in the same line 
of business in Boston, complains that if we do not open it wider 
it will ruin its business. In other words, in the first instance the 


admission of foreign tonnage to American register will put into | 


operation under this bill lines of steamships that will control cer- 
tain business. Take, for example, the South American trade or 
the Australian trade. 


and Brazil or the Argentine, which would supply the needs of 
that trade regularly, in a short time it would become a monopoly, 
controlling the trade, and would put freight at an abnormally 
high price. It is claimed that that would be the result of admit- 
ting foreign ships. There is no objection on the part of those 
pou to a subsidy being paid to American vessels. On the other 

and, the Boston party contends that unless the door is opened 
wide enough in this measure to give him or anybody else the 
privilege at any time in the near future of bringing in as many 
foreign ships as he can or wants to bring in, after he has made a 
careful calculation as to the profits of the investment, it will in- 
jure his business. 


PENDING BILL SUPPLIES NATIONAL NEEDS. 


Questions of that character we have had to meet at every stage 
of the proceeding, but never, until within a week or two, during 
all of the time that I have been engaged in investigating this sub- 
ject has that phase of the question been brought to my attention, 
that in the same line and kind of business you do one thing and 
it will ruin one party, and you do the other thing and it will ruin 
the other party. I can not understand it. But I do say that the 
bill as framed and as it is now upon the Calendar, as recently 
amended, is approved, so far as I know, by all the interests that 
have been consulted and advised with during the three years we 
have been considering the subject. If it fails to meet every de- 
mand and every condition which may arise, it is because we have 
not had an opportunity to see everybody and to consult every- 
body. I believe that it fully and completely answers the demand, 
and therefore I am in favor of its passage. 


WHY ITS PASSAGE IS FAVORED. 


I am in favor of its passage upon the ground that it is for 
the best interests of the whole country, without regard to any 
special interest, and I know I voice the sentiments of all those 
who have labored so long and so faithfully in trying at least to 
perfect this measure when I say it is their desire that only a 
measure which shall contribute to those ends shall be passed by 
Congress. Let us start upon the hypothesis that we are all agreed 
that it will be a good thing for the United States to build up our 
merchant marine. If some of us believe that entire free ships 
is the best way to do it, and if the majority of us believe that 
connected with the other questions involved it is much better 
that it should be done in this way, but not by this bill, then to 
those who are willing to admit that the upbuilding or the Ameri- 
can merchant marine is a good thing for the United States I say, 
give us something better than this, and we wi]l support it. I 


would not under any circumstances be influenced by any other | 


motive. 
A GREAT DANGER THAT THREATENS OUR EXPORTS. 


There is one more feature, but I shall not trespass longer upon 
the patience of the Senate. I wish to ask one question. Suppose 
there should be a war between Germany and England, or between 
England and France, or between any of the great European 
powers, particularly any of those three, which are the greatest 
maritime powers of Europe. Ninety-twoand five-tenths per cent 
of our entire export trade is to-day carried in the ships of Eng- 
land, Germany, France, Norway, Sweden, and Holland. Suppose 
a war should break out between any of those great maritime 
powers, with the conditions that always follow war, particularly 
now, when each one of them has been growing in naval power 
every year until the destructive neato of the navies of Europe 
would entirely obliterate the whole merchant marine of the world 
as a consequence. 

What would become of us? What would become of the farm- 
ers then? What would become of the manufacturer looking to a 
foreign market to dispose of his surplus? What would become of 
the men who are working in the mines and the factories with that 
business absolutely paralyzed? We would havenoships, although 
aneutral power, to take up and continue that necessary transporta- 
tion in order that our goods may be carried to markets; and until 
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the war should cease or until some other remedy could be sup- 
plied the condition of the United States would be absolutely de- 
plorable and beyond remedy. 

NOT A QUESTION OF DOLLARS AND CENTS ALONE, 

If you bring it down to a question of dollars and cents as weigh- 
ing against the higher considerations, when those conditions come 
upon us as a sequence of war, and we are asked what would we not 
give had we a merchant marine, being a neutral power, to go on 
with the export of our products and not suffer the consequences 
of the war, would we stop to consider the whole amount of the 
subsidy, $9,000,000, multiplied by the twenty years of the exist- 
ence of this contract, as a price to be paid in cash to remove such 
conditions as would bring ruin upon us for at least a while? 

BASIS OF APPEAL FOR BILL'S PASSAGE. 

Oh, no, Mr. President, in making my appeal to the American 
people for this great industry, 1 want to put it upon higher 
I want to put it upon 


and the consumer, as an adjunct to our further growth and pros- 
perity, which it is written must continue in the nature of things 
because of the conditions which control us and our future—con- 
ditions which rise above the speculative question whether one 
man will get a little more benefit than another, conditions which 
appeal even to our benevolence in the responsibilities that we owe 


| tothe working people of this country. 


BILL SERVES INTERESTS OF ALL THE PEOPLE. 

As to the popularity or the unpopularity of this measure, I 
stand here to-day in the presence of the whole American pecple 
and claim that this kind of legislation is inspired by the best sen- 
timent and the wisest experience of those best qualified to judge 
its merits. lam standing here asthe exponent of that principle, 
and I claim for every line in the bill that it is in the interest of 
the whole people of the United States, and particularly of those 
who must look to higher and more experienced authority to con- 
duct the public atfairs of our Government intheir interest. Upon 
that basis | make my appeal, and I leave it in your hands. [Ap- 
plause in the galleries, } 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the following concurrent resolution of the 
}douse of Representatives; which was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
when the two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, they stand adjourned 
until 12 o’clock meridian on Thursday, January 3, 1901 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the concurrent resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Friday, December 14, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian, 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 13, 1900, 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 

Judson C, Clements, of Georgia, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner for the term of six years from the Ist of January, 
1801. (A reappointment. ) 

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

John W. Yerkes, of Kentucky, to be Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, in place of George W. Wilson, deceased. The nomina- 
| tion of Mr. Yerkes to be collector of internal revenue for the Eighth 
| district of Kentucky is hereby withdrawn. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm, 


Maj. Henry C. Ward, Twelfth Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
December 7, 1900, vice O’Brien, Seventeenth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Capt. Thomas S. McCaleb, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major, 
| December 5, 1900, vice Turner, Sixth Infantry, retired from active 
service. 

Capt. Thomas F, Davis, Fifteenth Infantry, to be major, Decem- 
ber 7, 1900, vice Ward, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John L. Hines, Second Infantry, iv be captain, 
December 5, 1900, vice McCaleb, Twenty-third Infantry. promoted. 

First Lieut. Guy H. B. Smith, Fourth Infantry, to te captain, 
December 7, 1900, vice Davis, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George D. Jarrett, Tenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 5, 1900, vice Hines, Second Infantry, promoted. 
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POSTMASTER, 

Lawrence R. Watts, to be postmaster at London, in the county | 
of Madison and State of Ohio, in the place of Frank Speasmaker, | 
deceased, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Daniel H. McMillan, of the Territory of New Mexico, to be as- | 
sociate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New | 
Mexico, vice Charles A. Leland, resigned. The nomination of | 
Daniel H. McMillan, of ‘‘New York,” to the above-named posi- | 
tion, which was delivered to the Senate December 6, 1900, is | 
hereby withdrawn. 
jercg 

| 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 13, 1900. 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Arthur Bailly Blanchard, of Louisiana, to be third secretary of 

the embassy of the United States at Paris, France. 
CONSULS. 
. j 

James Johnston, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United | 
States at Palermo, Sicily, 

John C. Ingersoll, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Cartagena, Colombia. 

Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul of the United States 
at Sheffield, England. 

MEMBERS OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO. 

José Gomez Brioso, of Ponce, to be a member of the executive 
council of Porto Rico. 

José Guzman Benitez, of Ponce, to be a member of the execu- 
tive council of Porto Rico. 

AGENT OF CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

John H. Perry, of Connecticut, to be agent on the part of the 
United States under the conventions for a claims commission con- 
cluded between the United States and Chile August 7, 1892, and 
May 24, 1897. 


CONSULTING ENGINEER. 

Paul D. Cunningham, of Tennessee, to be consulting engineer 
of the United States on the International Boundary Commission, 
provided for in the convention with Mexico of March 1, 1889. 

PENSION AGENT. 

Leslie Combs, of Lexington, Ky., to be pension agent at Louis- 

ville, Ky. 


IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 13, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CAMPBELL, extended for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. WapswortTH, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. BARBER, indefinitely, on account of illness, 

HOLIDAY RECESS. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 


the two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, they stand adjourned until 
12 o'clock meridian on Thursday, January 3, 1901. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by | 
which the concurrent resolution was agreed to was laid on the | 
table. 




















Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering the bill reducing war taxes; and, pend- | 
ing that, | ask unanimous consent that general debate be closed | 
to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York moves that | 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 12394, 
a bill to reduce the revenues; and, pending that, asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed to-morrow at 2 o'clock. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One moment. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. A parliamentaryinquiry. How will that 
affect the order for the consideration of pension bills on Friday? 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
} 
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The SPEAKER. This will be the governing orderif made now. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Is it desired to cut that out, I should 
like to ask the gentleman from New York, chairman of the com- 


| mittee? 


Mr. PAYNE. I could not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Is it desired to cut off the considera- 
tion of pension bills to-morrow? 

Mr. PAYNE. When I first made that request I forgot the 
special order for the consideration of pension bills. I would like 
to have Saturday set apart for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Suppose you do not con- 
clude the consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule then, 
a you be willing that the bill should pass over until next 
week? 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope to pass it to-morrow. It will not take 


| long to consider it under the five-minute rule. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well. you will not get much 
debate if you have only from 2 to 5 o’clock under the five-minute 
rule. I have no disposition to object to the request to close gen- 


| eral debate, although we have several gentlemen on this side, 


members of the Ways and Means Committee, who will not be able 
to make their speeches in that time: but we will agree to that if 
we can have a fair limitation for debate under the five-minute rule. 
Mr. PAYNE. I think three hours, considering the nature of 
this subject, would be a fair limitation, for I do not suppose there 
are many amendments to be offered. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Suppose you leave that open 


| for the present. Your request was to close general debate at 2 


o’clock? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We will not object to that. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, in answer further 


| to the gentleman from Indiana, that the fixed rule for pensions 


to-morrow will govern, but it is within the power of the House, 
of course, to go ahead with the revenue-reduction bill if it should 
desire todo so. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? [After apause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. Did the Chair understand the gentleman to 
make any request for Saturday? 

Mr. PAYNE, I ask unanimous consent that Saturday be set 
apart, under the special order for pensions, immediately follow- 
ing the disposition of the war-revenue bill. We expect to get 
through with it to-morrow night. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that Saturday be substituted for to-morrow for the 


| consideration of private pension bills. 


Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to inquire, Mr. Speaker, 
whether the rule or order of the House doing away with the Fri- 
day night session and substituting a day session in its place is 
still in effect, or whether that was only for the last session? 

The SPEAKER. That isarule of this Congress. The gentle- 
man from New York asks unanimous consent that the special rule 
for the consideration of private pension bills be operative on Sat- 
urday next as soon as the revenue bill is disposed of. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The 
question now is on the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill which 
the Chair has named. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WAR-REVENUE REDUCTION BILL. 


The House agcordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HEPBURN in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for otner pur- 
poses,” approved June 13, 1898, and toreduce taxation thereunder, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I occupied the floor at the 


| close of the session on Tuesday, and will retake the floor at the 


close of the remarks by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
McCLELLAN]. who desires to speak at this point of time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this bill 
(H. R. 12394) is the reduction of the revenues derived from inter- 
nal taxation by about $40,000,000 per annum. The necessity of 
this reduction is based upon the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, showing a surplus of receipts over expenditures of about 
$80.000,000 for the coming year. 

As a Democrat I have always been opposed to the existence of 
asurplusin the Treasury. I am thereforein accord with the gen- 
eral purpose of the bill, but I am of the opinion that in the inter- 
est of economical administration a still further reduction of taxa- 
tion should be made, and that the present time is most opportune 
for a general revision of our internal-revenue system. 

I regret exceedingly that the majority of the Committee on Ways 
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and Means has not taken advantage of the present opportunity to 
reform our whole scheme of internal taxation, for I firmly believe 
that both parties could unite in a reform of the revenue laws on 
the broad constitutional basis of taxation for revenue, and for 
revenue only. 

In a representative form of government the moral duty of the 
party in opposition should be limited to holding the majority to 
a strict account in the exercise of its power, to opposing by every 
constitutional method bad legislation, and to an earnest and 
patriotic effort to improve proposed legislation wherever improve- 
ment is possible. Opposition to legislation proposed by the 
majority, simply for the reason that it has not come from the 
minority, ceases to be statesmanship and becomes mere captious 
criticism and petty politics. The reduction in taxation proposed 
by this bill might have been more evenly and more fairly distrib- 
uted, but should the suggestions of the minority of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, offered in the best of good faith, fail to meet 
with the approval of the House, then I have no hesitation in de- 
claring that I will consider it my duty to vote for this bill as 
materially reducing the surplus and lightening the burdens of 
taxation to the people. 

The present customs tariff, enacted primarily for the protection 
of favored industries and without regard to the raising of reve- 
nue, is only colorably constitutional, and in almost all its provi- 
sions far exceeds the maximum revenue-raising point. Amend- 
ments to the customs tariff law would, however, not be germane 
to the bill before the House, and therefore may be dismissed 
from present consideration. 

The problem before us is the readjustment of internal taxation 
so as to produce, with the least possible hardship and with the 
greatest justice to the people, sufficient revenue, which, when 
added to that produced by the customs, will meet, and no more 
than meet, the probable needs of Government. There is no reason 
why we should ever have a large surplus. The revenues should 
be increased or decreased to meet the expenditures. A large sur- 

olus is as indicative of bad business management as is a deficit. 
ut with our present patchwork revenue laws good business man- 
agement is impossible. 
THE TWO THEORIES OF TAXATION. 

Our internal-revenue system is really the outgrowth of the 
civil war. 'l'o meet the needs of the moment taxes confessedly 
unjust and burdensome were levied as temporary expedients and, 
after hostilities had ceased, became permanently incorporated in 
our laws. 

It is very doubtful if the authors of our internal taxes were 
guided in their labors by any principle more exalted than a desire 
to raise a large revenue and to do so quickly. If they gave the 
question any thought at all, they were probably infinenced by a 
belief in the equal-diffusion theory and the prevailing opinion 
of the period, that all taxes should be proportional. Since then 
the great apostle of the equal-diffusion theory, M. Thiers, has 
passed away, and his doctrine is as dead as its author. Modern 
economists and modern statesmen, for once absolutely in accord, | 
have abandoned the proportional theory of taxation and have 
adopted the progressive theory, which, whenever possible, they 
have put into practice. 

The old doctrine of taxation was that of benefits. Taxes were 
regarded as premiums of insurance to be paid by the individual 
to the state for the protection of individual possessions. [t was 
held that taxes must be proportional to the amount of protection 
or to the benefit enjoyed. Under this theory all men must pay 
taxes, for all men derive some benefit from government. It makes 
no allowance for exemption of the minimum of subsistence. A 
proportional rate is a far heavier burden on the man of few pos- 
sessions than on the man of great possessions. 


It will be apt to be relatively more severely felt by the average man, who 
has only a small surplus above socially necessary expenses, than by the aver- 
age man who has a proportionally larger surplus. It will, in short, be apt in 
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attained being the compelling of contributions to the require- 
ments of the State according to the ability of those called upon to 
contribute. The men responsible for the solution of the prob- 
lem, Harcourt, Pierson, and Miguel, may justly be considered 
the three great practical tax reformers of recent times. 

When a problem has been solved in the same way by four widely 
separated countries, the solution must be very nearly correct, and 
therefore applicable, so far as may be, to existing conditions in 
the United States. 

Under our Constitution we are limited in the taxes which we 
canimpose. Duties, imposts, and excises must be uniform through- 
out the United States. No export duty can be levied, and direct 
taxes must be laid in proportion to the census. We have laida 
capitation tax five times in our history, but it has been found so 
cumbersome that it will probably never again be resorted to ex- 
cept in times of great necessity. The Supreme Court has held 
that direct taxes include only a capitation or poll tax and a tax on 
land (Springer vs. United States, 132 U.S., 586), and recently 
that ‘‘ taxes on the rents or income of real estate and taxes on per- 
sonal property or on the income of personal property are likewise 
direct taxes.” (Pollock vs. Farmers’ Loan and Trust Co., 158 
U.S., 601.) 

The theory of progression can only be applied to direct tax- 
ation, but indirect taxation is not necessarily unjust any more 
than direct taxation isnecessarily just. The burdens of taxation 
are of course more fairly distributed under progressive direct 
taxation than under indirect taxation, but we are debarred by the 
Constitution under the two decisions above quoted from applying 
the progressive principle to the land tax or to the income tax, and 
we are therefore forced to raise a great part of our revenue by 
indirect taxation. The progressive principle is in short only prac- 
tically applicable to a legacy tax and taxes on occupations such 
as the so-called excise tax now levied under section 27 of the war- 
revenue act on refiners of petroleum and sugar, 

ANALYSIS OF EXISTING INTERNAL TAXES 

For the purpose of intelligently discussing existing forms of in- 
ternal taxation I have been obliged to entirely recast the sched- 
ules and rearrange their variousitems. The sourcesof our internal 
revenue naturally fall under six general heads, They are, in their 
order as revenue producers, with the amount of revenue produced 
by them during the last fiscal year (1900), first, distilled spirits, 
$104,375,921; second, fermented liquors, $72,662,071; third, to 

bacco, including cigars and cigarettes, $59,022,007: fourth, stamp 
duties, including playing cards, $41,295,376; fifth, occupations, 
$12,634,726, and, sixth, legacies, $2,884,491; sundry items, not 
taxes for revenue and therefore not included in the above, oleo- 
margarine, penalties, etc., $2,441,516, making a total collected by 
internal taxation in 1900 of $295,316,108, as against a total for the 
vear 1899 of $273,484,573, showing an increase of $21,831,535. 
DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

The tax on distilled spirits is levied on all distilled spirits, 
whether used in the arts or as a beverage, and is shifted entirely 
to the consumer. Out of 91,815,701 gallons withdrawn during 
the year 1900, 55,504,756 gallons were drinkable spirits, and 36,310,- 
945 gallons were alcohol and pure neutral or cologne spirits. It 
| is safe to assume that the per capita of consumption of spirits used 
| as a beverage has been steadily decreasing as the per capita of 
consumption of light wines and beer has increased; so that any 
variations in the total per capita of consumption of distilled 
spirits represents the increase or decrease of the amount of spirits 
used in the arts, besides the increase or decrease of illicit distilla- 
tion. No gentleman on this floor needs to be told what a large 
and important factor distilled spirits are in manufactures, but the 
profitable use of distilled spirits in the arts is limited by the 
| price, and it is needless to say that, apart from the law of sup- 
ply and demand, the price is fixed by the tax. 





normal cases to disproportionately curtail the enjoyment of different social 
classes. (Progressive Taxation, by Edwin R. A. Seligman, p. 193.) 

The modern doctrine is that of ability or faculty. Itis the duty of 
the citizen to help support the state according to his ability or fac- 
uity to support himself, and as the ability of self-support increases, 
the ability to bear the burdens of taxation increases, not propor- 
tionally, but progressively. Increased revenues are not so much 
sought for under progressive taxation as is the apportionment of 


the burden of taxation more equally among the taxpayers. The | 


contention has never been urged that progressive taxes yield less 
than proportional taxes, but simply that they do not yield more. 
During the last decade economic conditions throughout the 
world have changed so greatly that old methods of taxation have 
been found to be inadequate to meet the advance of modern civiliza- 
tion. This movement for reformin taxation, or, what is the same 
thing, for a redistribution of the burdens of taxation, culminated 
about the year 1895 simultaneously in four great countries with 
extremely divergent interests, namely, Great Britain, Prussia, 
Holland, and New Zealand. The problem was solved in all four 
of these countries in substantially the same manner, the end 





Most men are naturally honest, but unfortunately if the temp- 
tation to dishonesty is sufficiently strong many men will be dis- 
honest. The greater the temptation the more widespread the 
dishonesty; the smaller the temptation the more honest the com- 
munity. Whenever government imposes a tax on any article so 
high as to make a violation of the law extremely profitable, the 
law will be violated. It was so in England during the existence 
| of a high customs tariff; it has been so with us ever since we have 
had enormously high customs duties, and it is equally true in 
reference to our tax on distilled spirits. 

Whenever we have imposed an excessive rate upon distilled 
spirits, the temptation to illicit distillation has been so great that 
the law has been almost powerless to prevent it. 

It would serve no useful purpose to recite the long, dreary, and 
shameful story of fraud and dishonesty which has accompanied 
the imposition of high taxes on spirits. It is enough to say that 
there have been times when high officials of the United States 
have considered it worth their while to betray their trust, and 
when men of wealth and power have joined them in corruption. 
The fear of possible detection, disgrace, and punishment has been 
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counted in, as a money risk, in the expenses of the illegal occupa- 
tion. Excellent as the administration of our internal-revenue 
system may be, it is no reflection upon its officers to assert that it 
is beyond their power to suppress illicit distillation as long as we 
encourage that industry by making its profits abnormal. That 
very efficient Commissioner, the late Mr. Wilson, says, on page 
26 of his annual report for 1900: 

The suppression of frauds of this character (illicit distillation) is very 
difficult. 

And on page 28: 

During the last few months in some sections of the country where illicit 
spirits have been produced, distilled spirits have brought better prices than 
for many years. * * * as weer 

I desire to call attention to the fact that in communities where this illicit 
distilling prevails it has been found that the violators of the law are not con- 
fined to the unregistered illicit distillers alone, but embrace in many sections 
a large number of registered distillers, both grain and fruit, who are driven 
to this course in self-protection to meet the competition forced upon them 
by illicit distillers, who do not register or make any pretense of complying 
with the law 

Registered distillers are driven to this course in self-protection. 
Why? To meet the competition forced upon them by illicit dis- 
tillers. Why? Because the tax is so large that illicit distillation 
means enormous profits. 

It is a curious fact that every increase in the rate of the tax has 
been earnestly advocated by a certain class of speculators, and 
been immediately followed by an apparent falling off in the 
amount of consumption, because speculators in every case an- 
ticipated the increase of the tax by withdrawing and paying the 
tax on large quantities of distilled spirits at the old and lower 


rate, and then selling at the new and higher rate with the increased | 


tax added as their profits. It has been estimated that the in- 
creases in the rate of the tax between July 1, 1862, and January 
1, 1865, took from the Government over $100,000,000, and put that 
amount into the pockets of the speculators. It is another curious 
fact that, general conditions throughout the country being equal, 
the higher the rate of the tax on spirits the smaller has been the 
consumption per capita, which can only be explained by a falling 
off in the use of spirits in the arts and by an increase of illicit 
distillation. 

From 1822 to 1862 all domestic industrial products, including 
distilled spirits, were exempt from taxation. In the latter year, 
as a war necessity, a tax of 20 cents per proof gallon was imposed 
on all distilled spirits of domestic manufacture. In 1864 the tax 
Was advanced to 60 cents, and in 1865 to $2. In 1868 the tax was 
reduced to 50 cents, at which figure it remained until 1872, when 
it was again increased to 70 cents, and in 1875 raised to 90 cents, 
and in August, 1894, it was increased still further to $1.10, the 
present rate. 

While it is true that the per capita revenue for the past year is 
greater than that for any previous year since 1870, it is also true 
that the per capita consumption has not kept pace with the per 
capita revenue. With the $1.10 rate the per capita revenue for 
last year was $1.36 and the per capita consumption 1.24 gallons, 
For the year 1899 the per capita revenue was $1.24 and consump- 
tion 1.11 gallons, while for the year 1870, when the rate was 50 
cents a gallon, the per capita revenue was $1.02 and the per capita 
consumption 2.03 gallons. 

In 1871 the per capita consumption was 1.58, and in 1872 1.63. 
In 1873, during part of which year the rate was still at 50 cents, 
the per capita consumption was 1.58 gallons. With the 70-cent 
rate the per capita consumption steadily fell off, and with the 90- 
cent rate it continued to fall off, reaching its lowest point in 1879 
at 1.09 gallons. It then slowly advanced, reaching its maximum 
in 1893 at 1.48 when the $1.10 rate went into effect, and it again 
fell off, reaching its minimum in 1897 at .96. Since then, owing, 
if you like, to abnormal prosperity, it has slowly increased, reach- 
ing its maximum under the present law at 1.74. 

From these figures it is very safe to say that the $1.10 rate is far 
beyond the maximum revenue-raising point; that it is high enough 
to discourage the use of distilled spirits in the arts, and to encour- 
age the illicit distillation of spirits used as a beverage. 

The exact maximum revenue-raising point for the tax on spirits 
is, to a certain extent, a matter of dispute. It is somewhere be- 
tween 50 and 70 cents. In 1897 the then acting Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue stated it as his opinion that 70 cents was the 
ideal rate for revenue purposes, The late Hon. David A. Wells, 
in an exhaustive and able argument upon the subject, has fixed 
the point at 50 cents. The country is as prosperous to-day as it 
Was in 1870—even more so. Assuming, for the sake of argument, 
that with a lower tax rate the per capita consumption would be 
no larger than it was in 1870, with a 50-cent rate and our present 
population the tax would yield $77,439,648, and with a 70-cent 
rate it would yield $108,415,508, as against last year's record- 
breaking yield of $104,375,921. But were the rate reduced to the 
maximum revenue-raising point, with the progress of invention 
and ingenuity that has been made in the last thirty years, the per 
capita consumption would unquestionably advance far beyond 
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| foreign competition and free trade. 


FERMENTED LIQUORS. 


Beer was untaxed until 1863, from which date until the enactment 
of the present war-revenue law the internal-revenue tax was prac- 
tically uniform at $1 a barrel holding theoretically 31 gallons. In 
1898 the tax wasincreased to $2a barrel, witha rebate of 74 percent, 
orto$1.85net, With theexception of the periodsof business depres- 
sion from 1874 to 1879 and during the year 1885, when it was tem- 
porarily checked, the per capita of consumption steadily increased 
from 1.86 gallons in 1863 to 16.03 (the maximum) in 1893. The 
per capita of revenue derived from this tax increased steadily, 
with the exception of the periods of depression above noted, from 
5 cents in 1863 to 48 cents in 1893, the maximum under the old 
rate. The per capita of consumption and of revenue then fluctu- 
ated from year to year, and were in 1897, the year before the im- 
position of the new rate, respectively, 14.65 gallons and 43 cents. 
In 1899, the first year of the new rate, the per capita of consump- 
tion was 15.05 gallons and the per capita of revenue 89 cents. 

During the last fiscal year the per capita of consumption was 
15.98 gallons and the per capita of revenue 95 cents. While this 
per capita of revenue is the largest in the history of the tax, the 
per capita of consumption is .05 gallon less than the maximum. 

The per capita consumption of beer in this country is small in 
comparison with that of other beer-using countries, that of Great 
Britain being 30 gallons; England and Wales, 34 gallons; Belgium, 
40 gallons, and Germany, 45 gallons. Werethis industry treated 
as fairly as it is in the countries mentioned, it is probable that 
our per capita consumption would soon equal theirs. Beer is 
taxed in Great Britain at the rate of $1.38 per 31 gallons, and in Bel- 
gium atthe rate of 90.3 cents per 31 gallons, It must, however, be 
remembered, that in those countries the materials used in brewing 
are not protected as they are withus. In1895Sir William Vernon 
Harcourt, as chancellor of the exchequer, stated on the floor of 
the House of Commons that the price of raw materials used in 
brewing had fallen 40 per cent, giving an additional profit to 
British brewers of over £10,000,000 per annum. This was due to 
Our brewers were powerless 
to take advantage of this fall in prices. 

The brewers have, moreover, been unable to shift the new tax 
tothe consumer. The original tax was entirely shifted, but the 
additional dollar is borne partly by the brewer and partly by the 
middleman. 

It would therefore seem that the maximum revenue-raising point 
has been somewhat exceeded in the tax on beer, and that unless 
absolute necessity demands it ought to be reduced very materially. 
Were this done, itis safe to assume that consumption would largely 
increase, and with it revenue. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from New York is giving the 
rate of taxation in England. Has he any statistics to show how 
much it costs to manufacture a barrel of beer of 31 gallons in 
England? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. No; I have not. 
get them. 

Mr. STEELE, Will the gentleman from New York allow mea 
question? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. What part of the commodity does the gentleman 
say is at a disadvantage? 

Mr. McCLELLAN, I stated that the price of the raw materials 
went down 40 per cent on account of competition. 


TOBACCO. 


The internal-revenue taxes on manufactured tobacco and on 
cigars and cigarettes are generally shifted to the consumer, but 
are in some cases, owing to trade conditions, borne by the producer, 
The history of these taxes is further illustrative of the utter dis- 
regard on the part of Congress of the maximum revenue-raising 
point. 

In 1870 the average rate on manufactured tobacco was 26 9 cents, 
while the per capita consumption was 2.34 pounds and the per 
capita revenue 63 cents. In 1875 the average rate was 21.1 cents, 
a decided reduction; while the per capita consumption had risen 
to 2.71 pounds, the per capita revenue had fallen to 57 cents. In 
1880 there was a still further reduction in the average rate of taxa- 
tion to 16 cents, but the per capita consumption remained station- 
ary at 2.71 pounds, while the per capita revenue fell off to 43 
cents. In 1890 there had been a still further reduction in the 
average rate of taxation to 8 cents; although the per capita con- 
sumption jumped to 3.80 pounds, the per capita revenue fell off 
to 80 cents. In 189i there had been a still further reduction in 
the average rate of taxation to 7.01 cents, and while the per capita 
consumption again rose to 3.97 pounds, the per capita revenue 
still further fell to27 cents. In 1897 there had been a still further 
reduction in the average rate of taxation to 6 cents, but despite 
this the per capita consumption fell off to 3.76 pounds, while the 
per capita revenue still further fell off to 22 cents. During the 
past fiscal year, under the war-revenue tariff, which has doubled 
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that of 1870, and the tax would yield almost enough revenue to | the average rate of taxation to 12 cents, the per capita consump- 
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tion has slightly increased to 3.85 pounds, while the per capita 
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revenue has more than doubled over the preceding year to 46 
cents. 

The history of the tax on cigars and cigarettes is very similar. 
In 1870 the tax was $5 on cigars and $1.50 and $5 on cigarettes. 
The per capita consumption of both cigars and cigarettes was 30 


and the per capita revenue 14 cents. In 1875 the rate of taxation 
had been increased to $5 and $6 on cigars and $1.50, $1.75, $5, and 
$6 on cigarettes, and the per capita consumption had increased to 
44 and the per capita revenue to 23 cents. In 1880 the tax had 
been raised to $6 on cigars and to $1.75 and $6 on cigarettes; 
the per capita consumption had increased to 55, and the per capita 
revenue to 29 cents. In 1893 the tax had been reduced to $3 on 
cigars and 50 cents and $3 on cigarettes; while the per capita con- 
sumption had jumped to 119, the per capita revenue had fallen 
to 23 cents, In 1897, the year before the enactment of the present 
law, the tax being the same as in 1893, the per capita consumption 
had fallen to 113 and the per capita revenue to 19 cents. In 1900, 
the last fiscal year, the tax on cigars was $3, $1, and $3.60, and on 
cigarettes $3.60 and $1.50, a general increase. Despite this fact, 
the per capita consumption remained very nearly stationary at 
112 and the per capita revenue had increased to 31 cents—the 
highest in the history of the tax. 

It is, therefore, quite plain that in the taxes on manufactured 
tobacco, on cigars and cigarettes, the maximum revenue-raising 
point is higher than the present rate, and that we could safely in- 
crease the rate of taxation, while at the same time increasing the 
revenue, were increased revenue needed. 


STAMP DUTIES, 


The stamp duties include taxes on the various instrumentalities 
of business and taxes levied on proprietary articles, such as pat- 
ent medicines, soaps, cosmetics, chewing gum, wines, etc., and 
playing cards. 

Stamp taxes are generally supposed to be shifted to the con- 
sumer, but, as Prof. Edwin R. A. Seligman has very clearly pointed 
out (The Shifting and Incidence of Taxation, pp. 304 and 305), 
this does not necessarily follow. It must be remembered that the 
so-called ‘‘ stamp duties on proprietary articles and playing cards 
are really taxes on production, similar in nature to the taxes on 
tobacco, distilled spirits, and beer. Since their imposition under 
the present law the manufacturer has found it impossible to shift 
the burden, and accordingly the incidence is entirely upon the 
producer. 

The incidence of the stamp taxes levied under Schedule A, 
which includes taxes on acts or transactions, will depend on 
whether these transactions are commercial or not. In the case of 
so-called judicial taxes it is evident that there is no one to whom 
they can be shifted. Taxes on ordinary commercial transactions 
will be shifted or not according to the ‘‘ height of the tax and 
the elasticity of the demand.” The incidence of stamp taxes on 
transportation and communication will also depend on the height 
of the tax and the elasticity of the demand, and, besides, on the 
character of the business. 

During the last fiscal year, 1900, the revenue from the stamp 
duties was as follows: Schedule A (documentary), $36,416,082; 
Schedule B (proprietary articles), $4,548,283; playing cards, $331,- 
011, or a total of $41,295,376, against a total revenue in 1899 of, 
Schedule A, $38,618,081; Schedule B, $5,219,737; playing cards, $271,- 
139; a total of $44,108,948, showing a total decrease of $2,813,572. 
The tax having been in operation for little more than two years, 
it is impossible to determine with any degree of certainty the 
causes of the decrease. The greatest falling off has been in doc- 
umentary stamps, but it is not safe to assume that were the tax 
left as it is there would be any further reduction during the next 
fiscal year. 

Stamp duties on transactions have only been imposed in our 
history in time of war, and have always been regarded asa species 
of emergency taxation, to be resorted to only under the greatest 
necessity for revenue. They area source of endless annoyance to 
the taxpayer and are in many cases an actual hardship. The in- 
equality and injustice of their operation more than counter- 
balances their efticacy as a source of revenue. 


OCCUPATIONS, 


During the last fiscal year $12,634,726 were derived from taxes 
levied upon a great number of occupations, including the distil- 
ling of spirits, brewing of beer, manufacture of tobacco and 
cigars, oleomargarine, filled cheese, mixed flour, banking, broker- 
age, etc. These taxes are generally borne by the taxpayer, and 
the incident can only in exceptional cases be shifted. In certain 
occupations the tax will be included in the total cost of produc- 
tion and will be shifted to the consumer, while in certain other 
occupations the tax upon which has recently been imposed or in- 
creased trade conditions may be such that the price of the product 
can not be increased, and the tax will necessarily fall upon the 
producer. Here again much depends upon the height of the tax, 
the character of the business, and the elasticity of the demand. 
This has proved a very profitable source of revenue. 
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As I have already pointed out, the so-called excise taxes now 
levied on the refining of petroleum and sugar, which are nothing 
but direct occupation taxes, might very well be extended and the 
progressive principle applied to them; in fact, the tax on occupa- 
tions and the legacy tax are the only taxes which we are empowered 
to levy in which we can successfully incorporate the progressive 
principle. 

LEGACIES. 

Before the enactment of the legacy-tax law of 1862 some doubt 
was expressed as to its constitutionality on the ground that within 
the meaning of the Constitution it was a direct tax, and that it 
must therefore be laid in proportion tothe census, The Supreme 
Court, however, upheld it on the ground that it was an excise on 
the right to succeed to the ownership of property. (Scholey vs. 
Rew, 23 Wall., 331.) After the enactment of the present law the 
constitutionality of the tax was again questioned, not only on the 
ground that it was a direct tax, but also on the ground that it was 
not uniform, and that the right of inheritance is a privilege or 
franchise within the exclusive power of each State. 

The Supreme Court, in Knowlton vs. Moore (178 U.S., 41), de- 
cided that the law was constitutional. The tax was held not to be 
a direct tax within the meaning of the Constitution, but, on the 
contrary, a duty or excise. The uniformity clause of the Consti- 
tution was held to relate only to geographical uniformity; it was 
held that legacies not exceeding $10,000 were not taxable, and that 
the rate of the tax was progressively increased by the amount of 
each separate legacy or distributive share and not by the whole 
amount of the personal estate of the deceased, from which the 
legacies or distributive shares were derived. The contention that 
the tax was an interference with an exclusive right of the States 
was also brushed aside. 

The present tax differs from its predecessor in having the pro- 
gressive feature added. The original law imposed a tax on all 
legacies above $1,000. It made a distinction in the rate according 
to the degree of connection between the testator and the legatee. 
This law not only makes that distinction, but exempts legacies 
under $10,000, and progressively increases the rate on legacies 
above that amount. 

It is, of course, too early in its history to state definitely any- 
thing in reference to its operations, but while in 1899 the total 
amount collected from this source was $1.235,435, it had risen 
in 1900 to $2,884,491, an increase of more than 100 per cent, or 
$1,649,056. 

In 1892 only nine States had laws upon their statute books pro- 
viding for an inheritance tax. They were Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, Delaware, New York, West Virginia, Connecticut, Massa- 
chusetts, Tennessee, and New Jersey. Since then an inheritance 
tax law in some form or other has been enacted in Ohio, Maine, 
California, Louisiana, Minnesota, Illinois, Missouri, Virginia, 
Iowa, Michigan, Montana, Vermont, and Wisconsin, as well as 
by the United States. 

It would therefore seem that this tax has proved its popularity, 
and has unquestionably come to stay. It is the most scientific 
and the most just of our national taxes. It is not burdensome, is 
easily collected, and destined to become most profitable. Its inci- 
dence can be predicated with absolute certainty, for itis borne by 
the original taxpayer, and can not be shifted either wholly or in 
part. its progressive features are in accord with the best modern 
opinions. It is a tax, not on wealth, but on the transfer of wealth. 
Says Seligman: ‘It is the price of a special privilege. It is only 
a means of securing equality in taxation and of realizing the prin- 
ciple of ability to pay. It is not so much a fee paid to defray the 

| cost of government services as a charge proportioned to the advan- 
| tages that accrue to the recipient of the inheritance.” 

Even with a double tax, State and national, legacies still pay a 
far lower rate than in any foreign country where this form of 
taxation exists. Thus in Great Britain, under the new inherit- 
ance-tax law, the rate varies from 1 to 18 per cent of the value of 
theproperty, the tax yielding about £138,500,000, or about $67,500,000, 
per annum. 


SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS. 

To summarize, it will be seen from the foregoing analysis that 
the maximum revenue-raising point has been greatly exceeded in 
the tax on distilled spirits and alsoin the tax on fermented liquors, 
that it has not yet been reached in the tax on tobacco, cigars, and 
cigarettes; that the progressive principle may be applied to the 
taxes on occupations; that the stamp duties, while producing large 
returns, work annoyance and hardship, and ought not to be im- 
posed if adequate revenue can be raised from other sources, and 
finally that the tax on legacies has proved a great success. 

SUGGESTED SCHEME OF INTERNAL TAXATION. 

Were it possible for the two great parties to forget partisanship 
for the moment and to ignore local and private interests, they 
might unite in a scientific and a businesslike plan of internal tax- 
ation. In preparing such aplan of taxation Congress would natu- 
rally be guided by certain fundamental principles: First, the levy- 
ing of taxes should be confined toits constitutional and legitimate 
























280 


purpose, the rasing of revenue; second, the progressive principle 
should be applied as far as possible; third, under our Constitution, 
as interpreted by the Supreme Court, the progressive principle is 
practic ally limited to excise taxes on occupations and to the legacy 
tax. It would therefore be necessary for the purpose of raising 


sufficient revenue to also lay indirect taxes. As few articles as 
possible should be taxed indirectly. Only such indirect taxes 
should be laid whose incidence is fairly certain and whose burdens 
will be widely diffused. 

If guided by these principles, Congress would first consider the 
average amount of revenue needed for the economical administra- 
tion of government; it would then impose a progressive legacy 
tax and a progressive excise tax on certain occupations, graduated 
according to the earnings of the corporations or individuals taxed, 
For the purposes of indirect taxation Congress would naturally 
select those articles that have been universally regarded as the 
chief sources of indirect internal revenue—namely, distilled spirits, 
fermented liquors, and tobacco in various forms. Congress, how- 
ever, would be wise in fixing the rates of taxation upon these three 
articles at somewhat below rather than above the maximum 
revenue-raising point. 

With such a scheme of taxation it would be perfectly possible 
to absolutely balance the budget. With only five internal taxes 
and with only three internal indirect taxes it would be extremely 
simple to vary the rates to meet the necessities of government, 
Were more revenue needed, a slight increase in the rate of one or 
more of our internal taxes would furnish it. Were less revenue 
needed, a slight decrease would accomplish the reduction. Were 
an emergency to arise, the rates of taxation upon the three indi- 
rect sources could be raised at once to the maximum revenue- 
raising point, and we would still have, as a further source of sup- 
ply, the stamp duties, with a possible annual yield of from 
$50,000,000 to $75,006,000. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me another interrup- 


tion? 
Mr. McCLELLAN, Certainly. 
Mr.STEELE. Take the plan the gentleman suggests, of having | 


a sliding scale of taxation, how would it affect business men who 
make large investments in raw material or in completed com- 
modities? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The sliding scale would apply to one or 
two taxes—legacies, and excise taxes on certain occupations. In 
reference to changes in the rates of the indirect taxes, business 
men would be obliged to anticipate them, as in every other coun- 
try on earth. They would arrange their business affairs in view 
of the possibility of such a change. Moreover, there is not a 
business man hving to-day who does not constantly fear that 
Congress may change at any time, not only the customs tariff, 
but the internal-revenue tariff as well. 

Mr. STEELE. They have that fear every two years, 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. Yes; every two years. 


CONCLUSION, 


Economic conditions change as methods of production and dis- 
tribution become more perfect, and as civilization becomes more 
complex. Systems of taxation originally just may in time work 
injustice; theories once applicable to past circumstances may be- 
come obsolete. Economic progress never halts, but surely and 
steadily advances, in no country more certainly than in the United 
States. The present internal-revenue system, enacted as a war 
measure for 30,000,000 people, borne by them with patriotic patience 
during four years of hostilities, and with increasing protest dur- 
ing thirty-five years of almost constant peace, has proved but i!l 
adapted as a permanent system for a nation of 76,000,000. Ours 
is the greatest nation on earth, as well as the most wealthy and the 
most powerful. In intellectual and in material development we 
have led the world. Yet in dealing with the problem of taxation, 
upon which so much of the happiness and prosperity of our coun- 
try depends, we have fallen far short of the requirements of pres- 
ent conditions. As representatives of the people it is our duty, 
regardless of faction or of party, to readjust taxation to the peo- 
ple’s needs. [Loud applause. } 
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DECEMBER 13, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 4165, An act granting a pension to Dora Renfro; 

S. 4078. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert A, 
Edwards, jr.; 

S. 4556. An act granting an increase of pension to William Fox; 

S. 4022, An act granting a pension to William B. Caldwell; 

S. 4788. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Beach; 

S. 2107. An act granting a pension to James Brown; 

8. 2109. An act granting an increase of pension to Carroll W, 
Fuller; 

S. 3338. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Morton; 

S. 2037. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Burrage; 

S. 4834, An act granting a pension to Otto Haltnorth; 

S. 2228. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver W. 
Mille 
2102, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Reed; 
. 1761. An act granting a pension to Girard Welch; 

. 2905. An act granting a pension to George M. Wilson; 

. 1792. An act granting a pension to Martha C. M. Fisher; 
js 2001. An act granting a pension to A. C. Ricketts; 

2703. An act granting a pension to Mary M. F. Flagler; 

s. 1628. An act granting a pension to Adoiph Schrel; 

S. 3376. An act granting an increase of pension to James McF ry; 

S. 1722. An act granting a pension to Bertha Laevey; 

S. 1211. An act granting a pension to Ross Wheatley; 

4440, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stewart; 

S. 5076. An act to provide for the appointment of an additional 
district judge in and for the northern judicial district of the State 
of Ohio; 

. 2226. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Muhs; 
1204. An act granting a pension to William Gaddis; 
. 4155. An act granting a pension to Julia 8S. Goodfellow; 
1203. An act granting a pension to Lewis S. Horsey; 
. 1195, An act granting a pension to Mary J. Kramer; 
2907, An act to pe nsion Henrietta Parrott; 

3881. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D, 
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Jo inson; 
3375. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha M, 
Bedell; 


S. 1212. An act granting a pension to John W. Cannaday; 

S. 2914. An act granting a pension to Wilson E. Carter; 

S. 57. An act granting a pension to Joshua B. Harris; 

S. 3501, An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Har- 
mane 

S. 5043. An act to authorize George W. Hill, Chief of the Divi- 
sion of Publications of the Department of Agriculture, to accept 
a decoration tendered to him by the Government of the French 
Republic; 

S. 3750. An act granting a pension to Paulina Smith; 

S. 2624. An act granting a pension to Mary M. Kean; 

S. 4734, An act granting a pension to Mary A. O'Brien; 

5. 3070. An act granting a pension to Margaret J. Verbiskey; 

S. 4789. An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Wagner; 

5S. 1604. 
Graham; 

8. 2810. An act granting a pension to Esther Dyer Hammond; 

S. 4859. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily A, 
Wentworth; 

e 2879. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Griffiths, 

S. 3758. An act granting an increase of pension to W, I. Miller; 

S. 4728. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin V. 
Tufford; 

S. 5042. An act to authorize Ethelbert Watts, consul of the 
United States at Kingston, Jamaica, to accept a decoration ten- 
dered to him by the Khedive of Egypt; and 

S. 812. An act for the relief of Daniel W. Light. 

The message also announced that the Senate had 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
joint committee consisting of three members of the Senate Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, to be appointed by the President of the Sen- 
ate, and five members of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, is hereby 
created to investigate and consider the question of a site for a hall of records, 
to be erected in the District of Columbia, and report to Congress on or before 
January 10, 190], or as soon thereafter as may be possible, their conclusions 


as to the most feasible location for such a building and the approximate cost 
thereof. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
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amendments bills of the following titles in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

H.R. 9140, An act providing that entrymen under the home- 
stead laws, who have served in the United States Army, Navy, or 
Marine Corps during the Spanish war or the Philippine insurrec- 
tion, shall have certain service deducted from the time required 
to perfect title under homestead laws, and for other purposes; and 

. R. 8487. An act for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty 
and other members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania In- 
fantry. 

WAR REVENUE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, it was said by one of the 
distinguished men of the country that unnecessary taxation is 
unjust taxation. I will not mention the name of that statesman, 
for [ think his proposition standing unadorned by his signature 
would have greater weight on the other side of the House than 
if I should communicate his name as authority for the sentiment. 
I plant myself on that proposition and will try to show in the 
time allotted to me that the bill under consideration is framed 
with — reference to the principle involved and as above 
stated. 

Whenever a government upon any pretext whatever assesses 
more taxation than will supply the legitimate demands for expend- 
iture, the government thus acting goes beyond the legitimate 


sphere of governmental action. And whenever it appears that | 


taxation is in excess of necessity it is the duty of the government 
to at once reduce taxation. On two memorable and important 
occasions this country has been compelled to look about for extraor- 
dinary sources of revenue. It has been compelled to look beyond 
the ordinary systemsof taxation toexternal resources. So, during 
the civil war the Government of the United States was put to the 
necessity of taxing every possible means of revenue, and bringing 
into the Treasury of the United States vast sums of money which 
were growing less and less valuable, weaker and weaker in pur- 
chasing power, and constantly requiring a greater volume of tax- 
ation. 

Recourse was then, of course, had to internal-revenue taxation, 
for the receipts from customs, by reason of the condition of our 
shipping and of our ports and the condition of war that existed, 
were reduced to the minimum, so that we were compelled to re- 
sort to loans and internal-revenue taxation. And when the war 
was over, notably during the campaign of 1868, the country was 

lacarded all over, dead walls were everywhere embellished, with 
illustrations of the claim that we were taxing everything ‘‘ from 
the cradle to the grave.” Those campaign pictures are still very 
vividly impressed upon my mind, They had in one corner the 
cradle and the appliances, the surroundings end the environments 
of the early days and hours of infancy, and they had in another 
corner a graveyard with the tax upon the tombstone; and they 
represented all the intermediate steps of human progress—all em- 
bellished by the rates of taxation which the Governmegpt was im- 
posing upon the people. 


The Republican party was in power in Congress in 1866 and | 


1868. I call the attention of gentlemen on the other side to the 
fact that while a Republican Congress by a single bill reduced 
taxation almost $70,000,000 in a year, those measures of taxation 
were nearly always opposed by the Democrats of that day. While 
our friends are talking about some of the inequalities of this 
measure I desire to remind them, without having the data sothat 
I can not at this moment put my hand upon them, I have a very 
distinct recollection that when the tariff duties on coffee and tea 
were proposed to be taken off by a Republican Congress that 
measure was resisted by the almost solid vote of the Democrats of 
the two Houses. 

I will place in my speech at this point a statement of the facts 


exactly as they occurred upon that question and upon many other | 


questions which arose along the line of reduction. 


The following is a more complete statement of the dates and | 


character of the legislation repealing taxes to which reference has 
been made: 


An act to reduce internal taxation and to amend an act entitled “An act | 


to provide internal revenue to support the Government, to pay interest on 
the public debt, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1864, and acts 
amendatory thereof, approved July 13, 1866 (14 Stat., 98). 

Virst act reducing taxation, Stamps first required on fermented liquors. 
Charging “licenses to “special taxes.”’ 

An act to authorize the refunding of certain taxes, approved July 27, 1866 
(14 Stat., 301). 

An act to amend existing laws relating to internal revenue, and for other 
purposes, approved March 2, 1867 (14 Stat., 471) 

Reduced taxes. 

An act to provide for the exemption of cotton from internal tax, approved 
February 3, 1868 (15 Stat., 34). 

Reduced taxes by repealing cotton tax. 

An act to exempt certain manufactures from internal tax, and for other 
purposes, approved March 31, 1868 (15 Stat., 58). 

Reduced taxes. 

An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, approved July 14, 
1870 (16 Stat., 256). y : 

Repealed taxes on gross receipts, legacies and successions, passports, and 


apectal taxes, except those relating to spirits, fermented liquors, and tobacco, 
also taxes on sales. Income tax to expire December 31, 1871. 

An act to amend existing laws relating to internal revenue, approved July 
14, 1870 (16 Stat., 274). 

An act to repeal the paragraphs of Schedule C of the internal-revenue acts 
imposing taxes on canned meats, fish, and certain other articles, approved 
March 5, 1872 (17 Stat., 36). q 

An act to reduce duties on imports and _ to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes, approved June 6, 1872 (17 Stat., 238 

Stamp duties on instruments, except bank checks, repealed. Moieties 
abolished. Uniform rate of 20 cents per pound on tobacco instead of the two 
rates, 16 and 82cents. Tax on spirits, 70 cents per gallon. 

To show how rapidly the Republican party recognized its duty 
in the matter of the reduction of taxation I refer to the fact that 
the following is a true statement of the reductions made and io 
the period of time in which they took place: and I will simply 
make comment enough to say that each one of these reductions 
was made by a Republican Congress and approved by a Repub- 
lican Administration. . , 

The first reduction to which I refer was made in 1866, immedi- 
ately upon the close of the war. It amounted to $65,000,000. 
Again in 1867 a reduction of $40,000,000 was made. Again in 
March, 1868, there was a further reduction of $23,000,000, Again 
in 1868 there was a reduction of $45,000,000. Again, by the act of 
July 14, 1870, there was a reduction of fifty-five million. And by 
the act of June 6, 1872, twenty-one million and upward of the 
income from internal-revenue taxation alone was cut off. Then 
in July, 1870, there was a further reduction of $30,000,000 of tariff 
taxation, and in May, 1872, there was passed an act, going into 
effect June 6, 1872, repealing $31,215,000 of customs duties. 

I refer to these facts not so much for any purpose of partisan 
suggestion as to point out that the Republican party, upon the hap- 
pening of these great emergencies, has always been prompt and 
ready and energetic in raising money, and when the necessity had 
passed, then in like manner zealous in the reduction of taxation. 
So that any complaint that the Republican party throughout its 
history has been unmindful of its obligations to make the burden 
of taxation just as light a it was possible to make it upon the 





people of the country is an error and is not justified by the history 
of the times. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would be pleased if the gentleman from 
Ohio, pursuing his present line of discussion, would inform us as 
to the character of those particular reductions—what classes of 
taxes were reduced? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have incorporated in my speech a state- 
ment which shows what the gentleman desires; and I can repeat 
it now in large partif such is his wish. By the act of June 30, 
1864, to which I had not referred—which was the earliest enact- 
ment in the way of reduction—a reduction was made at first upon 

stamps and then upon taxes under Schedule A of the internal- 
| revenue law, which related to taxes upon boats, barges, and flats, 
and on legacies, successions, passports, and gross receipts; and 
| then all the stamps less than $100 in what was then called Sched- 
| ule B; and co on down tothe end, reaching in the same direction, 
as I will in a moment point out as the bill under consideration is 
| reaching. And then, as pertinent to the gentleman’s inquiry, 
which is a very proper one, I will put into my speech a fuller 
statement of the articles upon which those reductions were made. 
But my present purpose, Mr. Chairman, was to show that the 
Republican party, as I have already said, has been prompt in do- 
ing its duty in the matter of lifting the burden of taxation from 
| the people of the country. 

The so-called Spanish war came, with its exigencies and its 
emergencies. Ido not care now to discuss whether that war is 
| to continue permanently either in the Philippines or elsewhere, 
| or, if not permanently, how long. In the consideration of this 
| bill we must act upon the present—upon present conditions. 
| Prophetic declarations as to the future of this country, so far as 
this question is concerned, would prove to be absolutely futile. 
Placing our estimates, therefore, upon the present condition of 
| things, we must act as though the present condition is to remain 
in force a long time in the future, relying upon the fact I have 
| already demonstrated, and which I will more fully demonstrate, 
that the Republican party has always been anxious to take off 
the burden of taxation from the people whenever the conditions 
of the country will admit. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow me one other sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have not before me the figures just now, 
as the gentleman from Ohio has. I would like kim to inform us 
whether the greater portion of those taxes to which he referred 
as having been repealed were not taxes on banks, on bank stock, 
on railroads, and manufactures. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, they were not; certainly not exclu- 
sively. AsI have shown, the very first reduction was made di- 
rectly along the line that we have attempted to follow but have 
not been able entirely to follow in the measure under consider- 
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ation. 


The reasons for such deflections as we have made will 
more fully appear as this debate progresses. And when, Mr. 
Chairman, I have more fully illustrated and elaborated the point 
Iam now discussing, as I intend to do, the gentleman will have 
all the facts before him that I am able to give at the present time 
in the few moments I proposeto occupy in the discussion of this bill. 


What, then, is the true measure of reduction? The gauge of 
reduction must be the last dollar that can be possibly taken from 
taxation and still leave a sure surplus in the Treasury. 

I use the word ‘‘surplus” in this connection as meaning an 
amount of money in sight or easily available, sufficient under all 
emergencies to save the Government the necessity of going into 
the money market and submitting itself to the changes of the 
market in order to carry on its business; and in this connection— 
as there will be likely more or less of acrimony as the debate pro- 
ceeds—I wish to point out that the historical fact in regard to the 
Republican party is, and will be found to be on investigation, 
that in these great emergencies it has always been able to keep a 
surplus in the Treasury; and there are gentlemen in the country, 
and nearly all of us remember the fact, that in two great cam- 

aigns in this country the Republican party was assailed most 
itterly by the Democratic party for having accumulated too 
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large a sum or surplus in the Treasury; and the gentleman who | 


opened the debate on the other side of this question charged that 
one of the mistakes of the present Administration was our loaning 
large sums to the banks of the country. And this fact implies 
the existence of a surplus at the time. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going into any details as to the trans- 
actions of the present Secretary of the Treasury. It is enough to 
say in this connection, in general terms, that coming here to the 
high office he occupies, almost unknown to the men active in the 

litical affairs of the country, he has managed to carry on the 

egislation enacted by the Republican party efficiently and has 
made one of the most, if not actually the most, successful admin- 
istrations of that Department since the greatly successful record 
of Mr. Sherman, who executed the duties of his office under 
greater difficulties than were confronted by any other Secretary 
who ever occupied that high position. The administration of the 
Treasury from 1897 to this time has been grandly successful. 

Now, what is the true gauge of reduction? Not to take the 
amount in the Treasury and the estimates of the income, and then 
propose to expend just the sum raised, but to arrange our legisla- 
tion in such shape that we shall always leave in the Treasury of 
the United States an amount of money equal to any emergency 
that may arise, no matter whence it comes, so as to enable the 
Government to meet any condition that may suddenly arise and 
which must be met promptly. One of the wisest provisions\en- 
acted by the Congress of the United States is that which author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to issue what are known as 
Treasury certificates, to the amout of $50,000,000, which may be 
used to meet any emergency as it may arise. That is an assurance 
behind the Administration, that under any ordinary circumstances 
the Treasury Department will always have a surplus to meet 
emergencies. The provision will never be abused and may be- 
come of great value, 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that a great deal has been said, and 
much will probably be said during this discussion, of the question 
of this surplus, as well as the question of deficiencies in the Treas- 
ury. And if I were making a partisan speech I might say a word 
in reference to the policy of a Democratic Administration which 
forced us, in a time of profound peace, to go into the markets of 
the world and borrow some $262,000,000 at a high rate of interest 
in order to pay the current expenses of the Government. I repeat 
that this operation took place in a time when we were not at war 
with any nation in the world. ButI am proceeding now to speak 
of this question in a business way and not in any sense in a parti- 
san one. 

I know that at the close of Mr. Harrison's Administration it 
was said that there was a certain deficit in the revenues, either 


then existing or likely to occur; and we have heard wonderful | 


Aladdin stories of the purposes of the Administration and the 
reparation in the Bureau of Printing and Engraving to issue 
yds, and this has been repeated over and over again, notwith- 

standing the steady and constant denials by men who knew all the 

facts of the absurd stories; and even during the recent campaign 

I have no doubt that this species of oratory figured largely 

throughout the country. Whatever was done was done in prep- 

aration for an event which it was understood might happen. Tt 
was simply a cautionary measure, and whether steps had been 
taken to get ready for the issuance of bonds, or certificates, or 
whatever it may have been contemplated, it isnot worth while to 
discuss that questionnow. There never was any such proposition 
as the issue of a bond to borrow money to carry on the general 
expenses and operations of the Government; but there was prepa- 
ration in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing which was not to 
come into effect until the incoming of the Administration of Mr. 
Cleveland, and which was done after a full consultation with the 
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incoming Secretary of the Treasury, as has always been stated, 
who was then a Senator of the United States, and who may have 
changed his opinion. And thereupon the further prosecution of 
the work of engraving for that bond was at once suspended. 

These are the actual historical truths with regard to this mat- 
ter, and there never was any force or effect in the story, whether 
it was true or false, because the material fact lying behind the 
whole subject is that we were always able to discharge all the ob- 
ligations of the Treasury and at the same time were always active 
to cut down taxation. Gentlemen on the other side will not be 
able to point their fingers to a single time in the history of this 
body when it has failed to reduce taxation as repay as was pos- 
sible and consistent with the policy I have stated. 

Now, if gentlemen desire verification of what I have said in re- 
gard to the votes, and the advocacy here a the floor of Con- 
gress of these reductions, I cite them to the first act reducing tax- 
ation, which was approved July 13, 1866, Congressional Globe, 
pages 2863-2865, Part III, first session Thirty-ninth Congress, and 
to the following pages of the Congressional Globe: Page 3637, 
Part IV, first session Thirty-ninth Congress; page 3638, Part IV, 
second session Fortieth Congress; page 5522, Part VI, second ses- 
sion Forty-first Congress; page 3652, Part V, second session Forty- 
second Congress. 

Now, two years ago we were confronted with this proposition. 
The current expenses of the Government would substantially ab- 
sorb the revenues of the Government, and with a prospective war 
with Spain taxation of this character was resorted to. There is 
no complaint and can be no complaint of the action of the Dem- 
ocratic party in either branch of Congress at that time. In the 
first place, out of the surplus then in the Treasury, by the almost 
unanimous vote of both Houses of Congress, long before the war 
had begun, we appropriated $50,000,000 and handed it over to the 
President of the United States for necessary expenditure incident 
to the preparation for war that had not come. Then, by the pro- 
visions of the war-revenue measure, we provided for the issuing 
of bonds to meet the demandsof the Government, and those bonds 
were subscribed, I believe, about four times over, possibly more 
than that, all by the people of the United States. 

A vastcontrast that with the career of Mr. Cleveland’s Adminis- 
tration, that undertook to make a contract in advance of the au- 
thority to make the loan, and undertook to fix the rate of interest, 
and undertook to characterize the kind of money in which the 
loan and the interest were to be paid. A mighty contrast! One 
in time of peace and the other in time of war; one a bond at 4 per 
cent, with a reduction, if the character of the payment should be 
stipulated to be in gold, and the bonds to go to a syndicate formed 
largely of London moneyed men, and the other the patriotic loan 
of 1898, which went to the people of the United States at 3 per 
cent interest, the bonds payable in the same kind of money that 
all our obligations were then payable in, and payable now in the 
same kind of money that all our obligations are payable in—gold 
coin. There is a vast difference. 

I do not say how it has come about now. It is not important. 
The fact remains that we entered upon this war with Spain, first, 
with an abundance of money offered to us by the people of our 
own country at a low rate of interest, and, secondly, by a provi- 
sion for the payment. of those bonds and ll other obligations in 
the form of increased taxation to the extent of about $105,000,000 
per annum, the result of the war-revenue act. 

Mr. WHEELER. Willthe gentleman from Ohio permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. DoI understand the gentleman from Ohio 
to say that Mr. Foster prepared the plates to issue the bonds 
after consultation with Mr. Carlisle, who was to be the Secretary 
of the Treasury under the incoming Administration? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that the proposition to prepare for 
a new bond to take up the loan then falling due and to provide 
for exigencies was after a consultation with Mr. Carlisie, as I 
have been informed. 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, what is the gentleman's authority for 
that statement? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has been repeated over and over by Mr. 
Foster, and never denied by Mr. Secretary Carlisle, so far as I have 
been informed. 

Mr. WHEELER. Has the gentleman any information except 
the newspaper reports to that effect? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Only the statement of Mr. Foster, which 
I have had direct many a time, either given me in person or by 
others. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ishould like to know if the gentleman speaks 
advisedly upon that subject. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I do; and I have no doubt that that is the 
exact truth. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is the gentleman aware that Secretary of the 
Treasury Carlisle has repeatedly denied that he knew anything 
about the new issue of bonds? 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I never heard anything to that effect. 

Mr. WHEELER. Everybody connected with the last Demo- 
cratic Administration denied that they knew anything about that 
intended bond issue, and the Democratic speakers throughout 
the eee denied it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The fact about it is that every Democratic 
speaker throughout the country seems to have had very little in- 
tercourse with the ere or during its period. 

Mr. WHEELER. They had very little after it went over to the 
Republican party. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. You may have lost something of the facts 
by your indifference as to the progress of the Administration. 

Mr. WHEELER. We did not lose any of the facts, but some 
of our former associates lost their principle. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not going to controvert that or ad- 


mit it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iask the gentleman from Ohioif he is not 
aware that Secretary Foster in February, 1893, made a statement 
before the Ways and Means Committee or the Appropriation Com- 
mittee of this House that if he were to provide revenue to run the 
Government he would provide fifty millions additional, as there 
would be a deficit in the revenues to meet the expenses up to and 
covering June 30, 1894? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I never heard that, or, if I have, I 
have forgotten it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But did he not state that in his testimony? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not say that it does not exist. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iasked the gentleman the question because 
the gentleman says the Republican party never had a deficit. If 
statement of Secretary Foster be true they expected a deficit 
in 1894, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave heard Secretary Foster's statement, 
and in connection will point out to the gentleman from Georgia 
where he could make a most interesting study. Mr. Cleveland 
was elected on the 6th of November, 1892, I think, and from that 
day until the 4th of March you will! see what the condition of the 
Treasury was. The gentleman will see that the trouble began 
almost instantly upon the newspaper statement that Mr. Cleve- 
land was elected, and kept up at an increased ratio of trouble 
clear up to the time when we found they had to borrow $262,- 
500,000 to float the current expenses of the Government. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As a matter of course. 

Mr. GAINES. In reference to the colloquy you had with the 


gentleman from Kentucky just now, I desire toask the gentleman | 


a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave heard enough about that, because 
I have stated all I know about it, and have very fully stated. 

Mr. GAINES. Isit not a fact that ten days before Mr. Harri- 
son’s Administration closed Mr. Foster ordered bond plates made 
to issue bonds? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is asking the same old 
question that has been twice put and answered, and I decline to 
yield for that purpose. 

Mr. GAINES. Is it not a fact that that was done? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no chance of making it any 
stronger by asking the same question several times. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] and the gentleman from 
Georgia |[Mr. BARTLETT] both asked it, and I answered it as well 
as I could, 

Mr. GAINES. I was asking you if it wasafact. I think the 
gentleman from Kentucky {[Mr. WHEELER] was notfully informed 
as to that fact. Isit nota fact that Mr. Foster ordered these bond 
plates made ten days before the close of the Harrison Administra- 


tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have fully explained the whole history 
of it before youcame into the House, and nothing is added by a 
repetition. 

Mr. GAINES. But is it not a fact? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not answer the question again. It 
is very tiresome to have to go over the same question and the 
same answer simply because the gentleman from Tennessee did 
not happen to be in. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman declines to say yes or no. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say yes and say no, both. 

Mr. GAINES. Ah! 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say there was a en for a prob- 
able Democratic deficit. I have shown you, beginning from the 
time of the election of Mr. Cleveland and growing in ratio clear 
down to the time when, in July, they had to issue $262,000,000, 
and had to make new bonds, and the whole of it was prepared 






RECORD—HOUSE. 





not for making of a continued loan, but for the purpose of putting 
into effect a a in a Senate bill for the issuing of temporary 


certificates of indebtedness. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman al- 
low me one statement? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [yield for a question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do I understand you to 
say that Mr. Foster told you that he had this consultation at the 
request of Secretary Carlisle in reference to this? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Foster's statement has been published 
a score of times, in which he said the provision which he was at- 
tempting to make was being made by virtue of a conversation 
which he had with Senator Carlisle, and that when Senator Car- 
lisle withdrew his approval of it thereupon he withdrew the order 
to make the plates. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. A moment ago, Mr. 
Chairman, I understood the gentleman to say that he had that 
statement from ex-Secretary Foster. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I stated fully all that need be said upon 
this old stale question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ishouldlike to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
another question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact that on the 4th day of March, 1889, there had been ieft in the 
Treasury by the retiring Democratic Administration a surplus 
amounting to $234,000,000, and whether it is not a fact at the end 
of the Republican Administration under Mr. Harrison they had 
destroyed it and used that surplus up by the extravagant expend- 
itures of the Republican party and caused the expected deficit? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman can make a good 
speech on that text, but I will not go into details to answer him 
There was a change of the revenue laws of the country between 
1889 and 1893, and there were a variety of reasons, which would 
take more than an hour's time to explain, why the Democratic 
demand that there should be no surplus in the Treasury was by 
natural causes being rapidly accomplished. But when Cleveland 
went out, if the statement of my friend is true that in 1889 there 
was a surplus, I would like, when the gentleman from Georgia 
has time, and in his own time, to tell me what the Treasury did 
with that during the Administration of Cleveland, which made it 
necessary that we should borrow $262,000,000. The answer will 
be very interesting and will fully vindicate all I have said. 

Now let me goon. The war with Spain is over, and it is en- 
| tirely apparent to everybody that the time has come when, in the 
discharge of the same duty that has always been the sacred duty 
of the Republican party, a reduction can be made, and therefore 
a reduction ought to be made. And the Committee on Ways and 
Means during the long session of this Congress were importuned 
from hundreds of sources to make that reduction then. It would 
have been difficult under all circumstances to have ascertained a 
fair basis upon which that reduction might be made, and so it was 
put over, without any promise, but with a tacit understanding by 
all the people of thecountry that some reduction would take place 
during the life of this Congress, and the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee has met that emergency and has presented this bill. 
| What are now the principles upon which this bill is framed? I 
am not saying that in every item it can be squared to the prin- 





ciple which Lam going tolay down. We were raising $105.000,- 

000. The proposition was first to reduce it about fifteen millions, 

and next the suggestion was that the amount should run up to 

about thirty millions, and finally the bill covers a reduction of 
| something like thirty-nine millions and upward. Should it be 
, by the wiping out of all the taxes in certain directions and none 
| in certain other directions, or should it be by a horizontal scaling 
| of all the taxes covered by the internal-revenue act of 1898? That 
| was the question that confronted the committee. 

There was not any question in the minds of the committee about 
| what ought to be done, and we adopted a plan in the first instance, 
| when we supposed the aggregate sum would be lower than it is 
| now, that inasmuch as this war-revenue tax was a tax which at 
| least was intended to be levied upon all the people of the United 
| States, we would try and show toas many of the people of the 
| country as possible that we were in good faith seeking to reduce 
| taxation as much as was possible for us todo. But howto go 

aboutit? If there was one unjust feature of the tax law of 1898 
| abcve any other which was unjust, it was, perhaps, the tax upon 
proprietary medicines and druggists’ articles, a taxation that 
reached the druggists of the country, the manufacturing and 
compounding and selling druggists of the country. It must be 
| borne in mind that the foundation ingredient wpon which nearly 
| all these preparations stand is alcohol, already taxed at a very 

high rate, about which there has been no complaint; and yet we 
proceeded to put what turned out to be a very onerous tax on the 
top of the very high rate of taxation already upon the foundation 
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ingredient of these articles. So it seemed to the committee—and 
there seems to be no dispute about the propriety of it—that that 
tax ought to be wiped out entirely. 

I say it was wise to let all the people of the country, without 
regard to party, know that the authorities at Washington were 
seeking to make good the historica! record of the party, that they 
would reduce taxation, and here was an aggregation of taxation 
vexatious in every respect—the taxes on express receipts. Iam 
giving away no secret of any committee when I say that the com- 
mittee that framed the original war-revenue bill intended to frame 
it so that the express companies would pay that 1-cent tax, but they 
did not do it, and the highest courts of the country held that they 
need not, and the express companies nevertheless stood in a position 
where they could easily have recouped themse!ves in the expendi 
ture of that money even if the law had been what we intended it 
should be. But it isa vexatious tax,it is a vexatious proceeding, 
and I class it with the stamp upon the telegraph blank, and | 
class it with the stamp upon the Pullman-car ticket, which we 
havéwmot taken off. but which we compel the Pullman company to 
pay. I speak of the Pullman in a generic way, because it is the 
greater of the sleeping-car companies, and perhaps it is the only 
one; Ido not know. Sol think nobody wi!l complain of the re- 
duction or extermination of these taxes. I, acting for myself, 
would have wished that that tax had been taken off. 

Then came the tax on promissory notes—a tax not onerons, 
possibly, to the great banking institutions and the great money 
lenders of the country; but the tax upon a note given for bor- 
rowed money or a tax upon a mortgage given for borrowed money 
is always paid by the borrower. So we thought it would be wise 
to take this tax ont of the way—to remove the whole of it bodily. 
The amount involved is not very large. 

So there are a great many other taxes—I will not go over them 
in detail—which we thought it wise (and I think so yet) to remove 
entirely. Here was the tax on bank checks, amounting to about 
$7,000,000. And 1 want my friends on the other side to under- 
stand that a large number of protests have come to us against the 
removal of this tax on bank checks, and such protests have nearly 
always come from the great banking institutions of the country. 
Why? Well,I thinkI have asolution of the question. If the law 
requires a 2-cent stamp to be put upon every check by the drawer, 
there will not be so many checks drawn as if there were no tax of 
that kind. 

The man who is in the habit of drawing 50-cent checks or 75-cent 
checks wi'l not be so likely to draw checks of that kind if there is 
a 2-cent stamp required on every check as he would be if there 
were no stamp tax of that kind. The bookkeeping of a bank will 
be greatly enlarged by the removal of this stamp tax on checks, 
and greatly reduced by the continuance of that tax, but it is a 
vexatious affair to the community in general. 

But another consideration operated largely upon my mind. 
There was aruling by the Internal-Revenue Department which 
authorized a receipt to be given by a person having money on de- 
posit in a bank payable to himself, which I believe was, in a great 
many instances. misused fraudulently. More than that, I always 
condemned the shifting device that undertook to draw money out 
of a bank, even to the owner thereof, upon a receipt instead of a 
check. Nobody ever heard of such a practice until this revenue 
act was enacted; therefore it was Manel 
tax—a device never before practiced; and I have always looked 
upon it as of very doubtful character in its essence. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Does not the gentleman 
think that this tax, by tending to restrict the use of checks, might 
operate to promote economy and prevent extravagance? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I had not thought about the matter from 
that standpoint. Possibly there might be such an effect. Possi- 
bly, if I wanted to use a dollar which I had in the bank and was 


obliged to use a 2-cent stamp in order to draw it out, I might con- | 


sider on second thought that | would not use the check for that 
purpose. Ido not know exactly what would be the effect in such 
a case. In my very small handling of money I have generally 
found that I never use money at all until I am absolutely com- 
pelled to do so, and I have a mighty hard time to furnish the basis 
even under those conditions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I understand that this tax 
has resulted in a perceptible reductionin thenumber of checks used. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think that is altogether likely; but does 
that indicate economy? There is a factor in this case which the 
gentleman has not suggested. In determining this question we 
ought to consider the size of checks at present, compared with 
the size of checks formerly. A man who calculates closely upon 
1 or 2 cents may draw one check for $50 where but for the stamp 
tax he would draw one for $10. That, however, is a matter which 
will never be ascertained. But, Mr. Chairman, the tax is a vexa- 
tious one and we propose in this bill to get rid of it, 

Now there are many transactions involving the sale of land or 
other property, and the parties who engage in these transactions 
very often do not understand what the law is. The Americans 
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are nearly all people of intelligence, but they are not all lawyers, 
and doubtful questions in regard to these matters are constantly 
arising. The amount of money coming from that source is not 
sufticient to justify the trouble and annoyance. 

Now iet me saya word about the bank check, which I was 
about to say when the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] intervened. Iam to!d by a gentleman who is a banker 
that thousands, many thousands, of checks travel in the course of 
a year to a number of banking houses without any stamp upon 
them. When they finally come to the paying bank, they are either 
stamped, unjustly, and illegally tco, by that bank or else the check 
is thrown outand not paid—is sent back through the various chan- 
nels through which it has come; and then perhaps in course of 
time another check, duly stamped, makes the circuit; and possibly 
when that check gets to the paying bank, there is no money to the 
account of the drawer. So that,in this way, we have endless con- 
fusion. For all these reasons it was thought advisable to strike 
out this check tax, with its $7,000,000 of revenue, and the banks 
get some benefit from the repeal. 

Now, there isatax on banksamounting tothree millionsannually. 
I think it fair to state here that until this bill was repor.ed to the 
House, and the report of the committee was printed in the public 
press, I never heard a word from any bank in the United States 
on this subject. Since that time protests in all forms of expres- 
sion have come to me and doubtless an equal number—probably 
amuch greater number—to other members of the committee; for 
there are several of them who represent much larger moneyed 
locations than I do. When we come to look into this matter we 
find there is more complaint and disturbance about this tax than 
is justified. 

Three millions is the limit of receipts from this source—three 
millions scattered over more than 3,000 banking institutions. I 
| depend upon the gentleman from Connecticut as to the number of 
| these institutions; if the figures should be wrong, I will correct 
them in my printed remarks. This tax is scattered over the vari- 





y a device to get ridof the | 


ous States and Territories and is gathered from thousands of dif- 
ferent institutions, the whole tax amounting to between three and 
four million dollars, To divide it did not seem to be a proper and 
efficient way to get at the matter. 

Then we came to the subject of beer; and on that I have a few 
words to say. The taxes have amounted in the aggregate to 
$33,000,000. After a great deal of consideration and discussion we 
concluded to take off almost one-third of this tax, amounting to 
almost $10,000,000. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, to show you what a time the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means had in dealing with this subject, I 
think it will perhaps be a surprise to many members when I say 
| that a great body of the representative men in this industry for a 
long time protested that they did not consider the reduction of 
$10,000,000 as a matter of the slightest benefit to them, and desired 
that the whole amount should be retained unless all of it was 
removed. 

But we took off 40 cents a barrel, including the former rebate, 
which amounts to about $10,000,000. Thus we left all of the tax 
on the banks. But it should be remembered that the banks are 
indirectly benefited by all of these reductions, and largely so by 
| the reduction of the tax on beer, for to the banks comes the 
paper—the commercial paper—of the brewers throughout the 
country, in large part; and if the stories we hear are true of the 
crippled condition of the brewing interest in the United States, 
then they are benefited in their credit in the banking system of 
the country by the sum which is estimated to amount to nearly 
$10,000,000. Now, L ask if that is not a just proportion of taxation? 

For my own part, Mr. Chairman, | would greatly prefer—very 
| greatly prefer—that instead of the discount upon stamps there 
should have been a flat rate of taxation, which in the present case 
would be $1.60 a barrel. I think that would have been a better 
| plan for several reasons, one of which I will endeavor to make 
| plain to the committee, The rebate on stamps is a rebate to the 
brewer. It works itself up into a good many shapes before it is 
adjusted between the brewer, the retailer, and the consumer; but 
if the tax were a flat and direct one of $1.60 a barrel, the retailer 
and the consumer would understand it just as well as the brewer 
| does himself, and there would be no confusion in dealing with the 
| subject. This result will doubtless be reached. 

Now, in brief, these are the general provisions of the bill. The 
tax which is left on the banks will be for readjustment at a future 
day. It may be possible that, had a full understanding before the 
| committee been possible and all of the facts been available, there 
| might have been some relief to the banks. But as some compen- 
| sation for the tax there was this sum of $1,000,000, or, in round 
| numbers, to speak more clearly, $1,250,000, taken, which is the 
| sum total upon the same basis of reduction asw as given in the 





other cases. ' : 
Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to 
| interrupt him? ; 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 
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Mr. HAUGEN. I understand from the statement of the gen- | consent of the governed, and the inseparability of taxation and 


tleman from Ohio that the tax has been removed so far as the 
express companies are concerned? 
r.GROSVENOR. Yes; the tax on express receipts. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What has been the reduction in the case of 
the banks? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. None, except the tax to which I have just 
referred, upon checks. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Is it not the fact that the express companies 
are the competitors of the banks in this respect—that is, in issuing 
money orders, for instance—and why should one be taxed over the 
other? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, I hardly concede 
the gentleman's premises, but the committee believe that they 
have acted impartially in the adjustment of the matter. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Let me suggest to the gentleman that, accord- 
ing to this statement, and also according to the report of the 





Why should there be an apparent discrimination made? | 


Committee on Ways and Means, both of these taxes are removed. | 


Mr. HAUGEN. 
the user? 


But the stamp tax on the checks is paid by 


Mr. KLUTTZ. Yes; so is the tax upon the express companies’ | 
| power there fora time in trust for the Filipino people during 


receipts. 

Mr. HAUGEN. But why should the capital stock of the banks 
be exempted from taxation? 

Mr. KLUTTZ, It is not. The stamp tax on checks has been 
removed; but, as I understand it, the tax still remains on the 
capital stock of the banks. 

r. GROSVENOR. It is enough to say that the banks are 
more largely interested in other directions far than the express 
companies. They are interested in promissory notes and in every- 
thing relating to the business of the country that is done by the 
execution of commercial paper and by the execution of mortgages. 


Of course the national banks do not directly loan money upon | 


mortgages, but the independent banks do and the State banks do, 
and the national banks come in, in a sort of indirect way, as the 
gentleman knows, into the very transactions which are the loans 
of money upon real estate. 
except that upon proprietary medicines, that does not indirectly 
benefit the banks. At the same time I concede what the gentle- 
man doubtless intended by hisinterrogatory. I concede that there 
is left an apparent inequality in the bill so far as banks are con- 
cerned. 

But it must be borne in mind that the banks were thus silent, 


and the small amount of the tax as compared with the aggregate | 


ee us in a position where we were doubtless more or less mis- 
ed as to the opinion of the banks themselves. 


Mr. HAUGEN. But the fact that they remained silent does | 


not right a wrong. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 


millions, and the tax upon the banks, as I have shown, amounts 
to but about three millions, so that at last, as compared with the 
sources of revenue from other directions, the banks are having a 
pretty easy time of it. Yet I admit that there is an unexplained 
and unexplainable inequality in this particular phase of the bill. 
If I had my way about it, if I could see as far ahead as some of 
the gentlemen upon the other side appear to be able to see, 1 would 
make a very different reduction from this one. 

If we could only say that prosperity is to continue, I believe 
that a more simple course might have been taken. I am glad to 
see that in the House of Representatives of the United States we 
are acting upon the hypothesis that there is now widespread, gen- 
eral, and generous prosperity throughout the land, The people 
of the country understood it some time ago, and for once in the 
history of the Democratic party the managers of that party here 
have wisdom enough to understand a fact after it has been pro- 
claimed by the Republican party and ratified by the people of the 
country. And if we could Dak forward, as I hope we may, to a 
continued condition of this prosperity, I for one believe that we 
might have repealed the entire war-revenue tax, letting it go into 
effect about one year from the coming istday of January. In that 
way we would have gotten rid of the discriminations that are 
alleged. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. N EWLAN DS. Mr. Chairman, the war-revenue measure 
which was framed to meet the extraordinary expenditures caused 
by the war with Spain is now under consideration after that war 
isended. For that war another war has been substituted, involv- 
ing an extraordinary train of expenditures, in continuation of 
those made during the Spanish war. 

THE PHILIPPINE WAR. 


The war now being waged is unlike the Spanish war. That war 
was in vindication of the rights of man. It was for free govern- 
ment and to save a suffering people from cruelty and oppression. 
This war is conducted for the purpose of suppressing the aspira- 
tions of a people for independence and is in violation of all those 
essential principles of government upon which this country 


So that there is scarcely a reduction, | 





founded its greatness and its prosperity—the equality of man, the | $206,000,000, the surplus which will exist on the 30th of June, 


‘ “ | is $80,000,000. 
It does not, but here is a tax of $105,000,- | retary of the Treasury, that estimate involving an increase of 


000. We propose to reduce it about thirty-nine and three-quarter | 


representation. 

Theminority realize the fact that the people of the United States, 
knowing the policy of the Republican party, have committed the 
destiny of the Republic to its hands for the next four years, and 
have, by implication at least, sanctioned this war. And whilst 
the minority continue their protest against it as an unnecessary 
and unjust war, we realize the fact that so long as this policy is 
to continue, extraordinary expenditures will be required, So, 
whilst we protest, we will not harass. 

W einsist that had the country adopted the policy declared by the 
Democratic party in the last campaign, these extraordinary ex- 
penditures would be unnecessary and that we should have secured 
all the benefits and advantages to be obtained by commercial ex- 
pansion. We insist that our duty was to give the Filipino people 
assurance of ultimate independence, but meanwhile, recognizing 
the fact that the sovereignty of Spain had been destroyed and 
that the only government created by the Filipino people them- 
selves had been destroyed by the power of our arms, an obligation 
rested upon us, not only to civilization throughout the world, but 
to the Filipino people themselves, that obligation being to hold 


which a stable government could be organized, with their aid 
and cooperation, capable of maintaining domestic peace and of 
meeting international obligations, and, that being accomplished, 
we should retire. 

During this time we would obtain a commercial hold upon those 
islands which could never be loosened; and with the aid of naval 
and coaling stations, which would be secured to us as a part of 
the machinery of our Navy and commerce, we would secure 


| all the advantages of great commercial expansion without the 


expense attendant upon the subjugation of a people having aspi- 
rations for independence, and without the contradiction involved 
in denying those essential principles of government upon which 
our Republic was founded. 

It is necessary, therefore, if these extraordinary expenditures 
are to be continued, that provision should be made for them by 
law and that sufficient revenue should be secured for that pur- 
pose. Theonly question now before this Congress is what amount 
is necessary for these extraordinary expenditures, and how shall 
the burden of that expenditure be distributed amongst the various 
classes, interests, and properties in this country. 

AMOUNT OF WAR REVENUE REQUIRED. 

Now, as to the amount required. The statistics furnished us 
by the Secretary of the Treasury indicate a constantly increasing 
revenue; our surplus during the year 1899-1900 was $79,000,000; 
our surplus for the present fiscal year, existing and contemplated, 
Our surplus, according to the estimate of the Sec- 


pretty nearly $90,000,000 in our expenditures over those of the 
present fiscal year, will be $26,000,000 for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1902, a total surplus of $185,000,000 to be derived from the 
three years’ taxation ending June 30, 1!02, assuming that the ex- 
traordinary estimates made by the various departments of the Gov- 
ernment and submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
last year named is to be a guide to Congress in its appropriations. 

Now, we have a present balance in the Treasury of $140,000,.000, 
and that is entirely outside of the $150,000,000 reserved in the re- 
demption fund for the purposes of redemption—$140,000,000,a work- 
ing balance in the Treasury, subject to appropriations. To this, 
as we have already passed through nearly one-half of the current 
fiscal year, we must add the surplus from January 1, 1901, to June 
30, one-half of the total estimate of $80,000,000, namely, $40,000,000; 
and to this we must add the surplus for 1901-1902, $26,000,000, the 
latter being an estimated surplus by the Secretary of the Treasury 
after full allowance forall the extraordinary expenditures covered 
by the estimates of the departments, making on the 30th day of 
June, 1902, a total surplus, if the law remains as it is to-day, of 
$206 ,000,000. 

Now, we come to the deductions under the Payne bill. Assum- 
ing that the expenditures are the same, the reductions under the 
Payne bill will be operative for eighteen months. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman to state 
what the estimated expenses were each of the three years named? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The estimated annual expenditures for 
each of the three years named are, for the first, $590,000,000; that 
is an actuality. For the second, part actual and part estimated, 
as the year has not yet been completed, $607,000,000; for the third, 
$690,000,000. 

Now, coming to the reductions under the Payne bill, which 
scheme will be operative until June 30, 1902, at least eighteen 
months, the annual reduction of taxes will be $40,000,000, mak- 
ing for eighteen months $0,000,000. Deduct this sum from 



















































286 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








DECEMBER 13, 





1902, providing that no reduction in our revenue laws be made, 
and we will have a surplus on the 30th day of June, 1902, of 
$146,000,000. Now, the minority propose to make reductions ag- 
gregating $70,000,000 instead of $40,000,000, and for eighteen 
months, at the rate of $70,000,000 per annum, the total reduction 
would be $105,000,000. Deduct this from $206,000,000, the sur- 
plus, if the present law remains unchanged, which will exist on 
the 30th of June, 1902, and we will have a surplus in the Treasury 
of $101,000,000, entirely outside of the $150,000,000 in the Treasury 
for the redemption fund. 


| Schedule A certain items are retained under the head of stamp 


| 


Now, I ask whether it is not clear that neither of the parties | 


have gone far enough in their proposals for reduction of taxation: 
whether a more radical reduction than either is not warranted 
by the facts and figures which are presented by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, no item of which is contested in this statement? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, permit me to ask the gentleman 
& question, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
from New York? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Nevada 
if the entire war-revenue tax were repealed whether that would 
cause a deficiency in the revenues for the next and following fiscal 

year? 
. Mr. NEWLANDS. It would not create a deficit,as we now 
have a surplus of $140,000,000 on which to draw. 

Mr. SULZER. Why not repeal the entire war revenue tax law? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, lam opposed to that, because there 
are certain items in the war-revenue measure that put certain 
taxes upon the accumulated wealth of the country. Iam in favor 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


of retaining those taxes as a part of the permanent tax system of | 
I realize the fact that the ordinary expenses of the 


this country. 
Government have been covered by tax laws which tax almost en- 
tirely the consumption of the country, and inasmuch as the war- 
revenue bill, the result of an emergency, called in the wealth of 


the country in partial support of that war I am in favor of leaving | 


upon that wealth its proportion imposed by the war-revenue law 
and relieve to that extent the consumption of the country. 

The total taxes of the National Government have been imposed 
for years on consumption. It is time that consumption were re- 
lieved in part of this burden, and that accumulated wealth should 
bear at least the small proportion imposed upon it by the war- 
revenue bill, and that such taxes should be extended to other 
classes of wealth hitherto exempted from national taxation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have shown that under the propositions 
of the minority we will have a surplus of $101,000,000 on the 31st 
of January, 1902. If we assume, as will undoubtedly be the fact, 
that the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury for the ex- 
penditures of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, will be cut 
down from six hundred and ninety millions to six hundred and 
seven millions, the expenditures of the current year, we will then 
have a surplus of nearly two hundred millions in the Treasury. 
So much, then, as to the amount of the reduction that should be 
made. 

Now, we come to the question as to how that reduction shall be 
made. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman, 
before he leaves that question, whether he has made any investi- 
gation as to how the actual receipts and expenditures compare 
with the estimates made for a few years past by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Do they overrun or not? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have not made such a comparison, and 
can not, therefore, give the gentleman the information he desires. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. In the gentleman's estimate, has he in- 
cluded the river and harbor expenses? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; my estimate of a surplus of $101,- 
000,000 on the 30th of June, 1902, after making the annual reduc- 
tion of $70,000,000 advocated by the minority, includes all the 
estimates made for the river and harbor, for the increase of the 
Navy, for the construction of battle ships, for the armor-plate 
contracts, and all the extraordinary expenses referred to by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. This estimate of sur- 
plus is made after allowing all the estimates of the departments 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Have you included the subsidy of $9,000,- 
000 to be given to ships? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No, I have not. 

METHOD OF REDUCING WAR REVENUE. 

We now come to the method of the reduction. Under the Payne 
bill as presented I have classified the items of taxation as follows: 
Upon beer a tax is placed—and I refer only to the war-revenue tax 
and not to the ordinary tax on beer that existed before the war— 
of $23,000,000; tobacco, snuff, cigarettes, with the reduction on 
cigars taken out, over $18,000,000. In special taxes bankers are 


taxed a total of $384,000,and bank capital is taxed about $3,139,000, 
Brokers, pawnbrokers, billiards, and bowling alleys are also 
In 


taxed, making the total of special taxes, so called, $4,227,854. 





taxes. The total of stamp taxes is $14,000,000, being a reduction 
from about $32,000,000 imposed by the original war-revenue act. 
Then come the items: Wines, when bottled, $600,000; excise taxes 
on refineries of petroleum and sugar, $1,079,000; legacies, $2,384,000; 
making a total of $65,000,000 of war-revenue taxes imposed by the 
Payne bill in place of $105,000,000 imposed by the Dingley bill. I 
will read a schedule of taxes under the Payne bill which I have 
made up, and which I believe to be substantially correct: 
Estimated revenue under Payne bill 
Beer 


$23, 598, 309. 40 


CIE Gn GRDROREED «in cncunnsceveunvesssecacedtaus pesese 18, 954, 061. 00 
Special taxes: 
I a a tan ali cat atta $309, 000 
I A 37,000 
Billiards and bowling alleys........................ 366, 000 
SNE i: 22.5 pobtha a hakaligekae eenanenies baneniin 354, 495 
ee IIE iii. bck cients netbendaenncnuddnatinks 8, 129, 404 
————  4,227,854.00 


Schedule A.—Stamp taxes: 
Bonds,debentures,certificates of indebtedness,etc. $3,000,000 
Shares of stock—transfers ..................-.....- 9, 000, 000 
Sales of merchandise on board of trade -.........-- 1, 000, 000 
Freight, including domestic bills of lading and 


ID iidcnnustutdccnuhe sboabbunstiasaeut 1, 200, 000 
Entries of merchandise at custom-house and en- 

tries for withdrawal from bonded warehouse -. 500, 000 
Sleeping and parlor car tickets ...................-. 75, 000 





$14, 775,000. 00 
600, 000. 00 

1, 079, 405. 00 
2, 384, 491. 00 
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Excise taxes on refiners of petroleum and sugar ........-.-.--.- 
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65, 619, 320. 40 

I wish to say, so far as these reductions are concerned, that 
upon the whole I think the majority have exercised good judg- 
ment, although they have not gone far enough. 

PARTISAN CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE. 

It is true I deplore the pernicious system which has grown upin 
the Committee on Ways and Means of having there only partisan 
consideration of and deliberation over proposed legislation affect- 
ing the revenue. It is a practice that exists, [ believe, in no other 
committee in the House. I make nocharge or indictment against 
the dominant party forit. It is a practice that has been indulged 
in by the minority party itself when in power, but it is entirely 
subversive of that deliberation which ought to characterize a legis- 
lative body. 

In the interest of a speedy and orderly conduct of business, we 


| have putarestraint upon debates in the House of Representatives. 


We have realized that this is a large and rather unwieldy body, 
and that in order to get through with our business it is necessary 
to impose restrictions upon debate, upon consideration and delib- 
eration here. But we always realized that in our committees 
there existed full opportunity for the calm and deliberate consid- 
eration of legislation which would insure safe guidance to the 
House. 

I may add that when I was on the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, though the question then was one which drew the line 
sharply between the parties, there was never anything of partisan 
consideration in that committee. Every measure was considered 
in full committee. Hearings were had, experts were summoned, 
arguments were presented by the various members of the com- 
mittee with great elaborateness and detail, and although that com- 
mittee for years was in a condition of contrariety of opinion that 
prevented any report, yet the deliberations of the committee, the 
keenness of the criticism of opposing minds, sifted out much chaff 
and served a great purpose by eliminating from discussion in the 
House and in the country many measures involving precarious 
theories and dangerous experiment. 

So, also, in the Committee on Foreign Affairs, on which I had 
the honor to serve, and where we were divided in one or two cases 
by party policy with reference to our external relations. And 
yet every measure was considered in full committee and ample 
opportunity was given for analysis, criticism, and deliberation, 
But in the Committee on Ways and Means the practice has been 
indulged by both parties, for years, of confining not only the 
framing of but the consideration and deliberation upon a measure 
almost exclusively to the party in power. 

We have an instance in the measure before us. The majority 
were called together before the meeting of Congress. Many and 
prolonged conferences were held; the aid of Government experts 
was secured—all this in the absence of the minority—and then 
when the measure was fully shaped the minority members were 
called upon simply to hear its provisions explained by the chair- 
man and to vote without the aid of the exhaustive processes for 
securing information which the members of the majority had 
enjoyed. 

I claim that this is a pernicious custom, for the revenue stands 
at the very basis of our Government. Without it noother power 
of government can be exercised. And if there is any measure 
concerning which the thought, the deliberation, and the judg- 
ment of every member of this committee should be exercised, it 
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is with reference to this power that involves the very source of 


government itself. The contest of mind in the committee, the 
criticism and suggestions of the minority members, having equal 
opportunity of information, ought to be valuable to the majority 
in framing a measure. If we are to add to restriction upon con- 
sideration and debate in the House restraints upon consideration 
and deliberation in the committees, legislative proceedings will 
lose much of effectiveness and force. 


ITEMS ELIMINATED. 


Now, I was saying that the majority have, in my judgment, 
selected wisely in the main the items for elimination. They pro- 
pose to remove in a large measure the vexatious taxes—the taxes 
that harass and annoy. But at the same time I do not think 
they have sufficiently taken into consideration that a particular 
tax may be just in itself while the method of its exaction may be 
vexatious. Take, for instance, the tax on checks, giving an annual 
revenue of $7,000,000, gained largely from the wealth of the coun- 
try. It should have been our effort to maintain this tax in some 
other form, and yet it is to be remitted, because, according to the 
assurapee of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne}, the 
farmer has been vexed by it. 

It is said that the farmer living 4, 5, or 6 miles from the county 
seat has frequently no stamp at hand and is unable to borrow one; 
so that he is subjected to vexation and delay. Yet,as a matter of 
fact, we know that the great bulk of taxes is gathered from the 
people in the commercial centers, and is imposed upon the ex- 
changes of the commercial centers. It strikes me that some meas- 
ure could have been devised for securing this revenue tax in some 
way from the wealth of the country and at the same time avoid 
the vexations to which the gentleman has alluded. 

So also with reference to the tax on telegrams. Why, sir, when 
we came to tax sugar refineries and petroleum refineries, we did 
not place the tax upon the oii or the sugar, but we placed it upon 
the gross receipts of the companies. We called it an excise tax, 
and we imposed it upon all persons, firms, or corporations owning 
petroleum or sugar refineries—a tax of one quarter of 1 per cent 
upon their gross receipts over $250,000. Thus we taxed their 
wealth; and we gained a revenue from that source of over $1,000,000. 
But when we came to tax the telegraph companies, instead of im- 
posing the tax upon these great common carriers, the act was so 
framed as to impose it upon the sender of the message; and from 
that tax we have realized $800,000 annually. 

I appreviate the fact that out of the total of $100,000,000 of rev- 
enue collected under the war-revenue act $800,000 would have 
been perhaps too large a proportion to impose upon the telegraph 
companies. But surely some method cotta have been devised by 
which a portion of this tax intended by us, according to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, as a tax upon the wealth invested 
in telegraph companies, should have been imposed on telegraph 
companies by some such method as is provided in the law with 
reference to sugar and petroleum refineries. 
case of the telephone companies. 

In the war-revenueact provision was made that telephone com- 
panies should monthly make a statement of all messages upon 
which they received over 15 cents and that a tax of 1 cent upon 
each message should be paid—not by the senders, but by the com- 
panies. And $315,000 was collected in this way from telephone 
companies. Possibly too large a proportion of the total war- 
revenue taxation was imposed upon this interest. But certainly 
some tax was just. What do the majority of the committee say 
when they come to consider this tax? 

They say, ‘‘ We propose to abolish the tax on telegraphic mes- 
sages, and therefore we will abolish the tax on telephone messages.” 
Was the relief of one a good reason for the relief of the other? 
You propose to relieve the sender of the message when you take off 
the tax on telegraph messages; you propose to relieve the com- 
pany when you take off the tax on telephone companies. 

I submit that in the reductions made by this bill it would have 


been wise for the majority of the committee to determine upon | 
J ) 


some sum—not $800,000, as in the case of telegraphic messages; 
not $315, 000, as in the case of telephone companies—but some sum, 


say $100,000—say $150,000—to be collected in the aggregate; and | 


when they had determined upon the sum which was to be col- 
lected from telegraph companies and telephone companies the 
method of its assessment by a tax in proportion to receipts or to 
messages could easily have been devised, as it was devised in the 
existing war-revenue bill regarding telephone companies. 


PANKS—REFINERS OF PETROLEUM AND SUGAR. 


Among the taxes especially to be approved in the amended bill 
is the tax on the aggregate capital of banks exceeding $25,000. 
From this source $3,120,000 has been secured in the last year. I 
think that if we are to tax the wealth of the country in order to 
sustain this war, which it justifies, we ought to tax banks, but we 
ought not to place so large a proportion of the general burden 
upon a single interest. If $65,000,000 is to be raised by the war- 


| 


revenue act—only ten or fifteen millions of it to be gained from 
wealth—it strikes me that the imposition upon bank capital of a 
total tax of $3,000,000 is disproportionately large. 

But I approve the principle of the tax; and if in diminishing it 
there should be any loss in the total amount of revenue, I would 


| make up for this by extending the principle of the tax to other 


corporations, particularly those engaged in production in this 
country—those great combinations of wealth which are taking 
advantage of the tariff law to protect themselves from foreign 
competition and are destroying that domestic competition which it 
was the purpose of a protective tariff to promote by building up 
monopoly. 

INDUSTRIAL (O?PORATIONS. 

Now, it may be asked, How would you do this? Well, what 
are the great combinations of which we complain? We are 
familiar with the department store. We are familiar with these 
so-called trusts whose names it is unnecessary for me to repeat. 
How would you reach them? Why, you can reach them just as 
you can the bank capital, where you impose a tax in the nature 
of an excise tax upon all capital exceeding $25,000. Or you can 
tax them as you dia the refiners of sugar and petro’eum, by a 
tax upon annual receipts exceeding $250,000. And you can make 
another classification by providing that all corporations engaged 
in manufacture owning or operating more than one factory or 
plant shall pay a tax, as in the case of the sugar refineries, of one- 
fourth of 1 per cent, or less, if you choose—one-eight of 1 per cent 
or one-tenth of 1 per cent—upon their annual sales exceeding 
$250,000. 

In this way you will see that you reach the very class of per- 


| sons you ought to reach. You reach out for the wealth of the 


country and tax it, not oppressively, but fairly, and it seems to 
me that by the exaction of the small tax imposed, and at the same 
time by the exclusion of the smail producer, whose business does 





We did this in the | 


not exceed $250,000 annually, you promote a policy which will 
advance individualism and check monopolies. 

Now, in regard to taxes upon the great business interests—the 
combinations of capital throughout the country, and to which ref- 
erence has been made in this debate—it is only necessary to say that 
this form of tax is already incorporated in the legislation of the 
country. These taxes have been successfully imposed. 

It is no new thing to impose such a tax. Bank capital is to-day 
taxed in the aggregate $3,000,000 throughout the United States 
by the war-revenue act. The sugar and petroleum refineries 
| have paid $1,000,000, and the principle is already here embodied in 
the law. Now, why not extend it so as to embrace other classes 
| of wealth which practically come under the same head, and, in 
| this connection, by a simple clause, compelling these great indus- 
trial concerns to make statements to the Internal Revenue Com- 
missioner under oath; statements which will exhibit their gross 
receipts, their operating expenses, the wages paid, the taxes paid— 
national and State; statements which can be classified and pub- 
lished by the Internal Revenue Bureau reports, as are the state- 
ments of the banks in the Comptroller's reports and the statements 
of the railroads in the Interstate Commerce Commission's reports? 
You will get the statistical information which will enable you 
| hereafter to act intelligently upon this great question and to im- 
pose national taxes with a full knowledge of the facts. 

I should make this legislation tentative for the present. I would 
| impose a very low tax for this purpose, and I would make it the 
means of securing publicity of the operations of these great in- 
dustrial combinations—that publicity which is regarded by all 
economists as an essential feature in any legislation regulating or 
restraining these combinations. 

Mr. Chairman, the powers that Congress has are adequate, but 
| the information we have is not adequate in connection with these 
matters. Under the clause of the Constitution relating to inter- 
state commerce, under our constitutional powers regarding the 
mails and taxation, we can do much, if we will, to restrain law- 
created corporations from pursuing lawless purposes. 

The taxing power is the power upon which I believe we can 
best rely, and I would make, as [ have said, provisions of this 
| character in this bill only tentative propositions, providing a low 
| rate of taxation, capable of producing annually only five or six 
millions of dollars from all of these great aggregations of capital 
and compelling statements from them which in themselves would 
furnish us the information for our future action, 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, with his consent. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I would like to ask if there is, in the judg- 
ment of the gentleman, any species of personal property in this 
country that is as fully taxed now, as excessively taxed, I may 
say, as the stock represented by banking corporations and trust 
companies? As I understand it, they are taxed in most of the 
States under the constitutional provision of the States, and are 
taxed at the full value of their capital stock, an imposition which 
is not placed upon any other character of personal property. 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. McCDERMOTT. Permit me to continue and complete my 
question. Is it not true that thecapital and surplus of these trusts 
and banking corporations throughout the country are taxed to the 
full extent; and is it not the most easily reached of all species of 
property for taxation, since the amount can be definitely ascer- 
tained? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say to the gentleman that I am not 
sufficiently familiar with the laws of the States in reference to 
taxation to answer his question fully. But so far as Federal tax- 
ation is concerned, we have derived from the total capitalization 
of all of these institutions $3,000,000 under the present laws of 
taxation, which I regard as an excessive proportion of the war 
revenue. 

Mr.McDERMOTT. Theconstitutional provisions pf the States 
in reference to taxation require that property shall be assessed, 
as a rule, by uniform rules and according to value; but, as a mat- 
ter of fact, we all know that this is not done. But in the case of 
stocks, representing an investment of a trust company or a bank- 
ing corporation, there is no opportunity of escaping the full amount 
of taxation provided by the State law; and, in my judgment, it is 
that species of property which is most easily reached for purposes 
of taxation. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That may be true, so far as the trust com- 
panies and the banks are concerned. I am referring now to those 
corporations which are engaged in productive enterprise. But, 
with reference to them, I insist, in the first place; that the corpo- 
ration is the creation of the State, and there is nothing it does that 
the State has not aright to know about, and its affairs ought to 
be open to governmental inspection, certainly so far as the exer- 
cise of any governmental power requires. 

And, in the second place, I insist that we have already violated 
the privacy of corporations, and that violation has been just as 
strenuously resisted with reference to such corporations as with 
reference to those upon which I propose to fasten this obligation. 

What corporations are those? Why, banking corporations. 
They are compeiled now under the laws of this country to make 
clear, definite statements to the Comptroller of the Currency, 
which are published, which are accessible to us all, which contain 
every detail of information regarding general matters of receipt 
and expenditure. And we havealso extended that to the railroads, 
against their protest. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission every year publishes ex- 
haustive reports containing classifications of the statements made 
by these great railroad corporations, statements that are most in- 
structive, statements that have tended to make railroading a mat- 
ter of science instead of a predatory warfare upon the people. 

These statements have been beneficial to the corporations and to 
the people, and have presented a vast mass of statistical informa- 
tion which has not only been the guide of the United States but 
of the States and municipalities throughout the country in their 
relations to corporate transactions. 

So that we enter upon no untried field. We havea right, when 
we impose a tax, to exact a statement, and we can require that 
statement from a corporation to be as full in details as we choose. 
I would avoid elaborate details, but I would certainly obtain those 
details that will give us the statistical information that is essen- 
tial to enable us to act intelligently as a legislative body upon 
this subject, which will be the subject of legislation for many 
vears tocome. Besides this, these corporations are protected by 
the tariff, and if tariffs are to be framed, as heretofore, upon the 
principle of protection, we should have scientific protection based 
upon accurate information as to wages and profits, not casual 
protection based upon misinformation or misrepresentation. 

But, you ask, what, then, would | propose in the way of affirm- 
ative legislation? Well, I would simply take the Payne bill as 
the basis, recognize, in the main, all the eliminations that have 
been made, and make further eliminations and extensions of the 
principle of the law to other forms of wealth. What, then, would 
I keep? I would retain, first, the item of capital of banks as under 
existing law—about $3,000,000. 

I would not object to a reduction in that, which would, of 
course, mean a reduction in the rateof the tax, provided the portion 
of the total tax reductions were placed on other forms of wealth 
now escaping Federal taxation. I would do away with all the 
occupation taxes, including the tax on the bankers’ occupation, 
from which $318,000 is received. I would do away with the 
brokers’ tax and the pawnbrokers’ tax, and the tax on billiards 
and bowling alleys and other amusements. 

As to Schedule A, I would accept it substantially as it is in the 
Payne bill, from which a tax of $14,000,000 would be received in 
the way of stamps. These stamp taxes are not so vexatious in 
their collection as the other stamp taxes that have been eliminated 
in the Payne bill to the extent of $22,000,000. I would retain the 
tax on legacies of $2,384,000. 

I would retain the excise taxes on refiners of petroleum and 
sugar as under existing law—$1,000,000—making a total of $21,- 
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000,000 of the $65,000,000 which I would retain—the $65,000,000 
proposed by the Payne bill. In addition to this, I would include 
other forms of corporations, and put an excise tax upon them 
similar to that on refiners of petroleum. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr.SULZER. Dol understand the gentleman from Nevada to 
ae he is in favor of retaining the additional tax of $1 a barrel 
on beer? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Oh, no; I have not said that. 
nothing with reference to beer. 

Mr. SULZER. 
war tax on beer? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
in a moment. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not a fact—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will cover that fully in a moment. 

Mr. SULZER. Justa word. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. All right. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not a fact that the additional tax of $1 a 
barrel on beer under this war-revenue tax law is really a tax upon 
consumption and that the poor people who drink beer are com- 
pelled to pay that tax? 

Mr. NEWLANDS, 
tion; yes. 


I have said 
I will come to that in a moment. 
Are you in favor of the repeal of that additional 


A great part of it; yes. I will get to that 


I think it is largely a tax upon consump- 


BEER—TOBACCO. 

Now, I have stated that [ would retain $21,368,000 of the taxes 
imposed by the Payne bill. 1 would addto thema tax from which 
in the aggregate about $3,000,000 could be secured, an additional 
excise tax on department stores and on corporations engaged in 
manufacture or production owning more than one plant or factory 
or having gross receipts in excess of $250,000, to be levied as in the 
case of refiners of petroleum or sugar, with provision for state- 
ments to the Internal Revenue Commissioner for publication. 

Then, in addition to that, in order to make up the $35,000,000 
which we require, I would reduce the war tax on beer from 
$23,000,000, as in the Payne bill, to $6,000,000, and the war tax on 
tobacco from $18,000,000 under the Payne bill to $5,000,000, mak- 
ing a total of $35,000,000, which, in my judgment, is amply snffi- 
cient to carry on the expenses of this Government in connection 
with the other revenue received, including all the extraordinary 
expenditures to which the gentleman from New York [| Mr. Payne] 
has alluded. 

{ would also eliminate from the Payne bill or reduce the tax on 
wines $600,000. That is a tax on consumption, and isa very heavy 
tax to impose on domestic wines. 

Now, you ask me why we should relieve tobacco and beer of 
these taxes. Some think that the consumption of beer and the use 
of tobacco involve vices that ought to be prohibited by taxes. 

Well, I do not think that that idea generally prevails, and I 
shall not discuss it. There is one use of tobacco which I would 
oppressively tax if it were in my power, and that is the cigarettes. 
If I had the power I would put the entire tax of $5,000,000 on to- 
bacco, as suggested by me. upon the cigarette industry, because 
I believe the use of cigarettes is a pernicious habit, destructive 
of the health and morals of our young people [applause]. a habit 
usually acquired before a boy grows to maturity and which 
stunts him on the way to maturing. 

As to beer, we all realize the fact that it is the beverage of the 
masses of the mee A tax was imposed on beer during the civil 
war of $1 per barrel. It was never relieved of that, and when the 
Spanish war came up the Congress of the United States, instead 
of recognizing the fact that that industry was already laboring 
under one tax, sought to impose on it another, and thus a 
double tax was imposed to meet the emergency of that war. Itis 
true that a rebate of 74 per cent was given, which made a total tax 
upon a barrel of beer $1.85 instead of $2. 

Now, what is the effect of that? We were to raise $105,000.000, 
and found beer already paying the Government $40,000,000 in 
taxes, and we imposed upon it $33,000,000 additional—one-third 
of the entire war revenue—and so it was when it came totobacco, 
which has been characterized by a member of the Supreme Court 
as ‘‘ the solace of humanity.” 

Instead of recognizing the fact that tobacco was aiso laboring 
under a heavy tax, imposed prior to that time, involving a total 
realization, I think, of nearly $40,000,000 annually, Congress im- 
posed a tax upon it of nearly $20,000,000 more, if my memory is 
correct, and the reduction made in the Payne bill is only $3,000,000 
on one form of tobacco, the tobacco used in cigars. 

PER CAPITA TAXATION. 

Now, it seems to me, when you realize the fact that we get all 
the revenue of the Federal Government from consumption, that 
we ought notin case of an emergency to increase the burdens upon 
consumption; for, recollect, a tax upon consumption means prac- 
tically a per capita tax throughout the entire country, instead of 
a tax proportioned to wealtk or proportioned to the ability of the 
man to sustain the burdens of government, 
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The customs tax is a tax on consumption. You say that the 
goods which come into this country and upon which customs 
taxes are levied are goods that goto wealth, It is true in a de- 
gree, but recollect that the customs duty as levied under the 
operations of both parties has protected at least the labor of this 
country by holding the price of domestic labor above the inter- 
national price. 

The Democrats contend that the Republicans have gone beyond 
that and have not only endeavored to legislate in the interest of 
labor, but in the interest of capital, maintaining its profits above 
the international level. However that may be, the effect of pro- 


teetive duties is to raise the domestic price of products corre- | 


sponding to those imported above the international price, and 
thus practically a per capita tax is levied upon domestic products 
throughout the entire country. So the effect of customs duties is 
to levy a per capita tax upon all classes—consumers of foreign 
as well as of domestic products—and not a tax proportioned to the 
ability of the individual to sustain the burdens of the Govern- 
ment. 

So it is with our internal-revenue tax. We get altogether $295,- 
000,000 annually, including the war-revenue tax of $105,000,000, 
Of this amount we get over $100,000,000 from the tax on spirits, 
which is a per capita tax, a tax imposed upon the consumption of 
the entire country, upon every individual, rich and poor; and the 
poor consume as much, if not more, than the rich. 

Soit is with tobacco, from which the sum of $59,000,000 is raised; 
with beer, from which the sum of $73,000,000 is raised. About 
$240,000,000 out of the entire $295,000,000 imposed is upon con- 
sumption, which is a per capita tax, and of the remaining fifty 
millions a large part is imposed on occupations and activities, 
leaving less than $25,000,000 to be imposed upon the wealth of the 
country, the accumulations that represent the stored labor of 
past generations, accumulations not consumed in supporting the 
existence of their owners; and you impose almost the entire bur- 
dens of the Government, aggregating about $600,000,000, in the 
shape practically of per capita taxes, without regard either to 
proportionate taxation or progressive taxation according to the 
taxpayers’ capacity to bear the burdens of government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have reviewed the conditions as to taxa- 


tion that exist in this country. I have shown that if the existing | 


war revenue could continue in operation, we will have on the 30th 
day of June, 1902, a surplus reaching $206,000,000. 

I have shown that under the Payne bill we will have a total 
surplus on the 30th of June, 1902, accepting the extraordinary es- 
timates made by the various Departments, a surplus of $146,000,- 
000, and that under the bill proposed, the suggestion proposed by 
the minority, we will have a surplus over all such expenditures of 
$101,000,000; and that if these estimated expenses are cut down in 
the future as they have been in the past, we will have then a sur- 
plus of $200,000,000. - 

I contend, therefore, that the proposition of the minority that 
the taxes should be reduced $70,000,000 is a reasonable one. I con- 
tend further, that this bill should be returned or recommitted to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, with instructions to reduce 


the war tax on beer to $6,000,000, to reduce the tax on tobacco to | 


$5,000,000, and to impose additional taxes, in the shape of excise 
taxes. on department stores and on corporations engaged in manu- 
facture or production, aggregating about $3,000,000. 


Mr; DENNY. LI notice that in the report of the committee you | 
have stricken out the tax on foreign bills of exchange, export bills | 


of lading, and have left in the bill, under the head of ‘‘ freight,” 
the 1-cent tax on railroads and steamboats, on bills of lading, mani- 


fests, etc. Would you not also include that? Would not you | 


strike that out, and ought it not to be stricken out, in order to 
make a uniform reduction in the taxation? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say that the principle of elimination 


of the express tax should also apply torailroads and other common | 


carriers. The majority have stricken out the tax on express com- 
panies because the Supreme Court has declared that it can be 
shifted to the sender of the package. 

The railroads have, however, voluntarily paid the tax—have 
never sought to put it on the sender of the package, and inas- 
much as they are willing to pay it, I am willing that they should 
continue to pay it, although I think it would be more logical to 
take it off. Butinasmuch as they have never sought to shift it 
to the sender, I am in favor of letting it remain. 

rROSPERITY. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR] has stated that 
the Democracy, as illustrated by this debate, has at last found out 
that the country is prosperous, and he seems to conclude that the 
conditions of to-day, which are in marked contrast with the con- 
ditions existing from 1893 to 1897, are the direct result of Repub- 
lican policies. 

I would call the attention of my friend from Ohio to the fact 
that in the campaign of 1896 the contention of the reform forces 
was that the country and the world needed more money; that the 
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the volume of money in proportion to the increase of population 
and the demands of business, and that the effort made in 1873 to 
demonetize silver, when gold was at its lowest point of produc- 
tion for years, was an endeavor to contract the volume of money 
to prevent that gradual increase in the money volume necessary 
to maintain the stability of values, and that the world needed 
both gold and silver in order to properly augment its volume of 
money as the population and business and exchanges of the world 
increased. 

Our contention was not for color or material; it was for quan- 
tity; silver was to be coined as the means toa desirable end; and 
it was upon this principle that the Republican party took issue 
with us. The contention which we made in 1896 has been abso- 
lutely vindicated by subsequent history. In the first place, the 
famine in the wheat-growing sections of the world, outside of the 
United States, caused a demand for our cereals which raised 
their price, turned the balance of trade in onr favor, and caused 
the shipment of $80,000,000 of gold to our country shortly after the 
Republican party was ushered into power. This caused an in- 
crease of the volume of money in this country which tended to 
restore values, to promote enterprise, and to set the people of the 
country to work. 

Contemporaneous with this, and following it in a constantly 
increasing progression, was the stimulated production of gold, 
absolutely unanticipated in 1873, absolutely unanticipated in 
1893, an increase from $100,000,000 in 1873 and $150,000,000 in 1893 
| to over $300,000,000 in 1899. Nature, aided by the industry and 
energy of man in exposing her hidden riches, has given the relief 
for which the Republican party claims the credit. 

The relief has been contemporaneous with the Republican Ad- 
| ministration. It has not been caused by it. On the contrary, it 
rests upon the successful vindication of the quantitative theory 
of money, for which we have so vigorously contended and which 
the Republican party has so vigorously denied. There is no rea- 
son to believe thatthe increased production of gold will stop within 
the next few years. 

The restoration of the Rand to the English mining companies 
will again restore its output, and there is no reasonable expecta- 
tion that within a period of a year and a half the production of 
gold will diminish. That it will at some time, pursuing the usual 
course of metallic output for centuries, seriously diminish there 
can be no question, and when that occurs, the agitation for the 
restoration of silver will again be one of the vital and essential 
principles of monetary reform. 

The minority hails this prosperity with as much satisfaction as 
the Republican party. Even had it come as the result of the 
economic falsity of their theory, they would have rejoiced. They 
| rejoice all the more because it comes as a vindication of their 
financial theories. Quantity, irrespective of the material of which 
the money may be made, constitutes the theory of the Democratic 
party—a theory laid down by every economic writer since the 
time of Aristotle and only denied when the advocates of the gold 
standard hastened to fasten the policy of contraction upon tke 
country. 

That policy of contraction has been defeated by nature, and we 
are content. We claim, therefore, that the present condition of 
| prosperity and conditions to be anticipated for the near future 
warrant the expectation of increased revenue under existing laws. 
| Let us see to it that extravagant expenditures, that policies that 
| are opposed to the liberties of man and intended to place power, 
| avarice, and greed in control over the masses of the people do not 
| neutralize the effects of the beneficent action of nature and of 
| Providence. 
| Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, the bill presented by the majority 

members of the Ways and Means Committee will, they claim, 

reduce the war taxes $40,000,000 and still leave an income under 
the war-revenue act of $65,000,000, which, in the language of the 
| cominittee’s report, ‘‘ will be barely sufficient to meet the train 
| of extraordinary expenditures which follow the close of actual 
hostilities,” 

The available cash balance in the Treasury to-day is $137,000, 000 
in round numbers, and in view of the fact that during the fis- 
cal year 1900 the revenues of the Government from ail sources 
were increased $58,613,426.83, while the expenditures decreased 
$117,318,368.14, it would seem that this statement of the commit- 
tee was not founded on the actual state of our finances, nor upon 
the figures given in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The committee congratulates the country that they are able to 
report a bill striking off 40 per cent of the war taxes. I doubtif 
the people will find cause for congratulation in the reflection that 
at least $65,000,000, and possibly $80,000,000, in war taxes will be 
| demanded from them during the ensuing twelve months, with no 
| possibility of relief until Congress shall assemble in 1901, unless the 
| wisdom of the Senate Finance Committee dictates a more liberal 
| policy with regard to these reductions. The committee should 

be congratulated upon the easy method of evading the promise 





stability of prices and values depended upon gradually increasing | made upon the floor of this House that ‘‘ when the war was 
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over the war taxes would be cut out.” Evidently the gentleman 
who spoke for the committee did not speak for the Secretary of 
the Treasury when he added that *‘ bonds would be paid as bonds 
of the late war were paid, out of the usual and ordinary taxes.” 

Inquiry into these extraordinary expenditures which follow the 
close of hostilities leads to some interesting facts. Naturally we 
look to the war and navy and pension budget to find an increase 
in expenditure, and not to the other departments of the Govern- 
ment, which pursue their even course undisturbed by war. We 
find, however, that for 1900 the decrease in the expenditures for 
the military establishment was $95,000,000, while the naval estab- 
lishment showed a decrease of $8,000,000. The legitimate ex- 

yenditures following the close of the war related to the Medical 

Desertaent of the Army, telegraph and cable lines, transporta- 
tion of troops, as weil as the establishment of military posts, and 
increased pensions, and these increased expenditures will not 
amount to more than $6,000,000, including the estimates for addi- 
tional pensions. 

The estimated expenditures for 1901 do not equal the increased 
revenues as computed by the Secretary of the Treasury, but will 
leave a surplus of $80,000,000, while the expenditures for 1902, 
after much labored calculation and the insertion of general and 
miscellaneous items, does not show a great increase for military 
establishment, but rather for Post-Office, Agricultural Depurt- 
ment, and Department of Justice needs, and even with these in- 
creased expenditures there is still a surplus of $26,000,000. This 
$106,009,000 must be added to the surplus already’in existence, 
which will reach the vast sum of $243,000,000, which will have 
been contributed by the people to uphold the national honor and 
welfare and which undoubtedly will be used by the Secretary of 
the Treasury to carry out a policy of finance as unsound as it is 
contrary to the wishes of the people, namely, the purchase of 
bonds not yet due at a high premium. 

This absorption of money by the Treasury has been going on 
for three years, and the only relief the Secretary has afforded the 
people has been through the medium of a bond purchase. 

When we consider that the surplus for 1901 will be $80,000,000, 
and further that this means a withdrawal from circulation of an 
amount of money equal to the gold production of the country, 
including the vast output of the Klondike, the extent of this Gov- 
ernment absorption of money becomes apparent. No nation, 
however vigorous and however great its recuperative powers may 
be, can long endure such a drain, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury will be forced to do, tardily and awkwardly, what Congress 
is bound to do now—restore this sequestered wealth to the people 
by cutting off the war taxes, as promised, and not by the pur- 
chase of bonds, which will be the course the Treasury Depart- 
ment will adopt. The Secretary of the Treasury should bear in 
mind the acute stringency of 1899, when, in reply to my telegram 
of September 27 of that year, he denied that the Treasury was 
absorbing the surplus money of the country. He was forced, 
however, when almost too late, and when money commanded 106 
yer cent, to deposit in national banks the surplus lying idle in the 
Treasury, which he had previously claimed did not affect the 
course of the money market. 

This accumulated surplus is as great a menace now as it was 
then; indeed, it is greater. Then it was thought that Congress 
wouldact promptly in “cutting out” the war taxes; now we know 
that $65,000,000 and possibly $80,000,000 will be turned into the 
Treasury during the next twelve months, and this amount, added 
to the surplus already existing and the reserve fund, will swell 
the amount of money withdrawn from circulation to $367,000,000, 
or about $4.75 per capita. 

A full and overflowing Treasury excites the cupidity of every- 
one whose business it is to promote enterprises requiring public 
money. With a bare Treasury there would be no incentive for a 
raid upon it, and it would be the greatest safeguard that could 
surround the Administration. 

But by far the greatest danger in this surplus lies in the oppor- 
tunity it gives to the Secretary of the Treasury to indulge in his 
favorite pursuit of purchasing bonds not yet matured out of reve- 
nues contributed for war purposes only. It is true the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means claims that these bonds 
were purchased out of the surplus derived from the revenues of 
the Dingley bill. I beg to point out, however, that the receipts in 
1898 were less than they had been for the four years previous, and 
no surplus was set aside then, while the receipts for 1899, under 
the Dingley law, showed only an increase of about $30,000,000 over 
1897, and certainly this was not sufficient to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to purchase $40,000,000 of unmatured bonds. 

The assertion that there was never a moment where the war- 
revenue act was sufficient to meet all of the ordinary expenses of 
the Government, except possibly during the last three or four 
months, must not be taken to mean that the receipts from cus- 
toms was drawn upon for that purpose. 

It must be remembered that $200,000,000 was raised by the issue 


of bonds, and this must be added to ove $300,000,000 collected dur- 








ing the past three years by war taxes, which certainly enabled the 
Government to carry on the war, meet all the expenditures inci- 
dent to its close, and lay aside asurplus, This surplus, I claim, 
was used to redeem or purchase bonds, or, at least, if it had not 
been for these war taxes, bond purchases could not have been made, 
and it was the plain duty of the Secretary, when the surplus was 
apparent, to cut off the war taxes first, as demanded by the peo- 
ple, and not redeem bonds which the people were willing to let run. 

Rather a national debt than an enormous and unprofitable bond 
purchase. Itisan unwise policy which compels the present genera- 
tion to bear entirely the burdensof government. Itisa bad finan- 
cial policy which encourages the accumulation of a surplus, but 
it is infinitely worse to employ that surplus to discharge obliga- 
tions of the Government not yet due and which the people neither 
demand nor desire should be canceled. To exact from the people 
money earning 6 per cent,7 per cent, or 10 per cent per annum for a 
definite purpose, namely, the carrying on of a war, and to use that 
money for another purpose, namely, the liquidation of obligations 
demanding but 2 per cent per annum, is not only unwarranted, 
but unjust, and to my mind is much like obtaining money under 
false pretenses. 

Bonds of the United States are a favorite form of investment 
among all classes, but especially among our citizens of moderate 
wealth, and they are looked upon by them as the safest form of 
investment. The holder of such bonds becomes at once a partici- 
pant in the business affairs of the nation. and it inspires a patriot- 
ism and love of country, in whose well-being his own welfare is so 
closely woven, not only as a citizen but as aninvestor. The feel- 
ing of security which prompts him to make the investment makes 
him the more eager to keep it secure by preserving the integrity 
and honor of the Government against the assaults of all isms and 
monetary theories. 

We are laying the foundation for great wealth for future gen- 
erations. Weare building for posterity the greatest nation in the 
world. The rich heritage should be assumed to some extent by 
our successors. Having constructed and maintained the Govern 
ment which we will leave for their enjoyment, they should at 
least be willing to share the cost of our gigantic though success- 
ful undertaking. 

The bill which is before the House should be enlarged so as to re- 
lease at least $70,000,000 from the vaults of the Treasury to prevent 
that amount from accumulating there. While it relieves the peo- 
ple of many inconvenient and annoying taxes, it ignores entirely 
two classes of our taxpayers who beyond all others are entitled to 
the consideration of the Government. 

The brewing industry has always stood by the Government. 
They have been paying internal taxes since the civil war, and have 
been paying a double tax since the Spanish war. It is not fair to 
keep this additional tax on, and it should be cut off, and this would 
release $20,000,000 in round numbers. 

While their complaints have not been heeded, the committee 
has determined to remit a form of taxation which even those 
most affected by it have not complained against. The stamp tax 
on checks yields a revenue of $7,000,000 annually, and is col- 
lected largely upon the centers of wealth. Bankers and brokers 
in the larger cities, especially in New York, who have contrib- 
uted $12,000,000 annually since the war to the revenues of the 
Government, have received noconsideration at all from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and yet the complaint of country 
banks has been heard and heeded, and because some of their cus- 
tomers will not affix the stamp on checks, entangling thereby a 


| loss of possibly $100 a year on the country banks, the committee 
| has determined to abolish entirely the check stamp tax, preferring 


to keep the tax on bankers and brokers of larger cities who favor the 


| retention of this tax, but seek relief from the tax on bank capital 
| and the sale of shares of stock and bonds. 


This latter tax is adiscriminating one, and unfair in its operation. 
Whether the 100 shares of stock dealt in represents a value of 
$100,000 or $100, the tax is the same—$2. 

I am in favor of wiping out thesurplus entirely—indeed, I would 
go so far as to advocate such an administration of Government 
affairs as would never leave a surplus; but Iam not in favor of 
departing from the principles of Jefferson, who, while opposed to 
internal taxation, was more opposed to the visit of the tax col- 
lector to the homes of our citizens. We donot need an income 
tax any more than we need the war taxes or a surplus. If all the 
war taxes were “cut out,” and a deficit followed for 1902, there 
would still be the present surplus of $137,000,000 to draw upon, 
and that should be done. 

This Government is expanding commercially, and will continue 
toexpand. Business enterprises are starting or being enlarged 
on all sides. 

Our iron and coal and merchandise is filling the markets of the 
world. The tendency of money is to increase, and with our 
country never before in such a promising or prosperous condition, 
with all fear of a debased or disturbing currency removed, with 
every channel of trade open to capital, this great increase in the 
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volume of money will find immediate employment in countless en- 
terprises. The one discouraging element that will retard our com- 
mercial advancement is the continuation of the war tax and the 
consequent absorption of the surplus. The Committee on Ways 
and Means has an opportunity of removing that element of uncer- 
tainty now, and on behalf of the taxpayer, the merchant, and the 
great business enterprises of the country, as well as in the inter- 
est of the general welfare of the Government itself, I ask them to 
either abolish the war tax or enlarge their bill so as to relieve the 
people not of 40 per cent but 70 per cent of the war-revenue taxes. 
{Loud ap nba) 

Mr. PAYNE, If there is no other gentleman on that side of the 
House in a position to speak, 1 would suggest that Mr. HILL of 
Connecticut occupy the time. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Ala- | 


bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] is ready, but we have no objection to 
Mr. HI. proceeding. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States, 
in his annual message to Congress, says: 


It will be the duty, as Iam stre it will be the dispositior, of the Congress 
to provide whatever further legislation is needed to insure the continued 
parity under all conditions between our two forms of metallic money, silver 
and gold. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, referring to the act of March 14, 
1900, says: 


Nevertheless, the measures referred to, prolific as they have been in good 
results, will yet need reenforcement in some important particulars, Thus as 
to the redemption fund provided for in said act, while the powers conferred 
upon the Secretary are probably ample to enable a zealous and watchful offi- 
cer to fully protect the gold reserve, there appears to be lacking sufficient 
mandatory requirement to furnish complete confidence inthe continued par- 
ity, under all conditions, between our two forms of metallic money, silver and 
gold. Upon this point further legislation may become desirable. In the act 
of March 14a forward step was taken, to the great benefit of all our material 
interests. Nothing should prevent timely and well-considered amendments 
where necessary to solidify and complete the work so well inaugurated. 


This language is advisory and recommendatory; but on Novem- 
ber 6 last the American people, who make Presidents and Secre- 








tariesand Congressmen, in my judgment, issueda peremptory order | 
g 7 


that the gold standard should be so firmly and definitely estab- 
lished that it could not be overthrown either by the negligence or 
willful act of any man or Administration, but that it should con- 
tinue as the basis of our financial system until the people them- 
selves should declare for a reversal of the policy just as emphatic- 
ally as they have twice declared for its inauguration. 

No higher duty devolves upon us than to heed that order and 
obey it now when the prosperity of the country and Treasury con- 
ditions make it possible. 

Until this is done the many and deserving projects for the de- 
velopment of our banking system, the upbuilding of our commerce, 
and the aggrandizement of the nation can well afford to wait, for 
until the foundation of our financial system is firmly laid all of 
— other things will be but flimsy structures built on shifting 
sand, 

I propose, as briefly as possible, to call attention to the defects 
in the act of March 14, 1900, entitled ‘* An act to define and fix the 
standard of value and to maintain the parity of all forms of money 


issued or coined by the United States,” and to attempt to show | 


what changes are necessary to perfect the measure so that it will 
do the thing which its title indicates. 
When the bill went from the House it made every obligation 


for the payment of money in the United States, both public and | 
private, payable in gold or in conformity with the gold dollar as | 


the standard unit of value. When it came back tothe House this 
was wholly eliminated, the silver dollar was continued as legal 
tender, and gold redemption was only provided for United States 
notes and certain bonds, provision for the issue of which was made 
in the bill itself, leaving all other outstanding obligations, both 
public and private, and all future contracts not specifically drawn 


as payable in gold dependent wholly upon the parity clause of the | 


act, but prescribing no method and providing no means by which 
such parity of gold and silver could be maintained, 


As the law stands to-day, we have two classes of Government | 
obligations, one payable in gold and one in coin, and all private | 


obligations solvable by legal tender, payable in either, or in paper 
promises to pay gold, in the shape of United States notes. 

As the law stands to-day, we have two forms of money, one gold 
and promises to pay gold, the other legal-tender silver, redeem- 
able in itself, exchangeable at the demand of the holder in noth- 
ing, dependent for its parity with gold upon its use by the people 
and its receivability at the custom-houses; in other words, nearly 


six hundred millions of silver promises to pay money good only | 


for domestic use and dependent for their value here upon the con- 
tinued prosperity of the people and the continuance in power of 
a political party which will not increase the quantity, and thus 
destroy their usefulness as a stable medium of exchange. 
Isubmit that it is unworthy of this great nation, that it is be- 
neath the dignity of 76,000,000 of the richest, the most intelligent, 
and progressive people on earth to permit the issue of a single 





dollar of full legal-tender money which is not exchangeable on 
demand at any time for any other leqgal-tender dollar which it may 
coin or issue, and I declare my firm belief that the rank and stand- 
ing of this nation as a world power among the other powers of 
the world is more clearly marked and fixed by the character of 
the money by which its commerce is carried on at home and 
abroad than it is by the size of its armies and the strength of its 
fleets. 

As the bill went from the House, while it provided no specific 
reserve fund for the redemption of silver dollars, it did authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to use the gold reserve to maintain 
their parity by exchanging them for gold, and for the continued 
maintenance of that fund to issue bonds at his discretion. 

When the bill came back the exchangeability clause was wholly 
gone, the gold-reserve fund limited to the redemption of United 
States notes, and the bond power limited to this purpose only. 

That this is the clear intent as well as the language of the law 
is shown by the declaration of a Senator in explanation of the bill. 
He said: 

The committee believe that under these conditions, or in fact under any 
which are likely to arise, there will be no difficulty in maintaining a parity 
without directing the Secretary to exchange silver dollars for gold at the de- 
mand of the holder of the silver. They believe,in fact, that no publicinterests 
will beserved by the adoption of a legislative provision for such an exchange. 

And then follows this remarkable sentence: 

To make all our silver currency a direct charge upon the gold reserve 
might imperil at a critical time the sufficiency of that fund. We fear it would 
serve as an invitation for unfriendly drafts upon the Treasury resources. 

I submit that the very reason given by the distinguished Sena- 
tor for refusing to allow our immense volume of legal-tender sil- 
ver to be a burden upon the gold reserve is the best possible one 
which can be given why some provision should have been made 
for the maintenance of its parity. 

The discussion showed that it is the intent of the bill to accom- 
plish this by use and by use only. 

There can be no mistake about this. 

It was not, as intimated in an able editorial in the Washington 
Post on December 9, a misunderstanding of the effect of the law, 
or, as was frequently suggested during the last campaign, a pur- 
pose to keep the question open for political effect, but it was an 
honest belief in the wisdom of the course deliberately taken. 

Said another Senator: 

We have not provided here for the exchange of silver notes for gold. We 
have not made that provision because the committee think it wholly unnec- 
essary, and unwise as well. 

I lay down the broad proposition that parity can not be main- 
tained between the two metals except by exchangeability at the 
will of the holder, when both are a full legal tender, and that no 
nation on the globe engaged in foreign trade ever has maintained 
silver at parity with gold at any fixed ratio for any length of time 
where exchangeability was refused asa clear and understood policy 
of government. 

Of course I do not include any country where silver is used 
only as subsidiary coin or change money and where the quantity 
is so limited that the daily requirements of the people under all 
conditions hold the entire amount in constant use, so that it could 
not be presented either for public dues or for redemption; but I 
do mean every nation where silver is used as a general medium of 


| exchange and for trade purposes. 


I do not mean a country like Great Britain, where gold isthe 
circulating medium, with a per capita of $11.50, and silver is only 
change money, with a per capita of $2.78, and where no small bank 
notes are issued. 

Under such circumstances the silver is token money only, and 
tin money would do as well. 

But even there silver is a limited tender. 

I do refer to France, where silver coinage is limited under the 
agreements of the Latin Union, and where parity is maintained by 
exchangeability through the Bank of France, and where siiver is 
30 per cent of the general monetary stock, and where, in the past 
eleven years, the Bank of France has thought it wise to nearly 
double its holdings of gold and to largely reduce its silver stock. 

I refer to Germany, which, in 1873, when it adopted the gold 
standard, had a per capita of silver of $7.47. Three years later its 
federal council was authorized to reduce the legal-tender silver to 
subsidiary coin, but instead of doing it sold it down to one-half of 
its former volume, and, still unable to keep a per capita of only 
$3.98 in circulation, have this very year legislated for its gradual 
recoinage into subsidiary coin. 

Mr. LOVERING. Is it not true that a very large percentage 
of the subsidiary coinage is some other metal than silver? ' 

Mr. HILL, Yes, probably; of course the gentleman refers to 
the nickel. 

If Germany, with only 20 per cent of its monetary stock in 
silver, has been compelled to take this course, what hope have we 
of carrying 334 per cent and maintaining its parity, wholly un- 
supported by the gold reserve and with no part of the burden 
placed upon the banks, as is done in France and Germany? 
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Indeed, with us the very reverse is true, for with any slackening 
of business here, the whole effort of the banks will be to force 
the silver certificates back upon the Treasury and thus make room 
for their own circulation. 
But if it is true that use without exchangeability will maintain 


full legal-tender silver at parity when circulating concurrently 
with gold, it must be true that use will so maintain it when it is 
the sole currency of a country, and here we have a striking illus- 


tration of the utter falsity of the proposition. 

I cite the case of Porto Rico. 

It is a little country, but so far as its money system was con- | 
cerned, it was a little world by itself. 
Up to 1885 its currency was the Mexican dollar, with free right 

on the part of its people to import or export it at will. 

In 1885 the fall of silver depreciated the value of the Mexican 
dollar and the government, believing that its parity could be 
maintained by useif the quantity was limited, forbade any further 
importation of it, and so ran on to 1890, 

It continued to fall in value. In 1891 it was worth 80 cents; 
in i892, 77 cents; in 1893, 73 cents; in 1894, 65 cents; in 1895, 59 
cents, and the necessities of the island had proportionately risen 
in price. 

The theory that parity could be maintained by use had utterly 
failed, and every adjustment of trade balances with other nations 
only emphasized that fact. 

Mr. SULZER. Was silver a legal tender in Porto Rico? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly; full legal tender. 

Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman from Connecticut allow 
me to ask a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HILL. I will; yes. 

Mr. FLEMING. I understand the gentleman holds that some | 
additional legislation is necessary. 

Mr. HILL. Ithink the gentleman from Georgia will understand 
that is the purpose of my remarks before I get through. 
Mr. FLEMING. What will the gentleman say with reference 
to this declaration in the Republican platform as adopted at Phila- 
delphia, on which the Republican party in November achieved a 
victory before the people? 

Mr. HILL. I think the gentleman from Georgia will not need | 
any answer to that question when I get through. | 

Mr. FLEMING. But will the gentleman listen to a question? 

Mr. HILL. Iwill ifit isa business question and not a political 
one. 

Mr. FLEMING. I will read from the Republican platform—— 

Mr. HILL. Oh, I am talking business and not politics, 

Mr. FLEMING. Well, 1 am talking both. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care to enter into any political discussion 
at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to yield. 

Mr. HILL. Something had to be done. 

The Porto Rican government then concluded that they would 
have a currency of their own, which would not be affected by the 
value of silver in the outside world, but which, exactly adjusted | 
to the needs of trade among their own people, would thus main- | 
tain its parity by use. . 

So they gathered in the Mexican dollars at 95 cents each, and 
coined from these the Porto Rican peso, or dollar, with less silver 
in it, and issued them at a dollar apiece in lieu of the Mexicans, 
which had all been withdrawn. 

It was a full legal tender, redeemable in nothing, exchangeable 
for nothing, exactly adjusted to the wants of the trade, for when 
the island would absorb no more the undistributed balance was 
sent back to Spain, and free coinage was not permitted; and so 
every element which could enter intothe problem of maintenance | 
of parity by use existed in a marked degree. 

There was one thing, however, which they did not do. 

They did not build a fence around the island and stop the im- 
port and export of commodities, and everything which went out 
or came in just as truly marked the value of the money there as 
if it had been gold, for the commercial world was doing business 
with gold as the measure of values. 

Instead of equaling a doilar in gold in purchasing power among 
their own people, it started off in 1896 at 644 cents, fell in 1897 to 
59 cents, and when the American occupation came in 1898 went 
to 42 cents, its bullion value, and in just three years the curtain 
was rung down on the farce of maintenance of parity by use. 

The illustration is all the more striking when we remember that 
in two out of three of these years the balance of trade with the 
world has been in favor of Porto Rico. 

With unexampled generosity and at great loss to itself the | 
United States is now taking in this money at 60 cents on the dol- 
lar, this being its average circulation value during its three years’ 
life, and so as fair as anything could be to debtor and creditor 
alike. 


from Connecticut 


The gentleman from Connecticut declines 


| of the bill, 


| power—— 
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If the papers report correctly, thatthe American commission in 
the Philippine Islands is putting a 10 per cent export tax on Mex- 
ican dollars, the reverse of the experiment is now to be tried. 

Porto Ricans in Porto Rico tried to maintain the value of their 
silver coinage by stopping its increase. Americans in the Philip- 
pines try to prevent the Mexican dollar from an appreciation in 
value by stopping its export. 

One attempt proved a failure and the other will, and the pro- 
ducers of the exportable commodities of the Philippines will pay 
the cost of the experiment. 

But it is said we are on a gold basis and that the act of March 
14 makes it the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain 
the parity of the silver dollar. 

1 admit that legally we have the gold standard, but its main- 
tenance is a question of conditions as well as of law. 

Laws do not enforce themselves. 

Other nations in Europe and South America measure values 
with gold and pay with silver and irredeemable paper. Now, I 
deny that there is any power given under the act of March 14 to 
maintain the parity of the silver dollar, but claim that the pow- 
ers which Secretary Carlisle had under the resumption act, and 
which he exercised in 1893 to sell bonds for gold, are actually 
nullified by the act of March 14, and that the powers therein con- 
ferred are not only limited and restricted to the redemption of 
United States notes alone, but that the authority given under the 
new law is less than that previously held under the old one. 

Let me quote again from a distinguished Senator's explanation 
Referring to the Secretary's power to issue bonds to 
maintain greenback redemption, he says: 

Therefore this power is only a limitation and notan extension of the power 
which he now has. Itisa power which requires him, under these provisions, 
first to exhaust other means and methods before he resorts to the extraordi- 
nary method of selling bonds for the purpose of maintaining redemption of 
these notes. So whois there on either side of this Chamber who can criti- 
cise this limited power compared to the power now on our statute books? I 
do not see how anyone can criticise this power adversely in view of the ex- 


| isting law, which gives the Secretary unlimited power for a like purpose. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Does my colleague undertake 
to say that the Secretary of the Treasury would not have this 


Mr. HILL. The power to maintain the parity of the two metals? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. He has neither the power nor the means under this 
new law. He must exhaust the greenbacks and the gold and the 


| current funds of the Treasury before he can issue a bond; and 


when he issues bonds the proceeds can only be applied to the re- 
demption of greenbacks and not to the maintenance of the parity 
of silver with gold. If the gentleman will refer to the law, he 
will see that 1 am absolutely right about this matter. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Iam not challenging the gentle- 


| man’s statement. 


Mr. HILL. Iam aware that it has been claimed that under 


| the present law the Secretary can sell bonds for gold, that with 


this gold he canredeem greenbacks, and that under the power 
implied in the phrase ‘‘for any lawful purpose” he can exchange 
those greenbacks for silver, and so maintain its parity. 

The law does not so read, for it specificaliy provides that bonds 
can only be issued for the maintenance of the greenback redemp- 
tion fund, and both gold and greenbacks in the current funds of 
the Treasury must be exhausted before the right to issue bonds is 
available. 

The test of the law has not yet come. 

To-day the balance of trade is enormously in our favor; our 
revenues are largely in excess of our expenditures, and a river of 
gold is flowing in upon us. 

You have but to turn the current the other way to show the 
weakness of our position and demonstrate the inadequacy of the 
law to maintain the parity of our two forms of money. 

When the bill went from the House it gave discretionary power 
to the Secretary of the Treasury to coin the bullion in the Treas- 
ury into subsidiary coin and concurrently retire the Treasury 
notes, and thus relieve the gold reserve of the burden of their 
redemption. 

As the law now is. after coining about twenty millions of sub- 
sidiary the balance is made into full legal-tender dollars, and 
nearly forty millions of additional liability created by the coinage 
of the seigniorage. 

And this notwithstanding the fact that every ounce of that bul- 
lion could have been coined into change money and absorbed by 
our own people, with no probability of its ever being a burden 
upon the Treasury of the nation. 

Unless the law is changed in this respect, the time will soon 
come when we shall have to buy more silver to meet an urgent 
and pressing demand for small coin. 

The truth is that for twenty-two years this country has b2en 
engaged in wild and reckless financial experiments, and now when 
we come to face the results of our own folly we have not the 
courage to retrace our steps. 








1900. 


We will soon have nearly six hundred millions of legal-tender 
silver outstanding, full half of which will be shrinkage and prom- 
ise, and nothing else. 

Do not prudence and wisdom, and even common honesty, de- 
mand that we throw around this the same guaranties and give 
it the same redemption privileges as have been provided for the 
greenback currency, and meanwhile reduce the volume by a 
gradual change to subsidiary coin? 

But there is another feature of our currency system which is 
sure to prove no less dangerous to the maintenance of the gold 
standard than the immense volume of silver, and that is the green- 
back or United States note. 

Never in the experience of this generation at least has there 
been any object lesson in finance which has so impressed itself 
upon the minds of our people as that process of repeated green- 
back redemption, which has been most fittingly described as ‘‘ the 
endless chain,” by which, under the compulsory-reissue law, and 
in a time of deficient revenues, a small volume of greenbacks was 
kept in continual operation drawing gold from the Treasury. 

Again and again the President of the United States has recom- 
mended to Congress that when a greenback was once redeemed 
in gold it should not be paid out again until gold was redeposited 
for it; thus, under what was termed the impounding process, prac- 
tically making legal-tender gold certificates of them. 

There is not a schoolboy in the United States who has ever read 
the President's recommendation but that knows that the purpose 
was to break the endless chain by holding the redeemed greenback 
until gold came in by voluntary deposit to take its place, so that 
never again should this great Government be compelled to hawk 
its bonds before bankers’ syndicates to secure the gold to main- 
tain its honor and credit. 

Has the endless chain been broken and the possibility of the 
drainage of the Treasury gold been stopped? 

By no means; but, on the contrary, it is made the duty of the 
Treasury itself to procure the gold by exchange or purchase or 
bond issue, and then the compulsory reissue law is reenacted in 
expre's and specific terms. 

I am aware that fifty millions of greenbacks can be redeemed 
and held in the redemption fund, but when that limit has been 
reached, the mill begins to grind again and the ‘ endless chain” to 
revolve. 

Here is the danger as it was in 1893. 

It is true that we have vastly more gold in the Treasury than 
we had then, but it is also true that through its demand notes the 
United States stands before all the world offering gold to anyone 
who wants it, without any power to control the demand by inter- 
est rates as the banks of Europe do. 

The difference between what is and what was intended to be can 
be clearly shown. 

The Treasury has outstanding to-day more than two hundred 
and fifty millions of gold certificates, and if every dollar of them 
was presented for payment to-morrow morning it would disturb 
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Does anyone suppose for a moment that a shortage of revenue 
in Great Britain, no matter how long continued, would in any 
way affect the validity and soundness of the gold and silver money 
of Great Britain? 

Why should we longer tolerate a system which is strongest when 
not needed and weakest when reliance is to be put upon it? 

Prudence, economy, the experience of other nations, and the 
still more bitter experience of our own demand that behind every 
dollar of this paper money should be a dollar in gold; and if by 
some magic power every greenback could be called in and a legal- 
tender gold certificate issued in lieu thereof to-morrow, I believe 
every business man and bank and commercial organization, and 
the Treasury Department itself, would thank God and take cour- 
age for the future which awaits us. 

Well, why wait for the magician’s wand, when the plain com- 
mon sense of the American people can beinfinitely better relied on? 

Where is the business man that, with a demand note and a se- 
cured loan on long time and at an extremely low rate of interest, 
both outstanding, would strip himself of funds to take up in ad- 
vance the long-time paper and permit the other to remain asa 
perpetual menace to his solvency? 

And yet this is what the Government is doing, for the sole rea- 
son that it has no other way of using its surplus revenue. 

I have no doubt but that the present redemption fund, together 
with the surplus of the fiscal years of 1901 and 1902, would be 
sufficient to enable the Treasury to transfer every United States 
note into a gold certificate and do away with the burdensome and 
dangerous greenback system and forever break the ‘* endless chain.” 

There is another reason why this should be done, and that is 
for its effect upon the silver and silver certificate. 

When the demand for gold comes, as come it surely will, it will 
first manifest itself by the presentation of greenbacks for redemp- 
tion, and not, as indicated in the debates in the other House, by 
the cashing of gold certificates. 

The gold represented by certificates, though nominally held by 
the Treasury, is actually owned by the holders of the certificates, 
consisting largely of banks and other financial institutions. 

Human nature is much the same there as elsewhere, and the 
Treasury gold rather than their own will be the first drawn upon. 

That this is true is shown by the fact that in the nine months 
since March 14, 1900, thirty-two millions of greenbacks and Treas- 
ury notes have been redeemed in gold, and yet in the same time 
gold certificates have been increased by $45,000,000. 

With the greenback out of the way, the natural tendency would 
be to use the gold certificates held in the bank reserves and by 
moneyed institutions on which to draw gold rather than to gather 
up small silver certificates, even if they were exchangeable for 
gold, and present them for that purpose. 

Indeed, with the greenbacks changed into the gold certificates 


of large denominations it is doubtful if silver or silver certificates 


nothing but the equanimity of the Treasury clerks who would | 
| cumstances, be largely a matter of sentiment. 


have to count out the gold. 


. . ® | 
But the presentation of a like amount of greenbacks for gold 


would shake the financial world. 
Now, Ido not believe that the conditions of 1893 are soon, if ever, 
to be repeated in this country; but that panic was caused by pre- 


sentation of greenbacks for gold at the Treasury, under the belief | 


that with insufficient revenues and an excessive and increasing 
volume of depreciating silver gold redemption would soon cease 
and silver take its place. 

Every dollar of greenbacks which was outstanding then is out- 
standing now, and our volume of silver is being increased about 
forty millions by the coinage of the seigniorage. 

To-day our revenues are large, and the balance of trade with 
other nations is enormously in our favor. 

What ought we as prudent men to do? 

Drift on in confidence that to-day’s conditions will never change, 
or so act now that, in the language of the President, we shall 


‘*insure the continued parity under all conditions between our two | 


Jorns of metallic money, silver and gold.” 

I donot propose to go intoa demonstration of the false economy 
of the greenback system. 

It has been shown over and over again that they have been in 


the past and are to-day costing the country millions upon millions | 


more than any saving made, by being practically a loan without 
interest. 
Even if it were true that the system was a financial benefit to 


the country, the vicious object lesson in fiatism which it is contin- | 


ually presenting to the peeple would more than offset any advan- 
tage gained. 

But above and beyond that is the greater objection that they 
make our whole monetary system dependent upon the prosperity 
of the country and the sufficiency of governmental revenues, when, 
as a matter of fact, there should be no relation between them and 
under any proper regulations would not be. 


could be gathered together in sufficient quantities to produce any 
strain upon the Treasury, even if they were exchangeable for gold, 
so that making such exchange compulsory would, under these cir- 


Mr. PRINCE. Does the gentleman believe it is now possible to 
get together enough greenbacks to menace the Treasury? 

Mr. HILL. I believe itis not possible to-day: but I believe if 
you cut down the war-revenue taxes to such a point as to produce 
a deficiency of revenues in. this Government—if you go on with 
the expenditures which are now started, for which the prelimi- 
nary steps have been taken in this Congress—before the end of 
this Administration you will find it necessary to take some strin- 
gent measures to preserve the honor and credit of this Government. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to ask the gentleman whethe: 
gold in the Treasury is maintained by the Government receipts 
or by the fact that the balance of trade at the end of each year is 
in our favor? 

Mr. HILL. Both. If my time were not limited I would be glad 
to answer the question more fully. 

The act of March 14, 1900, was a long step forward toward a 
sound currency in this country. 

Its declaration for the gold dollar as our standard unit of value 
alone justified its enactment. 

For the first time in our history it put gold into a bo: 
means of payment, and thereby lowered the interest rate. 

It strengthened the greenback redemption fund and provided 
for its maintenance. 


tne 


id asa 


It loosened the rigid restrictions upon our national banking 
system, but it did not repeal the compulsory reissue law of green- 
| backs, it did not break the ** endless chain,” and it did not provide 





any means for maintaining the parity of the silver dollars or ar- 
range for the reduction of their excessive volume. 
Until these things are done the permanency of the gold stand- 


| ard is notassured and the will of the American people has not been 


met by their representatives in Congress. 
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Now, what are the remedies for this condition? 

I venture to suggest something in the line of the following as 
perhaps worthy of some consideration as a basis for our action: 

First. Whenever greenbacks are redeemed in gold they shall not 
be reissued, but shall be canceled, and when the gold has been 
secured, either by redeposit or under the provisions of the present 
law, legal-tender gold certificates in like amount shall be issued 
inlieuthereof. All gold certificates should be made a legal tender. 
The provisions of the present law for the maintenance of the gold 
redemption fund should be made to apply to keeping it at the same 
relative proportion to the remaining greenbacks which it now 
bears to their present volume. 

Second. The silver bullion in the Treasury and enough of the 
legal-tender silver dollars to meet the requirements of the people 
should be recoined into subsidiary coin and all surplus legal-tender 
silver made exchangeable for gold at the will of the holder. 

If this is done, the burden of greenback redemption will be 
thrown off and of maintenance of silver parity greatly lessened. 

If England needs $3 per capita of change money and Germany 
$3.50 per capita, we can float a like amount, and that means two 
hundred and seventy millions instead of one hundred, as now pro- 
vided. 

The coinage of the Treasury bullion into subsidiary coin has 
been earnestly recommended by the Treasury for a long time, and 
the Committee on Coinage has reported favorably upon it for the 
past two sessions. 

Mr. Chairman, other gentlemen may have better and far more 
effective plans for strengthening the gold-standard law. The 
President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury 
recommend some action at this session of Congress. The New 
York Chamber of Commerce, on December 8, declared as follows: 


[Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York. Founded A. D. 1768.) 


At the monthly meeting of the chamber of commerce, held Thursday, 
December 6, 1900, the following preamble and resolutions, reported by its 
committee on finance and currency, were unanimously adopted 

W hereas the President of the United States in his annual message has ex 

ressed the hope and the wish that Congress will provide whatever further 
egisiation is needed to insure the continued parity, under al! conditions, 
between our two forms of metallic money,silver and gold: and 

Whereas in the various discussions relating to the gold standard, made 
during the ate Presidential campaign, it became evident that the action of 
Congress in March of this year, Eocixine for the gold standard, and provid 
ing for the redemption or payment in gold of United States notes and Treas- 
ury notes, made no provision for making as good as gold the silver currency 
of the country: and owing to this fact, grave fears were entertained lest the 
accession to administration of a party committed to the free coinage of sil- 
ver might be followed by an attempt to force the country upon a silver 
basis in advance of any legislation to that effect; and 

Whereas we are confident that the mercantile interests of the nation, as 
well as the interests of every individual, and particularly wage-earners, de- 
mand that the gold standard shall continue and be known to be permanently 


established as the basis of our currency system, and believe it to be a grave | 


necessily that the matter should now be eliminated from partisan discussion by 
the passage of suitable legislation at the present short session of Congress, when 
no election is pending or near at hand to be considered; and 


Whereas the recent election has shown conclusively that the majority of 
the people of this country are in favor of the maintenance of the gold stand- 


ard and a sound currency; and 


Whereas we believe prompt action on the part of Congress to remove any | 
question of doubt as to the right to substitute silver Jor gold will be hailed | 


with satisfaction by the people, and add another strong link to the confidence 
which now exists throughout the nation: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York re- 
spectfully request 2nd urge upon Congress the vital importance of adopting 
at the present session a bill authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to exchange gold coin for any other money issued or coined by the 
United States whenever it may be necessary to do so. 


Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing preamble and resolution be sent to | 
the President of the United States, the members of his Cabinet, and to each | 


member of the Senate and the House of Representatives. 
MORRIS K. JESUP, President. 

Attest: 

GRORGE WILSON, Secretary. 

New York, December 8, 1900. 

What are we going to do about it? 

Other measures are pressing for right of way. 

Subsidies, ship canals, irrigation schemes, armies, and fleets, all 
putting greater burdens upon the people and involving the Gov- 
ernment in greater obligations, and no man can guess the ulti- 
mate cost. 


Along with these comes an urgent demand for reduced taxa- | 
tion, and no man can estimate accurately the net income remain- | 


ing. 
ls it not wise, is it not prudent, to establish our currency sys- 


tem beyond the possibility of failure before we subject it to the | 


test which surely awaits it? 

But this test is one for which we alone are responsible. 

There will be another which will come from without. 

Our rivals to-day in the race for the industrial supremacy of 
the world are Great Britain and Germany. 

One is already in condition and the other preparing for the 
greatest contest which the world has ever seen. 

It will be one which will tax all of our energy, all of our re- 
sources; all of our strength.. We can and will win, but to do it 
we must meet the enemy on his own battle ground with equal 
weapons, and at the same time be impregnable to attack at home. 





| annually on the Ist days of October and April in each year. 
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The world’s best money is none too good with which to fight 
the world. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes of 
my time to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING]. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HILL], who has just taken his seat, agreed to yield to me 
for a question, but before I could get the question properly pro- 
pounded he changed his mind and declined to yield. In the three 
minutes now allowed me by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] I wish to place in the REcorD and before the House 
the point I was intending to put before the gentleman from Con- 
necticut as a query. 

1 now read from the Republican platform adopted at Philadel- 
phia, on which President McKinley was reelected last November: 

W~ renew our allegiance to the principle of the gold standard, and declare 
our confidence in the wisdom of the legislation ot the Fifty-sixth Congress by 
which the parity of all our money and the stability of our currency on a gold 
basis has been secured. 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman wish an answer. 

Mr. FLEMING. Notin my three minutes. I have only three 
minutes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a positive, unequivocal allegation 
by the leading lights of the Republican party who, in the opinion 
of some people, are presumed to have an exclusive knowledge of 
the intricacies of the great financial questions before this country. 
They state without condition that the stability of the currency 
has been secured. They state without qualification that the parity 
of the metals has been secured; that not only has this stability 
and this parity been secured, but the work has been so well done 
that the great Republican party in national convention felt called 
upon to applaud the action of the Republican majority in Con- 
gress in passing this legislation, in the wisdom of which they 
expressed their confidence, Yet, as soon as they have accom- 
plished their purpose before the people and elected their candidate 
on that platform, we find one of the leading lights of the Repub- 
lican party standing on the floor of the House of Representatives 
and simply tearing that platform, so far as this statement is con- 
cerned, into tattered shreds. 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, in view of the unsatisfactory 
answers to my questions put to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOR] this morning, I desire to say: On the 20th of Febru- 
ary, 1893, Mr. Charles Foster, then Secretary, ordered bond plates 
to be made for the purpose of issuing bonds to cover the deficit in 
the Treasury. In that order we find this language: 

This authority is given in advance of the enactment, in view of the press- 
ing contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the 
designs and plates in every possible manner. 

I insert, by permission of the House, as a partof my remarks, a 
letter of the present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Gage, reciting 
this order of ex-Secretary Foster, and also giving the text of the 
proposed bond: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1897. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of this 

date, requesting the original letter, or a certified copy thereof, written by Mr. 


| Secretary Foster February 20, 1893, addressed to the Chief of the Bureau of 


Engraving and }Printing, authorizing the preparation of certain plates. In 
compliance with said request, I submit below a correct copy of the letter in 
question, also a copy of the text of the proposed bond. 


[Copy of letter.] 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 
Sir: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the 3 
per cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now 
pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are 100s 
and 1,000s of the coupon bonds, and 100s, 1,000s, and 10,000s of the registered 
bonds. This authority is given in advance of the enactment, in view of press- 
ing contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the de- 
signs and plates in every possible manner. linclose amemorandum for your 
guidance in preparing the script for the body of the bond. 
Respectfully, yours, 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary, 
The CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


TEXT OF THE BOND. 
“WASHINGTON, April 1, 1893. 
“This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of section —— of an 


| act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 


Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other perp ses.’ 
approved March 3, 1893, and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United 
States after the Ist day of April, A. D. 1898, in coin of the standard value of 
the United States on said March 3, 1893, with interest in such coin from the 
day of the date hereof at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, payable semi- 

The principal 
and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 


| States, as well as from taxation in any form, by or under State, municipal, 


or local authority.” 
Respectfully, yours, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 
Hon. Joun W. GAINES, 


House of Representatives. 








; 
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It was stated here this morning, and often elsewhere, that the 
anticipation of Mr. Cleveland’s election superinduced this reduc- 
tion in the revenue, producing a deficit; but Mr. Secretary Foster, 
on page 62 of the report of the Committee on Ways and Means of 
February 25, 1893, made this statement: 


Secretary FosTer. Now, 1 want to say to you these estimates are based 
upon conditions existing prior to the late election Liesl. What effect the 


expectations of the [er gr Along have upon the revenues I do not undertake to 
estimate. For the first time, this month begins to show that effect. The 
revenues for the present month (February, 1893] will be about what they 
were last year [1892]. 

Here is oat that the election of Cleveland had nothing to do 
with this deficit. It wasalready on. The then revenue—in Feb- 
ruary, 1893—was about the same as in February, 1892, as we have 
seen. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, we find that on February 20, 1893, this 
order for the making of bond plates preparatory to the issue of 
bonds was made. We also see on February 25, 1893, Secretary 
Foster states that the revenues at this date, February, 1893 (the 
month he ordered preparations made for a bond issue), were 
‘‘about what they were last year,” to use Mr. Foster's words. 

Mr. Chairman, the previous year, under the Administration of 
Mr. Harrison, there must have been a deficit, because the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury says that the revenues were the same when 
he ordered those plates, February, 1893, as they were the year be- 
fore, 1892, when he did not order such plates. But the fact is 
that the McKinley tariff made deficits and caused bond issues, 
although Mr. McKinley, in reporting in this House what was 
known as the McKinley bill, said: 

Ample revenues for the wants of the Government are provided by this 
bill, and every reasonable encouragement is given to productive enterprises 
and the labor employed therein. 

But he proved not to be a prophet in this case. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to publishin the RECORD 
a certified copy of this bond-plate order, which is quoted in some 
remarks of mine as they appear on page 309 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 30. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to place in the RECORD the papers he has referred 
to. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


{[Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time tothe gentleman from Missouri |Mr. BARTHOLDT]}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri {Mr, Bar- 
THOLDT| is entitled to the floor for twelve minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, I ask unanimous consent 
that. the time of the gentleman from Missouri be extended to 
twenty-five minutes. We are willing to yield the additional time 
out of that to which we would be entitled this evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
from Missouri will be recognized for twenty-five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr, Chairman, I desire to give notice of 
an amendment which I propose to offer, and which I sincerely 
trust the House will adopt, providing for a reduction of the tax on 
malt liquors to $1.50 per barrel. 

I find myself unable to approve the bill in its present form for 
two reasons: First, because it does not go far enough in the way of 
affording relief to an overtaxed industry, and second, because it 
will not prevent a surplus in the Treasury. 

I do not question the good intentions of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, who have reported this measure. No doubt they 
honestly believed their ounce of relief to be ample for the pound 
weight of pain inflicted upon the beer industry by the war-revenue 
act. Butin this they are honestly mistaken. It so happens that 
no one of the Republican members of that committee hails from a 
district in which that industry cuts any considerable figure, and 
it is therefore but human that their judgment should be somewhat 


at fault as to the damaging effects the excessive and onerous beer | 


tax has had not only upon the brewing industry, but upon all the 
allied trades—the retailers, the consumers, and practically the 
people at large in all beer-producing localities. The farmer who 
grows barley suffers, the hop grower suffers; so does the cooper, 
the blacksmith, the wagon maker, the carpenter, and builder. 

I hold in my hand a letter from a lithographing establishment, 
which I shall place in the RECORD, in which we are advised that 
the necessity of economizing on the part of the brewers has 
brought one-half of the presses of that firm to a standstill, has 
reduced the number of their employees from 128 to 70, and has 
deprived the home manufacturing markets of orders to the extent 
of at least $100,000 annually: 

MILWAUKEE, WI1s., December 5, 1900. 


DEAR Str: The message of the President to Congress contains, among other 
commendable things, a proposition that the burden of war taxes should be 
reduced. Among all classes of our people that have preeminently helped to 
carry the largest lot of this burden are, no doubt, the beer brewers of the 
United States. The increase of taxation on their specific industry since the 
beginning of the Spanish-American war amounts to nearly 100 per cent, while 











the commerce of spirits and wines escaped almost untouched. We will not 
speak of the heroic efforts which in many cases had to be made to put up 
the required spot cash in order to carry on the business of selling beer, 
because we know that you are well informed in the premises concerning this 
question. But the losses which have been inflicted upon our own industry 
since the inauguration of this heavy taxation entitle us to ask for your 
cooperation in the endeavor to repeal this excessive and therefore unjust 
tax. 

As an immediate consequence of the increase of the beer tax the brewers 
necessarily began to economize on all sides possible. Their demands for lith- 
ographic work were reduced to the absolute necessities of trade, and the 
issues of finer art, such as calendars, show cards, and fancy-colored work, 
were abolished altogether. This curtailing measure brought in our estab- 
lishment alone one-half of the largest uae to a standstill, reduced the 
number of employees from 128 to 70, and deprived our home manufacturing 
market of orders to the extent of at least $100.00 perannum. This latter 
amount represents about $15,000 in actual material, such as pape and colors, 
while the balance of $85,000 has been lost to our laborers and wage-earners. 

Our existence and the existence of a great majority of the lithographic in- 
stitutions in the United States depend in a large measure on the success of 
other industries, among which the brewers of our country rank foremost. 
If you cripple their business by excessive taxation, you will hurt their de- 
pendencies likewise. 

If you remove the unjust part of the beer tax, you will restore to us the 
prosperity which our industry enjoyed heretofore, and for which we all cast 
our votes at the last election. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
MILWAUKER LITHOGRAPHING AND ENGRAVING Co., 
FRED. BROSIUS, President. 
Hon. RIcHARD BARTHOLDT, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

So far-reaching, Mr. Chairman, are the dire effects of that ex- 
orbitant tax! It merely goes to show that you can not cripple 
one industry without injuriously affecting al! others. 

Twice in the last forty years the brewers have come to the re- 
lief of the country. During the civil war the first dollar was 
imposed on beer as a war tax, with the understanding that it 
would be taken off as soon as the financial condition of the coun- 
try would justify it. It was never taken off, and the brewers, 
patriotically and ungrudgingly, paid it for thirty-odd years, even 
at a time when a President of the United States lost sleep over a 
large surplus in the Treasury. 

During the Spanish war the second dollar was imposed as a war 
tax, again with the understanding that the extra tax would be re- 
moved as soon as the emergency should pass away. At that time 
the brewers of the country came forward and stated before the 
Committee on Ways and Means that if all of the other industries 
would be called upon tio bear their fair share of the burden they 
would not object to an extra tax being imposed uponthem. They 
little dreamed, Mr. Chairman, that the burden would be distrib- 
uted so unequally as to compel them to carry one-third of it alone. 

But that war was ended more than two years ago. In spite of 
‘*the train of expenditures” the Committee on Ways and Means 
mentions in its report as necessarily following the war, the Treas- 
ury Department to-day showsa surplus of 380,000,000 a year, and, 
consequently, is it not natural that the brewers of the country 
should come forward and ask for a substantial reduction of the 
burdens they are now carrying? It is true that the Secretary of 
the Treasury estimates a surplus of but $26,000,000 for the fiscal 
year 1902, but in order—— 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. SULZER. Is is not a fact that this additional tax upon 
the beer industry of the country, under the war-revenue law, has 
caused a number of failures in that industry within the last year? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will come to that, let me say to the gen- 
tleman from New York, later on. I shall cover the point in my 
remarks and will reach it at a later stage. 

Mr. SULZER. Then I would like to ask another question. 
Are you not in favor of and do you not think the House ought to 
keep faith with these people who are engaged in this industry and 
repeal the additional $1 tax per barrel on beer? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will say in answer to the gentleman that 
Iam not aware that an actual promise was made to that effect. 
But the tax was imposed as a war measure, with the understand- 
ing that as soon as the war was over and the train of expenditures 
necessarily following in its wake had ceased the tax would be 
taken off. 

Mr. SULZER. Is not the war over? : 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, But the Committee on Ways and Means 
figures out a train of expenditures necessarily following the 
war—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And a most extraordinary 
train of expenditures. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (continuing). Which expenditures must 


| be met from the revenues of the Government. 


Mr. SULZER. One of the members of the Committee on Ways 
and Means to-day, in answer to an inquiry from mie, said that if 
the entire revenue-tax law was repealed it would not cause a 
deficit in the Treasury this year, next year, or the following year. 
. Mr. STEELE. What statesman was it that made that asser- 

ion? 

Mr.SULZER. The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps]}. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to me 












pe 


ha 


ae 


ee eee 


296 


for a moment and allow me toask a question of my colleague 
from New York? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have but a very few minutes remain- 
ing. 
Mr. PAYNE. I will yield such time as I may consume, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask my colleague if he asked | 
anybody else besides the gentleman from Nevada [Mr, Nrew- 
LANDS| that question? 

Mr. SULZER. He was making his address at the time- 

Mr. PAYNE, Did you ask anybody else? 

Mr. SULZER (continuing). And he isa member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will you answer that question? 

Mr. SULZER. Iwill. I did not ask anybody else, but I will 
now ask the gentleman from New York the same question. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would produce a deficit this year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman from 
New York ought to be able to furnish the information, of course, | 
for the Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee | 
seem to be the only ones who are able to answer such questions. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. As I was saying when interrupted, Mr. 
Chairman, it is true that the Secretary of the Treasury estimates 
a surplus of but $26,000,000 for the fiscal year 1902; but in order 
to do so it was necessary to inflate the expense account to the 
extent of more than $82,000,000. In other words;he estimates | 
the expenditures for the year 1901 at $607,000,000 and the expend- 
itures for 1902 at $690,000,000, in round figures. Why this 
tremendous increase in time of peace—a steady increase since the 
war—of one year over another? The committee themselves had 
misgivings about that Treasury estimate, for they say in their 
report: 

The committee are inclined to take a more conservative view of the 
amouut of expenditures necessary for the year ending June 30, 1902. 

And in the interest of the party which I have the honor to be a | 
member of I hope that the estimate of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury is not a correct estimate of the expenditures for the | 
year 1902. 

The inclination on the part of the committee to doubt the cor- 
rectness of that estimate seems to be borne out by a statement 
recently made by a high official of the Treasury Department, to 
the effect that they expected this bill to leave the Senate with a 
total reduction of $55,000,000. If this be so, why should any fair- 
minded man on this floor oppose an amendment which would in- 
crease the committee estimates by not more than $4,000,000, mak- 
ing a total reduction of only forty-four millions? The brewers 
are now paying $73,000,000 annually. If we reduce the tax on 
beer by 35 cents, as will be proposed, the revenue from that source 
will still be $60,000,000 a year, estimating the consumption to be 
about 40,000,000 barrels. In fact, such a reduction of the tax, | 
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though reasonable, will have the tendency of increasing the con- 
sumption, so that the Treasury would probably not lose more than | 
about $12,000,000 on account of it. 

In my judgment this is not all the brewers are entitled to; but 
it is perhaps all we can get in this House at the present time. 
Even then malt liquors would bear a higher tax than alcohol. 
Beer contains about 3 per cent of alcohol, which percentage, ac- 
cording to the tax rate of $1.10 per gallon, would be about 3} 
cents, while the present tax on beer is 6 cents a gallon—in other 
words, nearly double the tax on alcohol. And even if we should | 
make the reduction asked for in the amendment the tax on beer 
would still be over 4 cents per gallon. 

The iniquity of the present tax is best shown by the following 
figures: In 1866 the receipts from internal revenues were $311 ,000,- | 
000, in round figures, of which only $5,000,000 were derived from 
malt liquors, then selling at $12 per barrel. At the present time 
beer pays $73,000,000 when selling, on account of fierce competi- 
tion, at only five and six dollars a barrel. In other words, while 
this industry contributed only 14 per cent of the total internal 
revenue imposed as a result of the civil war, it now pays, as an 
additional burden, fully 83) per cent of the extra taxes imposed 
as a result of the Spanish war. And yet, Mr. Chairman, it is an 
American industry, employing American capital and American 
labor, paying the union scale of wages, and those engaged in it 
having their everything invested in their plants. 

No one will seriously contend that this tax is a just one. Its 
effects are further plainly shown by these figures: On June 30, 
1899, there were 1,959 breweries in the United States. On June 





30, 1900, there were only eighteen hundred and sixteen, and now, 
according to figures furnished me by the Internal Revenue Bureau, 
there are only seventeen hundred and fifty-one. In two years the 
number of breweries was decreased by 208. And, mind you, there 
was no consolidation of breweries. There is no such a thing asa 
beer trust. These 208 breweries have simply gone to the wall, 
and many more, especially small ones, are now in the hands of 
receivers in consequence of the exorbitant tax on their product. 
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My friend from Maine [Mr. LirTLEFIELD] will probably call 


| this a desirable consummation. If he does so he forgets that the 


cause of temperance has been greatly promoted by the introduc- 
tion of beer in this country. Ishall not now speak of what this 
mild and wholesome beverage has added to the quiet enjoyment 
of life—the sociability, the happiness, and the contentedness of 
the masses of our population—but I do lay it down as a wise 
principle of legislation that if we can not wipe out insobriety alto- 
gether we can at least promote sobriety by substituting, as much 
as possible, the milder for the stronger, the harmless for the 
harmful drink. The burdensome tax we are exacting from this 
article, which millions of our people regard as an article of food, 
has had the opposite effect. 

Last year its consumption fell off nearly a million of barrels, 


| and the increase of this year is not at all commensurate with the 


increase of population and the laws of natural growth. So that 
of all the industries of our country this one alone did not share in 


| our general and unexampled prosperity. It was held down by 


the unyielding screws of taxation and kept down by the strong 
arm of the Government taxgatherer. While the committee in 
their bill have removed what they call vexatious taxes, they have 


| not seen fit to grant a reasonable reduction of the most ruinous one, 


it has been stated that English capital was largely invested in 
American breweries. The fact is that out of the 1,800 breweries 
in this country only 76 were purchased by the English. The total 
capital invested in all American breweries is $702,000,000, and the 
total capital invested in the 76 English syndicate breweries is but 
$80,000,000. Fully 40 per cent of this syndicate stock is held by 
American citizens, hence the English capital invested in Ameri- 
can breweries really amounts to only $48,000,000, or less than 7 


| per cent. 


I have also heard it stated, Mr. Chairman, that the tax on malt 
liquors was as high, or even higher, in European countries than 
in the United States. The truth is that the country in Europe 
which taxes beer the highest is England, and there the tax ona 
quantity of beer equivalent to the American barrel of 31 gallons 
was up to the timeof the Boer war only $1.18. As aresult of that 
war 17 cents was added, so that the present tax is $1.35. And this 
in a free-trade country, where practically all the needed revenues 


| are raised from internal sources! 


In this connection let me remind my Republican friends of the 
fact that internal taxes on American industries are really obnox- 
ious to Republican principles. The Republican theory of govern- 
ment, as I understand it, is to levy from imports competing with 
our manufactures, and then to collect from real luxuries such rey- 
enues as are just sufficient to run the Government, while articles 
of food, the necessaries of life, should be as free from internal tax- 
ation as the air we breathe and the water we drink. The species 
of taxes we are now discussing should be raised only as an emer- 
gency and be abolished as quickly as the emergency ceases to ex- 
ist. No wise legislator will contend, and you can not make the 
people believe, that war taxes on our own industries should be 
continued almost to their full extent when the Treasury experts 
report an annual surplus of $80,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I should like to have five minutes more, 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman may be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If, however, the needs of the country 
should permanently require these increased revenues, then it is 


| time to demand a more equitable distribution of the burdens 


which at a time of patriotic excitement were imposed and patriot- 
ically assumed by only a few hastily chosen interests. If what 
the committee proposed were really the best that can be done un- 
der present circumstances, then I am willing to admit, Mr, Chair- 
man, that the sooner we can have an income tax the better it will 


| be. That tax will fall on shoulders that can bear it, while the tax 


on malt liquors and other home products falls upon those who 
can not. 

You ask who pays the tax on beer? There is no doubt that all 
suffer under it, as I have said before, the producer—that is, the 
employer and employed—as well as the consumer, but the main 
burden is being carried by the consumer, just as certain as an in- 
crease of property taxes is borne by the tenant. While the land- 
lord is going into his pocket and laying down the money, he makes 
the tenant reimburse him by putting it on the rent. So in the 
case of the brewer, who under cur present system acts as co!lector 
for the Government. He makes the outlay, but he is bound to 
charge at least a part of the tax to the retailer, because he simply 
can not afford to pay it outof his own pocket. The time when he 
might have been able to do it has long gone by. To-day the price 
of the product is down to the lowest point; the cost of labor has 
vaetly increased, and the losses, even under normal circumstances 
larger in this business than in any other, have, on account of the 
increased burden, become a serious menace to many a once well- 
to-do man engaged in this business. 











1900. 





Beer has often been termed the poor man’s drink. Therefore 
the onerous tax upon it is regarded as an unfair discrimination 
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against the common people, their innocent pleasures and modest | 


luxuries. Not many years ago, when an increase of the tax on 
ale and beer—only a slight one—was threatened in England, the 
yeople immediately lost sight of all other issues and a storm broke 
Soook which swept the Gladstone cabinet from power, and could 
not be allayed until the obnoxious proposition was withdrawn. 
Let us remember that an injudicious exercise of the right of taxa- 
tion has dethroned ministries, shattered empires, andsweptcrowns 
from the face of the earth. On account of it England lost the 
American colonies and Louis XVI his head. A government has 
nothing but what it receives from the people, and the very exist- 
ence of government, it is true, involves the right for it to say how 
much it is to receive and from whom. In our country a political 
party can retain power only by exercising that most important 
right with the most scrupulous care and with equal justice to all. 
[Loud ame) 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, my views on this 
matter of tax reduction differ so radically from the views of the 
members of the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
that I hope they will take my observations on their bill good- 
naturedly, and not regard them as strictures or criticisms upon 
the measure which they have presented as the result of painstak- 
ing work and mnature deliberation. I dislike this bill not so much 
for what it does as for what it fails to do. I believe that we ought 
now to pass a bill that would provide for the ultimate repeal of 
this whole war tax within a specified time, and that for the next 
few years we ought to practice such a wise economy as would 
make our expenditures conform to our normal income. In deter- 
mining what our present attitude ought to be on this question we 
should take into consideration the situation when this war-revenue 
bill was originally passed, and recall the promises which we, as 
their representatives, made to the people at that time. 

I would like to recall the solemn words with which the late Mr. 
Dingley opened the discussion on the war-revenue bill on the 27th 
of April, 1898: 

Mr. Chairman, this bill, as its title indicates, is a war measure; a measure 
forced upon us by reason of the fact that the United Statesis now engaged in 
a war with Spain. 

How long, Mr. Chairman, shall we continue these taxes now 
that the impelling force of war has been destroyed? 
will the people continue calmly to pay war taxes in time of peace? 

Let me also read the eloquent and emphatic words of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania {| Mr. DALZELL], uttered 
during the same debate. 

Mr. Chairman, that the pending measure is one of extraordinary character 
will be universally admitted and may be frankly conceded at the outset. It 
contemplates an extension of our internal system of taxation to a point not 
to be thought of for a moment, unless demanded by the present exigency. 

How long and to what extent, in ordinary times, shall we con- 
tinue in force this measure of extraordinary character? 

And during the same debate the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON], the chairman of the Appropriation Committee, for whose 
opinion we all have the most profound respect, in reply to a ques- 
tion of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] 
spoke these words with a force and conviction that impressed all 
his hearers: 

Now, I say again, when anybody says there is to be $500,000,000 piled up in 
the Treasury, either he is ignorant on the one hand or desirous of misrepre- 
senting on the other. Not one dollar will be raised by taxation, not one dol 
lar will be raised by borrowing except as needed. If the war ends in six 
months, as the gentleman from Kentucky thinks it will, then we shall be ina 
position six months from now to repeal this taxation. 

But the war ended two years ago, and the committee proposes 
to still continue indefinitely a part of this taxation. 

May I also be permitted to call to mind those words of wisdom 
and eloquence spoken by the present distinguished chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee, words which the Recorp indi- 
cates were met with general applause? 

In repl to a suggestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Walker] that the war tax should be continued for the pur- 
pose of paying the national bonds, Mr. Payne said: 


The proposition of the committee is that when the war is over we cut off 
the war taxes— 


These are the words that were received with applause— 


and that we pay the bonds as we paid the bonds of the late war, out of the 
usual and ordinary taxes of the Government. 

The country applauded this sentiment in 1898, 
now and commends it to our serious consideration. 

1 refer, Mr. Chairman, to these extracts from the original debate 
upon this bill for the simple purpose of refreshing our own minds 
respecting our obligations to the American people. We pledged 
them in the passage of this emergency measure that when the 
war and the emergencies arising from the war were over, these 
taxes should not be maintained; that the revenues resulting from 
this war-revenue bill should not be applied on the one hand to 


It applauds it 


How long | 1 1 Q 
| in 1902 will exceed the estimated expenditures of 1V01 by $83,000,- 
000 and that they will exceed the actual expenditures of 1900 by 





internal domestic improvements or on the other to retiring the 
bonds, either those issued under this war measure or other obliga- 
tions of the Government. 

Now, I admit that at the present time it would not be wise to 
repeal this entire measure, but I would favor a plan by which a 
portion of these taxes should be repealed at the present time, and 
by which the remaining taxes should be repealed at different inter- 
vals within one year. In other words, I would like to see the pro- 
vision for the reduction of the tax on beer stricken out of this bill, 
so that there would be a present reduction of the taxes to the extent 


| of about $30,000,000, the amount recommended by the President 





and indorsed by the Secretary of the Treasury. [would then like 
to have the bill provide for a reduction of another thirty miilion 
of these taxes on the Ist of July, 1901, including a reduction of 


| one-half of the tax on fermented liquors and the extinction of the 


remainder of the tax on the Ist day of December, 1901. 

Mr. Chairman, I am led to the conclusion that this would be a 
wise treatment of this war-revenue tax, from a careful comparison 
of our receipts and expenditures during a series of years, and the 
estimated receipts and expenditures for the years 1901 and 1902. 
I think, perhaps, in this connection it might be we'l, too, for us to 
take a bird's-eye view of our receipts and expenditures during the 
last few years. In 1896 our total expenditures, in round numbers, 
were $434,000,000. 

Our receipts for the same year were $405,000,000, leaving a de- 
ficit of $29,000,000. In 1897 our expenses were $ 148,000,000, receipts 
$430,000,000, leaving a deficit of $18,000.000. In 1898 our expenses 
were $532,000,000 and receipts $494,000,000, leaving a deficit of 
$38,000,000. In1899 wereached the high-water mark, withexpenses 
aggregating $700,000,000, while the receipts were $610,000,000, 
leaving a deficit of $90,000,000. During the year that closed on 
the 30th of last June our receipts were $669,000,000. our expenses 
only $590,000,000, leaving a surplus of $80,000,000. The estimated 
receipts for the year 1901 were $687,000.000, estimated expenses 
$607,000,000, leaving a surplus of $80,000,000. 

Now, theestimated receipts for 1902 are seven hundred and six- 
teen millions, and our estimated expenses are six hundred and 
ninety millions, leaving a surplus of twenty-six millions. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention of members of 
the committee to these important figures. From these estimates, 
furnished by the Departments and given in the reports of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, it appears that our estimated expenditures 


over $100,000,000, 

Now, supposing that this present law should remain in force un- 
til June 30, 1902, we would have the following statement of sur- 
plus on that date, provided by strict economy we make our ex- 
penses for the next year conform to the expenditures for the year 


| just closed: Surplus earned in 1900, $80,000,000; estimated surplus 


earned in 1901, $80,000,000; estimated surplus earned in 1902, $126,- 
000,000; making a total earned surplus during the three years end- 
ing June 30, 1902, of $286,000,000. 

Now, the plan which I have proposed, of an immediate reduc- 
tion of $30,000,000, with a further reduction of $30,000,000 on 
June 30, 1901, and a further reduction of $45,000,000 on December 
1, 1901, would make an aggregate reduction from that surp!us of 
$103,000,000, leaving an earned surplus under such a reduction of 
the war taxes of $183,000,000 on June 30, 1902, to which should be 
added the available cash balance, over and above the $80,000,000 
earned in 1900, of $60,000,000, making a total of $243,000,000 of 
surplus on June 30, 1902. 

Now, in view of these considerations, Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that the people of this country will look to their representa- 
tives to proceed at once to a wise and at the same time a cautious 
reduction of these taxes, and that we should keep the pledge made 
to them when the law of 1898 was passed. War is a luxury, @ 
very expensive luxury; and the people of this country look to us 
to see that this war-revenue tax is entirely extinguished and not 
used in the retirement of bonds or in internal and domestic im- 
provements. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES. I have listened with a great deal of pleasure to 
the gentleman's statement. How much does he make the surplus 
inside the next three years? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. On the basis of the expenditures of 
the year 1900 the total surplus earned in the three years 1900, 1901, 
and 1902 would be, with the war-revenue tax in full force, $286,- 
000,000, and if my plan of reduction were adopted $243,000,000, 

Mr.GAINES. If you divide that by three you reach an amount 
only alittle greater than the amount of reduction which the Demo- 
crats propose—$70,000,000. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. 
tion is. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from I[linois was not in their 
caucus 


I do not know what their proposi- 
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to me. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it is not probable 
that at this late stage in the deliberations on this measure my 
suggestions in reference thereto will meet with approval, and 
with one or two slight amendments I expect, of course, to vote for 
this bill. If my proposition for a total extinction of these taxes 
within the next year ending December 1, 1901, does not meet the 
favor of the committee, I should like to have the privilege of vot- 
ing for a few amendments, one, especially, fixing the tax on fer- 
mented liquor at $1.50 a barrel net. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SULZER. I ask that the time of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. In this connection I would like to | 
call the attention of the House to the attitude of the brewers of 
this country at the time the original war-revenue bill was under 
consideration in 1898, and I do this for the purpose of answering 
some of the reflections that have been cast upon the attitude of these 
gentlemen at that time and since the passage of that measure. I 
would like to quote a few words from a distinguished member of 
the Ways and Means Committee—at that time a member of the 
minority of this House, but who nevertheless supported that bill— 
Gen. Joseph Wheeler, of Alabama. On the 28th of April, 1898, 
in speaking in favor of the passage of the pending war-revenue 
bill, he said: 

It is well that the first paragraph of this bill provides for raising $35,000,000 
by doubling the tax upon the products of the breweries of the United States, 
and it is here worthy of note that the representatives of this great industry, 
very largely of German nationality, came voluntarily before the Committee 
on Ways and Means a month ago and stated, speaking for the entire indus 
try, that they recognized that the condition of the country would demand a | 
large increase of revenue, and that they came in a spirit of patriotism to say 
that they were ready and willing to submit to their full share of these in 
creased burdens, and they proposed then and there that a tax should be fixed 
as it appears in the bill. 

They were the first volunteers to propose to contribute millions for main- | 
taining the honor and safety of our country. All honor to the descendants | 
of the Fatherland who have come and made their homes in this free Republic. | 

It must not be forgotten that the men who are engaged in the 
brewing industry have paid one-third of all the revenues that | 


I thank the gentleman from Illinois for yielding 





have been collected under this war tax, and now that we are con- | 
templating a reduction of taxation we are justified in giving due 
weight to the patriotic action of these men in voluntarily offering 
to assume such a large proportion of the expenses of the war. 

But everyone who pays these war taxes is entitled to relief as 
soon as we can bring our expenses well within our normal revenues. 

We now have a large surplus and our revenues are increasing | 
rapidly under the invigorating influence of Republican financial 
and economic principles. 

But a large surplus and an increasing revenue are a constant 
inducement to extravagant expenditures. We should not allow 
the accumulations of this war tax to encourage unusual and un- | 
necessary expenditures for internal improvements; on the con- | 
trary. until the last vestige of this tax has been repealed, while 
our pledges given to the people in 1898 are unredeemed, reduction 
of taxation should be the fixed po‘icy and economy the constant 
watchword of our party. [Applause. | 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee according!y rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN reported that the Committee of the | 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 12394, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman to with- | 
hold that motion for a moment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. On May 1 (last session) Mr. Wisk of Virginia 
was appointed a member of the Committee on Railways and Ca- 
nals. Thissession the Chair, having overlooked theaction of May 1, 
appointed Mr. Kerr of Maryland to the same vacancy. If there | 
be no objection, the Chair would like to have the number of the 
committee increased from 13 to 14 for the remainder of this ses- | 
sion. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. | 
GREENE of Massachusetts indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr, PAYNE (at 5 o’clock and 12 minutes | 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 

} 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as | 
follows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting reports of 
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finances of the Department relating to balances, postage accrued, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, relating to printin 
Report on the Investigations of the Agricultural Resources an 
Capabilities of Porto Rico—to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Aletter from the Secretary of War, transmitting aletter from the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army relating to extension of time 
for examination of accounts—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11111) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River between the counties of Marengo and Choctaw, below De- 
mopolis, Ala., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2020); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R.11110) to authorize the Mobile and West 
Alabama ‘Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Warrior River between the counties of Walker and 
Jefferson, in section 35, township 17, range 7 west, Alabama, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report @No. 
2021); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 


| endar. 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 11786) to declare a branch of the Mississippi River oppo- 
site the city of La Crosse, Wis., known as West Channel, to be un- 


| navigable, and that the said city be relieved of necessity of main- 
| taining a draw or pontoon bridge oversaid West Channel, reported 


the same without amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 2022) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. FOSS, from the Committee 


| on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of 


the House (H. J. Res. 277) to appoint Charles A. Boutelle a cap- 
tain on the retired list of the Navy, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2023); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 12660) in relation to the 
police court of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 


MEMORIALS 


| District of Columbia. 


By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 12661) to promote the in- 
terest of the agriculturist, and so forth—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12662) to increase the capacity of the fish- 
cultural station at San Marcos, Tex.—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12663) for the extension of 
Fourteenth street, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12664) to amend section 709 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12665) supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese per- 


| sons into the United States,” approved May 5, 182, and fixing the 


compensation of commissioners in such cases—to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HEPBURN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12666) to author- 


| ize a division in the Department of Justice to be known as the 
| Bureau of Criminal Identification—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 12667) providing for the re- 
apportionment of the Representatives in the several States—to 
the Select Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 12668) to exempt from duty all 





a 


we 


a 


ey ee ene nee nee cee 


1900. CONGRESSIONAL 





mineral waters when imported in barrels or casks—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H.R. 12669) to authorize the Osage 


Telephone Company to construct and maintain lines and offices | 


for general telephone business in the Osage Reservation, in the 
Territory of Oklahoma-—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 12670) providing for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 12671) to provide 
for the purchase of a site for a public building in the city of Hono- 
lulu, in the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12672) to provide for the erection 
of public buildings in the city of Hilo, Territory of Hawaii—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12673) for the establishment and 


maintenance of a light-house service in the Territory of Hawaii— | 


to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDGELY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12731) to estab- 
lish a District of Columbia public improvement currency in lieu 
of interest-bearing bonds—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A resolution (H. Res, 315) requesting 
information from the Secretary of War—to the Committee on 
Military Affa rs. 

By Mr. BRICK: A resolution (H. Res. 316) to investigate the 
conduct of a certain Territorial court and its officers in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 
317) to pay J. L. Pearcy $1,200 asa special messenger—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 12674) for the relief of John 
W. Ledbetter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12675) for the relief of Richard Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12676) for relief of 
Mrs. Nancy Gates—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 12677) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of Riley Phillips— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12678) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Ida M, Green—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 12679) granting a pension to 
Michael H, Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr, FREER: A bill (H. R. 12680) granting a pension to | 


Nancy J. Marple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12681) granting a pension to Joseph Farns- 
worth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12682) granting a pension to Benjamin C, 
Dewees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12683) granting a pension to Anthony 
McCale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12684) granting a pension to George J. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12685) for the relief of Leroy Douglass—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOX: A bill (H. R. 12686) granting a pension to John 
W. Conely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 12687) granting an increase of 
pension to Fannie A. Wigginton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 12688) to correct the military rec- 
ord of John McDonald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 12689) granting a pension to 
Emily 8. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12690) granting a pénsion to John W. New- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12691) granting an increase of pension to 
Hilas D. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12692) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12693) granting an increase of pension to 
Lieut. Col. Harry N. Worthen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12694) granting an increase 
of pension to Cornelius C, Perry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 12695) granting a pension to 
Mrs. S. J. B. Richards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12696) granting a pension 
to John B, Frisbee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 12697) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Bernhard Reuter—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12698) granting a pension to El- 
| len Dorr Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12699) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. H. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
| 3y Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 12700) granting an increase 

of pension to Miranda 8. Sterling—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 12701) granting a pension to Matilda A. Les- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12702) for the relief of Susan 
| Sloan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 12703) for the relief of Elijah Poage—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12704) for the relief of David Sloan—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

3v Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 12705) granting an increase of 

pension to Alonzo Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12706) granting a pension to Sarah Pyke—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12707) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter E. Reynolds—to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12708) granting an increase of pension to 
Irvin F, Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12709) granting a pension to J. H. Sage—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R, 12710) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Simmonds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12711) granting an increase of 
pension to Matthew Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12712) for the relief of Benjamin 
M. Yancey—to the Committee on War Claiins. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12713) for the relief of Emma 
C. Franner, George W. Seaton, Hiram K, Seaton, Howard Seaton, 
Mary Seaton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, 
| and Catherine Pomeroy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 12714) for the relief of the 
estate of Robert Brockett, deceased—to the Committee on War 
| Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12715) for the relief of the 
estate of Lewis Shumate, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12716) for the relief of the heirs 
| of Carter B. Butler, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12717) for the relief of Richard 
K. Hughlett—to the Committees on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 12718) for the relief of the estate 
| of William Fletcher, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 12719) to correct 
the military record of Samuel F, Freiert—to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 12720) granting an increase 
of pension to James Mantack—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12721) granting an increase 
of pension to William Dyas—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12722) granting a 
pension to Frances A. M. Pattee—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12723) granting a pension to Jane A. Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12724) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville W. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 12725) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth W. Simmons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 12726) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to William Gould—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 12727) granting a pension 
to Nancy M. Guild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12728) granting a pension to Frank W. Ny- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 12729) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Taylor—te the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 12730) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Wolford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 12732) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12733) granting an increase of 
pension to Elijah Orr—to the C ened on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 12734) granting a pension to Aaron 
S. Post—to the Committee on Inva/id Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 12735) granting a pension to John Rice—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12736) granting a pension to D. Lanning 
Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Philade!phia Drug Exchange 
for the rep: eal of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Southern Nurserymen’s Association, of 
Winchester, Tenn., favoring uniform regulations governing the 
transportation of nursery stock, etc.—-to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Quaker City Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of legislation 
transferring the present mint building to the city of Philadelphia— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER (by request): Petition of certain churches 
and societies of Honeybrook, Pa., in favor of an amendment to 
the Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the New Century Club, of Chester, Pa., in 
favor of the forestry reserve and national park in Minnesota—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Petition of the Commercial Club of 
Newton, Kans., for an amendment of an act to regulate com- 
merce—tothe Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Commercial Club of | 
Newton, Kans., favoring the passage of House bill No. 1439, 
amending an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petitions of the Women’s Union of Forest 
Avenue Presbyterian Church and Diversity Literary Club, of De- 
troit, Mich.,in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Papers toaccompany House bill No. 1187 
for the removal of the charge of desertion from the military rec- | 
ord of Edward Troy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Aaron Davis to accompany 
House bill granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 12241, 
granting an increase of pension to Franklin Warren—to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREER: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Leroy Doug!ass—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of the faculty of the State School 
of Mines, of Rapid City, S. Dak., favoring the passage of House bi)! 
No, 11550, to establish the national standardizing bureau—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Watertown, 8S. Dak., favoring an 
appropriation for the storage of the flood waters of the Big Sioux 
River in Lake Kampaska and other lakes at the head waters of 
said river—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of G. L. Duval and William R. 
Corwine, of the Merchants’ Association, Washington, D. C., in 
relation to the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Mer 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Southern Nurserymen’s Association, of Win- 
chester, Tenn., favoring uniform regulations governing the trans- 
portation of nursery stock, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Allegheny County, Pa.. Mrs. H. H. Forrest, president, favoring 
uniform marriage and divorce laws and certain other measures 
to the agg =, tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GR( UT: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to E mily 8S. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Atlantic Highlands, | 
N..J., urging the abolishment of saloons in the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Home Missionary Society of the Presbyterian 
Church of Dunellen, N. J., and citizens of Manalapan, N, J., in 
favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to | 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERR of Ohio: Petitions of the Home Missionary Society 
and J. H. Post and others, of Mansfield, Ohio, in favor of an amend- 
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ment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of the St. Lawrence Wholesale 
Grocery Company, of Ogdensburg, N. Y., for the repeal of the 
var-revenue tax on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of Marietta. Ind. T., pray- 
ing for the establishment of a commissioner's court in said town— 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


3y Mr. MCRAE: Resolutions of Little Rock (Ark.) Conference 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, favoring House bill 
No, 8752, for the suppression of Army canteen—to the Committeo 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Petitions of Mrs. 8. E. Morral, of 
Morral, Ohio; Elizabeth Kelley, of Fostoria, and Philo J. Keller, 
of Tiffin, Ohio. for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Milan Grange, No. 342. of Milan, Ohio, and 
Belmont Grange, No. 889, of Barnesville, Ohio. in favor of the 
passage of the Grout bill, relating to oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: Petition of who'esale grocers of Albany, 
Troy, Utica, and other cities in the State of New York, for the 
repeal of the war-revenue tax on tea—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OTEY: Papers in support of House bill for the relief of 
Elijah Poage—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany House bi.l for the relief of David 
Sloan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House Liil for the relief of Susan 
Sloan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of James Race, commander Snedaker 
Post, No. 173, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New 
York, indorsing House bill No. 5779, relating to appointments in 
the Government service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Irvin F. Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 


By Mr. RIXEY: Letter of M. Johnson, of Cordova, Va., to 
accompany House bill for his relief--to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ROBB: Papers to accompany House bill No, 2807. for 
the relief of William Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5712, for the relief of 
Charles Maschmeyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 126438, granting a pension to Mary Morely, wife of George 
Morely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of James Williams and G. A. Young & Brother, 
of Larwill, Ind., favoring the Grout bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Daniel Mahaney & 
Sons, C. F. Bishop & Co., and others, of New Yorx City, for the 
repeal of the duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of J. V. Guthrie and other bankers 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a reduction of the war-revenue 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Winfield Scott Garrison and George Washing- 
ton Garrison, Army and Navy Union, for the enactment of Jaws 
for ex-soldiers of the Army and Navy. regulating admission of 
same to hospitals—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Belmont Grange, No. 889, of Barnesville, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of the Grout bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
* a5 

, Mr. HENRY C, SMITH: Petition of Grace Reed and others, 
s C denne, Mich., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolution of the Presbytery of Winona, 
Minn., in favor of the anti-po'ygamy amendment to the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judi ic lary. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Austin, Minn., urging 
Congress to provide necessary legislation for creation of nati mal 
park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on |ndian Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Taylor—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of the Society of the Colonial Dames 
of America, in favor of the bill for the purchase of Temple Farm, 
at Yorktown, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Philade!phia Drug Exchange, 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary m:dicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Southern Nurserymen's Association, rela- 
ting to the transportation of nursery stock—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, resolutions of the thirty-fourth annualencampment of the 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
relation to the National Memorial Park at Gettysburg, Pa.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Paper to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Wolford, widow of John W. Wol- 
ford, late of Company D, One hundred and first Pennsylvania 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, December 14, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.pury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
OFFICE OF SURVEYOR-GENERAL FOR WYOMING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an ad- 
ditional estimate of appropriation for ‘* Contingent expenses, office 
of surveyor-general for Wyoming,” for the fiscal year 1902, $315, 
as submitted by the Secretary of the Interior; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

MONTHLY ACCOUNTS OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army, explaining the impor- 
tance of the provisions of the law extending the time for examina- 
tion of monthly accounts by the bureaus and offices of the War 
Department after the date of actual receipt and before transmit- 
ting the same to the Auditor for the War Department, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES OF ILLINOIS AND WASHINGTON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate two com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
Vice-President appointed in the States of Illinois and Washing- 
ton at the election held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; 
which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of New York, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to permit the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange gold 
coin for any money issued by the Government; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, praying for the enactiment of legislation pro- 
viding for the deepening and widening of the Buttermilk Chan- 
nel; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufacture; which was referred to the Com- 
mnittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of representatives of the wholesale 


and retail grocery interests of New York, praying for the repeal | 


of the revenue tax on tea; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. W. J. Gregory, of Nichols, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress vice 
in the Philippines; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday 
School of Groton, N. Y., and a petition of the pastors of sundry 
churches of Lima, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, 
canteen, or in any of the island possessions of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Stephentown, N. Y., and a petition of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Alabama, N. Y.., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors to the native races of Africa; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented the petitions of W. O. Dutton, of Buffalo; of 
George Loughead and sundry other citizens of Brooklyn; of Anna 
Patterson and James G. Joslin, of Brooklyn, and of James M. 
Mills, of Buffalo, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
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enactment of legislation increasing the tax on intoxicating liquors 
exported to Central Africa; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Edward Huntting Post, No. 
| 353, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
| Greenport, N. Y., and a petition of William O. Stevens Post, No. 
| 393, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Dunkirk, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation giving 
preference to veterans in the public service; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented petitions of Mary Stewart Schell and sundry 
other citizens of New York City; of William H. Foster and sun- 
dry other citizens of Carmel; of J. Connel and sundry other citi- 
zens of Buffalo; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sing Sing; of Dwight Holbrook and sundry other citizens of Sing 
Sing; of Erastus Hopkins and sundry other citizens of New York; 
of Ek. F. Knapp and sundry other citizens of Hempstead; of M. H. 
Despard, of Brooklyn, and of Thomas Little and sundry other 
citizens of Scarborough, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Fayetteville Grange, No. 610, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Fayetteville; of the New York State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Skaneateles; of Parish Grange, No. 575, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Parish; of 23 citizens of New York; of 
sundry citizens of New York; of H. D. Thompson, of Malone, and 
of W. L. Scott, of East Otto, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Edwin L. Noble and 
sundry other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution defining legal marriage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal churches of Plainfield and Wrentham, in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legisiation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Army and all 
the island possessions of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, I present a resolution of the 
Manchester Evangelical Ministerial Association of New Hamp- 
shire, in the nature of a petition in favor of the provision in the 
Army bill as it comes from the House of Representatives in refer- 
ence to the canteen question. 

I also present a letter from Robert L. Manning, of Manchester, 
N. H., in the nature of a memorial in opposition to the provision 
in the Army bill as it came from the House in reference to that 
matter. 

I move that the petition and memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Wichita Clearing 
House Association, of Wichita. Kans., praying for the repeal of 
the revenue tax levied upon the capital and surplus of banks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jefferson 
County, Kans., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout 
bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the board of county com- 
missioners of Codington County, 8. Dak., praying for the construc- 
tion of reservoirs at the head waters of the Big Sioux River, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of the Universal Peace 
Union, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any 
post exchange, canteen, or transport or upon any premises used 
for military purposes by the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Sorosis Society of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the establishment of a forest reserve and national 
park in the State of Minnesota; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wis- 
consin, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on beer; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. G. and W. K. Flint, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on tea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Grange, 


ee 
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Patrons of Husbandry, and of sundry citizens of Burlington, 
Cleveland, Johnson Creek, Fort Atkinson, Neillsville, and Min- 
doro, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of 
the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture aud Forestry. 


He also presented a petition of the Interstate Commerce Law | 
Convention, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to | 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the New England Drug 
Exchange, praying for the repeal of the revenue-stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Steele-Wedelles | 
Company, of Chicago, Ill., and a petition of Oakford & Fahne- | 


stock, of Illinois, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on tea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented the petition of Charles W. Tegtmeyer, of Chi- | 
cago, lll., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on beer; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, No. 33, Patrons | 


of Husbandry, of Peoria County, Ill., remonstrating against the 
massage of the so-called ship-subsidy bill; which was ordered to 
ie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of the Southern Nurserymen’s As- | 


sociation, praying for the enactment of legislation providing uni- 
form regulations governing the transportation of nursery stock, 
etc.; 
Forestry. 

He a!so presented 32 petitions of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the mann- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Rosendale, Mo., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Bolckow, 


Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- | 


post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial and sundry papers to ac- | 


company the bill (8. 4496) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
McLaughlin; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS, 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 


ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- | 


mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print, 
for the use of the superintendent of Indian schools, 1,000 additional copies of 


the Report of the Superintendent of Indian Schools for the fiscal year ended | 


June 30, 1900, in order to supply the demands therefor. 
PAVING OF CERTAIN STREETS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, 
Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia to report a joint resolution and to ask for its 
immediate consideration. 


Joint resolution (S. R, 138) providing for the paving of certain | 
streets in the city of Washington was read the first time by its | 


title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to 


pave withasphalt the roadway on First street NW. from B to C streets, and | 


Second street NW. from B to C streets, and B street NW. from First to Sec 
ond streets, at an expense not to exceed $20,000. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered | 


as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


NANNIE E, YASTE, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control | 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 


resolution submitted by Mr. WELLINGTON on the 11th instant, | 


reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Nannie E. Yaste, widow of Daniel A. Yaste, de- 
ceased, Jate a member of the Capitol police force, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary, at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said 
sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CLAIMS, 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims to 
move that the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims be 
recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and | 
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STATUE OF GEN, U. 8. GRANT, 


Mr. WETMORE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Li- 
| brary to move that the bill (H. R. 6240) for the preparation of 
plans or designs for a memorial or statue of Gen. Ulysses 8, Grant 

on ground belonging to the United States Government in the city 
of Washington, D. C., be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Library. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution from the House 
of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it was 
| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, they stand adjourned until 
12 o'clock meridian on Thursday, January 3, 1901. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S, 5159) to amend an act ap- 
proved March 3, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the settle- 
ment of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for 
loss of private property destroyed in the military service of the 
United States;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5160) granting a 
pension to Virginia E. King; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
| Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 5161) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to make rules and regulations governing 
the selection and renting of prospective allotments under the act 
of Congress approved June 28, 1898; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 5162) for therelief of Henry 
Bash; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.5163) granting the right of way for 
a railroad and telegraph line to the Columbia Valley Railroad 
| Company across the Vancouver Barracks and Military Reserva- 

tion, the Three Tree Point Military Reservation, and the Scar- 
| borough Head Military Reservation, allin the State of Washington; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 5164) granting the right of way for 
| a raiJroad and telegraph line to the Columbia Valley Railroad 
Company across the United States quarantine station in section 
17, township 9 north, range 9 west. Willamette meridian, in the 
| State of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committtee 
| on Pensions: 

A bill (8.5165) granting an increase of pension to Newton W. 

Elmendorf; 
| <A bill (8.5166) granting an increase of pension to Jackson D, 
Siner; 

A bill (8. 5167) granting an increase of pension to Judson 
| Knight; and 

A bill (S. 5168) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Wolford (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5169) for the recognition 
| of the military service of noncommissioned officers and enlisted 

men of the United States Volunteers as commissioned officers in 
certain State military organizations; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 5170) granting 
| a pension to Louise Wolcott Knowlton Browne; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5171) granting an increase of pension 
| to Albert H. Fairchild; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (8.5172) granting a pension to 
| Elizabeth Bughman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 5173) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 1, A. D. 1900, entitled ‘An act to create the southern 
| division of the southern district of Iowa for judicial purposes, and 
to fix the time and place for holding court therein;” which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8.5174) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across Rock River, in the State of Dlinois; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S.5175) granting a pension to 
O. Gustave Roedel; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5176) for the relief of M. C. 
Kerth; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8.5177) granting a pension to William Mathers; 

A bill (8.5178) granting an increase of pension to Andrew M. 
Banks; and 

A bill (8.5179) granting a pension to Fred Sturm. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5180) granting an increase 
of pension to Timcthy B. Lehane; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 5181) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Bartlett; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 5182) for the creation of a 
national bureau of criminal identification; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. VEST. Iask that the bill, with the accompanying letter 
from Major Sylvester, chief of police of this city, be printed and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I wish to remark 
that the bill comes through Major Sylvester from the National 
Association of Police Superintendents, and is for the establish- 
ment of a bureau in connection with the Department of Justice. 
I hope the committee will give it speedy consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary with the accompanying papers. 
The Senator from Missouri asks that the papers accompanying 
the bill be printed. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 5183) to grant to the city 
of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, all the right, title, and in- 
terest of the United States of America in and to certain lots of 
land in said city; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
ton; and 

A bill (S. 5186) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 5187) granting a pension to 
Corinne Strickland; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5188) for the relief of Harriet E. 
Noble; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5189) to create the rank of warrant 
officer in the United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5190) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives and assigns of the firm of Carpenter & Plass, and the 
legal representative and assignee of Oren M. Beach; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5191) granting an increase of 
pension to Selah V. Reeve; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5192) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard O, Greenleaf; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5193) to regulate the manufac- 
ture and sale of mixed feed stuffs; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 5194) for the relief of Dr. Henry 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5195) to appoint an advisory 
board of public works for the city of Washington; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


5184) granting a pension to Penelope E. Russ; 
5185) granting an increase of pension to Ella V. Cos- 
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Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 5196) granting an increase of | 


pension to James M. Campbell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC,, APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEW ART submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the surveyor-general for Nevada from $1,800 to $2,000 
a annum, and increasing the allowance for clerks in his office 

rom $1,500 to $2,500, intended to be proposed by him to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CLAIMS. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (5S. 1676) for the payment of certain 
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claims: which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY ON AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (8. 727) to promote the commerce and increase 
the foreign trade of the United States and to provide auxiliary 
cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use when neces- 
sary; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed, and 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That on the passage of this act, and after the lapse of fifteen months, 
there shall be paid, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, to any exporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye or 
rye flour, corn, ground or unground, cotton, hops, or tobacco, produced 
whollyin the United States and exported by sea from any port in the United 
States to any port of a foreign nation, certain sums, to wit: Ten cents per 
bushel on wheat; 50 cents per barrel on wheat flour; 10 cents per bushel on 
rye; 50 cents per barrel on rye flour; 5 cents per bushel on corn; 7 cents per 
cental on corn, ground; 1 cent per pound on cotton; 2cents per pound on 
hops; 2 cents per pound on tobacco. 

“Sec. 2. That if any article named ia section 1 of this act shall be exported 
in American vessels, the corresponding bounty on such export as designated 
in — section shall be increased by 10 per cent over the sum therein pro- 
vided. 

“Sec. 3. That all payments of bounty under this act shall be made upon 
negotiable vouchers, payable in thirty days from date, issued by the collector 
of customs at the portof clearance, and directed to the Treasurer of the 
United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with 
making and enforcing the regulations necessary for the protection of the 
Government in administering this law. 

“Sec. 4. That the President of the United States is hereby directed to 
notify all foreign nations of the desire of this Government to abrogate any 
treaty provisions in contravention of this act.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the protection of agricultural 
staples and American ships in the foreign trade by authorizing the payment 
of bounties on exports of agricultural products of the United States, condi- 
tioned on their carriage in American or foreign vessels.” 


BURLINGTON BAY (MINNESOTA) IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representative ring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit to the present 
Congress a plan and estimate for the improvement of Burlington Bay, Two 
Harbors, in the State of Minnesota, based upon the examination and survey 
heretofore made of said bay. 


SEIZURE OF COTTON IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS. 

Mr. MONEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 602) to revive and amend an act to provide for 
the collection of abandoned property and the prevention of frauds 
in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts 
amendatory thereof, a bill on the Calendar passed over without 
prejudice under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. MONEY. Iask the Secretary to read section 6, a new sec- 
tion which has been reported favorably by the Committee on 
Claims, the amendment having been offered by me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. 
tion the following: 

Sec. 6. That the provisions of this act shall apply exclusively to the cotton 
belonging to private owners seized by the agents of the Government of the 
United States under the act of March 13, 1865, called the captured and aban- 
doned property act, which cotton was sold and the proceeds thereof placed 
in the Treasury of the United States, and shall not apply to any other prop- 
erty seized under said act. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississit-pi 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
which has been read in full to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. As that bill is certain to involve a great deal of 
debate, 1 am obliged to move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MONEY. I have the floor I believe on the motion, and I 
do not see how the Senator from Massachusetts can take me off 
the floor. I made a motion that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill, and that motion has been entertained. 

Mr. LODGE. Pending that, I make the motion to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, which takes precedence. 

The PRESIDSNT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is clearly in order. It takes precedence. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to me for a moment to present a report? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I yield for morning business. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice to the Sen- 
ate that I shall call this bill up at the first opportunity, and I 
shall continue to press for an opportunity. It was clearly under- 
— at the late session that if I gave way to appropriation 

ills—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 


8s concu 


The bill will be read to the 


After line 19 on page 5 insert as a new sec- 
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Mr. MONEY. I would be allowed an opportunity to have the | 
bill considered at this session. That was not expressed in any 
proceeding publicly, but it was the understanding, and I now give 
notice that I am going to press the bill at every opportunity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been no understanding about the | 
bill to my knowledge, and Iam sure there never has been any | 
put into the RecorpD or made outside of the Recorb. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 

| 
| 


{ 
| 
} 


chusetts yielded for morning business. Is there further morning | 
business? 
SENATOR FROM MONTANA. 

Mr. JOF ES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee to | 

Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to re- | 

yort back resolution No. 433, introduced by the Senator from New 
Se eiion |Mr. CHANDLER], authorizing the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections in making the inquiry directed by the | 
Senate concerning the credentials and appointments of William | 
A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senator from Montana, to send 
for persons and papers and incur certain expenses. 

The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses | 
of the Senate have not considered the resolution for the reason 
that it does not appear to come from a standing committee of 
the Senate. The committee believe it is necessary before a com- 
mittee is authorized to incur expenses of this sort that-it should 
be the judgment of that committee that they should have such 
authority. 

I am directed to report the resolution back tothe Senate. with 
the request that it be sent to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections for their action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas, 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses | 
of the Senate, reports back resolution No. 433, authorizing the Coin- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections,in making the inquiry concern- 
ing the credentials and appointments of William A. Clark and 
Martin Maginnis as Senator from Montana, to employ a stenog- 
rapher, etc., and asks that it be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I make a privileged report. 
I report back the resolution, with an amendment to be added at 
the close thereof, and ask that the resolution—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire reports back from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions the following resolution, with an amendment. 

The SECRETARY, The amendment is to add at the end of the 
resolution— 
and said committee is further authorized to make the inquiry either asa full 
committee or by any subcommittee thereof duly appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to, 
without objection. 

Mr. VEST. What is the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 11th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, in making the 
inquiry directed by the Senate in resolution 371, concerning the credentials 
and appointments of William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senator from 
Montana, shall have authority to send for and examine persons and papers 


and to employ a stenographer, the expenses of the inquiry to be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to hear read the resolution that 
was passed to which that refers and upon which it is based. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the resolution which 
has just been read. 

Mr. VEST. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Both the resolution and amend- 
ment have been read. 

Mr. VEST. Now letthe amendment which comes in at the end 
of it be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was a resolution reported by the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and immediately the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections reported back the resolution. 
It was reported by the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
CHANDLER |. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions had a meeting on it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee reported it 
back through the chairman with an amendment. The amend- 
ment has been read to the Senate, and also the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nowlet them both be read together. There 
‘Was a separate resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, a word of explanation 
perhaps will let the Senator from Missouri understand what 
this is. 
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There were two resolutions pending here as to the seating of 
William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis. They were referred to 


| the Committee on Privileges and Elections. A resolution was 
| then offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANp- 


LER| authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
send for persons and papers and to employ a stenographer, and 
soforth. That was sent to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. That resolution having 
originated from a single Senator, and not coming from the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, it was reported back by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate without action, to be sent to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to know whether or not the committee wanted the 


| power to send for persons and papers. The resolution was sent 


back for that purpose. The committee had a meeting this morn- 
ing, as I understand, and they have reported the resolution back 
favorably, asking for permission to send for persons and papers, 


| and the regular course will be for the resolution now to go to the 


Compnittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that question will arise, I 
suppose, if objection is made to having the resolution acted upon 
at this time. I understand the amendment recommended by the 
committee has been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Iask for action upon the resolution at this 


| time, 


Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The resolution having once been to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, Ido not understand it is necessary that it shall go there 
again. Il never have known of any case of this kind to happen in 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, to end it I will object to the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to say, in reply to what the 
Senator from New Hampshire just now said, that under the rule 
the resolution must go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. They have not taken it up; 
they have not considered it; and I so stated when I reported it 
back. All we did was to report that the resolution came not from 
a committee, but from a single member of the Senate, and the com- 
mittee were not inclined to take action on it. The committee be- 
heve that no resolution of that sort ought to be acted on except 
when it comes from a committee asking to be allowed to send for 
persons and papers. The committee had not asked for it, and to 
ascertain whether or not the committee wanted the power we re- 
ported the resolution back to the Senate and seit it to the com- 
inittee. 

Now, when the committee say they want permission to send 
for persons and papers, the question as to whether the contingent 
fund of the Senate is sufficient to authorize it is a question that 
must be looked into at this time by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The committee 
have never looked into that question before because the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections had not asked for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I never have known this 
course pursued before. I have never known a resolution of this 
character to go twice to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I have examined the rule, 
however. I think the Senator from Arkansas is right, and I shall 
ask to have the resolution referred to that committee again. 

1 congratulate the Senator upon the diligence with which he is 
seeking to enforce in this case for the first time a strict and rigid 
construction of the rule. I shall ask the Senator, the acting 
chairman of the committee, to report the resolution again to the 
Senate as soon as possible. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on two former occasions I 
have cailed attention to what I have thought has not been a proper 
procedure in the matter of sending resolutions to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
which involve questions as to whether or not investigations should 
be made or special committees appointed. This resolution belongs 
to that class, and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] is act- 
ing under instructions from the committee, without any dissent- 
ing voice, in reporting it back with the recommendation that it 
be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

I quite agree with my colleague on the committee that the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses has not taken into consideration 
the question as to whether or not the contingent fund will war- 
rant this investigation. I think the procedure is entirely proper, 
and that the resolution ought now to be referred without debate 
or objection to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator is right. I think the 
committee have reached the true construction of the rule; but I 
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ask my colleague from New Hampshire whether or not this has James Schroeder, at Guttenberg, Clayton County, Iowa. 
been the uniform course heretofore. Reuben F. Price, at Milford, Dickinson County, Iowa. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— Rezin B. Boulden, at Millersburg, Bourbon County, Ky. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Presideat, I objected to the consideration of Jacob P. Hazen, at Shirley, Middlesex County, Mass. 
this resolution some time ago, and I now insist that debate upon| John B, Bryant, at Burlington Junction, Nodaway County, Mo, 


it is out of order. Reuben Abel, at Bernardsville, Somerset County, N. J 
Mr. CHANDLER, Objection to the consideration of the reso- Thomas Grahain, at Point Pleasant, Ocean C ounty, N. J. 
lution can not be made. I[ ask my colleague—— Fred F. Hawley, at Caldwell, Warren County, N. Y. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- Richard G. Bennett, at Tuckahoe, Westchester ( ‘ounty, N. Y,. 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] asked unanimous consent, and the Senator Mary A. Milligan, at Hope, Steele County, N. Dak. 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN| objected. Thequestion now is as to Alfred Noecker, at Greenw ich, Huron County, Ohio. 
whether the resolution shall be referred to the Committee to Andit William T. Griffith, at Mingo Junction, Jefferson ( jounty, Ohio. 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The Chair George Summers, at Prineville, Crook County, Oreg. 
does not understand that there is any question raised about that. Frank G. Jewett, at Sumpter, Baker County, Oreg. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection toit, but I desire to| William S. Schlichter, at Sellersville, Bucks County. Pa. 
ask my colleague to answer the question which I put. Alvin F. Miller, at Valley Falls, Providence Connty, R. I. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the objection carries the resolution Jacob M. Harrell, at Manor, Travis County, Tex. 
over until to-morrow under the rule. James M. Ragan, at Oxford, Calhoun County, Ala, 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President; but I ask my colleague Charles M. Lehman, at Black Rock, Lawrence County, Ark. 
whether it is not a new construction of the rule, and whether here-| Thomas B. Murphy, at Osceola, Mississippi County, Ark. 
after the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses Mary E. Hughey, at Warren, Bradley County, Ark. 
of the Senate will refuse to investigate the question of whether an Alexander P. Merrill, at Campbell, Santa Clara County, Cal, 
expenditure can be made until after a committee of this body has David B. Rigdon, at Statesboro. Bulloch County. Ga. 
passed upon the necessity for it and asked that the expenditure Arthur Waal, at Lahaina, Maui Island, Hawaii Territory. 
may be sanctioned? | Charles Hulbert Bishop, at Lihue, Kauai Island, Hawaii Terri- 

Mr. GALLINGER. The answer I can frankly give, so far as | tory. 
one member of the committee is concerned. I have always held Joel W. Ellis, at Seneca, Lasalle County, III. 
to that view and have tried to enforce it in the committee. Henry C. Bogue, at Vermont, Fulton County, Iil. 

Whether or not the committee has always so acted I can not say, John B. Jones, at Lehigh, Choctaw Nation, Ind. T. 
but I yr desire to repeat that it is not in accordance with the Henry Metz, at Tonganoxie, L eavenworth County, Kans. 





rules, and it is not correct procedure on the part of this body to Charles R. Suydam, at Belmont, Middlesex County, Mass. 
send to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- William T. Britton, at Bloomington, Franklin ¢ county, Nebr. 
penses of the Senate questions as to the desirability of making in- Jay Jackson, at Pine Plains, Dutchess County, N. Y. 
vestigations or appointing special committees for certain work. Saadi M. Johnstone, at Woodside, (jueens County, N. Y. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now call attention to the fact that the John D. Massey, at Smithfield, Johnston County, N.C, 
universal rule of the Chair has been to refer resolutions of this Frank A. Geesey, at Archbold, Fulton County, Ohio. 
kind immediately, in the first instance, to the Committee to Au- Elias B. Aldrich, at North Amherst, Lorain County, Ohio. 
dit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and we Charles C. Marsh, at Shawnee, Perry County, Ohio. 
= — inaugurating a new rule, —. I think is the correct Joseph ~ Penn _ serene Garfield County, Okla. 
rule and ought to have been pursued at all times. Dick J. Wilcox, at Lakeview, Lake County. Oreg 
Mr. GALLINGER. ices we agree, Mr. President. | Abel W. Severance, at Tillamook, Tillamook County, Oreg. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairsimplydesirestocall | Charles M. Derickson, at Monessen, Westmoreland County, Pa. 
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. ALLEN] tothefact | Thomas W. Scott, at Newhaven, Fayette County, Pa. 
that the Senator's objection was made to the request on the part Joseph G. Moyer, at Perkasie, Bucks County, Pa. 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] for the Ebenezer M. Wells, at Cheraw, Chesterfield County, S. C. 
immediate consideration of the resolution, and if the Senator from Fremont Young, at Faulkton, Faulk County, S. D: ak. 
Nebraska objected to the consideration of the resolution, it would Joseph B. Schade, at Lawrenceburg, Lawrence County, Tenn. 


go over under the rule. Burgess W. Witt, at Mossy Creek, Jefferson County, Tenn. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do object toit, Mr. President. Reuben S. Collett, at Vernal, Uinta County, Utah. 





Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to differ with the Chair, but- W. W. Hamilton, at Bramwell, Mercer County, W. Va. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ido not think the Chair heard me. I objected | John M. Righter, at Cambria, Weston County, Wyo. 
to the consideration of the resolution before the Senator from Mary H. Ricketts, at Waverly, Humphreys County, Tenn. 
Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] made his remarks, and I now renew my | Eber S. Andrews, at Williamston, Ingham County, Mich., in 
objection. | place of R. M. Porter, removed, 

Mr. CHANDLER, I dislike to differ with the Chair, but the 2 _ Joshua Cooke, jr., at Longview, Gregg County, Tex., in place of 


resolution has been wine the Senate two or three days: itis a | S. H. Flanagan, removed. 

question of privilege, and now it may be acted upon by the Sen- uy ‘George L. Merguire, at Palo Alto, Santa Clara County, Cal., in 

ate or referred. 1 do not object to the reference. | place ot Matilda Yesle. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
Mr. ALLEN. I also object to any further debate on this | ar y 13, 1899. 

subject. | David Redfield, at Ardmore, Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T.,in place 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred | of Moran Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired May 29, 1900. 

to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses Guido C. Hinchman, at Dover, Morris County, N. J., in place 

of the Senate. of George McCracken. Incumbent’s commission expires January 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 12, 1901, 


i a J, Hedley, at Quanah, Hardeman County, Tex., in plac 
Mr. LODGE. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed | -< 3. 5 Thema hans pcos ook eam Febr ar 
to the consideration of executive business. . ate oe 
r . 2 y - 
ee ee one yee eh ceteieninee con \ °C. 'S. Bodenhamer, at Wharton, Wharton Cot inty, Tex., in place 
: : se M. Watts. Incumbent’s commission expired July 10 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 50 = Amanda M. I y™s 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
December 15, 1900, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


898, 

Homer C, Atwell, at Forest Grove, Washington County, Oreg., 
in place of J. W. Marsh, Incumbent’s commission expired leb- 
ruary 19, 1900. 





NOMINATIONS. Rufus Waggener, at Hillsboro, Washington County, Oreg., in 

Executive nominations received by the Senate December 14, 1900. ee Schulmerich. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 30, 1900. 

POSTMASTERS. Zacharias A. Bowman, at Annville, Lebanon County, Pa., in 


Charles J. McGill, at Dawson, Fayette County, Pa. 

Albert O. Blackwell, at La Porte, Harris County, Tex. 

Jane E. Loveland, at Menlo Park, San Mateo County, Cal. 
George G. Taylor, at Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Cal. 
Ralph N. Hill, at Oxnard, Ventura County, Cai. 

Oriando Rogers, at Independence, Teller County, Colo. 
Nehemiah J. Knipple, at Buda, Bureau County, Il. 

Thomas J. Wimmer, at Cerro Gordo, Piatt C ounty, Nl. 
Samuel W. May tubby, at Caddo, Choctaw Nation, Ind. T. 


XXXIV 


place of Collins Dean. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
15, 1900, 

David W. Prosser, at Bedford, Bedford County, Pa., in plac e of 
5.5. Metzger. Incumbent’s commission e xpire dd February 25, 1899. 

Reginald H. Brainard, at Curwensville, Clearfield County, Pa., 
in place of E. M. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 23, 1900. 

Edwin G. Eckert, at Hanover, York County, Pa., in piace of 
E. K. Gitt. Incumbent’s commission expired March 23, 1900. 
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John W. Grier, at Jersey Shore, Lycoming County, Pa., in | 
place of C. E. Williamson. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- | 
uary 7, 1900, 

Edwin F. Luckenbach, at Mauch Chunk, Carbon County, Pa., | 
in place of G. W. Esser. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 21, 1899. 

Edward K. Demmy, at Middletown, Dauphin County, Pa., in 
place of I. K. Deckard. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
13, 1900. 

James T. Dunfee, at Newville, Cumberland County, Pa., in 
place of J. M. Woodburn. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 9, 1900. 

Nathaniel H. Brown, at East Greenwich, Kent County, R. I., 
in place of J. H. Keelin. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
19, 1900, 

Edward W. Jones, at River Point, Kent County, R. I., in place 
of Charles qi. Incumbent’s commission expired April 17, 1900. 

John M. Hickey, at Henderson, Rusk County, Tex., in place of 
SallieSpivy. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1900. 

Charles Real, at Kerrville, Kerr County, Tex., in place of C. C. 
Lockett. Incumbent’s commission expired April 25, 1900. 

George E. Hartson, at Mount Vernon, Skagit County, Washb., 
in place of J. L. Anable. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
10, 1909. 

Dora Crook, at Jacksonville, Calhoun County, Ala., in place of 
John Y. Henderson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
19, 1899. 

John J. C. Barber, at Juneau, Alaska, in place of R. P. Nelson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired April 8, 1900. 

Albert W. Durkee, at Greeley, Weld County, Colo., in place of 
J. M. B. Petrikin. Incumbent’s commission expired February 24, 
1900. 

Jesse T. Sharpe, at Seaford, Sussex County, Del., in place of 
E. M. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired January ¥, 1900. 

Robert J. Mitchell, at Quincy, Gadsden County, Fla., in place 
of William Munroe. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, 
1900. 

Thomas Quinney, at Waynesboro, Burke County, Ga., in place 
of J. L. Fulcher. Incumbent’s commission expired February 13, 
1900. 

Charles H. Hurt, at Barry, Pike County, D1., in place of N. R. 
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1900. 

Horace Haldeman, at Bement, Piatt County, I[l., in place of 
W. B. Fleming. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 
1900, 

Swan J. Chilberg, at Cambridge, Henry County, IIl., in place 
of L.A. Keagy. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1900. 

John G. Beal, at Manning, Carroll County, Iowa, in place of 
Peter Stephany. Incumbent’s commission expired January 15, 
1900. 

Joseph A. Farrell, at Mason City, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa, 
in place of W. E. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
18, 1900. 

Ross A. Nicholson, at New Sharon, Mahaska County, Iowa, in 
place of J. W. Irwin. Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 
1900. 

George Cushing, at Hingham, Plymouth County, Mass., in 
place of George Cushing. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 11, 1900. (Reappointment. ) 

Herman A. Wyckoff, at Pontiac, Oakland County, Mich.,, in 
place of F. 8. Fitch. Incumbent’s commission expired March 10, 
1900, 

David J. Price, at Lake Crystal, Blue Earth County, Minn., in 
place of H. C. Howard. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
3, 1900. 

Nels C. Nelson, at Two Harbors, Lake County, Minn., in place 
of W. B. Woodward. Incumbent’s commission expired May 14, 
1900. 

Allison 8S. Pitts, at Hattiesburg, Perry County, Miss., in place 
of R. J. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired January 15, 1900, 

Edward M. Scott, at Rosedale, Bolivar County, Miss., in place 
of Edward M. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
15, 1900. (Reappointment. ) 

James R. Dyer, at Ashgrove, Greene County, Mo., in place of 
Charles McCray. Incumbent’s commission expired May 29, 1900. 

George W. Crane, at Fort Benton, Choteau County, Mont.. in 
place of Joseph Sullivan. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
9, 1900. 

Charles Whitehead, at South River, Middlesex County, N. J., 
in place of William Morgan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April! 16, 1900. 

Arthur C. Agan, at Fayetteville, Onondaga County, N. Y., in 
place of Frank Boynton. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
6, 1900, 

’ George A. McKinnon, at Sidney, Delaware County, N. Y., in 
place of Truman Lewis. Incumbent's commission expired April 
16, 1900, 
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Robert P. Brown, at West New Brighton, Richmond County, 
N. Y., in place of Robert P. Brown. Incumbent’s commission 
expired December 19, 1893. (Reappointment. ) 

Walter J. Raley, at Kent, Portage County, Ohio, in place of 
E.E.France. Incumbent’s commission expired March 13, 1900. 

William B. Wallace, at Oxford, Butler County, Ohio, in place 
of D.O.Corcoran. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
7, 1897. 

Robert H. Robinson, at Arlington, Gilliam County, Oreg. 

William L. Rogers, at Conroe, Montgomery County, Tex. 

Andrew C. Bailey, at Ford City, Armstrong County, Pa. 

The persons hereby nominated are now serving under tempo- 
rary commissions issued during the recess of the Senate. 

Thomas B. Lawler, at Ensley, Jefferson County, Ala. 

Charles A. Bills, at Dunsmuir, Siskiyou County, Cal. 

Susie E, Taylor, at Lake Providence, East Carroll County, La. 

Montrose E, Hill, at Old Orchard, York County, Me. 

Frank E. Bardwell, at Excelsior, Hennepin County, Minn. 

William B. Anderson, at Hopkins, Hennepin County, Minn, 

Melvin W. Caster, at Clayton, St. Louis County, Mo. 

William H. Austin, at Franklin, Franklin County, Nebr. 

Charles J. Sweet, at Black River, Jefferson County, N. Y. 

John A. Simon, at Queens, Queens County, N. Y. 

George C, Watson, at New Concord, Muskingum County, Ohio. 

Lyman P. Bailey, at Putney, Windham County, Vt. 

Velosco J. Knapp, at Anacortes, Skagit County, Wash. 

Howard S. Datesman, at Douglas, Converse County, Wyo. 

Karl Spinner, at Green River, Sweetwater County, Wyo. 

Gustave Jensen, at Saratoga, Carbon County, Wyo. 

Elias M. Williams, at Clifton, Graham County, Ariz., in place 
of F, H. Hudson, resigned. 

Alfred R. Booth, at Paso Robles, San Luis Obispo County, Cal., 
in place of R. W. Putnam, removed. 

George J. Arnow, at Gainesville, Alachua County, Fla., in place 
of James Bell, deceased, 

George F. McGinnis, at Indianapolis, Marion County, Ind., in 
place of J. W. Hess, deceased. 

John Walter Lowry, at Knightstown, Henry County, Ind., in 
place of E. H. Cole, deceased. 

Harper W. Wilson, at Audubon, Audubon County, Iowa, in 
place of G. B. Russell, deceased. 

John Buchanan, at Eagle Grove, Wright County, Iowa, in place 
of F. J. Will, resigned. 

Maude Meili, at Oswego, Labette County, Kans., in place of 
W. F. MeGill, removed. 

Elliott Wood, at Winthrop, Kennebec County, Me., in place of 
J. E. Lewis, deceased. 

Edgar W. Prentiss, at Bethany, Harrison County, Mo., in place 
of B. M. Prentiss, resigned. 

William E. Templeton, at Excelsior Springs, Clay County, Mo., 
in place of A. H. Dooley, resigned, 

Frank D. W. Arno!d, at Lamar, Barton County, Mo., in place 
of T. L. Wills, removed. 

Henry L. Eads, at Pattonsburg, Daviess County, Mo., in place 
of John H. Heath, deceased. 

Edward R. Williams, at Richmond, Ray County, Mo., in place 
of J. M. Wright, resigned. 

Frederick B. Powell, at Amityville, Suffolk County, N. Y., in 
place of Leander Wright, removed. 

George W. Belton, at Whitestone, Queens County, N. Y., in 
place of C. R. Bindhamer, removed. 

Richard H. Smith, at Mandan, Morton County, N. Dak., in 
place of C. E. Nichols, resigned. 

William B. Palmer, at Clifton Heights, Delaware County, Pa., 
in place of W. H. Logan, deceased. 

Albert Magnin, at Darby, Delaware County, Pa., in place of 
G. W. Claney, removed. 

William D. Williams, jr., at McDonald, Washington County, 
Pa., in place of Boyce Rankin, resigned. 

Charles Lattimore, at Milford, Pike County, Pa., in place of 
J. S. Gale, deceased. 

Samuel 8. Wright, at Montrose, Susquehanna County, Pa., in 
place of W. B. Stoddard, deceased. 

George C. Worstall,at Newtown, Bucks County, Pa., in place of 
J. S. Groff, removed. 

John Redd, at Bolivar, Hardeman County, Tenn., in place of 
John Kenny, deceased. 

Lewis A. Skiff, at Middlebury, Addison County, Vt., in place of 
E. H. Thorp, resigned. 

Houston T. Estes,at Muskogee (late Muscogee), Creek Nation, 
Ind. T., in place of Houston T. Estes, reappointed upon change 
in name of office. 

Luther Severance, at Hilo, island of Hawaii, Hawaii Territory. 
Original appointment under an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act 
to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved 
April 30, 1900. 

Joseph M. Oat, at Honolulu, island of Oahu, Hawaii Territory, 
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in place of John M. Oat, nominated and confirmed through error | tax on tobacco—tobacco, which is more universally used among 
in name. mankind than any other one thing except the most ordinary arti- 
cutenenenine cles of food; 980,000,000 of the earth’s inhabitants use it, while 

3 600,000,000 use tea, 400,000,000 use opium, and 100,000,000 use 

CONFIRMATIONS. coffee, statistics on whisky not being just now at hand. [Ap- 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 14, 1900. | plause.] So my appeal for the relief of the man who follows the 
AMBASSADOR. plow and hoes the tobacco hill being in vain, I appeal for him who, 

on the sanguinary fields of Cuba, was forgot by you. When our 
George V. L. Meyer, of Massachusetts, to beambassador extraor- | sojdiers marshaled against Spain the soldier and sailor were soon 


dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy. reminded that there was great deficiency in providing for their 
INDIAN AGENT. ' comforts and welfare. In no particular was this made more mani- 


John R. Brennan, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be agent for the | fest than the deficiency, viz, in not providing tobacco for them. 


Indians of the Pine Ridge Agency in South Dakota. Encouraged by the hope that nothing would be left undone to sus- 
| tain him in his heroism and supply his wants in his patriotism, I 


na ee earner introduced the following bill: 
A bill for the relief of soldiers and sailors. 


rs “yy x ‘Dp sOMWATYN rn Ty ‘ . 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Be it enacted, etc., That the weekly ration of tobacco for all enlisted men 
- in the Army and Navy during the continuance of the a war shall be l# 
} RIDAY, December Lh, 1900, ounces of smoking tobacco and 2 ounces of chewing tobacco. 
Applause. } 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


t failed when the Army bill came before the House, and so I[ 
| introduced it the next session on December 4, 1899, and it sleeps 
| in the Committee on Military Affairs. 


proved, C Ol . ra 
. é yserver— tte, N.U.-—-O Oth, 3 - 
PAY OF EMPLOYEES FOR DECEMBER. oo Charlotte, N. C.—of the 10th, the fol 
. ‘ ‘ a | 5S c De 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-| pe Onserver confesses to some interest in the fate of Congressman OTEY’s 
sent for the present consideration of the joint resolution which I | bill to issue tobacco rationsto our troops. What has become of it? The mat- 
now send to the desk. | ter iscalled to mind by an article in the London Lancet bearing upon the 


=] 7 s 3 s s ~ 3 x same question of tobacco for the soldiers. That paper is regarded as the fore- 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which | most medical authority in England, and after careful consideration of tables 


the Chair will ask if there be objection to its present considera- | and statistics and regimental reports, it has concluded that the British sol- 
tion. dier endured the ardors of the South African war so uncomplainingly and 
The joint resolution (0 Res. 2 was read, as follows: hardily by reason of indulgence in tobacco. 
° . & > : 


The Lancet declares that “‘used with moderation, tobacco is of value sec- 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the .ate and the Clerk of the House of | ond only to food itself." The veldt war was a war of long marches and scant 
Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay the | food. The Lancet finds that these long and stern marches “ were borne by 
officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, including 


; , r Hou the soldiers with a grumble only when their ‘smokes’ failed them.’* These 
the Capitol — their respective salaries for the month of December, 1900, | facts should inspire Mr. Orgy to renewed endeavors. The tobacco ration 
on the 2th day of December, 1900. 


should be incorporated in the pending Army bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration When it was before the House a Republican member of this 
of the joint resolution? body sneeringly asked me why I did not include ‘‘ chewing gum,” 
There being no objection, the resolution was read a second time, | thus ridiculing the bill, but in earnest I was willing to accept the 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and was accord- | amendment if it comforted the sailors and soldiers. In the elec- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. tion that followed he was left at home. He was not reelected. 

On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to lay on the | Comment is unnecessary. 
table a motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution Now, Mr. Chairman, [ have never heard a good reason for not 
was passed was adopted. passing this bill. We find its provisions in the regulations of 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. other armies of modern times, and as tobacco is taxed so much 


: er heavier than any other product of the soil, it would seem that the 
Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported | Government could, without great strain on its resources, supply 

a bill (H, R. 12737) making appropriation for the payment of | this much-needed want. 
invalid and other a of the United States for the fiscal year | “One and two-thirds ounces of smoking tobacco a week and 2 
ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; which was ordered | ounces of chewing tobacco—5 pounds per month of the one and 6 
to be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House | ,ounds per month of the other—11 pounds of tobacco per head, and, 
on the state of the Union. ‘ if you have 100,000 men, about 1,000,000 pounds per year. The 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to reserve all points | tax on this would be $120,000, which will have been paid the 


of order, Mr. Speaker. | Gen t . ns . . 2 
5 , tee el : | Government, and the average price, say, even 10 cents, $100,000 
The SPEAKER, That reservation will be noted. | outlay, and the Government would still have a surplus left of 
WAR-REVENUE REDUCTIONS. | $20,000, if it applied its tax on 2,000,000 pounds to this lofty and 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House now resolve itself into | patriotic purpose, It is a fact that there is no solace in camp life 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the | or on shipboard like the pipe, and nothing staves off hunger and 


further consideration of bill H. R. 12394, thirst like the chew of tobacco. [Laughter.] 
The motion was agreed to. | __ Mr. Chairman, it is customary to refer to the Fathers, in poli- 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of | tics, religion, and business. We revere the opinions of those who 
the Whole, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. have gone before. We hear great men of the past as witnesses. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the | So in the matter of tobacco I will not deviate from the time- 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering | honored custom. From its earliest discovery tobacco has been 
House bill 12394, ~ | considered a curative. We speak of narcotic poison asif it would 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the understanding is that the | kill on sight, and yet what is known as solanine in the potato is 
time this morning up to 2 o’clock, to be devoted to general debate, | 22 acrid narcotic poison, 2 grains of which produces paralysis in 
is to be equally divided between the two sides, the gentleman arabbit in two hours. So says Dr. Emanuel Gardiner, London, 


from Tennessee |Mr. RICHARDSON] controlling half of it. la practitioner of ‘* physicke” in 1610, and Dr. John Neander, in 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That will give us fifty-five | Leyden, 1622. Hariot—you all know who Hariot is [laughter]— 

minutes this morning. | who joined Sir Walter Raleigh, 1584, wrote in 1588 a true report 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. of the new found land of Virginia. Speaking of ‘‘ Uppowoe,” 
Mr. RICHARDSCN of Tennessee. I now yield fifteen minutes | Called afterwards tobacco, he said: 

to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. | They use the leaves to take the fumes orsmoke thereof by sucking through 


- DALI ; Yhej — >e+.,_ | pipes into the stomach and head, from whence it purged superfluous “ fleams”’ 
Mr. | ALZELL I understand, Mr. Chairman, that gives fifty | and other gross humors; it opened the pores and passages of the body, by 


five minutes on a side. which means the use thereof not only serv , 
ide. aay ans 2 use thereo y preserveth the body from obstructions, 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is right. whereby their bodies are notably preserved in health and knows not many 


é : , grievous diseases wherewith all we in England are ofttimes affected. 
[Mr. MADDOX addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] ' 


Applause. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. A isis one reason why we should abrogate the anti-smoking rule 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. T yield fifteen minutes to | in this House, the fumes of tobacco thus neutralizing the carbonic 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. OTEy]. acid gas, which is heavier than air and which is always exhaled 
Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to ask the indul- from the human system while breathing, every ounce of which 
gence of the House on this bill, but I find that in the glamour of falling from these galleries is inhaled by us, than which no dead- 


our military prestige one very important measure is about to be | lier — could enter our frames. { Applause. | 
overlooked. I hope I will not be interrupted by applause, as I have only 


Mr. Chairman, it is in vain that we appeal for a reduction of | fifteen minutes. 
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Further on they say: 
Since our return we have found many rare and wonderful experiments of 
the virtues of tobacco, of which the relation would require a volume by itself. 


The use of it by so many men and women of great calling and some learned 
physicians is sufficient witness. 


Fairholt says—of course no member of Congress is unfamiliar 
with Fairholt [laughter]: 
_ It was to the sanitary effects of tobacco that the honorable introduction 
in Europe was due. Queens, kings, and cardinals bowed to the dictum of 
physicians who seemed to look upon the plant as a divine remedy for most 
diseases and so speedily propounded cures for all that flesh is heir to from 
various applications, and i 
{Laughter and applause. | 
Old poets note the curative virtues of tobacco. 
Spenser, in his FaGrie Queene, where he makes Belphcebe include 
it as in other medicinal herbs gathered by Timias, says: 
Into the woods henceforth she went 
To seek for herbs that mote him remedy. 
* * oe * 1 
Then whether it divine tobacco were 
Or panachasa or polygony, 
She found and brought it to her patient dear, 
Who all this while lay bleeding out his heart blood near. 


After this can anybody deny tobacco rations to the defender of 


our country, our flag, our honor, both on land and sea? [Long | 


applause. | 

Henry Buttes—his name is familiar [laughter]—in his curious 
volume entitled ‘‘ Diet’s Dry Dinner,” 1799, treats of the virtues of 
tobacco as a digestive power, and says: 


Fruits, herbs, flesh, fish, white nuts, spices, sauce, all, 
Concoct all by tobacco cordial. 


os 
ie adds: 


Its fumes are good against “‘rumes,” catarrhs, hoarseness, ache in head, 
stomach, lungs, and breast. 

Gardiner (quoted before), in his Trial of Tobacco, speaking of 
a patient who could hardly breathe and was given up by other 
physicians, said: 


Directed him to take tobacco in fume, and little by little he recovered his | 


former strength. It is an unguent to take away all pains of the gout. 
eee. ] 

Remain analyzed it. I will not insult your intelligence by 
saying who Remain was. [Laughter.] Ten thousand parts of 
tobacco cases contain: 

Six parts nicotine, 1 part nicotianine, 287 parts buter extractur [bitter ex- 
tractive), 174 parts gum mixed with malic acid, 26.7 pate of green resin, 12 
parts malate of ammonia, 4.8 parts sulphide of poe , 6.3 chloride of potas- 
sium, 9.5 parts potassa which has been combined with malic and nitric acid, 
16.6 parts phosphate of lime, 24.2 parts lime which has been combined with 
malic acid, 8.8 parts of silica, 496.9 parts of febiores or ligneous matter, 88.28 
parts of water, traces of starch. 

{ Applause. | 

After this exposition, can you have it in your hearts to refuse 
this boon to the soldier who keeps your honor unsullied and pro- 
tects your homes from the ruthless invader? 

The analysis omitted a viscid slime equally soluble in water and 
alcohol and precipitable from both the subacetate of lead; also 
chlorophyl, a great pulverulent matter, which dissolves in boiling 
water, but precipitates in cold water; also a beautiful orange-red 
dyestuff, soluble only in acids, but it deflagrates in fire. {Long 
laughter andapplause.| Theanimated countenance, the furrowed 
cheek, the trembling voice, the bending frame, the silent tear of 
an old soldier impart an interest and gives a touch to his story 


that no pen can portray, no eloquence imitate. His patriotism | 


expires only with his life; his soul is enraptured with enthusiasm; 
his memory is on the wing and runs back with lightning quick- 
ness to the battles fought and victories won; but he will recall 
that the ration of tobacco plucked from his mind a rooted sorrow, 
razed out the written troubles of the brain, and with this sweet, 
oblivious antidote cleansed the bosom of perilous stuff that weighed 
upon his heart. [Long and continued applause. | 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the tax-paying peo- 
ple of this country and I compliment this Congress that at last we 
have ceased to permit our thoughts to run upon foreign scenes, 
have stopped fighting for the freedom of Cuba, and for the moment 
arenotchasing the Filipinos; that for a brief time we have with- 
drawn our attention from the adjustment of the Chinese situation, 
are through with planning and regulating the increaseof the Army, 
and are no longer employed in discussing the t ships of this 
country which were recently ordered built and which are now 
building; but that we have diverted our thoughts and attention 
once more to legislation in the interest of the people of this 
country. 

I approve of this bill with all my heart. It is a good bill as far 
as it goes, but it does not go far enough. The proposition offered 
by the minority members of the Committee on Ways and Means 
I consider a far better bill, and I regret exceedingly that it is not 
before us rather than the bill we now have. I, for one, say that 


it was christened Huba Panacea or Huba Santa. | 
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I am willing to do away with the entire war tax. It was my 
| pleasure one year ago to introduce a bill to repeal the entire war- 
tax law, and I am sure it would have been proper had we done so, 
| and the country could have well afforded it, its financial condition 
then, as now, warranting that course. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report shows that 
the total revenues of the Government from all sources for the fis- 
| cal year ended June 30, 1900, were $669,595,431.18. The total ex- 
| penditures for the same period were $590,068,371, which left a 
surplus of $79,527,060.18 in the Treasury. Let me tell you what 
the Government has been doing while we were engaged in war, 
something that no other government ever did before in the his- 
tory of the world. At great expense and under unusual taxation 
| burdens this Government in 1898, when the war began, issued 

$200,000,000 of bonds which were sold in the market. What was 
done in 1899, the following year? The Secretary of the Treasury 
boughtin $22,000,000 worth of unmatured bonds, expending money 
therefor at a time when heavy special taxes were being levied 
upon and paid by the people. 

Again, the present year, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of March 14, 1900, the Secretary of the Treasury, in the 
conversion of outstanding bonds into consols of 1930, had paid out 
to November 1 last, for excess of value of these consols, $34,000,000 

| in round numbers, making a total of $56,000,000 that the Secretary 
of the Treasury has paid out under these unusual conditions. 
| Now, adding these expenditures made on account of bonds to the 
$79,000,000 surplus in the Treasury, and you have a total of $135,- 
000,000. Deducting the war taxes for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1900, which the report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows 
were $105,000,000, oad the Treasury would have more money by 
$30,000,000 at the close of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900, than 
it had at the same time in 1899. Therefore it is plain to me, and 
shou!d be plain to everyone, that the entire war-tax act should be 
taken from the statute books, and that the people should be per- 
| mitted to keep this money in their pockets. When a government 
is not in need of money, when it has an ample amount to meet 
its legitimate wants and to protect its credit, then to tax the 
people is unjust. Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. 
| What is England doing to-day? Is she resorting to any such 
financial tactics? It is true England is selling bonds in bunches 
| and lots to meet the increased expenditures on account of the South 
| African war, but we do not hear of England redeeming her unma- 
tured bonds with the money thus obtained. Here we are con- 
stantly dealing in our bonds, selling them one year and buying 
them the next. What is the Government doing with the money 
collected from these taxes? To-day there are $96,000,000 of that 
money in the national banks of the country, for the use of which 
the Government does not receive one cent of interest. In times of 
slight financial trouble, when the banks become depressed and 
money gets high, if the Government calls in these loans and les- 
sens its balances with these depositories the banks cry out that 
money is getting high and the Government is mistreating them in 
withdrawing their deposits from them. 

lf these banks of depository, holding these great balances from 
day to day, amounting, as stated, to $96,000,000—only $9,000,000 
less than the total amount of war taxes collected last year—on 
which they are not paying one cent of interest, complain when 
these deposits are demanded, in the name of common sense what 
must the people say when this very money is being taken from 
their pockets by high war taxes, under the plea that these large 
sums are necessary ‘‘to meet the train of extraordinary expendi- 
tures which follow the close of actual hostilities,” toswell the de- 
posit accounts of favored national banks? We should leave this 
money in the pockets of the people. We do not want to puta 
great balancein the Treasury or in Government depositories. We 
have an ample amount of money to maintain the credit of the 








country, and that credit is as good as it can be. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 
twenty minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuULZER]. 

Mr.SULZER. Mr. Chairman, when the Spanish-American war- 
revenue bill was being discussed in this House in 1898, leading Re- 
publicans on this floor then stated that just so soon as the Spanish- 
American war was over the war taxes would be repealed. The 
American people—the taxpayers of this conntry—expect the Re- 
publican party to keep that pledge. It was a solemn promise, 
This bill willfully and unnecessarily violates it. 

Mr. KING. They do not expect it. They think they ought to 
do it. pees 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; that is about the truth of the matter. It 
is to be regretted that the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee has failed to meet the reasonable expectation of the taxpay- 
ers, and has failed to keep the promise of the Republican leaders 
in this House when the war-revenue bill was being discussed in 
1898. Ifthe Republican members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee had done their duty they would have brought into this 














1900. 





House a bill to repeal the war-revenue law, and to repeal it in 
toto. The Spanish-American war-revenue law was an emergency 
measure. It was to remain on the statute books until the war was 
concluded and then be promptiy repealed. The war is over and 
the war taxes must go. They have no place on our law books in 
time of peace. 

It has been stated here, Mr. Chairman, by one of the members 
of the Ways and Means Committee, and the facts and statistics 
confirm the statement, that if the war-revenue law should be re- 
pealed it would not cause a deficit in the revenues of the Govern- 
ment this year, next year, or the year thereafter. Why, then, I 
ask in the name of all that is fair, should these oppressive, unjust, 
and burdensome war taxes be indefinitely continued in time of 
peace? The annoying, harassing, and unnecessary war taxes 
should be repealed. 

Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted to me by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee it will be impossible for me to fully discuss 
this bill, but I desire very hurriedly and briefly to criticise one por- 
tion of it that seems to doa great injustice. I have received a 
number of letters from constituents of mine objecting to and pro- 
testing against that portion of the bill that continues the addi- 
tional war taxes on beer. With the permission of the House I 
shall incorporate some of these letters in the RECORD as a part of 
my remarks, 

The tax on beer is out of all proportion to the tax on other com- 
modities. The manufacturers and consumers of beer pay more 
than their just share of the burdens of government. They want 
only what is just. They ask nofavor. They want to be treated 
fairly, and they now demand, two years after the Spanish-Ameri- 
can war, that those additional war taxes be repealed. Is this 
asking too much? Is it not just what you promised when you 
imposed the additional burden of $1 a barrel on beer? The tax of 
$2 a barrel on beer is too much. 

You know the manufacturers engaged in this industry demand 
that the war taxes on beer be reduced to §1 a barrel, as it was 
before the Spanish-American war began. The brewers have sent 
several representative delegations here asking for the repeal of 
the war tax, and they have filed hundreds and thousands of peti- 
tions in favor of it. But if I know your intentions, and if I am 
any judge of your policy, their mission has been a failure, their 
work in vain, and the petitions have been thrown in the waste- 
basket. 

Mr. Chairman, the manufacture of beer is one of the most im- 
portant industries inthis country. Itis a legitimate business, and 
should not be persecuted by oppressive taxation. It gives employ- 
ment to thousands and hundreds of thousands of men. It affects 
the producers, the wage-earners, and the transportation compa- 
nies of the whole couniry. To discriminate against it is unjust 
and the policy as far-reaching as itis ruinous. At the beginning 
of the civil war a tax of $1 a barrel was put on beer, and it was 
promised then, directly or indirectly, by the party in power that 
as soon as the emergency should be over that tax would be re- 
pealed. That was a war tax. But after the civil war that tax 
was continued, although most of the other internal-revenue taxes 
were repealed. This civil-war tax of $1 a barrel on beer was kept 
on from that day to this, and notwithstanding it was a war tax 
in time of peace and burdensome to the producers, the manufac- 
turers, and the consumers thev bore it without a murmur. When 
the Spanish-American war revenue law was passed in 1898 the 
— party doubled the war tax on beer, making it $2 a 

arrel. 

And now, sir, instead of reducing that tax to $1 a barrel, as 
you promised the representatives of that industry when they ap- 
peared before your committee in 1895, you propose to continue 
this burdensome and unjust tax at the rate of $2 per barrel—or 
perhaps a little less—indefinitely. Is that fair? Beer is the poor 
man’s drink, and the poor man pays most of this unjust and ex- 
orbitant tax. Years ago and during the civil war beer was sell- 
ing for from $12 to $18 per barrel, and the tax then was only $1 
a barrel. To-day beer is selling for from $5 to $6 a barrel and 
the tax is $2 a barrel. If justice were done in this matter, and 
members had the courage of their convictions, this House would 
almost unanimously make the tax on beer what it was before the 
Spanish-American war. 

The brewers’ industry pays more taxes to-day into the Treasury 
of the Government than any other industry in this country. This 
burdensome additional war tax has driven out of business a great 
many manufacturers, has driven others into bankruptcy, and 
forced out of legitimate employment thousands of honest toilers. 
This war tax falls with a heavy hand on the consumers and with 
disastrous effect on the manufacturers and retailers of our coun- 
try. Weshould do our duty and repeal it. 

Yesterday. Mr. Chairman, [listened to the remarks of my friend 
the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. BartHo.pt]. In the course 
of his remarks he said that at the proper time he would offer an 
amendment to this bill to reduce this unjust and iniquitous tax 
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on beer to $1.50 a barrel. That is all right so far as it goes. but 
it does not go farenough. If no one else does, I will offer an 
amendment to put the tax back to $1 a barrel, and I trust that 
this House will adopt that amendment and take off the additional 
war tax of $1 a barrel. It ought to be taken off. Under the 
Spanish-American war-revenue law the beer industry has paid 
more than one-third of the entire revenue derived from that act. 

Under the provisions of this bill now being considered, accord- 
ing to the statement of the chairman of the committee, if you do 
not reduce the tax, beer will pay nearly two-thirds of the revenue 
to be derived. This is unjust to thisindustry. It is an injustice 
to the people who are engaged in it. The brewers were patriotic. 
When the Spanish-American war began, when the emergency 
arose, when the Government needed immediate funds to carry 
on the war, the brewers of the land came before the Ways and 
Means Committee and said, ‘If itis necessary to tax our industry 
an additional $1 a barrel to raise immediate revenue to prosecute 
successfully the Spanish-American war, we are wiiling to sub- 
mit and pay such additional taxation on condition that just so 
soon as the war is over and the emergency passed this additional 
tax of $1 a barrel on beer shall be forthwith repealed.”’ 

That promise was made to the representatives of this industry; 
and they and thousands of others are look®ng to-day to this Con- 
gress to see if that promise will be fulfilled. I trust that every 
fair-minded man in this House, that every member who is op- 
posed to discriminating in favor of one industry by robbing 
another, who is opposed to unjust and burdensome taxes when 
they are unnecessary, and who believes that unnecessary taxation 
is unjust taxation, will support this proposition to repeal this 
additional war tax on beer and keep the pledge of the Government. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, to sum it all up, I am in favor of re- 
pealing the additional tax of $1 a barrel on beer, imposed by 
reason of the emergency of the Spanish-American war, for the fo!- 
lowing good and sufficient reasons: 

i. That the Spanish war tax is a double tax, as their busi- 
ness had already been paying a war tax of $1 per barrel since 1862. 

2. Itexacted 40 per cent of the selling price of their product--$2 
out of $5—a levy which made production a matter of loss from its 
imposition. 

3. It has resulted, by closing and consolidating establishments 
in the endeavor to reduce expenses and keep their heads above 
water, in the loss of employment and the consequent Joss of 
wages to thousands of employees. 

4. That a decreased consumption has necessitated, of course, de- 
creased production, and this means not only loss to the brewer, 
but to the farmer in markets for his products, to the mechanic in 
employment, to those who have money invested in the business 
in interest and profit which would eventually find an outlet and 
give employment to idle thousands, and to the Government in 
revenue. 

5. Because it is unjust to saddle additional burdens upon an in- 
dustry that has uninterruptedly and uncomplainingly borne the 
old war tax ever since its first imposition (aiding the Government 
in devising and maintaming means for its prompt collection), 
while all other internal war taxes have been totally abolished, 
except as to ardent spirits and tobacco, in which latter instances 
the rates of 1865 have been considerably reduced. 

6. Because when the war tax of $1 was imposed beer sold at $12 
per barrel, while to-day, the tax remaining the same, less than 
one-half of that amount is the average price. wages and the ordi- 
nary operating expenses of breweries and the capital required in 
the business having vastly increased in the meantime. 

7. Because when this tax was first imposed the burdens borne 
by the traffic in the shape of local taxes or license fees did not 
exceed in any State the sum of $200, while at the present time in 
some States these local taxes range up to $2,000 for each saloon— 
the total sum of such local taxes and license fees throughout the 
country amounting to probably $60,000,000, a disproportionately 
large share of which enormous sum must be and is borne by beer, 
as may be seen from a single example in point, to wit: The State 
of New York, where out of a total of over $11,000,000 derived from 
the traffic the beer interests paid about $7,000,000. In the present 
condition of the market the brewer would be compelled to raise 
the price of his product, and the dealer, on his part, in order to 
make up the difference, would have to reduce the size of his 
measures. 

8. Because neither from an economic nor from an ethical point of 
view does it appear justifiable to increase the war tax on beer 
while native wines are totaily exempt from taxation. 

9, Because as a revenue measure the increase is based on erro- 
neous premises, for while it is true that under the present system, 
which imparted to the industry an exceedingly valuable elemen! 
of stability, the production has steadily increased, it is more than 
probable that the increased tax will produce a decline in the 
business. 

10. Because the increase would be a most potent incentive to 
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the formation of trusts, and would most assuredly drive out of mendation for the total elimination of the taxes imposed upon them by the 


the business a large proportion of the smaller brewers, The sig- | 5P@2ish war. 


nificance of this will be appreciated if you state the undeniable 
fact that one-half of the beer produced in this country is manu- 
factured by about 100 large brewers, while the other half is made 
in about 1,800 smaller establishments. 

11. Because, although the tax may at first be borne by the brew- 
ers—to be used as a means of competition by the stronger trade 
rivals—it will in the end have to be paid by the consumer, in one 
way or another; and this we deem not only unjust, but extremely 
unwise from a temperance point of view, for beer, whatever fa- 
natics may say to the contrary, has become and is to-day one of 
the necessaries of life to a large part of our people, and as such 
has a strong tendency to enhance the well-being of the consumers 


and to modify drinking habits in the direction of true temperance. | 


12, Because the increase is calculated to place a double burden 
upon the consumer, inasmuch as it is imposed in order to offset a 
loss of revenue, which would inevitably be caused by the proposed 
prohibitive duties on other articles of daily consumption, the 
price of which would thus necessarily be enhanced, to the great 
disadvantage of the consumer and for the benefit of certain do- 
mestic industries. 

13. Because, instead of creating a ‘‘ minimum of industrial dis- 
turbance ”—a consideration which is urged by one of the foremost 


advocates of the increase as a paramount requirement of any | 


change in the tax system—the increase will most assuredly un- 
settle and injuriously affect the brewing industry. 
14, That the tax is continued although the war which made its 


imposition possible and which formed the only excuse for levying | 


it is over, and that it has been continued beyond the needs of the 
Government, as an overflowing Treasury proves, and should be 
repealed. 

These reasons, to my mind, conclusively show that this addi- 
tional war tax is oppressive, burdensome, and unnecessary, and 
should be repealed now. Last year the brewing industry was 
taxed and paid into the Treasury about $75,000,000. There are 
about 40,000,000 barrels of beer manufactured a year, and if we re- 
turn to the tax of $1 a barrel existing prior to the Spanish-Ameri- 
“an war, the industry now being discussed will pay an annual 
revenue of about $40,000,000—more in proportion, I believe, than 
any other industry in the country. 

Now, sir, I contend that we do not need this additional war tax. 
In fact all these Spanish-American war-revenue taxes should be 
repealed; and if by chance there should be a deficiency in the 
revenues it is the duty incumbent on the party charged with the 
responsibility of legislation—charged with the responsibility of 
raising revenue for the economical administration of the affairs of 
the Government—to raise it fairly and justly and honestly, with- 
out favor to one industry as against another. I amin favor of an 
income tax. That is a just tax—fair to all—and makes wealth 
pay its just share of the burdens of government. 

If you say that the United States Supreme Court has held an 
income tax unconstitutional, then I am in favor of a graduated 
inheritance tax and a graduated corporation tax on the stock and 
dividends of the great industrial combinations of the land. That 
will be a tax that can not be evaded; and it is conceded that it 
will be a fair and a just tax. It is a tax on the idle and the ac- 
cumulated wealth of the country, which now practically escapes 
all taxation. {Applause. | 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I hope I may be allowed a few moments more. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should be glad to accom- 
modate the gentleman if I had the remaining time under my con- 
trol; but I have promised it all away. 

Mr. SULZER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to print in the RecorD, as partof my remarks, some data in regard 
to this question of the additional tax on beer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, in this connection I desire to 
insert in the Recorp the following succinct statements of Mr. 
Rudolf Brand, the president of the United States Brewers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Chicago, Il., and also of Mr. Adolphus Busch, of St. 
Louis, Mo., printed in the Washington Post to-day: 


BREWERS ASK RELIEF—WAR TAX ON BEER HAS CRIPPLED A GREAT INDUS 
TRY—APPEAL FOR FAIR TREATMENT—THEY INSIST THAT THE EMERGENCY 
NO LONGER EXISTS TO WARRANT THE FURTHER IMPOSING OF A HARD- 
SHIP UPON THEM—TAX LEVIED ON ACCOUNT OF THE CIVIL WAR WHICH 
HAS NEVER BEEN REMOVED—CONGRESS IS URGED TO GRANT SIMPLE 
JUSTICE. 


The president of the United States Brewers’ Association, Mr. Rudolf 
Brand, of Chicago, Ill., in an interview with a Post reporter last night, said: 

“ In conjunction with my associates here in Washington, representing the 
brewing industry throughout the United States, I can only express surprise 
and disappointment at the conclusion arrived at by the Ways and Means 
Committee in their report to Congress, in which they recommend such a 
slight reduction of the tax on beer, while the majority of the other indus- 
tries taxed under the war measure have received the committee's recom- 
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PRESIDENT M’KINLEY'S MESSAGE. 


‘““We very naturally deducted from President McKinley's message to Con- 
gress, in which he said relative to war taxes: ‘I recommend that the Congress 
at its present session reduce the internal-revenue taxes imposed to meet the 
expenses in the war with Spain in the sum of $30,000,000. This reduction 
should be secured by the remission of those taxes which experience has 
shown to be the most burdensome to the industries of the people,’ that the 
brewing industry, which has suffered more than any other industry, would 
be the first to be relieved, and we based our claims upon the actual figures 
we porate to the Ways and Means Committee, demonstrating conclu- 
sively the losses we have sustained under the grinding oppressive double 
eae ee of $ per barrel, or 40 per cent of the entire market value of our 
product. 

*“ Again I call attention to the following extracts from our previous letter 
to the Ways and Means Committee: 


CIVIL WAR TAXES NEVER REMOVED. 


“ This is only one side of the question, but it is the one which shows the per- 
nicious effects of a most unjust tax in the most glaring light, and appeals to 
other sentiments besides that of justice in the abstract. In our opinion, it 
should not, however, require such appeals in order to bring about the im- 
mediate repeal of the entire extra war tax, superimposed upon the old war 
tax. There was no equitable justification fer it at the time of its imposition, 
because the brewing industry had up te that time uninterruptedly paid the 


| old war tax of $1 per barrel, while all other manufactures, products, profes- 


sions, and occupations embraced in the original revenue system as organized 
between the years 1861-1864, have not paid a single dollar into the Federal 
Treasury since the termination of the civil war, and do not now contribute 
one ag rp toward the Federal revenue. 

‘Is it unfair or unpatriotic to ask why one American industry, consuming 
almost exclusively those highly protected American products which are a 


| source of wealth to the American farmer, should pay a double war tax 


amounting to 40 per cent of the market value of its product, while all other 
American industries remain untaxed? It will not be’ deemed to be pre- 
sumptuous, we trust, if we ask what justification there was for imposing, or 
what good reason there was for continuing, a tax of $2 upon a barrel of Seer 
costing $5, in the face of the fact that at a time (thirty-five years ago) when 
the market price of beer was $12,a Republican Administration and a Repub- 
lican Congress asserted and maintained that a tax of $1 ‘was fully up to the 
revenue standard and should not be increased.’”* (See report of the Special 
Revenue Commission for 1865-66, p. 27.) 

“We maintain that common justice imperatively demands the immediate 
repeal of the additional war tax upon malt liquors. In the entire war-revenue 
act of 1898 there is not a single tax item, excepting our own, that is unjust or 
inequitable in itself; none, excepting the beer tax, that has caused, or is likely 
tocause, widespread industrial ruin; none, again with the same exception, that 
must be borne by a comparatively small number of citizens for the exclusive 
benefit of all those numerous and immensely weaithy industries which, while 
protected by wise tariff laws, contribute not a single dollar to the internal 
revenue, and, finally, none that must ultimately affect such large masses of 
the poorer pec yple. 

“'The most striking evidence of the correctness of our contention as tothe 
inequality and injustice of the present tax rate lies in the fact that in 1866, 
when the receipts from internal revenue reached the highest point, viz, 
$310,906,984, the three revenue items which have remained’ in force (at re- 
duced rates as to spirits) since the civil war, only yielded $50,129,877, of which 
the sum of $5,115,140 was derived from malt liquors, then selling at $12 per 
barrel. The remainder, amounting to $260,777,107, came from sources of rev- 
enue, the greater portion of which are not mentioned in the act which im- 
posed upon our product an additional war tax of $1.” 


FAILURES DURING 1899 AND 1900. 


“We have shown,”’ continued Mr. Brand, ‘‘ that during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1900, no less than 36 previously successful breweries have failed, gone 
out of business altogether, their failure directly attributable to the double 
war tax. These figures can be easily verified by the records of the depart- 
ment of internal revenue. In addition to the actual failures, very many of 
our best establishments have been forced to combine in order to avoid fail- 
ure,and many more will be forced to follow in their footsteps unless we have 
immediate relief. 

BREWERS NOT EXACTING. 


“We are not exacting. On the contrary, the brewers are extremely patri- 
otic, the fact of our bearing the original war tax of $1 per barrel, or 4 per 
cent of the market value of our product, for thirty-seven years without re- 
duction, = that. The further fact of our uncomplainingly accepting 
the double war tax of $2 per barrel, or 40 per cent of our product since 1898, 
to provide revenue to conduct our war with Spain, intensifies our claim of 
pee. but now that war is over, and we cry aloud for relief from a 

ourden that is crushing our industry and sapping our very life. 


FAITH IN CONGRESS. 


““We have faith in Congress. We believe that the justice sauna the com- 
mon justice—of our claims will not appeal to Congress in vain. e only ask 
for fair treatment and a chance to live in times of peace. In times of war or 
any other distress that our country may suffer from, the Government will 
always find us ready, if necessary, to e any sacrifice called upon.”’ 


STATEMENT FROM MR. BUSCH. 


Mr. Adolphus Busch, the president of the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Asso- 
ciation, of St. Louis, Mo., has only recently arrived from Europe. Before 
leaving for home last night, Mr. Busch talked at length on the situation. 

“TI should have remained in Europeanother month,” said Mr. Busch, ‘‘had 
it not been for my interest in the repealing of the double war tax now being 
levied by the Government on our industry. 

“Its enactment has proven a terrible hardship, and its continuance means 
general disaster to the brewing interests. 

“The original tax of $1 a barrel was in itself a war tax, imposed in 1861, and 
continued without any reduction up to the declaration of hostilities with 
Spain, when it was increased to $2 per barrel, just double the original tax, 
which means precisely 40 per cent ot the general market price of beer. 

“When the original war tax of $1 a barrel was inaugurated, thirty-nine 
years ago, beer was being sold for $18 per barrel. To-day beer is being sold 
at an average of $5 per barrel, and we pay $2 per barrel to the Government. 

“Asa direct result of this excessively unfair burden of taxation, the pro- 
duction of beer decreased 1,000,000 barrels during the year 1899, a year of un- 
precedented and marvelous prosperity, and within the past seven months 
seventeen combinations have been made, consisting each of from three to 
twelve formerly prosperous breweries, forced to thus combine in order to 
save themselves from bankruptcy through this distressing and oppressive 
double war tax. More are aay to follow, or suspend business altogether, 
unless immediate relief is afforded. } 

“ During the past year the production of beer has materially increased, but 
what geod does it do the brewer? None! A few—very few—have had a 
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trifling profit, but the majority have either realized no profit at all or else 
continued business at a distinct loss, hoping and praying for the repeal of 
this grinding double war tax. 

“Take my own brewery, for instance. We brewed a million barrels of 
beer this year, an increase of 100,000 since 1899, but with what profits? Merely 
nominal. Why? Because we have to keep the quality of beer up to the 
standard established by us and ag ie Government $2 per barrel on each 
barrel brewed. This leaves the nce, $3 per barrel, to pay for hops, malt, 
barley, brewing, horses, feed, wagons, brewers, help, drivers, deliveries, ex- 
pressage, coal, ice, invested capital—in fact, everything—depreciation, losses, 
and wear and tear. 

“There is no chance for the brewers unless this double tax is reduced to $1 
per barrel. The present tax is a terrible burden, more than we can bear, 
and is crushing our business life out. We must have relief in order to exist. 
We are now paying to the Government $78,000,000 yearly, or about one-fourth 
of the entire revenue collected by the Government. 

“The brewing industry is an American establishment, one of the greatest 
of all industries. Beer is the poor man’s drink and a national beverage. It 
is by far the greatest of all temperance promoters. We give employment 
directly to over 900,000 men, and indirectly, through the farmers who grow 
the hops, malt, and cereals; the lumbermen, maltsters, coopers, blacksmiths, 
iron workers, builders, railroads, shipping, and general trades, to nearly 
3,000,000 men. 

“Our invested capital is $650,000,000. During the Senatorialinvestigation of 
last year 400 samples of American beer, ales, and porter were purchased in 
the open market, and under the analysis of the chemists of the Government, 
who analyzed these samples, only two samples of American beer, ales, and 
porter were found to contain preservatives or adulterants, as against the 
Seeeney preservatives and adulterations found in imported beers, ales, and 
porter. 

“American beers are the best in the world. Such an industry should be 
helped and not crushed as it is crushed. 

“The brewers are patriotic. We are faithful citizens, willing to uphold 
the Government and to pay a tax of $1 per barrel, or about 20 per cent on the 
market price of our product, which would amount to about from $38,000,000 
to $40,000,000 a year. No industry can stand more than that percentage of 
taxation and exist. We have tried it for three years and know. But now 
the war with Spain is over, and we who have stood this double tax so uncom- 
plainingly and patriotically from out of our distresses pray and hope for re- 
ief. The Government is getting all the profits now, and has been for three 
years. Itis but fair, just, and equitable that we have a fair earning on our 
product, of which we are now deprived. 

‘* Weare here to petition Congress and the Senate for relief, and hope for 
a successful consummation of our efforts.” 


Also the following from the able pen of Col. Louis Schade, the 
veteran editor of the Washington Sentinel, probably the oldest 
and most influential Democratic paper sent to Congress, who 
makes the following able argument against the war tax in the 
last issue of his paper: 


Taxes collected beyond the needs of the Government are unnecessary, and 
unnecessary taxation is unjust. Brewers point to the fact that receipts for 
this year are $80,000,000 in excess of appropriations, and they were assured 
that when this condition was reached their industry would be relieved of its 
onerous burdens. Their case should receive first attention, because the old 
tax was in itself a war tax, and thus they are paying not merely a war tax, 
but a double war tax. 

Brewers invite attention to the fact that of the $210,000,000 collected under 
the war-revenue bill, beer has paid $75,000,000, or more than one-third of the 
whole. If any further argument were needed to show that their industry 
has borne more than its share of the expense entailed by the Spanish war, it 
is found in the fact that the present beer tax represents two-fifths of the 
average selling price of a barrel of beer. Appeals for reduction in behalf of 
other articles affected by this bill are based on the ground that the tax is an- 
noying and burdensome. Their appeals would be entitled to consideration 
did they show anything approaching this presentation of the brewers’ case. 

What a how] would be raised if a bottle of patent medicine retailing for a 
dollar were taxed 40 cents, or a telegram costing 25 cents was assessed i0 
cents, and other things in the same proportion. A moment's comparison 
should be sufficient to show any unprejudiced person that the levy on beer 
is annoying, is burdensome, is costly, is unjust, and, what is more important 
still, is throttling the industry, neeepeeee its growth, and killing one of the 
best revenue-producing articles on the Government's tax list. 

How long can a business subsist under such an impost? That this tax has 
been a millstone around its neck is proven by the decrease of 1,000,000 barrels 
in the consumption of beer during the past year, in the large number of sus- 
pensions in the same time, in the passing of dividends by the larger concerns 
ape in the trade, and in many other ways. : : : 

n the hope that the cessation of war would bring relief ina short time, 
brewers made no attempt to collect the tax, or any part of it, from their cus- 
tomers. This was notably the case with the Washington brewers. 

A continuation of the measure will make a change in this respect neces- 
sary. In all other cases the people have had to pay the tax. The people will 
have to pay this, too, before long. By people is meant the working classes. 
Ts not the workingman taxed tothe limit now? Of all business men, brewers 
alone have voluntarily undertaken to assume these charges. They have done 
so upon the strength of promises made them. When those promises are un- 
fulfilled it is not in human nature to expect that oT will continue to do so. 

The Spanish war is over. The prolongation of the war tax, not for the 
object for which it was levied, but to provide means to carry out a ship-sub- 
sidy bill or to build the Nicaragua Canal, is a violation of the good faith of 
the Government. If Congress inits wisdom shall decree the passage of these 
measures, the first of which will entail an estimated expenditure of $9,000,000 
a year for thirty years and the second a gross cost of $150,000,000, spread over 
a period of years, brewers will not object. : 

They ask, however, that the war tax shall be wiped out, as the occasion 
which called it into existence has disappeared. And then, if money is re- 
quired for the defense of our new possessions, to extend trade, or to build up 
a merchant marine, which areall matters foreign to the Spanish war, let it be 
provided in new legislation, let there be a rearrangement of our sources of 
revenue, placing the cost equitably onall. It is unfair that revenues raised 
for war purposes should be continued after the war has ceased and used to 
furnish means to carry out projects not contemplated when the extraordi- 
nary levy was made. It isnot merely unfair, it is dishonest. Brewers ask 
only for justice. Are they entitled to it? 


Also the following letters, among others, from residents of my 
Congressional district: 
New YorK, December 6, 1900. 


My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: I am very much interested in the bill now 
pending in Congress known as the war-tax bill, to the end that this tax be 
either abolished or else greatly reduced, I having paid in war taxes from 


December 1, 1899, to December 1, 1900, $850.50, which, in addition to my State 
license, makes a total tax of $1,600. ; 

I find that if this tax continues upon me for the next year I will be driven 
out of my present business and will be forced to support my wife and family 
at whatever business I can get for a day’s pay. 

I hope and urge that you will exert all your energies and influence to the 
end that the present war taxes be abolished, or so reduced that men in my 
business will be able to make a living. 

Iam, sir, very respectfully, FRED. SCHWIEFERT, 
91 Avenue D, New York City, Manhattan, 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
Congressman Eleventh Congressional District, New York City. 
NEw York, December 11, 1900. 

DEAR Str: I, the undersigned, as a constituent of the Congressional district 
represented by you, respectfully request you to kindly use all of your influ- 
ence toward having the so-called beer war tax reduced. 

The reason that I petition you in this matter is that as far as we, the citi- 
zens of the United States, are aware there is no war existing at the present 
time, ane it seems rather unjust that the so-called war tax should be main- 
tained. 

Furthermore, the expense thrown upon the dealers is extremely heavy; 
in fact, practically deprives me of making a living under the existing cir- 
cumstances. 

Trusting that you will do all you possibly can to have this tax repealed, 

Iremain, respectfully, yours, 
CARL KIRSHMANN. 


Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
Member of United States Congress, Washington, D. C. 





New York, December 11, 1900. 

My Dear Sir: The writer, having been a resident for over thirty years ir 
this district, and doing business at No. 520 Sixth street, asks one favor from 
your honor, and that is that you use all your power to abolish the war tax 
on beer. By doing this you will bestow upom me one great favor, and in the 
future if I can at any time return such favor, why, | shall only be too glad 
to return same. 

Hoping and trusting that you will do all in your power to abolish that 
war tax, 

I remain, very truly, PETER KAEMPF, 

620 Sixth Street, New York City. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER. 


NEW YORK, December 11, 1900. 


DEAR Str: Am oneof your constituents. I ask you to use your endeavors 
to have the tax on beer reduced as low as possible. The war is over, and I 
think the present rate is exorbitant. Thanking you for any trouble you 
may take in the matter, I remain, 

Respectfully, yours, z 
JOE FUGER. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER. 


NEw YORK, December 12, 1900. 

DEAR Srr: I write you to enlist your distinguished efforts in a cause 
which is of vital interest to myself and to the rest of your constituents, and 
that is the removal of the war taxon beer. I ama saloon keeper,and had at 
the time this tax was levied a small business, which in a very modest way 
supplied the needs of myself and family. The levy of this tax has now de- 
prived me of the little I had, and with all others in my position are being 
slowly but surely being driven to the wall. 

Beer as a commodity has been made the target for unjust taxation, both 
Federal and State, until now the retailer finds it taxed 100 percent. The 
predominant party has always found a safe avenue for revenue by adding 
another burden to the back of the liquor dealer, and this last tax is to the 
small dealer the straw which will break his back. 

A continuance of this tax either drives the honest man from business or 
forces him to those methods which has so besmirched the name of a legiti- 
mate business. 

You are asked in the name of tax oppressed and for the sake of public 
morals to remove a burden so unjust, and which leaves a self-respecting 
man to chose between financial or moral ruin. 

Your earnest effort and your vote are confidently asked for this purpose. 

Respectfully, yours, 
FRITZ BOHNER, 
27 First Avenue, New York, 

Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


324 EAST ELEVENTH STREET, NEw York Cry, 
December 15, 1900. 

My DEAR Srp: I wish to inform you that nearly all of the saloonkeepers, 
including myself, of your district desire you to put before House this bill to 
drop the war tax on liquors, as the war is over and we do not wish to pay 
any more war tax. 

When you recall that there are many poor people in your district, Iam 
sure that you will endeavor to furnish your valuable services. Iama leading 
Italian citizen in your district, and they have requested me toask you to put 
this bill though. 

Wishing you success in passing same, and thanking you for your past favor, 
with highest respects, I am, 

Yours, truly, 
FRANK SETARO. 
Hon. WILLIAM SuLZER, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield the remainder of my 
timetomy colleague [Mr.GAINnEs]. Wehave,{I think, ten minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN, There are ten minutes remaining on that 
side. 


[Mr. GAINES addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, in the beginning of the year 
1898 the nation found itself entering upon a foreign war. It was 
not a war of defense, nor yet a war of conquest, but a war volun- 
tarily assumed in the cause of humanity. Centuries of Spanish 
misrule in Cuba had aroused the indignation of the American 
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people. Outrages continued and that promised to be continued 
against the unhappy inhabitants of that neighboring isle had at | 
last exhausted all patience and resulted in a demand for their 
immediate cessation. 

rhe tragic fate of our splendid battle ship, the Maine, and her | 
brave crew, sunken while on a friendly visit in the harbor of Ha- 
bana, had lighted such a flame of resentment in the popular heart 
that diplomacy ceased to have any office and was followed by a 
hot and hasty call to arms. War was declared, armies were or- 
ganized, battle ships and cruisers assembled in answer to the peo- 
ple’s call, It was essentially and characteristically a people's war, 
in which party lines were obliterated, sectional strife buried, and 
common cause made against a common foe. 

Under these circumstances there devolved upon the representa- 
tives of the people the duty of providing the sinews of war: for 
war is costly, not only of life and blood but of treasure, and the 
equipment of a peace establishment is wholly unfitted to deal with | 
the problems that war presents. It was not becauseof any weak- | 
ness in our then existing revenue system that legislation was 
demanded in order to meet war expenditures. The Federal 
Treasury was then, owing to Republican legislation and Repub- 
lican administration,in ahealthy condition. Itwas fully equipped 
to meet all the demands, current and future, that might be made 
upon it under normal conditions. 

During the preceding Administration, which was Democratic, 
the country had experienced an era of extraordinary commercial 
and industrial depression. That state of things the Democratic | 
party ascribed to the refusal upon the part of Congress to depre- 
ciate our currency and to engage in the wild attempt to create 
values by law. 
it to the operation of a tariff system that provided neither reve- | 
nues for the Treasury nor protection for our capital and our labor. 

Pursuant to their theory, immediately upon their accession to 
power they wrote upon the statute book a new tariff law, drawn | 
along Republican lines, looking toward the protection of the peo- | 
ple’s Treasury and the protection of the people’s industries, That 
law was enacted in 1897 and was known by the name of its now | 
lamented author, as the Dingley law. 

For many months prior to its enactment, in anticipation thereof | 
and for the purpose of escaping the duties that would be imposed | 
thereby, large importations were made. The effect of these im- 


| 


portations was to postpone the effective operation of the law | 
until these importations should have been exhausted. 

In the month of January, 1898, a surplus came into view. In 
February there was an actual surplus of $2,000,000. In March 
there were large war expenditures, but, deducting these, there 
was a surplus tor that month almost equal to that of the preced- 
ing month, so that in the absence of war, upon the basis of a peace 
establishment, no one doubted that from that time forward the 
Treasury would be able to meet all legitimate demands that could | 
be made upon it; and so results have proved. 

sut, Mr. Chairman, the Dingley law was made for peace and 
not for war; hence the necessity arose for the passage of new rev- 
enue legislation to meet the emergency. It is proper to say just 
here, in passing, that all things then combined to lighten the an- | 
ticipated burdens of such legislation. Under the stimulus of a 
wise protective tariff industry had revived, capital had forsaken | 
its hiding places, manufactures flourished, wages were increased, 
our foreign trade was assuming tremendous proportions, and we 
had entered upon a career of unbounded prosperity. 

I do not mean to say, Mr. Chairman, that these fortunate cir- 
cumstances were at all essential to reconcile the people to accept 
the burdens of war taxation. They would have been willingly | 
assumed under any circumstances by a patriotic people who have | 
always held their national honor as cheaply bought at any expense, 
however great, whether ot money or of blood. 

Pursuant to the duty that devolved upon it, Congress passed a | 
war-revenue law, the law of June 13, 1898, in the modification of 
which we are now engaged. 

That law was regarded by common consent as an emergency 
law. It was not the intention upon the part of anyone ihat it 
should remain permanently upon the statute books, But its op- 
eration was not limited as to time. That was to depend upon the 
life of the emergency, and it was not anticipated that it would 
necessarily cease to operate upon the termination of hostilities. 
It was intended to cover the expenses of the war and its conse- 
quences, so that the ordinary revenues might be left free to meet 
the ordinary demands. 

In reporting that law to the House the then chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means used this language: 

While all of these additiona! taxes are war taxes, which would be natu- 
rally repealed or modified when the necessities of war and the payment of 
war expenses have ceased, yet it is impossible now to place a limit on them. 
not only for the reason that no one can intelligently forecast the length of 
the war, but also for the reason that war always brings a train of extraordi- 
nary expenditures which do not terminate with the close of actual hostilities. 

This law thus reported provided for the raising of money in the 
only two ways that it could be raised—by taxation and by bor- 
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| upon persons able to contribute to the national defense. 


The Republican party, on the other hand, ascribed | . 


| expenses. 
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rowing—the one, if need be, to supplementtheother. By itsterms 
it imposed duties upon articles of voluntary consumption, or on 
articles or objects that would make stich taxation fall mainly 
It was 
expected that it would realize from $100,000,000 to $150,000,000 a 
year. It was modeled in part upon the internal-revenue legisla- 
tion of the civil war, and was capable of administration by the ex- 
isting machinery of the revenue department. That law has vin- 
dicated the wisdom and the foresight of its authors, I have here 


| in my hand a statement showing the receipts from the war-reve- 


nue act from June 13, 1898, to June 30, 1900, furnished by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. It is as follows: 














saleetn | 
eee Receipts dur-/Receipts dur- 
13 to July 1 ing the fiscal | ing the fiscal | Total. 
1898. ‘ year 1899. year 1900. 
; i 7 
Schedule A.............| $724, 073. 94 |$38, 618, 081.20 |$36, 416, 082.11 |$7 
Schedule B........-.... | 70,343.66 | 5,219, 737.46 | 4,548, 283.19 P 
Seer .......-..-..-....-./2, O23, 747.66 | 31,098, 138.38 | 33,431, 221.65 5 
Special taxes........... | 46,973.00 | 5,870,941.80| 4,844, 743. 97 : 
NID. iosnn sutton | 367; 639.64 | 14, 226, 994. 63 | 16, 738, 622.13 | 31,3 
ar a ee oe ee 18, 361, 08 875, 898. 72 895,045.07 | 1, : 
Cigars -.. ‘ 110,268.16 | 2,717,851.34 |] 3,189,764.14 | 6, 83. 6 
Cima ORE ES «onc ciccee cso 39,090.29 | 1,402, 828.18 | 1,320,394.72 | 2, 762,313. 
Legacies . eeoeeeseee} 1,235,435.25 |] 2,884, 491.55 | 4,119, 926. 80 
I ao ee eed 643,446.41 | 1,079,405.14 | 1, 722,851.55 
Mixed flour ............ Re aa ee 7, 840. 62 7, 439. 46 15, 280. 08 
Additional taxes on 
tobacco and beer ....| 9,945.13 947, 424. 37 18, 734. 82 976, 104. 82 
ee ee Lee (3, 410, 442. 51 102, 359, 618.36 |105, 874, 227.95 (211, 144, 288. 82 


It will be observed that from the time of its passage until June 
80, 1900, it has raised the sum of over $211,000,000. But, while I 
give credit to the Jaw for its efficiency, I onght to say in passing 
that never during all its lifetime, unless possibly within the last 
few months, has it produced sufficient revenue to meet all war 
Even with this law upon the statute books it has been 
necessary from time to time to ask relief from the revenues col- 





| lected under the provisions of the Dingley law. 


But the time has now arrived when the emergency to meet 
which this law was enacted has ceased in part, though not alto- 
gether, to exist, and when it becomes proper, therefore, that there 
should be some modification of its terms. It can not now be re- 
pealed as a whole, because the train of extraordinary expenditures 
which do not terminate with the close of actual hostilities still 
exists and must be provided for. Two questions present them- 
selves for answer. First, how much revenue can be spared; and, 
second, what subjects can be exempted in whole or in part from 


| taxation. 


Now it will be conceded by every fair-minded man that the de- 
termination of these questions furnishes a nice and a difficult task, 
It will be conceded also, I think, that no committee of this House 
is clothed with such an unerring judgment as to be able to report 
a bill that would satisfy everybody. The interests involved are 
varied and multiplied. In the hearings that were had before the 
Ways and Means Committee each particular interest insisted that 
it was the most grievously and most unjustly burdened and was 
entitled to the first relief. 

It goes without saying, therefore, that your committee could 
not satisfy all. All that your committee can claim, and all that 
it does claim, is that it has given to this subject serious and con- 
scientious consideration, has endeavored to do justice to all as it 
was given to it to see justice, and that it believes now, after all 
the discussion that has been had, that the bill reported is the best 
bill that could have been reported, and that it ought to be adopted 
by this House. 

Now, as to the first question, How much revenue can we spare? 
As to this, up to a certain point, we all agree. We all agree that 
we can not repeal the law. We all agree that we can not remove 
all the taxes. At that point, however, we part company. The 
minority of the Ways and Means Committee say reduce taxation 
$70,000,000. Some other party says $60,000,000. Another party 
says $50,000,000. Yourcommittee has reported in favor of $40,000,- 
000, although their first judgment was that taxation ought not to 
be reduced to exceed $30,000,000. 

All these various figures are determined from the standpoint, 
not of public, but of personal interest. Each man wants to save 
his own particular industry. One man says, ‘‘ Do not remove the 
taxes or stamp duties from checks, They do nobody any harm. 
They are easily collected, and they result in a large revenue.” 
Another man says, ‘‘Take them off. They are exceedingly vexa- 
tious. They resultin multiplied losses, greatand small. Letthem 
beremoved.” One man says, ‘‘ Remove the tax from bank capital 
andsurplus. Itisan unjustdiscrimination.” Another says, ** Let 
itremain, The banks are not suffering. They have not cut their 
dividends. They are able to and ought to be made to pay.” 

One wan says, Take the duty off from transactions on the stock 
exchange; it is unjust to segregate them and treat them unlike 
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other similar transactions.” His neighbor says: ‘‘ Why, it would | for some undisclosed purpose of his own he is seeking to deceive 
not be safe to go to the country with a bill exempting from taxa- | the Congress or because he is incompetent to arrive at a correct 


tion ‘puts’ and ‘calls’ and imaginary sales and the gambling in 
Wall street and elsewhere.” §& 
ences of opinion as to how much there ought to be of tax reduc- 
tion. 

Now, in this diversity of opinion, in this confusion worse con- 
founded of reasoning, is there no arbiter to whom we can go and 
upon whose judgment we can rely for a safe decision? I answer 
yes; there is. Under our system the financial administration of 
the Government is intrusted to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the law imposes upon him the duty of furnishing information to 
Congress. Under our system the Constitution provides that the 
President ‘‘ shall from time to time give to Congress information 
as to the state of the Union, and recommend to their considera- 
tion such measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient.” 

Iam not arguing that the opinion of either the President or of 
the Secretary of the Treasury is not subject to review by Congress, 
or that they ought not in proper cases to be set aside. 1am sim- 
ply arguing that in the multiplicity and diversity of opinions upon 
a question of finance in this House of 357 members, none of whom 


So it goes, and so arises the differ- | 


| 
} 


i 


| with Republican policy. 


is charged with special financial responsibility, knowledge, or ex- | 


perience, it would be the part of wisdom to hearken to the views 
of these public officers, upon whom responsibility does rest and 
who are eminently fitted by their experience and environment to 
arrive at a right judgment. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is a financier of lifelong experi- 
ence. Amongst financiers he is regarded as an authority. In 


character, in good judgment, in the successful administration of | 


his Department, he will be rated as the peer of any of his great 
yredecessors. The wisdom and pa‘riotism of the President of the 

nited States, his lengthy experience in public life, the responsi- 
bility of his great office—all these combine to render his conclu- 
sions worthy of commanding respect. 
tlemen say officially as to the reduction of taxation? 


Now, what do these gen- | 


conclasion. 

I assume that no man on this floor will assert the truth of either 
of these propositions. Every presumption is in favor of the hon- 
esty of the Secretary, of his competency, and of the correctnessof 
his figures. It is because gentlemen make wrong assumptions 
and pursue wrong methods that they and the Secretary do not 
agree. For example, one gentleman takes the surplus of 1900, 
$80,000,000, and that of 1901, $80,000,000; he then tigures outa 
surplus of $126,000,000 for 1902; addsthese all together and makes 
a surplus for 1902 of $286,000,000. 

But the fallacy of his position lies in the fact that surpluses are 
not carried from year to year, but disposed of as they arise. To 
do otherwise would be poor financiering, and not in accordance 
What the net balance in the Treasury 
may be at any time is not gauged by the surplus. For example, 
the net balance in the Treasury on the jth day of March, 1897, 
when the Republican party became responsible for the adminis- 
tration of the Government, was $212,000,000, less gold reserve, 
$100,000,000, leaving the net cash in the Treasury $112,000,000, 
On yesterday, according to the daily report issued by the Depart- 
ment, the net cash in the Treasury was $18,000,000, or only 
$26,000,000 more than on March 5, 1897, notwithstanding the 
accruing in the meantime of several surpluses, 

it would be easy to trace the disposition of the surplus had we 
the books of the Treasury and the requisite time. A glance at the 
last report of the Secretary of the Treasury will furnish some 
suggestions in this direction. For instance, since the passage of 
the currency law of last March $50,000,000 has been transferred 
to the reserve fund to make the $150,000,000 prescribed by the law, 
And I have here a statement, furnished by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which shows how much he has spent in the purchase 
and redemption of the interest-bearing debt, including redemption 


| of bonds issued to the Pacific railroads, since March 4, 1897. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, in the first place, points out the | 


uncertainty, from time to time, of receipts and disbursements. He 
Bays: 
The Treasurer calls attention to the marked irregularity in the receipts 


and expenditures, pointing out that while in July, 1899, there was a deficiency 
of $8.506,832.28, in June, 1900, a surplus of $17,895,158.86 was realized. The grest- 


est difference between income and outgo on any one day was $4,047,596.05 in | 


favor of the Treasury. The corresponding maximum deficiency was $2,318.- 
621.42. In the face of such wide fluctuations the necessity for ample available 
reserves is apparent. 


Then, having in mind these uncertainties and the responsibility 
of his position, he makes a recommendation with respect to the 
reduction of war revenues. He says: 


From the estimates of receipts and expenditures for the fiscal year 1902 
there promises to be an excess of receipts to the amount of $26,000,000. It is 
hardly necessary to point out that estimates are at best approximate. Exi- 
gencies in the public service which can not be anticipated may require expend- 
itures not contemplated. Congressional appropriations, extraordinary in 
character, or failures to realize fully estimated revenues, are also influences 
which may operate seriously to derange all advance calculations. A con- 
servative margin should, therefore, be reserved in forecasting definite results 
based on hypothetical calculations. 


I will not stop to go into the figures, Suflice it to say that of 
the 4 per cent loan of 1907, the 5 per cent loan of 1904, the funded 


| loan of 1891, and the Pacific Railroad bonds redeemed we have 


| an expenditure amounting to $86,716,562, 


An annual excess in receipts over expenditures is the best indorsement of | 


the national credit, while a deficit is a depressing factor in public finance. It 
has been our wise policy in the past to reduce the public debt in time of peace. 
and to this good policy may be attributed, to a high degree, the low rates of 
interest, hitherto unprecedented, which now attach to our Government debt 
obligations. It is true that for a period of six years, from 1894 to 1899, inclu 


sive, annual deficits appeared; but it may be hoped that this wasa aommerery | 
interruption to a history of twenty-eight years, when each year showed | 


annual expenditures less than annual revenues. 

The operation of the act of February 25, 1862, providing for a sinking fund, 
contemplates the payment or purchase and cancellation of substantially 
$50,000,000 annually of our interest-bearing debt obligations. Owing to the 
unfavorable conditions in the Treasury during the six years just referred 
to, the sinking fund was entirely neglected. 


In the absence of any expression to the contrary, it may be safely assumed | 
that it is the desire of Congress to observe faithfully the general require- | 


ments of the sinking-fund act, and to provide revenue sufficient to meet the 
charges thus aaapeses upon the Government. The present and prospective 
easy condition of the Treasury justifies the belief that the sinking-fund re 
quirement can be met, both for the current fiscal year and for the next fiscal 
year, and still permit a moderate reduction in taxes imposed by the war- 
revenue act. 
mended to the consideration of the present Congress 

And the President of the United States, in his message to Con- 
gress, says: 

I recommend that the Congress at its present session reduce the internal- 
revenue taxes imposed to meet the expenses of the war with Spain in the 
sum of $30,000,000. This reduction should be secured by the remission of 
those taxes which experience has shown to be the most burdensome to the 
industries of the people. 

It appears, therefore, that the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
President of the United States, both speaking under official re- 
sponsibility and after athorough examination of the subject, have 
determined that tax reduction ought to be had to the amount of 
$80,000,000 only. 

But gentlemen say, “ The Secretary has given us the figures for 
1900, 1901, and 1902, and we are unable to see how he arrives at a 
surplus of only $26,000,000 in 1902;” and therefore he must be 
wrong, 


reduction to the amount of $30,000,000 is therefore recom- | 


And when you add to 
that the premiums paid in the exchange of bonds under the act of 
March 14, 1900, thus reducing the principal of the outstanding 
bonded indebtedness $36,000,000 and more, you have a total 
expended by the Secretary since the 4th day of March, 1897, of 
$122,826,083. IL insert here the statement in detail: 


Statement showing the purchases and redemptions of the interest-bearing debdt, 


including redemptions of bonds issued to Pacific railroads, since March 4, 
1897. ; 
Four percent loan of 1907, purchased.................-......---..... $14, 310,350 
Five per cent loan of 1904, purchased---.............-- 7 +, 900, 300 
NE , CII ib inn Se Ges ntnwweadne seeunde <esccedeens 23, 410, 400 
42.711, 050 
Pacific railroad bonds, redeemed ......-..-- on’, 


08.512 
86, 719, 562 


14, 1900, thus reducing the principal of the outstanding bonded 
indebtedness - palbiteas 


a cetimaennneeee 12, 
And [insert also another statement showing the saving to the 
Government in refunding to November 30, 19U0, inclusive. 


8265, 083 


Amountre-| Savingin Premium | Net 





— : d Sav 

Issue. funded. | interest paid. ng 
4 = $82,091,700 | $6,767,545 | $4,621,027 $2,146,518 
PED .. arouse dcantsuctenses 219, 779, 31, 456, 990 | 25,355,089 | 6,101, 841 
EGE a 63, 072, L00 6, 988, 212 6, 130, 405 857, 807 
Dl ea ade 364,943,750 | 45,212,687 | 36,106,521 | 9, 106,166 


| 
| 
| 


Well, if his figures are wrong, it must be either because | 000,” But there are twoapparent fallacies in that argument. 








In brief, then, the surpluses of preceding years must be elim- 
inated from our calculation of the Treasury resources of 1902, 
Some of such surpluses may be carried into that year, but they 
may not be. This uncertainty eliminates them, therefore, neces- 
sarily, as a basis of and a factor in permanent legislation. 

Again, take the basis on which the minority of the committee 
dispute the Secretary’s conclusions. They say that the Secretary 
calculates upon an addition to the revenues of 1902 to the extent 
of $25,000,000, and that this must be takenintoaccount. But this 
$25,000,000 is the customary advance expected to be realized year 
by year from the growth of the country. The same causes that 
produce this add to the expenditures, and so the one, as a matter 
of experience, offsets the other, and both must be eliminated from 
calculation. 

But they say ‘“‘ The surplus of 1901 amounts to $80,000,000; the 
expenditures of 1902 will be the same as the expenditures of 1901, 
and therefore the surplus of $80,000,000 ought to be added to the 
Secretary's surplus of $26,000,000, making a surplus of $106,000,- 
In 
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the first place, it is apparent that the expenditures for 1902 will 


be largely in excess of those of 1901. But in the next place, if the 
surplus is $80,000,000, then the Secretary is wrong, and you can 
not add the $80,000,000 to his $26,000,000. The surplus will be 
only $80,000,000, and deducting from that $40,000,000 of taxes that 
we now take off, you will have remaining a surplus of only $40,- 
000,000. As this is exclusive of the sinking fund, the $50,000,000 
which under the law is due to it, you have, instead of a surplus of 
$40,000,000, a deficit of $10,000,000. 

Now, this assault is made upon the Secretary’s figures because 


they are based upon an assumption that Congress will appropri- | 


ate the amount of the estimates; and it is said that Congress never 
does so appropriate. Conceding that to be true for the sake of 
argument, how much will Congress appropriate? Can anyone 
name the figures? Is not the final result an uncertainty and a 
piece of guesswork? And is it not better to have a surplus than 
a deficit—to realize money from taxation rather than from bonds? 

But it by no means follows that if Congress fails to appropriate 
the amount of the estimates in the first instance it may not finally 
appropriate their amount, or even more, when deficiency appro- 
priations are made. 
be added together to get true results. 

Nor does it follow that Congress will invariably appropriate less 
than the estimates. I have here a statement of estimates, appro- 
priations, and expenditures, including postal service, for the fiscal 
years 1894 to 1902, inclusive, which I will publish with my remarks. 
This statement shows that in five out of eight years, Congress 
appropriated more than was called for by the estimates. 

But, Mr. Chairman, have gentlemen included in their estimates 
the extraordinary expenses which the Government must meet dur- 
ing 1902? Have they gauged the amount of a river and harbor 
bill; and if so, how much have they allowed for it? Have they 
included the expenses of armor plate, the resumption of work in 
the naval establishments of the country, the completion of the 
vessels already authorized, and the cost of others that are to be 
provided for? If so, how much do they allow for these items? 

Have they allowed anything for the subsidy, so called, to our 
merchant marine, in case we pass the shipping bill? Has the possi- 
bility of a Pacific cable ever crossed their vision? 
bility of the Nicaragua Canal ever entered their minds as a factor 
of expense? Do they imagine that the year 1902 will pass into his- 
tory without any provision for public buildings, so long neglected 
to be provided for by Congress? Have they taken into considera- 
tion, in these days of the happening of the unexpected, the various 


contingencies that may arise, not only from business changes at | 


home, but from possible complications abroad? 

Suppose, for example, that the contention of gentlemen on the 
other side of the House should prevail, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States should decide that the Constitution follows the 
flag—how much of unlawful duties have beengollected in the United 
States and in the ports of Porto Rico? How much of illegitimate 
and unlawful duties have been collected in the ports of the Philip- 
pines from exports to them, and in the ports of the United States 
from imports from these islands? Will not all the unlawful 
duties have to be refunded from the Federal Treasury? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. And the Hawaiian Islands as 
well. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
will the amount be? 
these demands? 

But, Mr. Chairman, aside from all that it is the policy —the Re- 
publican policy—to reduce the national debt and to maintain a 
strong and powerful Treasury. The latter is much more to us in 
the interests of peace than fleets and armies. 

That nation commands most respect in the councils of the na- 
tions that has the most available monetary strength to meet any 
contingencies that may arise. 


And the Hawaiian Islands as well. What 
Where shall the money come from to answer 


them all is the Treasury. Better $100,000,000 in the vaults of the 
Treasury, at a cost of $2,000,000 annually, than two regiments of 
soldiers, which will cost as much. 

Have gentlemen taken into consideration as a possible cause of 
complications the fact that we have three hundred and forty-six 
millions of greenbacks, sixty-odd millions of Treasury notes, and 
nearly six hundred millions of silver, all to be maintained at a 
parity, with a gold reserve of only $150,000,000? 

I conclude, therefore, Mr. Chairman, and I do not mean to con- 
sume any more time on this proposition—I conclude that for the 
reasons stated, upon the figures furnished, from any and every 
point of view, the conclusion of the Secretary of the Treasury is 
unassailable, and that it would have been a wise policy on the 

yart of the Committee on Ways and Means to have reported the 
ill reducing war taxation only to the extent of $30,000,000, 

But we have exceeded that sum. We have proposed a reduc- 
tion in this bill of $40,000,000. And why? Wedid it as a conces- 
sion to members of this body. We did it as a concession to our 






Regular and deficiency appropriations must | 


Has the possi- | 


The Army, the Navy, the Treas- | 
ury—these are the arms of our defense, but the most potent of | 








colleagues, who demanded further reductions in the interests of 
acertain particular industry in their various districts, and as it 
was a concession on our part I wish to say that in justice and fair- 
ness concessions are now due to us. 

Let us go no further in reductions. Let us stop right here. 
| Let us adopt the bill as reported by the Committee on Ways and 
| Means and not put in peril the future of the Treasury of the 
| United States, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 can not stop to dwell at any length in 
| answer to the second question, What subjects may we exempt, 
= whole orin part, from taxation under the operations of this 
| law? 

On that question I could not if I would add anything to the 
clear and exhaustive treatment that the subject has already re- 
ceived from the honored chairman of our committee [Mr. PAYNE]. 
We have sought to remove the most vexatious taxes and those 
that imposed most heavily upon the individual citizen. We have 
sought to remove the taxes that most often remind him that he is 
a taxpayer. There is necessarily some difference of opinion 
| amongst the members of this House as to certain particular items. 
I have already mentioned some—bank checks, bank capital, ex- 
| change sales—but I apprehend that they are not at all material 
and that they will not in the end influence a single vote upon the 
passage of this bill. 

There is one subject, however, about which there seems to be 
| some considerable feeling and views of an extreme character, and 
| that is the subject of the reduction of the tax on beer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when this bill was originally framed by 

| the Committee on Ways and Means, as they understood that they 
were confined to a reduction of $30,000,000, no exemption was pro- 

| vided for upon beer. They thought that that was a popular tax, 

} a tax we by the American people, a tax upon an industry 
that could well bear it, and therefore it was allowed to remain; 
but, as I said only a moment ago, the committee were induced to 
make concessions, and at the instance of our colleagues in this 
House we added to the tax reduction in the interest of the brew- 
ers $10,000,000. 

In my judgment that tax ought not to be reduced another dol- 

lar. In my judgment its reduction by a single dollar will render 
| this bill unsatisfactory to and unpopular with the great masses 
| of the American people. Furthermore, I have never yet heard a 
| single good and sufficient reason given why the tax on beer should 
| be further reduced. 
What are the reasons? First, they say it is a double war tax. 
; Well, it is nothing of the kind. They say because during the 
civil war a tax of $1 a barrel was imposed on beer, therefore the 
tax imposed by the act of 1898 is a double war tax. But the tax 
imposed during the civil war has remained for thirty-five years 
and has become a peace tax by the unanimous judgment and 
approval of the people of the United States. 

Is there a man living who assumes for a moment the possibility 
of our taking all the tax off beer? Why, beer is a legitimate sub- 
ject of taxation in every country in the world where there is any 
beer, and the man does not live and the child is not yet born who 
will see this tax entirely removed by the Congress of the United 
States. So there is nothing in that reason. 

Then, in the second place, they say that the tax has decreased 
production. Idenyit. I submit from the books of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue the following: 





Statement showing number of barrels of beer produced, number of barrels ex- 
ported tax free, and number of barrels upon which tax was paid during each 
of the ten fiscal years beginning July 1, 1889, and ending June 30, 1900. 





| Produced. Exported 








Year. | tax free. | Tax paid. 
| 

Barrels. | Barrels. Barrels, 
ee a tail! clei | 27,561,944 
| i vdstend betnbn bonis mami shaelabiaenkinaeent 30, 497, 209 | 19,017 | 30,478, 192 
LD © ncihs Welluae wethereoenee® . 31, 856, 626 38,790 | 31,817,836 
| 1893 f 36,862 | 34, 554, 317 
ISo4 27, 33, 334, 783 
1805 28,373 | 383,561,411 


1806 33, 
39, 
36, 083 

116, 520 | 

155, 605 | 


35, 826, 008 
34, 423, 004 
37, 498, 306 
36, 581, 114 
89, 331, 110 


152 
1897 
1898 
1890 
1900 


590 
728 | 
i 
| 





39, 486, 715 


It is apparent from these figures that beer production has had 
| its ups and downs, year in and year out, without regard to tax. It 
| is further apparent that the production for 1900 was the largest 
: its history, showing an increase over the preceding year of 


2,750,000 barrels. When you tell me that the brewers are opera- 


ting ata loss and yet have increased their production so enor- 
mously, you make a draft on my credulity that must go to protest, 
for I certainly shall not honor it. 

So, there is nothing in the second reason assigned, 
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Then, again, they say the beer tax is too high. Why, it is not 
to be compared with the tax on whisky. It is not to be compared 
with the tax on wines. The tax on whisky is $34.10 per barrel. 
The tax on light wines amounts to $2.48 a barrel, while the tax 
on beer under this bill is only $1.60 a barrel. And so there is 
nothing in that reason. Whisky and wines and beers all belong 
in the same class of luxuries, Again, the brewers say they pay 
all the tax. No; they do not say thatnow. They did say that at 
the outstart, but it did not stand the test of cross-examination; 
and if I had the time I would read to you the testimony of the 
brewers themselves, taken before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, which shows thatthe tax is distributed amongst the brewers, 
the dealers, and the consumers. And so there is nothing in that 
reason, 

They say that this isa heavy tax upon the small brewers. But 
no small brewer has appeared before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee: no consumer of beer has been heard by that committee, 
either by delegation, in person, or by letter. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

2 CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield? 

Mr. DALZELL., I do. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not true that the gentlemen who ap- 
peared before the Ways and Means Committee in behalf of the 
brewing industry practically represented 95 per cent of all the 
brewers in the country? And is it not true that among that 95 
per cent are included nearly every small brewery in the country? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave no doubt that all the small breweries 
that have been absorbed by the great breweries were represented 
upon that delegation; but the small brewers outside have made 
no complaint, and when these gentlemen attribute to this tax the 
absorption of these small breweries by large breweries my answer 
is that their absorption is only in response to a universal law—the 
law of industrial evolution, the law that applies to modern enter- 
prises and centers in great combinations the capital necessary to 
carry on great modern enterprises. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me again to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will my friend from Pennsylvania kindly 
cite a single instance in which a small brewery has been absorbed 
by a large one? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know anything about it except what 
those gentlemen said to us. Gentlemen who appeared before the 
Ways and Means Committee declared that the effect of this tax 
was to drive the small breweries into the grasp of the great brew- 
eries, and if the gentleman will read that testimony he will find 
that my declaration is exactly correct. 

Now, I have not any more time; I have only a moment more 
left, and I must abandon this subject. 

I am glad, Mr. Chairman, that in our patriotic endeavor to 
lessen the burdens of taxation upon our citizens the gentlemen 
upon the other side have announced that they will not oppose the 

passage of this bill. Iam sorry that they can only give it half- 
Semrted approval. In a general way dissenting from its provi- 
sions, they have offered no suggestions by way of its amendment. 
Asserting that there are interests unrelieved that ought to be re- 
lieved, they have failed to name a single interest. 

If we may judge from their views as printed, they would take 
$30,000,000—the difference between forty millions and seventy 
miliions—off beer and tobacco. I am unwilling to believe that. 
Iam loath to believe that there are not gentlemen on the other 
side of this Chamber who will join hands with us against any fur- 
ther reduction under this bill. They rail at the protective tariff, 
and they renew the well-worn but derided cry of trusts; and yet 
they can not be oblivious to the fact that it is due to the great 
protective system that we have at last become the masters of the 
markets of the world. [Applause. | 

I do not believe that our friends upon the other side would will- 
ingly cripple a Republican Administration by reducing taxation 
to such an extent as to compel the issue of bonds in time of peace 
or the reimposition of taxes once removed. That ought not to be 
the policy of either party. We all agree, Republicans and Dem- 
ocrats alike, that provision ought to be made for governmental 
revenues adequate for governmental needs; and so far as this side 
of the Chamber is concerned, it believes in a gradual and progres- 
sive reduction of the national debt so as to escape large interest 
payments. It believes in the maintenance at all times of our 
national honor, the honor of our money, the honor of our flag, and 
will so adjust taxation from time to time as to impose the least 
possible burden upon the individual citizen, while it will at the 





same time so guard and protect the Federal Treasury that our 
splendid national credit shall continue to be, as it is, the wonder | 
and admiration of the world. |Loud applause on the Republican 
side. } 


APPENDIX. 


»riations, and expenditures, including postal 


Statement of estimates, approy 
years 189), to 1902, inclusive. 


service, fisca 





















vem Appropriations. . He 
years end-| , e\— —————$_ - _ ixpendi- 
ing June | Estimates. ; tures. 
30— Annual. Deficiency. Total. 

SEE Schad 8 8 (SSS hl eet ari Ha a all i le 
i iadeuss | 671, 855,249 | $627,043, 373 | $18,000,000 | $645, 043,373 | + $607, 773, 254 
1900... | 627,006,490 | 600, 280, 201 | 13, 887,009 | 614,117,210 | 590,068, 371 
1899... .... | 498,522,533 | 506,194,136 | 49,950,006 | 556,144,142 | 706, 704,341 
ae | 456,946,047 | 478,069,424 | 949,838,655 | 827,908,079 | 541, 402,106 
SOIT wctnanee | 444,884,194 | 453,934,977 | 10, 408, 451 | 8,428 | 450, 851, 402 
WEL cece | 440,002,486 | 439,980,402 | 15,813, 414 | | 443,112, 116 
MRSS occas 443,306,790 | 445, 155,579 9,674,463 | 454,830,042 | 443,374, 850 
ee 454,785,125 | 11,056,617 | 465,841,742 | 452,519, 391 


450, 261, 335 | 





* Exclusive of sinking fund and redemption of national-bank notes. 
+ Estimated. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 1/4, 1900. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hopkins having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
when the two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, they stand adjourned 
until 12 o'clock meridian, on Thursday, January 3, 1901. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit to the present 
Congress a plan and estimate for the ane of Burlington Bay, Two 


Harbors, in the State of Minnesota, based upon the examination and survey 
heretofore made of said bay. 
WAR REVENUE 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour having arrived to close general 
debate, the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That section 1 of the act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide ways and means to 
meet war expenditures, and for other purposes,’ approved June 13, 1898, is 
hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

‘That there shall be paid, in lieu of the tax of $1 now imposed by law,a 
tax of $2 on all beer, lager beer, ale, porter, and other similar fermented 
liquors, brewed or manufactured and sold, or stored in warehouse, or re- 
moved for consumption or sale, within the United States, by whatever name 
such liquors may be called, for every barrel containing not more than 31 gal 
lons; and at a like rate for any other quantity or for the fractional parts of a 
barrel authorized and defined by law. And section 3339 of the Revised Stat- 
utes is hereby amended accordingly: Provided, That a discount of 20 per 
cent shall be allowed upon all sales by collectors to brewers of the stamps 
provided for the payment of said tax: Provided further, That the additional 
tax imposed in this section on all fermented liquors stored in warehouse to 
which a stamp had been affixed shall be assessed and collected in the manner 
now provided by law for the collection of taxes not paid by stamps.” 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘* $2” in line 8, page 1, after the words ‘“‘a tax of,"’ and insert the 
following, ‘*$1.60;" also strike out in line 5, page 2, ‘Provided, That a discount 
of,” and the lines following down to and inclucing “said tax” in line 8; also 
strike out “further” in line 8. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, thisamendment does not change 
the rate from the bill, but makes a flat tax of 31.60 a barrel in- 
stead of $2 with the 2 per cent discount. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Will the gentleman stato 
that again? I did not quite hear the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. It strikes out $2 and inserts in lieu of it $1.60. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do you strike out lines 8, 
9, 10, 11, and 12? Do you strike out the second proviso? 

Mr. PAYNE. We leave the second proviso in, but we strike 
out the first proviso, ‘Provided, That a discount,” etc. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, that is all, 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all I wish to say 
upon this point at this time; but I wish that we might have some 
agreement to limit debate upon this section, and I ask unanimous 
consent that ali debate upon this section be limited to one hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, we can not agree to 
that now. Let us debate it for a few minutes, and then we may 
agree to it later; but we can not agree to it now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Objection is made,and I will take the floor after- 
wards and move to limit debate. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to 
the amendment suggested by the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, by inserting $1.20 in place of $1.60. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “one dollar and sixty ” and insert “one dollar and twenty,” 
as to read ** $1.20.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to offer a substitute for the amend- 
ment and the amendment to the amendment, 


BEER. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in line 8, page 1, after the word “ of,” the following: “‘ Two dol- 
lars’ and insert in lieu thereof ** $1.50," and in line 5, page 2, strike out, after 
the word ‘accordingly,’ the words ‘Provided, That a discount of 20 per cent 

1} wed upon all sales by collectors to brewers of the stamps pro 


shall be all 
vided for the payment of said tax.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to raise a point of 
order against that. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the point of order? 

Mr. PAYNE. This isan amendment in the third degree. It is 
not a substitute, but itis piling up a third amendment. It will 
be in order after the votes are taken on the other amendments. 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken. This is simply a third amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 
from Missouri to offer it as asubstitute for the pending amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is an amendment, and it is not a substitute. 
It is an amendment to the section and not a substitute for the 
section. After the vote is taken on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Nevada this amendment is in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks this can not be made asub- 
stitute by simply calling it a substitute. It is simply a third 
amendment. The Chair sustains the point of order. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the amend- 
ment proposed by myself reducing the tax on beer to $1.20 per 
barrel, I have this to say: 

A tax of $1 a barrel was imposed on beer during the civil war. 
That tax was never taken off. Under it beer pays to the Govern- 
ment of the United States $40,000,000, outside of the tax added for 
the prosecution of the Spanish war. When the Spanish war was 
inaugurated the framers of the Dingley war-revenue bill concluded 
to put upon this article of consumption a double war tax. 

They made the tax $2 a barrel, but gave a rebate of 74 per cent, 
which really made the total tax $1.85 per barrel. Under this war 


tax $33,000,000 more was raised during the last fiscal year, making | 


a total annual tax of $73,000,000 imposed on beer—a tax of $73,- 
000,000 out of the internal-revenue taxes aggregating $295,000 ,000. 


In other words, one-third of the war tax and one-fourth of the | 


general internal-revenue taxes was imposed upon beer. 

The Payne bill, now under consideration, proposes to make the 
rebate 20 per cent instead of 74 per cent, which would make $1.60 
per barrel. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. Payne] 
now seeks to amend that section simply by changing its phrase- 
ology without changing its effect. 
by his amendment and a direct tax of $1.60 per barrel is imposed 
by it. 
bill was framed, and 60 cents a barrel on 40,000,000 barrels—the 
annual product—makes $24,000,000 to be imposed upon this par- 
ticular article of consumption out of a total of $65,000,000 carried 
by the Payne war-revenue bill. 

Now, my amendment makes the rate per barrel $1.20, of which 
20 cents is a war tax. 
rels makes $8,000,000 of the entire revenue intended to be carried 
by the Payne war-revenue bill, namely, $65,000,000, and nearly 
one fourth of the entire revenue which the minority insists is suf- 
ficient, namely, $35,000,000. 

Now, I wish tosay to the minority members that if we conclude 


to reduce the war-revenue taxes to $35,000,000 and yet permit the | 


large tax upon beer and tobacco provided by the Payne bill—ag- 


gregating $40,000,000—to stand, it logically follows that we must | 
exempt every other item of taxation contained in the Dingley war- | 


revenue bill from war taxation. 

It means that we will relieve the accumulated wealth of the 
country, which for the first time in years has been placed under 
contribution by the revenue system of the country, absolutely 
from any burden. For instance, if you vote for war taxes upon 
beer and tobacco, aggregating $35,000,000 or more. it will be neces- 
sary, if that be the limit of your revenue, to strike out the item 
of $3,000,000 taxes imposed upon bonds, certificates of stock, etc., 
of corporations, of $9,000,000 upon the transfers of shares of stock 
in the stock exchanges, of $1,000,000 on the sales of merchandise 
in the mercantile exchanges. 


You will have, also, tostrike out the item of $75,000, the tax upon | 


sleeping and parlor car companies. You will have to cut out the 
taxes on legacies, aggregating $2,300,000. You will have to cut 
out the excise taxes on refiners of petroleum and sugar, aggregat- 
ing $1,079,405, a tax of one-quarter of 1 per cent upon the gross 
receipts of corporations which rank among the greatest com- 
binations of the age. You will have to cut out the tax on bank 
capital of $3,000,000, and the tax on bankers, brokers, etc., aggre- 
gating nearly $1,000,000, 

Now, these are all taxes practically upon the wealth of the 
country, levied in the Dingley war-revenue bill and continued in 
the Payne bill; but unless you bring the war tax on beer and to- 





Of this tax $1 was the tax existing before the war-revenue | 


The rebate is done away with | 


Twenty cents a barrel on 40,000,000 bar- | 


| 
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bacco down within reasonable limits it will be unnecessary for 
you to tax these forms of wealth, and then you will practically 
be voting against your convictions. You believe that the con- 
sumption of the country is seriously taxed now and that wealth 


| should be taxed. 


| relieve the taxes which are imposed upon consumption. 





Your course, therefore, should be to retain the taxes in the 
Jingley and Payne bills which are imposed upon wealth and to 
The tax 
upon tobacco and beer belong to this class. Such taxes are in 
the nature of per capita taxes, for they reach out to pretty nearly 
ever individual in the country and their imposition is not at all 
proportioned to the wealth of the individual or to his ability to 
sustain the burthens of government. 

I therefore contend that the war revenue derived from beer 
should be reduced to $8,000,000 and that the total war revenue 
derived from tobacco should be reduced to $5,000,000. 

In my remarks of yesterday I neglected to incorporate the 
schedules upon which my argument was based, and I submit 
them now for the information of the House. 

The first is a statement of surplus, and is as follows: 


Statement of surplus. 





1899-1900: 
UNE «csc nists cod ea OE binds aweecd babte toate $669, 595, 431.18 
Expenditures ............. il 590, 068, 371. 00 
tl ge as SE a adh ee eee ee $79, 527, 060. 18 
1900-1901: 
i a ak ke $687, 773, 253. 92 
i i ee 607, 773, 253. 92 
iia cin ce i ice Si a se 80, 000, C00. 00 
1901-1902: 


Receipts .-- $716, 635, 042. 00 
IUD 60304cxdenuh crates ccus'seseiie ... 600,374, 804.24 





Surplus 





Present balance in the Treasury.................. $140,000, 000.00 

Add surplus from January 1, 1901, to June 30, 1901, 
S URGED. 66s odcccnneteenedtanewesccurecsesatew 

Add surplus for 1901-1902 


40, 000, 000. 00 
26, 258, 257. 76 
Total estimated surplus under existing law, 
June 30, 1902.......... sip bith $08 Mild serdindk i 
Deductions un gr Payne bill, 18 months, from 
January 1, 197. to June 30,1902, at the rate of 
$40,000,000 per annum 


206, 258, 237. 76 


60, 000, 000. 00 


Total surplus June 30, 1902 .............- sbaeutbene intial 1 


a 


40 


5S 
* 
= 


Total estimated surplus under existing law on June 30, 1902, as 
aiid : .. 206, 258, 237.76 
Deductions under minority proposition, eighteen months, at the 

BOSD CE GeO Co ovens cnc wencisccs cduvdascccus sdecte 105, 000, 000. 00 


Re IY DEEL, 64...  ccacncedtoadnobenheedeasmeuh 101, 258, 237. 76 


The estimates of expenditures above stated cover the extraordi- 
nary estimates of the Departments for the year ending June 30, 
1902, and if the appropriations for 1902 are cut down tothe amount 
appropriated for 1901 the surplus in 1902 will be eighty-three 
millions greater than the above estimate. 

The second is an estimate of receipts under the Dingley bill, the 
Payne bill, after deducting $40,000,000, and the revenue under a 
suggested distribution of war revenue, after deducting $70,000,000, 
an additional excise tax being imposed on manufacturers whose 
receipts exceed $500,000 annually, this tax being imposed on the 
same principle as the tax on refiners of sugar and petroleum by 
the Dingley bill: 


Suggested 
Payne bill, distribu- 
|showing war |tion of total 
Dingley bill. [revenue after; war reve- 
deducting nue after 
$40,000,000, | deducting 

$79,000,000. 





Articles. 


——— — SS Se) 


| 
| 
i alti ee less. 451, 291.65 i$23, 598, 509.40 |$8, 000, 000.00 
SRN. 4.55 cin dh ok sesatiininbabies | 16, 738, 622. 13 | 16, 738, 622. 13 |) 
| 5, 000, 000. 00 





ees 1,320.364.72 | 1,320,304. 72 || 


SED. naqcuan secnce caseqecsen cesses cess 


IEE at. 5 ainsi Be lidinn Gli oubenmiteeenall | 895, 045. 07 895, 045. O7 
| 


8, 189, 764. 14 


I Leh Rie seaainsh nbetioni 7, 430. 46 7,430.46 | 7,439. 46 

TEN... inadantesnadévdécecgnsseenecs | 2,884,491.55 | 2,384,491. 55 | 2,384, 491.55 

Excise taxes on refiners of petro- | = 
leum and sugar. .......-.. Sa cilahed teen | $1,079, 405. 14 , 079, 405. 14 181, 079, 405. 14 


1 
Schedule A, stamp taxes.............| 36,416,082.11 | 14, 775,000.00 |14, 775, 000. 00 


Schedule B, stamp taxes on proprie- | | 
tary medicines, excepting wines..| 3,948, 283.19 |...........---.]------- ---<« 
Schedule B, wines...............-....| 600,000.00 600, 000.00 }.......--.-. bs 
SPECIAL TAXES. 
NG in cient nerthicn taken wotous 884, 445.00 B84, 445.00 }...... ~epieae 
Stock and bond brokers -..........-. 309, 606. 88 309, 606. 88 | ....-..----0- 
ee ee REET 3 ea ee 87,861.18 EE Bt nia chan 


. me 


Bowling alleys and billiard rooms. --| 366, 538. 00 


Bank capital and surplus..........-- 8,129, 404.00 | 8,120, 404.00 | 3,129, 404.00 


Commercial brokers .........-.-..-.-- 138, 281. 12 ee eeee cone eeee ee eeee ne nanee 
Custom-house brokers. ..........---- PA NETEEE Dediadddindces ceceheccovnnegenne 


* Charitable legacies exempted under Payne bill. 





My 


Sere ee 


et a eel ae eats al tae aide as 5 CAL PLAS 


od 





Pi 
i 


a) 


— 












CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 317 


Estimate of receipts of war-revenue bill—Continued. that the reductions proposed by the Payne bill would amount to 
| TSuggestea | $26,000,000? ; 

Payne bill, | distribu- Mr. PAYNE. No, sir; I did not say any such thing. I said 

showing war |tion of total | that the reduction in the bill before the House other than the beer 

Articles. Dingley bill. jrevenueafter| war reve- | tax ig $30,000,000, and the gentleman proposes a reduction of 


Sa uoaae bw de nl | $26,000,000 on the beer tax, which with the other reductions would 




















$70,000,000. | make $56,000,000. I hope we shall have a vote on this proposition, 
P ‘$9 e-em cease The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NEwLanps, 
Rind « svchbiinteiwnaddnd beanie | Baia caauhgl -chaviséncd. there were on a division (called for by Mr. SuLZER)—ayes 60, 
fb ee ae asec —ooerereney Somer as sneeee wenneeee- Joocceeeneecee noes 127. ‘ 
poy Bnet dint: any onmen paeigtabees asoal 1AED. EE |wawenennearesce|ase------n-ee | So the amendment was rejected. 
a eae mak: tow ‘i Mr. BARTHOLDT. I now renew my amendment, which I ask 
Salt meen, Meme ait | the Clerk to read. 
cas principle as the taxes on re- The Clerk read as follows: . 
finers of sugar and petroleum. .-... Dies ib da aed $2,000,000.00 | In the amendment proposed by Mr. PAYNE, strike out $1.60” and insert 
men mf mnomernarmnnn —|— ————— | in lieu thereof **$1.50." 
Total .....---...-----00+-+eee---= 105,048,193.34 ($65, 626, 761. 53 (36, 875, 740. 15 Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not wish to occupy any time upon 


| 











TS SS this question now. 
I also add acomparative statement of the stamp taxes under the The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
Dingley bill, the Payne bill, and the suggested minority bill, as | ment. 
follows: Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to be 
Schedule A.—Stamp taxes. forced to take issue with some of my Democratic colleagues on 
se the proposition involved in this bill. In winding up my long and 

















ingle | " Suge > 
Articles. Oe |Payne biti.) Suqgssted brilliant Congressional career, I must say that the criticism | have 

a a ;——— | to make against the Committee on Ways and Means is not that 

Bonds, debentures, certificates of indebt- | they do not take off enough of the war taxes, but they take off too 
IE a asa ain tain einen ti intel cael | $3,000,000 | $3,000,000 | $3,000,000 | much, 

s : 9, 000, ( 9,000,000 | 9 O0F ; . e . zalwa va Cc 
Bales of merchandise.22.22 2222222222222] Tooo’ano | T0000 | 1000000 | __ Mr. Chairman, I spent the first ten or twelve years of my Con- 
I nk Bosc ser oe gressional life in efforts to prevent and curtail extravagant appro- 
Cortiiantes of Gengtt. cciccs-cocsecccccocncs| SUR GOD |. ocevenstnns|odesces cscs priations. In this I generally failed. Therefore, of late years I 
Drafts, bills of exchange --..-.-------------- 0, 000 | wenteeeeeees wanes eneeee have given much attention to the question of how the funds for 
ais 2 eos “rrrrrrttr**|-s-s-r*"s""" | these large expenditures should be raised, that the burdens might 
Foreign bills of exchange............------- ons os eek aks fall lightest on those of our people least able to bear them, and 
Export bills lading...........-.-.----------- 100,000 |-.-..- ~-.... a after two years of experience under the operation of this war tax 
nt ete Fricreeescencencswnqeeconel Meera er __1,200,000 | my judgment is that in the main it is not only more easily col- 
Bonds of i 250,000 |....-.---... \-" 17 777"" | lected, but bears less oppressively on the great masses of the 
Certificate of profit, very little tax. American people than any other tax imposed on them. 
eceeene & Sainaee, very Little tax, There are some annoyances and inconveniences that I would 
Certificate required by law-.......-..--.- 200, 000 ° ; ee e 
I i sas <cobednbiaunn 100,000 |... gladly see remedied in the operations of the war tax, but I do not 
Contract of brokers, note or memorandum} _ 100,000 believe it is oppressive on anybody not able to bear it. If I had 
enverasce, rea Seep rneceonenmenp rors oe | my way, I would make telegraph and express companies pay the 
Custom house entries of merchandise....-.| 500,000 | 00,000 |" 00,000 | Small tax imposed on their messages and receipts. It is said we 
I a init con Mnasatunseserc vonees) SME Lipecensinene oP Qonenites do not need allof this revenue. Thatistrue; and [ would reduce 
eee wc mcnsevonee neocon} LEER EES | -~on-o-onn-~ |onsenennnee the tariff on many of the necessaries of life and on many articles 
er en arene nenes 200,000 (2227727777 | that are now controlled by trusts, instead of reducing this war 
Manifest of vessel for entry............---- ta iittala tax. I remember distinctly that one of the accusations that we 
Mortgage or pledge. ........-...------------ 1, 000, 000 |........---- eeeeserccees as Democrats used to bring against the Republican party was the 
Roasts td iberass, aiweeniee..... aoe souvent pass Epopeen eecete fact that that party after the close of the civil war repealed most 
a 25,000 |_...........|............ | of the taxes such as are collected under the late act to raise reve- 
Warehouse receipts... - spacennn—oeed 250,000 }..... < con sae Sania cc-;:, | nue to support the war, and retained the taxes on the necessaries 
Sleeping and parlor car tickets --....--...- 75, 000 75, 000 | ‘5,000 | of life used and consumed by the great mass of the people. 








| 

36,277,000 | 14, 775,000 | 14, 775, 000 I would not myself reduce by one cent the revenue now col- 

} A lected on beer. It is true I have read much in the public prints in 
* The item on express companies is eliminated in the Payne bill, leaving | the last few days about the ruinous oppression of this tax on the 

only the tax on freight of railroads and other common carriers except | brewing industry. I admit they have sent up a wail calculated 





be irene ye = ape to soften the hardest of hearts; they have even informed us that 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | the oppressions of this tax have forced many of them to combine. 
word, I fear they mistake the causes that have brought about these com- 
The CHAIRMAN, That is not in order, as there are already | binations. If they will look about them, they will find that many 
two amendments pending. other interests and industries that are not the victims of the war 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak in opposition to | tax have also combined. May they not be mistaken as to the real 
the amendment. incentive for their combinations? 


Mr. SULZER. Will the Chair recognize me in support of the If I had no other information than that derived from their peti- 
amendment after the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] | tions and interviews, I might be more touched by them. But, Mr. 


closes? Chairman, in my peregrinations over this country and my visits 
_The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from | to the various cities I have found that in those portions of the 
New York (Mr. Payne]. cities where the most beautiful residences are found the finest 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I only have to say in regard to | and most striking and palatial ones are the homes of the brew- 
this amendment that it means a reduction of 65 cents a barrel | ers. My opinion is that there are more enormously rich men in 
upon the beer tax, which would make a reduction of $26,000,000 | this country who have been made so as a result of brewing than 
in the revenue, which, added to the other reductions in the bill, | almost any other one business. I do not invoke any prejudice 
would make a total reduction of $56,000,000, against them because they are rich, but 1 only make mention of 

Now, I do not suppose that this amendment of the gentleman | this to show that they are not such objects of sympathy as the unin- 
from Nevada will find favor even on the other side of the House, | formed might be led to believe. 
because I know there are gentlemen over there who wish to make I want to say now to my Democratic brethren that the conten- 
reductions in other items in the bill—substantial reductions; and, | tion of the Democratic party has always been that the luxuries 
of course, if we strike off this revenue of $56,000,000, no man | instead of the necessities of life should bear the burden of taxa- 
would be wild enough to vote for a larger reduction in the whole | tion, and I do not see how they are toreconcile their votes in favor 
revenue, because no man wants a deficiency. No man wants to | of taking the tax off or reducing the tax on beer while it is re- 
go right straight ahead with a deficiency in sight. Nobody wants | tained on the necessaries of life. While I do not stand here to 
to make any amendment to this bill which will, without any | encourage extravagance, I would go on collecting this tax. There 
qualification, produce a deficiency in the revenues of the next | are many laudable and legitimate uses to which it might be ap- 
two or three years. I hope, therefore, that this amendment will | plied, one of which is the building of the Nicaragua Canal. 





be voted down. ; ; . I am as willing as anybody to reduce taxation, but I had hoped 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman permit a question? that much of the tax imposed by the war-revenue bill had come 
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. to stay. I believe, notwithstanding the great complaint of the 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Did I understand the gentleman to say | brewers about the effect of the beer tax on their industry, that 
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the statistics show there was more beer made and consumed 
within the last year than ever before. I have heard no complaint 
of their not making enough of it, even with a tax of $2 per barrel, 
and I am not prepared to say that a tax that would diminish the 
consumption would be a bad thing for the country. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I differ with 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] in that I am not 
closing a long career in legislative bodies. It is somewhat sur- 
prising, Mr. Chairman, to find the gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. ALLEN] making such an attack upon a class of people who 
have undoubtedly amassed what property they now possess by 
their frugal and industrious habits. The brewers of this country 
have, by close attention to their business, by industry, and by fol- 
lowing sound business principles, built up a great industry that 
furnishes employment for many thousand mechanics. I live ina 
district of a great city in which there are only two breweries; 
and yet the tax collected on beer in the old city of Brooklyn under 
the war-revenue bill amounts annually to $1,440,000, and this in 
addition to the tax collected under the old revenue act. This tax, 
Mr. Chairman, is paid partly by the consumers of beer, partly by 
the retailers, and partly by the brewers. I believe it should be 
removed. 

I feel thankful, Mr. Chairman, that even if I be not ending a 
long and honorable career in this House, neither have [ lived in 
the classic precincts of Tupelo; but rather that I come from a sec- 
tion of this great country which is not only progressive but whose 

ple are broad minded enough to give credit to men who by 

onest industry have been able to better themselves. Because we 
have made money and have built up in an honorable manner 
legitimate businesses is no justification for the attack made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

I favor the reduction not only of the tax on beer, but on all 
things enumerated in this bill. 

This bill. Mr. Chairman, was designed to raise revenue for a war. 
That war has been ended now some two years; yet by reason of 
the extraordinary expenses resulting from it, and to be continued 
indefinitely, these taxes are to goon. When they will cease, no 
one knows. Among these extraordinary expenditures are those 
occasioned by the maintenance of a standing army of 100,000 men, 
provided in the bill which was recently passed in this House. 
Who knows what other schemes may be placed to the credit of 
this war as ‘‘extraordinary expenditures.” Perhaps some gentle- 
man will suggest that the proposed subsidies to ships are an out- 
come of the late war. We have taken possession of distant lands. 
We must have, we will be told, a merchant marine subsidized and 
supported by the Government to control the trade in other parts 
of the world. We not only tax the beer industry—and I speak, 
Mr. Chairman, not for the brewers of this country alone, but more 
particularly for the retailers and the people who consume the 

r. Ihave never considered beer to be a iuxury. To many 
workingmen it is an absolute necessity. They use beer with their 
meals because it furnishes nourishment and is a mild stimulant 
necessary to many men engaged in laborious occupations. This 
tax upon beer is a burden to such men. 

Perbaps in the country districts men may drink applejack or 
hard cider and get along very well; but in the great cities the me- 
chanic, the laboring man, the working people generally, require 
beer just as much as people in other parts of the country require 
other kinds of beverages. I am not familiar with the favorite 
drink of the people of that section represented by my distinguished 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], but whatever be its name I 
am confident that a careful examination of the revenue act will 
disclose no such onerous tax as that upon beer. Such people pay 
nothing additional for the use of the beverages to which they are 
accustomed and require. Certainly we ought to make some pro- 
vision which would equalize the taxes collected under this act, 
and I hope, therefore, that this House will vote for the amendment 
ae by the gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. BARTHOLDT]}, re- 
ducing the tax proposed by the gentleman from New York on 
malted liquors. My only regret is that the amendment to reduce 
the tax on malted liquors to $1.20a barrel instead of $1.50, as pro- 
posed by the pending amendment, did not prevail. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri that that amendment would not now be in order, 
there being already two amendments pending. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Iask that the gentleman from Missouri may 
be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the time for the 
discussion of this amendment be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I shall not object to that if I can have one 
minute of the time. 

Mr. SULZER. I object. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
permitted to address the comruittee for five minutes, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate is ex- 


| hausted on this pending amendment. 


Mr. SHATTUC. We think not, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the amendment which is now pending 
will be reported, on which a vote is to be taken. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have asked unanimous consent for five 
minutes’ time in which to address the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that he be allowed five minutes’ time? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to 
answgr the remarks of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], 
who has just addressed the committee, either in kind or spirit, 
because that would be impossible. I shall refer briefly, however, 
to some arguments which have been made during the last two 
hours on the floor of the House onthis question. lt was said that 
the tax on beer is a very easy tax to be collected, Mr. Chairman, 
that is true. That, however, is the argument of the highway- 
man, who goes out upon the road and holds upa traveler, believing 
that to be the easiest way of making money. 

The only question before the committee is whether the tax on 
malt liquors is just or whether it is unjust. The fact that many 
brewers of the country are wealthy should have no bearing what- 
ever. They have made their money at a time when beer com- 
manded a price of about $12 a barrel. That price, by reason of 
fierce competition, has been reduced to ten, eight, six, and down 
to five dollars a barrel, and to-day, when wages are high, when 
competition is ruinous, when the expenses of collection are large, 
when the losses on account of this onerous tax are greater than 
ever, do you wonder when you find the brewers to complain and 
ask for relief? It has been stated in the course of this discussion 
that as much beer was consumed last year as the year before. 
That is not true. 

The fact is that the consumption has fallen off, the decrease 
being nearly 1,000,000 barrels during the last year, and the in- 
crease this year up to the present time is not at all commensurate 
with the general prosperity of the country. In other words, of 
all the American industries and trades the brewing industry was 
the only one which was not permitted to share in the general and 
unexampled prosperity of the country, and this mainly because 
of this burdensome tax upon its product. It was forcibly held 
down by the strong arm of the taxgatherer. During the last two 
years 208 brewers have gone to the wall. It is not true that they 
have been absorbed by larger ones; it is not true that they have 
formed a combination, and the decrease in the number can not be 
explained inthatway. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that they have 
gone to the wall because they were unable to conduct business 
profitably under the present tax. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT and Mr. SHATTUC demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 119. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT and Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts 
demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. PayNrE 
and Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, 
noes 139, 

So the amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. BARTHOLDT 
was rejected. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne}. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a few words on this ques- 
tion. Iam in favor of entirely repealing the additional war taxes 
on beer. But I support the amendment offered 7 the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. NeEwLanps], and I practical 7 concur in all 
that he said regarding it. No one who is fair and just, and who 
does not want to inequitably discriminate against one industry in 
favor of another, can possibly object to the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nevada. 

If this amendment were adopted, the brewing industry would 
pay into the Treasury of the Government from forty-eight to fifty 
million dollars a year, or more than one-third of all the revenue 
intended and expected to be raised under the bill proposed by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Paynr]. The Republican party, 
it seems, does not intend to keep faith with the brewers. It is the 
old story. 

We have just witnessed in this Hall a spectacle that will belon 
remembered by those oppressed, and which should be discusse 
from one end of this land to the other by poe engaged in the 
beer business, and that is that the Republican members of this 
House almost unanimously either voted against the amendment 
of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDs] toreduce the tax 
on beer to $1.20 a barrel and against the amendment offered by 
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the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] to reduce the tax 
to $1.50 a barrel, or refrained from voting atall. A littlehelpfrom 
the Republicans and the amendment would have been adopted. 
What a spectacle of deception and hypocrisy these votes display! 

Do you imagine you can again successfully deceive the brewers 
of this country? The brewers of the country now know how the 
Republican party has betrayed them. They have not forgotten 
your promises in the last campaign, and I believe you will not 
get as much help from them in the coming campaigns as you did 
in the last. If the brewers respond again to your cries for cam- 
paign fands, they are more foolish than I imagine, and deserve 
to be robbed. 

Let me say here that during the recent campaign the Republican 
speakers in my district—and I doubt not in others—told the people 
that if the Republicans were returned to power they would repeal 
this additional tax of $1 a barrel on beer. What a difference be- 
tween now andthen! What a difference between promise and per- 
formance! The way you have voted here to-day on this question 
will not be forgotten. You have broken your pledges and voted 
against all your promises. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to reiterate that the brewing industry 
is being unjustly and unnecessarily taxed. The Republicans 
are driving to the wall the people engaged in this industry, and 
the business is being harassed, oppressed, and destroyed by tax- 
ation that practically means confiscation. And yet, sir, the Re- 
publican party will have the temerity—the brazen effrontery— 
during the next campaign to go to the brewers and their friends 
and ask fer contributions to elect its members to Congress. | 
trust the .rewers will not forget the vote here to-day. 

1 hope that when the Republicans go to the brewers for cam- 
paign contributions they will be met with the record you have 
made here to-day. [Applause.] And I am inclined to believe 
that hereafter if Republican speakers tell the people that the 
Republican party is in favor of repealing this additional war tax 
on beer they will be hooted into silence and laughed from the 
platform. [Laughter.] You can fool some of the brewers all 
the time, and all the brewers some of the time, but you can not 
fool all the brewers all the time. [Applause. } 

Here the hammer fell. | 
fr. PAYNE, 
amendments be concluded in five minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Make it ten minutes. I 
want two or three minutes, 

Mr, PAYNE. Very well; make it ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] moves that all debate on this section and amendments 
thereto be closed in ten minutes, 

Mr.CORLISS. Before that motion is put, I ask that the amend- 
ment which I desire to offer be read. 

Mr. PAYNE, The amendment will be in order anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. This will not cut off the right to offer 
amendments. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Will there be any other opportunity to dis- 
cuss any other amendments proposed to this section? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not if this motion is adopted. 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 


and ask unanimous consent that it be made a part of the amend- | 


ment offered by the chairman of the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1, page 2, by inserting at the end of line 12 the following: 

“Provided further, That in addition to the present regulations, all stamps 
used for denoting the tax imposed by this section shall be canceled by per- 
forations, to be made in such manner as may be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is an independ- 


ent amendment, and will be in order after the committee amend- | 


ment is disposed of. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What amendment is it? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is the amendment I offered. 

Mr. STEWART of New York, I offer an amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. It is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 1: 

** Provided further, That the beer shall be pure beer, made exclusively from 
malt and hops, so pronounced by inspectors to be appointed by the Govern- 
ment for that purpose, the inspectors to be appointed by the Treasury De- 
partment and paid at the rate of $3,000 per year: Provided further, That a 
violation of the above provision shall be a misdemeanor, punishable upon 
conviction by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment for not more than 
one year, or both, in the discretion of the court; and if such beer is found 
on such inspection to be impure, then a tax of $2 shall be imposed.” 

Mr. SHATTUC, I raise the point of order against that amend- 
ment that it is not germane. 


I move that all debate on this section and the | 


The CHAIRMAN. It is not an amendment to the amendment 
and is not in order until we have voted upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand it now, 
Mr. Chairman, the pending question is on the motion of the gen- 
| tleman from New York to fix the tax at $1.60 a barrel, and that 
is in lieu of the provision in the bill which the gentleman has pre- 
sented. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe we have exhausted all the 
amendments that can beoffered. Wesaw the majority votedown 
the proposition fixing this tax at $1.20 a barrel. They have also 
voted down the proposition to fix the tax at $1.50 a barrel, and 
now we are brought to vote upon the proposition made by the 
chairman of the committee, to fix the tax at $1.60 per barrel. I 
have stated, Mr. Chairman, that I should vote for every reduc- 
tion. I have voted for the preceding propositions to reduce the 
tax, first, to $1.20, and then to $1.50. It is true the majority on 
the floor have decided that there shall be no sach reduction. 
They have so decided in caucus or conference. There is nothing 
left, therefore, but to vote for $1.60 or leave it at $1.85, as it now 
stands, after the discount of 74 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is an injustice to this 
great interest The figures of the Secretary of the Treasury show 
that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, there was a surplus 
of over $79,000,000 in the Treasury. For the present fiscal year it 
is expected that the surplus will be $80,000,000. There is already 
a surplus in the Treasury of $140,000,000. Add these various 
sums together, and we have a surplus of nearly $300,000,000 in the 
Treasury, or will have at the expiration of the fiscal year which I 
have mentioned if there is no reduction and no change in the pres- 
ent law. Notwithstanding these figures, notwithstanding it is 
shown that we do not need this vast sum, the majority are unwill- 
ing to reduce the tax below $1.60 per barrel. For myself, I would 
reduce the revenue, if I could, under this war-revenue bill $70,000,- 
000, and then I would feel that I had not given the full measure 
of relief that the people are entitled to. But we are up against 
the majority and their united party action, and we are compelled 
tosubmit. For one, therefore, I am ready to vote for the lowest 
rate we can get, which is $1.60 per barrel, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have 
but very little sympathy with that method of debate indulged in 
by the gentleman from Mississippi a few minutes ago. I do not 
think the slur that he uttered against the brewers adds to his 
reputation or to the dignity of this body. I think the brewers of 
the country are entitled to live in as fine houses with proper sur- 
roundings as are any of the members of this Houseor men engaged 
inany business. The brewing industry is a legitimate one, neither 
harmful nor detrimental to the people of this country. On the 
contrary, beer, as a food and medicine, is a great blessing to thou- 
sands of people in this country. 

Last year the production in this country was more than 40,000,- 
| 000 barrels, or 1,200,000,000 gallons, amounting to more than 17 
gallons for every man, woman, and child in the United States. 

With this enormous use of beer by the people of this country, 
howcan the members of this House sit here when there is no pub- 
lic demand for this legislation and when the Treasury is bursting 
with a huge surplus and vote this extortionate tax upon beer? I 
feel certain that the members of this House in their hearts know 
| that the brewers of the country, as well as the beer consumers, 
| are taxed too heavily now. I do not think there is a man in this 
body who does not feel that $73,000,000 is too much money for 
one industry to pay the National Treasury. 

There is no business in the country which suffers so much to- 
day from unjust taxation as the brewing industry. 

Just think of beer selling at $5 to $6 per barrel by the brewer 
and $2 of this amount going to the Government. How can the 
| brewers pay decent wages to their employees under this taxation 
and get any profit themselves? Yearsago, when beer brought $12 
per barrel, only $1 tax was paid tothe Government. The brewing 
business was a paying investment then, but now, save in excep- 
tional instances, there is no money in the brewing business. I 
| know of two or three failures in Boston within the past two years. 
Better wages are paid the workmen in the breweries than in any 
| similar industry in this country. 

Competition is sharper and the expense of collection so great 
that the profits have been reduced to a minimum. 

To show how absurdly unnecessary it is to continue any of the 
war-revenue tax on beer, I quote some figures on the condition of 
the Treasury now and its condition during the next two years: 








Statement of surplus. 
1899-1900: 
Receipts $669, 595, 431. 18 


NOUN SGccikh cn tudledubiedbcntexwedscieces 590, 068, 371. 00 
I pathiet echt ds quntiebdacnekcnbnugskes cosaccoscsccsesecses ET, OM 18 
1900-1901: 
ht itinntndsliicudmiess sosesccksorcocce<e 687, 773, 253. 92 
ee 5s cas caceenenenecce 607, 773, 253. 92 
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1901-1902 
Receipts inne ehattindiinpeiaaamairanaaideae $716, 633, 042. 00 
Expenditures pranscuusceubewebe 690, 374, BU4. 24 
Surplus wp anginctnsiy lrinapiictamininateiiiliainl easiest haa . $26, 258, 237. 7 
Present balance in the Treasury . $140, 000, 000. 0 
Add surplus 


SIX mMonths......... 
Add s irplus for 1901-1902. 
plus under existing law, J 


from January 1, 1901, to June 30, 1901, 
os 49, 000, 000. 00 





26, 258, 237.76 
206, 258, 237. 76 
Deductions under Payne bill, eighteen months, 

from January 1, 1901, to June 30, 19U2,at the rate 


of $40,000,000 per annum 60, 000, 000.00 





Total surplus June F0, 1002. ...... 2.22. cccccn ccs cnc ccccesceee 146,258,237. 76 
Total estimated surplus under existing law on June 30, 1902, as 

above = dh ielbeines Vicsremsateisiainade bal . bbe enee  benédedetécee Eee 
Deductions under minority proposition, eighteen months, ut 

the rate of $70,000,000 per QRNUMR .. 2... ccccncce cccccc cccecs cose -- 105,000, 000. 00 


ae Ss EE, Wot nackte gu ceusseesct edesusceueaees 101 , 258, 237. 76 
The estimates of expenditures above stated cover the extraordi- 
nary estimates of the Departments for the year ending June 30, 
1902, and if the appropriations for 1902 are cut down to the amount 
appropriated for 1901 the surplus in 1902 will be eighty-three 
millions greater than the above estimate. 
With this condition of the public Treasury, is not the demand 
by the brewers for fair treatment one that should be acted upon 
favorably by this House? 
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mane. Asa matter of fact, nine-tenths of the brewers of this 
country do not use malt exclusively made from barley. Every- 
body knows that. 
Mr, CANNON. It is in the nature of an alleged pure-food bill. 
Mr. STEELE. Yes; but no one alleges that corn is impure. 
Mr. CANNON. I say this amendment is in the nature of a 
pure-food bill. 
Mr. STEELE. The subject of the bill is taxation, and the 
amendment is a regulation of pure food. 
Mr. RAY of New York. What is the objection to pure beer? 
Mr. STEELE. Notabit. But I say that just as pure beer can 


| be made of corn as can be made out of hops. 


How can we expect the breweries to turn out pure beer if nearly | 


one-half the price received for their product goes into the coffers 
of the Government? All the hospitals in my own city of Boston 
prescribe beer for the patients. Nearly every reputable physician 
in the country will prescribe beer and porter for the building up 
of a constitution broken down from overwork or other causes. 
If, then, beer is a tonic and medicine, why should we tax it so as 
to make its manufacture in a pure state practically prohibitive? 
Therefore, in the interest of the health and welfare of the millions 
who drink this beverage, this war tax should be repealed. 

It is time for men belonging to a representative body such as 
this House of Representatives is supposed to be to vote upon ques 
tions where the beer and liquor interests are affected honestly and 
conscientiously. It is time to stop levying unjust and iniquitous 
taxation upon the brewing interests of the country just because a 
small and impractical percentage of the people of this country 
applaud these efforts. It is time tostop the humbug and nonsense 
which lead men, as in the vote upon the canteen question last 
week, to vote against their own convictions of right and justice 
and honesty in order to cater to and satisfy a false, intolerant, and 
impracticable idea of conducting the affairs of this country. 

I know a great many men engaged in the brewing industry. 
They are as respectable, as able, and as substantial business men 
as we have in any industry in this country. 

The beer business requires brains, application, and an intelli- 
gent understanding of the laws of trade. Hundreds of millions 
of dollars are invested in this great industry, and it deserves the 
encouragement of the Government rather than its unjust and un- 
fair discrimination. 

I applaud the men in the brewing business who, as the gentle- 
man from Mississippi says, live in magnificent houses. If they 
have been successful in their business it is due to the intelligent 
application of business methods and to their honesty. frugality, 
and untiringenergy. They have not been successful through the 
favor of but rather in spite of legislation by the National Govern- 
ment, f{App'ause on Democratic side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment be 
again reported. F 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART of New York. 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I now offer my amendment, 





Add tos tion I: 

* Provided ft r, That the beer shall be pure beer, made exclusively from 
malt and hops, so pronounced by inspectors to be appointed by the Govern- 
ment for that purpose, the inspectors to be appointed by the Treasury Depart 
ment and paid at the rate of S000 per year: Provided further, That violation of 


: 





thea e provision shall be a mis *, punishable upon conviction bya 
fine not exceeding $1,000), or im] it for not more than one year, or 
both, in the diseretion of the court; and if such beer is found on such inspec- 
tion to be impure, then a tax cf & shall be imposed.” 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
that. 
TheCHAIRMAN. What isthe point of order of the gentleman? 


Mr. RAY of New York. Then letit gothrough; nobody objects 
to it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, considering the merit there 
must be in this proposition to have pure beer, this is neither the 
time nor the manner in which it ought to be brought about. This 
is a bill to reduce taxation. It is not germane to that question, in 
my judgment, to regulate the quality of the various articles, cigars 
and tobacco and all that sort of thing, on which these taxes are to 
rest. Butif the Chair should overrule that suggestion, what is 
there in this provision—who is to tell? Are we to suspend the 
collection of the taxes, are we to stop the whole machinery of the 
internal Revenue Bureau while we analyze and test each barrel of 
beer? These taxes are to rest upon pure beer. What is to be the 
tax upon impure beer? 

Mr. STEWART of New York. Two dollars a barrel. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not believe there will be any money 
collected from taxes if this proposed amendment is to go into 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to be 
heard upon the point of order. Ido not think the point of order 
is well taken, for this reason. It seems tome that you can fix one 
rate of tax upon one article, composed of a certain material, and 
another rate upon the same article, known by the same name, 
when composed of another material. Suppose, for example, it 
was proposed in this bill to tax whisky made out of rye so much 
a gallon, and whisky made out of corn so much a gallon, at dif- 
ferent rates. Suppose the bill was brought in for whisky gener- 
ally. Suppose somebody offered an amendment providing that 
when the whisky was made out of corn it should be fixed at so 
much, would anybody contend that the point of order would lie? 
it seems to me that when you say that beer shall be taxed so much, 
and beer not made out of malt and hops should be taxed so much, 
or a different amount, that you have certainly not violated the 
rules of the House, certainly not the rule as to germaneness. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the very 
ground on which the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR] ob- 
jects to the amendment shows that it is clearly a proper amend- 
ment to this section. The bill, as stated by the gentleman from 
Ohio, is a bill to reduce taxation. There is now upon the statute 
book a tax upon beer of $2 a barrel. The proposit.on of the gen- 
tleman now is that beer of a particular quality shall be taxed 
$1.60. The beer that is impure stands without special regulation, 
remains as it is now. Why is not this germane to the general 
scope of the bill as well as to the particular clause in question? 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, there are two 
classes of beer contemplated by this amendment. and it provides 
a different tax for each. It provides the instrumentalities by 
which beer shall be classified for purposes of taxation. In that 
portion of the bill referring to cigars there is not only a clause 
fixing the amount of taxation, but there are provided instrumen- 
talities for carrying out the operations of the law, and also an ap- 
propriation to aid in that purpose. It seems to the Chair—— 

Mr. PAYNE. May Linterrupt the Chair a moment? Does the 
Chair understand that this amendment proposes two different 
taxes for different kinds of beer? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, certainly I should say it is out of order, 
for the reason that we have already voted upon a provision fixing 
but one tax for all kinds of beer, and the Committee of the Whole 
can not alter that provision now; no amendment to that tax is in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gent!eman’s position 
is not tenable. and has no doubt as to the germaneness of this 
proposition. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York | Mr. Srewari]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. Stewart of New York was again read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move toamend the amendment by inserting 
before the word ‘‘ malt” the word ‘‘ barley.” 

Mr. STEWART of New York. I am willing to accept that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the 


| amendment. 


The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 


Mr. STEELE. It is legislation upon this bill and is not ger- | was rejected. 
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Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by inserting before the word Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The first section of this bill 


‘“ malt” the words ‘‘corn and barley.” 
on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the committee, debate 
of this section has been closed. 

Mr. CANNON. Ididnotunderstand that the debate was closed. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Without offering a further 
amendment, I would like to make a suggestion on the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate has been closed. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
to speak for five minutes? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 


I would like to say a word 





Two minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 
Mr. RAY of New York. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The questior is on the amendment to the 


amendment, as proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON, I withdraw my amendment. 

The question being then taken on the amendment of Mr. STEw- 
ART of New York, there were on a division—ayes 3, noes 34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CORLISS. 1 offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, on page 2, at the end of line 12, insert: 

* Provided further, That in addition to the present regulations, all stamps 
nsed for denoting the tax imposed by this section shall ‘be canceled by per- 


forations, to be made in such manner as shall be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue.”’ 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate has closed. 

Mr. CORLISS. 1 ask a vote, then, on the amendment. The 
committee, as I understand, has agreed to it; and it is desired by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

A MEMBER. What is the object? 

Mr. CORLISS. The purpose is to prevent fraud. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. CoRLIss was 
agreed to, there being on a division (called for by Mr. UNDER- 
WoOOD)—ayes 102, noes 23. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to amend by inserting two additional 
sections, which 1 ask the Clerk to read, to come in after section 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That section 3839 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and thesame is hereby, amended by striking out of said section the following: 

“In estimating and computing such tax, the fractional partsof a barrel shall 
be halves, thirds, quarters, sixths, and eighths; and any fractional part of a bar- 
rel containing less than one-eighth shall be accounted one-eighth; more than 


one-eighth, and not more than one-sixth, shall be accounted one-sixth; more 
than one-sixth, and not more than one-fourth, shall be accounted one-fourth; 


more than one-fourth, and not more than one-third, shall be accounted one- | 


third; more than one-third, and not more than one-half, shall be accounted 
one-half; more than one-half, and not more than 1 barrel, shall be accounted 
1 barrel; and more than 1 barrel, and not more than 68 gallons, shall be ac- 
counted 2 barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall be paid by the owner, 
agent, or superintendent of the brewery or premises in which such fermented 
liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time hereinafter specified.” 

And by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“In estimating and computing the tax imposed by law the fractional part 
of a barrel shall be halves, thirds, and quarters, and any fractional part of a 
barrel containing less than one-fourth shall be accounted one-fourth: more 
than one-fourth and not more than one-third shall be accounted one-third; 
more than one-third and not more than one-half shall be accounted one-half; 
more than one-half and not more than one barrel shall be accounted one bar- 
rel; and more than one barrel and not more than 63 gallons shall be accounted 
two barrels, or a hogshead. The said tax shall be paid by the owner, agent, 
or superintendent of the brewery or premises in which such fermented 
liquors are made, and in the manner and at the time hereinafter specified.” 

Sec. 3. That section 9 of the act entitled “Anact to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,” ap- 
ree July 24, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 

ollows: 

“Src. 9. That section 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and hereby is, amended to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 3341. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall cause to be pre- 
pared, for the payment of such tax, suitable stamps denoting the amount of 
tax required to be paid on the hogsheads, barrels, and halves, thirds, and 
quarters of a barrel of such fermented liquors (and shall also cause to be 
prepared suitable permits for the purpose hereinafter mentioned), and shall 


furnish the same to the collectors of internal revenue, who shall each be re- | 


quired to keep on hand at all times a sufficient supply of permits and a sup- 
ply of stamps equal in amount to two months’ sales thereof, if there be any 

rewery or brewery warehouse in his district; and such stamps shall be sold 
and permits granted and delivered by such collectors only to the brewers of 
their districts, respectively. Such collectors shall keep an account of the 
number of permits delivered and of the number and value of the stamps sold 
by them to each brewer.’” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this seems 
to be a very important amendment to be put in now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let meexplain. These two sections are simply 
a bill which at the last session of Congress was reported unani- 
mously by the Ways and Means Committee and passed unani- 
mously by the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is the language identical? 

Mr. PAYNE. These two sections are in the identical language 
of a bill which is now pending in the Senate. It has not been 
acted upon, 
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has just been passed, and all amendments were refused. Thai 


| section has been passed as submitted to and approved by the Re- 


publican caucus. I ask whether these provisions have been sub- 
mitted to the caucus. 

Mr. PAYNE. No, sir; this amendment has not been submit- 
ted to any caucus, so far as I know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think it ought to be. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has been submitted neither to a Republican 
nor a Democratic caucus, so far as I know. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; although I think I am going to answer the 
question I believe the gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Isimply wish to know how much reduc- 
tion on the beer tax this amendment provides? 

Mr. PAYNE. Notafarthing. It does not reduce that at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, if a brewer chooses to fill his kegs 
one-half full he pays the tax only on one-third; that is to say, as 
I understand the amendment, he pays the tax on the smaller of 
the two quantities. 


Mr. PAYNE. No; that is a mistake. He pays the tax on the 


| larger quantity. 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
ment differently. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; it simply gets rid of the sixth and eighth 
barrel taxes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Dol understand that this 
is identical with the bill that we passed in and sent tothe Senate? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; Isent up acopy of the printed bill as the 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
bill we passed? I have forgotten. 

Mr, PAYNE. It has not been acted upon in the Senate, and we 
propose to bring it before that body in such shape that we can. 
probably secure action upon it at this session. 

Now, when this bill was before the House on a former occasion, 


on a motion from the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. FLETCHER}, 
it was amended so as to take effect at some future time; I think 
in July last. I propose to offer an amendment to the last section 
of the bill so that the two sections in question shall go into effect 
on the ist day of July, 1901, so as to meet the objection of the 
gentleman from Minnesota at that time. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, isit not a fact that debate on 
this section has been exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN, This, as the Chair understands it, is an 
additional section. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the gentleman from New York yieid 
to me for two minutes? 

Mr. PAYNE. There are five minutes in opposition to the 
amendment, and, of course, the gentleman can take the floor in 
his own right if he desires to do so. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, this bill is identical with one 
which was passed at the last session of Congress, and was sent to 
the Senate. It seems that that body was unable to act upon it, 
and it never was passed. It comes up here to-day in a new form, 
and, as I understand it, a kind of a compromise measure, for the 
large brewers of the country would be willing to accept $1.60 tax 
if they could get this bill passed, as it would thus enable them to 
drive out the smaller brewers from the market. This is simply a 
process for crushing out the smaller brewers in the interest of tho 
larger ones, and I hope the committee will vote it down. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, and I think that when the committee come to understand 
it they will also be opposed to it. 

The object of this pending proposition is to regulate the brew- 
ing industry of the United States with reference to taxation, and 
is undoubtedly in the interest of the larger brewers against the 
smaller producers and others inthe country. That, at all events, 
is the effect of it. If the Internal-Revenue Bureau is not allowed 
to sell stamps for the smaller sizes of beer packages, it prohibits 
the use of packages of that size. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the extent of the prohibition? 

Mr. BARNEY. This cutsout both thesixths and eighths pac! 
ages, and the result will be that all sales must be in the larger 
packages—one-quarter, one-half, or a full barrel. 

Now, what does that mean? It means, Mr. Chairman, tho 
crushing out of the smaller breweries and putting the business 
altogether in the hands of the great ones, who can afford to man- 
ufacture in large quantities and whose trade is mostly in large 
packages. That seems to be the only object of it. 

As the law is, there is nothing to compel a brewer to buy onc- 
eighth or one-sixth barrel stamps if he does not want to. He is 
not required to do it, unless he chooses to use packages of that 
character. Hecan confine himself tothe using of quarter barrels, 
or half barrels, or full barrels, and leave the smaller trade to 


I understood the reading of the amend- 


What is the status of the 
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small breweries; but when you come to prohibiting the issuing of 
stamps of this character the natural consequence is to break up 
the smaller establishments. No man ought to ask Congress to 
regulate his business for him in this way. 

It would not only crush out the business of smaller establish- 
ments, but the smaller retailers of beer as well, because they deal 
almost exclusively with the smaller packages, while the large 
saloons, which of course are their largest purchasers, deal almost 
entirely in half and full barrels; and, besides, the farmers, the 
laboring people, and the public generally throughout the country 
where beer in packages is used on occasions, buy in the smaller 
packages and not the larger, and do not wish to be compelled to 
buy either as large a package as a quarter, or bottled beer, which 
is much dearer, and at the same time is not as good. 


amendment, and that is the large number of coopers who have 
invested considerable money in staves, and who have kegs on hand 
at the present time for the purpose of supplying the brewing in- 
terests of the country. 


Now, they do not ask, and they have not a right to ask, for | 


legislation on the part of Congress for the purpose of widening 
their market; but they do, in my judgment, have a right to ask 
that this Congress shall not pass an amendment to this law which 
shall ruin their industry, which shall drive the product of their 
shops out of the market, and which will not allow the people of 
this country to purchase their product who are anxious to pur- 
chase it at the present time. 

I repeat, then, if the large brewers of this country do not want 
to put up eighthsand sixthsthey do not need to. There is no law 
on the statute book which compels them to do so; but the small 
brewing interests of this country desire to do it, and I do not think 
it right or fair for this Congress to enact legislation the inevitable 
effect of which will be to drive out of the trade the small brewing 
industries of this country. 

I am in favor of, and in the consideration of this bill have voted 
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their use they have the alternative of using something else in their 
place. They can ship their goods in large packages or in bottles, 
if they so desire. Lecause they may lose a small keg occasionally 
is no reason why the small brewer in the country districts should 
not be permitted to use the small keg if he so desires. 

The people who drink beer, the most of them, like to have it 
freshly drawn from a wooden package. They do not want to use 


| bottled goods and they can not use packages as large as a quar- 
| ter or a half of a barrel. 


Farmers in doing their thrashing and other work where they 


| have a number of men employed very often buy a sixth or an 


eighth of beer to use on such occasions. 
On social and festival occasions very many of our best people 


' ood, | _ | make use of this beverage, and there is absolutely no reason why 
There is another industry in this country that is affected by this | 


the use of the small package should be prevented and they com- 


| pelled to use goods bottled by some large concern in the larger cit- 


ies. <A bottling establishment, I am informed, can not be con- 
structed for less than $2,000. This the small brewer can not 
afford to invest. 

There is absolutely no reason for the adoption of this measure 
except to favor the large breweries for the purpose of driving out 
of business the competition which they have in the small brewer- 


| ies located in the country districts. For these reasons I am op- 


for, a substantial reduction of the beer tax, and a larger reduction | 
than that proposed in this bill. I believe at least one-half or | 


more of the war-revenue tax ought to be taken off. But I am not 


in favor of aiding the brewing industries of this country in this | 


way and at the expense of the smaller breweries, the coopers, and 
others who are accommodated by the putting up of the smaller 
packages of beer in wood. 

In my judgment this is the most obnoxious kind of class legis- 
lation. It is asking the Government by lawto regulate the brew- 
ing trade, and to discriminate in favor of the strong against the 
weak. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard for a 
moment, to corroborate what the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
BaRNEY| has said. There is no question in my mind but what if 
this amendment is adopted it will drive out of business every 
small brewery in the country. The small breweries, situated in 
the more thinly settled localities, can not put up bottling estab- 
lishments. The regulations prescribe that bottling establishments 
shall bein buildings detached from all other buildings. They must 
be constructed and operated in certain ways; all of which is very 


| 


expensive. The small brewers sell their product to the saloonsin | 


their neighborhood, delivering it to them by wagons, They also 
sell many of their small packages to the consumers direct, to 
farmers and others, who purchase a sixth or eighth for their own 
use. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If that is so, then this measure is in the inter- 
est of temperance, is it not? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Iam not discussing that question. It is not 
involved here. This contest is between the small brewer and 
the combine, and I propose to play fair with the men who are 
doing business in the country, as well as the large breweries doing 
business in the cities. I do not believe we should adopt a meas- 
ure that will drive the small brewer out of business, simply to give 
an extended market to the large brewer who can afford to con- 
struct bottling establishments and send his goods out in that way. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Do you mean to say that the small brewer | 
does not manufacture anything above eighthsor sixths of a barrel? 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Imean to say that nine-tenths of the product | 


of the small breweries is put up in quarters or less, and that not 


more than one-tenth is put up in halves or in full barrels. By far | 


the larger part of their product is put out in the small kegs, in 
sixths and eighths, and this measure will absolutely wipe them 
out of existence, 

It must be remembered that these small breweries have a large 
amount of capital invested in the small kegs. If this amendment 

asses, that capital is absolutely lost, as the small kegs could not 
e used and would be of no value. 

I know the argument is made that many of these kegs are not 
returned, and this is a heavy loss upon the owners, but I want to 
say that you might as well pass a law to compel grocers to sell 
sugar in not less than 5-pound packages as to say that the small 
kegs shall not be used for beer. To those who sustain a loss in 


posed to this amendment and hope it will be defeated. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to enter 
a protest against this legislation which prevents the one-eighth 
barrel of beer from being manufactured and sold by reason of the 
fact that the United States provides no stamps for that quantity. 
I am well aware that in the first session of this Congress a meas- 
ure passed this House identical with the proposed amendment. 
Up to this time it has not been enacted into law; but if the pro- 
posed amendment is incorporated into this bill, we who believe in 
reducing the war taxes to the uttermost cent that it can be done 
will be obliged to vote for it, and it certainly will be enacted into 
law. 

When [ returned to my district I found that the brewers re- 
garded the measure of no particular benefit tothem. The hotel 
and saloon keepers were opposed to it, especially those who sold 
small quantities of beer, for the reason that before closing for the 
day they often are obliged to puton tap more beer than they could 
dispose of before closing, and much spoiled over night or until 
their business places reopened. 

But the greatest objection to the measure was urged by indi- 
vidual citizens who claimed that for many occasions they were 
obliged to buy more beer than they wanted or do without keg 
beer, which was generally preferred. Again, there has been no 
general nor special request from any body of people asking for 
this legislation. It will require a general readjustment in the 
business of breweries and occasion, for the time at least, a decided 
loss from the kegs on hand; and so far as I have been able to un- 
derstand there is no existing mischief which is to be remedied, 
and the present law, well understood as it is, works to the general 
satisfaction of all interests. 

The district I represent has a number of breweries in it, and 
being a community with a large German population, who drink 
beer instead of whisky, the present law finds no objectors 


| among its people. I hope this amendment will be defeated and 


no change be made, at least until there is a general demand made 
by the people for its passage and better reasons than I have heard 
to-day are given. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last word only for the 
purpose of saying that, as I understand this, it does not interfere 
with the business of the small brewers any more than it does with 
the business of the largeones. The brewers all want it. They 


| want to get rid of these small packages. They say that these small 





packages are lost, and the waste is so great on them that they want 
to get rid of them, and they can not get rid of them un'ess they 
all do it, and hence they want this legislation. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to ask a question. 

Mr. BARNEY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr, PAYNE. One moment. I wish to speak for a minute 
without being interrupted. Now, the opposition last year came 
from some gentlemen who represented the coopers, and the coopers 
had a lot of these small packages on hand; and it was stated that 
by putting off the time when the law should go into operation the 
coopers could be accommodated and could work off their small 


| packages, and it would do nobody any injury. So it was at the 
suggestion of these gentlemen that the time when the law should 


go into operation was postponed. 

Mr. STEELE, I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well, let the gentleman ask his question. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to ask if it is not a fact that it was rep- 
resented to us by a gentleman from Wisconsin that 92 of the 106 
breweries in that State had petitioned for the enactment of this 
law? 

Mr, PAYNE. No; I do not remember that. If the gentleman 
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says that, he is undoubtedly correct, as he generally is. Now, 
that is all there is in this amendment that I have introduced. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
one question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. FLETCHER. If all these brewers want to get away with 
these small kegs, why do they not do so? 

Mr. PAYNE. If one of them should sell these small packages, 
and the people want them, they all have to keep using them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You want Congress to com- 
pel them to enter into an agreement? 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope we will have a vote on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 78, 

Mr. PAYNE. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York, Mr. PAYNE, 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BARNEY, will please act 
as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, 
noes 94. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That section 2 of said act is hereby amended soas to read as follows: 

“Src. 2. That from and after the passage of this act special taxes shall be, 
and hereby are, imposed annually as follows, that is to say: 

“1, Bankers using or employing a capital not exceeding the sum of $25,000 
shall pay $50; when using or employing a capital exceeding $25,000, for every 
additional $1,000 in excess of $25,000, $2, and in estimating capital surplus shal! 
be included. The amount of such annual tax shall in all cases be computed 
on the basis of the capital and surplus for the preceding fiscal year. Every 
person, firm, or company, and every incorporated or other bank having a 
place of business where credits are opened by the deposit or collection of 
money or currency subject to be paid or remitted upon draft, check, or or- 
der, or where money is advanced or loaned on stocks, bonds, bullion, bills of 
exchange, or promissory notes, or where stocks, bonds, bullion, bills of ex- 
change, or promissory notes are received for discount or sale shall be a banker 
under this act: Provided, That any savings bank having no capital stock and 
whose business is confined to receiving deposits and loaning or investing the 
same for the benefit of its depositors and which does no other business of 
banking shall not be subject to this tax. 

“2. Brokers shall pay $s’. Every person, firm, or company, whose busi- | 
ness it is to negotiate purchases or sales of stocks, bonds, exchange, bul- 
lion, coined money, bank notes, promissory notes, or other securities for | 
themselves or others, shall be regarded asa broker: Provided, That any per 
son having paid the special tax asa banker shall not be required to pay the | 
special tax as a broker. 

**3. Pawnbrokers shall pay $20. Every person, firm, or company whose 
business or occupation it is to take or receive, by way of pledge, pawn, 
or exchange, any goods, wares, or merchandise, or any kind of personal ! 
property whatever, as security for the repayment of money loaned thereon, 
shall be deemed a pawnbroker. 

“4. Proprietors of bowling alleys and billiard rooms shall pay $5 for | 
each alley or table. Every building or place where bowls are thrown or 
where games of billiards or pool are played, and that are open to the public 
with or without price, shall be regarded as a bowling alley or a billiard room, | 
respectively.” 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE], reporting this bill, if he has re- 
duced this proposed tariff to such an extent as to cut off the 
appropriation that must be made if the Hanna-Payne ship-subsidy 
bill became a law? I see no notice whatever of the ship-subsidy 
bill in the report of the distinguished chairman and his comumit- 
tee. I have with pleasure read his speech and examined into it 
closely, and I find there nothing on this point, and I should like 
to know whether he took the ship-subsidy question into consider- 
ation in making this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman ask me a question? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will sayin the first year or two of the ship-sub- 
sidy bill the highest estimate of the expense is about $4,500,000, 
and we save $1,500,000 a year we are now paying for carrying the 
mails; so that the necessary expenditures would be only $3,000,000. 
I did not think it worth mentioning a little matter of that kind. 

Mr. GAINES. I desire to state to the gentleman from New 
York that the expense is put at not less than $9,000,000 a year, | 

Mr. PAYNE. Not more than $9,000,000 a year. Do not put it 
at not less than $9,000,000, 

Mr. GAINES. Then, we will have to pay that out of the reve- 
nues of the Government, and this ship bill is to be the law of the 
land, if passed at all, for twenty years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in his pathetic appeal said 
he was responding to the cry of the oppressed people of this coun- 
try in reducing this tax at all, and he regretted that he was not 
able because of the war expenses and ‘‘expenditures” resulting 
from the war, and not expenditures for ship subsidies, to reduce it 
more. Not one word is found in his lengthy report, not one syl- 
lable is said about the ship-subsidy matter in his speech of several 
pages in the RecorD; and yet we find the people that support him 
in this matter, in the House and out of it, are the rich corpora- | 
tions and the rich firms—people, Mr. Chairman, who are able not | 
only to live without subsidies, to build ships without subsidies, 
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but to carry on the foreign trade without subsidies, and have done 
it until our trade to-day reaches every civilized market in the 
world; and yet the gentleman comes here, and his party, and says 
that he is reducing taxes, forsooth, because the poor people of this 
country are crying out against this war tax, 

Mr. Chairman, I was surprised to find a matter that is before 
the public—a matter about which he knows that members of Con- 
gress are written to every day by the people, that the press is dis- 
cussing all the time, and the plain people are praying against it, 
and yet the distinguished gentleman and the equally distinguished 
committee and his great party are absolutely mute in their 
speeches in this House and in their report on this subject. Yes, 
Mr. Chairman, they can reduce the tax,and say they reduce it 
because the people want it done, and yet they retain $65,000,000 
for the ship-subsidy bill, a measure which he is the great father 
and defender of upon the floor of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there is another omission 
in the report of the gentleman from New York, and there is an- 
other omission in his speech, and alittle scheme about the amount 
of the probable expenditures, not on the ship-subsidy bill, but on 
a single improvement upon one shoal in the Tennessee River. I 
am in favor of it. 

Mr. GAINES. AndIam glad my friend is in favor of it and 
announces it publicly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam, because I am a little broader gauge 
than the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES. And you say you arein favor of it publicly? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman keep still just once? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GAINES. I will. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is not an estimate upon the Colbert 
Shoals in the report of the committee. Yet if it is carried to that 
perfection which I hope it may be, it will take a greater expendi- 
ture, net, for the next two years than the entire possibility or 
reasonable probability of the ship-subsidy bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the time, I hope, is coming in this country when 


| the advocates of special interests for special localities, instead of 


measuring their hope by such a matter as the Tennessee River, 
will become the champions of an opposition measure calculated to 
benefit all the people of all the States in this Union. 

I would point the gentleman to the great commercial conven- 
tion recently held, in which delegates from his own State were 


| present, and the statement of one of the distinguished Senators 


from Alabama that it was the most completely representative 
body that the South has had since the war, in that it rose to the 
dignity of American citizenship. They got out of the ruts of 
mere provincial politics and indorsed the very scheme by name. 
that the gentleman has so bitterly denounced. It is a good sign, 
Mr. Chairman, when the representatives of a great section get 
bigger, larger, more patriotic, more American than the individual 
member of a single delegation, who has imperiled possibly his 
own best interests by assailing the interests of other people. 
{ Applause. } 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


| following amendment: 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, on page 4, lines 1 to 6, inclusive. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment provides for the elimination of the taxes imposed on pool 
and billiard tables and bowling alleys. I offer this amendment 
because a great many associations which have been formed for 
the purposes of enabling men to meet socially fer their mutual 
improvement are supplied with pool and billiard tables and bowl- 
ing alleys. For some years I have been active in young men’s 
associations, both in my own city and throughout the country. 
These societies are organized and exist, not for the purpose of 
making money, but in order to bring young men into a better 
moral atmosphere and away from corrupt companions and envi- 
ronments. It is for their moral improvement and advancement. 
The tax gathered under the section of this bill amounted in 1899 
to $428,423.87. In 1900 the amount collected was $366,733.66, a 
reduction of $61,690.21. These figures are taken from the report 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the present year. 
Considered in connection with the entire amount collected under 
this act, this is an insignificant sum; yet many associations with 
two or three pool and billiard tables, besides a bowling alley, 
have fouud the $20 or $25 paid yearly under the provisions of this 
act to be a heavy burden when added to their ordinary expenses. 
I trust the chairman of the committee will agree to this proposi- 
tion. Every young man’s association, every Christian young 
men’s association, every social organization of every kind is sub- 
jected to this tax. It is a tax upon the instrumentalities of 
morality and virtue—unjustifiable, unreasonable, and unwise. 
Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Certainly. 
Mr. PAYNE, Wouldit not answer the gentleman's purpose if 
























































































































































324 


we simply exempted all the religious billiard tables and bowling | 


alleys of the country? [ Laughter. ] 


Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I never knew of a religious 
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| 
| 


bowling alley, though the gentleman may have some in his dis- | 


trict. But I say that the pool table and the billiard table are not 
things that should be taxed. They are used to bring people where 
their associations and surroundings will be better and more ele- 
vating, and it is not well to hinder or to place obstacles in the way 
of such gatherings. I trust that my friend from New York [{ Mr. 
PAYNE] will concur in this amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
$44,000 a year, instead of $366,000, as the gentleman states. The 
committee left it in, thinking that the business could afford to 
pay, and that it was one of the things that should be left in. 

The CHAIRMAN, All debate has been exhausted on this 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move 
io strike out the last word. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York if this isnota tax upon every association, organization, 
whether religious or not, that hasa billiard table or bowling alley 
on its premises? 

Mr. PAYNE. 

*ligious organization or association. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
tions have to pay the tax? 

Mr. PAYNE. I donot know of any religious association that 
has billiard tables and pool tables, but if they do they ought to 
pay the tax. 

Mr. FITZGERALDof Massachusetts. I understand thata creat 
many organizations formed to safeguard the morals of young men 
have billiard tables and bowling alleys on their premises. These 
are harmless amusements, particularly when used as agents to 
improve the morals of our young men, and I do not think they 
should be taxed. 
why not off these innocent amusements? 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend 
ment will be withdrawn. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD}. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
FirzGeRrawp of New York and Mr. FirzGERALD of Massachusetts) 
there were 24 ayes and &1 noes. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. NEWLANDS,. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after line 12, on page 3, the following: 

“That every person, firm, corporation, or company engaged in manufac 


Do not these associa- 


I withdraw my amend- 


ture whose gross annual receipts exceed $500,000 shall be subject to pay an- | 
: - a ; | $1,000,000 a year. 


nually at the end of each fiscal year a special excise tax equivalent to one 


We take the tax off theaters and music halls. | 


Mr. Chairman, this item simply brings in about | 
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not of one-tenth of 1 per cent as I propose in this case, but a tax 
of one-fourth of 1 per cent upon gross receipts exceeding $250,000. 
That tax is continued in the Payne bill, and under it over $1,000,- 
000 is annually secured from refiners of petroleum and sugar. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does this proposed amendment apply to cor- 
porations only, or does it apply to capital generally? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It applies to all associations, firms, or in- 
dividuals whose transactions exceed $500,000 per annum, just as 
the clause relating to the refiners of petroleum and sugar applies 
to all persons, firms, and corporations refining sugar or petroleum. 
Under the tax to which I have just referred upon petroleum and 
sugar we have gained a revenue of $1,000,000 per annum, the pro- 


| vision for which is retained in this bill. 


* 
Oh, I do not understand it is confined to any re- | 


My purpose in this amendment is partly to obtain a revenue 
from this tax and also to provide the machinery for securing 
information which will enable Congress in the future to act intel- 
ligently upon this question. Publication of these returns by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue is provided for, corresponding 
with the publication which is made of the statements of the banks 
by the Comptroller of the Currency and of the statements of the 
railroads by the Interstate Commerce Commission, In those pub- 


lished reports data have been given in full detail which have been 
FF « 


| of assistance not only in framing legislation regarding banking 


and railroading, but also to those interests themselves, tending to 
develop the science of both. 

This amendment is not offered in any hostile spirit. It will im- 
pose upon these great trusts and combinations a total tax not ex- 
ceeding a million or two. At the same time it will enable us to 


| obtain information upon which we can act intelligently in the fu- 


ture in legislation relating both to the taxation and regulation 
of these industrial combinations. There is hardly an economic 
writer who does not insist that publicity is the first thing to be 


| secured. 





tenth of | per centon the gross amount of all receipts of such persons, firms, | 


corporations, and companies in their respective business in excess of 
sum of $500,000. True and accurate returns of the amount of such gross re 
ceipts shall be made and rendered yearly by each of such associations, corpo 
rations, and companies, as in the case of refiners of petroleum and sugar. 
Such returns shall include such data as to capital, surplus, operating ex- 
yenses, Wages, taxes, national or State, as the Commissioner of Internal 
tevenue shall prescribe. Such returns shall be classified and published by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in his annual report.” 

.Mr. PAYNE. I move that all debate on this section, and 
amendments thereto, be concluded in ten minutes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE, I make that motion. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed 
to, there being—ayes 9. noes 83. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend- 
ment is to impose an additional tax upon corporations and other 
branches of industry which now bear no part of the burden of the 
war taxes—the great trusts and combinations of the country. It 
declares thatall manufacturers whose grossreceipts exceed $500,000 
annually shall pay a tax of 1 per cent on such receipts. In this 
connection, let me state that upon gross receipts of $1,000,000 such 
a corporation would pay a tax of $1,000. The amendment pro- 
vides also that these corporations shall make returns, which shall 
be published, containing such statistical information as will be a 
guide to Congress in future legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that this additional tax will be imposed. 
It will not raise in the aggregate more than a million or two of 
dollars; and it will relieve to some extent the stamp taxes which 
this bill in subsequent parts proposes to continue. 

There is a precedent for legislation of this kind in this very 
bill. 
a subject of taxation. There is imposed a tax of one-fourth of 1 
per cent upon all banking capital and surplus over $25,000. 
On bank capital alone $3,000,000 of taxation annually is raised, 
both under the Dingley bill and under the proposed Payne bill. 

There was also a tax of this kind imposed by the Dingley war 
revenue upon one class of combinations or trusts; that is, the re- 
finers of petroleum and sugar. Upon them a tax was imposed, 








said | 


| bill, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it necessary to 
discuss this amendmentat any great length. It is truethat there 
were two cases of special taxation provided for in the war-revenue 
Those were put in by an amendment offered in the Senate, 
and when they came to the committee of conference they were ac- 
quiescedin. Iremember making aremarkat that time to my asso- 
ciates on the conference committee that they knew, and I knew, 
that if this tax should be imposed the people who were expected 
to pay it would simply put up the price of sugar and petroleum 
enough to reimburse themselves for the tax which they paid and 
allow them besides a handsome profit. No doubt such has been 
the case. I have no doubt that those interests that have been re- 
quired to pay this tax have collected from their customers more than 
the amount which they have paid over to the United States in the 
form of taxation. But that is one of those taxes that there is no 
use trying to get out of the bill. Itisin there. It has produced 
[fit has been a burden to those interests, they 
can of course stand it better than anybody else. 

Now, the gentleman from Nevada comes here with a proposition 
to tax every manufacturing concern in the country, nota fifth of 
1 per cent, but a tenth of 1 percent. And his idea of a trust or 
combination seems to be that where a manufacturing concern pro- 
duces more than $500,000 worth of any given commodity during a 
year it isa trust or combination. I do not know but that this is as 
good a definition of a trust as that I heard given on the stump by 
a member of the gentleman’s party, who declared his belief that 
‘‘a trust isa combination of capital that we are notin.” Of course, 
as a rule, when gentlemen undertake to define a ‘‘ trust” they seem 
to have a very vague and indefinite idea, just as they have when 
they undertake to discuss it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, here is a tax brought in on a bill which is 
intended to reduce taxation. The gentleman from Nevada | Mr. 


| NEWLANDs] saysit will produce $1,000,000 or $2,000,000. Why, he 


In the section now under consideration bank capital is made | 
| . . 
is greatly mistaken about that. 


has no conception of the vast business of this country when he 
speaks of one million or two millionsas the product of such a tax, 
He has signed a report recommending that we ought to reduce 
taxation by $70,000,000, under the bill we are now considering, 
and yet he comes in and proposes to add a tax, as he says, of 
$1,000,000 or $2,000,000, He says one or two millions will be the 
amount of the revenue produced by the amendment, but I say 
five or ten, and we are both making mere guesses, because it may 
be more than either of us can imagine. And why, Mr. Chairman, 
should we adopt such a proposition? The idea seems to me to be 
preposterous. Do not gentlemen understand the object and spirit 
of the bill we are considering? We are removing war-revenue 
taxation as far as it is safe and possible to remove it at the pres- 
ent time. He says that these people do not pay taxes. Well, he 
f he will come into the State of 
New York, I will show him that these people are paying just as 
large a proportion of taxes as anybody else. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I referred to revenue taxes. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). By the franchise-tax law, passed 
recently in New York, these people are paying really more than 
their share of taxes, That law works against the corporations, 


























oy 


A NASIR ag tab led BLES ACA 


1900. 








Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
stitutional. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). It works against persons engaged 
in this class of business. By this amendment an additional hard- 
ship would be imposed. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment, for it is scarcely neces- 
sary to discuss it further, and all others that tend to increase tax- 
ation under the bill will be voted down. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the debate be extended for five minutes s longer for the purpose 
of enabling me to answer the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, I must object to that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. You have made statements which are abso- 
lutely unfounded, and I want to answer them. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, they will gointo the Recorp, and I will 
meet that issue when they come. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted 
and the question is on agreeing to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Nevada. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 119. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert at the end of subdivision 4, section 2, the following: 

“Excepting, however, from the provisions of this subdivision Young Men's 
Christian Associations and social clubs and associations that do not conduct 
bowling alleys or billiard rooms for hire.” 


The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3. That section 3 of said act is hereby amended by striking out the 
words “and sixty cents,”’ in the first paragraph, after the words “three dol- 
lars,"’ and before the words “per thousand on cigars,” so that said section, 
as amended, shall read as follows: 

“TOBACCO, CIGARS, CIGARETTES, AND SNUFF. 

“Sec. 3. That there shall, in lieu of the tax now imposed by law, be levied 
and collected a tax of 12 cents per pound upon all tobacco and snuff, however 
prepared, manufactured, and sold, or removed for consumption or sale; and 
upon cigars and cigarettes which shall be manufactured and sold or removed 
for consumption or sale there shall be levied and collected the following taxes, 
to be paid by the manufacturer thereof, namely, a tax of $3 per thousand on 
cigars of all descriptions made of tobacco or any substitute therefor and 

weighing more than 3 pounds per thousand, and of $1 per thousand on cigars 
made of tobacco or any substitute therefor and weighing not more than 3 
pounds per thousand; and a tax of $3.60 per thousand on cigarettes made of 
tobacco or —- substitute therefor and weighing more than 3 pounds per 
thousand; and $1. a thousand on cigarettes made of tobacco or any sub 
stitute therefor and weighing not more than 3 pounds per thousand: Pro- 
vided, That in lieu of the 2, 3, and 4 ounce packages of tobacco and snuff now 
nuthorized by law there may be packages thereof containing 1} ounces, 2} 
ounces, and 3} ounces, respectively, and in addition to packages now author- 
ized by law there may be packages containing 1 ounce of smoking tobacco 

“And there shall also be assessed and collected, with the exceptions here 
inafter in this section provided for, upon all the articles enumerated in this 
section which were manufactured, imported, and removed from factory or 
custom-house before the passage of this act, bearing tax stamps affixed to 
such articles for the payment of the taxes thereon and canceled subsequent 
to April 14, 1898, and which articles were at the time of the passage of this 
act held @nd intended for sale by any a a tax equal to one-half the 
difference between the tax already paid on such articles at the time of re- 
moval from the factory or custom-house and the tax levied in this act upon 
such articles. 

‘““Every person having, on the day succeeding the date of the passage of 
this act, any of the above described articles on hand for sale in excess of 1,000 

sounds of manufactured tobacco and 20,000 cigars or cigarettes, and which 
lave gem removed from the factory where produced or the custom-house 
through which imported, bearing the rate of tax payable thereon at the time 
of dn 4 removal, shail make a full and true return, under oath, in duplicate, of 
the quantity thereof, in pounds as to the tobacco and snuff and in thousands 
as to the cigars and cigarettes so held on that day, in such form and under 
such regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe. Such returns shall be made 
and delivered to the collector or deputy collector for the proper internal 
revenue district within thirty days after the passage of thisact. One of said 
returns shall be retained by the collector and the other forwarded to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, together with the assessment list for the 
month in which the return is received, and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall assess and collect the taxes found to be due, as other taxes not 
paid ie stamps are assessed and collected. 

And for the expense connected with the assessment and collection of 
the taxes provided by this act there is hereby appropriated the sum o $100. 
000, or so much thereof as may be required, out of any moneys in the Tre as 
ury not otherwise appropr iated, for the e mployment of such deputy colle: 
ors and other employ ees in the several collection districts in the United 
States, and such clerks and employees in the Bureau of Internal Revenue as 
may, in the discretion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, be neces 
sary, fora period not exceeding one year, to be compensated for their services 
by such allowances as shall be made by the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
the recommendation of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. And th 
© ommissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to employ ten agents, to be 
known and designated as internal-revenue agents, in addition to the number 
now authorized in section 5132 of the Revised Statutes as amended. and the 
existing provisions of law in all other respects shall apply to the duties, com- 
pensation, and expenses of such agents. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 14, page 4, strike out “twelve 
“ six. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 

Mr. PAYNE] has expressed the desire that all propositions look- 
ing to an increase of revenue shall be voted down. I therefore 


And that law is uncon- 


and insert in lieu thereof the word 
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hope the gentleman will not interpose serious objection to this 
proposition which will reduce revenue by decreasing the tax on 
manufactured tobacco and snuff. 

The members of the House know that the tax prior to the war 
with Spain was 6 cents a pound on manufactured tobacco and 
snuff. The war-revenue act increased that to 12 cents a pound. 
The tobacco as it goes from the farmer's hands is worth, on an 
average, only about 6 cents a pound, and the present tax is double 
the value of the raw material which our farmers produce and place 
upon the market. 

In 1890 the production of tobacco in this country was estimated 
by the Department to be a little over 500,000,000 pounds, and it 
was estimated to be worth something over 8 cents a pound to the 
producers. This of course includes the coarse tobacco of other 
States, as well as the bright tobacco of Virginia and Carolina. 
The last estimate prepared by the Agricultural Department for 
tobacco was for the crop of 1896, and placed the amount at 400,- 
000,000 pounds and the average value at about 6 cents a pound. 

In my judgment the entire tax upon manufactured chewing 
tobacco should be removed in the interest of the great agricultural 
class engaged in the production of tobacco, but as we are revising 
the war-revenue law and have no reasonable grounds to hope for 
the abolishment of the entire tax upon tobacco by this Congress, 
I ask this House to fix the tax upon it at the rate that it carried 
prior to the war with Spain. I think this tax in any view acts in- 
juriously upon the producer of tobacco just as a heavy tax upon 
beef and mutton would hurt the sheep and cattle growers. I do 
not attribute the entire decline in the price of leaf tobacco to tax- 
ation, though in my judgment these taxes are a great burden upon 
the farmers as well as the consumers of tobacco. Abolish the 
taxes on plug tobacco, and then farmers who so desire will man- 
ufacture their own tobacco, for the manufacture of plug tobacco 
is a simple process. Small manufactories will spring up in every 
tobacco-growing community. The tobacco trust will then have 
serious competition, and the result will be greatly beneficial to 
that great and worthy part of our population engaged in the cul- 
tivation of tobacco. 

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the people of this country that 
they are going to be relieved from so many of these stamp taxes. 
This bill destroys the vexatious taxes on notes, duebills, checks, 
drafts, deeds, mortgages, and medicines. The country will re- 
joice at this. Many of the stamp ‘taxes are completely abolished 
in this bill, It reduces the taxes upon cigars and upon beer, but 
upon manufactured tobacco and snuff it offers no reduction what- 
ever. Since it is admitted, or at least satisfactorily proven to ny 
mind, that the revenues of the country can safely stand a reduc- 
tion of $70,000,000, even upon the basis of the large estimates of 
next year’s expenses sent us from the Executive Departments, it 
seems to me that the House can well afford, in the interest of ag- 
riculture, to reduce this tobacco tax to 6 cents, which will amount 
toa reduction in the revenues of about $9,000,000. The entire 
revenue collected during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, from 
manufactured tobacco and snuff was about $17,000,000, and this 
amendment that I offer will cut that amount in two, making the 
tax 6 cents instead of 12 cents per pound, and will accomplish a 
reduction of about $9,000,000. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, all I wish to say in reference to 
this is that the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shows that this little amendment, taking off half of this tax on 
tobacco and snuff, will make a reduction of $17,500,000, which 
would make the total reduction in the bill some $57,000,000, 
That, of course, would go beyond anything that the commit- 
tee have believed could be done in the matter of the reduction 
of taxation. If we were going to make a big cut like that, we 
should not - it all on tobacco. There are other interests that 
we shouid look after. I hope the amet ndm« nt will be voted down, 

The question being taken on the amendment,the Chairman 
nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KITCHIN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 106. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendm 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 






In line l4, page 4, strike out ‘‘twelve” and insert “one.” 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, if the view of the miuori 
is correct, that this bill is scaled to meet the appropriations that 
will be made during its life, then this amendment would produce 
a deficiency. The proposition that the people of this country are 
to be called upon to contribute a revenue of e709, 000,000 for the 
support of this Government means that when these figures are 
added to State and municipal taxation the people of this count 
in upholding the spirit of taxation which involves the ions to 
destroy, are approaching the line of confiscation. 

My comment upon this bill is that it would be far better that 
you should have a deficiency than that you should have a surplus 
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created by the hand of taxation. Reduce the expenses of this 
Government to the standard of proper economy and no such tax- 
ation as this will be necessary. 


Let me instance to the majority of this House one of the avenues | 


in which this money is to be expended. The President of the 
United States within a month appointed a gentleman in New 
Jersey to an office having a salary of $2,000 a year, an assistant 
collector in Jersey City. That gentleman openly stated that he 
would contribute that salary to the Republican committee of 
Hudson County in that State. 


the salary. So Linvestigated, and I call upon the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAyNE], whose name fathers this bill, to make 
further investigation. I investigated to find out what were the 
duties to be performed for that $2,000, and I say to you, sir, that 
during the next four years that man will not have one hour of 
labor to perform. During the past four years not one hour of labor 
has been performed in that office. 


Now, if that instance, which is called into public notoriety by | 


the fact that the occupant of the office inakes a contribution of his 
entire salary to the Republican campaign fund—if that illustraies 
the manner in which the $700,000,000 is to be expended, then | 


warn you to remember that the people of this country have intel- | 


ligence enough, when a few more flagrant instances of that kind 


have been called to their attention, to strike down this method of | 


taxing them and appropriating theirmoney. Iam willing to vote 
every dollar necessary to subdue the Filipinos, every dollar neces- 
sary under the laws, with decent economy, to conduct every de- 
partment of this Government; but lam unwilling to take from the 
people of this country money under an official sanction that is 
ofticial robbery in order that it may contribute to partisan cam- 
paign funds. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. PAYNE. 
was 6 cents a pound. Under the war-revenue bill it is 12 cents a 
pound. The gentleman from New Jersey has found some man 
somewhere not earning a salary of $2,000, and to even up things 
he wants to take off $32,000,000 and make the tax 1 cent a pound 
on tobacco. Ido not believe any gentleman on his side will vote 
with him. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. If there is $2,000 in one State of the size 
of New Jersey, multiply it by the Union and you will find it is 
about $32,000,000. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That section 9 of said act is hereby amended by striking out the 
word “Provided,” and words following to the end of the section; so that the 
section as amended shall read as follows: 

“Sec.9. Thatin any and all cases where an adhesive stamp shall be used for 
denoting any tax imposed by this act, except as hereinafter provided, the 
person using or affixing the same shall write or stamp thereupon the initials 
of his name and the date upon which the same shall! be attached or used, so 
that the same may not again be used. And if any person shall fraudulently 
make use of an adhesive stamp to denote any tax imposed by this act without 
so effectually canceling and obliterating such stamp, except as before men 
tioned, he, she, or they shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction thereof shall pay a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $500, or 
be imprisoned not more than six months, or both, at the discretion of the 
court.”’ 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. A few moments ago, for the purpose of obtaining infor- 
mation, I asked the distinguished chairman who reported this 
bill if the $65,000,000 that will be left after the passage of this 
bill will be appropriated to the paying of our ship subsidy if it 
becomes a law. The gentleman's reply to that question was, I 
think, that we would save about a million of dollars in carrying 
the mail. That was his reply to the question. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to read on this point from the REcorD, page 57, 
from the elaborate speech made by Senator FRYE, who reports 
this bill to the Senate: 

There is a limitation of $9,000,000; no more than that sum can be expended 
in any one year. So far as the cost to the Government is concerned, it is 
practically $7,500,000, because these ships are required to carry the mails 
without charge. I think last year the mail pay was about $1,400,000, and ina 
year or two years it will amount certainly to the $1,500,000. 

So taking that, Mr. Chairman, as a criterion we have $7,500,000 
which we pay to carry the mails, which cost us now $1,400,000, 
and that is what we will get for the ship-subsidy outlay. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of fact, this bill provides for 
the payment annually of $9,000,000, not simply for one year, but 
for twenty years. It does not even stop there; and we have the very 
best authority that can be had that it will not stop there. The 
Journal of Commerce of December 11, published in New York, 
says: 

II. The limitation of the amount to be disbursed to $9,000,000 is a deception. 
At the hearing before the House committee the chairman, General GrRos- 
VENOR, said: “I presume that we may assume that if the $9,000,000 is ex- 
hausted and the result has been very beneficial that our successors will have 
intelligence enough to increase” 

“Undoubtedly,” interrupted ex-Senator Edmunds, the attorney for the 
shipbuilders. 
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Knowing the financial ability of | 
that gentleman, I was certain that if he gave his time to the office | 
he could not afford to make to the Republican committee a gift of | 


The tax on tobacco before the war-revenue bill | 
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The North American of to-day contains the same statement. 

Mr. Chairman, while in the Senate Mr. Edmunds was a great 
foe to the ship-subsidy bills we have had heretofore. He is now 
the employed counsel in this matter, the press states. Now, the 
point of my inquiry was, Why isit that such an insidious bill, such 


| an insidious expense, should be hovering over this Congress with- 


out an explanation of the distinguished gentleman who reported 
this bill. Instead of him replying, I find the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]—the mouthpiece for everything upon that side 
of the House—rising up here and saying that I am endangering the 
proposed appropriation by the River and Harbor Committee for 
the Tennessee River. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Ten- 
nessee River project has been reported upon by the sworn officers 
of this Government, and I want to say that before a cent will be 
paid for the digging out of this river and opening her commerce 


| to the world it will be sanctioned by a man of brains, courage, 


and intelligence—the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] of the 
Riversand Harbors Committee—and his splendid colleagues. Let 
all this be as it may, I shall never bow to what I think is wrong, 
here or elsewhere, nor surrender principle for pelf for my people, 
who honor me with a high office I try fearlessly and conscien- 
tiously to fill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES. I want to say in conclusion 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6. That section 13 of said act is hereby amended by striking out the 
words “Schedule A of,” and also by inserting in the first proviso, after 
the words *' bonds, debentures, or certificates of stock or of indebtedness.” the 
words “or any instrument, document, or paper of any kind or description 
whatsoever mentioned in Schedule A of this act; so that said section as 
amended shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 13. That any person or persons who shall register, issue, sell, or trans- 
fer, or who shall cause to be issued, registered, sold, or transferred, any in- 
strument, document, or paper of any kind or description whatsoever men- 
tioned in this act without the same being duly stamped, or having thereupon 
an adhesive stamp for denoting the tax chargeable thereon, and canceled in 
the manner required by law, with intent to evade the provisions of this act, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $50, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
six months, or both, in the discretion of the court; and such instrument, docu- 
ment, or paper, not being stamped according to law, shall be deemed invalid 
and of no effect: Provided, That hereafter, in all cases where the party has 
not affixed to any instrument the stamp reguired by law thereon at the time 
of issuing, selling, or transferring the said onda. debentures, or certificates 
of stock or of indebtedness, or any instrument, document, or paper of any 
kind or description whatsoever mentioned in Schedule A of this act, and he 
or they, or any party having an interest therein, shall be subsequently desir- 
ous of affixing such stamp to said instrument, or, if said instrument be lost, 
to a copy thereof, he or they shall appear before the collector of internal reve- 
nue of the proper district, who shall, upon the payment of the price of the 
proper stamp required by law, and of a penalty of $10, and, where the whole 
amount of the tax denoted by the stamp required shallexceed the sum of $50, 
on payment also of interest at the rate of 6 per cent on said tax from the day 
on which such stamp ought to have been affixed, affix the proper stamp to 
such bond, debenture, certificate of stock or of indebtedness, or copy, and note 
upon the margin thereof the date of his so doing and the fact that such pen- 
alty has been paid; and the sameshall thereupon be deemed and held to beas 
valid toall intents and purposes asif stamped when made orissued: And pro- 
vided further, That where itshall appear to said collector upon c or other- 
wise, to his satisfaction, that any such instrument has not been duly stamped 
at the time of making or issuing the same by reason of accident, mistake, in- 
advertence, or urgent necessity, and without any willful design to defraud 
the United States of the stamp, or to evade or delay the payment thereof, 
then and in such case, if such instrument, or, if the original be lost, a copy 
thereof, duly certified by the officer having charge of any records in which 


| such original is required to be recorded or otherwise duly proven to the sat- 


isfaction of the collector, shall, within twelve calendar months after the mak- 
ing or issuing thereof, be brought to the said collector of internal revenue to 
be stamped, and the stamp tax chargeable thereon shall be paid, it shall be 
lawful for the said collector to remit the penalty aforesaid and to cause such 
instrument to be duly stamped. And when the original instrument ora cer- 
tified or duly proven copy thereof,as aforesaid, duly stamped so as to entitle 
the same to be soem shall be presented to the clerk, register, recorder, 
or other officer having charge of the original record, it shall be lawful for 
such officer, upon the payment of the fee legally chargeable for the recording 
thereof, to make a new record thereof, or to note upon the original recor: 

the fact that the error or omission in thestampingof said original instrument 
has been corrected pursuant tolaw; and the original instrument or such cer- 
tified copy, or the record thereof, may be used in all courts and vlaces in tho 
same manner and with like effect as if the instrument had beea originally 
stamped: And provided further, That in all cases where the party has not 
affixed the stamp required by Jaw upon any such instrument issued, regis- 
tered, sold, or transferred at a time when and at a place where no collection 
district was established, it shall be lawful for him or them, orany party hav- 
ing an interest therein, to affix the proper stamp thereto, or, if the original 
be lost, to a copy thereof. But no right acquired in good faith before the 
stamping of such instrument, or copy thereof, as herein provided, if such 
record be required by law, shall in any manner be affected by such stamping 
as aforesaid.” 

Mr. PAYWE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, simply to 
perfect the text. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 21, page 10, after the word “copy,” the following: “or in- 
strument, document, or paper of any kind or description whatsoever men- 
tioned in Schedule A of this act.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Im line 1, page 11, where the word ‘ and” 
should appear it is ‘‘ana.” I ask an amendment correcting that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will correct 
the typographical error. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 7. That Schedule A of said act is hereby amended so as to read as 
follows: 
“SCHEDULE A. 


“STAMP TAXES, 


*“ Bonds, debentures, or certificates of indebtedness issued after the Ist 
day of July, A. D. 1898, by any association, company, or corporation, on each 
$100 of face value or fraction thereof. 5 cents, and on each original issue, 
whether on organization or reorganization, of certificates of stock by any 
such association, company, or corporation, on each $100 of face value or frac- 
tion thereof, 5 cents, and on all sales, or agreements to sell, or memoranda of 
sales or deliveries or transfers of shares or certificates of stock in any asso- 
ciation, company, or corporation, whether made upon or shown by the books 
of the association, company, or corporation, or by any assignment in blank, 
or by any delivery, or by any paper or agreement or memorandum or other 
evidence of transter or sale whether entitling the holder in any manner to the 
benefit of such stock, or tosecure the future payment of money or for the fu- 
ture transfer of any stock, on each $100 of face value or fraction thereof,2 cents: 
Provided, That in case of sale where the evidence of transfer is shown only 
by the books of the company the stamp shall be placed upon such books; and 
where the change of ownership is by transfer certificate the stamp shall be 
placed upon the certificate; and in cases of an agreement to sell or where the 
transfer is by delivery of the certificate assigned in blank there shall be 
made and delivered by the seller to the buyer a bill or memorandum of such 
sale, to which the stamp shall be affixed; and every bill or memorandum of 
sale or agreement to sell before mentioned shall show the date thereof, the 
name of the seller, the amount of the sale, and the matter or thing to which 
it refers. And any person or persons liable to pay the tax as herein pro- 
vided, or anyone who acts in the matter as agent or broker for such person 
or persons, who shall make any such sale, or who shall in pursuance of any 
such sale deliver any such stock, or evidence of the sale of any such stock or 
bill or memorandum thereof, as herein required, without having the proper 
stamps affixed thereto, with intent to evade the foregoing provisions, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall pay a 
fine of not less than five hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, or be 
imprisoned not more than six months, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

“Upon each sale, agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, any products or 
merchandise at any exchange, or board of trade, or other similar place, either 
for present or future delivery, foreach $100in value of said sale or agreement of 
sale or agreement to sell, 1 cent, and foreach additional $100 or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $100, 1 cent: Provided, That on every sale or agreement 
of sale or agreement to sell asaforesaid there shall be made and delivered by 
the seller to the buyer a bill, memorandum, agreement, or other evidence of 
such sale, agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, to which there shall be af- 
fixeda lawfulstamp or stamps in valueequal tothe amount of the tax on such 
sale. And every such bill, memorandum, or other evidence of sale or agree- 
ment to sell shall show the date thereof, the name of the seller, the amount 
of the sale, and the matter or thing to which it refers; and any person or per- 
sons liable to pay the tax as herein provided, or anyone whoacts in the matter 
as agent or broker for such person or persons, who shal) make any such sale 
or agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, or who shall, in pursuance of such 
sale, or agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, deliver anysuch products 
or merchandise without a bill, memorandum, or other evidence thereof as 
herein required, or who shall deliver such bill, memorandum, or other evi- 
dence of sale, or agreement to sell, without having the proper stamps aflixed 
thereto, with intent to evade the foregoing provisions, s val be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall pay a fine of not less than 
five hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, or be imprisoned not more 
than six months, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

“Freight: It shall be the duty of every railroad or steamboat company, 
carrier, or corporation, or person whose occupation is toact‘as such (except 
express companies, or persons, corporations, or companies doing an exclu- 
sive express business) to issue to the shipper or consignor, or his agent, or 
person from whom any goods are accepted for transportation a bill of lading, 
manifest, or other evidence of receipt and forwarding for each shipment 
received for carriage and transportation, whether in bulk or in boxes, bales, 
packages, bundles, or not so inclosed or included; and there shall be duly 
attached and canceled, as is in this act provided, to each of said bills of lad- 
ing, manifests, or other memorandum, and to each duplicate thereof, a 
stamp of the value of 1 cent: Provided, That but one bill of lading shall be 
required on bundles or packages of newspapers when inclosed in one general 
bundle at the time of shipment. Any failure to issue such bill of lading, 
manifest, or other memorandum, as herein provided, shall subject such rail- 
road or steamboat company, carrier, or corporation or person to a penalty of 
$50 for each offense, and no such bill of lading, manifest, or other memoran- 
dum shall be used in evidence unless it shall be duly stamped as aforesaid. 

“Certificate of profits, or any certificate or memorandum showing an in- 
terest in the property or accumulations of any association, company, or cor- 
poration, and on all transfers thereof, on each $100 of face value or fraction 
thereof, 2 cents. 

“Entry of any goods, wares, or merchandise at any custom-house, either 
for consumption or warehousing, not exceeding $100 in value, 25 cents. 

™ a oanedinn $100 and not exceeding $500 in value, 50 cents. 

** Exceeding $500 in value, $1. 

“Entry for the withdrawal of any goods or merchandise from customs 
bonded warehouse, 50 cents.” 


Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
I desire to offer has been sent up to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 17, page 15, all after the word “freight” to and including 
line 13 on page 16, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘Express and freight: It shall be the duty of every railroad or steamboat 
company, carrier, express company, or corporation, or person whose Occupa- 
tion is to act as such, to make within the first fifteen bere of each montha 
sworn statement to the collector of internal revenue in each of their respec- 
tive districts, stating the number of shipments received for carriage and 
transportation, whether in bulk or in boxes, bales, packages, bundles, or not 
so inclosed or included, for which any charge whatsoever has been made, 
and for each of such shipments received for carriage and transportation 
the said railroad or steamboat company, carrier, express company, or corpo- 
ration, or person whose occupation it is to act as such, shall pay a tax of 1 cent: 
Provided, That but one payment of said tax shall be required on bundles or 
packages of newspapers when inclosed in one general bundle at the time of 
shipment.” 


Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, this amendment in 
substance contains the language used in reference to the telephone 
companies, and in the original draft of the bill there was no reason, 
Isubmit, why thesame language should not have been used in refer- 
ence to telegraph companies, express companies, and railroad com- 


panies that was used in reference to telephone companies, This 
amendment in substance requires express companies within the 
first fifteen days of the month to file a statement of all the bills 
issued by that company and to pay the 1 cent on each bill. 

Now, so far the express companies and telegraph companies have 
escaped their patriotic duty to pay a part of this war tax, and I 
submit that it is a humiliation tothis House that we can not pass 
a law which will compel these great corporations to bear their fair 
share of the burdens of taxation. I want to urge, too, that the 
president of one of these great companies was a member of the 
other branch of this legislative body where this particular language 
was put into the original bill, and this company was notified from 
the beginning not to pay any of these taxes, but the railroad com- 
panies and other express companies rose to their patriotic duty 
and paid the tax and submitted to the exaction. 

Now, I appeal to this House to compel these express companies 
and telegraph companies to do what the railroad companies volun- 
tarily did do, obey the law, and they can not escape from this act. 
It is an act introduced into this House by the gentieman from 
Wisconsin | Mr. Davipson], and a careful consideration will show 
that when this amendment is adopted these express companies 
will be compelled to pay 1 penny on every bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why not require all corporations to make a 
similar return to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and col- 
lect the tax if we need the revenue, and if we do not, why impose 
it at all? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Because the others can be caught in 
the usual way, but this fish is so slippery that we have to have a 
net of this kind. [Laughter. | 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The gentleman is dealing with 
the express question as if there were but the large express compa- 
nies. I would like to call his attention to the fact that: in some 
sections of the country there are many small express companies, 
and a tax of 1 cent on each package is ruinous to those companies. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. In my city there are three express 
companies, and two of them pay their tax voluntarily; but the 
United States Express Company only holds out. The small ex- 
press companies are willing to pay the tax. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Willing to pay a tax of this 
amount? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Well, if they are not willing to, they 
ought to be made to pay. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if we impose this tax on the ex- 
press companies, they will simply add it to their rate of freight. 
They will do so because they can not pay the big tax that would 
be exacted from them and still continue to do business. This is 
so especially of one of the great companies doing business in this 
country. It is too severe a tax onthem for their business tostand 
it. They would simply put it back in additional charges on tho 
people who send packages by express. 

Now, the railroad companies ship in large quantities and not 
in small packages. There are hundreds and thousands of express 
packages in comparison to the same weight in packages shipped 
by freight, and which goin the cars. <A receipt is given for acar- 
load, or it may be a half a dozen carloads, and 1 cent is paid upon 
that. As I understand, the average of express packages is 25 
cents, and a tax of 1 cent amounts to 4 per cent on the gross re- 
ceipts; and what business is there that can stand a tax of 4 per 
cent on its gross receipts? 

The same is true in regard to telegraph companies. 

Now. the committee considered all this. They considered the 
fact that this tax was not grevious or burdensome tothe railroad 
companies, while if we tried to put it onto the express companies 
they would be forced to add it to their rates in order to get it out 
of the consumers. Then there were the small express companies 
in the United States, companies that started in to pay the tax in- 
stead of charging it to the customers, when they found that they 
would be ruined by the amount of the tax. 

I was sorry that the gentleman from Michigan should have 
made a psrsonal allusion to anybody’s business in the Senate in 
connection with thismatter. It wasan unparliamentary allusion—- 
alluding to a Senator and his action, and saying that he is inter- 
ested in a particular direction upon a particular bill—and I hope 
the gentleman will not be guilty of it again. 

I hope the amendment will not prevail, for we are not raising 
taxation, but are reducing it. 

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. The amendment which I intended to offer 
when I rose a few minutes ago is covered by the amendment just 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Henry C. Smiru]. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee {Mr. Payne} 
says that these taxes are paid by the consumer. I concur with 
him. If that is true, I can see no justification for retaining the 
tax on bills of lading for freight and eliminating it upon bills of 
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;' 
lading for express packages. The masses of the people—poor peo- | 


ple, business people, the great majority of the people—do their 
shipping by freight. On the other hand, valuable packages, which 
are shipped mostly by the rich—packages containing jewelry, dia- 
monds, statuary, and other articles of luxury, or packages con- 
taining considerab'e sums of money—go by express. Yet we have 
here a proposition, supported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, that the tax imposed upon railroad companies 
doing a freight business shall be retained, while the tax on the 
express companies shall be remitted. 


for relieving the express companies was because they refused to 
pay the tax like the railroad companies, the steamboat companies, 
and other common carriers. The express companies made the 
people pay the tax, the others paid it themselves. Mr. Chairman, 
the law imposing this taxation on steamboats and railroads and 


other common carriers is identical in language with the law im- | 


posing taxation upon the express companies. All of these except 


upon themselves and paid this tax. 
from the people. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


They did not try to collect it 


The telegraph companies did. 
this bill. 


ing whether the tax should be paid by the company or by the 
shipper. 

I concur with the view of the gentleman who has offered this 
amendment, that as every body else has paid this tax except several 
express companies, those companies ought also to be made to pay it. 
Either you ought to abolish the law and not leave it in operation 
upon freight transportation, or you ought to leave it in operation 
upon both the freight and the express business. I say that these 
two branches of business ought to stand together, with the same 
chances before the law, and bearing the same taxation. There is 
no reason why a single method of transportation should be sepa- 
rated or isolated from all others and relieved from taxation. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that the class of goods going by express 
are not as much entitled to relief as the class of goods going by 
freight, whether going by steamboat, railroad, or by any other class 
of common carrier. I submit to this House that when taxation 
is relieved, it ought to be relieved justly; and when retained, it 
ought to be retained justly. I can seenoexcuse for remitting the 
tax upon one method of transportation, and continuing it upon 
all other methods. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Virginia { Mr. SwANsoN] has said that the express companies 
have not paid this tax. 

Mr. SWANSON. One express company, I understand, did not. 
The United States Express Company, I believe, has had a suit in 
court on this question. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I am awareof the fact that six 
of the great express companies of the country have not paid the 
tax imposed by the war-revenue act. But in the eastern part of 
the country—l speak more particularly of the eastern parts of 
Massachusetts—there are 470 small express companies, every one 
of which has been compelled to pay this tax because they could 
not in practice impose it upon the people who dealt with them. 
The payment of this tax has been a great burden upon those com- 
panies. Its continuance would absolutely ruin them; it would 
drive them out of existence. 

This would mean to the communities interested the loss of the 
competition which we now have between those smaller companies 
and the American Express, the Adams Express, and all the great 
express companies, because, as the gentleman can very well see, 
the tax of 1 cent upon transportation which pays the express com- 
pany only 15 to 25 cents on a package is a very much greater bur- 
den than the same tax on transportation which may perhaps extend 
across the continent and pay to the express company a large sum. 
Therefore this tax has been upon those small companies oppressive 
to an extent which has proved absolutely ruinous. The companies 
have only continued in existence because they have expected relief. 
I sought to obtain such relief for them in the last session of Con- 
gress by the introduction of a bill which proposed to exempt from 
the operation of this tax the smaller express companies—the indi- 
dividual carriers—such express companies as those operating be- 
tween Boston and Worcester and Lynn and Haverhill and Prov- 
idence. If you adopt this amendment, you absolutely destroy 470 
small companies, and you leave our communities to the unre- 
strained domination of the great express companies of the country. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. How many of those small companies 
have gone out of business by reason of this taxation? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Not one, so far as I know. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then they are still engaged in this 
business? 


| pecting relief from this taxation, 
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Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Because they have been ex- 
A burden which can be borne 
for a time becomes intolerable if it is permanent. I can assure 
the gentleman from Texas that they can not continue business un- 
der the schedule now proposed. 

Mr. SWANSON. Can not the gentleman obtain what he de- 
sires—the saving of the small companies, which are being ruined 


| in consequence of this tax—by an amendment exempting from the 
| tax express companies not engaged in interstate commerce? Such 
| a@ proposition would take care of your home companies. 

When this question was up before, it was urged that the reason | 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetis. That would undoubtedly relieve 
the trouble in my part of the country. But I say in all fairness 
to the gentleman from Virginia that while I wou!d be glad to offer 
such an amendment, I do not know enough about the operation of 
the tax upon the great express companies to vote for this provi- 
sion, even if it were so amended. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption fora 


| question? 
express companies have recognized the law and put the obligation | 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. PAYNE. I understand you to say that as to the smaller 
express companies they are the only competitors with the larger 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you think it fair that the different companies 
coming in competition with each other should have different privi- 
leges, one being taxed and the other untaxed? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Certainly not. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I was going on to say that if the tax is to 
be imposed at all (and I am not in favor of it on the showing that 
I have seen, and as I understand the question) on the express 
companies it should be imposed upon the receipts and not upon 
the individual transactions of transportation, because the smaller 
companies in most cases get not over 25 cents for each package 
that they carry—— 

Mr. McCALL. And sometimes even as low as 6 cents. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes; asmy colleague suggests, 
even as lowas6 cents. Iam very glad he made the suggestion, 
because he understands this matter thoroughly, and I hope that 
he will take the floor in the discussion of the amendment. 

The ad valorem weight, Mr. Chairman, of such a tax as is pro- 
posed here would be absolutely crushing to these small companies. 
Every one of the men engaged in this business with whom I have 
conversed has shown me that they could not continue their busi- 
ness, They could not endure a tax such as that proposed here 
and hope to operate the business which they have already built 
up. The whole tax has been annoying, vexatious, and burden- 
some to the people when they have dealt with large companies, 
because the tax has been shifted upon them by the action of the 
companies, sustained by the opinion of the Supreme Court. In 
whatever form you levy it the companies will still shift the bur- 
den to the people. To the small companies, who have carried the 
burden themselves, it has been a calamity which, if continued, 
means destruction. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

lentirely agree with the gentleman from Michigan in the amend- 
ment which he has proposed. I think it absolutely unfair to en- 


| companies? 
Mr. SWANSON. Yes; but they are in a different section of | 
The express companies fought this matter in the courts, | 
and I believe the courts determined the companies could collect | 
the tax out of the people, the language of the law not specify- | 


| tirely exempt the express companies from all taxation while re- 


taining the tax on the operations of the railroad companies. 

I realize the fact, of course, that the rate of taxation is the same 
in both instances, but it operates against the express companies 
unfairly, as it imposes the same tax of 1 cent on the bill of lading 
of a package carried by an express company as is imposed on the 
bill of lading of goods carried in bulk by arailroad company; the 
price received by the express company for carriage being, for in- 
stance, 10 cents, whilst the price received by the railroad company 
for freight in bulk may be hundreds of dollars. The packages 
carried by the express companies are generally small; and so the 
tax bears more heavily and harshly on the gross receipts of the 
express companies than upon those of the railroad companies. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand it is a fact that the railroad 
companies have never contested the tax or sought to shift it to the 
shippers, whilst the express companies have. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Is it not a fact that the express com- 
panies get better rates than the railroad companies? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That may be. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. They get 25cents for carrying a pack- 
age for which the railroad companies get only 1 cent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the gentleman should remember that the 
express companies pay the railroad companies for carrying their 
packages. ; 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. That is true, but the amount is very 
small in comparison to the difference I have shown. 

Mr. NEWLANDS., I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that this tax 
bears more heavily on the express company than the railroad 
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company, and this arises from the fact that in the case of the rail- 
road company the bill of lading generally covers great bulk. 

It seems to me that the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]| that the tax should be proportioned 
to the receipts instead of to the number of packages, or the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from Virginia {|Mr. Swanson] 
that the tax should only apply to express companies engaged in 
interstate trade, would do away with this great hardship. 

The difficulty is that in a great many of these amendments 
vexatious methods in the mode of taxation have been seized upon 
by the majority as a reason for eliminating the tax entirely upon 
certain forms of wealth. What I contend for is that they should 
have exercised their ingenuity in suggesting some other form of 
taxation of those forms of wealth which would not be so vexa- 
tious and oppressive as the methods complained of, and I think a 
tax on express freight can be devised which will not be burden- 
some and which can not be easily shifted to the shippers. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Michigan {Mr. HENry C. Smiru], as | understand it, would 
not relieve the patrons of the express companies from the payment 
of the tax. It does not propose to restrict the express companies 
in the charges which they may make for the service which they 
perform, and it would be entirely feasible for them to make such 
an increased charge as would compensate them for the tax which 
they pay. 

ee HENRY C. SMITH. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
inadvertently omitted a part of my amendment, which I desire to 
have added after the proviso. It is— 

Provided further, That such statements shall show that such companies 
have not collected such tax from the shipper. 

That meets the gentleman's point. 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman would hardly undertake to 
have Congress pass a law fixing the rate which express compa- 
nies should charge for rendering the service, and that is what the 
gentleman would practically require us to do if we made this 
legislation effective. But I desire especially to speak a word con- 
cerning the small-local express companies that do business in the 
vicinity of large cities. I live in a town about 8 miles out of 
Boston. A large part of the things consumed in that town are 
brought there by local expressmen, many of whom run livery 
stables, and they bring the goods often in wagons and deliver 
them at the rate sometimes of 6 or 7 cents per package by the 
hundred packages. These expressmen pay the tax themselves. 
A tax of 1 cent upon each one of those packages amounts to from 
10 to 15 per cent of the gross receipts, and in some cases as high 
as 40 per cent of the net receipts. ‘That is, the Government forces 
itself into partnership with the expressman, requires him to do 
all the heavy lifting and the work, and then takes practically 
one-half of his profits. Now that, to my certain knowledge, is a 
most oppressive tax, and it seems to me that we should not exact it. 
I think, generally, that the —— tax, where the people are re- 
quired to pay a cent upon each package, is a very vexatious tax, 
very much like the tax upon telegrams. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
‘ NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, let the amendment be again 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amendment will be 
again read. 

The Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the 
proviso which I referred to a moment ago, and which has not been 
read from the desk. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to emphasize the statement made by my colleagues from Massa- 
chusetts regarding the hardships that have resulted to the express 
companies in and around Boston from the imposition of the tax | 
on express packages in the war-revenue measure, and I wish to 
state to my colleagues on this side of the House that the small 
express companies doing business in and around Boston are of 
great benefit to the ordinary laboring man. They carry express | 
packages for 5, 10, and 15 cents, and if this tax should be carried | 
in this bill in the manner proposed by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan {Mr. Henry C. Suir] it would drive those small express | 
companies out of business. 

We are reducing the revenue, not increasing it. There is no 
reason why this tax upon express packages, which, when carried | 
by the large express companies,is paid by the shipper, and when | 
carried by the smaller companies is paid by the company itself, 
should be continued. Itis farcical to witness the mannerin which | 
this tax upon express packages is carried out. Wedo not need | 
this money in the Treasury, and I hope this unjust and unnecessary 
burden upon the people will be voted down by the House. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to move an | 
amendment? 

Mr. SWANSON. I understand the gentleman from Michigan | 
has withdrawn his amendment, and I desire to offer an amendment. | 


ad 


Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I did not withdraw the amendment. 
I simply said I would not offer the last proviso, which I stated I 
would offer, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I move to amend the amendment by insert- 
ing this proviso: 

Provided, That this section shall not apply to express companies whose 
annual receipts do not exceed $100,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this section shall not apply to express companies whose 
annual receipts do not exceed $100,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I will accept that amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 106. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionisupon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Division. 

The committee divided: and there were—ayes 94; noes 104, 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH and Mr. SWANSON. Tellers! 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Henry C., 
SMITH] will take their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 123; 
noes 106, 

So the amendment was agreed to. [ Applause. } 

The Clerk proceeded to read section &. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12394, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to their appropriate eommittees as indicated below: 

S. 4165. An act granting a pension to Dora Renfro—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4073. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert A. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4556. An act granting an increase of pension to William Fox— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4022. An act granting a pension to William B, Caldwell—te 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4788. An act granting an increase of pension to George P, 
Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns. 

S. 2107. An act granting a pension to James Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2109. An act granting an increase of pension to Carroll W. 
Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3338. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Morton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2228. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver W, 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2102. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Reed— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2905. An act granting a pension to George M. Wilson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1792. An act granting a pension to Martha C. M. Fisher—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2901. An act granting a pension to A. C. Ricketts—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2703. An act granting a pension to Mary M. F. Flagler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1628. An act granting a pension to Adolph Schrei—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3376. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
McFry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1722. An act granting a pension to Bertha Leavey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1211. An act granting a pension to Ross Wheatley~to tho 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 812. An act for the relief of Daniel W. Light—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2226. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Muhs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 1204. An act granting a pension to William Gaddis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4155. An act granting a pension to Julia S. Goodfellow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1203, An act granting a pension to Lewis 8S. Horsey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3881. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 1212. An act granting a pension to John W. Cannaday—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2914. An act granting a pension to Wilson E. Carter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 38375. An act granting relief to Susan Bedell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 57. An act granting a pension to Joshua B. Harris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

5S. 5042. An act to authorize Ethelbert Watts, consul of the 
United States at Kingston, Jamaica, to accept a decoration ten- 
dered to him by the Khedive of Egypt—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

5. 3750. An act granting a pension to Paulina Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4789. An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1604. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 2810. An act granting a pension to Esther Dyer Hammond— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 2879. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Griffiths—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4728. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin V. 
Tufford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 5048. An act to authorize George W. Hill, chief of the Divi- 
sion of Publications of the Department of Agriculture, to accept 
a decoration tendered to him by the Government of the French 
Republic—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5. 5076. An act to provide for the appointment of an additional 
district judge in and for the northern judicial district of the State 
of Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Senate concurrent resolution 84: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
joint committee consisting of three members of the Senate Committee on 

*ublic Buildings and Grounds, to be appointed by the President of the Sen- 
ate, and five members of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, is hereby cre 
ated to investigate and consider the question of a site for a hall of records, to 
be erected in the District of Columbia, and report to Congress on or before 
January 10, 1901, or as soon thereafter as may be possible, their conclusions 
as to the most feasible location for such a building and the approximate cost 
thereof 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Senate concurrent resolution 85: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit to the present 
Congress a plan and estimate for the improvement of Burlington Bay, Two 


Harbors, in the State of Minnesota, based upon the examination and survey 
heretofore made of said bay 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
RESIGNATION OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing communication: 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, December 8, 1900. 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Srr: I hereby tender my resignation as member of following committees: 
Elections No. 1, Enrolled Bills, and Ventilation and Acoustics. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
E. L. HAMILTON 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, these resignations will be 
accepted. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS, 


The SPEAKER, TheChair announces the following committee | 


assignments: 
To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, Mr. Horrecker, of Dela- 
ware: 


Carolina; : 
To Ventilation and Acoustics, Mr. Woops, of California. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS FROM THE FILES. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Moon obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of P. R. Albert and I. Noa, Fifty-sixth Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
Tromas of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House a change 
of reference of Document No. 174, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication from the Sec- 
retary of State, submitting an estimate of appropriation for increase 
for salaries of United States consul at Port Stanley, Falkland 
Islands, from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. Without objection, this change will be made. 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to give notice that it 
is the intention to go on with this bill the first thing in the morning 
(as several gentlemen have asked me that question), the other 
order beingsubjecttothat. Imove that the House donowadjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 24 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with draft of 
a bill, documents relating to cession of lands to Wyoming State 
in return for cession of lands for enlargement of Fort Mackenzie 
Military Reservation—to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for that Department—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with com- 
munications relative to tests of the Gathmann gun, an estimate of 
appropriation to complete tests—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12737) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2024); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5076) to provide 
for the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
northern judicial district of the State of Ohio, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2025); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Liouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of. Columbia, 


| to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1929) to provide 


for eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of the Balti- 
moreand Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of Washington, 


| D.C,,and requiring said company to depress and elevate its tracks, 
| and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and for 
| other purposes, reported the saine with amendments, accompanied 
| by a report (No. 2026); which said bill and report were referred 
| to the House Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 
Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 5462) 
regulating pilots, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 


| report (No. 2027); which said bill and report were laid on the 
To the Committee on Elections No. 1, Mr. PEARSON, of North | 


table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations: A 
bill (H. R, 12737) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2024)—to the Union Calendar. 
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By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 12738) authorizing the Navajo 
and Mogqui Indians to lease mineral lands within their reservations 
on a royalty basis—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 12739) for the 
erection of a post-office building at Battle Creek, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R.12740) making an apportion- 
ment of Representatives in Congress among the several States 
under the Twelfth Census—to the Select Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. FLEMING: A bill (H. R. 12741) to amend the Revised 
Statutes so as to change and fix the time when the certificate of 
the votes for President and Vice-President by the electoral college 
of each State shall be delivered by the official messenger to the 
President of the Senate—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 12742) to establish Dayton, in 
the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry, and to extend the privi- 
leges of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the port of Dayton, in 
the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12748) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act providing for certain requirements for vessels 
propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors,” approved 
January 18, 1897—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12788) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the St. Joseph River, near the line between the 
States of Michigan and Indiana—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 12789) to pro- 
vide for erecting for the Department of Agriculture a laboratory 
building on reservation No. 2, in the city of Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 282) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROSIOS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 283) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States fixing the 
number of members of the House of Representatives—to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 12744) for the relief of legal 
representatives of Anderson Abercrombie—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12745) granting an increase of 
pension to N. L. Yarnall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R.«12746) for the relief of J. 
C. Williams, administrator of Haller Nutt, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (Jf. R. 12747) granting a pension to 
Arline E. McNutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12748) grating a pension to D. E. W. Tur- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 12749) granting a pension 
to Hudson M. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12750) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 12751) granting 
a pension to Kezia Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 12752) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Andrew J. Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12753) granting an increase of pension to 
Van M. Gween—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 12754) granting a pension 
to Thomas Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12755) to restore Ignatius T. Cooper to the 
active list of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 12756) granting a pension 
to H. A. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 12757)) for relief of 
George W. Symmes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 12758) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Samuel Jobes—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12759) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. 
Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12760) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12761) for the relief of Annie 
C. Osborne, sole heir of William B. Beall, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Ciaims. 
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By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12762) for 
the relief of the estate of Henry Ingram, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12763) for the relief of the estate of John 
Wesson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12764) for the relief of John T. Lehman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12765) for the relief of Burwell J. Curry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12766) for the relief of John McMurtry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 12767) granting a pension to 
William Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12768) granting a 
pension to William Dixon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12769) granting an increase 
of pension to Emeline Drew—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12770) granting an increase of pension to 
Freeman O. Hodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12771) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 12772) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Austin G. Jacobs—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12773) for the relief 
of the estate of William Harlow, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 12774) to correct the mili- 
tary record of De Witt C. Robbins—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 12775) granting a pension to 
Sarah Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12776) for the relief of Abraham 
C. Noot—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A biil (H. R. 12777) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Bridget Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 12778) granting a pension to 
Adoniram J. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12779) granting a pension to 
Caroline L. Rouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12780) granting a pension to Elizabeth Crock- 
ett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12781) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezekiel Grewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12782) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Koh#to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12783) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke W. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12784) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. 
Searcy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12785) for the relief of Ambus Stamers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12786) granting a pension to 
James A. Banghart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 12787) to grant an honorable 
discharge and to remove the charge of desertion against the name 
of Edward P. Kain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 12790) granting a pension 
to Emma E. Buell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12791) for the relief of Katherine R. Ogden— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 12792) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jeremiah Law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 12793) for the relief of the estate 
of Henry Von Balsan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A resolution (H. Res. 318) referring the 
claim of John W. Ledbetter to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Presbyterian Sabbath 
School of Clinton, Allegheny County, Pa., against saloons in our 
island possessions and for the abolition of the Army canteen—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of J. L. Willis and other members 
of the bar of Columbus, Ga., for an increase of salaries for United 
States judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Wisconsin Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 5278, prohibiting the sale of intoxicants in territories under 
the control of the Federal Government—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petitionof the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, 





sed 


for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, resolutions of the thirty-fourth annual encampment of the 
epartment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
ation to the National Memorial Park at Gettysburg, Pa.—to the 
ommittee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. BULL: Petition of the New England Drug Exchange, 


D 
I 
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for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines—to the | 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Jeremiah 
Law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of A. A. Howes & Co., of Bel- | 


fast, Me., for the repeal of the war-revenue tax on tea—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of John Metzger, of Providence, 
R. L., for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of Southern Nurserymen’s Asso- 
ciation, of Winchester, Tenn., favoring uniform regulations gov- 
erning the transportation of nursery stock, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of F. M. Milliken,of Marshalltown, 
Iowa, and other citizens of lowa. favoring a graded service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of F. L. Shinkle and others, of Mun- 
cie, Ind., for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medi- 
cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of David Craner and other citi- 
zens of Albany, Mo., for the relief of Hudson M. Rice—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George W. Drake, to accompany House bill 
granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of board of county commission- 
ers of Codington County, 8. Dak., favoring an appropriation for 
the storage of the flood waters of the Big Sioux River in Lake 
Kampaska and other lakes at the head waters of said river—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony to accompany House bill granting 


a pension to John W. Newton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 

Also, testimony to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Lieut. Col. Harry N. Worthen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of the Southern Nurserymen’s Association, relat- 


ing to the transportation of nursery stock—to the Committee on | 


Interstate and l‘oreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of the Wontan’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Vigo, Ohio, against the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in our new possessions—to the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs. 

Also, petition of Winfield Scott Garrison and George Washing- 
ton Garrison, Army and Navy Union, for the enactment of laws 
for ex-soldiers of the Army and Navy, regulating admission of 
same to hospitals—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 


ing a pension to Thomas Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 


tian Endeavor of the Church of God, Alverton, Pa., and R. S. 
Wallace and others, of New Alexandria, Pa., favoring uniform 
marriage and divorce laws and certain other measures—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. LEVY: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of | 


New York, urging the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to exchange gold coin for any other money coined 
by the United States whenever it may be necessary to do so—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of James J. Mayer and 450 | 


other citizens of the State of Maine, for the repeal of stamp taxes 
on insurance policies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany House bill for 


the relief of George W. Symmes—to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
urging a reduction of the war-revenue tax of June 13, 1898—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Southern Nurserymen’s Association, of 


Winchester, Tenn., favoring uniform regulations governing the | 
transportation of nursery stock, etc.—to the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Commercial Exchange and 
petition of Barker & Co., Philadelphia, urging the repeal of the 
stamp act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cover, Drayton & Leonard, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., protesting against the duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. McDOWELL: Petitions of O. A. Hills and other citi- 
zens of Wooster, Ohio, and vicinity, in favor of the anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
olary. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth J. Ogden, of Canal Dover, Ohio, to 


| accompany House bill granting her a pension—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill to investigate 


| the pension of William Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 


Also, petition of Mrs. Samuella D. (Burwell) Abernathy, for 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of P. L. Harper, of Wallace, Nebr., 
urging reduction of tax on banks—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of the Society of the Colonial Dames 


| of America, in favor of the bill for the purchase of Temple Farm, 


at Yorktown, Va.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of the Interstate Commerce Law 
Convention, held at St. Louis, Mo., asking for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the interstate-commerce law so as 
to provide for the enforcement of the provisions regulating trans- 


| portation rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Oscar Brewster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Memorial of George C. Round, of Manassas, 
Va., praying that the National Government take steps to acquire 
possession of Bull Run battlefield—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of F. H. Foust & Co., 
of Columbia City, Ind., praying for a reduction of the war-revenue 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. L. McLallen & Co., of Columbia City, Ind., 
to reduce the war tax on bank capital and surplus—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John W. Sale, of Fort Wayne, Ind., on the 
subject of tax on toll line messages—to the Coinmittee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Henry W. Smith 


| and others, serving as jurors in the United States court at De- 
| troit, to increase the pay of jurymen in the United States court 


from $2 to $3 per day—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of H. Rowland 


| Vermilye and other citizens of Englewood, N. J., in favor of an 


amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Resolutions of the Anti-Saloon League 
of Curtis, Nebr., and the Congregational Church of South Platte, 
Nebr., against island saloons and canteens—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Also, petition of citizens of Bladen and Franklin, Nebr., to ac- 
, for the relief of Nathan W.Snee—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of Patrick H. 


| Etheridge and others, keepers of various life-saving stations, to 
By Mr. JACK: Petition of the Young People’s Society of Chris- | 


increase the pay of keepers to $100 per month—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Fillmore, N. Y., against the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in our new possessions—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, December 15, 1900. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrieurn., D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 


consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 


| tion, will stand approved. 


LANDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with a com- 


| munication from Col. Theodore A. Bingham, the officer in charge 
| of the office of public buildings and grounds in the city of Wash- 


ington, calling attention to the fact that through inadvertence 
square 495 was omitted from the list heretofore transmitted to the 
Senate in response to its resolution of January 27, 1898, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 





1900. 
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THE GATHMANN GUN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- | 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting certain infor- | 
mation from the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, relative | 
to the construction of one 18-inch Gathmann gun and the test of | 
the same; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

| 
| 


ELECTORAL VOTE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a certified copy 
of the final ascertainment of the electo:s for Pre-ident and Vice- | 
President appointed in the State of New Hampshire at the elec- 
tion held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; which, with | 
the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 281) to pay the officers and employees | 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sal- 
aries for the month of December, 1900, on the 20th day of said 
month; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lapeer; 
of the Woman's Club of Adrian; of the Winter Study Club, of 
Dearborn; of the Diversity Literary Club, of Detroit; of sundry 
citizens of Shelby. and of the Woman's Union of the Forest Ave- | 
nue Presbyterian Church, of Detroit; of the Woman's Missionary | 
Society of Sault Ste. Marie; of the Twentieth Century Club, of 
Detroit; of sundry citizens of Harbor Beach and Lapeer; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Lapeer; of the | 
Woman's Baptist Missionary Union of Detroit, and of sundry 
citizens of Croton and Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the First 
Baptist and First Presbyterian churches of Flushing; of sundry 
citizens of Flushing and Parma, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the insular possessions of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of Caldwell Post, No. 365, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lake City: 
of Phil Kearny Post, No. 7, Department of Michigan, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Muskegon, and of Albert Jackson Post, 
No. 300, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Marquette, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation giving preference to veterans in the public 
service; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN presented seven petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 

raying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of southern 
California, praying for the removal of the control of the forestry 
service from the General Land Office, Department of the Interior, 
to the Division of Forestry, Department of Agriculture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the city council of Thief 
River Falls, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement of the Red Lake River, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 20 citizens of Minnesota, praying 
for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Owatonna, 
Minn., praying for the repeal of the revenue stamp tax on legacies, 
so as to relieve the Pillsbury Academy, at that place, from the pay- 
ment of said tax on a legacy recently left that institution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue 
tax on insurance policies, conveyances, mortgages, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 





He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for cer- 
tain improvements at Fort Snelling, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Red Lake 
Falls, Nelson, St. James, Young America, Morton, Tenney, 
Brownsville, and West Concord, all in the State of Minnesota, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of J. L. Atkinson and 82 
other citizens of Bayfield, Wis., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union; of the congyegations of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the Church of Christ, and the Congregational Church, 
and of sundry citizens, all of Platteville, in the State of Wiscon- 


| sin, praying for the enactment of legislation to.prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens and to the inhabitants 


of the new island possessions of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


| was referred the bill (S. 3680) granting a pension to Mary Eliza- 


beth Moore, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9835) 
to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia. to report 
it with amendments. I reserve the right to offer certain amend- 
ments to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 


The bill will be placed on tho 


DAVID S. SNYDER. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9043) granting an increase of 
pension to David 8. Snyder, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment, It is a House bill, and in view of the fact that the appli- 
cant is some 83 or 84 years old I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of David S. Snyder, late captain of Company K, Forty-eighth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5197) granting a pension 
to John D, Stoner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5198) granting a pension to Na- 
thaniei M. Gregg; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURLEY introduced a bill (S. 5199) to regulate the prac- 
tice in the United States courts as to appeals and writs o! error; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5200) for 
the relief of the estate of Henry Von Balsan, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 5201) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel F. Radford; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5202) for the reduction 
of interest penalties on arrears in taxes and special assessments in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5203) to provide a list of fees apper- 
taining to the probate court of the District of Columbia; which 


| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 5204) granting an increase 
of pension to John Scott; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5205) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph H. Ottey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5206) for the relief of George 
F. Brott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5207) for the relief of William A. Gordon, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William D. C. Murdock, deceased; 

A bill (S. 5208) for the relief of Gotlieb Feldmeyer (with an ac- 
companying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 5209) for the relief of Milton F. Colburn, administrator 
of the estate of Gilbert Colburn, deceased (with an accompany- 
ing paper). 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5210) for the relief of Mrs. 
Dosite Broussard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5211) to fix the compensation of 
district superintendents in the Life-Saving Service; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with an accompanying extract from 
the report of the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, which 
was ordered to be printed, referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 5212) for the relief of the 
heirs of Rachael Sloan, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment proposing 


to increase the salary of the chief clerk of the Court of Claims | 


from $3,000 to $4,000, intended to be proposed by him to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JENNIE L, POTTER. 


Mr. NELSON submitted the following resolution; which, with 


the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee to Audit | 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized | 


and directed to pay to Jennie L. Potter, widow of George F. Potter, deceased, 
late a messenger of the United States Senate. a sum equal to six months’ sal 


ary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum | 


to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances 


DOCUMENTARY HISTORY OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; | 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of 
the document known as the Documentary History of the Constitution of the 
United States 7,000 copies be printed, of which number 2,000 shall be for the 


use of the Senate, 4,000 shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, | 


and 1,000 for the use of the Department of State. 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR DAVIS, 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Saturday, the 12th day of January next, at the close of the routine 
morning business, I shall submit resolutions commemorative of 
the life and services of my late distinguished colleague, Senator 
Davis. I wish also to say that I shall ask the Senate at that time 
to suspend all other business for the purpese of paying tribute to 
his memory. 

PAY OF EMPLOYEES. 


ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective 
salaries for the month of December, 1900, on the 20th day of said 
month, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the joint resolution we usually pass at 
the beginning of a holiday recess. I ask that it may be put on its 
passage. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, in 
cluding the Capito! police. their respective salaries for the month of Decem 
ber, 1990, on the 20th day of December, 1900 


> > a ENT > > © “ ; i » ‘oa. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. | Is there objection to om pres governing the acquisition of placer claims. 


ent consideration of the joint resolution? 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 


in Committee of the W hole. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


MICHAEL DEMPSEY. 


Mr. McENERY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 10834) granting an increase of pension toMichael Dempsey. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Michael Dempsey, late of Company B, Seventh United 
States Infantry, Seminole Indian War, and to pay him a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





DECEMBER 15, 


DISTRICT POLICE COURT PRACTICE, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Will theSenator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, but I yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina for a moment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 122) to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act toamend thecrim- 
inal laws of the District of Columbia,” approved July 8, 1898, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Is there a report with the bill? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. There is a report. The bill simply pro- 
vides that when parties are arrested they may put up collateral 
instead of personal security or give bond. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, on page 1, line 10, after the word 
“court,” to strike out the words ‘‘or by depositing money as col- 
lateral security with the appropriate officer at the said police court 
or the station keeper of the police precinct within which such 
person may be apprehended” and to insert: 

Or by depositing money as collateral security in such amount as the court, 
the assistant attorney for the United States, the special assistant attorney 
for the District of Columbia, or the lieutenant or acting lieutenant of police 
of the precinct in which the person is detained may determine with the clerk 
of the police court, or the lieutenant, or acting lieutenant of police, or the sta- 
ao of the police precinct within which such person may be appre- 
l1ended. 

So as to read: 


That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to amend the criminal lawsof the 
District of Columbia,” approved July 8, 1898, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so that the same shall read: 

“That every person charged with an offense triable in the police court of 


| the District of Columbia may give security for his appearance for trial or for 


further hearing either by giving bond to the satisfaction of the court or by 
depositing money as collateral security in such amount as the court,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not certain that I heard the bill accu- 


| rately. I should like to ask the Senator from North Carolina if it 


provides for immediate forfeiture to the United States or to the 
District if a defendant fails to appear? In other words, does it 
put a surety by the deposit of money in a position where he can 
not retake his money if, after a default by the defendant to appear, 
he produces him? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It does not. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is guarded? 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Yes; that is guarded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF MINING LAWS TO SALINE LANDS.” 
Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 


| (S. 3313) extending the mining laws to saline lands. Itis a bill 
The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 281) to pay the officers and em- | 


only three or four lines long. 

Mr. LODGE. I will not object to the bill if it does not lead to 
debate, but I shall after that press the motion for an executive 
session. 

Mr. STEWART. If it leads to debate, of course it will go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read to the Senate in full for its consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; which had been reported from the 
Committee on Mines and Mining with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That possession and title to salt deposits and saline lands in the States of 

fornia, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, 
Wyoming, North Dakota, South Dakota, and in the Territories of New Mex- 
ico and Arizona shal! be acquired under the provisions of the mining laws 


Sec : That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealec . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is a measure which, it seems to me, 
requires considerable consideration, and I object to its considera- 
tion this morning. I do not know that I shall continue my objec- 
tion in the future after I have examined it. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will examine it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to cover a very broad question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will retain its place 
on the Calendar, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and twenty- 
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five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 2 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned un- 
til Monday, December 17, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 15, 1900. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


James Edmund Boyd, of North Carolina, to be United States 
district judge for the western district of North Carolina, vice 
Hamilton G. Ewart, who failed of confirmation. James Edmund 
Boyd was temporarily appointed to the above-named position July 
11, 1900, during the recess of the Senate. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


Albert Wheelon, of Pierre, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Pierre, S. Dak., vice Joseph Donahue, resigned. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Henry E. Cutting, of Pierre, 8. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Pierre, S. Dak., vice David 8. Harper, resigned. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


Second Lieut. James Hanson, Fourteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 7, 1900, vice Smith, Fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 15, 1900. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


Judson C, Clements, of Georgia, to be an interstate commerce 
commissioner for the term of six years from the Ist of January, 
1901. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Nimrod S. Walpole, of Pueblo, Colo., to be agent for the Indians 

of the Jicarilla Agency in New Mexico. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 15, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
HENRY N, Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A DELEGATE. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands that the Delegate from 
Hawaii is present and desires to be swornin. The Clerk will re- 
port the credentials to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION. 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER. 

I, Sanford B. Dole, governor of the Territory of Hawaii, do hereby certify 
that Robert W. Wilcox was, on the 6th day of November, 1900, duly elected a 
Delegate for the unexpired term of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the Territory of Hawaii, at the 
capitol in Honolulu, this 30th day of November, A. D. 1900. 

SEAL. | SANFORD B. DOLE. 

y the governor: 
Henry E. Cooper, 
Secretary of the Territory. 

Thereupon Mr. Wilcox appeared at the bar of the House, and 
the oath was administered to him by the Speaker. 

WAR-REVENUE REDUCTION, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move tlrat the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for | 
the further consideration of House bill 12394, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of House bill 

2394, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. HEPBURN in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of House bill 12394, and the Clerk will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

r. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, at this point I would like 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that the section be read through. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. fore this section is read, I wish to offer 
the amendment because the amendment I have will come in as a 
new section, and it should come in before the tax on legacies, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





deded 


Mr. PAYNE. We have already passed that and commenced to 
read the following section. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. We have passed the section, but I wish to 
put a section in between. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is competent for the 
gentleman to do that. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. DolI understand the Chair that the amendment 
is in order at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands it is a proposition 
to insert a new section. 

Mr. PAYNE. But we are in the midst of a section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentieman from Nevada was on his 
feet when the Clerk began to read, but the Chair did not know 
what his purpose was. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the section should 
be first completed. I suggest that we complete reading the sec- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the read- 
ing began in the middle of a section. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Clerk had read a part of the section last 
night and we stopped in the middle of a section. 

The CHAIRMAN, On examination the Chair finds that a por- 
tion of the section was read last night, and, under the rules of the 
committee, we shall have to finish the reading of the section. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then I will offer it after the section is read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I understood the Chair to say a moment ago 
that we had entered upon Schedule B when we adjourned last 
night. I thought at the time we adjourned that we were discus- 
sing the taxation on express packages. I want to ask that an 
amendment be inserted in Schedule B beginning with line 6, and 
I supposed that was where we commenced this morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that to be a 
parliamentaryinquiry. On consultation with the Clerk, the Chair 
tinds that the reading of section 9 had progressed to line 17 on 
page 17. Soit is necessary, under the rules, that the reading of 
that section be completed before amendments are received. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. If we had gone to that 
extent in the bill, how does it happen that we were debating the 
tax on express packages? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must answer that himself; 
it is not a parliamentary inquiry. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded and completed the reading of section 9 of 
the bill, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ ten,” in line 22 on page 17, 
and insert ‘‘ five,” and strike out the word ‘*‘ ten” in line 9, page 
18, and insert ‘‘ five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 17, line 22, strike out “ten” and insert “ five.”’ 

On page 18, in line 9, strike out the word “ten” and insert “five.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, two years ago, when this 
bill was originally enacted into law, an exemption on the inherit- 
ance tax was made of $10,000. In other words, if the estate did 
not amount to more than $10,000, it was exempt from an inherit- 
ance tax. If the estate amounted to more than $10,000, $10,000 of 
the estate was exempt. I think the clear intention of Congress 
was to make one exemption of $10,000 in each estate. But since 
the law was originally enacted the case of Knowlton vs. Moore has 
been decided by the Supreme Court of the United States and the 
decision will be found in volume 178 of the reports of that court. 
In that case the court has held that the exemption as well as the 
rate applies to the legacy and not to the estate. If it applied to 
the estate, there would be but one exemption of $10,000; but if it 
applies to the legacy, then if a man leaves an estate of a million 
dollars to ten persons there are ten exemptions of $10,000 each, 
amounting in all to $100,000. 

Now, in case of an average estate, where there are four or five 
legacies, there occurs—not, as I believe, according to the original 
intention of Congress, but under the construction of the act by 
the Supreme Court—an exemption of $40,000 or $50,000. I believe 
that is too great an exemption. I believe in a reasonable exemp- 
tion. I believe in exempting the very poor from an inheritance 
tax. Butif we are going to levy an inheritance tax, why should 
there be this great discrimination? The tax is progressive; the 
very rich have to pay a great deal more in the way of inheritance 
tax than the very poor, because the rate increases. 

If we reduce this exemption in the case of the inheritance tax 
to $5,000 on each legacy, then, under this amendment, in the light 
of the decision of the Supreme Court, there will be in the case of 
an average family of four or five persons an exemption of at least 
$20,000 or $25,000, This, I say, is a sufficient exemption in the 
case of any estate. When a man leaves more than $20.000 or 
$25,000 to his family his legacies should bear some proportion of 
this tax. It is for this reason I approve this amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I never believed that Congress 
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ought to have gone out of its way to impose this tax. Nearly 
every State inthe Union hasatax upon succession. I donot know 
that ali the States have, but im most of the States itis a pretty 
good tax, especially in some of the Eastern States. I thought that 
the taxation of this kind imposed by the States was enough; that 
we ought to have left this matter to the States. Therefore | would 
have been very glad to have seen this tax, when proposed as a 
Senate amendment, go out in the cominittee of conference. I did 
not think the Government needed this tax. 

Now, here is a proposition not to do away with the tax, but to 
make it moresevere. I thoughtin conference that under a proper 
interpretation of the language of the law the tax would apply to 
legacies going to single individuals, and would exempt all legacies 
of less than $10,000. The courts have finally held, and I think 
very correctly, that that is a correct interpretation of the act. 
The law does not exempt a legacy of $10,000 or any larger sum: 
it simply exempts all legacies under $10,000. A man may leave 
an estate of a million dollars; in his will he may have undertaken 
to help some individual to an amount less than $10,000, and if he 
keeps within this limit, no matter how numerous may be the 
individuals whom the testator thus undertakes to help, the lega 
cies are free from taxation by the United States. I think there 
ought to be freedom from taxation to at least this extent, that w« 
ought not to reduce the limit of exemption to $5,000. As I have 
said, legacies of $10,000 and more pay the tax. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ibegthe gentleman's pardon. Thecourt, 
in the case to which | referred, has expressly decided that a legacy 
of $10,000 is exempt; that the tax is paid upon amounts exceeding 
$10,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not so understand. AsI understand, the 
tax does not begin to operate until you reach legacies between 
$10,000 and $25,000. 

Iam notin favor of reducing this limit to $5,000. Idonot believe 
that under present circumstances the Treasury of the United States 
is driven to the necessity of going about and assessing taxation upon 
these small legacies. As we all understand, this tax is assessed 
according to the degree of consanguinity of the legatee in relation 
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to the testator; the tax is increased as we remove from the near- | 


est of kin of the testator until we reach the man who is no kin to 
him, in which case the tax is very severe. The committee believe 
that in this respect the law should remain as it is, unless you 
strike out the whole tax. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 


legacy he may receive, because the person from whom he received 
it and he himself have been compelled to pay indirectly their fair 
share of the taxes. But when you make the exemption $5,000 
on each man who receives a legacy, it reaches that class of persons 
most generally who would be entitled to exemption, and it is only 
just to make this distinction or exemption plain and equal all over 
the land. 

I think that if Congress had understood, when the act was 
passed, that the exemption would amount to from forty thou- 
sand to fifty thousand dollars, as has been the case, they would 
not have gone so far as that. I seek to cut it down to $5,000, and 
the average of the whole would amount to $25,000 exemption, in- 
stead of $50,000, as now, and covers all persons entit.ed to equity 
in the matter, and I think the amendment should be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
UNDERWOOD) there were—ayes 45, noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 14, page 17, and in line 11, page 20, after the word “art,” the 
aed provided further, That the provisions of this act and of the act 
hereby amended shall not be held to apply to any estate where the testator 
or intestate died before June 13, 1898.” 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman. the purpose of this amendment 
is more to declare the meaning of the original act, and especially 
section 29 of that act, than for any other purpose. The contro- 
versy which has arisen on the part of the collectors of internal 
revenue throughout the country originates in the unfortunate use 
of the word ‘‘ passing” in section 29 of thatact. This section pro- 
vides, in substance, that any person having charge of legacies or 
distributive shares, as executor or administrator, where the whole 
amount of such personal property shall exceed the sum of $10,000 
in actual value, passing after the passage of this act, shall be taxed, 
and so on, 

Now, the word “ passing” as used in that connection has led to 
great confusion in regard to the collection of this tax. Manifestly 
it was not the purpose of Congress to pass a retroactive act. It 
was not the purpose of Congress to levy a tax upon an estate where 


| the testator or intestate had died before the passage of the original 
| act. But in some cases, as you can well understand, a portion of 


ing out the last word. I will not detain the Committee of the | 


Whole at any great length. In my opening remarks on this 
amendment, 1 have said about all I intended to say. I merely 
desire now to take issue with the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
PAYNE] as to the effect of the decision to which I have referred. 
It is a long decision, and [ can not at this moment put my finger 


upon that portion which decides that the exemption applies to the | 


legacy, not to the estate. But there can be no question that such 


in the case of Knowlton vs. Moore. I think it was undoubtedly 
the intention of Congress that the exemption of $10,000 should 
apply to the estate; but the court has held that it applies to the 
legacy. Therefore if an estate amounts to $100,000 and there are 
ten legacies of $10,000 each, every particle of the estate is exempt 
from taxation. I do not agree with the gentleman from New 
York. I believe that some taxation of this kind—— 

Mr. PAYNE. What difference does it make whether the estate 
amounts to $10,000,000 or only $10,000? The exemption is for the 
benefit of the legatee, not the man who is dead. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But it certainly makes some difference 


the distributive shares, or legacies, would notin point of fact pass 
to the legatees until after the original act had been passed, and 
hence the confusion that has arisen in regard to the meaning of 
the act. 

This word ‘‘ passing’ is used in the law books frequently. Itis 
said that personal property passes to the executor; that the real 
estate passes to the heirs, and so on, in many instances; and pos- 
sibly the framers of the original bill had that in mind. But it was 


| never the intention of Congress to make the act retroactive, and 
is the effect of the decision. That point has been distinctly decided | 


to the Government, and there is a distinct difference in point of 


principle. 


Mr. PAYNE. The Government got along for a hundred years | 


without this kind of taxation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is true, Mr. Chairman; but the 
Government of the United States did many things in the past 
committed many wrongs—that might be corrected in the future. 

The gentleman from New York and myself differ radically on 


the courts have held that it was not to be assumed as the inten- 
tion of the legislature to make anact retroactive unless that pro- 
vision was expressly stated in the law itself. Manifestly the law 
should not apply to the estate of a deceased person who died prior 
to the passage of the original act. But that, as I have said, is 
a disputed question, some collectors claiming that it does and 
others holding that it does not. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue does not see fit to attempt to undertake to bring a suit 
under the original law as it stands, and asks the passage of this 
supplementary legislation. 

I think the Committee on Ways and Means are content with 
the amendment and will not oppose it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. PAYNE, As far as [am concerned, I have no objection to 
this amendment. I havea letter in my hand from the Commis- 


| sioner of Internal Revenue, and he informs me that the office has 


this proposition. I do not believe in going out gunning for the | 
accumulated wealth of the country. I think it is entitled to the | 


protection of the Government, and no man on the floor of this 
House, under all of the circumstances, would vote to render that 
protection more readily and quickly than myself. But I say that 
almost from the very beginning of this Government down to the 
present time the accumulated wealth of the country has been 
compelled to bear but a very small proportion of its share in gov- 
ernmental expenditures in the way of taxation. 

Now, this is a question where the accumulated wealth must 
pay some proportion of the taxes and obligations of the Govern- 


ment, and when you go to levy a tax of this character your first | 
effort should be to make it as uniform and harmonious upon all 
classes of citizens as possible. It would undoubtedly be very un- , : 
just to go into the poor man’s pocket and take apart of the trifling | of the gentleman's amendment, if he died before June 13, they 


been holding that these estates were liable to the tax. It creates 


- | a great deal of confusion. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to take the floor in opposition to 
the proposition. My objection to the proposition offered by the 
gentleman from Vermont {[Mr. Powrrs] is the same that I ex- 
pressed a moment ago. It is merely a still further means of in- 


| creasing the exemption under this law. Now, the tax that is 


| 


levied by the Government is not a tax on the dead man. It is not 
a tax on his estate because it is found in his hands at the time of 
hisdeath. Itisatax levied on the privilege of the passage of that 
estate from him to his heirs or legatees. Now, is there any reason 
why we should exempt the legatees of an estate from paying this 
tax that the Government has said is just and right, simply because 
the deceased died before the 13th of June, 1898, and levy it on the 
legatees of a man who dies on the 14th of June, 1898? 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman will remember that June 13, 
1898, was the date of the passage of the original act. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what I state. Under the terms 
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would be exempt. If he died afterwards, they would not be ex- 
empt. But that is not the law. The tax isnot levied on the dead 
man. The death of the man has nothing to do with it. We levy 
the tax on the privilege to the heirs or legatees of taking the estate. 
That is when the taxcomesin. It is not on the question of death. 
A man may die and his estate may be in the hands of his legatees 
or executors for ten years before it is wound up, and we levy no 
tax on that, but when the time comes for them to take their share 
of the estate, then the Government steps in and says, ‘“‘ We will 
charge you a tax for the privilege of taking this estate.” Now, I 
“an not see under that why weshould cut down these exemptions, 
why we should allow these persons to go free simply because the 
man died before the 13th of June and not because he died on the 
15th of June. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PowERs) there were —ayes 80, noes 48, 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I desire 
to present an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Schedule B by striking out lines 6,7, 8, and 9 and insert the fol- 
lowing—— 

Mr. PAYNE. 
order now, that we have passed that. 
go back to a preceding section. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. No objection was of- 
fered to the proposition of the gentleman from Vermont | Mr. 
PowERs] a few moments ago, to go back and offer an amendment. 
I think the same courtesy should be extended to this side of the 
House. 

Mr. PAYNE. He offered it to a pending section. 
fered to another section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
that the amendment may be read, and then I will 
of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
his amendment may be read. 
Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

The Clerk read section 10. 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

In line 20, page 20, strike out the word “ distributing’ and insert the word 
“distributive.” 

Mr. PAYNE. On page 24, line 12, there is a typographical error. 
Two letters have been omitted from the word *‘ provisions,” and 
in line 17 of the same page two letters have been omitted from the 
word “‘act.” I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk be author- 
ized to make those corrections. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, these corrections will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read section 12, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment of Mr. NEWLANDS was read, as follows: 

Add the following section: 

“INDUSTRIAL CORPORATIONS. 

“Sec. —. That every corporation engaged in manufacture whose gross 
annual receipts exceed $500,000 shall be subject to pay annually, within fif- 
teen days after the end of each fiscal year, a special excise tax equivalent to 
one-twentieth of 1 per cent on the gross amount of all receipts of such corpo- 
sations in their respective businesses in excess of said $500,000. True and 

xecurate returns of the amount of such gross receipts shali be made and ren- 
dered yearly, at the end of each fiscal year. Such returnsshall be verified by 
the president or chief officer of such corporations, and shall include state- 


Mr. Chairman, I may as well raise the point of 
The gentleman desires to 


This is of- 
The Chair sus- 


Iask unanimous consent 
raive the right 


The gentleman asks unanimousconsent that 
Is there objection? 


ments as to the nature of the business conducted, the number of factories | 


owned, and the number operated by such corporations, the capital, the sur 
plus, operating expenses, wages, taxes (both national and State), and such 
other information as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe 
“Such returns shall be classified and published by the Commissioner of In 
ternal Revenue in his annual report. Any officer failing or refusing to make 
returns as aforesaid, or who shall make a false or fraudulent return, shall 


be liable to the penalty prescribed for similar offenses regarding refiners of 


petroleum or sugar.” 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I intro- 
duced substantially this amendment as an amendment to that 


portion of the war-revenue act relating to the tax on banks, and | 


involving a tax upon banks of $3,000,000. 

Mr. PAYNE, Did the gentleman say precisely this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; at that time this side of the House 
voted, | may say, almost unanimously for it, and that side of the 
House was opposed to it. Several members on the Republican 
side of the House have since indicated to me that they would be 
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Mr. Chairman,I offer the amendment | 
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| inclined to vote for a measure of this kind if it were applied tc 

| only the industrial corporations instead of all persons, firms, and 
corporations engaged in manufacture, as my first amendment pro- 
posed, and if the rate of the tax was so low as not to raise an ex- 
cessive total. 

The features which attracted their approval were, first, the 
Federal taxation of a form of wealth now untaxed by the Na- 
tional Government, and also the machinery afforded for securing 
statements for publication from these great industrial combina- 
tions which would yield the information so essential to the just 
taxation, as well as the just regulation and control of abuses so 
generally complained of, in which publicity is regarded by all 
economic writers as an essential factor. So I have redrawn this 
amendment, applying it only to industrial corporations, and re- 
ducing the tax from one-tenth to one-twentieth of 1 per cent of 
the gross annual receipts, and exempting from taxation all gross 
receipts up to $500,000, 

Thus a corporation having gross annual receipts amounting to 
$1,000,000 would pay a tax of one-twentieth of 1 per cent upon 
one-half that sum, being a total tax of $250 annually, and a cor- 
poration having gross receipts amounting annually to $2,000,000 
would pay taxes on $1,500,000, aggregating $750. <A corpora- 
tion whose gross receipts would reach $10,000,000 annually would 
pay a total annual tax of $1,750, certainly a very inconsiderable 
amount, and still less considerable when you realize the fact that 
almost all the products of these industrial corporations are pro- 
tected by the tariff. which levies duties averaging about 5 per 
cent on similar products of manufacture. 

In other words, a foreign product of a similar character would 
have to pay a duty of one-half of its international price in order 
to obtain entry into this country. Thus the domestic producer 

| is able to raise the price of his product above the international 
price by our system of protective tariff legislation. If, therefore, 
he is enabled to add 50 per cent to the international price of his 
article through the system of Federal taxation, why should he not 
pay thesmall tax of one-twentieth of 1 per cent upon the domestic 
price? Asa matter of mere taxation, these great industrial cor- 
porations ought to assume something of the burdens of Federal 
taxation, just as the manufacturers of tobacco and spirits and 
other things included in the internal-revenue tariff do, and a tax 
so moderate can not be complained of. 

It should therefore be recollected that these great industrial 
corporations manufacture products which are also imported, and 

| are doing so inside of the tariff wall which protects them from 
foreign competition. They are now endeavoring by large aggre- 
gations of capital. by the ownership in one corporation of numer- 
ous factories hitherto competitive, to destroy domestic competi- 
tion, a competition which 1t was the intention of the tariff acis 
to promote, for the very theory of the tariff is that, though foreign 
competition is restrained, domestic competitiou is promoted; that 
inside of the tariff walls numerous competitive enterprises will 
start into the production of protected products, and thus not only 
stimulate domestic production, but lower gradually the domestic 
prices of such products, 

Now, when we come to the consideration of the tariff acts, 
whether they be tariffs made for the sake of protection or tariffs 
with incidental protection, all the statistical information which 
we receive is obtained at casual and desultory hearings before 
the Ways and Means Committee. The interested parties tlock 
| there and present their ex parte statements, and we have not at 
| hand the statistical information which enables us to act intelli 
is industria 


| gently as to the capital employed in these vai l 
occupations seeking and insisting upon protection, as to the wages 
| paid and the profits made, and yet all these calculations should 
| enter into the consideration of a tariff act, whether it be a} 

| tective tariff or a tariff with incidental prptection. 

legislate regarding trusts we 


Then, again, when we come to leg 
have not the information which enables us toact. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress an act was passed by t House which seems to 
sleep the sleep of death in the Senate, which the dominant party 
insisted at that time, just prior to the campaign, was a bona fide 
effort to utilize those powers conferred upon Congress by the Con- 
stitution relating to interstate commerce and post-offices and } 


[X 


roads in the suppression and harassing of trusts. We suffered 
then from this lack of information. We had no statistics except 
such casual statistics and calculations as were presented to us in 
the current literature of the newspapers. Some people regard 
those trusts as a partof the economic evolution of the times, tend- 
ing to prevent overproduction, tending to steady prices, tending 
to create an equilibrium between capital on the one | ) 
| ontheother. Others regard them as great combinations of capital, 
organized for the suppression of competition, for the creation of 
l 


1and and labor 


monopoly, for the raising of prices of products, and the diminut 


of the price of labor entering into production. and they insist tha 


| the tariff wall shonld be let down as to the products of these trust 
| that a wave of foreign products should be allowed to enter the 
country and to destroy the domestic trusts and necessarily to 
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destroy contemporaneously with them the small competitive enter- 
prises that are endeavoring to hold their own with the trusts. 
The opponents of the trusts also contend that the control of Con- 
gress over the interstate commerce and the mails should be exer- 
cised in the most oppressive and harassing way. 


classes of legislation, taxation first, protection second, and regu- 
lation of the trusts third, to obtain such information as will en- 
able Congress to act intelligently? And how can we act, and how 
is this informasion to be obtained? Why, it is to be obtained 
under the provisions of this amendment, which, as a part of the 
system of taxation, resorts to the time-honored usage of compel- 
ling statements from the parties taxed, statements which are 
simply the counterparts of their own books, statements which 
anyone can obtain by obtaining a few sharesin such corporations 
and by asserting his rights as a stockholder. 

Is the privacy of these corporations to be regarded as sacred 
when the powers of the Government are to be exercised with ref- 
erence to taxation, protection, and regulation, particularly when 
those corporations are for the most part the beneficiaries of Fed- 
eral protective legislation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nevada yield to 
a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would not this be a tax upon export business 
of every manufacturing establishment engaged in export busi- 
ness in the United States? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Nomore than every other tax here. No 
more than when you levy an internal-revenue tax upon tobacco 
or cigars or beer or spirits. 

Mr. DALZELL. But tobacco is a luxury. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it not be wise, if your amendment is 
to be considered and adopted, to put in aproviso exempting export 
of manufacturing corporations from the imposition of this tax? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the gentleman will frame an amendment 
of that kind I will accept it. What I desire is that we should 
initiate this form of taxation, with the statistical statements ac- 
companying it, in some mild way, and if it is deemed advisable 
it can be developed further in future legislation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why pick out the industrial corporations of 
this country to levy a tax upon them? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Why did we pick out the banks, from which 
we get over $3,000,000 annually under the Dingley war-revenue 
act by a tax of $2 on the thousand on bank capital over $25,000? 
Why did we pick out the refiners of sugar and petroleum, from 
whom, under the same act—the very act we are now amending— 
we get over $1,000,000 annually by a tax of one-quarter of 1 per 
cent on the gross amount of receipts exceeding $250,000? Why 
did we pick out legacies, from which we get over $2,800,000 under 
the same act? 1 assumed that we did so because we realized that 
taxation on consumption had gone far enough, and that in the 
stress of war it was just to call wealth to the rescue; and an 
income tax—the fairest tax on earth—being denied us by the 
Supreme Court, it was necessary to select certain forms of wealth 
best ab‘e to bear the burden. This amendment seeks to enlarge 
the area of this form of taxation and to reduce pro tanto the 
burden laid on consumption, on the occupations and activities of 
life. Toenlarge is to equalize, the total amount of revenue re- 
quired being fixed. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why say $500,000 any more than $100,000? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Nevada yield? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman hasasked his question. I 
will simply answer by asking, Why did we say $25,000 in the case 
of bank capital or $250,000 in the case of refiners of sugar and 
petroleum? Ido not consider that the limit in this matter is a 
matter of importance. The purpose of exemption of $500,000 
from the tax is to avoid oppressing the small industries which are 
engaged in competition with these giant industrial combinations. 
I wish to tax fairly the wealth of the country, not to handicap 
struggling industries, and we know that there are ten billions of 
wealth in these industrial combinations which now practically go 
untaxed by the National Government. Nor do I wish to im- 
pose —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would like an extension of five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman may be extended five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

fr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I understood the gentleman stated 
on yesterday that the main purpose of his amendment was not so 
much to levy a tax upon corporations as to institute an inquisi- 
tion into their affairs. Is that correct? 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. The main purpose of this amendment is to 
cover both the question of taxation and regulation—internal- 
revenue taxation now, and statistical information which will en- 


| able us hereafter to legislate wisely on the question of internal 











| not sensitive then regarding these great organizations. 


| oleomargarine. 


‘ ess | revenue, tariff, and regulation of trusts, 
Now, I ask whether it is not essential, with reference to all these | 


Mr. PAYNE. Hasthe gentleman concluded that we need more 
revenue since he signed the report of the minority? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No. I wish to say that there are two ob- 
jections to the bill which the gentleman has reported here. One 
objection is that it raises too much revenue and the other that it 
does not properly distribute the burden of that revenue. If this 
tax does raise the revenue $2,000,000, it will be easy enough for the 
gentleman to lower the stamp taxes, which are retained in this 
bill, and the taxes on occupations and activities, from which 


| eight or ten million dollars are received, or on the articles of con- 


sumption taxed in this bill, so that the total will not exceed the 
$65,000,000 which he wishes to raise as war revenue. 
Now, let me show you how the burden of the revenue is dis- 


| tributed under the pending bill. Here is the statement: 


Distribution of revenue under Payne bill. 
Taxes on consumption: 


a aed le eI OE ae cegiee e ead cee $23, 598, 500. 40 
Tobacco, snuff, and cigarettes.................. 18, 000, 000. 00 
SE «nadia dhescnmeshhens exeednsGtnneouniiebents 600, 000. 00 
——_-_—_-—— $42, 198, 509. 00 
I in ia os Rete oc esihime beeiadne willie tdtnsehesssowiia eee 
Special taxes on occupations, amusements, and activities........ 1,000,000.00 


Taxes on wealt as follows: 
Legacies ; So 
Excise taxes on refiners of petroleum and 

SEE cack hemasibcihaddhisn vebbonp beeen ' 
Bank capital and surplus 


$2, 884, 491.55 


1, 079, 405. 14 
3, 129, 404. 00 
—_—__————_ 7, 093, 300. 69 








NEE 5 600k ancknnndasunbshid diene euenckedeiee ner auundbadenas 65, 066, 809. 69 
Now, let me show you how the taxesare distributed: Sixty-five 
millions are to be raised under the gentleman’s bill for war taxa- 
tion, of which the sum of forty-two millions is imposed absolutely 
on consumption—upon beer, tobacco, and cigars—and over fifteen 
millions in the shape of stamp and other taxes upon the activities 
of life, the occupations, and only about seven millions upon wealth, 
Three millions and over on banks, one million on refiners of petro- 
leum and sugar, and $2,800,000 on legacies; only seven millions 


| imposed on wealth out of a total of sixty-five millions of war reve- 


nue, and that, too, when the whole of your ordinary revenne—the 
customs revenue of nearly three hundred millions, the normal 
internal revenue of two hundred millions—is placed substantially 
on the consumption of the country, a mere per capita tax, not 
proportioned to the wealth of the individuals or their capacity to 
bear the burdens of government. Is it unreasonable that we 
should make some movement in the way of equalizing these con- 
ditions by imposing a further tax on wealth which will raise about 
$2,000,000? 

You gentlemen of the majority, with a Presidential election ap- 
proaching, put a bill through the last session of this House for the 
exercise of interstate-commerce powers of the Constitution and 
the powers relating to post-offices and post-roads in the suppres- 
sion of trusts. You forbade the railroads to carry the products of 
those trusts. You made it a criminal offense to doso,. You were 
You put 
the bill through under whip and spur. It is true it sleeps in the 
Senate, but that you say is not your fault. But there is another 
Federal power that can be invoked, and that is the power of tax- 
ation—a power more effective than the power over interstate com- 
merce or the mails. 

It isthe powerto regulate; it isthe powertodestroy. You used 
that power in order to regulate and restrain the production of 
You used that power in order toregulate the use 
of mixed flour. You used that power in order to destroy the cur- 
rency of the State banks. These are illustrations of the extent to 
which you have gone, using the power of taxation in some cases 
for regulation, and in others employing it fordestruction. Would 
it not be wise to apply this power in a moderate degree to these 
great combinations of capital? I am not rabid upon this question 
of the control of trusts. 1 believe that much of the legislation 
that has been enacted by State legislatures upon that subject is 
not only unscientific, but prejudiced and oppressive. 

All that I insist upon is that we should secure the information 
upon which we can act, and it should be secured under the sanc- 
tion of oath and should be conclusive in some scientific way. I 
insist that it is just and right in arevenue bill to impose upon this 
form of wealth some degree of taxation, and the tax I seek to im- 
pose is a reasonable one. And in connection with that we should 
secure statements from these industrial corporations which would 
be a guide to the Internal Revenue Department, and which would 
be a guide to Congress in future action, just as we now compel 
the banks of the country to make detailed statements of their 
affairs to the Comptroller of the Currency; just as we compel 
the railroads of the country to make statements of their affairs 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission, all of which statements, 
both with reference to banking and railroading, have been so 
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classified as to give us statistical information of the highest im- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





53) 


lics by wealth. If the greatest Republic the world has ever seen 


portance—statistical information which has been a matter of the | is destroyed, it will fall by this vicious system of robbing the 
greatest importance in legislation and of the greatest beneficence | many for the benefit of the few. 


to the banks and to the railroads themselves. 


The total population of the United States is about 75,000,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nevada | The total aggregate wealth of the United States, according to the 


has expired. 


best statistics that can be procured, is estimated at about $75,000,- 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Committee of the | 000,000; and it appears, and no doubt much to the surprise of 
Whole House on thestate of the Union will make no great, radical, | many, that out of a total population of 75,000,000 less than 25,000 
demagogical inroads into capital and the industrial corporations | persons in the United States own more than one-half of the entire 
of this country without some consideration by a constituted com- | 
mittee of the House that can duly consider and duly report upon | 


the innovation. 


Here is a proposition coming from a single gen- | 


tleman who does not say anything about one kind of corporation. | 


He does not say anything about taxing the gross receipts of the 
monopolistic traction companies, but it is to be, in his view, alto- 
gether levied on the industrial corporations. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
a corporation tax that will reach every corporation and an income 


tax that will reach all except the smaller incomes, I will be glad | the number of persons constituting that minority grows smaller 


to vote for them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, will the gentleman tell the House— 
he has had an opportunity in the minority report—what sort of 
an income tax he wants—a constitutional one, levied under the 
terms of the Constitution? If so,I am with him. But an un- 


constitutional one, which is to be held up as a bugbear before | 


the people—if that is what he meant in his minority report—I am 
opposed to fooling with that thing any longer. If he meansa 
general tax on all sorts of corporate wealth, let us havea systematic 


procedure aboutit. The gentleman is unable to tell you how much | 


this amendment would raise or would not raise. Let him come 
with a bill properly framed, and let it come to the committee of 
which the gentleman is an honored and distinguished member, 
and let us have a report that will show to the House what we are 
doing, and not proceed under this cry for an assault upon corpo- 
rations—not ender this reproduction, apparently, of aspeech of the 
gentleman out in his enormous State; but let us have a report 
from the committee that has got a system in it which we can 
understand, and hear what they say about it, and that will be 
time enough. This is a bill to reduce revenue, and not a bill to 
sally out into new systems of taxation. 
lines that will simply reduce taxation provided forin thatlaw. I 
hope that the committee will be sustained in their opposition to 
the proposed amendment. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this amendment 
to tax industrial combinations, and it seems to me it can not be 
successfully denied that there is much force and logic in all that 
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEwWLANDs] has said in its favor. 
I agree with him that if we must raise more revenue it should be 
collected from wealth and not from toil. 
to me, and I believe it will be to the people generally, that the 


frame a bill to repeal the Spanish-American war-revenue taxes. 

The war act of 1898, which imposed that taxation, was an emer- 
gency measure. It was passed hurriedly and without much con- 
sideration to raise immediate money for the purpose of success- 
fully prosecuting the Spanish-American war. It was a war meas- 
ure, and it was so described at that time by the leaders of the 
Republican party in this House, who gave assurances to the coun- 
try that just so soon as the war was over these war taxes would 
be repealed. 

The war has been over for more than two years and the Repub- 
lican party is just now partially reducing the war taxes. I am 
opposed to a continuance of these war taxes in time of peace. 

hey are obnoxious and vexatious, and should be repealed. In my 
judgment they could be repealed without causing a deficit. But 
if gentlemen on the other side believe otherwise and claim more 
revenue is necessary, not for an economical administration of pub- 
lic affairs, but for the purpose of carrying out Republican polit- 
ical schemes—some of which you now have under advisement— 
then, I say, that instead of raising the revenue from the poor, 
from the producers and the consumers of the country, you should 
raise this additional revenue by a tax on the trusts and the ac- 
cumulated and idle wealth of the land, That would be fairer, 
more equitable, and more consistent, 

I am opposed to robbing the many for the benefit of the few. 
I am opposed to unjust and unnecessary taxation. The war-tax 
law is the worst kind of special legislation, and the bill now under 
consideration is a species of this special legislation carried to its 
logical sequence. It can not be justified now; it could only be 
tolerated in time of war; and I am of the opinion that the people 
of the country will be sadly disappointed by the action of the Re- 
publicans. They expected you to keep your promise and repeal 
these burdensome taxes. 

Mr. Chairman, all legislation bestowing special benefits on the 
few is unjust and against the masses and for the classes. It 
has gone on until less than 8 per cent of the people own more 
than two-thirds of all the wealth of our country. It has been 
truly said that monarchies are destroyed by poverty and repub- 


It is a matter of regret | 





— r ; : : | House will votein favor of the amendment. 
majority members of the Ways and Means Committee did not | " 


aggregate wealth of theland. And this has all been brought about 
during the last twenty-five years by combinationsand conspiracies 
called ‘‘ trusts,” fostered by special legislation and nurtured by 
political favoritism. 

The centralization of wealth in the hands of the few by the 
robbery of the many during the past quarter of a century has 


q | 1 | been simply enormous, 1 the facts and figures are appalling. 
1 will state that if the gentleman will frame | PY a ee ane nn te i 


Three-quarters of the entire wealth of our land appears to be con- 
centrated in the hands of a very small minority of the people, and 


and smaller every year Iam in favor of repealing the war taxes 
and making the accumulated wealth of the land pay its just share 
of the burdens of government. This can readily and easily be 
done by a graduated corporation tax that will reach the dividends 
and watered stocks of the great industrial combinations and mo- 
nopolies and by a graduated inheritance tax that will reach the 
idle and accumulated wealth of the land. 

I am in favor of making the idle wealth, the monopolies, and 
all these great trusts, giant corporations, and selfish syndicates do 
what the Republican party by law compels the toilers, the pro- 
ducers, and the consumers to do, and that is to pay the taxes—pay 
their just share of the expenses of the Government. ‘ 

By a graduated corporation tax and a graduated inheritance tax 
we would lift the tax burdens from the farmers, the workingmen, 


|} and the consumers and place them where they justly belong, 


besides establishing publicity and to some extent preventing the 
watering of stocks and the centralization of wealth. 

In my judgment this system of a graduated inheritance tax and 
graduated corporation tax is the fairest, the most honest, and the 


: | mos uitable system of taxation that can be devised; « slieve 
It is a bill to follow the | nost equitable systen a on te 6 devised; and I believ 


if it were put into operation that it would pay more than one-half 
of the annual expenses of the Government, Believing as I do, I 
am glad to support this amendment and I sincerely hope it will 
be adopted. 

To-day more than three-quarters of the idle wealth of this coun- 
try escapes taxation and practically bears no part of the burdens 
of government. This is notright. Iam glad to say that I believe 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nevada will cure, 
to some extent at least, this inequality and injustice in our sys- 
tem of taxation. I trust that gentlemen on the other side of the 
You can not say itis 
not fair and just. 

If the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] answers that it 
will increase the revenue, then we reply that he and his associates 
on that side of the House can readily reduce the revenue by re- 
pealing some of the taxes on the necessaries of life. and we will 
help them to doit. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr, PAYNE. I move that all debate on this section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to five minutes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I trust that the gentleman from Nevada | Mr. 
NEWLANDS] will be allowed to occupy these five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the, gentleman from 
Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
appeals to his party to vote against my amendment and to leave 
this matter to the consideration of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee for future action. Hestates that the pending amendment has 
been submitted without consideration and deliberation. I deny 
that, so far as I am concerned and so far as the minority members 
of the Ways and Means Commnittee are concerned. 

It is true it has not received the consideration and deliberation 
of the majority members of that committee, because that com- 
mittee has pursued the pernicious system which has long pre- 
vailed in Congress and for which both parties are responsible 
the consideration of tax bills as partisan measures, practically 
excluding the minority members from consideration of the vari- 
ous items of the proposed bill. This is a practice that has long 
existed. It is a pernicious practice, because the framing of areve- 
nue bill affects the very source of all governmental powers. 
Upon it all the instrumentalities of government depend. 

herefore we have not had the opportunity—I make no charge 
against the dominant party which might not be made equally 
against the minority party when it was in power—we have had 
no opportunity for deliberation with our Republican colleagues 
of the committee upon this subject. The only opportunity we 
have of presenting our views is on the floor of the House here, in 
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a constitutional way, by an amendment intended to reach the 
question under consideration. 

What question is under consideration? 
nue—a question which involves the consideration of every sub- 
ject that may justly be taxed. It involves the consideration of 
the equality of burdens—of the proper apportioning of burdens. 
It involves a consideration of the question whether a portion at 
least of this extraordinary tax levied for the purpose of carrying 
on a war justified by wealth should not be imposed upon wealth, 
particularly when under existing conditions the accumulated 
wealth of the country has for years practically escaped taxation. 

i present no indictment against wealth as such. 
classes of wealth in this country. 
believe—consists of law-abiding persons who are willing to bear 


their fair proportion of the obligations of government; who are | 
willing to sustain their fair proportion of governmental burdens; | 
not eager to obtain exemption; not eager to obtain special privi- | 


leges; not eager to utilize the functions of government for their 
own advancement. 

Then there is another class of wealth—the lawless and the preda- 
tory wealth of the country—which seeks special exemptions, 


which seeks special privileges, which seeks to evade and escape | 


the burdens of taxation, which seeks to pervert to its own ad- 
vancement the functions of government. It is that form of 
wealth which brings conservative wealth under discredit and 
creates the discontent that finds its vent in communism and so- 
cialism. 

I do not believe that the great mass of the industrial corpora- 
tions of the country belong to that class. 1 believe that they will 


cheerfully bear a portion of the national burdens, and that a | 


cheerful acquiescence in the demand for publicity will tend to sci- 
entific adjustment of pending problems. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 


‘he CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NeEwLanps]}. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
NEWLANDS, there were—ayes 71, noes 99. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chair appointed Mr. NEwLANDs and Mr. Paynz as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 75, 
noes 105. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, 
to amend this section by adding after the word ‘“‘twenty” the 
words *‘and fifty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after the word ‘‘twenty,” line 9, section 12, the words | 


“and fifty.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am sur- 
prised that the Republican party in this House has not given the 
people of this country proper relief from unjust taxation in the 


amended war-revenue bill which has been reported to this House | 


by the majority of the Ways and Means Committee. 


When this bill was reported in the House originally by Mr. 


Dingley, he said it was a war measure forced upon us by the war 
with Spain. 


great exigency in which the country was placed at the time. 
one could tell when this bill was passed how long the war would 
lastor how much money it would cost. There was, therefore, some 
justification for the extraordinary increase in the Government re- 
ceipts called for by this bill. I can not see any reason at the pres- 
ent time, however, why all the features of the bill, except those 
which levy a proper portion of the cost of maintaining the Gov- 
ernment upon the wealth of the country, should not be wiped out. 

We have at the present time an annual excess of revenue of 
$80,000,000 above the present great expenditures, a reserve fund 
of $150,000,000, and a balance of $140,000,000 in the Treasury. 

With this showing no member of this House can justly say that 
the financial condition of the Treasury calls for any such small 
reduction of taxation as is proposed by the Republican majority 
in this House. 

In figuring on the operations of this bill it must not be forgot- 
ten that the surplus in the Treasury would have been increased 
twenty or thirty million dollars more were it nut for the immense 


amounts paid out of the Treasury in the refunding of bonds dur- 


ing the past six months. We should not only legislate to give 
the people relief from these war-revenue taxes on account of the 
unjust and unfair nature of most of them, but we should repeal 
these taxes also in order to relieve the great business interests of 
the country which are suffering from lack of current funds be- 
cause of the large surplus piling up daily in the Treasury. 

It was only the other day that the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
order to relieve the tightness of the money market, anticipated 
the payment of $5,000,000 on Government bonds due on the ist 


The question of reve- | 


There are two | 
One class—the majority as I 


Mr. Chairman, I move | 


He further said that it was a measure of extraordi- | 
nary character, not to be thought of for a moment except for the | 
No | 
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| day of January. Ninety million dollars of the people’s money 
| are now deposited in the national banks of the country, paying 
no interest to the Government, while at the same time the money 
| is bringing exorbitant rates of interest to the banks, 

| The figures given by the majority of this committee and the 
| Secretary of the Treasury, even if this bill passes, show a surplus 
| of $206,000,000 in the Treasury on June 30, 1902. 

Is there any member of this House who will dare say that this 
is wise management of the fiscal affairs of this Government? 

It is, in my judgment, not only an unwise and illogical con- 

| tinuation of harsh and extortionate taxation of the people, but an 
inane and senseless manner of conducting the affairs of the Treas- 
ury Department, upon whose sound methods of controlling the 
money circulation of the country the business of the country so 
greatlydepends. In looking over the bill reported by the majority, 
{ am surprised to find that no attention at all has been paid to the 
repeal of the tax upon tea. The tax of 10 cents per pound on tea 
in the Dingley war-revenue measure affected the home of every 
family in this country. 

More than one hundred and twenty-five years ago the people of 
Boston protested against the taxation on tea, and as the result of 

| that protest, Mr. Chairman and members of this House, the war 
with Great Britain followed, and the thirteen colonies became a 
free, self-governing people. Taxing tea is not a safe policy for 
any party topursue. Taxed tea thrown into Boston Harbor made 
this the greatest, freest, and best Government in the world. 

It has amazed me exceedingly that during the discussion of this 
| question before the Committee on Ways and Means upon this biil, 
| calling for a reduction of the vast war taxes, no attempt has been 
made by the majority of the members of that committee to bring 
| in a measure to reduce this unjust and exorbitant tax on this 
commodity, which is used by every family in the land. 

This is another case, Mr. Chairman, of taxation without repre- 
sentation; and, therefore, in behalf of the tea drinkers of the 
country, in behalf of the ladies who assembled here last week, 
the members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, who 
| had so many gallant champions on the canteen question, and the 
| large number of ladies who daily indulge in the 5 o'clock teas, I 
appeal to the members of this House to reduce this exorbitant tax 
upon every breakfast table in the land. 

[ have the statistics here, sir, to show that the average cost of 
tea brought into this country is but 13} cents per pound; and yet 
| under the war-revenue tax on this commodity the tax is 10 cents 
a pound, or an equivalent of 70 per cent, levied upon a commodity 
| that every man, woman, and childin the United States consumes 
daily. Eighty million pounds of tea were imported last year into 
| the Onited States at a cost of $10,835,000. The revenue received 
on the same amounted to the sum of $8,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the figures produced before the Commit- 
| teeon Ways and Means by the Secretary of the Treasury show 

that there are at the present time $140,000,000 of surplus in the 
| Treasury, and the Treasury can very well afford to stand the loss 
of $8,000,000 which this repeal will bring about. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are you aware of the fact that the people of 
your own State engaged in the tea trade have importuned the 
Ways and Means Committee of Congress for the last six years in 
support of the war-revenue tax on tea, which was put on by the 
Senate on motion of the Senator from South Carolina, Mr. TiLL- 
MAN? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I am aware, Mr. Chair- 
man, that such a petition from the tea dealers was filed in the 
| committee from certain portions of the United States, and I think 

that some of the tea importers from my own State may have joined 
in sending these petitions. Iam also aware of the fact that there 
are papers on file in the Committee on Ways and Means from many 
of the biggest importers in the United States in favor of the repeal 
of this tax. I am aware of the fact that a petition representing 
| the wholesale and retail grocers of the United States is on file in 
that committee room now asking that the tax be repealed, and I 
know that millions of the people of this country, the laboring peo- 
| ple and the middle class of people in the United States who now 
| pay 35 cents a pound for tea and who would be able to get it for 
| 25 cents were it not for the imposition of this tax, unanimously 
| ask Congress to remove the tax from every breakfast table in the 
land. 

If this tax is continued the better grades of tea will not be im- 
| ported. The petitions which have been presented to Congress 

from the importers, wholesalers, and retailers recite the fact that 
| the importation of the better grades of tea is decreasing every day. 
| It is unfair to the man who deals in tea and not in coffee to tax 
| this product 70 per cent while coffee remains free. 

The tax of 10 cents per pound was imposed as a war measure, 
and it is unfair and unjust to continue this tax any longer. In 
the bill which is now before the House, reported by the Re- 

| publican majority of the Ways and Means Committee, the taxes 
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are reduced on beer, cigars, proprietary medicines, telephone and 
telegraph messages, bank checks, bills of exchange, passage tick- 
ets, theaters, and circuses, and numerous things, and continued 
on tea. 

Just think, Mr. Chairman, how good the laboring man and the 
farmer will feel to-morrow morning when they read in the paper 
that the tax upon bank checks and circuses has been removed, 
while the tax upon tea remains. Another reason why this tax 
should be reduced is the fact that it hurts our trade with Japan. 

The Japanese minister has asked the Committee on Ways and 


Means to repeal this tax. He stated in a communication to that | 


committee that the imposition of this tax prejudiced the minds of 
the people of Japan against the United States, and while the tax 


remained as a war measure the people of Japan would not find any | 


faultif it were continued. When the fact was established that this 
Government did not need the revenue, it would interfere greatly 
in the trade between Japan and the United States. 

I appeal, therefore, to the members of this House to listen to 
the prayer of the wholesale grocer, the retail grocer, and the tea 
merchant, all of whose opinions unite on the fact that the cost 
of tea has been increased, while its quality has deteriorated. I 
appeal to this House to listen to the prayer of every woman in the 
land who asks a free breakfast table. 1 appeal to the members of 
this House to listen to the appeal of the wife, the sister, or the 
mother of the laboring man of this country, who economize in 
every way to make both ends meet, and whose burden has been 
greatly increased by the war-revenue legislation taxing this great 
and necessary article of health and comfort 10 cents per pound, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Iask consent to proceed | 


for five minutes longer. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I must object to that now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I appeal to the gentle- 
man. I have occupied but very little time on this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I regret, but 1 must object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask, then, unanimous 
consent to continue my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. SULZER. You have that already. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to extend his remarks in the RECORD? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment would cut down 
the revenue between eight and nine million dollars, This tax 
upon tea had been asked for by the people in the tea trade ever 
since I have been a member of the Committee on Waysand Means, 


an import duty upon tea, and generally about 10 cents a pound. 
There is a great quantity of tea dust, which is the sweepings of the 
floors in the tea countries; and alsoa poor tea that has been allowed 
to be overgrown, the leaves getting too large, and when they try 
to cure it it develops tannin, which isa poison. Great quantities 
of this inferior tea have always found a dumping ground in the 


United States. Twice during this period we have passed tea-in- | 


spection laws, and we have a very radical law of that kind on the 


statute books, which has been there three or four years. But the | 


importers tell me that that does not serve to keep out all of these 
spurious and poor teas. They say that tea is put upon the market 
that could not sell except for the presents that are given in every 
town with a pound of tea. Of course, every gentleman is familiar 
with that branch of the trade. Puttingaduty of 10 cents a pound 
on tea keeps out this tea dust and this poor tea. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not consent to be interrupted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman’s argu- 
ment is so weak that he ought to consent to interruption. 

Mr. PAYNE. The committee did not see their duty to put that 
tax on tea under the guise of an inspection law. While the sub- 
ject was under consideration this war-revenue bill was over in the 
Senate, and the gentleman from South Carolina moved this duty 
of 10 cents a pound on tea, and the Senate put iton. When it 
came to our conference committee we agreed to it. Now, what 
was the result? There was a large quantity of tea on hand, held 
by various dealers, and of course that demoralized the trade for 
awhile. Then after that had been disposed of and everything had 
got down toa normal basis, and the tea trade was doing pretty 
well, we had this disturbance in China, and a great many of the 
dealers in tea got frightened for fear the supply of tea would be 
cut off, and they immediately made large orders and have shipped 
very large importations of tea into this country, which are now 
held in the various warehouses of the country in bond, the duty 
not paid. 

Now, every man who has any tea in bond is in favor of having 
this tax taken off. because they say thatif this tax is taken off, the 
foreign price to this country will go up at least 5 cents a pound, 
or one-half of the duty. It has been reduced more than 5 cents 
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a pound since the duty was put on, and all these people are in 
favor of having this tax taken off so that they can make the extra 
5 cents a pound upon the tea which they have in bond, but the 
general sentiment of the tea trade is that this tax should be left 
there. They say itis improving the quality of the tea, and instead 
of the poor people of this country being obliged to drink the stuff 
that is not shipped to any other country on God’s earth it is now 
kept out, and our people are getting tea at a fair rate, and they 
are willing to pay for it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. They pay 10 cents a 
pound more for it. The Government compels them to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now I hope that we will havea vote. I move 
that all debate on this paragraph and amendments be closed in 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is moved that all debate on this section 
and amendments be closed in five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALDof Massachusetts, Is this motion debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a sweeping re- 
duction in the war-revenue tax. I amin favor of abolishing the 
tax on checks, telegrams, etc., and in making a considerable reduc- 
tion in the tax on beer. I am alsoin favor of abolishing the tax 
on tea, if that be possible, or at least of cutting it down consider- 
ably. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FirzGeRaLpD] began 
his speech by referring to one hundred and twenty-five years ago 
when the Indians of Massachusetts declared war on a tea tax and 
tried to convert the briny waters of Boston Harbor into a sea of 
tea. Judging from the evident pride with which the gentleman 
from Boston told of that historical incident, I think that the mem- 
bers of this House are justitied, from the spirit of pride which 
swelled his chest, and the smile of glory which decked his coun- 
tenance, in concluding that in every easterly breeze which sweeps 
over the city of beans and culture Bostonians find a whiff of the 
aroma of that famous Boston tea party to which our English cous- 
ins of colonial days were unceremoniously invited to stay away. 

It is quite appropriate, Mr, Chairman, quite uppropriate, indeed, 
that an Indian from Massachusetts should follow in the footsteps 
of those colonial Massachusetts Indians and declare here to-day a 
war on the tax on tea. It but shows him true to the traditions of 
his native heath and proves the truth of the maxim that history 
repeats itself, 

The estimable chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
seems imbued with a little of the Tory determination to keep the 


| taxon tea. In fact, he is inclined to keep the tax on everything 
or since 1890. They came before the committee nearly every year | 
asking for a tax on tea, for this reason: Every other country has | 


save from what the members of this House compel him to take it 
off. He was opposed to making any material reduction in the tax 
on beer and he is opposed to taking any tax at all off tea. Asone 
looks at the able and eloquent leader of the majority he is struck 
with the striking resemblance he bears to the pictures of Moses, 


| and as one ponders over the position of this statesman on the propo- 


sition of reducing the tax on beer and on tea the conviction comes 
that this gentleman has determined to act like Moses and write a 
a@ new commandment, which will read, ‘‘Thou shalt not drink 
anything save water unless thou art willing to pay a tax.” 
| Laughter and applause. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I know that no member of this House per- 
sonally consumes enough beer to careastraw whether or not there 
is a tax on that fluid. I know that all of them patronize exciu- 
sively the water tank out in the cloakroom and the buttermilk 
pan in the lunch parlor. But we, sovereign representatives of the 
people, are not here to legislate for ourselves, but for the masses 
of this great country. One of the speakers yesterday told us that 
the people were clamoring for a big reduction in the tax on beer, 
I do not know personally that this be true, but I take it that the 
gentleman who made the assertion knew what he was talking 
about, and under that supposition [ would like to recall to the 
minds of those members of the House who are against making a 
reasonable reduction on beer the maxim, ‘‘ Vox populi, vox Dei.” 
[Laughter. | 

But, Mr. Chairman, if this be true of beer, it is a thousand times 
more true of tea, and as there are more tea drinkers in this House 
than beer drinkers—as is the case all the country over—this ques- 
tion of taking the tax off teais one of pressing and immediate 
need. Of course, as the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee would write in his new commandment, one can drink 
water every time thirst comes on, provided there is an unwilling- 
ness to pay a tax for every moistening of the palate. Water is a 
good drink, Mr. Chairman. Ilikeit. For my part,I prefer it to 
either beer or tea, and I like it just as it comes from the spring. 

But, Mr. Chairman, owing to the fact that some medical authori- 
ties hold that water is apt to produce typhoid fever unless boiled, 
there are many millions of people in this country who prefer their 
water boiled, and who like it boiled best in the shape of beer and 
tea. For the sake of these millions now paying an extra 10 cents 
a pound on tea, I am in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 





342 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 15, 


from Massachusetts and hope that it will prevail, sothat the tax will Of all these am Iin favor. In fact, I would gofurther than this 


be taken off tea. 

This demand for a reduction of the tax on tea, Mr. Chairman, 
comes from every cottage in the land, from every breakfast table, 
every dinner table, every su 
the neighborhood is roasted, friends criticised, and the world re- 
modeled over a steaming cup Jof tea. It alsocomes from the circles 
of the four hundred, whose 5 o’clock teas are losing their pinkish 
tint on account of the extra 10 cents a pound put on tea by the 
war-revenue act. 

Right here and now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the members of this House to a few scientific facts. Professor 


Johnstone says that ‘‘tea exhilarates without sensibly intoxicat- | 


ing.” The beverage doing that is a good beverage and is entitled 
to such legislation as will give the people the greatest amount of 
it for the least money. Professor Johnstone also says that ‘‘ tea 
excites the brain, increases activity, and produces wakefulness.” 
Now, the beverage doing that is good for a Congressman to drink 
in large quantities and should be as cheap as possible. For the 
sake of his constituents a Congressman needs a clear brain and 
lots of activity, and for his own sake he needs some beverage 
to keep him awake during some of the ponderous Websterian 
speeches in this House, and for this reason, again, am 1 in favor of 
cutting down the tax on tea. [Laughter and loud applause. } 

Moreover, 
that the ladies of our land—young maids, old maids, and house- 
wives—are in favor of reducing thistaxon tea. The young maids 
because it makes cheaper the beverage of their society sprees and 
social téte-a-tétes; the old maids—and God bless them, for Robert 
Louis Stevenson was right when he called them the dearest dears 
on earth—because it makes less expensive their matutinal sip- 
ping and their nightcap quaffing of the drink that makes them 
dream of those saddest words of tongue or pen, ‘‘It might have 
been;” and the housewives, as one of them wrote me the day be- 
fore yesterday, because the tea leaves with which she keeps down 
the dust when she sweeps her parlor carpet are costing too much | 
and the tax on leaves used to keep down the dust ought to be 
lowered, instead of a tax being kept on to raise *‘ the dust” for a 
useless surplus. [Laughter and applause. | 

Do not think, Mr. Chairman, I am trying to make afunny speech, | 
but if any comparison can serve toshowthe inconsistency of someof | 
the reductions proposed in this bill I do not intend to hesitate in 
making useof them. Justthink of it! Theproposition is made to 
abolish the $100 tax placed on the proprietors of a circus and to 
keep the tax of 10 cents a pound on tea. In other words, the com- 
mittee proposes to take the tax off the elephant that * walks 
around the ring” and the monkey that ‘“‘chatters in the cage’ 
and to keep the tax on the cup of tea consumed at meals. Noone 
has heard of the price of admission to circuses being raised by the 
war tax, and even if it were the people could stand it, for the 
circus, like Christmas, comes but once a year, while tea time | 
comes three times a day. If we need revenue, would it not be well 
to keep the tax on circuses, and to place it on things like the circus, 
and allow tea to gofree. [Laughter. } 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, between tea and the circus, I am in favor 
of tea, and I want to remind those who differ with me that part 
of the revenue we lose on free tea will come back to us through 
the tax which we have lately placed on oleomargarine. This 
House did a good thing for the farming interests of the country 
when it voted to place a tax onoleo. It would duplicate this good 
act by doing something to relieve the tax on tea. 

It is useless for the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNEy] to contend that the 
tea trade of the country is in favor of this tax being kept on tea. 


Why, sir, nearly every tea merchant and wholes: ile” grocer in my | 


district has petitioned me to urge an abolition of the tax on tea. 
Does that look as if the tea trade of the country is in favor of the 
tax? 

Only this morning, sir, I received a letter from a large tea im- 
orter in which he states that a continuation of this tax will ruin 
1is business, and urges a fight for the reduction of the tax. Does 

that look as if the trade favored the tax on tea? Do the people 
want it, think you, gentlemen of the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee? Is any one of you bold enough to contend 
that the people at large are in favor of this tax? If so you are 
brave enough to argue that the people are anxious to pay 10 
cents a pound more for tea than they would have to pay for it 
were this tax abolished. This tax was imposed as a war measure. 

The majority tell us that the war is over. If it is, the war tax 

should go, especially upon the articles consumed the most by the 
masses in everyday life. As a nation we are crying for trade 
with China and Japan, but yet we persist in placing a large tax 
upon the article of which they raise most, of which we raise little 
or none, and which our people use every day of their lives. It is 
proposed to do away with the taxes on proprietary medicines, tel- 
ephone and telegraph messages, bank checks, bills of exchange, 
etc.; it is proposed to reduce the tax on beer. 


per table, from every tea party, where | 


Mr. Chairman, it needs no argumentation to prove | 


bill proposes to go in the reduction of the tax on beer. Every fair- 
minded person must admit that beer is paying a pretty heavy pro- 
portion of taxation. Outside of the war tax added for the Spanish 
war beer pays into the United States Treasury $40,000,000 a year. 
On account of the additional Spanish-war tax beer has lately been 
paying a tax of $80,000,000—a sum which is one-third of the whole 
war tax and one-fourth of the internal-revenue taxes. Beer un- 
doubtedly should pay a large tax, but it seems hardly fair that 
any one industry should be obliged to bear such a large share of 
taxation. Now, as to tea, Mr. Chairman, I believe in abolishing 
the tax completely. But some of the gentlemen of this House 
argue that we need the revenue produced by the tax on tea. I 
contend that we have no such need. 

At the present time this country has an annual excess of revenue 
of $80,000,000 above the present immense expenditures, a reserve 
fund of $150,000,000, and a balance of $140,000,000 in the Treasury. 
With this grand showing there is no necessity for keeping the war 
taxes as high as the majority contend. Moreover, Mr. Chairman, 
it should be remembered, when considering the provisions of this 
bill, that the surplus in the Treasury would have been increased 
twenty or thirty million dollars more were it not for the large 
amount paid out of the Treasury during the past six months. We 
| should abolish all possible of these war taxes not only to relieve 
the people, but also to prevent a piling up in the Treasury of cur- 
| rent funds which should be in circulation for the good of the busi- 
ness interests of the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this bill becomes a law in its present 
shape, its friends admit that on June 30, 1902, there will be a sur- 
| plus in the United States Treasury of $206,000,000. This seems to 
| be conservatism run wild. A surplus, and a fair one, we should 

have at all times, but at no time should it be allowed to grow so 
large that its creating is a burden upon the people, and a useless 
| withdrawal into the United States Treasury of money that ought 
| to be in circulation through the business channels of the country. 

It has been said that the people less governed are the best governed, 
and this assertion is most forceful when applied to the payment of 
| taxes. The less of them the better, and only so much of them 
as is necessary for a proper maintenance of the Government, 
| its protection, its welfare, and its safety should be collected. For 
none of these is needed such an abundance of taxes as piles up a 
useles surplus. 





The CH AIRMAN, The question is upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
) The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 76, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, lask unanimousconsent that 
| we return to Schedule B and take up the item of sparkling and 
other wines. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object to returning to Schedule B. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I simply want to take up that one item. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

The Clerk read section 13. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. 
out the last word. 

Before the committee rises, I would like to correct a mistaken 
| reference made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to some 
figures that were used in thisdebate. A great historian says that 
| Alexander Hamilton and Mr. Gladstone were the only two men 
| who were ever able tomake a financial discussion interesting and 
| throw about dry figures something of human interest. 

Hereafter in this ' distinguished company must be included the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, whose admirable speech in closing 
| the debate on this bill was listened to with interest and profit by 
all his hearers on the committee. At any rate he made it very 
| interesting for me in alluding to certain figures that had such a 
familiar ring to them that I was compelled to conclude that he 
honored me in his reference. But he fell into an error, as we are 
all liable to do at times, when he intimated that I had been guilty 
of making the preposterous blunder of contending that on the 
80th of June, 1902, we should have an available, accumulated, 

cash surplus of $286,000,000. 

From a reference to my remarks on Wednesday last it will be 
evident, I think, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania must have 
missed the pleasure of listening to my remarks, I said: 


Now, supposing that this present law should remain in force until June 30, 
1902, we would have the following statement of surplus on that date, provided 
by strict economy we make our expenses for the next year conform to the 
expenditures for the year just closed: Surplus earned in 1900, $80,000,000; esti- 
mated surplus earned in 1901, $80,000,000; estimated surplus earned in 1902, 
$126,000,000; making a —_ earned surplus during the three years ending 
June 30, 1902, of $286,000,000. 


Mr, DALZELL. From what page does the gentleman cite? 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Page 297 
Throughout my entire remarks my reference was to an earned 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
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and not to an accumulated surplus. I imagine that by the use of 
a wise ingenuity we shall be able to so appreciably diminish this 
surplus during the — of accumulation that on the 30th day 
of June, 1902, it will not be a national embarrassment. 

Now, some figures that the gentleman from Pennsylvania used 
show how conservative mine were. The extent to which we can 
prudently reduce taxation depends upon three things: First, our 
cash on hand; second, our prospective revenue; and, third, our 
prospective expenditures, Our cash on hand is $140,000,000. Our 
prospective earned surplus for the remainder of this fiscal year is 
$40,000,000. The prospective surplus for 1902, provided we make 
our expenditures conform to the expenditures of 1900, is $126,- 
000,000, making a total of $306,000,000. Taking from this sum 
the amount by which this bill will reduce the revenue up to the 
30th day of June, 1902, we shall have earned a surplus of $246,- 
000,000 at that date. 

Our cash in hand is a fixed quantity, and under the invigorating 
influence of Republican principles our prospective revenues will 
doubtless go far beyond our most sanguine expectations. The 
great question for us to answer is, What shall our expenditures 
be for the year 1902? The figures given by the Secretary of the 
Treasury are, of course, based entirely on the estimates furnished 
to him by the Departments. On the supposition that in 1902 we 
expend what the Departments ask for, the recommendations and 
the conclusions of the Secretary of the Treasury are wise and 
prudent and should be followed, and I indorse most heartily every- 
thing that the gentleman from Pennsylvania has said with refer- 


minority upon the Secretary of the Treasury. No man in this 
House, no man in this country, has a more profound respect for 
his wisdom and prudence than I have, for I believe that the first 
and present Secretaries of the Treasury of the United States are 
the two ablest men that ever presided over the finances of this 
country. 


These estimates furnished by the Departments show an excess of | 


$83,000,000 over the estimated expenses of this year, and an excess 
of one hundred millions over the actual expenditures for the year 
1900. And may I call the attention of this committee to the ex- 
cellent report issued by the Appropriations Committee a few days 
ago, which shows that if we appropriate up to the entire extent of 


these estimates, and follow the Secretary of the Treasury’s recom- | 


mendation in reference to the sinking fund, we shall have on the 
30th of June, 1902, even if the war-revenue bill continues in force 
without amendment, not a surplus of twenty-six millions, but a 
deficit of over twenty-six millions. 

So, Mr. Chairman, in closing, let me say that the figures which 
I used were used to show that it was our duty to so regulate our 
expenditures that we could repeal as rapidly as possible the pro- 
visions of this war tax, and I had hoped the Fifty-sixth Congress 
might have provided for its ultimate repeal. These figures show 
that by practicing a rigid economy, by adhering to the same basis 
of expenditure that we had last year, this whole bill could have 
been wiped out by the Ist of December, 1902, But, as I say, it 
depends not entirely upon our cash balance, not entirely upon 
our prospective revenue, but upon what we will expend during 
the coming year. 

I feel, Mr. Chairman, that the people of the United States will 
look to Congress to so expend the public money during the next 

ear that we shall not go beyond the annual expenditures of these 
ast two years before we expunge from the statute book the last 
provision of this war-revenue bill. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, 1 have no question as to the 
wisdom of the recommendation made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as to the amount of tax reduction. 1 have no disposi- 
tion further to discuss that question. I said yesterday all 1 had 
to gay on that subject. Il want to say, however, so far as my 
friend on my left is concerned, that nothing in the world was 
further from my intention than to misrepresent him. I think, 
however, that he to-day does me an injustice because he reads 
from the RECORD on page 297, whereas my remarks were based 
upon what the gentleman said on page 251 of the Recorp. The 
remarks that I made yesterday as to the gentleman’s speech are a 
reproduction of what he said on page 251 of the Recorp. Now, 
let me read. At the top of page 251, where occurs the gentle- 
man’s remarks, is an interruption of the speech of Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr. BouTett of Illinois. In other words, estimating our expenditures for 
1902 on the basis of 1901, the surplus under this law would be $109,000,000, and 
six months of 1901 are still on the basis of the estimation. Taking the actual 
expenses of the year just closed, the estimated expenses for 1902 are over 

100, 000, 000 in excess of the actual expenses of the year 1900, which, with the 

ifference of the $26,000,000 estimated surplus, makes for 1902, under this law, 
provided we kept our expenses within that of last year, 1900, a surplus of 
$126,000,000. Would it not? 

Mr. Payne. I am not alightning calculator, butI presume the gentleman's 
figures are correct. 


Now, this is the point: 
Mr. BourELu of Illinois. So that the $126,000,000 for the year 1902 added 


to the $80,000,000 for 1901 and to the $80,000,000 for 1900 would leave a surplus 
in the Treasury, if this law was in force, of $286,000,000 on the 30th of June, 1902? 
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Now, that last paragraph is an exact reproduction of what is 
embodied in my speech, and the gentleman complains—I say to 
him with great respect—unduly as’out me because while the 
paragraph he cites on page 297 is a justification of him the para- 
graph on page 251 is a justification of me. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Llinois. The gentleman is correct, but my 
figures on page 251 were in the form of a question, which was 
answered in the affirmative by the gentleman from New York. 
So I suppose I ought to withdraw all but the first paragraph of 
my remarks, which, in justice to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, must be allowed to stand. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to move to strike 
out the last word, in order to ask a question of the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. This section reads that 
‘such stamps as have been already issued shall be redeemed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue when presented.” Now, 
the question I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means is, How do you construe the word ** presented?” 
I understand the practice has been for a large number of importers 
to send the stamps abroad to be affixed to patent medicines, and 
under the ruling of the Bureau they are affixed to the bottles. 
Now, ought you not to provide that all these stamps should be 
redeemed, no matter whether actually presented to the Bureau or 
the Department in the form of stamps or shown to any subcol- 
lector in the port of entry in the form attached to the bottles? 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not seem to me so; that would open the 
Of course there are some people who will not 
get the stamps redeemed, and would not, no matter how the 
section is drawn, if it were properly safeguarded. This sec- 
tion was drawn after consultation with the late Commissioner 
Wilson, and I think it is in the exact language he suggested. I 
will say to the gentleman that there is a law which we passed 
last spring providing for the redemption of all unused stamps 
when presented in sums of not less than $2. That is the act re- 
ferred to in this section. The late Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, Mr. Wilson, thought that the provision of that act was 
perhaps sufficient for all purposes, but for greater safety the com- 
mittee put in this section referring to that act and providing for 
redemption under its provisions. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I asked this question because a case has 
been brought to my attention 

Mr. PAYNE. My attention has been called to the matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope that gentlemen will 
speak loud enough to be heard on this side of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE, I was saying that this section was drawn under 
the supervision of the late Mr. Wilson, whoat the time of his death 
was Commissioner of Internal Revenue. It refers toa law passed 
by Congress last year on this subject. He thought that that law 
would be a sufficient provision for the redemption of these stamps, 
but for greater safety this section has been put in. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I suggest, however, that this question de- 
pends upon the construction which may be placed upon the word 
‘*presented.” Suppose the Department should hold that in order 
to have stamps redeemed they must be actually presented as 
stamps. Insome cases thousands upon thousands of dollars’ worth 
of stamps are sent abroad for the purpose of being placed upon 
articles on the other side to enable those articles to be imported 
into this country. - It is necessary often to send stamps abroad five, 
six, or seven months in advance. 

Mr. PAYNE. The stamps to which the gentleman refers are 
stamps which have been used upon articles imported. They are 
sent abroad to save expense. My attention has been called to this 
matter by only one person. I do not know but that the letter 
came from one of the gentleman’s constituents and was referred 
to me by the gentleman himself. I have not seen any way to pro- 
vide for the contingency which the gentleman mentions, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Might it not be provided that as long as 
the goods to which stamps have been affixed remain in the custom- 
house the stamps should be redeemed? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not see how we could do that without open- 
ing a door tofraud. If a provision such as the gentleman sug- 
gests is to be adopted, it ought to be done after very careful con- 
sideration and upon consultation with the Internal Revenue Office. 
If it should appear necessary to adopt a provision of this kind, it 
can be put on in the Senate. I would not want to consent to any 
arrangement now which might possibly open a door to fraud. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Allright. I merely wanted to call atten- 
tion to this point. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, the 
last section read being the following: 

Sec. 14. That this act shal) take effect thirty days after its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN, An amendment reported by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to this section will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “thirty days” and insert the words “‘ on and.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I now move that the committee rise and report 
the bill with the amendments to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that as amended the bill pass. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. Levy}, 
as the Chair understands, desires to offer an amendment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment bills and joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 10834. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Dempsey: 5 

H, R. 9043, An act granting an increase of pension to David S. 
Snyder, and . 

H. Res. 281. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respectivesalaries 
for the month of December, 1900, on the 20th day of said month. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing joint resolution; in which the concurrence of the House 

vas requested: 

S. R. 138. Joint resolution providing for the paving of certain 
streets in the city of Washington. 

WAR REVENUE. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LEVY. I offer as a substitute what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That in lieu of the tax of $2now imposed by law there shall be paid a tax 
of $1.50 on all beer, lager beer, ale, porter, and other similar fermented liquors 
brewed and manufactured and sold or stored in warehouse, or removed for 
consumption or sale, within the United States, by whatever name such liquors 
shall be called, for every barrel containing not more than 31 gallons, and ata 
like rate for any quantity or for the fractional parts of a barrel authorized 
and defined by law: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as 
affecting fermented liquors stored in warehouse to which astamp has been 
affixed, as now provided by law. 

“Seo. 2. That fromand afterthe passage of this act the provisions relating 
to special taxes, as provided in section 2 of the act hereby amended, are 
hereby repealed. : 

“Sec. 3. That in lieu of the tax now imposed by law there shall be levied 
and collected a tax of 6 cents per pound on all tobacco and snuff, however 
prepared, manufactured or sold, or removed for consumption or sale; and 
upon cigars and cigarettes which shall be manufactured and sold, or removed 
for consumption or sale, there shall be levied and collected the following 
taxes, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof,namely: A tax of $3 per 1,000 
on cigars of all description made of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, and 
weighing more than 3 pounds per 1,000,and of 75 cents per 1,000 of cigars 
made of tobacco, or any substitute therefor. weighing not more than 3 
pounds per 1,000; and a tax of $ per 1,000 on cigarettes made of tobacco, or 
any substitute therefor, and weighing more than 3 pounds per 1,000, and a tax 
of $1.25 per 1,000 on cigarettes made of tobacco, or any substitute therefor, 
and weighing not more than 3 pounds per 1,000. Otherwise the provisions of 
section 3 of the act hereby amended are to remain in full force and effect. 

“See. 4 That the provisions of section 4 of the act hereby amended are 
hereby repealed. 

“Spc. 5. That the stamp taxes described and provided for and imposed by 
the act hereby amended in Schedule A of said act are hereby repealed. 

“Sec. 6. That the taxes upon medicinal proprietary articles and prepara- 
tions, and upon perfumery and cosmetics, and other similar articles imposed 
by Schedule B, and provided for in section 25 of the act hereby amended, are 
hereby repealed 

“Src. 7. That the tax of 10 cents per pound upon tea, when imported from 
foreign countries, imposed by section 50 of the act hereby amended, is hereby 
repealed. 

‘*Src. 8 That all provisions of the act of June 13, 1898, inconsistent with the 
provisions of the present act, are hereby repealed, otherwise the provisions 
of said act are to remain in full force and effect. 

“Seo. § That this act shall take effect on the day of its passage.” 

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, the substitute which I offer will re- 
duce the revenue from war taxes about $68,000,000. We haveinthe 
Treasury at present $138,000,000in round numbers, and this amend- 
ment will leave nearly $10,000,000 additional to be collected under 
the war-revenue act, making a total of $178,000,000, which will be 
much more than sufficient for the increased expenditures of the 
Government at the present time. In my judgment we ought to 
expend the whole of this surplus. Its retention is dangerous to 
the business of the country, which demands the release of this sur- 
plus in accordance with the promise on the floor of this House. I 
repeat, that this surplus ought to be returned tothe people. They 
are now suffering because of the absorption of this vast sum of 
money hy the Federal Treasury. This surplus, locked in the 
Treasury, alone reduces the money in circulation about $4 per 
capita. It is not fair to say that we have $27 per capita in circu- 
lation when $4 of it is in the Treasury. Every commercial com- 
munity in this country feels the effect of this withdrawal to-day 
of money from circulation. 1 appeal to this House to return to 
the people this money which is drawn from their business at a 
time when the United States has no immediate need for it. 

The reduction proposed by this substitute bill will amount to 
$13,832.715.25 on beer, $8,816,833.60 on tobacco, $3,189,764.14 on 
cigars, $1,320,394.72 on cigarettes. Under Schedule A the reduc- 
tion will be $36,416,082.11; under Schedule B, $4,548,283.19. The 
reduction on dealers and manufacturers of tobacco and cigars will 
be $319,103.02. In exact figures, the total reduction would be 
$68, 443,176.03, and this I submit is only a fair reduction of the 
surplus revenue of the Government derived from war taxes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. FirzGERALD of Massa- 
chusetts, as follows: 

Amend by striking out so much of Schedule B as relates to taxation of 
sparkling and other wines. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iraise a point of order upon that amendment, 
AsI heard the amendment of the gentleman from New York, to 
which this is offered as an amendment, it did not propose to 
amend Schedule B in any way, but to strike it out. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I submit that the sub- 
stitute can be amended at any point. 

a sighed I offered my proposition as a substitute for the 
whole bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. But that would not authorize the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly it would, if 
the substitute is capable of being amended at all. If thereshould 
be any trouble on this point, 1 will offer my proposition as an 
amendment to the bill. If no point of order was raised against 
this substitute, certainly no point of order can be raised now 
against any amendment which may be presented, and I would 
suggest to the Chair that inasmuch as no objection was offered to 
the presentation of the substitute, none could be made to the 
amendment I have proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is not satisfied as to whether the 
amendment is germane, and wishes to examine the provision to 
which it applies before giving a decision. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, It relates to a war- 
revenue matter—a matter of taxation—and any substitute cover- 
ing the provisions of the same bill sought to be amended by the 
Committee on Ways and Means, it would seem, is capable of 
being amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 6 of the substitute reads as follows: 

Sec.6. That the taxes upon medicinal yee orietary articlesand preparations, 
and upon perfumes and cosmetics, and other similar articles, imposed by 
Schedule B, and provided for in section 25 of the act hereby amended, are 
hereby repealed. 

Here is a proposition offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to repeal an additional clause of Schedule B of the bill, and 
the Chair thinks it is germane. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
the pending substitute and all amendments thereto be closed in 
two minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have 
the floor. I question the right of the gentleman to make the mo- 
tion atthistime. TheChair recognized me, and I decline to yield to 
the gentleman from New York for the purpose of making a motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has the floor for the purpose of discussion, 

It is moved that all debate—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Permit the Chair first to state the question 
before the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is moved that all debate upon the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from New York and the amend- 
ment thereto proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts pe 
closed in two minutes, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry upon that point. Will the Chair enlighten 
the House as to how the gentleman from New York can make 
the motion at this time, when the amendment that I offered is 
pending and I was recognized to offer it? I certainly have not 
given up my right to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts was 
not recognized for the purpose of debate. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. But I offered the amend- 
ment, was recognized by the Chair, and can not see how it can be 
taken away from me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield the two minutes to the gentleman if 
the time is fixed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, which has been stated. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I take 
the floor in my own right, for I do not wish to take the time of 
the gentleman from New York. Iam entitled to the floor in my 
own time, and I intend to avail myself of my rightsin this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for two min- 
utes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. If the House is to be 
consistent in the matter of taxation, the tax should be removed 
on sparkling and other wines, as has been the case with propri- 
etary medicines and other articles of that kind. Wineis an inno- 
cent drink. It is used as a tonic and stimulant by hundreds of 
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thousands of people in this country. It is bottled by hundreds of 
persons throughout the U nited States. Many grocers and wine 
merchants throughout the country buy wine in bulk and bottle 
it, just as men who are engaged in proprietary medicines, deal- 
ing as apothecaries or druggists, put up their own specifics and 
sell them to the trade throughout the country. There seems no 
justice in retaining a tax of 1 cent a bottle on pints and 2 cents a 
bettle on all larger packages when the tax is removed from all 
articles of like nature. 

It seems to me unfair to discriminate against a legitimate in- 
dustry. This business is engaged in by men who are pursuing a 
legitimate industry, and I can not see why they should be com- 
pelled to submit to this unjust and unnecessary burden. 

Let us be fair about this matter. 

The manufacture and sale of wine is a legitimate business, and 
the men who deal in this product are as much entitled to justice 
and fair play from the Government as the men engaged in any 
other business. 

I hope the House will vote to repeal this tax. I hope the Re- 
publican party in this House, who are in the great majority upon 
this floor, will give the men in this business the same relief from 
war taxation that has been accorded many other industries in this 
bill. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that the telegram I hold in my hand, from California, regard- 
ing the tax on wines, be read. 

Mr. PAYNE, Oh, no; let it be printed in the REcoRD. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Allright; 1 have no objections to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp the telegram to which he has referred. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The telegram is as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., December 14, 1900. 
Hon. 8. D. Woops, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Please do all you can with Ways and Means Committee to get a stamp tax 
taken from bottle wines. It now amounts to 10 cents per gallon, or nearly 
the first cost of the wine itself, and is a serious impediment to the industry 
without corresponding benefit to revenue. 

FRANK A. WEST. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

The amendment to the substitute was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question nowrecurs upon the adoption 
of the substitute offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes had it. 

Mr. SULZER (from his seat) demanded a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman has arisen to ask for a divi- 
sion. The noes have it, and the substitute is rejected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the Chair, Mr. Hepsurn, Chairman 


of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, | 


reported that the committee had had under consideration the bill 


(H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide ways | 


and means to meet war expenditures, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 13, 1898, and to reduce taxation thereunder, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with sun- 
dry amendments, and with the recommendation that as amended 
the bill do pass. ; : 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the billand amendments to final passage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment? 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand a separate vote upon the amendment 
in reference to the tax upon express and freight packages. 

The SPEAKER, 
amendment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand a separate vote on the amend- 
mentoffered by the gentleman from Vermont, adopted thismorning. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment? If not, action upon the two amendments referred 
to will be postponed, and a vote taken on the others in gross. 

The other amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the first of the 
amendments on which a separate vote was demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out inline 17, page 15, all after the word “freight *’ to and including 
line 13 on page 16, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Express and freight: It shall be the duty of every railroad or steamboat 
company, carrier, express company, or corporation, or person whose occupa 
pation is to act as such, to make within the first fifteen days of each montn a 
sworn statement to the collector of internal revenue in each of their respec- 
tive districts, stating the number of shipments received for carriage and 
transportation, whether in bulk or in boxes, bales, packages, bundles, or not 
so inclosed or included, for which any charge whatsoever has been made, 
and for each of such shipments received for carriage and transportation the 
said railroad or steamboat company, carrier, express company, or corpora- 


Is a separate vote demanded upon any amend- | 


Is a separate vote demanded on any other | 


Is a separate vote demanded upon any other | 


| Bot 
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tion, or person whose occupation it is to act as such, shall pay a tax of 1 cent: 
Provided, That but one payment of said tax shall be required on bundles or 
packages of newspapers when inclosed in one general bundle at the time of 


shipment.” 


The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker an- 

nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded a division. 
Before the result of the division was announced, 
Mr. FOX demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. 


amendment. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
The SPEAKER. 


I object. 
The amendment hasalready been reported. 


Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 140, 


answered ‘“ present” 4, not voting 88; as follows: 
YEAS—1%4. 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Atwater, 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
trantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
sroussard, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Clark, Mo 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Coons y; 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 
Crowley, 
Cushman, 
Davey, 

Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 


Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 


Babcock, 








hop, 
itell 


Ri 
Tit. 


| Bowersock, 





Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
apron, 
Sochrane, N. Y. 
‘onner, 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘ousins, 
Cromer, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 


nae 


| Curtis, 


Dalzell, 
Dayton, 
Dick, 
Driggs. 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 


Bailey, Kans. 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Allen, Miss. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Baker, 

Ball, 
Barber, 
Berry, 
Boreing, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burton, 
Campbell, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chanler, 
Clarke, N. HL 


Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 
Finley, 
Fleming, 
Fordne Vy 
Fox, 
Gaines, 
Gilbert 
Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 


Hay, 


Henry, Miss. 


Henry, Tex. 
Howard, 
Jack, 

Jett, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va 


Jones, Wash. 


King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lentz, 
Lester, 
Lewis, 


Emerson, 
Esch, 
Faris, 


tzgerald, Mass. 
tzgerald, N. Y. 


Fi 

Fi 
Fletcher, 
Foss, 
Foster, 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, N 
Gibson, 


Gillet, N. Y. 


Gillett, Mass. 


Glynn, 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Haugen, 
Hawley, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 


Henry, Conn. 


Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hull, 
Kerr, Md. 
Ketcham, 
Knox, 


ANSWERED 


Gaston, 


NAYS 


Little, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
MeCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Meekison, 
Metcalf 
Meyer, La 
Miers, Ind. 
Minor, 
Moon, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Newland 
Norton, Ohio 
Norton, 8. C. 
Otey,. 
Phillips, 
Polk, 

Ransdell, 

Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richards 
Ridgely, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
140. 

Lacey, 
Landis, 

Levy, 
Linney, 
Littletield, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 

Ly brand, 
MeCall, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
Mann, 

Marsh, 

May, 

Mercer, 
Miller, 
Mondell. 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morrell, 
Naphen, 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Payne, 

Pear e Mo. 
Pearson, 
Powers, 
Prince, 

Pugh 

Ray, N. Y. 


‘“*PRESENT "—4. 


Jenkins, 


NOT VOTING—3S& 


Connell, 
Corli s, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, 


Davenport, 8. 
Davenport, 8. 


Davidson, 
Denny, 
Dovener, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Freer, 


Gardner, Mich. 


Gayle, 
Gill, 
Gordon, 


Greene, Mass. 


Griffith, 
Grow, 
Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Joy, 


Kahn, 


Kerr, Ohio 
Lane, 
Lawrence, 
Littauer, 
Lorimer, 
McAleer, 
McDermott, 
Mahon, 
Mesick, 
Morgan, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Muller, 
Noonan, 
Parker, N. J. 
Pearre, 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Quarles, 
Riordan, 
Robertson, La. 
Scudder, 
Shaw, 


n, Tenn. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

Slayden, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Snodgrass, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex, 
Stokes, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Terry, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tongue, 
Turner, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wheek r, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 


Zenor. 


Reeder, 
Reeve s, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Ryan, N. Be 
Shattuc, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Smith, M1. 
Smith, Iowa 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth, 
Wise, 

Young. 


Rucker, 


Shelden, 
Small, 

Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Sprague, 
Stallings, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Thomas, lowa 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Underhill, 
Wachter, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
White 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilsen, S. C. 
Wright, 


Ziegler. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. DayTon with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, for the balance of 
the session. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. LANE with Mr. CHANLER. 

Mr. FREER with Mr. CusSACcK. 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. BaiLry of Kansas. 

Mr. Suaw with Mr. Norton of South Carolina, 

Mr. Brosivus with Mr. ZIEGLER. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. McALEER. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. Noonan. 

Mr. Mesick with Mr. BatLey of Texas. 

Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. GasTon, 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. SCUDDER. 

For this day: 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr, QUARLES. 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. BoOREING with Mr. FITzPpaTRICK,. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. BARBER, 

Mr. BouTELLeE of Maine with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. GorpDon. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. UNDERHILL, 

Mr. LirTaAvER with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. McDERMOTT. 

Mr. WricutT with Mr. HALL. 
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with the instructions contained in the paper which I send to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the instructions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 12394 be recommitted to the Committee on 
Ways and Means with instructions to forthwith report a bill reducing the 
revenues under the war-revenue act at least the sum of $70,000,000, the taxes 
remaining to be so apportioned as to more equally and pny distribute the 
taxes and to remove them from the articles most nearly the necessaries of 
life and which enter most generally into consumption. The committee will 
also include in the bill a provision so framed as to accomplish the just ends 
of an income tax and yet escape the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the cases growing out of the Wilson tariff law. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr.Speaker, on that I move the op Alger question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think a point of order would lie against that, 
because it requires the committee to report a bill with an income 
tax that would escape the decision of the Supreme Court—that is, 
to require an oe 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
of instructions offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 157, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 65; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 











<a ae Ter ene” ” 

























































































































































































































































































































































































The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The bill was read the third time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


I move to recommit the bill 





Jenkins, 


ANSWERED ‘ 


Rucker, 


‘PRESENT”—2& 


Swanson. 


Mr. Grow with Mr. Grurerru, — ta 8 6ie Bye Ny 
Mr. 8, A. Davenport with Mr. MULLER. Atwater, Dougherty, Little. Ryan. Pa. 
Mr. Kerr of Ohio with Mr, Spicut. Ball, Driggs, Livingston, Salmon, 
Mr. Loimen with Mr. SWANSON, ee eee GS 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Prercr of Tennessee. Bell, Fitzgerald, Mass. MeCulloch, Sheppard, 
Mr. MorGAN with Mr. RIoRDAN. Bellamy, Fitzgerald, N. Y. McDowell, Sims, 
Ip — TIT SON Ss ‘g ina. 3enton, ‘eming, McLain, Slayden, 
: Mr. : wy with Mr. WILson of South Carolina Branticy, Soster, McRae. Smith. Ky. 
Ont a8 ill: : e Breazeale, Fox, Maddox, Snodgrass, 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL. Brenner, Gaines, May, Sparkman, 
; Mr. Joy with Mr. RUCKER. omnee oan mg ees . 
Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. WILson of New York | puricson, ya Micrs Ind. on gd ae 
' Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. RosBertson of Louisiana. Burnett. Green, Pa. Moon, Sulzer, 
} On this vote: Caldwell, Griggs, Naphen, Sutherland, 
3 * ae . ieee Carmack, Hay, Neville, Talbert, 
' Mr. Baker with Mr. Dav IDSON. . Clark, Mo. Henry, Miss. Newlands, Tate, 
: Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. CARMACK, Clayton, Ala. Henry, Tex. Norton, Ohio Taylor, Ala. 
; Mr. BurtoN with Mr. BALL. a 7 Y. Howard, Norton, 8. C. Terry. 
. ' rer cart : , , ochran, Mo. Jett, ey, ayer, 
Mr. Ag HESON w ith Mr, SPARKMAN. se Cooney, Johnston, Polk, Thomas, N. C, 
Mr. Capron with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Cooper, Tex. Jones. Va. Ransdell, Turner, 
Mr. DoVENER with Mr. GAYLE. Cowherd, Bing. Bhea, Ky. yes weet, 
bf r ieeladniabes : oa aetna Jox, itchin, thea, Va. Yandiver, 
Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Crowley, Kleberg, Siestince Als, Shae. 
; d! : : Cummings, Kluttz, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, J. R. 
' The SPEAKER. The question nowison the amendment offered | Davenport, S. W. Lamb, Ridgely, Williams, W. E. 
' by the gentleman from Vermont, which the Clerk will read. Davey, Lanham, Rixey, Williams, Miss. 
; > : ’ Davis, Lassiter, Robb, Wilson, &. C. 
‘ The Clerk read as follows: De Armond, : pane, Sopiee mn, ind. Zenor. 
De Graffenreid, wentz, tobinson, Nebr. 
; Insert in line 14, page 17, and in line 11, page 20, after the word “art,” the ———e z N AYA ca —s 
g following: “And provided further, That the provisions of this act and of the . oe en 
Bt act hereby ameaied shall not be held to apply toany estate where the testator | Acheson, Dick, Knox, Ray, N. Y. 
i or intestate died before June 13, 1898.” Aldrich, Dovener, Lacey, Reeder, 
2 y i 2 Alexander, Driscoll, Landis, Reeves, 
; ; Mr. POWERS. A parliamentary inquiry. This amendment | Allen, Me. Eddy, Lawrence, Roberts, 
' was accepted by the Committeeon Ways and Means, and no notice | Babcock. enereon, saga omen Sere, 
i ; was given that a separate vote would be called for. Myinquiry | parham. Faris. Loud,” Shattuc, 
| 2: is if that is not necessary before a separate vote could be had? Barney. Fletoher, Loudenslager, Shelden, 
“a ™ 7 7 Sneak ‘ > ¢ Bartholdt, Fordney, sovering, Sherman, 
ve Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. I can not eis. ee riweed Showalter, 
: hear what the gentleman says. : Bishop, Fowier, McCall. Sibley, 
; The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont makes the par- | Boutell, Ml. Gamble, i. McCleary, Smith, nl. 
X i. ~mtawer % a | ; r¢ » Bowersock, Gardner, Mich. Mann, Smith, Iowa, 
t} liamentary inquiry if the fact that this amendment was accepted oe aa aT ae Smith’ Sarnel W. 
F-| by or agreed to by the ( ommittee on Ways and Means or the Bromwell, Gibson, Mercer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
chairman in charge of the bill, and that no notice of a separate | Brown, Gill. is Metcalf, Southard, 
7, vas given i j le, w c se | Brownlow, Gillett, Mass. Miller, Spalding, 
vote was given in the Committee of the Whole, would not make rownlew aie wee oor ns 
it out of order to be considered now. The Chair does not know Burkett, Graff. Mondell. Steele. 
anything about what transpired in the Committee of the W hole Burleigh, Graham, Moody, Mass. Stevens, Minn. 
House on the state of the Union. except as reported by the Chair- | Burton, Grosvenor, Moody, Oreg. Stewart, N. Y. 
. . . ° ‘ 3utler, Grout, Morgan, Stewart, Wis. 
I ling iment, and in respect to that aseparate 
man. tisa pending ament nv, pec pare Calderhead, Hamilton, Morrell, Sulloway, 
vote may be demanded. Cannon, aang. ssn, qooney, ns 
"ha ; = . : Capron, awley, udd, ayler, Ohio 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the eee wv. Hesteole Toolinen rs haeail 
noes appeared to have it. Connell, Hedge, O'Grady, Tongue. 
Mr. PAYNE. Division. Conner, _ Hemenway, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 53. Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Otjen, Vreeland, 
. Corliss, Hepburn, Overstreet, Wadsworth, 
So the amendment was agreed to. , eae ol Hil, Racker. Pa: Wanaer. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third | Cromer, Hitt, ‘ Parker, N.J. Warner, 
i ill, Crump, Hoffecker ayne, eaver, 
reading of the bil . . Crumpacker, Hopkins, ; Pearce, Mo. Weymouth, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. Curtin. Howell, Pearson, Wise. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to move to recom- | Cushman, Hull, Pearre, Woods, 
mit the bill. Will the Chair entertain that motion now? pane, see ah —_ Young. 
The SPEAKER. After the third reading of the bill the Chair | payiason, Kerr. 44. Prince, 
will hear the gentleman. Dayton, Ketcham, Pugh, 


Oe ne 


ee 


ae 
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Adams, Cusack, Lorimer, Stallings, 
Allen, Miss. Davenport, 8. A. McAleer, Stewart, N. J 
Bailey, Tex. Fitzpatrick, McDermott, Thomas, lowa 
Baker, Freer, Mahon, Tompkins, 
Barber, Gayle, Mesick, Underhill, 
Berry, Gordon, Muller, Wachter, 
Boreing, Greene, Mass. Noonan, Waters, 
Boutelle, Me. Griffith, Pierce, Tenn. Watson, 
Bradley, Grow, uarles, Weeks, 
Brewer, Hall, iordan, White, 
Brosius, Joy, Robertson, La. Wilson, Idaho 
Brundidge, Kahn, Scudder, Wilson, N. Y. 
Bull, Kerr, Ohio Shaw, Wright, 
Campbell, Lane, Small, Ziegler. 
Catchings, Levy, Smith, H.C. 

Chanler, Linney, Spight, 

Clarke, N. H. Littauer, Sprague, 


So the resolution to recommit was not agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. Pierce of Tennessee. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, on a former roll call I voted | 
“aye,” but I find that I am paired with Mr. Lorimer of Illinois. 
If he were present, I would vote ‘‘aye” upon this roll call. I 
wish to be marked *‘ present.’’ 

The SPEAKER. he Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 

The Clerk called Mr, SwANson’s name, and he voted ‘‘ present,” | 
as above recorded. 

Mr. BREAZEALE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded on 
this vote. 1 was listening to my name, but did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called by the Clerk? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman did not hear it? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 

The Clerk called Mr. BREAZEALE’s name, and he voted ‘ yea,” 
as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a number of 
gentlemen failed to get an opportunity to speak on the bill that has 
just passed, and I ask unanimous consent that five days be given | 
for leave to print on the bill. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that general leave to print on the bill be given for 
fivedays. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 





PENSION LEGISLATION, 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a request of 
the House. Yesterday was the second Friday which should have 
been devoted to private pension bills under the order, but it was 
displaced by the revenue bill. Now, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that on Monday next, after such matters as may come up 
under suspension of the rules have been disposed of, the special 
order which had reference to the transaction of business on Friday 
last be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that Monday next, after matters to be passed 
under suspension of the rules are disposed of, may be set aside for 
the consideration of private pension bills. 

Mr. LANHAM, I did not understand what the request was, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. That after matters under the suspension of 
the rules on Monday next shall have been disposed of, pension leg- 
islation shall be in order. Is there objection? [After a pause. |} 
The Chair hears none. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the 
Union to consider House bill 12737, making appropriations for 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to consider House bill 12737, the pension 
ee bill. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
b> bag House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Capron in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
House bill 12737, 


Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Pending that, I desire to ask 
the gentleman if there is any new legislation in this bill. 

Mr. BARNEY. Nota word; it is a copy of the pension bill of 
last year in every respect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What amount does it carry? 

Mr. BARNEY. One hundred and forty-five million two hun- 
dred and forty-five thousand two hundred and thirty dollars—the 
same amount as the bill last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, the statement I have just made 
in reply to the gentleman from Tennessee { Mr. RicHAarpson]} is 
probably all the explanation that will be necessary in reference to 
this bill. It isin exact accordance with the Book of Estimates and 
is an exact copy of the pension appropriation bill which we passed 
last year. 

It carries, as I have already said, the sum of $145,245,230. By 
the statement of the Commissioner of Pensions before the sub- 
committee on pension appropriations it appears that for the fis- 
cal year 1900 there was a surplus of something like $5,000,000 and 
for the present year—the fiscal year 1901—his estimate was that 
there might be asmall surplus, but that the amount appropriated 


| would be about what we need. 


In anticipation of an increase in the Spanish war pension claims 
we have allowed the same amount for the fiscal year 1902 that we 
did for 1900 and 1901, and we are assured that this amount will 
cover all possible contingencies. 

Now, unless some questions are to be asked— 

Mr. RAY of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
this bill contains any provisions by way of new legislation? 

Mr. BARNEY. Not one. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Nothing changing existing law? 

Mr. BARNEY. Nothing changing existing law in the least. 
The bill as I have stated is an exact copy of the pension appropria- 
tion bill which was passed one year ago. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would liketo ask one question. What was 
the estimate of the gentleman’s committee in connection with the 
Spanish-American war? 

Mr. BARNEY. It appears that for the Spanish-American war 
there were allowed, during the year 1899, 299 pensions; during the 
year 1900, 1,755—that is, invalid pensions and pensions of widows 
and minors, all taken together. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And what was the estimate under this bill 
for such pensions? 

Mr. BARNEY. The Commissioner said that it was impossible 
for him to tell what would be the amount required, but that there 
would be a considerable increase, because the applications for the 
last year amounted altogether to about 28,000, 

Mr. BINGHAM. In money, how much? 

Mr. BARNEY. Ican not at the present time give the exact 
figures; but the annual value of the Spanish war pensions is a 
little less than the annual value of the pensions for the war of the 
rebellion, so that it can be very easily estimated what the sum 
will be. 

Mr. BINGHAM, AsI understand, with the addition of all the 
claims growing out of the Spanish war, the committee provides 
the same increase of appropriation as in the current law. Now, I 
would like to know whether the pensions for the war of the re- 
bellion are increasing; and I would be giad to have the figures for 
those pensions. 

Mr. BARNEY. That is shown in the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions; and in his hearing before the committee he 
said the pensions growing out of the civil war are decreasing, but 
he anticipates that the increase growing out of the Spanish war 
for the fiscal year 1902 will about keep pace with the decrease on 
account of pensions of the civil war. So that the demands on the 
Treasury for pensions will remain about the same for the fiscal 
year 1902 as they were for 1901 and 1900. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Did I understand the gentleman 
as saying that in 1900, 28,000 soldiers of the Spanish war applied 
for pensions and that 8,000 of such claims are now unadjusted? 

Mr. BARNEY. I would not say that. They are not all unad- 
justed; but for the years 1899 and 1900 taken together there were, 
in round numbers, 28,000 claims. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That means the total number of 
applications? 

Mr. BARNEY. For both of those years together—15,560 for 
the fiscal year 1899 and 13,421 for the fiscal year 1900. 

‘ Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, And that covers down to what 
ime? 

Mr. BARNEY. Tothe end of the fiscal year 1900—June 30 last. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman kindly state 
again how many claims have been allowed growing out of tho 
Spanish war? 
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Mr. BARNEY. For the fiscal year 1899, 299; and for the fiscal 
year 1900, 1,755. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman any informa- 
tion which would explain why so many claims have not been acted 
uponr 

Mr. BARNEY. The gentleman must bear in mind the fact that 
the applications for pensions growing out of the Spanish war are 


all very recent, as compared with applications for pensions grow- | 


ing out of the civil war. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. WhatI very much fear is that 
the committee may not have provided sufficient money for the | 
proper adjustment of those Spanish war claims. Members are | 
constantly beset by soldiers who have applications pending. 

Mr. BARNEY. We had to take the judgment of the Commis- | 
sioner of Pensions. Of course, he knows, or ought to know, about 
how many pensions are likely to be allowed growing out of the 
civil war and the Spanish war. Of course, he can not state the 
number exactly, but he has made the best estimate he could, in 
view of what the Pension Office has been doing in the past year | 
and in view of the increase which appears in pensions growing 
out of the Spanish war and the decrease of pensions for the civil 
war. And he tells us that in his judgment $145,000,000, in round 
numbers, will cover the needs of the Department—$144,000,000 for 
pensions and the balance for expenses. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Was the gentleman’s attention 
calledspecially to the fact that there has been great delay in allow- 
ing pension claims for theSpanish war? Were any means adopted 
to correct this apparent evil? 

Mr. BARNEY. That is a matter which would not come ap- 
propriately within the jurisdiction of our committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is there any additional appro- 
priation to pay those claims? 

Mr. BARNEY. This bill simply covers appropriations for pen- 
sions and appropriations for medical pension examiners and pen- 


sionagents. The administrative expenses of the Pension Office | 


here in Washington come under the jurisdiction of the subcom 
mittee on legislative, executive, and judicial expenses, of which 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. BINGHAM] 
ischairman. This bill, of course, covers Spanish war pension 
claims as well as all pension claims, but properly makes no pro- | 
vision for the conduct of the Pension Bureau here in Washington. 

If no further questions are to be asked, then I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed and that the bill be read 
by paragraphs under the five-minute rule, 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committee now 
rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommitteeaccordingly rose; and theSpeaker having resumed | 
the chair, Mr. CAPRON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 12737—the pension appropriation bill—had directed 
him to report the same tothe House without amendment and with 
a favorable recommendation. 

On motion of Mr. BARNEY, the previous question was ordered | 
upon the bill to its passage; and under its operation the bill was | 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- | 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
just taken was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to | 
its appropriate committee as indicated below: 


S. R. 138. Joint resolution providing for the paving of certain | 


streets in the city of Washington—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 15, 


COMMITTEE RESIGNATION, 


_ The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing communication from a member of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1900. 

To the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Sir: I respectfully ask to be excused from serving as a member of the 
committee appointed under House resolution No. 307, passed December 11, 
1900, because of urgent business engagement which demand my presence in 


Illinois. 
Very respectfully, B. F. MARSH. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this resignation will be 
accepted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER named Mr. Dick to take the place of Mr. Marsu 
on the committee above referred to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DALZELL (at 3 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 


| follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 


| copy of a communication from the General Superintendent of the 


Life-Saving Service, submitting an amendment of the appropria- 
tion relating to life-saving exhibit at the Pan-American Exhibition 
at Buffalo—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


| of acommunication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
| an estimate of deficiency appropriation for construction and repair 


of vessels—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication trom the Secretary of the Interior submitting 


| an estimate of deficiency appropriation for the Geological Survey— 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
T. C. Culpeper, administrator of estate of Josiah Culpeper, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 


| to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the St. Lawrence River at the head of Long Sault Island—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Pasquotank River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 


| follows: 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 953) 


| to divide the State of West Virginia into two judicial districts, 
| reported the same with an amendment, accompanied by a report 


(No. 2028); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 


| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 971) to divide 


| Kentucky into two judicial districts, reported the same with 


NINTH REGIMENT PENNSYLVANIA INFANTRY. 


Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill of the House 
No. 8487. and ask the House to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8487) for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty and other 
members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Infantry. 

The Senate amendment was read, and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, a motion to | 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Spicut, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Pierce of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2029); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
| the state of the Union. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12332) for the erection 
of a monument to Andrew Lewis, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2030); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1929) to pro- 
vide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of the Ba!- 
timoreand Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of Washington, 
D. C., and requiring said company to depress and elevate its 
tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and 
for other purposes, submitted the views of the minority (Report 
No. 2026, part 2); which said views were referred to the House 
Calendar. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. sion so Samuel A, Needham—to the Committee of Invalid 


: . Pensions 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from | Als “ 1. R. 12817) granti — Tohn H. Ever 
ene : : ae aksRn. ; : va. | Also, a bill (H. R. 12817) granting a pension to John H. Ever- 
eae meg the following titles; which were there | sole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, tats y 
a : ; wa , | Als .R. 12818) gre y & pens Jo 3. Lewis— 
A bill (H, R. 5601) to grant a pension to Annie F. Wilson, widow | ,,, te oa Invalid Stneieen — —_ ee 
of James E. Wilson, late first lieutenant, Fifth Regiment United | Also. a bill (H. R. 12819) granting a pension to Joshua H. Rey- 
States Infantry—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and | ~ in the Committee on Suuelid Pensions a ’ 4 
: z : ‘ . 7 . ias— ( , . € A De 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. to Melford W, Oxley. |__ BY Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H.R. 12820) to remove charge of de- 
A bill (i. BK, 116%9) granting @ pension to Metiord W. Oxiey— | sertion from Francis Brady—to the Committee on Military Af- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the ‘ 


‘ itte 2nsi fairs, 
Committee on Pensions, By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H.R. 12821) granting an increase of 


yensiO filli . Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS on oer ee . 
INTRODUCED. Also, a bill (H. R. 12822) to authorize the name of Elijah Button 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | to be placed on the retired list of the Navy as a pharmacist—to 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
follows: By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 12823) granting an increase of 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 12794) for a public building | pension to Alexander Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
at Fresno, Cal., and appropriating money therefor—to the Com- | sions, 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Also, a bill (H.R.12824) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. NAPHEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12795) to provide | Warner Bellus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
homes and employment for the homeless poor and make them self- Also, a bill (H. R. 12825) granting a pension to Salmon Hudson— 
sustaining home owners—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12796) to reimburse | Also, a bill (H. R. 12826) granting an increase of pension to 
detailed or assigned officers—to the Committee on War Claims. | Charles H. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12797) to amend section l40f | By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12827) granting an 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue for the Government | increase of pension to George W. Crumb—to the Committee on 
and to encourage the industries of the United States,” approved | Invalid Pensions. 

July 24, 1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 12828) 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 12835) for the diversion of the | for the relief of 8S. G. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Grand River, in Mesa and Garfield counties, Colo., and for other | sions. 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12829) granting a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12836) for the diversion of the Gunnison | pension to Charles M. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
River into the Uncompahgre Valley, Colorado, and for other pur- | sions. 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. Also, a bill (H. R. 12830) granting a pension to Laura J. Wing— 
et to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


> a eee _ . 7 _—— By Mr. STEWART of New York: A bill (H. R. 12831) granting 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. an increase of pension to James H. Flanagan—to the Committee 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | on Invalid Pensions. 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 3y Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 12832) granting an increaso 
follows: S ; : _ | of pension to Henry Forcht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 12798) for the relief of the heirs By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 12833) granting a pensiun to 
of James N. Kennett, deceased, of Pendleton County, Ky.—to the | William Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Committee on War Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R, 12834) granting a pension to Francis M. 
By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 12799) to remove the charge of | White—to the Committee on invalid Pensions, 
desertion from the military record of Eli Jones—to the Committee By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12837) for the 
on Military Affairs. relief of William D. Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 12800) for the 
relief of John H. Demund—to the Committee on Claims. ‘ ae ee 
By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12801) to pension Willis PETITIONS, EDC, 
Brady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 12802) grant- | were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as tollows: 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Leavell—to the Com- By the SPEAKER: Petition of G. W. Butterworth and 46 other 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, citizens of Radcliffe, lowa, favoring anti-polygamy amendment 
By Mr. FARIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 12803) granting an | to the Constitution—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 
increase of pension to Benjamin F. Johnson—to the Committee on | By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the General Assembly of the 











Invalid Pensions. — rs Presbyterian Church of the United States, favoring the exclusion 
By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 12804) to correct the military | of the liquor traffic in Africa—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
record of John W. Reser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12805) to remove. the charge of desertion from delphia, Pa., in favor of legislation transferring the present mint 
the military record of William Parmer—to the Committee on Mili- | building to the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Publia 


tary Affairs. P Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H.R. 12806) granting a pension to By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
Theodore F. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ;} ance Union of Middletown, Pa., against the sale of intoxicating 


By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12807) for the | liquors in our new possessions—to the Committee on Insular 
relief of James M. Stradling—to the Committee on Military | Affairs. 
Affairs. By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of George Sherman and 
By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R.12808) granting | other citizens of Kipp, Kans.,in favor of the anti-polygamy 
a pension to Sally Ann Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid | amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Ju- 





Pensions. | diciary. 
By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 12809) granting a pension to Wil-| By Mr. ELLIOTT: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
liam R. Schaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Charleston, 8. C., favoring the passage of House bill No. 1439, 


By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H.R.12810) granting a pension | amending the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
to Carlos Bombard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 12811) for the relief of Calvin J. By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
Cowles—to the Committee on Claims. Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against 

By Mr, LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12812) for the relief of W. H. | the stamp tax on sales of merchandise in the commercial exchanges 


Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | : of the country—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 12813) granting increase of | By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the 
pension to William Rea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Boston Associated Board of Trade, Boston, Mass., urging favor- 


By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 12814) to pension Lecia H. | able action upon the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Shaw—to the Committee on Pensions, and also advising the ratification of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty— 
By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12815) granting an | to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
increase of pension to Andrew Jarvis—to the Committee on In- | Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, for 
valid Pensions. | the repeal of the express and freight stamp tax—to the Committee 
By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12816) granting a pen- | on Ways and Means, 
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Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
urging the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to exchange gold coin for any other money coined by the 
United States whenever it may be necessary to do so—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill No. 5779, relating 
to appointments in the Government service—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of 47 citizens of the Second Congressional district 
of New York, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of D. M. Bothwell, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the 
repeal of the war revenue tax on tea—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Theodore F. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

3y Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Blanchard, Iowa, in favor of provision to prohibit the 
importation of intoxicating liquors into countries chiefly inhabited 
by native races—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McRAE: Affidavits to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Lecia H. Shaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Andrew Jarvis, of Spencer, Ind.—tothe Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Petition of Timothy B. Lehane, to 
accompany House bill No. 12638, granting him an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Prospect, Ohio, against the sale of intoxicating liquors in our new 
possessions—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Affidavits to accompany House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Knapp—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Salmon Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of Charles H. Wickham, 
to accompany House biil granting him a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of Julia Gailey, 
the heir of Hiram Gailey, deceased, late of Wayne County, Tenn., 
for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Rev. J. L. Leeper, 
of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of N. Rochester, cashier 
Third National Bank of Buffalo, N. Y., to reduce the war tax on 
bank capital and surplus—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of citizens of Butler, Pa., to 
accompany House bill granting a pension of $50 per month to 
Henry Forcht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Resolutions of Methodist, Baptist, and 
Presbyterian churches, and the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, of Angelica, N. Y., in favor of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Methodist, Baptist, and Presbyterian 
churches, and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of An- 
gelica, N. Y., against island saloons and canteens—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petitions of citizens of Tuscola and Normal, 
Ill., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Paper to accompany House 
bill for the relief of William D. Wilson—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, in favor of legislation transferring the present mint build- 
ing to the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Petition of W. A. Long and other citizens 
of Christian County, Mo., to accompany House bill granting a pen- 
sion to William Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





SENATE. 
MonpbDay, December 17, 1900, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ELECTORAL VOTE OF TEXAS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a certified 
copy of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
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Vice-President appointed in the State of Texas at the election 
held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8487) for the 
relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty and other members of the 
Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Infantry. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 5076) to provide for the appointment of an additional district 
judge in and for the northern judicial district of the State of 
Ohio. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate: 

A bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, and to reduce taxation there- 
under; and 

A bill (H. R. 12737) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 8487) for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty 
— other members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania In- 

antry; 

" bill (H. R. 10834) granting a pension to Michael Dempsey; 
ant 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 281) to pay the officers and em- 
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec- 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1900, on the 20th day of 
said month. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. VEST presented a petition of sundry business firms of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on hides; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Negaunee; of the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of St. Louis; of the congregations of 
the Immanuel Presbyterian and the First Presbyterian churches, 
of Detroit, Ypsilanti, Jackson, and Adrian; of the Woman’s Home 
and Foreign Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of 
Decatur; of sundry citizens of Buchanan and Detroit; of the La- 
dies’ Aid Society of the Second Presbyterian Church of Detroit; 
of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Harbor Springs, and of the Woman’s Missionary So- 
ciety of the Second Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Detroit, all 
in the State of Michigan, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the a of the revenue tax onimported grain 
bags; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented seventy-one petitions of sundry citizens of 
California, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, 
regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry fruit growers of Califor- 
nia, praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Unity Post, No. 1, Department 
of California, Grand Army of the Republic, of Veterans’ Home, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation giving preference to 
veterans in the public service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of California, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of sundry business firms of 
Wisconsin, praying for a reduction of the revenue tax on beer; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Grand Rapids, Madi- 
son, and Waukesha, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the 
enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the re- 
peal of the war-revenue tax on merchandise sold upon the com- 
mercial exchanges of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Honeycreek Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Honeycreek, Wis,, praying for 
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the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating | erans in the public service; which was referred to the Committee 
liquors in all the island possessions of the United States; which | on Military Affairs. 


was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented a petition of the presbytery of the Welsh Cal- 
vinistic Methodists of the Second district of Wisconsin, and a pe- 


tition of the congregation of the Methodist Church of Delavan, | 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale | 


of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of 23 citizens of Brewster, 
Minn., and a memorial of sundry citizens of New Ulm, Minn., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcel-post bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 3311) 


on Patents. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Savan- 
nah, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made to provide a 
channel through Skidaway Narrows, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Georgia Dairymen’s Associa- 
tion, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regu- 
lating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present the petition of Mr. David Lubin, of 
New York, in behalf of the State granges of California, Oregon, 
Illinois, Washington, Missouri, Virginia, and Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the ship-subsidy bill now 
pending in the Senate so as to give protection to agricultural 
staples by placinga bounty on exports. The petition is brief, and 
inasmuch as it will attract considerable attention, owing to its 
author, I move that it be printed as a document and that it lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the New England Drug Ex- 
change, praying for the repeal of the revenue-stamp tax upon pro- 
prietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Fall 
River, Mass., praying for the enactment of the so-called ship- 
subsidy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lynnfield Center, Mass., praying for the adop 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Leicester, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the importation and sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the insular possessions of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Ladies’ Society and Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Covert, of the Sons of Temper- 
ance of Neponset, of the congregations of the First Baptist and 
the Methodist Episcopal churches of Greenfield, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Fall River, of sundry churches 
and religious organizations of Ware, and of the congregation of 
the Village Church of Cummington, all in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Commercial Ex- 
change of Des Moines, lowa, praying for the establishment of a 
national park on the Leech Lake Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. R. Vance and sundry other 
citizens of Armstrong, Iowa, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry life insurance companies 
of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the repeal of the revenue-stamp 
tax on insurance policies; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry clerks employed in the 
post-office at Fort Dodge, Iowa, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the reclassification of clerks in the railway 
postal service and also to limit the hours of daily labor of work- 
men, mechanics, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ Association 
of Des Moines, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called parcel-post bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of James C. Taylor Post, No. 165, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic of Algona, Iowa, 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving preference to vet- 








He also presented a petition of 200 veterans of the civil war, pray- 
ing for the passage of a graded service pension bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Grant City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
parcel-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on hides; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Sparta, Wis., praying for the enactment of 


| legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post 
for the relief of Edwin Bell; which were referred to the Committee 


exchange, canteen, or transport, or upon any premises used for 
military purposes by the United States; which was referred to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the teachers and stu- 
dents of the Lucy Webb Hayes National Training School, of the 
city of Washington, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Boyle, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, reg- 
ulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Marquette, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens, and alsoin all the island possessions of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of sundry keepers of life- 
saving stations in Oregon, praying that their pay be increased to 
$100 per month; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Mich- 
igan, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regu- 
lating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. THURSTON presented petitions of 25 banking firms of 
Nebraska, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax levied upon 
the capital of banks; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of John Merrill Post, Depart- 
ment of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Richmond, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving preference to vet- 
erans in the public service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTER, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5048) to confirm in trust to the 
city of Albuquerque, in the Territory of New Mexico, the town of 
Albuquerque grant, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11213) for relief of occupants of lands 
included in the Algodones grant, in Arizona, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

SETTLERS ON CEDED INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5141) extending the pro- 
visions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to homestead settlers on the ceded Indian reservation in Minne- 
sota, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its 
immediate consideration, 

The Secretary read the bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota for the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hear the bill exp!ained by 
the Senator from Minnesota, 

Mr. NELSON, It is simply a bill allowing homestead settlers 
on the Indian reservation in Minnesota to commute their home- 
steads as in other cases; that is all. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. How is it with the other reservations? 

Mr. NELSON, In the case of nearly all the other reservations 
they have that right under existing law—under the general home- 
stead law. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the bill extend the priwilege to the 
homesteaders in Minnesota under the old law—that is, after six 
months’ residence? 
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Mr. NELSON. Itis fourteen months’ residence by the existing 
law, and then they have to pay for the land. The bill simply ap- 
plies to commutation privileges under the general homestead law. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know how it came that 
that reservation was not included in the general law heretofore. 

Mr. NELSON. In the law that originally opened the reserva- 
tion no provision was made for commutation. The settlers were 
required to live there five years and to pay a dollar and a quarter 
anacre. Atthe last session we relieved them by a free-homestead 
law. Now, this is to allow the settlers to commute, and if they 
commute the money goes to the United States and tothe Indians, 
and is that much paid to the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to insert the words ‘‘and Montana” 
after the word ** Minnesota,” in line 7. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to present an amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Montana explain the necessity for his amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 move to insert the words ‘‘ and Nebraska” after 
** Montana.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
moves to amend the amendment offered by the Senator from Mon- 
tana by inserting after it the words ‘‘and Nebraska.” The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think that if we are going to insert 
particular States, the bill ought to be made to apply to all States. 
1 understood the Senatcr from Minnesota this morning in com- 
mittee to say that all other reservations had been cared for, and 
he desired to look after the reservation in Minnesota. Now. it 
appears that there are reservations in other States to which the 
provision of existing law does not apply. I think the bill ought 
to cover all States where there are Indian reservations. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say, Mr. President, that under the 
laws opening several of the reservations the general right of com 
muting homesteads was not given. We passed at the last session 
of Congress what is known as the free homestead bill, by which 
ell settiers were allowed to get the lands free, without paying for 
them, and the Government was to reimburse the Indians. 
the general homestead law all homesteaders, after residing four- 


vas considered as in Commit- 
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Minnesota is entirely right about this matter. At the time this 
reservation was opened up the Great Sioux Reservation was also 
opened up in South Dakota, and in both cases the law provided 
that title could only be acquired by five years’ residence. As far 
as the Great Sioux Reservation is concerned, several years ago Con- 
gress passed a bill which I introduced providing just what the 
Senator wishes to have accomplished in this bill with regard to the 
Chippewa Reservation. For several years the settlers in South 
Dakota on the Great Sioux Reservation have been allowed to com- 
mute their entries after fourteen months’ residence. 

The only question which arose in my mind in regard to the bill 
was whether it did not confer the privilege on the Minnesota set- 
tlers of commuting after six months’ residence, which was con- 
trary to the provisions of the present law as to public lands 
generally; but, as I understand it, the bill simply extends the 
commutation privilege as amended by the act of 1891 and allows, 
after fourteen months’ residence, the right to pay for the land. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not think the reservations in Mon- 
tana or Nebraska or North Dakota have any such restrictions. 
In my opinion all those people can commute their entries. I know 





| that is true with regard to North Dakota and South Dakota. 


Therefore Ido not care to amend the bill so as to embrace my 


| State within its provisions, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the fact is that the commuta- 
tion right does not exist with reference to the ceded portions of 
reservations in the State of Montana which have been ceded within 
the last ten or twelve years. The entire northern part of the 
State known as the Blackfeet Reservation was ceded with a spe- 
cial restriction as to commutation. 

Ido not wish to delay the passage of this bill, but I suggest to 
the Senator from Minnesota that instead of the words ‘‘ Chippewa 
Indian Reservation in Minnesota,” the words ‘‘on all lands ceded 
by Indians to the Government” be inserted, so that the bill will be 
general in its application rather than special. 

There is much confusion, Mr. President, in the administration 
of the land laws incident to a great variety of lawsin the same 
State or in a number of States of the Union. This commutation 
privilege may extend in one county of the State of Montana, and 
it may not extend in another county in the State. The land offi- 


' cers find it difficult to administer the law at all times when the 


Under | 


teen months on the land, can commute; that is, instead of living | 
there five years, they can pay cash for the land and get their | 


patents. 


The bill is intended to allow the settlers on this reservation to | 


commute like other homestead settlers, and it is to the great 
financial advantage of the Government, because when they com- 


mute they pay the cash, and that reimburses the Government to | 


that extent and helps to relieve it of the burden we assumed by 
the free homestead act passed last spring. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say further, if the Senator will allow 
me, that most of the reservations to which the free-homestead law 
applied were in Oklahoma. Some were in Montana and some in 
South Dakota. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. And some in Idaho. 

Mr. NELSON. And some in Idaho. 
under the original law or under a supplementary law the settlers 
have been given the right to commute. In a few cases, that of 
Minnesota, and, I think, Montana, and perhaps Nebraska, the right 
of commuting their entries had not been given, and the object is 
simply to put those homestead settlers on a par with other set- 
tlers. This will redound to the financial advantage of the Gov- 
ernment, because in every case where there is commutation the 
Government gets that much money to reimburse itself under the 
free-homestead law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from South 
Dakota will pardon the Chair for one moment, the Chair calls the 
attention of Senators to the fact that in line 7 the bill is limited 
to the lands of the Chippewa Indian Reservation in Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish Senators would allow the bill to go 
through, and then bring in other bills for their respective States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the bill had 
better be read to the Senate again. The Senate was in confusion 
when it was read. The Secretary will, with the permission of the 
Senator from South Dakota, again read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., T! 


1at the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Stat 
utes of the United States, allowing homestead settlers to commute their said 
entries, be, and the same are hereby, extended to the homestead settlers on | 
the ceded lands of the Chippewa Indian Reservation in Minnesota under the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved January 14, 1889, and acts supple 
mental thereto: Provided, That the money paid in for said commutations 





shall be distributed in accordance with th 
approved January 14, 1589 

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 


» provisions of said act of Congress 


Mr. President, I think the Senator from 





| 


laws are uniform. When they are conflicting and local in appli- 
cation the confusion is increased, and, of course, the difficulty of 
administration is greatly increased. 

I suggest that instead of mentioning Minnesota we strike out 
the words ‘‘ Chippewa Reservation in Minnesota ” and insert ‘‘ all 
Indian lands ceded to the United States.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I move also to amend the bill by 
inserting the word ‘‘all” after the word ‘‘on,” in line 6, and 
striking out, in line 7, the words ‘‘the Chippewa,” changing the 
word ‘reservation ” to ‘‘ reservations,” and striking out the words 
‘*in Minnesota.” 

Mr. TELLER. Let the bill beread as proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTER] is to insert the words 


| ‘and Montana,” to which the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. At- 


In most of those cases | 


| and other States. 


LEN] offered an amendment, adding the words ‘‘and Nebras*a.” 
That is the pending amendment. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska withdraw his first amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. I offer these additional amendments. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota has 
thoroughly considered this bill, and he had it considered by the 
Committee on Public Lands. There is no objection to it what- 
ever as it came from that committee, and it seems to me that it 
would be better to pass the bill as it was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. If Senators havein their States lands in 
a like situation, they can have the bills considered by that com- 
mittee, and there will be no difficulty about it. But to undertake 
to amend this bill on the floor of the Senate, without knowing to 
what extent it would go or what effect it would have, it seems to 
me is not the proper course to pursue. 

[ hope the amendments will not be adopted and that the bill will 
be passed as reported from the Committee on Public Lands. If 
there are other States that have lands in like situation, the com- 
mittee will report those bills and the Senate will pass them. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I certainly can not agree with the 
Senator from Arkansas, much as I would like todoso, The bill 
affects lands in various States—in Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, 
It is not a very complicated bill. It is not the 
work of more than a moment or two to perfect it and make it to 
include every State and Territory in the Union. I do not under- 


| stand why it should not be open to amendment the same as other 


bills and be made applicable to every State where a similar condi- 
tion exists. The striking out of a word or two in the bill will 


| make it applicable to the entire United States. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, 


May I ask a question? 


Will the Senator's amendment 
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make it applicable to future ceded Indian reservations as well as 
to those that have already been ceded? What will the effect of it 
be? Will it be prospective? 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not answer that, because I have not looked 
at the bill far enough to know; but the amendment that I offer 
does not change the substance of the bill in that respect; it simply 


changes the territory to which itextends. It enlarges it, but does | 


not change the general drift and meaning of the text of the bill. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH., I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that he withdraw his amendments and accept the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Montana, which makes the bill gen- 
eral, so that there can be no exception of any reservation. 
Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say to the Senator from North Dakota 
that if he will look at the bill he will see that the amendment last 


offered by me is necessary to make it general. The bill speaks of 


the Chippewa Reservation in the State of Minnesota, and I move 
to strike that out. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the last amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment. The Chair supposes that, as it is entirely 
inconsistent with the amendment inserting the words ‘“‘ and Ne- 
braska,” the Senator withdraws that amendment and offers this 
one instead, 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; I do not, because the words ‘‘ Chippewa 
Reservation in the State of Minnesota” limit the operation of the 
bill, and the word ‘‘ Minnesota” must go out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment which will be read to the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the word ‘‘on,” insert the 
word ‘‘ail;” in line 7 strike out the word ‘‘Chippewa;” in the 
same line change the word ‘‘reservation” so that it will read 
. nes and strike out the words ‘‘in Minnesota” that 
ollow. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now let the bill be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. So that as amended it will read: 


That the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, allowing homestead settlers to commute their said entries, be, and 
the same are hereby, extended to the homestead settlers on all the ceded lands 
of the Indian reservations under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved, and so forth. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement 
with reference to these amendments. I do not think the amend- 
ments ought to be incorporated in the bill, for the reason that 
in the opening of many of the reservations different laws were 
passed. In some cases the Government paid the Indians a lump 
sum and then provided for reimbursing the Government by means 
of charging the homesteaders a certain price for the land. In the 
case of the reservations in Minnesota the Government advanced 
no money in the first instance; the lands were to be disposed of as 
homesteads, and as fast as the money was received it went to the 
Indians. 

Now, the bill would hardly apply to the other reservations, be- 
cause another provision of the bill provides that the money shall 
go to the Indians as under the original act, and that would not be 
germane and appropriate in the case of the other reservations. 

Mr. BERRY. That is right. 

Mr. NELSON. Therefore those matters ought not to be con- 
founded in this bill. It is very easy to prepare bills applying to 
those cases, and I presume there will be no objection tothem. I 
hope Senators will have the goodness to withdraw their amend- 
ments in this case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to ask if unanimous 
consent has been given for the consideration of this bill. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Unanimous consent has been 
given. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me that this matter is so com- 
plicated that it ought to be recommitted to the Committee on Pub- 
ic Lands for further consideration. 1 have been very diligently 

watching an opportunity to ask consideration for a bill that very 
vitally affects the people of the District of Columbia, but I have 
not had an opportunity to doso. A measure which iscontroverted 
as this is, and where there is so much misunderstanding, I believe 
ought to be sent to the committee, and let the committee settle the 
differences there. I do not care to make the motion, but it seems 
to me that that would be the proper way to dispose of the matter. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate does not understand even the bill it- 
self. If itis to be made a general bill, the committee ought to 
consider that subject and report it in that form. If it is to be 
changed by adding one State and another, the committee ought to 
consider that and give each State the same chance that the one 
State taken care of by the bill has. 

Therefore in that view, and agreeing with the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. It can be reported at any time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5213) granting an increase 
of pension to Cornelius Springer; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Cornelius Springer, of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, verified by his affidavit, together with the 
affidavits of Isaac Hearn, William J. Cahill, I. R. Gibson, and 
Drs. M. O. Biggs and S. J. Reynolds. I move that the bill and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL intreduced a bill (S. 5214) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to select from the brigadier-generals of 
volunteers two volunteer officers, without regard to age, and 
appoint them brigadier-generals, United States Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5215) granting a pension to Edward 
C. Spofford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5216) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Hart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (8. 5217) to refer the war claim of the estate of Carter B. 
Butler, deceased, to the Court of Claims: 

A bill (S. 5218) for the relief of the estate of William Fletcher, 
deceased; 

A bill (by request) (S. 5219) for the relief of Alexander Perry; 
and 

A bill (S. 5220) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin M. Yan- 
cey, deceased, 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 5221) granting a pension to 
Edigna Breidenbach; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5222) for the relief 
of George H. Hogan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5223) for the relief of the estate 
| of David M. Whitney, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 

and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 5224) granting an increase 
of pension to R.C. Brant; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
} 





sions, 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5225) granting a pension to Jerry Haggee; 

A bill (S. 5226) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Ford (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8.5227) granting an increase of pension to John Beck 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bili (S. 5228) for the relief of William 
Bowman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 5229) for the relief of Henry Can- 
ning; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5230) for the suppression of 
train robbery in the Territories of the United States and else- 
where, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5231) relating to the accounts of 
United States marsbals and clerks of the district courts of the Ter 
ritory of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5232) prescribing the qualifications, 
| pay, and manner of selecting juries in the district courts of the 
| Territory of New Mexico held for the trial of causes arising under 
| the Constitution and laws of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 5233) granting anincrease 
| of pension to Philetus M. Axtell; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

| He also introduced a bill (S. 5234) to provide for erecting for the 

| Department of Agriculture a laboratory building on reservation 
No. 2, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5235) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary R. Pike; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 5236) granting an 
increase of pension to Dennis Hannifin; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5237) granting a pension to 
Lovina J. Reeves; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5238) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to contract for the care, maintenance, and treatment of 
the insane of the Navy and Marine Corps on the Pacific coast at 
an asylum in the State of California; which was read twice by its 
title, with the accompanying letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He a!so introduced a bill (S. 5239) authorizing the President to 
appoint in the office of the Secretary of the Navy, Navy Depart- 
ment, an inspector of accounts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 5240) providing for the 
omen of rent of certain buildings at Fort Crook Military 
Reservation, in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5241) granting a pension to Ann E. 
Tillson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5242) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry D. Fulton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 5243) for the extension of Four- 
teenth street, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
~ title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 5244) to reincorporate and 
preserve all the corporate franchises and property rights of the 
de facto corporation known as the German Orphan Asylum Asso- 
ciation of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (8, 5245) for the relief of the 
estate of Henry Ingram, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 139) to 
provide a commission to consider certain improvements in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 140) for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde Dix; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Accompanying the joint resolution is a memorial, 
a statement from Dr. A. B. Richardson, superintendent of the St. 
Elizabeth or, and other papers. I move that the accompa- 
nying papers be printed as a document, and, with the joint res- 
olution, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (8, 2483) granting per diem pension service 
to honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of the Union 
Army in the civil war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment providing for the re- 
tention in the Government service of clerks who have served tem- 
porarily in the Department of State for two years, intended to be 
proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment to be proposed by him to 
the bill (5S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the military estab- 
lishment of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE OLEOMARGARINE BILL. 


Mr, PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the bill (H.R.3717) to make oleomargarine 
and other imitation dairy products subject to the laws of the State and Terri- 
tory into which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomarga- 
rine, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


MONTANA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, are reports of committees 
still in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been passed 
by. Without objection, the report will be received. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not wish to make a report, but I wish 
to ask the acting chairman of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 

nses whether or not he is prepared to report the resolution giv- 
ing the Committee on Privileges and Elections power to send for 
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persons and oe in the investigation of the credentials of Wil- 
iam A. Clark and Martin Maginnis, who are claimants for the 
vacant seat in the Senate from Montana. My colleague informed 
me on Saturday that a meeting of the committee would be called 
this morning, and I am anxious to know whether the committee 
is prepared to report that resolution, so that it may be acted on by 
the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state, Mr. President, in response to 
the interrogatory of my colleague, that as acting chairman of the 
committee, in the absence from the city of both the chairman and 
the clerk of the committee, I personally called a meeting of the com- 
mittee, which was held this morning. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. JoNES], the second member of the committee, had made 
a request that no action should be taken in his absence, and he 
was not present at the meeting this morning; in addition to which 
I received a letter from the chairman of the committee, raising 
some objections to the resolution. He is unavoidably detained in 
the city of New York, caring for a sick daughter. In view of all 
the circumstances, the three members of the committee who met 
concluded to postpone the matter until some future time, when 
another meeting of the committee will be called. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 will ask my colleague whether the com- 
mittee adjourned to meet at any particular time? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer that there was no time de- 
cided upon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, There was a quorum of the committee 
present? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There was. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senate has directed its Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to make this inquiry. The committee is 
unable to make the inguiry unless it has power to send for per- 
sons and papers. Mr. Maginnis and, for aught I know, Mr. 
William A, Clark stand at the door of the Senate asking admis- 
sion under these appointments. A resolution has come from the 
House of Representatives for a holiday recess, beginning on 
Friday. It seems to me that the Senate in justice to its own or- 
der should give the committee the powers which it asks for, or 
refuse to give those powers. 

I will ask my colleague whether the absent Senator, the chair- 
man of the committee, gives any reason why he is opposed to giv- 
ing these powers to the Committee on Privileges and Elections? 
If so, I wish he would state them to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before doing that, I feel bound to say that 
I think no just criticism can apply to the committee for a lack of 
promptitude in considering this matter. The resolution came to 
the committee on Saturday last. A meeting of the committee was 
held this morning. As to whether the committee will meet again 
to-morrow or the next day, I can not say. I shall consult with the 
other members of the committee in reference to that matter, and 
I will be guided largely by their opinions. 

My colleague inquires as to whether the chairman of the com- 
mittee gives any reason for his ae to the resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know of any right a Senator 
has to ask a member of a committee to make a report to the Sen- 
ate or what opinion any member of the committee may give for 
his action in committee. I have never heard of that being done 
before; and I do not believe it is a proper treatment of the absent 
Senator, the chairman of the committee, to call in question what- 
ever he may have said or what he thinks about this matter. When 
he chooses to be heard in the Senate he can be here and speak for 
himself, and I think the time to call his opinions in question will 
be when he is here. 

So far as my absence from the committee is concerned, it was 
impossible for me to attend the meeting of that committee to-day 
and it will be impossible to attend a meeting to-morrow. I stated 
to the members of the committee that it was impossible for me to 
be there. I had other things that required my attention, and it 
was necessary for me to be absent from the committee. I am 


| usually prompt in my attendance on meetings of committees. I 


do not understand why the Senator from New Hampshire shall 
undertake to call us in question or undertake to punish us in the 
Senate for not having acted as promptly as he desired on a reso- 
lution which he seems to be particularly anxious to have passed. 
Ido not think it is the proper thing to have a statement made 
about what the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] may have said 
to the acting chairman of the committee in a private letter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is proceeding by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I quite agree with my colleague on the 
committee as to the impropriety of reading a private letter from 
the chairman of the committee in connection with this matter, 
and yet I will venture to say the chairman of the committee holds 
that this is a question of law which he thinks can be determined 
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without expending more money in its investigation. As to how 
the committee will hold on that point I am unable to say. 

All I desire to say, Mr. President, is that so far as I am individ- 
ually concerned, I proceeded diligently and expeditiously in seek- 
ing to have the resolution considered; but I think that, in the 
absence of the Senator from Arkansas, the committee did quite 
right this morning in postponing it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not wish to punish the 
Senator from Arkansas—I had no such intention—unless it is 

unishment for him to listen to a civil and courteous inquiry of 
im as acting chairman of the committee. 

There is no use, Mr. President, to put on any disguises in con- 
nection with this question. This treatment of a resolution asking 
the authority of the Senate to send for persons and papers was 
never given to any resolution before. The Committee on the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate have never before undertaken 
to hold back a resolution in this way. 

The Senator from Arkansas did quite right in asking that, before 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate should consider the resolution, it should come from a com- 
mittee, and not from an individual Senator. I have always con- 
tended for that, and have been ruled out of order two or three 
times for making that contention. Now that that requisite has 
been complied with, the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
acting under directions of the Senate, want to go on with this in- 
vestigation; and the only question for the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate is whether the 
Government can afford to pay the bills or not, and whether there 
is money enough in the Treasury to make the inquiry. 

Mr. President, that resolution ought to be acted upon, and acted 
upon promptly, as all other resolutions of that nature have hitherto 
been acted upon. It is very evident where the responsibility for 
the delay that is taking place rests, and if no report shall be made 
shortly I shall move to inteeee the committee from the consid- 
eration of the resolution and ask that the action of the Senate may 
be taken thereon. I shall do my duty in this case in accordance 
with the deliberate instructions of the Senate. I can not perform 
the duty which the Senator from Arkansas ought to perform in 
reporting back this resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, one word. I do not 
remember the day that this resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate; but I think it was on Saturday last. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the fact. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is the very next legislative day 
after the resolution was sent to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; and yet the Senator 
from New Hampshire seems to be terribly exercised about the ex- 
traordinary delay in reporting the resolution back. Why this ex- 
traordinary haste on the part of the Senator from New Hampshire? 
There is certainly some reason for it. For one, I propose to take 
time enough for the committee to consider whether or not the reso- 
lution ought to pass; and I shall be accountable to the Senate for 
my conduct. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Iam not ‘terribly exercised” about what the 
committee shall do; but I have been a little anxious to know why 
it was not convenient for the Senator from Arkansas to attend the 
meeting of the committee this morning. 


EXTENSION OF MINING LAWS TO SALINE LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere further morning busi- 
ness? 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Senator from South Da- 
kota ae PETTIGREW] has withdrawn his objection to the bill 
that I called up before the Senate on Saturday last, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be now considered. 

Mr. LODGE. Has the morning business been completed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield for morning business, Mr. President, 
but when that is concluded I desire to make a motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. STEWART. I hopethe Senator will yield for the consider- 
ation of the bill to which I have referred. 


ALASKAN INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. CARTER. I submit a resolution which I ask to have read 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Montana will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Toinvestigate the conduct of the judge of the division of the district court 
of Alaska located at St. Michaels, and to ascertain and report tothe Senate 
the names of all persons who are in any way connected with any litigation 
in said court, concerning which any improper influence or illegal conduct 
has been or may be charged. 


Whereas it has been charged through the press and otherwise that Judge 
Arthur H. Noyes, of the district court of Alaska, having jurisdiction over the 
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Cape Nome district, has been guilty of illegal or improper conduct in con- 
nection with litigation pending in his court; and 

Whereas it is further charged by innuendo and insinuation that such al- 
leged illegal action or improper conduct resulted froma conspiracy in which 
many persons were concerned: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to thoroughly investigate and after such investiga- 
tion to report to the Senate the facts found in response to the following in- 
terrogatories, to wit: 

1. Are the general mining laws of the United States applicable to the dis- 
trict of Alaska? 

2. Has Judge Noyes, ty jurisdiction over Cape Nome, been guilty, di- 
rectly or indirectly, of any illegal or improper contnet in or connected with 
— litigation which has been or is pending in his said court? 

3. Whether or not any Senator or Representative in Congress, or any offi- 
cer of the Federal Government, at any time possessed any interest, directly 
or indirectly, in any property which has been the subject of litigation in said 
court, and whether or not any such person has at any time had any interest, 
directly or indirectly, inthe result of any such litigation, either as an owner, 
stockholder, director, or possessor of contingent interest; and, if so, the name 
and position of such person and the nature of the interest held or claimed. 

4. What, if any, effort has been made by any party to any litigation pend- 
ing in said courts to improperly or illegally influence the action or judgment 
of the court or any officer thereof? 

5. What, if any, sum or sums of money have been spent by any person or 
persons, corporation or company, to print or circulate statements reflecting 
upon the honor and integrity of the court or the judge or any officer thereof, 
and by whom such expenditures were made and for what purpose? 

6. The factsand circumstances connected with and the inducements offered 
to Judge Johnston, the predecessor of said Judge Noyes, to procure him to 
resign his position on the bench and to become connected with litigation pend- 
ing in the court at the time of his resignation or thereafter commenced 
in said court. 

To fully inquireinto and to report to the Senate any other charge, fact, or 
circumstance in eny manner directly or indirectly reflecting upon the in- 
tegrity of said Judge Noyes or his said court, or any receiver or other officer 
thereof, in connection with any litigation which has been, is now, or may be 
pending in said court when the investigation is made 

That said committee be, and is hereby, authorized to send for persons and 
papers and examine witnesses on oath in relation to the subject-matter of 
this resolution,and to incur such expense in traveling as may be by the com- 
mittee deemed necessary in the prosecution of such investigation, all expenses 
of the inquiry to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and said 
committee is authorized, if deemed expedient, to conduct the investigation 
through a subcommittee to be appointed by the chairman thereof. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if I may be allowed by unanimous 
consent to say a word or two before the Senate acts on the resolu- 
tion, I wish to say that I have heard the reading of the resolution 
imperfectly, but there are several questions which suggest them- 
selves to my mind about it which I do not like to detain the Sen- 
ate at this moment by stating. 

I, of course, sympathize with the desire of the Senator from 
Montana to have the facts brought out, if there has been any per- 
sonal charge made against a Senator—which, of course, an investi- 
gation will at once refute—but, instead of having the resolution 
adopted, I should like to have it referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, so that they can consider whether it is in the proper 
shape and also whether it does not properly come within the jur- 
isdiction of a special committee or the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. If the Senator does not object, I should like to 
have that course taken. 

Mr. CARTER. The request I made was that the resolution be 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. And not that it be adopted? 

Mr. CARTER. No. 

e Mr. HOAR. Very well; that is all I desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso- 

lution will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. Isend tothe Secretary's desk a newspaper, from which 
I ask may be read the article I have marked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. . 

The Secretary read from the Washington Post of Monday, De- 
cember 17, 1900, as follows: 


Some Senators and Members who are interested in keeping down appro- 
_—— were rather surprised yesterday, after making computati ns, to 








| discover that there are claim bills aggregating $25,000,000 tavorably reported 


and on the Senate Calendar There is said to be a combination of Senators 
back of these bills who are planning to hold up all business and force an 


| extra session unless favorable action is assured. 


These bills are principally for property alleged to have been taken or de- 
stroyed by the armies of the United States during the civil war. There is 
some merit in a few of them, but the great majority have been knocking 
about Congress for many years, and are pushed simply on account of large 
contingent fees, which will go to lobbyists if they become laws. The Senate 
is the favorite body in which tostart these bills, partly for the reason that it 
is comparatively small, and it is easier to work up combinations of enough 
men interested in different measures to carry through a whole swarm, and 
partly because of a peculiar rule in the Senate Committee on Claims, by 
which any bill that has ever been reported favorably to the Senate from that 
committee can be reported in a subsequent Senate by a single member with- 
out consultation with his colleagues. : 


BEGUN BY SENATOR MONEY. 
The first open effort to press one of these bills ahead of pending business 





of the Senate was made on Friday of last week, when Senator Money, of Mis- 
rT moved to take up what is known as the cotton-claims bill. It is esti- 
mated that this carries a total of $9,000,000 in appropriations from the Treas 
ury. He was at once antagonized by Senator Popes with a motion that the 


Senate go into executive session to consider the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 
Senator MONEY protested, but did not force the fightat that time, contenting 
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himself with rvi 


Se 


ng notice that he would call up the bill at the first op 
vould continue to press for an opportunity. 

t intention of the Senators behind these claims to hold up the 
f the session if they are not allowed to come to a vote was the sub- 
. conference yesterday between some Senate and House leaders. It 
was concluded that it would not be wise to allow the bills to slide through 
the nate and trust to the House to hold them up, for it might be possible 
to make a similar combination in the House, and the mere passage of them 
thr h the Senate at this : ion would give them additional prestige in 
future Congresses. It was decided by the gentlemen who discussed the 
matter that the bill should be opposed to the uttermost in the Senate, even 
if their supporters carry out their threat to force an extra session of Con- 
gress, as the expense of an extra s¢ mand the inconvenience it would im- 
pose on Senators and Representatives would be preferable to allowing whole- 
sale raid to be made upon the Treasury. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I do not think I have ever before 
asked to be heard upon a question of privilege based upon any- 
thing stated in newspapers, however much I respect those avenues 
of communication to the public of facts and opinions. I do not 
call this up to point out the inaccuracies of the writer of the article 
or to deride the sources of his information. 

There is no combination of Senators of the kind alleged, so far 
as Lam aware, and I have so good an opinion of my colleagues 
from the South that I do not believe they would have any scheme 
to plunder the Treasury without having the kindness to let me 
into it. 

The matter seems, though, of so much importance, according to 
this reporter, that the leaders of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives on the other side, representing a majority in 
both Houses, have conferred together, and have come to the de- 
termination that all these claims are to be deferred until another 
Congress even at the risk of an extra session. 

I have never heard that there was any combination of any sort 
on this side of the House to secure the passage of any measure or 
any one of these claims. I have never heard anybody suggest 
that there should be an extra session of Congress, or that these 
bills should be unduly forced before the Senate. I do not believe 
that the amount named in the article is correct; but that can be 
easily verified, and I therefore will not dispute it. 

It should have been apparent to the reporter that this Govern- 
ment and no other government pays for property destroyed in 
war, because property destroyed in war is like property destroyed 
by the act of God. 

The claim which I presented here, and as to which the article 
represents me as being the advance agent of the combination, 
does not consist of claims upon the Calendar at all; and it is not 
half the amount named in the article. According to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, there is only $4,992,000 of that cotton fund 
in the Treasury; and | will remind the Senate in this connection, 
and also the talented reporter, that that is not a claim upon the 
Government for unliquidated damages, or anything of that kind, 
but it is to open the courts of the United States to adjudicate title 
toa trust fund, to be distributed to the owners of that fund as 
they can prove their ownership, and for nothing else. If the re- 
porter had read the bill itself, he would have found section 6, 
added by myself and approved unanimously by the committee, 
which absolutely excludes everything but that class of people who 
owned the property, and it must be proven by the archives of the 
Treasury to be their share of the distributive fund. So much for 
that. 

There is no combination to push that bill. The other day I 
brought it up, with no intention whatever toantagonize the pend- 
ing treaty, but simply to occupy a part of the morning hour, very 
well understanding, as the reporter should have understood also, 
that the bill went with the morning hour, and no further. 
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I will also state that I have never disagreed to the fixing of a | 


day for voting on that or any other measure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER, Is the Senator a member of the Committee on 
Claims? 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir; 1am not a member of that committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator able to say whether the state- 
ment contained in that newspaper article is correct, that there is 
a rule of the Committee on Claims that any member of that com- 
mittee is at liberty to report, without consideration or reconsid- 
eration by the committee, any bill which had been theretofore 
passed or had received a favorable report? 

Mr. MONEY. Ihave noknowledge of sucharule. There may 
be such aone. I do not know. 

Mr. SPOONER. May I ask some member of the Committee on 
Claims if there is any such rule of the committee, as stated in this 
paper, that any member of that committee is at liberty to report, 
without action by the committee, a bill which has heretofore re- 
ceived a favorable report from that committee? 

Mr. MASON. Ithink thereisnosuchrule. This bill—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I oy want to know if there is such a rule. 

Mr. MASON. IsayI think thereisnosuch rule. IfIrecollect 
aright, I reported the bill referred to from the Committee on 
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Claims. Iam not sure that I reported it during this Congress, 
but Lreported itin one Congress. It wasreported both times after 
a hearing. I think the Senator from Florida who preceded the 
present senior Senator from Florida made the report with me in 
the last Congress. I joined with him in the report. I think in 
this Congress the report was made by the present Senator; but it 
was after afull hearing before the committee, and an authoriza- 
tion to make the report. I know of no such rule of the committee 
as that which has been referred to, although there may be such 
arule. 

Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
a moment longer? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I observe on page 4 of the Calendar the state- 
ment is made that the bill was reported by Mr. Mason, from the 
Committee on Claims, with an amendment, and subsequently an- 
other amendment was reported by the Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
TELLER]. That is not a correct statement, as the original report 
shows it was made by the junior Senator from Florida j Mr. Tat- 
IAFE ee and myself, from the Committee on Claims, after a full 
hearing before the committee, and after a statement by the late 
Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Davis, as to the merits of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] 
yields to me a moment longer. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. My question had no reference whatever to the 
bill which is referred to, but I wish to ask the Senator from Ne- 
vada {[Mr. Stewart] if there is any rule of the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate such as is indicated in this newspaper state- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. I think there is or there was a rule to this 
effect, that where a bill had been favorably reported and had 


Mr. President—— 
Will the Senator from Mississippi pardon me 


| passed the Senate at a preceding Congress, it might be reported 





| made in the committee. 


at the next Congress, but I doubt if it has been acted on, because 
such a bill is usually called up in the committee and a statement 
made regarding it, and if no one has any objection to it, it is re- 
reported. That has been the usual habit. I believe it is under- 
stood that it is not necessary to make any investigation when a 
thorough investigation has been had at a preceding session. At- 
tention is called to this fact, and if there is no objection the com- 
mittee will allow the bill to be reported. That has been the 
practice. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Claims is 
absent. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] I believe is 
the chairman of that committee, although there have been some 
changes. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren] is 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam told the Senator from Wyoming was the 
chairman at the last session. There have been some changes 
I got my information from the Senator 
from Colorado |Mr. TELLER]. 1 was trying to secure the passage 
of a claims bill, which I had passed through this body three times, 
to pay back a postmaster for money that the Government holds 
and which the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reported 
was due to this man. I approached the Senator from Colorado, 
when he was chairman of the committee, in regard to that bill, 
and inquired as to whether I should press it again. He said it 
had been ordered to go on an omnibus bill which was pending be- 
fore this body, with a favorable report covering those claims 
which have been investigated by the committee and have been 
passed time and again. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 


| say, in addition to what I have stated, that I have beer on and off 


of the Committee on Claims for a great many years, and there 
has been no changein therule. The practice has been the same 
for the last thirty years at least—that is, where a bill has been 
favorably reported and has passed the Senate at a preceding Con- 
gress it is simply called up in committee, and if there is no objec- 
tion, it is again reported. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I think it necessary, perhaps, in 
the interest of my constituents to disabuse the minds of the Sen- 
ate—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow me, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Colorado { Mr. TELLER}, who 
is now on the floor, to state the facts about this alleged rule, if the 
Senator from Mississippi will allow that to be done, 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER, I did not hear the statement which was made. 
If the Senator will repeat the statement, I will try to answer. I 
do not know what statement was made about some alleged rule 
of the Committee on Claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the Washington Post. 

Mr. MONEY. Just one moment, 


The Secretary will read it 


To save the reading of the 
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statement made in the article which has been read to the Senate 
from the Washington Post I will state that it was to the effect 
that the rule of the Committee on Claims was that a bill which | 
had once been favorably reported to the Senate by the committee 
might be again reported by a member of the committee without | 
further examination and placed upon the Calendar, or something 
to that effect. Then the Senator from Wisconsin { Mr. Spooner | 
asked me whether or not I knew that was true, and I said I was | 
not acquainted with the rule of the Committee on Claims and did 
not know whether it was true or not. The Senator from Nevada 
{ Mr. Stewart] explained that when a bill had been once reported 
and passed by the Senate it could be reported again by the Senator 
in charge of it. 

Mr. TELLER. There never was any other rule. There never 
has been any rule where a bill had been examined and favorably 
reported that it should be reexamined. We have a great many 
claims before the committee from time to time which have been 
reported sometimes adversely and sometimes favorably. oW 
adopted a rule that where a claim had been examined by the com- | 
mittee and passed by the Senate a member of the committee 
might report it back to the Senate from the committee. 

I want to say that the claim under discussion has been consid- | 
ered for years and years. We have passed I do not know how 
many bills recognizing the justice of the claims of the people 
whose cotton was taken. The committee thought it was not wise 
that this money held as a trust fund should be paid out in parcels, 
because it was evident that there was not enough of the money to | 
cover all the claims. Therefore we reported this claim—to which 
the Senator refers as the claim he called up the other morning— 
in order that this fund might be distributed pro rata according to 
the claims that were proved up; the proposition, of course, being 
to send the claims to the Court of Claims, where all these matters 
would be adjudicated. 

Mr. MASON. And that only such money would be taken as had 
actually been turned into the Treasury from the sale of this cotton. 

Mr. TELLER. And, as the Senator from Illinois says, only so 
much money is to be distributed as the Government received for 
this cotton, which was not seized as contraband of war, but was 
seized on an entirely different principle. It has been recognized 
by every committee and practically at nearly every session of Con- | 
gress that we were in honor bound to pay the money back. The | 
only question is to whom we shall pay it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This general discussion is pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. The Senator from Mississippi | 
[ Mr. MonEy] rose to a question of privilege. 

Mr. STEWART. Just a word in explanation. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no wish to preclude any explanation that 
it may be the desire of Senators on the committee to make. 

Mr. STEWART. The Government undertook to distribute the | 
money and pay it back to the claimants through the Treasury 
Department. That went on for some considerable time. Con- | 
gress was not satisfied with that mode of distribution, and it 
directed the money to be covered into the Treasury, with the 
understanding that some other mode of distribution should be 
made, so that those who had equities should all have an equal | 
show, and that it should be sent to the Court of Claims. That | 
was the understanding. In all cases we refuse to report indi- 
vidual bills, but have adhered to the theory originally adopted 
when the money was covered into the Treasury, that it should be 
held as a trust fund and distributed through the courts pro rata 
to those who were left. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I brought this matter to the at- 
tention of the Senate firstin order to say that there is nocombina- 
tion that I know of—and I think I would know of it if there was 
one—either to press forward unduly any claim on behalf of claim- 
ants from the South or to postpone any measure before the Senate, 
either in its executive or open session. But as the same article 
says that the leaders in both Houses on the majority side have 
thought it of sufficient importance to confer to devise some way 
to put down these claims, I thought that perhaps, amid this mass 
of inaccuracy, some truth had inadvertently crept into the state- 
ment of the reporter, and | wish to disabuse the minds of Senators 
of the idea that there is any desire on this side of the Chamber. so | 
far as I am acquainted, either to postpone action on any bill pend- 
ing or any future bill or to unduly press any claim whatever. 
Whatever comes up must have the consideration of the Senate 
upon its own merits. 

As I say, there is no combination; and I wish still further to 
disclaim any relation or connection in any way between the bill 
which I called up the other day and any other class of claims. It 
stands absolutely sui generis, a trust fund. The bill was intro- 
duced by the late lamented Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Davis, | 
who had no Southern constituency, and was reported by the Sen- | 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], who has no Southern constitu- | 
ency. Those gentlemen, feeling that they were.rather burdened 
with affairs that did not concern their constituents, requested me | 

to call up the bill whenever opportunity presented and press for | 
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its passage. I did so at their request, and also because my con- 
stituents were perhaps more largely interested in the bill than any 
others. I hope Senators on the other side will not getan errone- 
ous impression because a newspaper reporter, in the hurry of get- 
ting his work to press by 3 o'clock in the morning, has seen fit to 
call upon his vivid imagination to supply his lack of facts about 
this matter. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and thirty- 
three minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 

SALARIES OF JUDGES. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That Senate bill No. 3450, to fix the salaries of certain judges of 
the United States, be made a special order for Thursday, January 3, 1001, at 
2 o'clock p. m. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 13, 1898,and to reduce taxation there- 
under, was read twice by its title, and referred to the: Committee 
on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 12737) making appropriations for the payment 


| of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. LODGE (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.), 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 18, 
1900, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 17, 1900. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department. 
Lieut. Col. John J. Clague, assistant commissary-general_of 


| subsistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence 


with the rank of colonel, December 13, 1900, vice Weston, who 


| vacates by appointment as Commissary-General of Subsistence. 


Maj. William L, Alexander, commissary of subsistence, to be 


| assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of 
| lieutenant-colonel, December 13, 1900, vice Clague, promoted. 


Capt. George B. Davis, commissary of subsistence (major and 
commissary of subsistence, United States Volunteers), to be com- 
missary of subsistence with the rank of major, December 13, 1900, 
vice Alexander, promoted. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Forty-fourth Infantry. 

First Sergt. Ralph W. Jones, Company H, Forty-fourth In- 
fantry, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, De- 
cember 15, 1900, vice Cusick, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

P, A. Surg. George H. Barber, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of June, 1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 

Samuel Sayre Rodman, a citizen of Kentucky, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, from the 14th day of December, 1900, to fill 
a vacancy existing in that corps. 

John Mosley Brister, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, from the 14th day of December, 1900, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the ‘Senate December 17, , 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Infan try arm, 


Second Lieut. James Hanson, Fourteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 7, 1900. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDaAyY, December 17, 1900. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
HenrRY N. Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
PREFERENCE TO SOLDIERS IN CIVIL-SERVICE EMPLOYMENT®. 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules be sus- 
pended and House bill No. 5779, with the amendments th 
be passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is this motion made by authority of the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service Reform? 


, 
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Mr. BROMWELL. 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That inevery Executive Department of the United States 
Government and in each and every branch thereof, whether reached by 
competitive or noncompetitive examinations under the civil-service laws (in 
which case the rules and regulations affecting the same shall so provide), 
honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines who served as such between 
April 12, 186], and August 26, 1865, and first after the aforementioned veterans 
of the civil war those honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who served in the recent with Spain or in the Philippine Islands, they being 
otherwise qualified, shall be certified and preferred for appointment to and 
retention in employment in the public service and for promotion therein. 
Age, loss of limbs, or other physical impairment which does not in fact inca- 
pacitate shall not disqualify them, provided they possess the business capac- 
ity necessary to discharge the duties of the position involved; and persons 
thus preferred shall not be removed from their positions except for good 
cause, upon charges, and after a hearing. 

Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a second. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will 
allow a second to be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to the fact that the word ‘‘ war” is omitted 
after the word ‘‘ recent,” in line 1, page 2, of the bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iwasabout toinsert that, Mr.Speaker. It 
was inadvertently omitted in making up the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That, then, will be considered as one of the 
pending amendments to which the motion applies. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. FOWLER. There is, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
BROMWELL, as tellers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not object, Mr. Speaker; 
it was the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is the custom to »ppoint 
the gentleman demanding tellers. However, the Chair will ap- 
point the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. FowLER, and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. BROMWELL, to act as tellers. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 67, noes 34. 

The SPEAKER. A majority seconding the motion, the ques- 
tion now comes upon the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill as amended, including the word ‘‘ war,” referred to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be 
heard in opposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON ] is recognized to control the twenty minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, is it competent under this order 
to amend the bill by striking out that provision that requires writ- 
ten charges to be preferred and trial to be had before an employee 
can be discharged by the head of a Department? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. The vote must be taken 
on the proposition as made by the mover. The gentleman from 
Tennessee is recognized for twenty minutes in opposition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure 
that I desire to be recorded against the passage of this bill, because 
Ido not fully understand it. I am unable to get a copy of the 
bill. I have the bill as introduced by the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. BROMWELL], but it seems that 1 can not get a copy of it as 
reported from the committee. Now, before I use any more time 
in opposition to the bill, I should be glad if the gentleman from 
Ohio |Mr. BROMWELL] would tell us what is in it, and particu- 
larly te!l us how this bill as introduced affects the law as at pres- 
ent on the statute books. fc 

As I understand it, soldiers and sailors honorably discharged in 
the late war between the States now havea preference to appoint- 
ment under the civil-service law. All honorably discharged sol- 
diers and sailors of the war between the States now have a pref- 
erence to pe to positions under the civil service. The 
gentleman’s bill, as introduced, related alone, as I understand it, 
to the honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of that war; but 
the committee, as they have reported it, make some recommenda- 
tions with respect to the honorably discharged soldiers and sailors 
of the Philippine war, so called. Now, Ido not understand exactly 
what that provision is. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, the object of the bill as origi- 
nally introduced 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should be glad if the gen- 
tleman would tell us how his bill, as he offers it, affects the old 
law and how the amendment applies. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will do so with pleasure. Mr. Speaker, 
the object of the bill as originally introduced by me—which I will 
say was the bill — by the Grand Army of the United States 
and is favored by them—was to extend the law as it now exists, 
which gives a preference to those soldiers and sailors of the civil 


It is, Mr. Speaker, by authority of the com- 
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war who were separated from the service on account of wounds 
or disease and who now, under the operations of the civil-service 
law, have a preference, so as to cover all soldiers and sailors of the 
civil war without respect to those disabilities. In other words, to 
extend it to any honorably discharged soldier or sailor of the civil 
war. 

The thought in the mind of the committee being that this pro- 
vision ought not to be limited to soldiers and sailors of the civil 
war, the committee amended the bill by making it apply also to 
the honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the Spanish war 
and the war in the Philippines. 

The argument in favor of the extension of this preferential pro- 
vision is this: Whereas the present law provides for those whoare 
discharged on account of wounds or disease, the proposed amend- 
ment, it is thought, will give a more capable class of men who are 
equally deserving an opportunity for this preference. In other 
words, instead of limiting the appointments to those who are lame 
and maimed, or who are suffering from the effects of disease con- 
tracted in the service, this amendment extends it so as to get into 
the service on preferential appointment those who are probably 
better able physically and mentally, and particularly physically, to 
perform the duties of the various positions. 

Now, so far as the amendment is concerned extending the pref- 
erence to the soldiers and sailors of the Spanish war, gentlemen 
will understand the reason for that. When this war broke out a 
great many of our best young men all over the country enlisted in 
the Army. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT. Does this bill excuse old soldiers and sailors 
from the civil service rule—exempt them from any examination? 

Mr. BROMWELL. It does not, and the bill specifically pro- 
vides that it shall apply to those who now either take the exami- 
nation on a noncompetitive basis or to those who take the exami- 
nation on acompetitive basis. The gentleman will understand, of 
course, that there are some positions for which noncompetitive 
examinations are given. There are other positions for which com- 
petitive examinations are required. This bill does not make any 
difference in the existing law in that respect. Those who apply 
for positions in the competitive service will be required, as hereto- 
fore, to take the examination. As the law now stands, a soldier of 
the civil war who was separated from the service by reason of 
wounds or other disabilities is given an examination. 

If he attains a percentage of 65 in that examination, he is given 
preference over others examined, so that there is no difference in 
that respect from the present law and that proposed in this amend- 
ment. The only thing is that it extends the class of those who 
may have this preference from those who were disabled by wounds 
or disease and separated from the service on that account, and 
takes in all sailors and soldiers, whether disabled or not, and it 
also extends the preference to the sailors and soldiers of the Span- 
ish war and the war in the Philippines upon exactly the same 
basis. In other words, if they apply for a position that is to be 
filled by noncompetitive examination, this gives them the prefer- 
ence after such examination; if they apply for a position to be 
given under competitive examination, they are to take that exami- 
nation and are given the preference if they attain the required 
percentage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
me a moment? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not like the idea of 
making a discrimination. Why did not the committee include 
the Mexican soldiers, as they are certainly as worthy of recogni- 
tion as those who are engaged in the war in the Philippines, or the 
war in Cuba, or any other war. Would not the gentleman ask 
unanimous consent to amend the bill so that it should include all 
the soldiers of all the wars of the United States? Why should 
not they be put on an equal footing? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Well, I will say that it is not likely that 
there are any survivors of the Mexican war, or any great number 
of them, who would be able to take clerical service now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think not, myself; but I 
dislike to see a discrimination made. They ought to be put on 
the same footing. In this eraof good feelingand era of peace and 
brotherly love the soldiers of all the wars ought to be put on the 
same footing, not only of the wars that have passed, but if we have 
any more; and I think it would be well to make the provision, if 
it applies to any, apply to all. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The same reason that there was for the 
preference bill over twenty years ago _— to-day. It was to 
give a preference to a certain class of soldiers and sailors in the 
United States service. The present law did not go back to take 
in survivors of the Mexican war, and there is no more reason now 
and really less reason, as those survivors are older and less capa- 
ble of filling public office. 


Will the gentleman ailow 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to make an 
inquiry ; 
Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why do you fix August 26, 1865, as the date 
upon which your benefactions shall apply? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Because that was supposed to be the close 
of the civil war. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the courts have ruled that the close 
of the war was in August, 1866. 1 myself was not mustered out 
until the 2d of July, 1866, and they have adopted a rule that recog- 
nizes August, 1866, as the final conclusion of the war of the re- 
bellion. I merely make that inquiry of the gentleman. 

Mr. BROMWELL. In answer tothe gentleman, I will say that 
this bill was prepared under the direction and with the approval 
of the Grand Army of the Republic of the United States, and we 
have it precisely in the same form as they offered it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You will find upon inquiry that the official 
declaration of the department or courts somewhere fixes the date 
of the end of the war as August, 1866. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Most of those who were discharged after 
that date had service between the two dates in this bill, and by 
fixing it at the first date those who received their discharge 
shortly afterwards probably had seen service prior to the last date 
of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me suggest this to my colleague: There are 
a number of decisions fixing the date for the termination of the 
war, and consequently the committee in fixing it put it closer to 
the end of actual hostilities, so that those who served prior to that 
time must have taken some part in the civil war, while others, en- 
listed later on, while technically they might have been in the 
service prior to the end of the war, were not intended to be cov- 
ered by this resolution. As to the soldiers of the Mexican war, 
the youngest of them now would be not less than 72 years of age. 

Mr. BROMWELL. There is no question about that. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER. In your amended bill do you not say that a 
man must not be discharged except after a trial upon written 
charges? 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is in the bill as reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is notin the original bill, 
I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. BROMWELL. No; it is not upon written charges; it is 
upon charges, 

Mr. WHEELER. Whether written or oral? 

Mr. BROMWELL. LJEither. 

Mr. WHEELER. What is the object of requiring trial before 
the discharge of the clerk, which is put in on this bill, when it is 
not required for the ordinary clerk in the departments? 

Mr. BROMWELL. The object is to prevent the head of any 
department from summarily discharging the old sailor or old soldier 
without cause, 

Mr. WHEELER. Who is to be the judge of that cause? Who 
is to conduct the trial? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Thatwill bea matter of regulation after the 
bill is enacted into law. 

Mr. WHEELER. You can not say that atrial shall be had 
without lodging authority in some one to conduct thetrial. You 
are putting men in there, it seems to me, under favor, and putting 
them above their superiors. If they are incompetent in the judg- 
ment of their superior, he can not dismiss them; he can not dis- 
charge them. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
let me suggest that this is practically the rule which all persons 
in the civil service are now under. Although the language is not 
quite the same about the other employees, in practice they require 
charges and give them an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes; but that is a rule that is never ob- 


served. 
‘ ~ a MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes; it is observed very care- 
ully. 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, just a moment, if the gentleman from 
Ohio will pardon me. I would like to ask the gentleman this 
question: Do you not authorize the appointment of an old sol- 
dier either of the civil or the Spanish war to some place under 
the Government when he does not attain the same degree of effi- 
ciency as the civilian is required to attain? 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is the present law. The present law 
requires the old soldier or sailor of the civil war who was sepa- 
rated from the service by reason of wounds or other disability— 
it requires that he shall attain a percentage of 65 to be placed on 
the eligible list and certified for appointment, while a person who 
is not a soldier or sailor is required to obtain 75 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER. What is the object of this bill? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Thisis to extend the class to those who 
are honorably discharged from the service, but who were not sep- 
arated by reason of wounds or other disabilities. 
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Mr. WHEELER. But you do not require any 65 per cent. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Most certainly; the law is not changed in 
that respect. It says: 

That in every Executive Department of the United States Government 
and in each and every branch thereof, whether reached by competitive or 
noncompetitive examinations under the civil-service laws (in which case the 
rules and regulations affecting the same shall so provide), honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, sailors, or marines who served, etc. 

It leaves the law in pee the same respect that it is now. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
I think the suggestion a good one, to give the preference to hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors of these wars; but I object 
seriously to giving them the preference over civilians who obtain 
a higher grade. You should not take the dolt and prefer him to 
the bright young man simply because the dolt has been a member 
of the Army or Navy. 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

i BROMWELL., I will yield to the gentleman from New 
york. 

Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Mr. Speaker, referring to the 
one question that has been raised here about whether an exami- 
nation is required, I would like to say that this law is practically 
the same as the one in operation in New York State, and has been 
for some time. It does not lower the standard of our civil serv- 
ice in any way whatever. It simply provides that when two men 
pass the required examination (and the percentage can ke placed 
as high asis necessary for the efficiency of the service), and when 
one of them is an honorably discharged soldier of one of the wars, he 
shall have the preference over the other man who is not a soldier 
or sailor, although the paper of the latter may be a little higher. 
It does not appoint any man to office who is incompetent; and as 
far as the discharges are concerned it requires the head of the de- 
partment to prefer charges and be able to give the reason why he 
discharges the old soldier. It is a provision that has been found 
to be a wise one, and has protected the old soldiers in New York 
State. I believe these provisions in behalf of the old soldiers 
which have been extended by a State government ought to be ex- 
tended by the General Government in whose behalf the service 
was performed which entitled them to preference. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me 
a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman submit to an amend- 
ment on page 2, where it says‘‘ businesscapacity necessary to dis- 
charge?” Now, on page 1, the language is this: ‘‘ Age, loss of 
limb, or other physical impairment which does not in fact inca- 
pacitate shall not disqualify them, provided they possess the busi- 
ness capacity necessary to discharge the duties,” etc. I want to 
add: ‘*‘ and physical ability to perform the duties.” You do not 
want men in there as clerks who have no physical ability to per- 
form the duties. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I should say the man who had the business 
capacity necessary to discharge the duties would have the physical 
ability. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think a man might have the business 
capacity and yet be physically incompetent to discharge his duty. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The language of the bill is ‘‘which does 
not in fact incapacitate.” Why, then, the necessity for the pro- 
vision which the gentleman suggests? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It seems to me you have aninconsistency 
in your bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Notat all. If there should be such age, 
loss of limb, or other physical impairment as does in fact incapac- 
itate, the person could not goupon the eligiblelist. If ‘‘age, loss of 
limb, or other physical impairment does notin factincapacitate,” 
the person may go on theeligible list. What, then, is the neces- 
sity for the amendment suggested by the gentleman? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why, then, make this statement, that 
‘*age, loss of limb, or other physical impairment which does notin 
fact incapacitate does not disqualify?” That is the proposition of 
the bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is the need for that provision? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Suppose the gentleman should apply for a 
position as a messenger and had no limbs upon which to go around, 
or had only one limb; or suppose he should apply for a position as 
clerk and had lost both arms. There are other positions to which 
he might be eligible, but not that particular one, because the 
physical disability would disqualify him by reason of the charac- 
ter of the service required. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This bill simply means, to my mind, to 
take in the whole of the soldier element without any disqualify- 
ing clause whatever. lt means simply a civil service pension to 
the old soldiers. That is the end and the object. 

Mr.BROMWELL. There is no service pension provided in the 
bill, On the other hand, the very object of this bill is to give to 
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the old soldiers who are liable to be pensioners upon the Govern- 
ment an opportunity to render service and earn their living in- 
stead of being objects of charity. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 
all of this very class of soldiers are already pensioned. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Notall. This bill extends a preference to 
those who are notalready pensioned and who are not incapacitated 
by reason of wounds or other disability. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not include the soldiers of the Mex- 
ican and Indian wars? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Because the question of the Mexican war 
and the Indian wars is one that probably was not taken into 
account when the original bill was passed. At any rate, the sur- 
vivors of those wars are now undoubtedly too old to render efficient 
service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The general law pensions all soldiers of the 
Mexican war. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But only at the rate of $8 a month. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming 
{[Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. I wish to inquire of the gentleman having 
this bill in charge to what extent this preference operates. As I 


understand the matter, under the present law a discharged soldier | 
or sailor who passes at 65 in a competitive examination goes upon | 


the eligible list. Are we to understand that when he is thus placed 
on the eligible list he has a preference over all civilians on the 
eligible list regardless of the percentage at which they passed the 
examination? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will say to the gentleman that that is the 
present law as to those who are now given this preference. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand, then, that if this bill passes all 
those who have served in any of the wars mentioned, when placed 
on the eligible list, pass immediately to the top of that list, and 


therefore, so long as thereis on any eligible list of the civil service | 


any man who has ever served in any of these wars, no civilian on 
that list can receive an appointment to the civil service. Is that 
true? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will say to the gentleman that that is the 
case. That is what this bill provides for. 


Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that that | 


is questionable policy. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BROMWELL|] has expired, The gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
RICHARDSON] is recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. GILLETT] desires recognition. 
I yield him five minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised 
that this bill comes up now; because the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. BROMWELL] was not authorized by the committee to bring 
it up, but another member of the committee, with whom I had an 
arrangement that it should not be brought up without notifying 
me. Consequently I do not think the bill is properly before the 
House. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. He 


has made a pretty broad charge; and I wish to ask bim whois the | 


gentleman who was authorized to bring up this bill? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Lanpis, of Indiana. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will say that on Saturday—— 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The gentleman's statement 
must not come out of my time. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I want to correct a misstatement of the 
gentleman, which is entirely unauthorized. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. This bill provides exactly 
what the gentleman from Ohio has just said—that so long as there 
is on the civil-service roll a veteran of any war no civilian upon 
that list can receive an appointment under this Government. So 
far as concerns the veterans of the civil war, it does not seem to 


me that that matter is very important in its effect upon the serv- | 


ice, although, of course, just now when we are criticising our 
civil service because it has in it so many aged men, this provision 
opens the way for that very class of men to fill up the positions. 
But I do not think there are a great many who can avail them- 
selves of the provision. To me the dangerous feature of this bill 
is that every veteran of the late war—every member of the Regu- 
Jar Army or the Regular Navy who is in service to-day or who 
served in the war with Spain—is entitled at any time, if he can 
pass the examination, to go right to the top of the list. 

Now, there were about 225,000 volunteers who were engaged in 
the late war. There are a hundred thousand men now in the 
service. There are going to be 35,000 more as soon as the volun- 
tears come back this spring and regulars are enlisted to take their 
places. Thus there are about 300,000 men who will be entitled to 
this preference just as soon as they get on the roll, And that 


come is going to get on that roll. 

Now, if that is not class legislation, I would like to ask what it 
is. Of course we naturally, all of us, have a tendency to vote 
in favor of a bill which some one class favors, because we know 
that that class is unanimously in favor of it, while the great bulk 
of the people affected unfavorably do not care, perhaps, much one 
way or the other. But in this case it strikes from the service of 
the Government, perhaps for many years to come, the whole bulk 
of the people and puts the military class in the service. 

In the seventeen years since the civil-service law was passed 
less than 70,000 persons have been appointed under it, and less 
than 20 per cent of the persons examined have succeeded in getting 
places. How many persons, outside of the 300,000 young soldiers, 
will succeed in getting places in the next seventeen years if this 
| bill should become a law? 

I agree that gratitude is due to all the soldiers of the Republic, 
but I do not think that this is the way to express it. 

During the civil war thousands of men undoubtedly enlisted on 
both sides—North and South—from a pure sense of duty, because 
they thought their country was in danger and their services were 
needed, and many of them, with a noble self-sacrifice, gave up 
their ambitions and their happiness for the purposeof entering the 
service. ButI do not think the same holds true, as a rule, with 
reference to the regular. He does not enlist from the same con- 
| sideration and is not entitled to be placed in the same category. 
| He likes the service; he is not enlisting from a love of country or 
a sense of duty, but from freechoice and preference. It is his busi- 
| ness, his profession. 

Idonot think that the regular soldier, asa rule, goesintothe Army 
because of the reasons that influence the majority of the volun- 
| teers, who leave their homes and their farms and give up all that 
| they have in lite to bear their share of the burdens of the country. 
But the regular takes his choice. And thesame applies, although 
| in a less degree, to some of the soldiers of every war, particularly 
| a short and one-sided war. Where a man has risked his life for 
his country, sacrificing his home and his preferences to do so, 
nothing, in my judgment, is too great as areward for him. But 
where aman goes in asa business, because he likes the service 
and proposes to make it his constant occupation, I do not think 
he is entitled to the preference in the civil service which might 
properly be given to the other class. 

Then, again, there is the pension to which the soldier is en- 
titled. That is a better method of compensation than making the 
civil service of the Government open only to one class rather than 
to allthe people. Theregular soldier is entitled to support by the 
Government as long as he lives. Why, at the same time, then, 
| would you put him at the top of the civil list? It seems to me 
that this legislation is careless and unfair, that it is drawn un- 
doubtedly with good intent, but it is not prepared in such form 
as should meet the approval of the House, and that it would be 
for the benetit of a large class who already have certain privileges 
and benefits to the detriment of the masses of the people of the 
country. Our civil service should not belong to any one party or 
to any one class, but should be open toall the people, and selection 
and promotion should be made by merit and not by favor. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentieman has expired. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have one min- 
ute, with the consent of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have promised to yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am certainly favorable to 
any kind of legislation that is for the benefit of the persons named 
in this bill, but I am notin favor of the legislation proposed here, 
| 1 do not believe that anybody has the right to speak for those 

men who might be benefited by this law, and say that he repre- 
sents them. 

| do not believe that those men who served between 1861 and 
1855, or the masses of them, ask for this legislation. It is most 
inequitable and unjust, and it entersthe Government upon anew 
order of things. 

if [read the bill aright it gives to oneof these beneficiaries, asa 
right, the right to promotion, for instance. That becomes a 

| vested right. If itis of value, does it not introduce at the same 

| time the disorder of a mandamus proceeding against an officer of 
the Government, to compel him to make promotions under the 
terms of the law? 

Again, under the terms of the bill the right to retain the posi- 
tion becomes a vested right, a thing of value, because there is a 
provision here that there shall be no ouster at all without written 
charges and a hearing. Now, if the right is worth $20, under the 
Constitution of the United States does not the bill provide fora 
trial by jury before you can dispossess the appointee? Imagine 

| conditions of that kind in the various Departments under the civil 
service of the United States. What kind of discipline could be 
maintained by the Secretary, the chief, or the head of a bureau 
| or division, when a man claims to hold a tenure of office so firmly 


means, Mr. Speaker, that no civilian for a great many years to 
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that there could be no ouster until after a hearing, examination, 
or trial of that kind? I do not understand what the object can 
be. Under the law as it is to-day preference is required in mat- 
ters of appointment, other things being equal, to the old soldier. 
I believe that is all that the worthy old soldier asks, and therefore 
Iam opposed to this legislation. 

I yield the balance of my five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio | Mr. GrosvENOR}. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I greatly desire the passage 
of some legislation upon this subject, but I join the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HepsBurRnN] in the criticisms which he has made, 
and I hope that the committee, or the gentleman in charge of the 
bill, as the case may be—for I understand this is individual sus- 
pension day, and therefore the question whether the committee 
authorized the presentation of the bill here this morning or not 
does not enter practically—I hope the gentleman will withdraw 


this bill and amend it or suffer it to be amended in the House at | 


this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Sims}. 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio why a pref- 
erence is given between the soldiers and sailors of the United 
States in favor of those of the war of 1861 over those of the Span- 
ish and Philippine controversy? 

Mr. BROMWELL. The reason is this: The bill as originally 
introduced had no reference at all to the soldiers of the Spanish 
war. 
to whom this preference should be given, and, in spite of what the 
gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN] says, I will say that this 
bill is, toa great extent—in fact, altogether—an official bill, pre- 
yared and presented under the auspices of the Grand Army of the 

nited States. It was advocated by a committee of the Grand 
Army, and the posts all over the United States have largely in- 
dorsed and approved this bill and requested its passage. Now, as 
I say, it was originally limited to soldiers and sailors of the civil 
war. Then a suggestion was made in the committee that the bill 
be extended to include the soldiers and sailors of the Spanish war, 
and the committee agreed to that amendment. 

Mr. SIMS. But why make a preference between them, if they 
stand on the same ground? 

Mr. BROMWELL. For the reason that they now have a pref- 
— and the only preference over all others, whether military 
or civil. 

Mr. SIMS. Then it was not that the committee regarded serv- 
ice in the Spanish or Philippine war as less worthy of favorable 
consideration than service in the other war? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Notatall. It wasto take care of these old 
veterans first, and then the younger men of the Spanish war and 
the Philippine war. 

Mr. SIMS. But this will be permanent law, and after awhile 
the others will be reached. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly they will. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
gentleman from New York | Mr. SuLzeR}. 

Mr. SULZER, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion this is a just and a 
meritorious bill, and I am heartily in favor of it and hope it will 
pass. Every Grand Army post in my district has written to me 
and requested me tofavoritand vote forit. Ishall doso, Ihave 


I yield two minutes to the 


| 


It was intended to extend the class of the civil-war soldiers | 





Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill because 
I am opposed to the creation of a military caste for the govern- 
ment of a free country. If the soldiers fight for anything, they 
fixht to maintain our institutions, the fundamental princip'e of 
which is equality. I believe in showing them every recognition 
that can fairly beasked. I believein aliberal system of pensions; 
but I believe also that every citizen should have an equal right to 
participate in the government of the country, whether as a part of 
the civil service or in voting. The civil-service rules are designed 
to ascertain the fitness of candidates for positions in the depart- 
ments. If those rules are not wise, are not adapted to the end in 
view, they should be repealed or changed. If they are to be con- 
tinued, they should have a uniform general application. Itseems 
to me this bill casts aslur upon the intelligence of the soldier who 
is able to compete with the civilian for a chance to take ashare in 


| the government of the country. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield twe minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING}. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker. some of the gentlemen who 
oppose this bill are known to the House and throughout the coun- 
try as being opposed to the civil service itself, and desire to abolish 
it. As for myself, I amin favor,and always have been, of an 
efficient civil service for the Government; and I think it fortunate, 
therefore, that men who are opposed to the civil service, whose 
names I need not call, and some who are in favor of the civil 
service, such as the gentlemen from Massachusetts, both of whom 
have spoken, and some of us on this side of the Hall, can unite in 
opposition to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the only effect of this measure upon the public 
service will be to render it more inefficient than it is. Itcan have 
no other effect. 

Now, as the gentleman from Massachusetts said, the men who 
risked their lives and their fortunes in a fierce and bloody war, 
men who met upon battlefields where thousands were slain, as 
was the case in our civil war, may deserve that some exceptional 
rule be applied to them. But while those may be comparatively 
few who could come in from the civil war and take position at the 
head of the eligible list, if you open the gate wide and put in the 


| whole roster of the Regular Army and the Volunteer Army in tho 


Spanish war and the Philippine war, and all other wars we have 
had or may have in the future, as the general purpose of this bill 
seems to indicate, what is to become of the civil service? The 


| efficient men from civillife will be driven out of thecivilservice, and 


I yield two minutes to the | 


we will have a military caste built up on account of war service. 

Our nation is the most liberal on the face of the earth in the 
matter of pensioning soldiers. We provide liberal pensions for 
all who have lost their health or limbs in the service of their 
country, and also for those who aresimply dependent. If this bill 
is passed it will destroy the efficiency of the civil service. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was before the 


| committee it was considered that now the old soldiers who are not 


| that possibly it might be wise to include 


also received a number of letters from soldiers and sailors urging | 


the passage of this measure. lconcurinall thatthe gentleman from 
Ohio {Mr. BRoMWELL] has said, and 1 differ radically and dissent 
from the statements made by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 


| 


suffering from physical disabilities had reached so small a number 
them in this hst, and that 
is the view urged bythe o!d soldiers themselves. It was while wo 
were discussing this very proposition with a view of its adoption 
that it was suggested that the soldiers of the recent war should 
also be included; and under a sentimental impulse, by a mere 


| majority, they, too, were made legislative beneficiaries, although it 


has been conceded by everybody that for the last twenty-five or 


GROSVENOR] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. | thirty years no such thing should be done with regard to the sol- 
This bill seeks, in a smal! way, to recognize and reward the valor | 


and the patriotism of the soldiers and sailors of our country. 
believe these brave men are entitled to that recognition. I believe 
they should havea preference. It isright. 
giving some preference to the soldiers and the sailors who fought 
for their country. 

In my judgment this bill does not go far enough. I would ex- 
tend its provisions. In the Siate of New York we have a law 
somewhat similar to this, but which goes much further. Under 
that law the soldiers and the sailors of the Union are entitled to 
much more, and I know of no one who objects to the justice of 
that law. 

I trust that this House will pass this bill. 
mously. 
and always will be in favor of doing all in my power for the brave 
and heroic soldiers and sailors of the Union. 
for what they have done compels me to give my assent and my 
vote to this bill, and I appeal to all here to vote in favor of it. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
my twenty minutes? 

The SPEAKER, Six minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCALt}. 


It ought to pass unani- 


How much time is left of 


I have always favored | 


I want to say here and now that I am, always have been, | 


Gratitude to them | 


diers of the civil war, and never had been done, because unwise. 


I | Now the effect of this bill would be this: Every man that has been 


in the Regular Army, or any man who has been in any way con- 
nected with the Volunteer Army and honorably discharged, shall 
co to the head of the list if he shall obtain 65 in an examination. 
In other words, for the next fifty years the American youth of the 
land are to be excluded from the civil service simply becaus: 
250.000 or 300,000 men have enlisted in the recent war. The result 
of that would be to make the civil service a great charitable insti 
tution instead of the efticient public business institution that it 
ought to be. [ Applause. | . 

The SPEAKER. The time for debateis exhausted. The ques- 
tion is on suspending the rules and passing the bill as amended. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to decide. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and the Speaker announ 
vote as 49. 

Mr.SULZER. The yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-five gentlemen have 
Chair requests the other side to rise and remain standin: 
counted. [Aftercounting.] One hundred and twenty-th 
tlemen have arisen, and the yeas and nays are refused, 
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Mr. BROMWELL. Aparliamentary inquiry. Werethere not 
25 votes? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-five yeas, and 123 against it. Those 
opposed to the passage of the bill will rise and remain standing 
until they are counted. [After counting.] One hundred and five 
opposed. On this question the ayes are 51; the noes are 105; two- 
thirds not having voted in favor thereof, the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill is lost. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, by di- 
rection of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 12838) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; it is a very short bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Any new legislation? 

_ CANNON. No; if there is, it can go out on a point of 
order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think I will reserve all 
points of order. 

Mr.GIBSON. May I ask the gentleman from Iilinois how long 
a time this will consume? 

Mr. CANNON. I should think it might pass in ten minutes; 
perhaps five. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, how will this affect the 
special order for to-day? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois is correct, it 
will take ten minutes out of the time. The gentleman from 
Illinois, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, asks for 
the present consideration of the bill. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.| The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before that vote is taken, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to ask that the Clerk may read again that provision 
which provides for an additional assistant attorney in the attor- 
ney’s office for the District of Columbia. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again report 
that part of the bill. 

The Clerk again read the provision. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if that provision is so drafted as that the office shall cease 
at the end of the year? 

Mr. CANNON. The appropriation is only for the balance of 
the fiscal year. It does not create any office beyond the terms of 
the appropriation. 

Mr. LITTLE, I desire to inquire the necessity for the provi- 
sion postponing the opening of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Reservation for eight months? 

Mr. CANNON, I will say, as I recollect it, that the law ratify- 
ing that treaty provided it should be opened and allotments should 
be made in six months, but there was no appropriation made for 
that purpose, There is an appropriation for allotments generally 
at Indian reservations, and $10,000 was utilized by the Secretary 
of the Interior for that purpose, but it fell short $75,000. It was 
impossible to do this until the allotments shall first be made and 
surveys made and provided for, and therefore it necessitated the 
extension of the time eight months. 

Mr. LITTLE. Do I understand it will require eight months to 
complete the work and make it ready? 

Mr. CURTIS. The Secretary of the Interior says that he does 
not think it will take that time, but he wants to make sure that 
there will be time enough. He will complete it as soon as possible. 

Mr. CANNON. This is an item placed in the bill after some- 
what of aninvestigation by the Committee on Appropriations, but 
very largely upon what purported to be a thorough investigation 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs and the transmittal of a rec- 
ommendation from that committee for this appropriation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This extension begins from the 6th 
of December and runs eight months. That would make it the 
6th of August that the country must be open for settlement. 

Mr. FLYNN. This is the identical provision that the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs recommended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN KENTUCKY. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (H. R. 971) to divide Kentucky into two 
judicial districts. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 531 of the Revised Statutes is hereby 


amended by striking therefrom the word “ Kentucky.” 
Sec. 2. That the State of Kentucky is divided into two judicial districts, 
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which shall be called the eastern and the western judicial districts of the 
State of Kentucky. The eastern district includes the counties of Carroll, 
Gallatin, Boone, Kenton, Campbell, Pendleton, Grant, Owen, Franklin, Bour- 
bon, Scott, Woodford, Fayette, Jessamine, Garrard, Madison, Lincoln, Rock- 
castle, Pulaski, Wayne, Whitley, Bell, Knox, Harlan, Laurel, Clay, Leslie, 
Letcher, Perry, Owsley, Jackson, Estill, Lee, Breathitt, Knott, Pike, Floyd, 
Magoffin, Martin, Johnson, Lawrence, Boyd, Greenup, Carter, Elliott, Mor- 
gan, Wolfe, Powell, Menifee, Clark, Montgomery, Bath, Rowan, Lewis, Flem-* 
ing, Mason, Bracken, Robertson, Nicholas, Harrison, with the waters thereof. 
The western district includes the residue of said State of Kentucky, with the 
waters thereof. 

Sec. 3. That the district judge of the judicial district of Kentucky as 
heretofore constituted, and in office at the time this act takes effect, shall be 
the district judge for the western judicial district of Kentucky as consti- 
tuted by this act. That the clerk of the circuit court and the clerk of the 
district court in said judicial district of Kentucky as heretofore constituted, 
and in office at the time this act takes effect, shall be the clerks of the circuit 
and district courts of the western judicial district of Kentucky, reapec: 
tively, as hereby constituted, until their successors, respectively, shall be 
appointed and qualified. The district attorney, assistant district attorneys, 
marshal, deputy marshals, erty clerks, and referees in bankruptcy resi- 
dent in said western judicial district of Kentucky as constituted by this act 
shall, within their respective jurisdictions in said western judicial district, 
continue in office and continue to be such officers in such western district 
until the expiration of their respective terms of office as heretofore fixed by 
law, or until their successors shall be duly appointed and qualified. 

Seo. 4. That the President of the United States, by and with the adviceand 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint a district judge for the eastern judicial 
district of Kentucky, who shall possess and exercise all the powers conferred 
by existing law upon the judges of the district courts of the United States, 
and who shall, as to all business and proceedings arising in said eastern judi- 
cial district as hereby constituted or transferred thereto, succeed to and 
possess the same powers and perform the same duties within the said eastern 
judicial district as are now possessed by and performed by the district judge 
for the district of Kentucky. 

Sec. 5. That the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint a marshal and district attorney for the 
said eastern judicial district of Kentucky as hereby constituted, who shall, 
within their respective jurisdictions, possess and exercise all the powers con- 
ferred by existing law upon the marshals and district attorneys of the United 
States, respectively. . 

Sec. 6. That all other officers residing within the eastern judicial district 
of the State of Kentucky, as hereby constituted, shall cease to be such officers 
when their successors are appointed and qualified. 

Sec. 7. That the office of marshal and district attorney in each of said dis- 
tricts, deputy marshals and assistant district attorneys, and all other officers 
authorized by law and made necessary by the creation of said two districts 
and the provisions of this act, and all vacancies created hereby in either of 
said districts as constituted by this act, shall be filled in the manner provided 
by existing law. The salaries, pay, fees. and allowances of the judges, dis- 
trict attorneys, marshals, clerks, and other officers in said districts, until 
changed under the provisions of existing law, shall be the same, respectively, 
as now fixed by law for such officers in the judicial district of Kentucky as 
heretofore constituted. 

Sec. 8. That all causes and pecceetings of every name and nature, civil 
and criminal, now pending in the courts of the judicial district of Kentucky 
as heretofore constituted whereof the courts of the eastern judicial district 
of Kentucky as hereby constituted would have had jurisdiction if said dis- 
trict and the courts thereof had been constituted when said causes or pro- 
ceedings were instituted shall be, and are hereby, transferred to and the 
same shall be proceeded with in the eastern judicial district of Kentucky as 
hereby constituted, and jurisdiction thereof is hereby transferred to and 
vested in the courts of said eastern judicial district, and the records and pro- 
ceedings therein and relating to said proceedings and causes shall be certified 
aud transferred thereto; and all causes and proceedings of every name and 
nature, civil and criminal, now ene in the courts of the judicial district 
of Kentucky as heretofore constituted whereof the courts of the western 
judicial district of Kentucky as hereby constituted would have had jurisdic- 
tion if said district and the courts thereof had been constituted when said 
causes or proceedings were instituted shall be, and are hereby, transferred 
to and the same shall be proceeded with in the western judicial district of 
Kentucky as hereby constituted, and jurisdiction thereof is hereby trans- 
ferred to and vested in the courts of said western judicial district, and the 
records and proceedings therein and relating to sai  proceediogs and causes 
shall be certified and transferred thereto: Provided, That all motions and 
causes submitted, and all causes and proceedings, both civil and criminal, 
including proceedings in bankruptcy, now pending in said judicial district 
of Kentucky as heretofore constituted in which the evidence has been taken 
in whole or in part before the present district judge of the judicial district 
of Kentucky as heretofore constituted, or taken in whole or in part and sub- 
mitted and passed upon by the said district judge, shall be proceeded with 
and aieposed of in said western judicial district of Kentucky as constituted 
by this act. 

“Sxc. 9. That the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the western district of Kentucky shall be held at the fol- 
lowing times and places, namely: At Louisville, beginning on the third Mon- 
day in May and the first Monday in December in each year; at Owensboro, 
beginning on the fourth Monday in January and the first Monday in June in 
each year; at Paducah, beginning on the first Monday in April and the third 
Monday in November in each year; at Bowling Green, beginning on the 
third Monday in April and the second Monday in October in each year. 

That the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the eastern district of Kentucky shall be held at the following 
times and places, namely: At Frankfort, beginning on the first Monday in 
January and the second Monday in June in each year; at Ashland, beginning 
on the first Monday in October and the second Monday in April in each year; 
at Covington, beginning on the second Monday in May and the first Monday 
in December in each year; at Richmond, beginning on the second Monday in 
September and the fourth Monday in March in each year; at London, begin- 
— on the fourth Monday in January and the fourth Monday in June in 
each year. 

Sxc. 10. That the terms of said courts shall not be limited to any particular 
number of days nor shall it be necessary to adjourn by reason of the inter- 
vention of a term elsewhere; but the court intervening may be adjourned 
until the business of the court in session is concluded. “ 

Sxc. 1l. That nothing in this act shs'l be construed to repeal section 578 of 
the revised statutes or the act of August 8, 1888, entitled *“‘ An act to provide 
for holding terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the district of Kentucky at Owensboro, in said district, and for other pur- 


Seo. 12. That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed 
in either of said districts shall be cognizable within the district in which com- 
mitted, and all prosecutions for crimes or offenses committed before the - 
sage of this act in which indictments have not been found or proceed “- 
instituted shall be cognizable within the district as hereby constituted 
which such crimes or offenses were committed. 
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Sec. 13. That all laws and parts of laws, so far as inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act, are re repealed. 

Sec. 14. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1901. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman if he will 
consider a second as ordered? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to the second being con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it is proposed by this 
bill to divide the State of Kentucky into two judicial districts. 
Kentucky was the first State admitted into the Union—June 1, 
1792—with then a population not exceeding 100,000 people. For 
more than one hundred years that State has been compelled to 
be contented with one judicial district, while every State that 
touches its border, with the exception of West Virginia (long 
since formed into a State) has at least two judicial districts, and 
one—the State of Tennessee—three districts. 

The average population to a judicial district, taking the entire 
Union, is less than 1,000,000 people. In Kentucky, by the recent 
census, there are 2,147,174 people. From its extreme northeastern 
point to its extreme southwestern border the State is about 500 
miles long, and the average width is something near 100 miles, 
constituting an area of about 40,000 square miles. The eastern 
one-third of that State is a mountainous region, rich in timber 
and mineral resources. Foreign capital has gone to that section, 
various kinds of improvement companies have been organized 
there, and there is a systematic development going on all through 
that section of the State. In eastern Kentucky there is perhaps 
the finest coal that is to be found anywhere within the Union. 
ae its timbers are not excelled anywhere in any of the 
States, 

Many of the land titles there are held under grants from the 
State of Virginia, and this of necessity brings about litigation 
which is cognizable in the Federal courts. An examination of 
the Attorney-General’s report—the last one I have been able to 
get hold of, that of June 30, 1899—shows the fact to be that the 
district judges in Kentucky have been very energetic upon the 
bench. As many cases have been disposed of there by the one 
court as in many of the States that have two or three judicial dis- 
tricts; yet, with all that, there are as many cases pending now 
upon the dockets of the various courts of that State as are found 
in most of the States that have two or three judicial districts. 
Such an examination shows that Kentucky, with its one judicial 
district, has more civil cases pending upon its dockets than Ala- 
bama, with two districts; as many almost as Arkansas, with two 
districts; more than Florida, with two districts; more than Iowa, 
with two districts; more than Mississippi, with two districts; as 
many as Missouri, with two districts; as many as Tennessee, with 
its three districts and two judges, and almost as many as Virginia 
and Wisconsin. 

The total number of cases, criminal and civil, make an equally 
favorable showing for the proposition to divide the State into two 
districts; and candor requires me to say that, considering the pres- 
ent condition of the dockets in that State, I do not believe it will 
be possible for one judge ever to work the docket to the point that 


cases brought in the Federal court can be determined within any 


reasonable time after they are instituted. 

As I said a while ago, all our neighboring States have two dis- 
tricts. Kentucky is in the sixth circuit, I believe, and every State 
in that circuit except Kentucky has now two judicial districts. 
We feel that there is a pressing necessity for an additional judi- 
cial district in that State; hence we come and ask Congress to 
divide the State into two districts, as provided in this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speakar, I have before me a table (being a 
part of a report prepared upon another bill) showing the number 
of criminal cases on the docket in each district of the United 
States. By this report it appears that in the State of Kentucky 
for the year 1897 there were 50 criminal cases on the docket; in 
1896, 99 cases; in 1895, 109; and in 1894, 82. It would not seem 
~ the criminal business there requires two judges to take care 
of it. 

I understand that the present judge down there thinks that he 
can do all the business, although while he was a member of Con- 
gress he submitted a statement or brief in favor of having two 
districts in Kentucky. I think that the sensible way in all these 
matters would be to divide a judicial district into subdivisions 
as we do in respect to our State courts. 

In many States where a district embraces a number of counties 
the judge goes around, holding court in each county for the cases 
arising there. In this way witnesses have only a short distance 
to travel from their homesin order to attend court; thus there is 
no great expense in that respect. The same thing should be done 
in regard to the business of our United States courts, so that 
instead of dragging a party or witness or attorney, at great ex- 
pense, from one end of the State of Kentucky to the other, or from 
one end to the other of any large district, cases might be tried 
within the locality where they originated. Of course if we are to 
continue our present clumsy system, it is asking a good deal of 
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litigants to take the witnesses from one end of a large State to the 
other, especially if it is a mountainous State. I havea great deal 
of sympathy for parties so situated, and would be glad to see the 
expense and annoyance in such cases reduced. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
has suggested a point to which I wish to direct his particular at- 
tention. Thereis in connection with this matter an evil which 
Congress should remedy at the first opportunity. A number of 
our district and circuit judges on the Federal bench are in the 
habit of going to the place where they are required to hold court, 
and then, after calling the docket, they put the papers in their 
pockets and go back to their homes, requiring the lawyers and 
witnesses to go there, traveling perhaps three or four hundred 
miles, in order to take partin the hearing of thecause. lam very 
glad the gentleman from New York has touched upon this point. 
I should like to hear what he thinks of such a practice. 

Mr. PAYNE. My remedy would be what I have already indi- 
cated—to divide the State into subdistricts and have each case 
tried in the subdivision in which it arises. Under this arrange- 
ment the judge might hold court in the vicinity where the case 
originates. 

Mr. WHEELER. And the gentleman would require him to 
stay there to try the case and render his decision? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly, just as is required’ in the States. 
There need be no difficulty about that. The judge in the State 
court goes to the subdistrict and hears there the cases that are 
ready. 

I simply throw out this suggestion. I am aware it is useless to 
oppose any measure of this kind. While I am strongly opposed 
in general to these propositions for dividing judicial districts, I 
realize there is much pressure forit. I have no doubt that in this 
case, as in every other reported by the Judiciary Committee in 
favor of additional courts and judges, the proposition will go 
through the House. But I think, Mr. Speaker, the system is all 
wrong, and I hope the Judiciary Committee will be able to give 
my suggestion some attention, so as to devise, if possible, some 
better way of accomplishing the purpose contemplated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
taken 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that that is not neces- 
sary. 





I move to reconsider the vote just 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 10834. An act granting a pension to Michael Dempsey; 

H. J. Res. 281. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sala- 
ries for the month of December, 1900, on the 20th day of said 
month; and 

H. R. 8487. An act for the relief of Col. B. Dougherty and other 
members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Infantry. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF WEST 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up 
the bill H. R. 953 and suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read to which the gentleman 
from New Jersey refers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 953) dividing the State of West Virginia into two judicial 
districts. ‘ 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 531 of the Revised Statutes is hereby 
amended by striking therefrom the words “ West Virginia.” 

Sec. 2. That the State of West Virginia is divided into two judicial dis- 
tricts, which shall be called the northern and southern judicial districts of 
the State of West Virginia. The northern district includes the counties of 
Hancock, Brooke, Ohio, Marshall, Tyler, Pleasants, Wood, Wirt, Ritchie, 
Doddridge, Wetzel. Monongalia, Marion, Harrison, Lewis, Gilmer, Calhoun, 
Upshur, Barbour, Taylor, Preston, Tucker, Randolph, Pendleton, Hardy, 
Grant, Mineral, Hampshire, Morgan, Berkeley, and Jefferson, with the waters 
thereof; the southern district includes the residue of said State of West 
Virginia, with the waters thereof. 

Sec. 3. That the district judge of the judicial district of West Virginia as 
heretofore constituted and in office at the time this act takes effect shall be 
the district judge for the northern judicial district of West Virginia as con- 
stituted by this act: that the clerk of the circuit court and the clerk of the 
district court in said judicial district of West Virginiaas heretofore consti- 
tuted and in office at the time this act takes effect shall be the clerks of the 
circuit and district courts of the northern judicial district of West Virginia, 
respectively, as hereby constituted, until their successors, respectively, shall 
be appointed and qualified. 

Sec. 4. That the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall wean a@ marshal and district attorney for the 
northern judicial district of West Virginia as hereby constituted, whoshall, 
within their respective jurisdictions, possess and exercise all the powers con- 
ferred by existing law upon the marshals and districtattorneys of the United 
States, respectively. All other officers residing within said northern district 
as hereby constituted shall continue to be and act as such officers within 
their respective jurisdictions in said northern district as hereby constituted 
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until their successors, respectively, are duly appointed and qualified under 
the provisions of existing law. 

Sec. 5. That the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint a district judge for the southern judicial 
district of West Virginia, who shall possess and exercise all of the powers 
conferred by existing law upon the judges of the district courts of the United 
States,and who shall, as to all business and proceedings arising in said south 


ern judicial district as hereby constituted, or transferred thereto, succeed to | 


and possess the same powers and perform the same duties within the said 
southern judicial district as are now possessed by and performed by the dis- 
trict judge of the district of West Virginia. 

Suc. 6. That the marshal and district attorney of the judicial district of 
West Virginia as heretofore constituted and in office at the time thisact takes 
effect shall be the marshal and districtattorney, respectively, for the southern 


tion of their respective terms, or until their successors, respectively, shall be 
appointed and qualified. All other officers residing within said southern dis- 
trict of West Virginia as constituted by this act shall continue as such offi- 
cers until the expiration of their respective terms and until their successors, 
respectively, shall be duly appointed and qualified. The clerk of the circuit 
— district courts in the southern judicial district of West Virginia as hereby 
constituted shall be appointed under the provisions of existing law. 

Sec. 7. That the salaries, pay, fees, and allowances of the judges, district 
attorneys, marshals, clerks, and other officers in said districts, until changed 
under the provisions of existing law, shall be the same, respectively, as now 
fixed by law for such officers in the judicial district of West Virginia as here 
tofore constituted. 

Sec. 8. That all causes and proceedings of every name and nature, civil 
and criminal, now pending in the courts of the judicial district of West Vir- 
ginia as heretofcre constituted, whereof the courts of the northern judicial 
district of West Virginia as hereby constituted would have had jurisdiction 
if said district and the courts thereof had been constituted when said causes 
or proceedings were instituted, shall be, and are hereby, transferred to and 
same shall be proceeded with in the northern judicial district of West Vir- 


ginia as hereby constituted,and jurisdiction thereof is hereby transferred to | 


and vested in the courts of said northern judicial district, and the records 
and proceedings therein and relating to said proceedings and causes shall be 


cial district of West Virginia as heretofore constituted, whereof the courts 
of the southern judicial district of West Virginia as hereby constituted 
would have had jurisdiction if said district and the courts thereof had been 
constituted when said causes or proceedings were instituted, shall be, and 
are hereby, transferred to and same shall be proceeded with in the southern 
judicial district of West Virginia as hereby constituted, and jurisdiction 
thereof is hereby transferred to and vested in the courts of said southern 
judicial district of West Virginia, and the records and proceedings therein 
and relating to said proceedings and causes shall be certified and transferred 
thereto: Piwvided, That all motions and causes submitted and all causes and 
proceedings, both civil and criminal, including proceedings in bankruptcy 
now pending in said judicial district of West Virginia as heretofore consti- 
tuted, in which the evidence has been taken in whole or in part before the 
present district judge of the judicial district of West Virginia as heretofore 
constituted, or taken in whole or in part and submitted and passed upon by 
the said district judge, shall be proceeded with and disposed of in said 
northern judicial district of West Virginia as constituted by this act. 

Sec. ¥. That the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the 


United States for the northern district of West Virginia shall begin at the | 
following times and places in each year: At Wheeling on the first Tuesday of | 
Apriland third Tuesday of September. At Clarksburg on the third Tuesday | 


of April and first Tuesday of October. At Martinsburgon the third Tuesday 
of October. And the circuit court shall be held at Parkersburg, beginning 
on the second Tuesday of January and second Tuesday of June of each year 

That the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 





Two years ago the arrears of criminal cases in the courts of the 
State were over 1,000, besid:s many important civil cases. These 
arrears have been much diminished since then, but I may say that 
over 800 nolle prosequis have been needed in order to accomplish 
that result. 

The courts are held in five places, and in order to bring the 
people to where the courts sit it is necessary to have at least eight 
places instead of five, and no one judge can perform that duty. 

The criminal business has been growing, and besides there is a 
very heavy civil business, involving questions as to land titles 


. 7 ; : \ La ; : : 
judicial district of West Virginia as constituted by this act until the expira- | (which are exceedingly unsettled), damage suits, and so forth, in 


which the foreign owners of property who are sued have been 
enabled to delay justice by going into the United States courts, 
where their cases could not be promptly heard. 

This bill is urged by both sides of the House and by members 
of the Senate, irrespective of party. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from New York, who spoke about our giving some thought 
to this matter, that the Judiciary Committee have followed the 
principle of only reporting these bills in cases where the demand 
is greatest. Although the committee two years ago thought that 
this legislation was needed, it was postponed because in two other 
cases relief seemed to be more needed. The very careful report 
then drafted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] 
on the subject is embodied in my own report and made a part of 
it. At this session the committee have reported but three bills, 
the Kentucky bill, the West Virginia bill, and the act for the ap- 
pointment of a judge temporarily in a district in Ohio where the 


| judge is absolutely imcompetent to hold court. 
certified and transferred thereto; and all causes and proceedings of every | 
name and nature, civil and criminal, now pending in the courts of the judi- | 


States for the southern district of West Virginia shall begin at the following | 


timesand placesineach year: At Charleston on the first Tuesday of May and 
second Tuesday of November. At Huntington, in the county of Cabell, on 
the first Tuesday of April and third Tuesday of September. At Bluefield, in 
the county of Mercer, on the first Tuesday of June and the first Tuesday of 
December. 

Sec. 10. That the terms of said courts shall not be limited to any particular 
number of days, nor shall it be necessary to adjourn by reason of the inter 
vention of aterm elsewhere; but the court intervening may be adjourned 
until the business of the court in session is concluded 


Sec. 11. That the provisions of section 5%4 of the Revised Statutes are hereby | 


extended to said districts hereby created. 

Sec. 12. That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed 
in either of said districts shall be cognizable within the district in which com 
mitted,and all prosecutions for crimes or offenses committed before the pas 
sage of this act in which indictments have not been found or proceedings 
instituted shall be cognizable within the district as hereby constituted in 
which such crimes or offenses were committed. 

Sec. 13. That all laws and parts of laws so far as inconsistent with the pr« 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 14. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1901. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second on the 
motion. 

Mr. PARKER of NewJersey. LIask, Mr. Speaker, that a second 
may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, that a second may be considered as ordered? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire to 
take the floor at this time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, but I would like to have some expla- 
nation of the provisions of the bill from the gentleman who 
introduced it. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the State of West 
Virginia has had a very wonderful growth—a growth of 25 per 
cent in the last ten years, and has more than doubled its popula- 


I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. LINNEY. I seein your report here the statement is made 
that Alabama has three judicial districts and 902 criminal cases 
on the docket, while West Virginia has but one and has 1,019 
criminal cases. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. They had that in 1897. Since 
then tbat number has been diminished, but by judgments of nolle 
prosequl. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds voting in the affirma- 
tive, the rules were suspended and the bill passed. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
I , Pp 

rules and pass the bill (S. 5076), to provide for the appointment 

of an additional district judge in and for the northern district of 

the State of Ohio. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the northern judicial district of 
the State of Ohio an a district judge, who shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice of the Senate, and shall possess the same 
qualifications and have the same power and jurisdiction now prescribed by 
law in respect to the present district judge therein. 

Suc. 2. That no vacancy in the office of the existing district judge of said 
northern judicial district of Ohio shall be filled by appointment, and in case 
of such vacancy there shall be thereafter one district judge only for said 
district. a 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, the State of Ohio is di- 
vided into two judicial districts, the northern and the southern. 
The district judge in the northern district is permanently inca- 
pacitated, mentally and physically, from performing the 1uties of 
his office. This condition has existed for three years last past, 
and the people have been waiting to see if there is any hope of a 
better condition of things. Thereis no hope. Business has been 
running behind, and the public interests have suffered as well as 


| private interests. 


tion in the last forty years. This growth has been mostly in the | 


southern part of the State, the part traversed by new railroads, 
filled up with foreign capital, rich in mines and oil wells, and 
doing much business which involves litigation, and that part of 
the State has been practically cut off from the benefits of the 
United States courts. 


| 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is this case similar to the Texas case that 
came up in the last Congress? 

Mr. RAY of New York. This is exactly like the Texas case and 
like the Kansas case, and this bill is drafted in the same lan- 
guage and has the same purpose as to the northern district of 
Ohio that those bills had forthe districts to which they applied. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the bill provide that at the death of 
the judge who is incapacitated the two offices sha!] cease and only 
one man shall continue to hold? 

Mr. RAY of New York. The bill does not provide for two 
judges permanently, but only until the death of the present judge. 
Of course, if the one appointed under the authority of this bill 
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should die first, then we should have to pass another bill to pro- 
vide a judge in his place; but we proceed upon the assumption 
that the present judge will not outlive the one provided for by 
this act. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand it, then, the present 
judge is incapacitated and can not be retired without his consent, 
and you have to have some one to hold court. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is the condition exactly. They 
have been inviting in outside judges from time to time to do the 
work, but still the business is continually running behind, and 
now the condition is such in the neighboring States that the 
northern district of Ohio can not get judges to come in there to 
help out. Every consideration of public justice as well as of 

rivate interest in this district demands that this bill become a 
aw. We have had two similar cases. One arose in Texas and 
one in Kansas, and we did just this thing. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee, once when Mr. Culberson was chairman, and again when 
the present Speaker was chairman, and again now, have studied 
the situation to see if by any possibility we could frame a law 
that would provide for the retirement of a judge when in this 
condition, and we find that probably it can not be done constitu- 
tionally. Therefore, this is the only remedy. 

I reserve the balance of my time. I do not know any reason 
for occupying it further. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, for 
the benefit of this side of the House, that this bill comes from the 
Judiciary Committee with a unanimous report in its favor, after 
a full and careful investigation. The factsin the case make its 
passage imperative. Not only that, but there is ample precedent, 
as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] has stated, and I do 
hope this bill will pass. It ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be suspended 
and the bill passed? 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds voting in favor thereof, 
the rules were suspended and the bill passed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
the bill (H. R. 12846) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, we desire to reserve all points of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 


GREER COUNTY. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to move to suspend the rules and pass Senate 
bill 2582 with certain amendments proposed by that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report, with the 
amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LANHAM, And pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
sire to submit that this bill has heretofore been fully reported to 
the House and to someextent discussed. It is somewhat lengthy, 
and I wish to ask unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
rea‘ling of the bill, except the title. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; Mr. Speaker, I want the whole bill read. 
I only regret that the members are not all here to hear the read- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LANHAM, I only make the request in the interest of say- 
ing time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 2582) to provide for the establishment of the intersection of the 
true one hundredth meridian with Red River, to ascertain the amount of 
taxes collected by the State of Texas in what was formerly known as 
Greer County and the expenditures made on account of said county by 
said State, and for other purposes. 


Whereas there was a controversy of long standing between the United 
States and the State of Texas as to the ownership of the territory formerly 
known as Greer County, Tex., which was finally determined in favor of the 
United States by decree of the Supreme Court of the United States March 
16, 1896, in a suit in equity brought by the United States against the State of 
Texas in that court; and 

Whereas the treaty between the United States and Spain which was rati- 
fied February 19, 1821, fixed the boundary between the United States and 
Spain, and this became the boundary between the United States and the 
Republic of Texas and the State of Texas, successively; and 

Whereas it was provided by said treaty that the boundary line “ west of 
the Mississippi shall begin on the Gulf of Mexico, at the mouth of the river 
Sabine, in the sea, continuing north along the western bank of that river to 
the thirty-second degree of latitude; thence by aline due north to the degree 
of latitude where it strikes the Rio Roxo of N en or Red River; then 
following the course of the Rio Roxo westward to the degree of longitude 
one hundred west from London and twenty-three from Washington; then 
crossing the said Red River and running thence by a line due north to the 
river Arkansas, etc.;” and z 5 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States in said cause adjudged 
that the words of said treaty “then following the course of the Rio Roxo 
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westward to the degree of longitude one hundred west from London and 
twenty-three from Washington; then crossing the said Red River,” referred 
to the true one hundredth meridian astronomically located; and 

Whereas the true intersection of said one hundredth meridian with Red 
River, or what, prior to said decision, was known sometime as the South 
Fork of Red River, or Prairie Dog Town Fork, has never been fixed by the 
United States and the State of Texas, acting together and in the manner pro- 
vided by said treaty, nor was said true intersection fixed by the decree in 
said cause; and 

Whereas the said territory formerly known as Greer County was formed 
into a county in 1860, and duly organized as a county in 1886, under the laws 
of the State of Texas, and continued as such organized county until the de- 
cree aforesaid, with all the rights, duties, powers, and privileges of an organ- 
ized county of said State; and 

Whereas during the period of time the State of Texas claimed ownership 
of and exercised jurisdiction over said territory the said State of Texas pat 
ented lands situated in other parts of the State to said Greer County, as one 
of the counties within the jurisdiction thereof, for school purposes, and which 
lands said Greer County used and alienated and appropriated the proceeds 
thereof exclusively for school purposes within its limits; and 

Whereas during the period of time the State of Texas claimed ownership 
of and exercised jurisdiction over said territory the said State of Texas col- 
lected taxes from inhabitants of said territory and upon lands and other prop: 
erty situated therein, and expended money for school purposes, the enforce- 
ment of law and order, the care of the deaf, dumb, blind, and insane, and 
generally for the protection of life, liberty, and property therein and the 
—e and maintenance of a government for the inhabitants thereof; 
anc 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States, in the opinion in said 
cause entitled The United States against The State of Texas (162 U.S.,1, 
89-00), said: “It is further said that the State, since it assumed to create 
Greer County, has expended a large amount of money in providing a public- 
school system for the inhabitants of that locality. To what extent moneys 
have been so expended is not clearly shown. Whatever may be the facts 
touching this point, we do not feel at liberty to give weight to them in this 
case. The question before us, we repeat, is one of law, and must be deter- 
mined according tolaw. What may be fairly and justly demanded by the 
State on account of moneys expended for the benefit of the inhabitants of 
the disputed territory is a matter for the consideration of the legislative 
branch of the National Government. 

“In the argument it was suggested that this court ought not to forget 
how much was added to the power and wealth of this nation when Texas, 
with its imperial domain, came into the Union and her people became a part 
of the political community for whom the Constitution of the United States 
was ordained and established. This fact can not, of course, be forgotten by 
any American who takes pride in the prestige and greatness of the Repub- 
lic. But the considerations which it suggests can not affect the decision of 
legal questions, and must be addressed to another branch of the Government. 
The supposition is not to be indulged that that department of the Govern- 
ment will fail to recognize any duty imposed upon it by the circumstances 
arising out of this vexed controversy:”* Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be established and fixed the intersection 
of the true one hundredth meridian with Red River, or what, prior to said 
decision, was known sometime as the South Fork of Red River, or Prairie 
Dog Town Fork, by the most accurate and scientific methods, and at said 
intersection cause a suitable monument to be erected on the ground. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is also authorized and directed 
to inquire and ascertain what lands, if any, the State of Texas has patented 
to the said Greer County for school purposes; in whom title to said lands is 
now vested; whether said lands were alienated by said Greer County, and if 
so, the price paid therefor and what disposition was made thereof; and the 
present market value of said lands. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior is also authorized and directed 
to inquire and ascertain, first, the total taxes collected by the State of Texas 
for any and all purposes from inhabitants of Greer County, or upon lands or 
other property located therein, from 1860 to 1896; second, the total amount 
paid by the State of Texas to said Greer County, or its officers or agents, for 
school purposes, other than lands, from 1860 to 1896, and the disposition made 
thereof by said county; and, third, the total of all other expenses incurred by 
the State of Texas from 1860 to 1896 in the enforcement of lew and order, the 
care of the deaf, dumb, blind, and insane, and generally for the protection of 
life, liberty, and property in said county, and the establishment and mainte- 
nance of a government for the inhabitants thereof, or a fair estimate of tho 
same. 

Sec. 4. That to enable him to execute the provisions of this act the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is authorized to employ such persons and adopt such 
measures as to him may seem proper and necessary. He is also authorized 
to receive and consider duly certified copies of patents, deeds, conveyances, 
transcripts of court records, and certificates from any department of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States or the State of Texas, under the seal thereof as 
to official records therein. He may also receive and consider depositions of 
witnesses, and in such cases the United States shall be represented by the 
Attorney-General thereof, or some person designated by him, and the State 
of Texas shall be represented by the attorney-general thereof, or some per- 
son designated by him; and these officials may appear and represent their 
respective governments before the Secretary of the Interior in all other mat- 
ters provided for by this act. He may also receive and consider any testi- 
mony taken by either party in said cause entitled The United States against 
The State of Texas, in the Sapreme Court of the United States, reported in One 
hundred and sixty-second United States, page 1, and may receive and con- 
sider any testimony which he may consider to be pertinent to the subject of 
such inquiry. 

Sec. 5. That the sum of $7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to properly care for the inter- 
ests of the United States in making such investigation and in carrying out 
the purposes of this act; and he shall report in detail to the Congress at the 
next session, or as soon thereafter as may be practicable: Provided, That the 
State of Texasshall defray the expenses of presenting its own case and claims. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second on this. 

Mr. LANHAM, [ask unanimous consent that a second may 
be considered as ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall have to object to that and see if we can 
not get some members into the Hall of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
New York; and the Chair will appoint the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Texas to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 91, noes 6. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
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Texas in support of the bill, and the gentleman from New York 
in opposition to the bill, 

Mr. LANHAM, Mr. Speaker, as I have already indicated, this 
is a Senate bill, and it has been unanimously reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House with certain amend- 
ments at the close of the bill. Itspurpose is to have a definite 
ascertainment of where the one hundredth meridian crosses the 
Red River in the State of Texas, and, further, to investigate cer- 
tain expenses incurred by the State of Texas during the time it 
occupied that portion of the Territory known as Greer County, 
east of the one hundredth meridian and between the north and 
south forks of Red River, up to the point of the confluence of 
the two streams. This matter is to be investigated by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and by him reported to Congress in detail for 
future action. It commits the Government tothe payment of no 
amount; it is all left to Congress for its consideration hereafter. 
Its present purpose simply is to ascertain the facts. 

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to make an inquiry. I notice on page 3 
that it is stated that lands have been patented to Greer County in 
other parts of Texas. 

Mr. LANHAM, Yes; under the policy of our State govern- 
ment for the benefit of the public schools. 

Mr. LACEY. The inquiry I make is that the land is to be pat- 
ented anywhere, without saying where, so far as the bill goes. 

Mr. LANHAM. That is merely the preamble of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Why is not the bill limited to lands patented for 
Greer County in counties other than Greer County? 

Mr. LANHAM. Under the administration of our land affairs 
in Texas each county of the State is allowed so many leagues of 
land for school purposes. During the time that Texas exercised 
jurisdiction over this county there were patented, I believe, four 
leagues of land—I can not recall in what county situated—for the 
benefit of the educational interests of Greer County. The facts 
are all recited in the preamble, and that is sufficiently explana- 
tory of the bill, 1 think. I desire now to yield ten minutes, or so 
much as he may require, to my friend the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary [Mr. Ray of New York]. 

Mr. FLYNN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas a 
question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like toask the gentleman from Texas 
before he takes his seat if in this proposed accounting there is to 
be taken into consideration the sum, whatever it may have been, 
that the State of Texas received for lands sold within the limits 
of Greer County? 

Mr. LANHAM. It is, as I stated, to be fully investigated by the 
Secretary. If the gentleman heard the reading of the bill, he 
doubtless noticed in detail what is proposed to be done by the 
Secretary of the Interior and the facts to be ascertained by him. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does this involve those lands in Greer 
County? 

Mr. LANHAM. Notin the slightest, because the decision of 
the Supreme Court has held that the whole of this land in Greer 
County belongs to the United States or to Oklahoma as a part of 
the United States, and there is no purpose to interfere with that 
decision. It is simply to ascertain the expenses that Texas in- 
curred during the time she exercised jurisdiction over this terri- 
tory known as Greer County. 

Mr. FLYNN. This bill is precisely the same as the other one 
that was up before? 

Mr. LANHAM. Precisely the same. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve my 
time until we can hear the opposition, if any, to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentieman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill, and the only 
object of it, is to establish a basis for a claim against the United 
States where no claim in law or in equity exists. That is the ob- 
ject of the bill. 

Now, gentlemen from the Judiciary Committee will go around 
and tell the members of the House that this bill does not establish 
any claim; that this bill has as its object to get at certain facts, 
but every member of the House who has had any experience 
knows that if this bill passes and the Secretary of the Interior 
reports, these gentlemen from Texas, who are friends of mine, and 
whom I respect very highly and who are naturally entitled to 
influence socially, will go around to the different members of the 
House and say, *‘ Here is a little claim of Greer County, or for the 
State of Texas in regard to Greer County; the House has passed 
upon it and has recognized the equity of the claim.” 

Why, it was only a short time ago that the whole State of Penn- 
sylvania was here trying to get recognition for a claim for the 
destruction and loss of property at the Gettysburg battle and the 
invasion of Pennsylvania. We beat that bill on the threshold, and 
I do not believe it will ever be heard of again; but if we had 
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started in, Pennsylvania would have collected from the United 
States that claim. 

Greer County was deemed to belong to Texas, and by the author- 
ity of Texas the land, largely public land, was disposed of. Texas 
had all the public lands within her border. She was different 
from any other State or Territory ever annexed to the United 
States; she had all of the public lands. Greer County began to be 
settled, and the State of Texas sold and issued patents to the inhab- 
itants of various acres and sections at the price of $2 an acre, which 
she put in her treasury. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. That is a mistake. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam informed that that is a fact, and a fact not 
to be inquired into by this bill. The people settled there, and by 
and by they wanted schoolhouses, court-houses, and jails, and the 
State of Texas levied taxes upon the people of Greer County, and 
with the proceeds of these taxes, as well as the sale of the publiclands 
in Greer County and outside of Greer County, built the jails and 
the court-houses and the schoolhouses in Greer County. But it 
was subsequently discovered that Greer County was not a part of 
the State of Texas, and finally so decided by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. And now here comes the great State of 
Texas and asks 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To whom did it belong? 

Mr. PAYNE. To Oklahoma, and it was decided that the lands 
belonged to the United States. The United States opened up the 
public lands for settlement and gave them to the people who came 
there to settle, and it gave the court-houses and school-houses to 
the county of Greer, and the people enjoyed them and have en- 
joyed them from that day to this. Now they come in and ask— 
what? In the first place they want it settled by some United 
States surveyor, where it is that the parallel of latitude strikes 
Red River, in order that they may ascertain where Greer County 
is located. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Has the gentleman any desire what- 
ever to conform to the facts in regard to this matter? If so—— 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from New York wants to ask 
a question, let him do it, and not try to insult a man under pre- 
tense of asking a question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. ButIdo not want the gentleman to 
insult the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to be interrupted in this way. If the 
gentleman has a question, let him ask it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. A point of order, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Alabama state the 
point of order? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iask that the House may be in order so 
that we can hear the controversy going on on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. Does the gentle- 
man from New York yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. For a question, yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the gentleman is not willing to 
listen—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam; but I can not give my time to the gentle- 
man for debate. If he wants to ask a question, let him do so; my 
time is running now. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, well; goon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Thank you. Now, Mr. Speaker, they come in 
and want to establish the line, as though any surveyor in the 
United States could not establish this line and there was any dif- 
ficulty about it. That is an excuse to get the billin here. Then 
they go further and ask that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
find out how much public land the State of Texas gave Greer 
County for school purposes while Greer County was a county in 
the State of Texas. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to say to the gentleman from New 
York 

Mr. PAYNE, I can not be interrupted; I have only twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. I supposed the gentleman wanted the facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, the bill has been read here, and every fact 
I am stating is found in the bill. If Iam wrong, the members of 
the House will know it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York declines to 
yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. I simply wanted to suggest to the gentleman 
that if the claim was brought in here—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope this is not coming out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. It is coming out of the gentleman's time. 

Mr. TERRY. Oh, well, if the gentleman from New York 
wants to be discourteous he can exercise his usual privilege. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, in addition, they want the Secretary of 
the Interior to report the costof the buildings, the jails, the court- 
houses, and the schoolhouses which have been built there by the 
State of Texas, and then how much taxes have been raised and 
paid in by Greer County, and still they are very careful to say on 
the floor of the House that this does not involve any claim against 
the United States. 
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I would like to have some gentleman on the Judiciary Commit- 
tee inform the House what this inquiry is for—what this state- 
ment of account is for—unless there is some claim made. If these 

arties think they have any claim against the United States, why 
> they not come before the House in a manly fashion and state 
that they have or think they have such a claim? Why, Mr. 
Speaker, is it to be established that every time the United States 
Supreme Court decides a controversy between two parties, the 
party losing the suit is to come to Congress to be reimbursed for 
the money he thinks he has lost, but which the Supreme Court 
say he never had a title to? Is there any justice or equity in that? 
Is there any reason for a claim against the United States? 

Mr. LANHAM. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that in the 
decision of the Supreme Court the very course outlined in this bill 
is suggested, and the court itself has said that we would have to 
go to the legislative department of the Government in order to 

etermine what these expenses were? Will the gentleman allow 
me to quote for one moment from that decision? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, I can not give my time for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield further. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill answer the gentleman’s question. I am 
aware that it was claimed before the Supreme Court, as I have 
learned from the opinion which is quoted, as I believe, in the bill 
as well as in the report—I am aware it was claimed before the 
Supreme Court that because Texas incurred certain expenses in 
Greer County therefore the State should not be ousted from that 
county—that such a consideration should influence the decision of 
the United States in determining whether the county belonged to 
the State of Texas or to the Indian Territory. I am aware that 
the Supreme Court, in making its decision and delivering the 
opinion, did say that if there were any claim of that kind it should 
go before Congress, that it should be left to the legislative branch 
of the Government. 

I am stating the facts as they are stated in the bill itself. I 
insisted upon having the bill read to the House in order that these 
questions and the facts connected with them might be fully under- 
stood by the House. My knowledge of the facts has been obtained 
from the reading of the bill as it came up first upon a request for 
unanimous consent and as it comes up now. Those facts are 
stated in the bill by way of preamble before the enacting clause, 
with the idea of setting up some shadow of aclaim against the 
United States, in order that after this report is made gentlemen 
may come before the Committee on Claims, or before members of 
the House, and say, ‘‘ Why, the Fifty-sixth Congress has already 
decided in favor of this equity.” 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to apologize 
to my colleague [Mr. Payne] for having interrupted him at all 
and for having intimated by way of interrogation that he was not 
stating the facts exactly as they exist. I did not mean to insinu- 
ate—I would not do so—that in any matter which he understands 
he would misstate a single fact. I know he would not. I know 
that he does not intend to do so in this case. But I know, too, in 
my own heart—and I suppose [ shall be privileged to say this— 
that he does not oppose this bill because there is any real ground 
for opposition to it, but because he, the leader of the House, 
charged with the responsibility of keeping down expenditures, 
keeping out everything that might by possibility bring a charge 
against the Treasury of the United States—feels it his duty to 
oppose everything that does or might involve the payment of a 
dollar by the Government. 

If he had studied this case as I have, or as members of the Ju- 
diciary Committee have, I do not think he would for a single 
moment take the ground that he has taken, because even if the 
bill should lay the basis for a claim in the future against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, if that claim is well founded in 
law, in equity, and in justice, then the Government of the United 
States, like any other debtor, ought to be made to walk up and 
pay it and all just and honest claims. Unless some one can dis- 

rove the facts found, if they establish a just claim, it ought to 

recognized as just and proper. It is certainly just and proper 

to allow this matter to be presented to the Secretary of the Interior 

and investigated by him. That Department is competent to pro- 
tect this Government. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is a Senate bill. It passed the Senate of the 
United States unanimously. It ran the gantlet of the Judiciary 
Committee of that body. Senator Hoar presented it in the Senate 
in an able and lucid manner, and no one can justly raise a ques- 
tion against it. The Committee on the Judiciary of this House 
examined it. We have examined the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States relating to this contention, which is 
open to the reading of any gentleman; and we are but following 
the course suggested by the Supreme Court, and by the Senate, 
and by the Secretary of the Interior (who certainly will look out 
for the interests of this Government), when we say it is proper to 
do—what? To establish a boundary line between Texas, the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and the United States by the concurrent 


action of the United States and the State of Texas. Thatisall we 
ask in the first place. Then let the Secretary of the Interior as- 
certain certain other facts and report them to the Congress of the 
United States if he sees fit. The bill simply appropriates $7,500 
to enable the Secretary of the Interior to look after and take care 
of the interests of the Government. This is provided for by out 
amendments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does not the gentleman think that in any ad- 
justment that may be made or contemplated the State of Texas 
should be charged with that portion of the — domain that is 
a tof Greer County, and was disposed of by the State of Texas? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly; if there were any such 
lands, But, Mr. Speaker, there were no such lands. 

Mr. PAYNE. How did the settlers get title? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Gratuitously from the State by patent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But in giving those lands gratuitously the 
State undertook to dispose of lands of the United States. Now, I 
want to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. But they received nothing for those 
lands; and those settlers are now citizens of the United States, 
living on the same lands, but within the jurisdiction of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the fact still remains that Texas disposed 
of the lands of the Government of the United States as Texas pro- 
posed to do. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And never received a dollar for one acre 


of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am strongly of the opinion, Mr. Speaker, 
that if this bill should pass it should contain a ee ye to ascer- 
tain the exact quantity and value of the land, and the present 
value of the improvements. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no necessity whatever for 
any such provision. Texas did not sell these lands. 

Mr. LANHAM. She never charges for her public lands. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But simply allowed men to go and 
settle upon them; and every citizen who took land there and be- 
came a settler is now a citizen of the United States and living in 
a Territory of the United States. If there had been any claim or 
any facts to base the claim on that Texas has sold any of these 
lands and received compensation for them, we would vote for a 
provision such as the gentleman has suggested; but we have ex- 
amined the matter and know we think that there are no such 
grounds. My friend must also understand that we do not here 
recognize any claim on the part of Texas whatever. We do not 
recognize that she has any claims to the land of the Government 
or school houses erected by the Government or to compensation 
for the matters referred to in this bill. 

We simply authorize the Secretary of the Interior, without 
creating any new office, first, to establish the boundary line, 
Texas paying the expense of the same, and the Secretary of the 
Interior standing there to guard the interests of the United States; 
and, second, to inquire as to the facts to which the bill refers, and 
discover what of their own lands were donated to Greer County, 
and after that is ascertained to present the facts to the Govern- 
ment, so that hereafter if a person or the State of Texas claims 
anything from the Government of the United States, either in the 
Court of Claims or here, members of the House will have the tes- 
timony and facts before them, and will be prepared to defend the 
interests of the Government. When that is done, we will be able 
to take care of our interests and to protect the interests of the 

eople. But it is unjust, it is unfair, even if a claim should be 
loaned before the House by anybody on this account—it is unfair 
for members of this body to stand up and say we will not allow 
the facts to be presented to Congress. We ought not to be afraid 
to know the truth in these matters. It is our duty to ascertain 
the truth and then act honestly, and having knowledge, act intel- 
ligently. 

Is the Government of the United States, Mr. Speaker, is the 
Congress of the United States, so powerless, so utterly helpless, 
that it can not take care of itself—of the pecuniary interests of 
the people? Mr. Speaker, when this investigation is made, and 
the facts appear here, is Congress such a baby that it will deny 
the truth or repudiate liability, if liable? Will it aeny either to a 
citizen or to a State the right to have the head of one of the de- 
partments of the Government investigate certain facts and report 
them to the House of Representatives simply for its information, 
the other party being put to all the expense in its own behalf of 
doing it? The Congress having information will, in the future, 
meet the case wisely, and can be trusted to do justice. 

Mr. Speaker, in all of my legislative experience I have never 
favored any law or advocated any bill that I did not think had 
merit and justice behind it. The Judiciary Committee may not 
be competent to discharge its duties properly, but it thinks it is. 
It has investigated the facts in this case. We believe that justice 
and right demand that the bill pass with the amendments we have 
suggested and made, and that committee, after full and fair de- 
liberation and consideration, unanimously reports it to the House 
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for its action. By your verdict, gentlemen of the House, the Ju- 
diciary Committee is willing to abide. 

Texas may and may not haveaclaim. With that question we 
are not now dealing. We want the facts, and when the full truth 
is known we will determine the liability. There is no danger in 
the truth. There is always danger in suppressing the truth. In 
this case I want the facts, and then we will determine the other 
questions that may arise. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iyield five minutes tothe gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey}. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, says that that com- 
mittee has investigated this matter and that the House practically 
ought to be bound by this investigation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. LACEY. I would agree with him if it were not for the 
fact that an investigation by another committee has disclosed a 
precisely opposite state of facts, in some respects, from what he 
claims to exist, as brought out in the hearing before the Judiciary 
Committee. That is, it is claimed that the lands which were con- 
tracted by the State of Texas in the county of Greer were not sold 
at all, but that they were donated in some way. When the Greer 
County bill came up in this House, the hearing before the Public | 
Lands Committee showed this state of facts: Judge Brown, of 
Texas, appeared for the settlers. He informed the committ2e 
that the settlers had contracted to pay the State of Texas $2 an 
acre for all that land, and I understood that a portion of the pay- 
ments had been made, and that they were required to pay the 
balance. 
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I reported a bill to the House from the Committee on the Public | 


Lands requiring that the settlers should pay the balance due to 
the State of Texas into the Treasury of the United States pro- 
vided that the free homes in Oklahoma should not become law, 
but that if Oklahoma should have free homes, then Greer County | 
should share in the free homes. The Delegate from Oklahoma 
| Mr. FLYNN] was absent at the time the bill was reported. Hecame 
back from Oklahoma, and at once objected to the requirement of 
payment, and said he was in favor of free homeseverywhere. He | 
said he was in favor of free homes for the whole Territory, but that 
if Greer County alone could get them, then Greer County must 
havethem. Hemoved an amendment in the House that the Greer 
County settlers should be relieved from paying the remainder of | 
the $2 an acre that they had agreed to pay to the State of Texas, | 
and that they should then and there have free homes. That mo- 
tion prevailed, and Greer County got free homes, and that was | 
the first free-home victory. It did not seem to do the gentleman | 
from Oklahoma very much good, though, because every man he 
got a free home for voted against him. 

Mr. FLYNN. Qh, no; not all of them. 

Mr. LACEY. Notevery oneof them, butmostofthem. There 
was no controversy then but that these men had agreed to pay $2 
an acre to the State of Texas. This bill ought to provide for find- | 
ing out how much Texas got out of this land—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. And the present value. 

Mr. LACEY. And the present value,if we are going to discuss 
the question of present value. So that here is one vital and very | 
essential part of this measure that is entirely omitted in the bill. 
There is no attempt to require Greer County to account for the 
money received by Greer County for the land ceded by Texas to 
Greer County. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. For the very good reason that there 
Was none. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam only telling you what occurred in the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. A committee came from Texas rep- 
resenting the settlers and claiming that the settlers of Greer County | 
had contracted and agreed to pay $2 an acre for this land. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They never paid it, though. 

Mr. LACEY. If anything was paid, the amount ought to be 
ascertained. If none of it has been paid, that ought to be em- 
braced in this report, so that Congress can act intelligently. 

Mr. LANHAM. The bill requires that everything must be 
reported in detail. 

Mr. LACEY. Unfortunately, it does not require anything of 
this kind. 

Mr. LANHAM. It says that the Secretary of the Interior shall | 
report in detail to Congress. 

Mr. LACEY. Report what? 

Mr. LANHAM. Whatever he is required to report. 

Mr. LACEY. But this is not required to be reported. I think 
that this bill should be amended, and that the other proposition 
ought to be included. It may be true, as gentlemen state, that 
this land was not any portion of it paid for, but there ought to be 
an investigation of the matter. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This bill provides for an inquiry as to 
lands patented by the State of Texas to Greer County for school 
purposes, etc., and then it also provides for an inquiry whether 
said lands were alienated by said Greer County, and if so, the price 
paid and the disposition made of them. Now, is the gentleman 
quite certain that these patents of which he is speaking were not 
made by Greer County to the residents of Greer County ané not 
by the State of Texas? 

Mr. LACEY. That is an entirely different proposition. There 
were 4 leagues of land outside of the county given for school pur- 
poses to Greer County, and the preamble so recites; but when you 
come to the body of the bill, it provides that the Secretary shall 
ascertain what lands, if any, the State of Texas has patented to 
Greer County for school purposes, without saying whether they 
are in Greer County or outside of Greer County; so that does not 
clear the matter up. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is true. 

Mr. LACEY. The wayI understand this proposition, there are 
a great many thousands of acres of land that Texas has sold in 
Greer County, and there is no provision in this bill for any state- 


| ment of the amount received. 


I only get my information from Judge Brown, of Texas, the 
judge in whose judicial district the land was situated when it was 
attached to the State of Texas. He appeared for the settlers. He 
is a clear-headed gentleman. 

We spent two weeks in the consideration of that bill. It was 
submitted to all the members from Texas, and it is surprising to 
me to learn now, after the efforts made to relieve the settlers from 
paying for these lands, that there was no intention that they should 
pay for them. Why that contest over the free homes in Greer 
County if that land had been freely given by Texas? Texas had 
given some Confederate soldiers land and patented some lands in 
GreerCounty. Weconfirmed that title by the Greer County bill. 


| It isonly in regard to the other land, which was sold under a con- 
| tract, that the other bill—— 


Mr. RAY of New York. Do you claim for a single moment 
that the State of Texas ever so!d for a consideration any land in 
Greer County? 

Mr. LACEY. Thousands of acres. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Where is the evidence? 

Mr. LACEY. Theevidence was given before the Committce on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. LANHAM. My friend is certainly mistaken about that. 

Mr. LACEY. There was no such evidence before the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, but there was before the Committee on the 
Public Lands, If they have any evidence, let them say that is not 
true. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If you have that evidence, I would 
ask you to produce it. 

Mr. LACEY. Wehadafull hearing. Furnish your evidence 


| to us. 


Mr, RAY of New York. The facts were presented before the 
committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. Now I state, in perfect fairness, if there is 
anything in the contention of the gentleman from Iowa, I would 
be entirely willing, with the consent of the House, for him to put 
in anamendment. I do not think there is the slightest occasion 
for it, but if you can frame it in a few lines I would have no 
earthly objection that they may investigate that also. 

Mr. RAY of New York, Has the gentleman any more time? 

Mr. LANHAM. I have about four minutes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Iowa says that 
we are compelled here to show that his mere allegation is not true. 
Now, if the gentleman has that evidence, I call upon him to pro- 
duce it. I say we had an investigation of the facts, and we found 


| nothing of the kind alleged had ever been done; and now the gen- 


tleman comes in here upon a mere statement of his recollection 


| and contradicts. If he has such evidence, let him produce it. 
| But it is entirely immaterial to the question, because it will all 


come out in the investigation by the Secretary of the Interior; 


| and if he should find that the State of Texas has sold any of this 
| land for a consideration, do you think, Mr. Speaker, that it will 


not be reported with the other facts to this House? 

Are we to assume that the Secretary of the Interior will not do 
his duty to the Government fully? Are we afraid that he will 
not take care of the interests of the United States? I for one 
am not. 

The bill says he shall. But the gentleman from Iowa is mis- 
taken; that isall. He has had so much to do with public lands 
here, there, and everywhere that he has mixed up the facts of this 
case with other cases. This bill was up once in the first session 
of this Congress and the attention of the gentleman was called to 
the bill. Why has he not provided himself with the evidence, 
which he says he has somewhere, to sustain his contention. Jus- 
tice demands the passage of this Senate bill and I trust two-thirds 
will be ready to ga it. 

Mr, PAYNE. . Speaker, I, of course, have nothing to say 
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tees. I am making no fight against the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and there is no occasion for its chairman getting so much 
excited here on this bill. What are the facts? Texas claims to 
have paid some money to build schoolhouses, court-houses, etc. , in 
Greer County. If Greer County had remained a part of the State 
of Texas, these schoolhouses and public buildings would remain 
as a part of it, and the property of Greer County. They say by 
decision of the United States Supreme Court it was decided that 
the title to Greer County was in the United States; but the United 
States has already given the title to the schoolhouses and public 
buildings to Greer County. 

The buildings belong to Greer County just as much as though 
the Supreme Court had never made a decision that Greer County 
was a part of the United States and nota part of Texas. Texas 
has not lost a farthing by reason of the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 1 am unwilling that this Congress 
should put it in the power of gentlemen to come to other Con- 
gresses and say that this Congress had recognized a claim of this 
character. They say the bill does not make aclaim. Why is that 
long preamble, full of a claim in favor of Texas and against the 
United States, if you do not mean to makea claim? They say the 
whole of it is to be investigated by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Why isitsent to him to investigate? Why did not the Committee 
on the Judiciary, when they considered this bill, fully investigate 
it and report the facts to the House? Why send it to the Secretary 
of the Interior, at an expense of $7,500, and call upon the State of 
Texas to appear? 

There is no other object in this bill except to make a claim | 
against the Treasury of the United States. My friend says that I | 
seem to think it my duty to fight all the claims that come before 
the House. Every member of the House knows that he is mis- 
taken about that; but it is my duty, asa member of the House, 
when I see a claim that is only a shadow of aclaim come up against 
the United States—I do not care where it comes from—to be against 
that, and [intend to fight it. I hope that this bill will not pass, 
and that we will throttle it at the very start, just as we did the 
claim of the State of Pennsylvania in regard to the invasion of the 
Confederates during the war of 1863. Let us stop these matters 
at the beginning. By and by, in the process of time, when they 
get stale, and when members of the House forget the facts, they 
allow claims without merit. That is the reason why many honest | 
claimants can not get their fair dues, because these claims with- | 
out foundation are constantly pressed upon the Treasury and 
the House of Representatives. I hope the bill will be defeated. | 
. = LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have a moment or two, I | 

elieve, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to state that Texas does not want any- 
thing but what is right, what is just, what is honest and fair, and 
the object of this bill is to give her, in effect, a day in court for 
the investigation of certain facts. subsequently to be reported to 
Congress, and to be determined in the wisdom of Congress 
whether or not this is a meritorious claim. Now, to show that 
we wish to be entirely fair in the premises, I am quite willing, if 
the House will give unanimous consent for that purpose, to have 
inserted at the end of line 5, page 5, the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Iowa, although I do not regard it as neces- | 
sary. I send it to the Clerk’s desk and ask unanimous consent 
that it may be inserted as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the insertion of the amendment which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 5, page 5, insert “and to ascertain thesum received from 
the sale, if any, of any public lands in Greer County by the State of Texas.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to that insertion? 

Mr. PAYNE. That does not alter the character of the bill. I 
do not object to it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, before that is done, it seems to 
me there ought to be a provision for ascertaining the present 
market value of the land. 

Mr. LANHAM. Itsays justabove this amendment ‘‘ the present 
market value of the land shall be ascertained.” 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Add that right to this proposed amend- 

ment. 

Mr. LANHAM. I am willing to put that at the end of the 
proposed amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithink there should be a further amendment. | 
It refers to the lands disposed of by the State of Texas instead of 
lands sold. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Put it ‘‘sold or disposed of.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let the words ‘‘disposed of” go in. 

Mr. LANHAM. I have noobjection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The additional suggested amendment will be 
made by the Clerk, and then the matter submitted to the House. 
The Clerk will now report the suggested amendment. 


about this controversy between the chairmen of the two commit- 
| 
| 
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able recommendation. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 5, page 5,insert “and to ascertain the sums received 
from lands sold or disposed of, if any, and the present market value of said 
lands, in Greer County, by the State of Texas-” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM| that unanimous consent be 
given for the insertion of this amendment? [After apause.] The 
Chair hears none, and this amendment will stand as a part of the 
original motion. 

Mr. LANHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am ready for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be suspended 
and the bill pass with the amendment? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PAYNE) there were 110 ayes and 36 noes. 

The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the 
rules are suspended and the bill is passed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House, with Mr. Lacry in the 
chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and the 
Clerk willreport the first bill. 

EDWARD G. GARNER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6676) for the relief of Edward G. Garner. 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to amend the record of said Edward G. Garner, and issve to 
him an honorable discharge, to date from the date of muster out of his com- 
pany and regiment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee is as follows: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


EMMA L. DU BOIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2462) 
granting an increase of pension to Emma L. Du Bois. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma L. Du Bois, widow of 
Wilbur F. Du Bois, late of Company A, Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and first lieutenant Company F, One hundred and eighth Rexzi- 
ment United States Colored Troops, and pay her a pension at the rate of $1i 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

GEORGE G, KEMP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1226) 
granting an increase of pension to George G. Kemp. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George G. Kemp, late of Com- 
pany K, Forty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Militia Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House witha favor- 
able recommendation. 

OLIVA J. BAKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10784) granting an increase of pension to Oliva J. Baker. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of erior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to p'ace on the pension roll the name of Oliva 3. 
Baker. widow of Julian G. Baker. late quartermaster, United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving on 


certificate N 13425 


The committee amendments were as follows: 


In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the following: “ subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws.’ 

In line 6, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate;"' in the 
same line strike out “five “ after the werd “twenty.” 

In lines 7, 8, and ¥ strike out the words un certificate numbered thirteen 
thousand four hundred and twenty-five.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


LUCINDA D, DOW, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3306) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucinda D. Dow. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda D. Dow, widow 
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of Simon B. Dow, late of Company C, Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 


that she is now receiving, with $ per month additional on account of her | 


minor child. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


MARY JANE M’LAUGHLIN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 244) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane McLaughlin. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane McLaugh- 
lin, invalid and dependent daughter ot Michael McLaughlin, late of Company 
C, Twelfth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
ANDREW E, DUNHAM. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8535) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew E. Dunham. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew E. Dunham, 
late acting ensign, in the United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 6 strike out the words “in the.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ERMINE D. CABBELL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2831) granting an increase 
of pension to Ermine D. Cabbell. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ermine D. Cabbell, 
widow of James A. Cabbell, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 


of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of | 


Adolphus N. Cabbell, invalid and pe son of said James A. Cabbell, 
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY R. DEAN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2218) granting a pension to 
Mary R. Dean. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


of Amos G. Thomas, ) 
Island Volunteer Infantry, and first lieutenant Company E, Third Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH BEESLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5648) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Beesley. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 





authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Beesley, widow of 
Florello M. Kelsey. late of Company A, Ninth Regiment of Iowa Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 a month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” insert the word “Captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “‘of;" in the same line, before the word “In- 
fantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” | Pile 

In line 8 strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ per.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


CLARA E, COLBATH, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3880) granting an increase of | 


pension to Clara E. Colbath. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara E. Colbath, widow 
of George S. Colbath, late captain Company I, Ninth Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


OLIVE W. LAY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2152) granting a pension to 
Olive W. Lay. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pospeteey of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Olive W. Lay, former 
widow of Nathan Paine, late major First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MAE PEARMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10725) granting a pension 
to Mae Pearman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mae Pear- 
man, widow of John T. Pearman, late acting assistant surgeon, United States 
Volunteer Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN ERB, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2985) granting a pension to 
John Erb. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Erb, dependent 
father of John Erb, jr., late of Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


HENRY G. BIGELOW, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4356) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry G. Bigelow. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Henry C. Bigelow, late lieuten- 
ant in Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
oe the peusion roll, and to grant him a pension of $50 per month from and 
after the passage of this act, the same to be in lieu of any pension now drawn. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions, were read: 


Strike out all after the word “he,” in line 3, and all of lines 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 
9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
xension laws, the name of Henry G. Bigelow, late of Company C, Fifteenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $45 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


| to the House with a favorable recommendation, 
and limitations of the —_— laws, the name of Mary R. Dean, former widow | 
ate captain Company G, Eleventh Regiment Rhode | 


AGNES B. HOFFMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3609) to grant pension to 
Agnes B. Hoffman, as widow of William G. Hoffman, late first 
lieutenant, Third United States Cavalry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is merone. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Agnes B 
Hoffman, of No. 15 E street NW., Washington, D. C.. widow of William G. 
Hoffman, deceased, formerly first lieutenant, Third United States Cavalry, 
and pay hera yonsien of $12 per month, as widow of her said husband, from 
the Ist day of January, 1899 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, thename of Agnes B. Hoffman, widow of William 
G. Hoffman, late first lieutenant, Third United States Cavalry,and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill granting a pension to Agnes B. Moff- 
man.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARIE SHARPE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1347) granting an increase of 
pension to Marie Sharpe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marie Sharpe, widow of John 
B. Sharpe, late of Company C, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
JOSEPHINE BROWN, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2557) grant- 
ing a pension to Josephine Brown. 
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The bill was read. as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine Brown, invalid 
and dependent daughter of William Brown, late of Company C, Second Regi- 
ment sae Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably, 
JOHN W. PHILLIPS. 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 11159) granting a pension 
to John W. Phillips. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Phillips, late of Com- 


pany (©, First Regiment National Guards of East Tennessee, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
ANDREW FERGUSON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3235) granting a pension to 
Andrew Ferguson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Ferguson, late a 
pilot, U. 8. ram Lioness, Mississippi Marine Brigade, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
MARY V. WILMARTH. 


The next business was the bill (S, 3049) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary V. Wilmarth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary V. Wilmarth, widow 
of Roswell S. Wilmarth, late second lieutenant Company D, Sixty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
EMMA J. BIDWELL. 


The next business was the bill (5.2190) granting a pension to | 


Emma J. Bidwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma J. Bidwell, widow of 
William E. Bidwell, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably, 
LULA M. JONES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8263) to pension Lula M. 
Jones, reported with amendments. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the puneory of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $25 per 
month, subject to the provisions and regulations of the general pension laws, 
the name of Lula M. Jones, the daughter of Samuel T. Jones, late of Com- 
pany A, Eightieth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 


In line 4strike out all after the word “roll”’ and all of lines 5, 6,7, and 8 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Lula M. Jones, helpless daughter of 
Samuel T. Jones, late captain Company A, Eightieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

J Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Lula M. 
ones.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were consid- 
ered, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably, 

LUCY B. BRYSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1600) granting a pension 
to Lucy B. Bryson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the condi- 
tions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy B. Bryson, widow 
of W. A. Bryson, late first lieutenant in Company C, Eighteenth Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry. 


Thecommittee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 4 strike out all afi-r the word “place” and all of lines 5,6,7,and 8 
and insert in lieu thereof the f<lowing: ‘“‘on the pension roll, oe to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy B. Bryson, 
widow of Hiram M. Bryson, late first lieutenant Company C, Eighteenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $17 per month in Hen of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy B. Bryson.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were consid- 
ered, and agreed to. : 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 








JOHN H. WILCOX, 
orn 


The next business was the bill (S. 2774) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Wilcox. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Wilcox, late of Com- 
pany D, Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
JAMES H. THOMAS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4256) granting a pension to 
James H. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Thomas, late of 
Company C, Eighteenth Regiment New re Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably, 
MARY J, CALVIN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3536) restoring to the pension 
roll the name of Mary J. Calvin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Calvin, widow 
of Joseph A. Mcllvain, late of Company H, Eighty-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably, 
ALBERT BUCK, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8297) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert Buck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert Buck, late a 
private in Company K, One hundred and first Illinois Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following 
amendments: 


In line 6 strike out the words ‘“‘a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘of.” 

ln line 7, before the word “Illinois,”’ insert the word “ Regiment:;* in the 
same line, before the word “‘ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendmentsrecommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 


CORNWELL M. BRILL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1599) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornwell M. Brill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornwell M. Brill, late of 
Company E, One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

AILSIE BENNETT. 

The next business was the bill (5S, 2830) granting a pension to 
Ailsie Bennett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the a laws, the name of Ailsie Bennett, widow of 
Thomas Bennett, late of Company H, One hundred. and twenty-fifth Regi- 


ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
JOHN J. WILSON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1876) granting an increase of 
pension to John J. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. Wilson, late of Com- 
pany F, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
JAMES H. CALDWELL. 

The next business was the bill (H, R. 9266) granting an increase 

of pension to James H. Caldwell. 
“he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Caldwell, late of 


Company G, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 











The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 



















































ments: 
Insert after ‘“‘ Missouri,” in seventh line, the words “State Militia; and 
strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty-four,” so it will read $24 per month. 


Mr. STEELE. I would like to know the reason for giving $24 
per aaa in the case of a militiaman. I wish some one would 
explain. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill was introduced by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND], who does not seem to be present. 

Mr. STEELE, Let it go over until we get some explanation for 
giving a militiaman $24 a month. 

Mr. GIBSON, I will give the gentleman from Indiana the in- 
formation which he desires. 

This man hasa good Armyrecord. In the first place, he served 
from the 26th of February, 1862, to March 15, 1865—over three 
years. He is very much diseased. His sight is almost entirely 
gone, and his general physical condition is of the most distressing 
character. 

Mr. STEELE. That being the case, why does he not get a pen- 
sion under the general law? 

Mr. GIBSON. For the reason that the Pension Bureau is not 
satisfied that this cancer trouble originated in the service; but the 
man is blind allthe same. The question is, whether he shall go 
down to his grave blind and in his pitiable condition, drawing $12 
a month, or whether his pension shall be increased. The man is 
extremely poor, and the case is one of the most meritorious that 
has been before the committee. 

Mr. STEELE. I see the gentleman is reading from the report. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 

Mr. STEELE. On that information I will not require any fur- 
ther statement. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM R. MILLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8027) to pension William 
R. Miller. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William R. 
Miller, of Company A, Fourth Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5, after the word “ Miller,” insert the word “late;”’ in the same line, 
after the word “Fourth,” insert the word “Regiment; in the same line, 
after the word “Tennessee,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 6 strike out the word * Volunteers.” 
wat the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to William R. 

iller.” 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the report in that case read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

The Clerk began the reading of the report. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman in charge of | 
the bill explain how the committee determined that this man was 
in the service after the War Department had found that he was 
not in the service? 

Mr. GIBSON. The testimony of the enlisting officer of the 
United States shows that he was enlisted in the United States 
service. But while on his way to join his command he was cap- 
tured by the Confederates, and his leg was so injured that ampu- 
tation was necessary. For that reason they would not receive him 
in the regiment. Asa result of that he never was mustered in in 
the ordinary way, and never having been mustered, his name does 
not appear on the roll. Those are the facts, all the same. 

{ The further reading of the report was dispensed with. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


JOHN F, HUTCHISON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3466) granting an increase of 
i pension to John F. Hutchison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, gultecete the provisions ; 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John F. Hutchison, late of | 
Company G, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
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ROSALIA TEJIDOR BRINCKERHOFF. 


; The next business was the bill (8.3470) granting a pension to 
Rosalia Tejidor Brinckerhoff. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the 


d ‘ — laws, the name of Rosalia Tejidor Brincker- 
hoff, widow of George L. Brinckerhoff, late captain Company B, Tenth Regi- 
ment —— York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SARAH E, TATE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 218) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah E. Tate. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Tate, widow of 
Samuel A. Tate, late of Company I, Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry. and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Florence Tate, 
the helpless and dependent child of said Samuel A. Tate, the additional pen- 
sion herein granted on account of such child shall cease and determine. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


EDWIN CULVER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3505) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin Culver. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin Culver, late of Com- 
pany E, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him apension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. STEELE. Let us have some reason why this fifty-dollar 
pension should be granted, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that the report 
is very brief, and if the gentleman will get it he can see. 

Mr. STEELE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I hope the gentleman will hear it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

The report (by Mr. GRAFF) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3505) 
granting an increase of pension to Edwin Culver, have examined the same 
and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 1017, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3505) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edwin Culver, have examined the same and 
report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $36 to $50 per month the pension of 
Edwin Culver, of Token, Wis., late of Company E, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Cavalry. 

Edwin Culver enlisted in Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry, 
September 21, 1861, and was discharged for disability March 23, 1863. The 
surgeon's certificate of disability states he was discharged ‘* because of ex- 
posure to malaria at Helena, Ark., in August, 1862, in consequence of which 
intermittent fever and camp diarrhea, which last continues and is incurable. 


| He has also severe diabetes.” 


He enlisted in Company E, First Wisconsin Cavalry, January 4, 1864, and 
was discharged July 19, 1865. He received five wounds from acavalry charge 
near Salem, Ala., April 14, 1865. 

The hospital records show him treated March 23, 1863, for intermittent 
fever, and from April toJuly, 1865, for wound of left arm and left iliac region. 

The claimant, who is now 73 years of age, was originally pensioned for 
chronic diarrhea at the rate of $2 per month from December 11, 1863, the date 
of his first discharge, to January 4, 1864, the date of his second enlistment. 


During the reading of the report, 
Mr. STEELE. I do not care for any further reading of the re- 
port, on account of the man’s age. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JAMES E., TERESA, AND ANNA ARVIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1080) granting a pension to James E. Arvin, Teresa Arvin, and 
Anna Arvin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the names of James E. 
Arvin, Teresa Arvin, and Anna Arvin, indigent and feeble-minded children 
of George W. Arvin, deceased, late a member of Company A, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay to each one of them a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

Sec. 2. That whereas an emergency exists for the immediate taking effect 
of this act, therefore it shall be in force from and after its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “troll” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, and 12 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the names of James E. Arvin, Teresa 
Arvin, and Anna Arvin, the helpless and dependent children of George W. 
Arvin. late of Company A, Forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay them each a pension at the rate of $10 per month.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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WILLIAM ALLEN AND ISAAC GARMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1845) granting pensions to William Allen and Isaac Garman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the names of William 
Allen and Isaac Garman, scouts and spies in the United States Army during 
the war of the rebellion, and pay each of them a pension at the rate of 20a 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5, before the word ‘‘scouts,” insert the word “late.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twelve;” in the same line strike out the word ‘‘a” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ per.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BYRON KURTZ, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2540) 
granting an increase of pension to Byron Kurtz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Byron Kurtz, late of Com- 
pany I, Seventy-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EDWARD A, PARMALEE, 





The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2543) | 


granting an increase of pension to Edward A. Parmalee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward A. Parmalee, 
late of Company F, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 


that the first page be read, which, I think, will satisfy the gen- 
tleman. 
The first page of the report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2472) to correct the military record of John H. Finfrock, report the same back 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

This isa bill to revoke an order of dismissal of Captain Finfrock, Sixty- 
fourth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and issue an honorable discharge, dated 
January 22, 1863, with proviso against pay, bounty, etc., as usual. 

He was dismissed for alleged desertion, which the War Department has 


| officially determined did not take place: 


The committee adopt the report made on a similar bill in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, hereto annexed. 

{House Report No. 2632, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session. ] 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4676) entitled “‘A bill to correct the military record of John H. Finfrock,"’ 
having had the same under consideration, report it back favorably, and rec- 
ommend its passage with an amendment. 

Attached hereto is the report of the Record and Pension Office of the War 
Department in reference to this case. which gives in detail the circumstances 
attending the dismissal of Captain Finfrock from the United States service, 
and states that the charge of desertion appearing against him in the orders 
in which he was dishonorably dismissed the service is erroneous, and that a 
notation to that effect has been placed upon the official records: but that 


| “notwithstanding this action, the order of dismissal in the case of this officer 
| having been carried into execution, it is beyond the power of an executive 


officer to revoke or modify it, or to set it aside, however unmerited or injuri 
ous that order may be deemed to have been.” 

Amend by adding as follows: 

* Provided, however, That no pay, bounty, or other allowances shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
this bill has no place on the Calendar this afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The case is one of dismissal for desertion. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, And I thin* it has a place on the Cal- 
endar. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the first page 


| of the report. 


pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 


ceiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MAJ. A. NORTHROP. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3127) 
granting an increase of pension to Maj. A. Northrop. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maj. A. Northrop, late of ! 


Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
of Company K, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


ELIZA STILLMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1348) 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza Stillman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


Mr. STEELE. [ have nothing further to request, if the War 
Department is satisfied with it. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The War Department recommends the 
bill. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN FAULDS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
3047) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of John Faulds, Company G, Thirty-first Wisconsin Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of John Faulds, late a private in Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge as of the 


> 


23d day of January, 1563. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That no pay or allowance shall become due or payable by 
of the passage of this act. 

Mr. STEELE, I should like to know why that man'should be 
discharged. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. EscH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5047) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of John 


reason 


| Faulds, have had the same under consider:tion and submit the following 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza M. Stillman, widow of | 


Thomas J. Stillman, late first lieutenant Company B, Tenth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MATHEW T, JONES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 751) 
granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mathew T. Jones, late of 
Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN H. FINFROCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2472) to correct the military record of John H. Finfrock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order dismissing from the military service of 
the United States John H. Finfrock as a captain of the Sixty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and to issue an honorable discharge for 
him, to dat2 from the 22d day of January, 1863: Provided, however, That no 
pay, bounty, or other allowanees shall become due or payable by virtue of 
the passage of this act. 


Mr. STEELE. Let us have some explanation of this charge. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS, The report is quite lengthy, but I ask 


report thereon: 

t is shown by the records of the War Department that John Faulds was 
enrolled December 2 and mustered into service December 24, 1862, as a pri 
vate in Company G, Thirty-first Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, to serve 
three years, and that he deserted on January 25, 1863, from Camp Utley. Ra- 
cine, Wis., never thereafter returning to his command, which remained in 
service until July 8, 1865; also that he enlisted November 10, 1864, as a private 
in Company F, Seventh West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers, in violation of 
the twenty-second (now fiftieth) article of war, and appears to have served 


| faithfully under this enlistment until August 1, 1865, when he was mustered 
| out of service and honorably discharged. 


The War Department report further shows that_in an application for re- 
moval of the charge of desertion as of Company G, Thirty-first Wisconsin 
Infantry Volunteers, Faulds testified May 15, 1896, as follows: That he was 


| drafted into the United States military service in the autumn of 1862: re- 


| enlist in the volunteer service, which he did; that he thereafter reported for 


ported at Madison, Wis., where he was examined and passed for muster and 
was solicited by Captain Rogers, the United States recruiting officer 


+ 
LO 





service at Racine, Wis., where said Captain Rogers requested him to sign 
his father’s name to some paper or record, to legalize, as he understood it, 
his said enlistment, he being then a minor, which he refused to do. 

That while yet at Racine in said service he was listed as a member of Com- 
pany G, Thirty-first Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers; that about the 20th of 
December, 1862, with John Dannser, a member of said company, he was 


| granted a furlough and came home to the town of Glencoe, Buffalo County, 


Wis., to his father’s farm and home; that shortly afterwards, and while said 
furlough was yet in force, the soldier became sick, and at the time of the ex- 
piration of his furlough was wholly unfitted and unable to return to Racine 
and said service; that while his said furlough was in force his father, James 
Faulds, sought counsel of one Edward Lees, a lawyer residingat Fountain City, 
Wis.,and at time district attorney of said Buffalo County, to get the soldier 
discharged from the service and released from his enlistment on the grounds 
of his being a minor, and for the further reason of sickness and i!) health; 
that at said time there resided in said Fountain City a man known as Dr. 
Colb, who claimed to be a United States examining surgeon. before whom 
Faulds was taken for examination, and said Dr. Colb examined him and had 
him sign some papers believed to be an application for a discharge. 

That on the advice of said Lees and Dr. Colb, Faulds returned to his home, 
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leaving the matter in their hands, having been assured by them that no harm 
could or would come to him by his not reporting to said company before the 
expiration of said furlough; that he was in poor health during the winter 
months of 1863, and on such advice remained at home with his father; that he 
in no way attempted to secrete himself or hide away from the public; that 
no effort was made by the Government to take him back to the service or to 
punish him for his said absence, nor was he ever notified to return to said 
service; nor was any inquiry whatever, so far as he knows, made by the Gov- 
ernment concerning his said absence from the service up to the fall of 1963, 
when he went to Illinois, and in the spring of 1864 went to Cannelton, W. Va., 
where he remained until he enlisted at Charleston, W. Va., on the 10th day 
of November, 1864, in said Company F, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Cav- 
alry; that at the time of his last enlistment in said Seventh West Virginia 
Cavalry he informed Major Blonden, of said regiment, of all the material 
facts herein stated: that his service in said West Virginia regiment was in 
the name of John Falls instead of John Faulds, which was wholly due to an 
error of the official who made and kept the record, and that the soldier was 
not aware of such error until given his discharge in 1865. 

The affidavit filed in the War Department is supplemented by another 
affidavit of the soldier made on the same date and filed with the committee, 
and sets forth substantially the same state of facts, and showing also that he 


1818; lived for a time in Pennsylvania, Maryland, West Virginia, and thence 
removed to the town of Glencoe, Buffalo County, Wis.; alsoa third affidavit, 
sworn to on June 1, 1896, in which his age is stated at 18 years when drafted: 
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that he did not preserve the furlough; that James Faulds (his father), Judge | 


Lees, Dr. Colb, and Major Blonden, of the Seventh Regiment West Virginia 
Cavalry, are dead; that the only bounty, local or otherwise, received by him 
on his last enlistment was $25 paid at the time and $0 thereafter, and that he 
received no other money consideration or inducement for his second enlist- 
ment, which he made in good faith and was not induced by the offer of pay- 
ment of any bounty or money. 

It appears from the affidavits filed with the committee and made by the 
following witnesses that they all knew John Faulds prior, during, and since 


the war, viz: Thomas Courteney, Robert D. Burt, Robert Burt, John Hill, | 


William Henry, Clarissa Mulyck, Engelhart Doelle, Walter Jackson, John 
Dannser, Margaret Cowie, James R. Faulds, and William Milan. Said Court 


eney’s affidavit, made May 15, 1896, filed in the War Department, corrobo- | 


rates the soldier's statements as to his enlistment, his coming home on fur 
lough, his sickness, and the consultation between his father and the attorney, 
Kdward Lees, about getting soldier out of the service, and that his father 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to amend and correct the records and muster rolls of the 
late war of the rebellion in his office so as to show that William O. Eagle, late 
a private of Company C, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment of Indi- 
ana Volunteer Infantry, was duly mustered into the service of the United 
States and served therein as amember of said company and regiment for the 
period of one hundred days, and was duly and honorably discharged there- 
from at the expiration of his term of service. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fa- 
vorable recommendation, 


FRANK BLAIR, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10472) granting an increase of pension to Frank Blair. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby- 


a 1 1@ | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Frank 
was born in Scotland, November 27, 1544, and came to the United Statesin | 


Blair, now pensioned by certificate No. 3932, and receiving the sum of $12 per 
month, as a Mexican war veteran, and that his present pension be raised 
to $36 per month. 

rn s 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 4,after the word “roll,” insert *‘subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “Blair,” in line 5, and substitute 
therefor the following: “late private in Capt. 8. H. Walker’s company of Texas 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 


had talked with witness about it at the time, and then told witness that the | 


attorney assured him that the soldier need not return to the service and that 
he would get him released for the reason that he wasa minor. Witness knew 
that soldier's father was very anxious to have him out of the service, at 
home with him, as he was the only help he had; that soldier made no effort 
to conceal his identity nor to secrete himself; that witness heard of no effort 
being made by the authorities to get the soldier back into the service by 
arrest or otherwise. This witness repeated the same factsin an affidavit 
made on the same day and filed with the committee 

The affidavit of said Robert D. Burt, filed in the War Department, cor- 


roborates the soldier's statement as to his enlistment with John Dannser | 


into the military service in the fall of 1862; the return of the soldier to bis 
father’s home on furlough, as the witness was at the time informed, about 
January 1, 1863; also as to his illness and as to his having applied for the dis 
charge from the service, and that the soldier did not conceal himself, and 
that it was generally understood that he was discharged. 

This witness also testified to the same state of facts in a second affidavit, 
made May 16, 1896. 

The afiidavit of Robert Burt, filed in the War Department, is in corrobora- 
tion of the foregoing statements of the soldier and the other affidavits. Ina 
supplemental affidavit, made May 16, 1896, and filed with the committee, this 
witness testified to a like state of facts. 

The foregoing statements are also corroborated by the following affi- 
davits of John Hill, now of Winona, Minn., age, 64 years, who testified June 
4, 1896; William Henry, of Arcadia, Wis., 50 years of age, who testified June 
19, 1896; Clarissa A. Mulyck, of Glencoe, Wis., 55 years of age, who testified 
July 14, 189%; Engelhart Doelle, of the town of Cross, Wis., 55 years of age, 
affidavit made July 6, 1896; Walter Jackson, of Glencoe, Wis., 65 years of age, 
affidavit made August 8, 1896, and John Dannser, of said town of Cross, 55 
‘years of age, affidavit made June 6, 1896, stating also that he was a member 
of Company G, Thirty-first Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers; en- 
listed at same time as John Faulds; that they, with others, were granted 
furloughs; that date of furlough was about December 20, 1862, for eight days; 
that witness saw the furlough granted John Faulds, and knows of his own 
knowledge that Faulds had a furlough; that witness and Faulds went from 
Racine, Wis., together to their homes in Buffalo County, Wis.; that witness 
returned to his company and regiment at expiration of furlough; that Faulds 
did not return, and that witness remembers conversation he had with Capt. 
George D. Rogers several weeks after his return, in January, 1863, and re- 
members well of asking the captainif said John Faulds was coming back to 
the company, and the captain answered him at the time that Faulds was sick 
or claimed to be sick. 

The statements of the soldier, as contained in his affidavits in regard to 
his visits to the office of said Edward Lees and to see Dr. Colb, and as to the 
assurance of said Lees that the soldier had been discharged or released from 
the military service, or would be, and that they need not trouble themselves 
any further about it, are corroborated by the affidavits of the following wit 
nesses, filed with the committee, each of the witnesses testifying to being 
present in the office of said Lees and Dr. Colb with the soldier and his father 
when the arrangements were made for getting the soldier out of the service, 
viz, Margaret Cowie, of Arcadia, Wis., 64 years of age and asister of the soldier, 
affidavit made November 30, 1897; James R. Faulds,a resident of Stevens- 
ville, Mont., 44 years of age, affidavit made December 4, 1897, and William 
Milan, of Glencoe, aforesaid, 52 years of age. affidavit made December 15, 1897. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier had no intention of de- 
serting, but that he believed the steps taken by the lawyer, Edward Lees, 
and Dr. Colb released him from military service in said Company G, Thirty- 
first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,and therefore recommend that 
the bill do pass with the following amendment: 

“Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act.” 


Mr. STEELE. [understand there is no bounty paid on account 
of the reenlistment and that he was a young boy 18 years of age. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM O, EAGLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2204) for the relief of William O, Eagle. 





— 


JOSEPH E, HENDRICKSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2386) 
granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph E. Hendrickson, late 
of Company F, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, war 


| with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, let us have some reason why we 
should pass this bill. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think that probably no 
pension bill that has ever been before the House has received a 
more careful consideration than has this bill. I want to say that 
I took this bill under consideration, as a subcommittee on pen- 
sions, With a prejudice against the allowance of the pension in this 
case. The circumstances that attended the loss of sight of this 
party were peculiar. The testimony in the case was that he suf- 
fered with malaria, had an attack of sunstroke, and almost imme- 


| diately afterwards lost his eyesight. 


Mr. STEELE. Both eyes? 
Mr. BROMWELL. Both eyes. He is totally blind. 
Mr. STEELE. The gentleman need go no further; I am 
satisfied. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fay- 
orable recommendation. 
PHEBE TATE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10892) granting an increase of pension to Phebe Tate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phebe Tate, widow of 
Thomas Tate, late captain of Company F, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “captain ” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“first lieutenant.”’ ; 

In line 7 strike out the letter “ F ’ and insert in lieu thereof the letter “1.” 

In the same line strike out the word “ Fifth ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Third.” : : rl 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Phebe Tate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 
PATRICK H. HURLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5,085) granting a pension to Patrick H. Hurley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provyi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick H. Hurley, late 
lieutenant, Company L, Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 


Tn line 6, after the letter * L," insert the word “ Thirteenth.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the word 
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lieu of that he is now receiving.” 4 ; 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick H. Hurley. 


The cominittee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ROBERT A, REID, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10183) granting an increase of pension to Robert A. Reid. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the goneien laws, the name of Robert A. Reid, late of Com- 
pany G, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word ‘* Volunteer;” in 
the same line, after the word “pension,” insert the words ‘‘at the rate;” in 
the same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 


LUCINDA MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. | 
7745) granting a pension to Lucinda Miller. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the laws 
and restrictions of the Pension Office, the name of Lucinda Miller, of Rices | 
Landing, Greene County, Pa., widow of David Miller, late of Company B, | 
Eighty-iifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, war of the rebellion, | 
from and after the passage of this act, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “place” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 
and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ton the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda 
Miller, widow of David Miller, late of Company B, Eighty-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 
per month.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN KINSIE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10570) granting an increase of pension to John Kinsie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Kinsie, fate a 
member of Company B, Forty-fifth Pennsylvania Veteran Volunteers, and | 
pay him $25 per month in lieu of any pension which may now be paid to him, 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: | 
“of John Kinsey, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Kinsey.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MELVINA GREENAWALT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3491) granting a pension 
to Melvina Greenawalt, widow of Abraham Greenawalt. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject_to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Melvina Greenawalt, 
widow of Abraham Greenawalt, deceased, late of the city of Reading, Pa., who 
was in the service of the United States at Nashville, Tenn., as a carpenter and 
a private during the late rebellion, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were read: 


‘ In line 4 strike out the word ‘‘upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
on.” 


In line 6 strike out the syllable “de-” and all of lines 7, 8, 9, and 10 and in- 
sertin lieu thereof the words “late of the Quartermaster’s Department, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

anes the title so as read: “A bill granting a pension to Melvina Greena- 
walt. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not understand the amendment proposed. 
This man seems to have been in the service of the Quartermaster’s | 
Department. 

Mr. GIBSON. It appeared before the committee that while | 
this man was employed in the Quartermaster’s Department he 
engaged in the defense of the city of Nashville as a soldier, and 
whileso engaged he contracted on account of exposure a sickness 
from which he died. The committee thought that under these 
circumstances the widow ought to be pensioned. 

Mr. STEELE. What military status do you give for this man? 


“twelve.” In the same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in 
| 
| 





Mr. GIBSON. Notany. We simply give the wife a pension 
because her husband diedasa result of military service. Although 
under no legal compulsion to do so, he served in the defense of 
the city of Nashville, and, as a result, contracted disease that 
terminated in his death. 

Mr. STEELE. How much pension do you grant the widow? 

Mr. GIBSON. Twelve dollars a month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CATHERINE BROUGHTON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3658) granting a pension 
to Catherine Broughton, dependent mother, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Catherine 
Broughton, mother of William Broughton, deceased, late a member of Com- 
pany F, Second West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $8 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line3 strike out all after the word “ be and all of lines 4, 5, 6, and 7 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Catherine Broughton, dependent mother of 
William Broughton, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Catherine 
Broughton.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


GABRIEL M. FUNK, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4199) granting a pension 
to Gabriel M. Funk. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gabriel M. Funk, 
late of Company F, Ninety-first Llinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6, before the word “Illinois,” insert the word “* Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “to.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


| to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


BENJAMIN F. SHOTT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 154) to increase the pen- 
sion of Benjamin F’. Schott. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place upon sae pension rollthe name of Benjamin 


F. Schott, late of Company I,One hundred and thirty-ninth Indiana Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay to him a pension at the rate of $30a month in lieu of 
that which he is now receiving. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 4 strike out the word “ upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘on.’ In the same line, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

In line 5 strike out the word “Schott” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*Shott.”’ 

In line 6, before the word “Indiana,” insert the word *‘ Regiment.” 

In line 7, before the word “ him,” strike out the word “to.”’ In the same 
line stike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty- 
four.”’ Inthe same line strike out the word ‘a’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “per.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ which.” 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Shott.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
EDWARD HOUNSOM, 


The next business was the bill (H. R.3133) for the relief of Ed- 


| ward Hounsom, of Glenwood, Mo. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol], subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Hounsom, late a 

srivate of Company E of the Twenty-ninth Regiment of Enrolled Missouri 
Militia, at the rate of $24 per month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a private;” in the same line strike out the 
words “ of the.” 


__Inline7 strike out the word “of;” in the same line, after the word “ Mi- 
litia,” insert the words “‘and pay him a pension.” 





Ser areata alr 


CS MA es 


GE EPIC IE A NE ILS EF CSO 


316 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Edward Houn- 
som.*’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


OLIE HEATON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9269) to pension Miss Olie 
Heaton, dependent daughter. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the Government the 
name of Olie Heaton, crippled daughter of William Heaton, deceased, late 
private in Company C, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension of $24 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 3 strike out the word ‘‘is;’’ in the same line, before the word “ here- 
by,”’ insert the word “‘is.”’ 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll” and all of lines 5,6,7, and 8 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: *‘ subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Olie Heaton, the dependent and helpless 
daughter of William Heaton, late of Company C, First Regiment West Vir- 


ginia Veteran Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Olie Heaton.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

FRANKLIN I, GILBERT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3660) granting a pension 
to Franklin I. Gilbert. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $30 per 
month, the name of Frauklin I. Gilbert, late of Company D, One hundred and 
and seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and now a resident of 
Salem, Ohio 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll’’ and all of lines 5, 6, 7, and 8, 


and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ subject to the provisions and limi- | 


tations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin I. Gilbert, late of Company 
D, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin I. Gilbert.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MICHAEL RYAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4231) to grant a pension 
to Maechel Ryan, alias Kennedy, Company F, One hundred and 
eighty-seventh New York Infantry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to rr on the pension roll the name of Maechel 
Ryan, alias Kennedy, late of Company F, One hundred and eighty-seventh 
New York Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “ roll” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7, and 
insert in lieu thereof the oilow ing. sebiest to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Michael Ryan, alias Kennedy, late of Com- 

many F, One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer 
nfantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Michael Ryan, 
alias Kennedy.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
RICHARD HOLLOWAY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7495) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard Holloway. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Holloway, late pri- 
vate and musician, Company B, Thirty-third Regiment New Jersey Infantry 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out the words “private and musician” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ of.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ volunteers;" and in the same line, before the 
word *‘infantry,” insert the word * volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lien thereof the word 
“thirty;” in the same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 








| rebellion,and that he receive a pension of $50 per month in 
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ERNST PITSCHNER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to 
Ernst Pitschner. 

The Clerk read. the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ernst Pitschner, late of 


Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
JOSEPH ZIMMERMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 9981) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Zimmerman, 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pean roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Zimmerman, late a sergeant 
of Company E One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, at the increase rate of $24 per month. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 
. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


| of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Zimmerman, late of Company I, One 


hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GORTON BROWN, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 11198) granting an increase 


| of pension to Gorton Brown. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gorton Brown, late of Com- 

any C, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
im a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the adoption 
of the following amendment: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. _ 

Mr. STEELE. Before that, Mr. Chairman, let us have some 
explanation of this bill or let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state to the House, forthe purpose of sav- 
ing time, that this soldier is now absolutely helpless, being para- 


| lyzed in every extremity and can not move any part of his body. 


"Mr. STEELE. I do not care about anything more. If he is 


| paralyzed in every extremity, he ought to have the pension. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
DAVID R, ELLIS. 
The next business was the bill (H. R,. 4887) to increase the pen- 
sion of David R. Ellis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of David R. Ellis, late an 


| engineer's yeoman on the steamship Monitor in the United States Navy, and 


afterwards on steamship Sassacus in same service Gaming the war of the 
ieu of that which 
he now receives. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the adoption 
of the following amendments: 


In line 3 strike out all after the word “ be” and all of lines 4, 5, 6,7,8,9,and 


| 10 and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘and he is hereby, authorized 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 


| tations of the pension laws, the name of David R. Ellis, late of the U. 8. 


steamships Monitor, Tunxis, and Sassacus, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Ellis.” 


Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask why in this man’s case he is 
allowed $40 a month, as it isnot shown that he is paralyzed in 


| every extremity, while the other one, who is so paralyzed, gets only 


thirty? 

Mr. GIBSON. I can say, if the gentleman will allow me, that 
the committee endeavor to draw a distinction in accordance with 
the probability of the disability being incurred in the service, 
Where there is a strong probability that it is of service origin we 

ive him a higher rate than where there is no such probability. 
“hat is where we draw the line. 

Now, the Bureau of Pensions requires that it shall be proven 
beyond reasonable doubt that the disability was incurred in the 
service. The committee was satisfied by reasonable evidence that 
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this was the case, and where there is reasonable evidence we di- 
vide the pension allowed by law in what we regard to be an equi- 
table manner as developed by the evidence. Of course, if the evi- 
dence was conclusive the whole pension would be granted. For 
instance, if this man, whose disability is total, suffered that disa- 
ability in the service, he would get $72. But where the evidence 
is not conclusive we stop at fifty, and where there is no such prob- 
ability we 7 sometimes at thirty or forty, according to the 
necessities of the man and poverty of himself and family, and en- 
deavor to make as fair a distinction as we can, with a view of 
equalizing pensions to all of these — 

Now, here is a man who served for all of these years, begin- 
ning February 4, 1862, down to May 13,'1865. We look at the 
length of a soldier’s service and give a soldier who has had a long 
and honorable service, with a certain disability, a greater rate of 
pension than a soldier with the same disability but with a short 
term of service. 

In the case before the committee this soldier served a long time. 
He is exceedingly poor, and has a wife and five children dependent 
upon him for support. 

Taking these things into consideration, the committee were con- 
tent to give him the rate of $40 a month. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


HARRIET A. WILSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension 
to Harriett A. Wilson, widow of Col. Lewis Wilson. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Harriett A. 
Wilson, widow of Lewis Wilson, late colonel of the Second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of the pension of $8 per month which she is now receiving. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 4 strike out all after the word “place” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, and 
9and insert in lieu thereof the following: *‘on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet .A. 
Wilson, widow of Lewis Wilson, late colonel Second Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and captain Company D, Nineteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet A. Wilson.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY CLARK, 


| 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Thomas F. Walter, late first 
lieutenant Gompany A, Ninety-first ogee Pennsylvania Infantry Vol- 
unteers, on the pension roll of the United States at the rate of $50 per month. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

, Strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: ' 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name cf Thomas F. Walter, late first lieutenant 
Company A, Ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month.”’ 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
SARAH S, HAMMOND, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8273) granting a pension 
to Sarah S. Hammond. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah S. Hammond, formerly 
widow of Pierson Brown, late private in Company A, Twenty-third Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 7 strike out the words “private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In line 8, after the word “pension,” insert the words ‘‘at the rate;” in 
the same line strike out the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 

The committee améndments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


’ 


JOHN C, SHEUERMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6043) to increase the pen- 
sion of John ©. Shenermen, Cempany C, Ninth Regiment, and 
Company A, Eleventh Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension now granted to John C. Shenermen, 
late of Company C, Ninth Regiment, and Company A, Eleventh Regiment, 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, be, and the same is 
hereby, increased to the sum of $24 per month, and the Secretary of the In- 


| terior is hereby directed to pay him a pension at the above rate instead of 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4130) granting a pension | 
to Mrs. Mary Clark, widow of Calvin B. Clark, late of the One | 


hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Mary Clark, widow of the late 
Calvin B. Clark, musician, of the One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, on the pension roll, and pay her a pension of $12 per month, subject 
to the rules, regulations, and laws governing the same. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 3 strike out all after the word ‘‘be” and all of lines 4, 5, 6,7, and § 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘“‘and heis hereby, authorized and 


: 


directed to place on the pension roll, sariecs to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary Clark, widow of Calvin B. Clark, late 
musician, One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” . 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mary Clark.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. | 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ALMEDA BROWN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3705) granting a pension 
to Almeda Brown. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


the pension now paid him. his act shall take effect immediately. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


| directed to place on the pension roll, gatgect to the provisions and limita- 


tions of the pension laws, the name of John C. Sheuerman, late of Company 
A, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: **A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John C, Sheuerman.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
LAURA NEWMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7040) granting a pension 
to Laura Newman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul t to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura Newman (for- 
merly Laura Mount) a volunteer nurse in the war of the rebellion, and pay 


and he is hereby, 









| her a pension at the rate of $12 a month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions, were read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Almeda Brown, widow of 
James A. Brown, late Company B, Fifth New York Heavy Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
Tn line 6, after the word “‘late,”’ insert the word “of.” 


In line 7, before the words “*New York,” insert the word “ Regiment;” in 


the same line, before the word *“‘ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS F, WALTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7203) granting a pension 
to Thomas F.. Walter. 


” 


In line 6, before the word “‘a, 
strike out the word ** volunteer.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “war of the rebellion * and insert in lieu 
thereof the words *‘ Medical Department, United States Volunteers.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


insert the word “late; in the same line 


OLIVER DOMON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1245) granting a pension to 
Oliver Domon. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
visions 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the pr« 5 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver Domon. late a mem- 





ber of Company A, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. an pay 
him a pension at the rate of $) per month in lieu of that he is now 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recomendation. 


iving. 






































| REGARDED IONS Re ME Bi 









































































































































































































































placemats 

















eee 








yy 








. 









































BS ene ener e Danae, anes 














318 


JOHN CALVIN LANE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4633) for the relief of John 
Calvin Lane. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Calvin Lane, who ren- 
dered service as scout in the Eighth Regiment Missouri Cavalry Volunteers 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

_ Inline 6 strike out all after the word “‘Lane” and all of line 7 and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: “late scout and guide for the Eighth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 

: Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension to John Calvin 
zane.’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The biil as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

ALEXANDER BOLTIN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5189) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander Boltin, of Kearney, in the State of 
Nebraska. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander Boltin. 
late a member of Company D, Eighty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out the word “‘upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘on.”’ 

In line 6 strike out the words ““a member.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty * and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


‘ 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MICHAEL HOWLETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
8942) granting an increase of pension to Michael Howlett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael Howlett, late 
first lieutenant Company E, Fifteenth New York Engineers, and pay hima 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, before the words “ New York,” insert the word “ Regiment;” in 
the same line, before the word “Engineers,” insert the word ** Volunteer;” 
in the same line, after the word “‘ pension,”’ insert the words ‘at the rate.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


| word “thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


MRS. MARY E, DOBYNS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
9023) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Dobyns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Dobyns, widow of 
G. H. Dobyns, late captain, United States Volunteers, of Danville, Ky., and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the pension she is 


| now receiving. 


In line 9 strike out the words “‘ the pension’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “that.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Boltin 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SMITH THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11228) granting an increase of pension to Smith Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Smith Thompson, late of 
Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

THOMAS CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11211) granting a pension to Thomas Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Clark, late of Com- 


rate of $12 per month 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

SAMUEL RYAN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
11516) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Ryan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the ponaion laws, the name of Samuel Ryan, late 
quartermaster-sergeant of the Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cav 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

DANIEL PALMATARY., 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11158) granting a pension to Daniel Palmatary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pane roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Palmatary, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


” 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “* Mary,” insert the letter “E.;" in the same line 
strike out the letter “*G.,"’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘“‘George;” in 
the same line, after the word “captain,” insert the words “and assistant 
quartermaster.”’ ; 

In line 7 strike out the words “of Danville, Kentucky.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “the pension” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “that.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LOUIS M. STARRING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9370) granting a pension to Louis M. Starring, of Rhea County, 
Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the goa laws, the name of Louis M. Starring, of Grand 


View, Rhea County, Tenn., and to pay him a pension at the rate of $5 
per month on account of the disability of blindness, the said Louis M. Star- 
ring being a son of Rosell M. Starring, deceased, late a soldier in the war of 
the rebellion, and whose deficiency of eyesight dates from his birth. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out all after the word “Starring,” and all of lines 7, 8, 9,10, 
and 11, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “the dependent and blind 


son of Rosell M. Starring, late of Company H, Forty-fourth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12 per 


/ : nth.”’ 
pany ls, Fifth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, Sev- | mont 


enth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

EVELYN NEALE MURRAY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 4184) 
granting an increase of pension to Evelyn Neale Murray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Evelyn Neale Murray, 


widow of Eli H. Murray, late colonel Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers,and pay her a pension 


| at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

E line 9 strike out the word “fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SOPHIE BARRETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10333) granting a pension to Sophie Barrett, of Clearfield, Pa, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophie V. Barrett, widow of 


Walter Barrett, late lieutenant-colonel Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, after the word ‘‘ Sophie,” insert the word ‘‘de V.” 


In line 8 strike out the wor 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


LEONHART MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11057) granting an increase of pension to Leonhart Miller, Com- 
pany G, Twenty-third Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leonhart Miller, late of Com- 
pany G, Twenty-third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry.and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


“ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


WILLIAM T. WYANT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10945) granting a pension to William T. Wyant, Danville, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William T. Wyant, late of 
Company B, One hundred and ninth Regiment, and Company F, One hun- 
dred and eleventh Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the words “twenty-five ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “twenty-four;” in the same line, after the word “ month,” insert the 
words “in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SARAH A, DININNY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11603) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Dininny, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Dininny, widow of 


John W. Dininny, late colonel One hundred and forty-first New York Volun- | 


teers, and pay her a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the words ‘‘ New York,” insert word “ Regiment.” 

In the same line strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ** Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8, after the word “ pension,” insert the words ‘‘at the rate.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | , 
able recommendation. 


able recommendation. 
LAURA V. SWEARER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4143) granting a pension to Laura V. Swearer. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Laura V. 
Swearer, widow of John Swearer, at the rate of $20 per month from the date 
of passage of this act, subject to the provisions and limitationsof the pension 

aw s. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll,” and all in lines 5, 6, 7, and 8, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and limi 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Laura V. Swearer, widow of John 
Swearer, late a mechanic of the Engineer Department, United States Army, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

Mr. STEELE. Mr, Chairman, I would like to know why this 
poor woman is put in here at $8 a month, when the one just before 
this was given $30 a month? 

Mr. GIBSON. The woman just before this was the wife of a 
colonel of the regiment. Wewere satisfied that his death resulted 
from causes in the service, and that would be the amount she 
would be entitled to under the general law. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, if they were entitled to it under the gen- 
eral law, they can get it in the Pension Office. Now, here you cut 
this poor woman down—— 

Mr. GIBSON. We do not cut her down, at all. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, you do not cut her up, then. [Laughter. ] 
I move, Mr. Chairman, to amend by making it $12 a month. 

Mr. GIBSON. Thecommittee has given her what the law would 
give her. 

Mr. STEELE. The law does not give them anything in these 
bills, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Strike out “‘eight’’ and insert *‘ twelve.” 

The question on the amendment to the amendment was taken; 
and on a division (demanded by Mr. STEELE) there were 31 ayes 
and no noes, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

LOUISE O'LEARY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
2217) granting a pension to Louise O’Leary. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise O'Leary, widow of 
Charles O'Leary, late surgeon, United States Volunteers, and medical di- 


| rector Sixth Army Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $0 per month. 





| sion at the rate of 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CHARLES FORBES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10089) granting an increase of pension to Charles Forbes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro ect to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Forbes, late of Com- 
pany H, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


, sub 


JAMES U. CHILDS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4688) 
granting an increase of pension to James U. Childs, 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the Pease laws, the name of James U. Childs, late second 
lieutenant Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 


| pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re 


ceiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ADAM BIEGER, 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.8191) 
granting an increase of pension to Adam Bieger. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam Bieger, late of Com 
pany G, Third Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside tobe reported to the House with a favor- 


CHARLES H. IRVIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Irvin. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Irvin, late cap- 
tain and assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM H, GIBBS, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8418) for additional pension to William H, Gibbs, of Hinds 
County, Miss. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place the name of William H. Gibbs, late captain of Company 
H, Fifteenth Regiment Llinois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension roll of 
the United States, to commence from January 3, 1893, the date of filing of his 
original application for pension, and to pay him at the rate of $6 per month 
from that date to February 15, 1897, the date of allowance of pension. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 

_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William H. Gibbs, late captain of Company 
H, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

_Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gibbs.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
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GEORGE A, LIBBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3636) granting an increase of pension to George A. Libby. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of George A. 
Libby, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Infantry 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,"’ insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 6 strike out the word * Volunteers,” and in the same line, before the 
word “Infantry,” insert the word **Volunteer;” in the same line, after the 
word “pension,”’ insert the words ‘‘at the rate.” 

In line 7 strike out the words *‘the pension” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘that 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GILES W. TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3056) | 


granting an increase of pension to Giles W. Taylor. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 





and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Giles W. Taylor, late of | 


Company F’, Nineteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Com 
pany I, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ABBIE L. GODFREY. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2692) 
granting a pension to Abbie L. Godfrey. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abbie L. Godfrey, 
daughter of John W. Godfrey, acting master of the Navy in the war of the 
rebellion, and that she be granted a pension at $lia month. 


The committee amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 3, after the word “and,” insert the word “he.” 

Strike out all of lines 6,7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Louisa N. Godfrey, widow of John W. Godfrey, late acting master, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, however, That in the case of the 
death of the helpless and dependent child, Abbie L. Godfrey, on whose ac- 
count the pension of said Louisa N. Godfrey is increased, the pension of said 
Louisa N. Godfrey shall continue only at the rate of $8 per month from and 
after the date of death of said helpless and dependent child.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa N. Godfrey.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN H. GARDNER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2656) for the relief of John 
H. Gardner. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of John H. 
Gardner, late first lieutenant of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment Indiana 
Infantry, and also late private in Company K, Pittsburg Greys, in the war of 
the a States with Mexico, and to allow him a pension at the rate of $72 
per month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “ place” and all of lines 5, 6,7, 8, and 9, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘**on the pension roll, subject.to the 
yrovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John H. Gardner, 
oes first lieutenant Company B, Fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title soas to read: *‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Gardner.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


| to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


BURWELL HINCHMAN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension 
to Burwell Hinchman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Burwell 
Hinchman, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment of Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Burwell Hinchman, late of Company 
K, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” , 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


Burwell Hinchman.”’ 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN H. MORRISON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 173) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Morrison. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Morrison, late first 


| lieutenant Company D, Sixteenth Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House | 


with a favorable recommendation. 
WILLIAM SNIDER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9840) to increase the pen- 
sion of William Snider. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Snider, late of aneanee H, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Cavalry, at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of the pension that he is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William Snider, late of Company H, Four- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay bim a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William Snider.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM M, FERRY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 92) granting a pension to 
William M. Ferry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Ferry, late first 
lievtenant and regimental quartermaster of the Fourteenth Michigan Infan- 
try, at the rate of $20 per month. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ forty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 








him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 


JULIA A. GILPIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10639) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Julia A. Gilpin, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on_the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Julia A. Gilpin, 
widow of Charles Gilpin, late colonel of the Third Regiment Potomac Home 
Brigade Maryland Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
were read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Mrs.;" in the same line, before the word 
**colonel,”’ insert the word “lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 

ee the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Julia A. Gilpin.” 

Mr. STEELE. How is it that we are proposing to pension 
home guards at $30 a month? 

Mr. GIBSON. The husband of this lady wasalieutenant-colonel 
of the Third Potomac Home Guard Maryland Volunteers, in the 
service of the United States. He served from September §, 1862, 
to June 2, 1865. 

Mr. STEELE. Was it home-guard service or service of the 
United States? 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘‘Home Guard” is the nameof the organization. 

This lady was married to this officer in 1848. She is a war 
widow. If his death were directly attributable to his Army sery- 
ice, she would be entitled to a pension of $30 a month. While 
the proof does not clearly show that the officer's death was at- 
tributable to Army service, we have given her the benefit of the 
doubt. She is a very old woman, and very poor. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reperted 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 





1900. 


REBECCA HARVEY, 


The next business was the bill (S, 1984) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Harvey. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca Harvey, widow of 
Thomas Harvey, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment Delaware Volunteer In- 
fantry, and second lieuterant Company E, Seventh Regiment Delaware Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ANNIS BEAN, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 8161) granting a pension 


to Annis Bean, mother of William H. Wood, late of Company F, | 


Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place the name of Annis Bean, mother of William 
H. Wood, late of Company F, Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
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try, on the pension roll and to grant her a pension at the rate of $12 per | 


month. 


Invalid Pensions, were read: 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Annis Bean.” 

In line 4, after the words “to place,” insert ‘‘on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

In line 6 strike out ‘‘on the pension roll.” 

In line 7 strike out “‘to grant” and insert “ pay.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin Cooley, late sur- 
reon of the Fourteenth Missouri Home Guards, and acting assistant surgeon 
in the United States volunteer service, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 


HUGH THOMPSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5441) granting a pension to 
Hugh Thompson, Company H, Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior ba, and he is hereby, 
to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension Jaws, the name of Hugh Thompson, late private, 
Company H, Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $36 
per month in lieu of that he now receives. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following 
amendments: 

Strike out all of lines 5, 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
‘the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh Thomp- 
son, late of Company H, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate ut $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


. ‘ | Hugh Thompson.” 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on re 


The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was 


| laid aside to be reported favorably. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JOSEPH CONNELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8647) to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Joseph Connell. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Con- 
nell, who served as a private in the war of the rebellion in Company I, First 
Regiment Artillery (Maine), and pay to him a pension, subject to the provi- 
sionsand limitations of the pension laws. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Connell, late of Company I, 
First Regiment New York Volunteer Marine Artillery, and of the United 
States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

pene the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Joseph Con- 
nell.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARTHA AGNEW, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3134) granting a pension to 
Martha Agnew. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Agnew, widow 


EMMA R, RUSLING. 


Yr 
oS 


The next business was the bill (S. 1924) grantin 
Emma R. Rusling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of pension laws, the name of Emma R. Rusling, widow of 


a pension to 


| William J. Rusling, late first lieutenant Company I, Fifth Regiment New 


Jersey Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably, 


GEORGE W. PLANTS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3956) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Plants. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autborized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws of the United States, the name of George 


of Elihu W. Agnew, late of Company M, Second Regiment Michigan Volun- 


teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
SARAH E. WALL. 
Tho next business was the bill (H. R. 6623) granting a pension 


to Sarah E. Wall. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


W. Plants, late of Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the amount 
he is now receiving. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following 
amendments: 

In line 5, after the word “laws,” strike out the words 

In line 6 strike out the words * United States.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
* twenty-four.’ 

In line 9 strike out the words 
word “that.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Plants.” 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
laid aside to be reported favorably. 


MARY J. QUINN, 


“of the.” 


“the amount” and insert in lieu thereof the 


The next business was the bill (S. 3356) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Quinn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the an laws, the name of Mary J. Quinn, widow of 


Francis J. Quinn, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 


| Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $ per month. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Sarah E. 


Wall, widow of John B. Wall, late of Company A, Third Pennsylvania Vol- | 


unteer Artillery, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on | 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria N. Flint, widow of 


Invalid Pensions, was read: 


In line 4 strike out all after the word “‘place” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Wall, 
widow ot John B. Wall, late of Company A, Third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


FRANKLIN COOLEY. 
The next business was the bill (S, 476) granting a pension to 


Franklin Cooley. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 


MARIA N, FLINT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4068) granting an increase 
of pension to Maria N. Flint. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


the late General Franklin F. Flint, late colonel commanding the Fourth 
United States Infantry, and pay her the sum of $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension of $8 per month which she now receives. 


The committee recommended the adoption of the following 
amendments: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ the late General.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “commanding the:”’ 
the word “ Fourth,” insert the word * Regiment.’ 

In line 8 strike out the words “the sum” and in lieu thereof the 
words “a pension at the rate;*’ in the same line strike out the word “thirty” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty-four.” : 

In line 9 strike out the words “the pension of $8 per month which she 
now.” 

In line 10 strike out the word “receives and insert in lieu thereof 
words * that she is now receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably, 


in the same line, after 
4 


insert 


the 
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MELANCTHON M’COY, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3099) granting an increase of 
pension to Melancthon McCoy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melancthon McCoy, late of 
Company K, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably, 

CATHERINE A. M’CLANATHAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9785) granting a pension 
to Catherine A. McClenathan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine A. McClenathan. 
widow of William P. Cox, late of Company L, Sixth Ohio Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The committee recommended the adoption of the following 
amendments: 


In line 6 strike out the word “* McClenathan ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * McClanathan;” in the same line, before the word “ widow,” insert the 
words * formerly the.” 

In line 7, before the word “Ohio,” insert the word ‘“‘Regiment;” in the 
same line, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “* Volunteer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Catherine A. 
McClanathan.” 


The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was 
laid aside to be reported favorably. 


NELLIE L. GROSHON, 


The next business was the bill (S.712) granting a pension to 
Nellie L. Groshon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nellie L. Groshon, widow of 
Thomas C. Groshon, late captain Company G, First Regiment Mississippi 
Marine Brigade, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
JAMES W. RUSSELL. 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 11187) granting a pension 
to James W. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, onhiot to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James W. Russell, late chap- 
lain, Thirteenth United States Colored Troops and Company I, Eighty-third 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month, 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following 
amendments: 

In line 6, after the word “ Thirteenth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word * Troops,”' and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Volunteer Infantry.” In the same line, and in line 8, strike out the words 
“and Company I, Eighty-third Illinois Volunteer Infantry.” 

In lines $ and 9strike out the words “seventy-two,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 


CATHARINE WEINHEIMER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3436) granting a pension to 
Catharine Weinheimer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Weinheimer, 
widow of Melchior Weinheimer, late of Company I, First Regiment United 
States Reserve Corps Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That 
in the event of the death of Caroline Weinheimer, invalid and dependent 
child of said Melchior Weinheimer, the additional pension herein granted 
shall cease and determine. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following 
amendment: 

In line 10 strike out all after the word “ receiving” and all of lines 1, 2.and 
8 of page 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Provided, however, That 
in the case of the death of the helpless and dependent child, Caroline Wein. 
heimer, on whose account the ae of Catharine Weinheimer is increased, 
the pension of said Catharine Weinheimer shall continue only at the rate of 
opr month from and after the date of death of said helpless and dependent 
child.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

DELIA E. STILLMAN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11096) granting an increase 

of pension to Delia E. Stillman. 
he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pensjon roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Delia E. Stillman, widow 


of James Henry Stillman, late a private in Company C, Eleventh Regiment 
United States Infantry, and Company A, Twenty-third Regiment Massachu- 
setts Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $22 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, however, That in the case of the death of 
the helpless and dependent child, Ralph W. Stillman, on whose account the 
pension of Delia E. Stillman is increased, the ler of said Delia E. Stillman 
shall continue only at the rate of $8 per month and $2 per month for the minor 
child, Gertrude Choate Stillman, now on the roll, from and after the date of 
death of said helpless and dependent child. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In et strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In line 9, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer."’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. _ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS WHITE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10785) granting a pension 
to Thomas White. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sabject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas White, late a 
sergeant in Company F, Ninetieth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
a member of the Signal Corps, and pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘a;” in the same line strike out the word 
‘in and insert in lieu thereof the word “of.” 

In line 7 strike out the words ‘‘a member.” 2 

In line 8, after the word “Corps,” insert ‘‘ United States Army;” in the 
same line, after the word “ pension,” insert the words ‘at the rate; in the 
same line strike out the word “thirty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


HENRY F. RICE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9570) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry F. Rice. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Ke it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry F. Rice, late first lieu- 
tenant of Company B, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ of.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE A. WINSLOW. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 4204) to correct the mili- 


tary record of George A Winslow. 


—— SSS 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to set aside the findings of the court-martial and revoke 
the order entered against George A. Winslow, late lieutenant, Company M, 
Third Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers, and to issue to him a certificate of hon- 
orable discharge dated from the 9th day of May, 1865; and the said Winslow 
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the military service of the United States on said date: Provided, That 
no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


Mr. GIBSON, I move that the committee do now rise. 


LOUIS HEBEL. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from 
Tennessee is about to move that the committee do now rise. Be- 
fore that is done I should like to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to Calendar No, 1251 (H. R. 11552), granting an increase of 
pension to Louis Hebel. This is a bill introduced by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL]. The case presents a very piti- 
able condition. This man is Mr. BOUTELL’s close neighbor. It is 
very evident that the bill can not be reached in its regular order to- 
day. Itwillcausenooneanyinconvenience, as we are about to rise 
anyway. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered 
before the committee rises. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to take up Calendar No, 1251, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 11552) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Hebel was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name Louis Hebel, late of Company 
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E, One hundred and ciate Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The following amendment was read: 
Tn line 8 strike out ‘“‘ twenty-four” and insert “twelve.” 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I hope that amendment will not be | 
carried. If necessary, a statement can be made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] showing why it should not be car- | 
ried. The evidence that has come to me lately makes it very 

lain that the man ought to have $24 a month instead of $12. So} 
hope the amendment will be voted down without taking the | 
time of the House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House | 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move now that the committee | 
rise and report to the House the several bills as to which there has 
been a favorable recommendation, some with and some without 
amendments, and that the bills do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lacey, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that that committee had | 
had under consideration sundry private bills and had directed | 
him to report the same back to the House, some with and some | 
without amendments, and with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move the previous question on each and all 
the several bills and amendments to their final passaxe. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves the 
previous question on each and all the bills and amendments to 
final passage. This motion will have to be put by unanimous 
consent. Is there objection to the motion? 

There was no objection. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the | 
Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, read the third time, and | 
passed: 

H. R. 11159, A bill granting a pension to John W. Phillips; 

H. R. 2472. A bill to correct the military record of John H. | 
Finfrock; 

H. R. 11228, A bill granting an increase of pension to Smith 
Thompson; 

H. R. 11211. A bill granting a pension to Thomas Clark; 

H. R. 11158, A bill granting a pension to Thomas Palmatary; 

H. R. 10089. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Forbes; 

H. R. 8191. A bill granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Bieger; and 

H. R. 4204. A bill to correct the military record of George A. 
Winslow. 

The following House bills, with amendments, favorably re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, were severally consid- | 
ered, the amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and they were accordingly read | 
the third time, and passed. * 

H. R. 6676. A bill for the relief of Edward G. Garner, Company | 
E, One hundred and twenty-eighth New York Volunteer Infantry; | 

H, R. 10784, A bill granting an increase of pension to Oliva J. | 
Baker; 

H. R. 8535, A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew E. 
Dunham; 








H. R. 5643. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Beesley; 

H. R. 10725. A bill granting a pension to Mae Pearman; 

H. R. 4356. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Bigelow; 

Hi. R. 3609. A bill to grant pension to Agnes B. Hoffman, as 
widow of William G. Hoffman, late first lieutenant, Third United 
States Cavalry; 

H. R. 8263. A bill to pension Lula M. Jones (title amended); 

H. R. 1600, A bill granting a pension to Lucy B. Bryson (title 
amended); 

H. R. 8297. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Buck (title amended); 

H. R. 9266. A bill granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Caldwell (title amended); 

H. R. 8027. A bill to pension William R. Miller (title amended) ; 

H. R. 4080, A bill granting a pension to James E, Arvin, Teresa 
Arvin, and Anna Arvin; 

H. R. 1845, A bill granting pensions to William Allen and Isaac | 
Garman; 


| 


. R. 2472. A bill to correct the military record of John H. | 
Finfrock; 
H. R. 3047. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the | 
military record of John Faulds, Company G, Thirty-first Wiscon- | 
sin Infantry; 





H. R. 2204. A bill for the relief of William O. Eagle; 
— R. 10472. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank 

lair; 

H. R. 10892. A bill to increase the pension of Mrs. Phebe Tate 
(title amended); 

H. R. 5085. A bill granting a pension to Patrick H, Hurley 
(title amended); 

H. R. 10183. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Reid; 

H. R, 7745. A bill granting a pension to Lucinda Miller; 

H. R. 10570. A bill granting a pension to John Kinsie (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 3491. A bill granting a pension to Melvina Greenawalt, 
widow of Abraham Greenawalt (title amended) ; 

H. R. 3658. A bill granting a pension to Catherine Broughton, 
dependent mother (title amended) ; 
. H. R. 4199. A bill granting an increase of pension to Gabriel M. 

unk; 

H.R.154. A bill to increase the pension of Benjamin F. Schott 
(title amended); 

H. R. 3133. A bill for the relief of Edward Hounson, of Glen- 
wood, Mo. (title amended); 

H. R. 9269. A bill to pension Miss Olie Heaton, dependent daugh- 
ter (title amended) ; 

H. R. 3660. A bill granting a pension to Franklin I. Gilbert (title 


| amended); 


H. R. 4231. A bill to grant a pension to Michael Ryan, alias 


| Kennedy, Company F, One hundred and eighty-seventh New 


York Infantry (title amended); 

H. R.7495. A bill granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Holloway; 

H.R. 9981. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph Zim- 
merman; 

H. R. 11198, A bill granting an increase of pension to Gorton 
Brown; 

H. R, 4887. A bill to increase pension of David R. Ellis; 

H. R. 7912. A bill granting a pension to Harriet A. Wilson, 
widow of Col. Lewis Wilson (title amended) ; 

H. R. 4130. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Clark, widow 
of Calvin D. Clark, late of the One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers (title amended) ; 

H. R. 3705. A bill granting a pension to Almeda Brown; 

H. R. 7203. A bill granting a pension to Thomas F, Walter; 

H. R. 8273. A bill granting a pension to Sarah S. Hammond 
(title amended); 

H. R. 6043. A bill to increase the pension of John C. Shener- 
men, Company C, Ninth Regiment, and Company A, Eleventh 
Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers (title amended) ; 

H. R. 7040. A bill granting a pension to Laura Newman; 

H. R. 4633. A bill for the relief of John Calvin Lane (title 


| amended): 


H. R. 5189, A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Boltin, of Kearney, in the State of Nebraska (title amended); 

H. R. 11516. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Ryan; 

H. R. 8942. A bill granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Howlett; 

H. R. 9023. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
Dobyns (title amended); 

H. R. 9370. A bill granting a pension to Lewis M. Starring, of 


| Rhea County, Tenn. (title amended); 


H. R. 10333. A bill granting a pension to Sophie Barrett, of 


| Clearfield, Pa. (title amended) ; 


H, R. 11057. A bill granting an increase of pension to Leonhart 
Miller, Company G, Twenty-third Kentucky Volunteer Infantry 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 10945. A bill granting a pension .to William T. Wyant, 
Danville, Pa. (title amended): 

H. R. 11603. A bill granting an increase of pension to Sarah A, 


| Dininny; 


H. R. 4143. A bill granting a pension to Laura V. Swearer: 

H. R. 8418, A bill for additional pension to William H. Gibbs, 
of Hinds County, Miss. (title amended); 

H. R. 3636, A bill granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Libby; 

H. R. 2692. A bill granting a pension to Abbie L. Godfrey (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 9840, A bill to increase the pension of William Snider 
(title amended); 

H. R. 2656. A bill for the relief of John H. Gardner (title 


| amended); 


H. R. 4516. A bill granting a pension to Burwell Hinchman 
(title amended); 

H. R, 10639. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia 
A. Gilpin (title amended); 

H. R. 8161. A bill granting a pension to Aunis Bean, mother of 
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William H. Wood, late of Company F, Thirty-first Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry (title amended); 

H. R. 8647. A bill to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 
Connell (title amended); 

H. R. 6623. A bill granting a pension to Sarah E. Wall; 

H. R. 5441. A bill granting a pension to Hugh Thompson, Com- 
pany H, Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry (title amended); 

H. R. 3956, A bill granting on increase of pension to George W. 
Plants, of Geneva, Nebr. (title amended); 
- H. R, 4068, A bill granting an increase of pension to Maria N, 

lint; 

H. R. 9785. A bill granting a pension to Catherine A. McClen- 
athan (title amended); 

H. R. 11187. A bill granting a pension to James W. Russell; 

H. R. 11096, A bill granting an increase of pension to Delia E. 
Stillman; 

H. R. 10785, A bill granting a pension to Thomas White; 
. H. R. 9570. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Rice; and 


Hebel. 

The following Senate bills, without amendment, favorably re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, wereseverally considered, 
ordered to a third reading, read a third time, and passed: 

S. 2462. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L, Du 
Bois; 

5. 1226. An act granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Kemp; 

. 5S. 3306. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucinda D. 
ow; 

S. 244. An act granting a pension to Mary Jane McLaughlin; 

5. 2831. An act granting an increase of pension to Ermine D. 
Cabbell; 

S. 2218. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Dean; 

5. 3880. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara E. Col- 
bat h; 

. 2152. An act granting a pension to Olive W. Lay; 

. 2985. An act granting a pension to John Erb; 

. 1347. An act granting an increase of pension to Marie Sharpe; 
. 2557. An act granting a pension to Josephine Brown; 

3235. An act granting a pension to Andrew Ferguson; 

S. 3049. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V. | 
Wilmarth; 

S. 2190. An act granting a pension to Emma J, Bidwell; 

S. 2774. An act granting an increase of pension to John H, Wil- 
Cox; 

S. 4256. An act granting a pension to James H. Thomas; 


DNNL LS 
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H. R. 11552. A bill granting an increase of pension to Louis | 








S. 3536. An act restoring to the pension roll the name of Mary 
J. Calvin; 

S. 1599. An act granting an increase of pension,to Cornwell M. | 
Brill; 

5. 2830. An act granting a pension to Ailsie Bennett; 

S. 1876. Anact granting an increase of pension to John J. Wilson; 

S. 3466. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Hutchison; 

5. 3470. An act granting a pension to Rosalia Tejidor Brincker- 
hoff: 
5. 218. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Tate; 
5. 3505. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin Cul- 


S. 2540. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Kurtz; 

S. 2543. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward A. | 
Parmlee; 

S. 3127. An act granting an increase of pension to Maj. A. | 
Northrop; 

S. 1348, An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Stillman; 

S. 751. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. 
Jones; 


S. 2386. An act granting a pensic» to Joseph E. Hendrickson; 

S. 2159. An act granting an incr: se >f pension to Ernst Pitsch- 
ner; 

S. 1245. An act granting a pension to Oliver Domon; 

S. 2217. An act granting a pension to Louise O’Leary; 

S. 4688. An act granting an increase of pension to James Childs; | 

S. 262. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Irvin; 

S. 3056. An act granting an increase of pension to Giles W. 
Taylor; 

_S. 178, An act granting an increase of pension to John H. Mor- | 
rison; 

S. 1984. An act granting a pension to Rebecca Harvey; 

S. 3134. An act granting a pension to Martha Agnew; 

5S. 476, An act granting a pension to Franklin Cooley; 


S. 1924. An act granting a pension to Emma R. Rusling; 
S. 8356. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Quinn; 
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ae An act granting an increase of pension to Melancthon 
cCoy; 
5. 712. An act granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon; and 
S. 3436. An act granting a pension to Catharine Weinheimer. 

The following Senate bills, reported favorably from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, were severally considered, the amendments 
recominended by the Committee of the Whole agreed to, the bills 
ordered to a third reading, read a third time, and passed: 

8. 92. An act granting a pension to William M. Ferry; and 
S. 4184. An act granting an increase of pension to Evelyn Neale 

furray. 

On motion of Mr. GIBSON, a motion to reconsider the votes by 
which the several bills were passed was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 0f Rule XXTV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 1761. An act granting a pension to Girard Welch—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4440. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Stew- 
art—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$.1195. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Kramer—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

5.2907. An act granting a pension to Henrietta Parrott—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5.3501. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Har- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2624. An act granting a pension to Mary M. Kean—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4734. An act granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 3070. An act granting a pension to Margaret J. Verbiskey—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2037. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Burrage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5.4859. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily A. 
W entworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4834. An act granting a pension to Otto Haltnorth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3758. An act granting an increase of pension to William I. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found traly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. RK. 9043. An act granting an increase of pension to David S. 
Snyder. 

CHARLES A. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the joint resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 


House joint resolution 2 to appoint Charles A. Boutelle a 
captain on the retired list of the Navy, was read, as follows: 


-~ 
tae 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint upon the retired Yist of the Navy, with the 


| rank of captain, Charles A. Boutelle, formerly a volunteer lieutenant on the 
| active list of the Navy. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


| tion of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. JETT. Mr. Speaker, I am of opinion that this measure 


| ought to be considered in a full House. I am not desirous of ob- 
| jecting, but I would like to ask my friend from Maine to let this 


matter go over and be considered some time in a full House. This 
is in a manner a deviation, Isuppose. So far as I am informed, 


| at least, there has been no legislation of this character heretofore, 


and for that reason I believe the matter ought to be considered in 
a full House. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will state for the information of the 
gentleman from Illinois that while there are no cases precisely par- 
allel in every particular with this, there are at least eight prece- 


| dents for practically similar action, none of which, I apprehend, 
| will be considered, perhaps, as meritorious as this, The friends of 
| Mr. BOUTELLE are very anxious to have the matter passed upon as 


speedily as possible. Of course there are other complications in- 
volved in the matter which perhaps will very readily be under- 
stood. For that reason I have been requested to call it up several 
times before, but this is the first opportunity I have had. 

Mr. JETT. Do you say there are precedents similar to this? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There are at least eight instances in 
which men have been placed upon the retired list of the Navy by 
special acts of Congress. There is no instance where a man 80 
placed on the retired list of the Navy performed the public service 

























gt 











il lea. ea ee 
Pi ee ee 








1900. 





that Captain BouTELLE did in addition to his service performed 
while in the Navy, so that the precedents are not in line with 
this case to a certain extent; they are not precedents so far as the 
circumstances are concerned. 

Mr. JETT. Iwas not desirous of making objection. 
something about the circumstances. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I would like to inquire if Mr. 
BovutTELLE was reelected to the next Congress? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; but there is no question but that it 
will be absolutely impossible for him to serve. His physical 
condition has changed in some degree, and the conditions have 
changed somewhat from the time when he was elected. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. He is still a member of the pres- 
ent Congress? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; he is. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. And he is reelected to the next 
Congress? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Buthe will undoubtedly resign as a mem- 
ber of the next Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow 
me a moment, before the request for unanimous consent is put, I 
desire to state that, having served here with Mr. BoUTELLE, and 
knowing his estimable character, I would dislike to interfere with 
the passage of the bill by making an objection, but I do not believe 
itis right in principle. I believe it is the beginning of a civil- 
service pension list, although he goes on the retired list of the 
Navy, instead of the civil service, 

As there is no opportunity for a roll call to-night without de- 
veloping the fact that there is no quorum here, and therefore de- 
feating the passage of the gentleman’s bill, | merely want to take 


I know 


this time to say that I am opposed to the bill and expect to vote | 


against it, so that the record when the gentleman brings it up may 


show that individually at least I was opposed to the passage of | 


the bill. I donot wish tointerfere with the business of the House. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER, The question ison the amendment striking 
out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was passed, 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLEFIELD, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 
table. 

G. W. CLARK & SON, 

By unanimous consent, Mr. BARTLETT obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of G. W. Clark & Son, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


CITY OF MACON, 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Interior relating to reappro- 
priation of certain sums appropriated for expenses of the cclebra- 
tion of the one hundredth anniversary of the establishment of the 
seat of government in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12395) to provide for the 
holding of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the eastern district of Arizona,reported the same with an amend- 


AND 


| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2031); which said bill and 


report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5053) 
to amend an act authorizing the construction of the bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, approved March 6, 1900, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2032); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12846) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
vear ending June 30, 1902, reported the same, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2035); which said bill And report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2829) to provide 
for eliminating certain grade crossings of railroads in the District 
of Columbia, to require and authorize the construction of new 
terminals and tracks for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 


| pany in the city of Washington, and for other purposes, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No, 2036); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
W hole House on the’state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill 
of the Senate (S. 1923) for the relief of Henry Lane, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2033); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. BARTLETT obtained leave to with- | 


draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 


papers in the case of the city of Macon, Fifty-sixth Congress, no | ( 1 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


adverse report having been made thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GAMBLE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ, 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | 


eran were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation under the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for pay of a director of physical train- 
ing at Annapolis, Md,—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioner-General of lImmigra- 
tion submitting an estimate of appropriation for enforcement of 
the Chinese exclusion acts—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 









XXXIV—25 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


upon referred as follows: ; 
A bill (H. R. 3608) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin Crump, 


| of Culpeper County, Va.—Committee on War Claims discharged, 





and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 12812) for the relief of W. H. Reynolds—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resoliitions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations: A 
bill (H. R. 12838) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
and for other purposes—passed Honse. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 12839) for the erection of a Fed- 
eral jail at Little Rock, Ark.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 12840) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Torring- 
ton, in the State of Connecticut—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R, 12841) for the sup- 
pression of train robbery in the Territories of the United States 
and elsewhere, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Abill (H.R. 12842) tocreate separate supreme 
and district courts for the Territory of Oklahoma, and so forth— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12843) prescribing the 
qualifications, pay, and manner of selecting juries in the district 
courts of the Territory of New Mexico held for the trial of causes 
arising under the Constitution and laws of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H.R. 12844) for the disposition 
and settlement of arid lands, and for the construction of reservoirs 
and necessary hydraulic works for the storage of water on and near 
the Humboldt River, Nevada—to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12845) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Ironton, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 12846) making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902—to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12847) for the recognition of 
the military service of noncommissioned officers and enlisted men 
of th@United States Volunteers as commissioned officers in ccr- 
- State military organizations—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 12848) granting mining privi- 
leges on Indian reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington; A bill (H. R, 12849) providing 
for free homesteads on the public lands for actualand bona fide 
settlers in the north one-half of the Colville Indian Reservation, 
State of Washington, and reserving the public lands for that pur- 
pose—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 284) providing 
for remodeling the Hall of the House of Representatives, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
285) providing for the printing, annually, of the Report on Field 
Operations of the Division of Soils, Department of Agriculture— 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12850) for the 
relief of the estate of W. F. Young—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12851) for the relief of 
George W. Webster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 12852) granting a pension to 
Thomas J. Gibbs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12853) granting a pension to William R. Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12854) granting an increase of pension to 
N. C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12855) granting an increase of pension to 
D. T. Bruck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12856) granting a pension to William T. 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12857) granting a pension to D. J. Reavis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12858) to remove 
the charge of desertion against and complete the military record 
of Richard P. Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12859) granting an increase of 
pension to James Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 12860) for the 
relief of Isaiah Lightner, W. H. Winterbottom, and Gustave 
Mollin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 12861) for the relief of Charles B. 
Bentley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12862) granting a pension to Harriet Sny- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 12863) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry Ware—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12864) for the relief of Florence A. Brown— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12865) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin J. Kilbourn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12866) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Dan B. Stone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 12867) granting a pension to 
Margaret M. Armor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 12868) mting a pension to 
William Bieber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 12869) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 12870) granting a pension to Vi- 
anna R. Huston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12871) granting a pension to William R. 
Duval—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12872) granting a pension 
to Josie Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 12873) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Christian May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12874) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Zane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12875) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12876) granting a pension to 
Henry C. Edmiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12877) granting a pension to 
John J. Stingle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12878) granting an increase of pension to Owen 
Devine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 12879) to correct the military 
record of Matthew Hogan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12880) for the relief of Samuel 
B. Horne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 12881) granting a 
pension to Catherine Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12882) granting an increase of pension to 
George Stork—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12883) granting 
an increase of pension to Condy Menalis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: A bill (H. R. 12884) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret A. Weaver—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12885) for the relief of 
H. A. Wilson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12886) for the relief of David K, 
Maxwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 12887) to grant relief to 
Francis A. Bliss—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 12888) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against Phillip Hahn—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12889) to remove the charge‘df desertion now 
standing against the name of John Maybohm—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12890) granting an increase of pension to 
H. L. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12891) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin P. Melton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12892) for the relief of Mrs. Louise E. Ord— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12893) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12894) to correct military 
record of Capt. 5S. W. Baird—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SALMON: A bill (H. R. 12895) for the relief of John 
Comly—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 12896) granting a pension to 
Penrose Wiley Reagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Charch of Eden, N. Y., in favor of provision to prohibit the im- 
portation of intoxicating liquors into countries chiefly inhabited 
by native races—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of William T. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of William K. McClure, one of 
the heirs of Mitchell McClure and Barshela McClure, deceased, 
late of Knox County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Methodist Church of Portsmouth, 
R. I., against island saloons and canteens—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

My Mr. BURKETT: Papers in support of House bill for the re- 
lief of Solomon Delzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Paper to accompany House bill to cor- 
rect the military record of Dan B. Stone—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolutions of Honey Creek 
(Wis.) Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church for the protec- 
tion of native races in our islands against intoxicants and opium— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
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By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Charleston, 8. C., favoring the passage of House bill No. 1439, 
amending the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of the New 
England Drug Exchange for the repeal of the special tax on pro- 
prietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of business men and resolutions 
of the Grocers’ Association of Centerville, Iowa, against the estab- 
lishment of the parcels-post system—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Quincy, Iowa, in relation to rural 
delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Presbyterian congregation of Russell, 
Iowa, and citizens of Sidney, Iowa, for the protection of native 
races in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. H. Parrish and others, favoring legislation 
giving blind soldiers of civil war a pension of $50 per month—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Henry C. 
Edmiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lynnfield Center, Mass., in favor of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of the Chicago Bar Association, 
protesting against the organization of a third or middle judicial 
district in the State of Nlinois—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., relating to the reduction of the war revenue—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wisconsin State Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
in favor of the forestry reserve and national park in Minnesuta— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. POWERS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 10727, 
granting a pension to Frances A. Wilkins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of letter carriers of 
Indianapolis, Ind., asking for the passage of House bill No. 1051, 
for the relief of substitute letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of Preston (Conn.) Christian 
Endeavor Society, for international action of Christian govern- 
ments excluding intoxicants from domains inhabited by natives 
and uncivilized races—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Thompsonville (Conn.) Board of Trade, fa- 
voring improvements in Connecticut River above Hartford—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TERRY: Resolution of city council of Little Rock, 
Ark., tendering to the United States Government, out of theriver 
front, property to be selected by the Government, a sufficient plot 
of ground on which to erect a United States jail—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of David Ketner Maxweil, of 
Tennessee, for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WATERS: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, favoring the extension of soil 
surveys in California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Roger Gorbutt and others, of Lex- 
ington and vicinity: also resolution of Agency for the Protec- 
tion of Women and Children, Detroit, Mich., in favor of anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
12727, granting a pension to Nancy M. Guild—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Middleton, Idaho, favoring House bill No. 
8752, for the suppression of Army canteen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of McDowell Memorial Presbyterian Church, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring uniform marriage and divorce laws 
and certain other measures—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., 
to reduce the war tax on bank capital and surplus—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Council of Jewish Women, 
urging Congress to provide necessary legislation for creation of 
national park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 18, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mizzury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature to the 
enrolled bill (H. R. 2955) providing for the resurvey of township 
No. 8 of range No. 30 west of the sixth principal meridian, in 
Frontier County, State of Nebraska; which had previously been 
signed on May 21, 1900, by the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION AT WASHINGTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, rela- 
tive to the expenses incurred by the governors of the States and 
Territories in attending the anniversary celebration of the estab- 
lishment of the seat of government in the District of Columbia. 

The Chair calls the attention of the Senator from Maine to this 
communication. It relates to the question of the expenses of the 
governors of the several States coming to the centennial anniver- 
sary. That committee is still in existence? 

Mr. HALE. There are some things in the way of settling these 
very questions on which the committee will have to meet, and I 
think the communication had better be sent to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the com- 
munication will be referred to the Select Committee on the Cen- 
tennial of the Establishment of the Seat of Government in Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. HALE subsequently said: On reflection, as the question re- 
lates to an item in the appropriation bill touching the centennial 
celebration, I ask that the reference be changed and that the com- 
munication go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection. it will beso 
ordered, The Chair wishes that the Senator from Maine would 
read the communication when he has leisure. 

Mr. HALE. I shall take occasion to do so very soon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may require legislation and 
not an appropriation. 

DISPOSAL OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Civil Service Commission, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, certain information relative to the accumulation of 
useless papers of no permanent value or historical interest, and 
requesting authority to destroy such papers from time to time 
in the future whenever they shall have been on the files of 
the commission at least five years; which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELECTORAL VOTES OF PENNSYLVANIA AND GEORGIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate two com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
Vice-President appointed in the States of Pennsylvania and 
Georgia at the election held therein on the 6th day of November, 
1900; which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 173) granting an increase of pension to John H. Mor- 
rison; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Irvin; 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (5S. 


218) granting an increase of pension toSarah E. Tate; 
244) granting a pensionto Mary Jane McLaughlin; 
262) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


476) granting a pension to Franklin Cooley; 
712) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon; 
751) granting an increase of pension to Mathew T, 


Jones; 
A bill (S. 1226) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Kemp; 


A bill (S. 1245) granting a pension to Oliver Domon; 

A bill (5S. 1347) granting an increase of pension to Marie Sharpe; 

A bill (S. 1348) granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Stillman; 

A bill (8. 1599) granting an increase of pension to Cornwell M. 


1 , 

A bill (S. 1876) granting an increase of pension to John J. Wil- 
son; 

A bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Emma R. Rusling; 

A bill (S. 1984) granting a pension to Rebecca Harvey; 
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A bill (S, 2152) granting a pension to Olive W. Lay; 
A bill (8S. 2159) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Pitsch- 


5. 2190) granting a pension to Emma J. Bidwell; 
ill (S, 2217) granting a pension to Louise O’Leary; 
5S. 2218) granting a pension to Mary R. Dean; 
2386) granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson; 
A bill (5, 2462) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Du Bois; 
A bill (5. 2540) granting an increase of pension to Byron Kurtz; 
A bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Parmalee; 
A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Josephine Brown; 
A bill (5. 2774) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Wilcox; 
A bill (S. 2830) granting a pension to Ailsie Bennett; 
A bill (S. 
Cabbell; 
A bill (S. 2985) granting a pension to John Erb; 
A bill (8. 8049) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Wilmarth; : 
. A bill (5. 3056) granting an increase of pension to Giles W. 
‘aylor; 


McCoy: 


Northrop: 

A bill (S. 3134) granting a pension to Martha Agnew; 

A bill (8. 3235) granting a pension to Andrew Ferguson; 

A bill (S. 3305) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda D. 
Dow; 

A bill (S. 3356) granting a pension to Mary J, Quinn; 

A bill (5S. 3466) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Hutchison; 


° s « on ° . ° ss . | 
A bill (8. 3470) granting a pension to Rosalia Tejidor Brincker- | 


hoff; 


A bill (S. 3505) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Culver; | 
A bill (8. 3536) restoring to the pension roll the name of Mary | 


J. Calvin; 

A bill (5S. 3880) granting an increase of pension to Clara E. Col- 
bath; 

A bill (S. 4256) granting a pension to James H. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 4688) granting an increase of pension to James U. 
Childs; and 

A bill (S. 5053) to amend an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, approved 
March 6, 1900. a 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1600) granting an increase of pension to Lucy B. 
Bryson; 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H.R. 
Winslow; 

A bill (H.R. 4231) 
Kennedy; 

A bill (H.R. 
Hinchman: 

A bill (H.R. 
Ellis; 

A bill (H.R. 
H. Hurley: 

A bill (H.R. 
Boltin; 

A bill (H. R. 
Sheuerman; 

A bill (H. R, 6676) for the relief of Edward G. Garner, Company 
E, One hundred and twenty-eighth New York Volunteer Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 8027) granting a pension to William R. Miller; 

A bill (H. R, 8278) granting a pension to Sarah S. Hammond; 

A bill (H. R. 9981) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Zimmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 10472) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Blair; 

A bill (H. R. 10689) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Gilpin; 

A bill (H, R. 10785) granting a pension to Thomas White; 

A bill (H. R. 11096) granting an increace of pension to Delia E. 
Stillman; 

A bill (H. R. 11603) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Dininny; and 

A bili (H. R. 12838) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1901, and for other purposes. 


2204) for the relief of William O. Eagle; 

3491) granting a pension to Melvina Greenawalt; 
3609) granting a pension to Agnes B. Hoffman; 
4130) granting a pension to Mary Clark; 

4204) to correct the military record of George A. 


4887) granting an increase of pension to David R. 
5085) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
5189) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


6048) granting an increase of pension to John C; 


granting a pension to Michael Ryan, alias | 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 5076) to provide for the appointment of an additional 
district judge in the northern judicial district of the State of 
Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. 9043) granting an increase of pension to David §, 
Snyder. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Citizens’ National 


Bank, the Old National Bank, the German Bank, and the First 
National Bank, all of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, praying 


| for the repeal of the war-revenue tax on the capital and surplus 
| of banks; which was re!erred to the Committee on Finance. 

2831) granting an increase of pension to Ermine D. 
| tion, from the Pastors’ Association of Lincoln, Nebr., praying tor 
| the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 


Mr. THURSTON presented a telegram, in the nature of a peti- 


liquors in Army canteens; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ‘ 
Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hen- 


/ | drum, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
A bill (8. 3099) granting an increase of pension to Melancthon | 


parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 


x : : | Offices and Post-Roads. 
A bil (S. 3127) granting an increase of pension to Major A. | 


He also presented a petition of sundry wholesale and retail gro- 
cery firms of Minnesota, praying for the repeal of the duty on tea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade and the 
Manufacturers and Jobbers’ Association of Minneapolis, Minn., 


| remonstrating against the adoption of certain amendments to the 
| interstate-commerce bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Interstate Commerce. 


He a!so presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Wanger and the Presbyterian Church of 
Argyle; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Argyle, 
and of 158 citizens of West Concord, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 


| intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, canteen, or transport, 


or upon any premises used for military purposes by the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER presented sundry petitions of citizens of Porto 
Rico, praying that section 3 of the joint resolution to provide for 
the administration of civil affairs in Porto Rico pending the ap- 
pointment and qualifications of the civil officers provided for in 
the act approved April 12, 1900, be amended so as to strike out the 
clause providing that all franchises, privileges, or concessions 
granted under section 32 of the act approved May 1, 1900, shall be 
subject to amendment, alteration, or repeal; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of 70 citizens of Savannah, Ohio, 
and a petition of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 


| of Wooster, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
| the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Christian Church of Columbus, Ohio, and a petition of the con- 
gregation of the Fifth Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of 


| Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
4516) granting an increase of pension to Burwell 
| teen, or transport, or upon any premises used for military pur- 


hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, can- 


poses by the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Chicago Bar Asso- 
ciation, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the establishment 
of another judicial district in that State, and praying for the ap- 
pointment of an additional district judge for the northern dis- 
trict of Mlinois; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions of Chicago and Laclede and of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Harristown, all in the State 
of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens and in all the island 
possessions of the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ie citizens of Champaign, 
Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of Freeport, Ill., praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of Lewis F. Lux, of Roches- 
ter, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
relative to the internal-revenue tax on fermented liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Phippsburg, Me.; of the Methodist Preachers’ meet- 
ing of Portland, Oreg., and of the Methodist Episcopal Ministers’ 
Association of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
teens; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5192) granting an increase of pension to Richard O, 
Greenleaf; 

A bill (S. 4876) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Merritt; 

A bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension to Joseph Quinn; 

A bill (H. R, 315) granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 
Taber; and 

A bill (H. R, 10847) granting an increase of pension to Betsey 
A. Summers. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 5108) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances M, Reilly, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2621) granting an increase of pension to Charles Frye, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. PrircHarRD), from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5093) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charlotte W. Drew, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. PrircHarpD), from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10524) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis H. Riden, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. PrircHarD), from the same committee, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 5039) granting an increase of pension to Lucie M. 
Mabry; 

A bill (S. 1044) granting an increase of pension to Rachel M. 
Worley; and 

A bill (S. 4575) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Claiborne. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 8735) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
B. Sharrard, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Depre- 
dations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3204) to refer certain 


claims for Indian depredations to the Court of Claims, to report | 
it without amendment and to submit a written report thereon. I 


ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read in full to the | 


Senate for its information 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. For what purpose is the bill being read? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis being read for the infor- 


mation of the Senate on the request of the Senator from Kentucky | 


for consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink it had better go over, in view of the 
pressure of public business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill 
goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles Claussen, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7827) granting an increase of pension to Charles N. 
Paine, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 2785) granting a pension to William H. Gardner, reported | 


it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3653) granting an increase of pension to Henry Smith; 
and 

A bill (S. 3648) granting an increase of pension to Peter Shelt. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10698) to amend an act amending the act 


in exchange for gold bars,” reported it without amendment. 
Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 





referred the following bills, reported them each witlt an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Vogel; and 

A bill (S. 5128) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin R. 
Wiley. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5126) gratuting a pension to John T. Tompson; and 

A bill (S, 2319) granting an increase of pension to Charles C, 
Bunty. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo C. Rembaugh, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. 
Hixon, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5139) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Hight; 
and 

A bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Mary Sanders. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5140) granting a pension to Mary C. Coombs; 

A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 8218) granting a pension to Mary E. Lacey; and 

A bill (H. R. 10778) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. B. Winkler, 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
| referred the bill (S. 3264) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam J. Cannon, alias James Cannon, reported it without amend- 

ment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
| following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
| mitted reports thereon: 
| A bill (S. 3224) granting an increase of pension to Amos L. Hood; 
| and 
A bill (S. 1828) granting a pension to Emma T, Martin. 


NORTON SCHERMERHORN. 


Mr. KYLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5036) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Norton Schermerhorn, to report it withan amendment. I 
| ask, in consequence of the very critical condition of the ex-soldier, 
that the bill be acted upon at once. 

The Secretary read the bill, which was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before the word 
| **dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
| ent consideration of the bill? 

| There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
| Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the bil! be read again. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 





| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe pi - 

| sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Norton Schermerhorn 

| late of Company H, Thirty-cighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 


| and pay him a pension at the rate of $0 per month in licu of that he is now 
receiving. ; 

| The amendment was concurred in. 

| The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING FOR FINANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by 


unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized to have printed 
|} and bound such papers and documents, for the use of said committee, as it 
may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to be consid- 


| ered by said committee during the Fifty-sixth Congress. 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 
Mr. MORGAN. In behalf of the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals 1 present a supplemental report to accompany the bill 
(H. R, 2538) to provide for the construction of a canal connecting 


p i : nm ac’ ct | the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, which I ask toh 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize thereceipt of United States gold coin | 


printed and laid on the table. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The supplemental report will 
be printed and laid on the table. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5246) granting a pension to Hiram H. Kingsbury; 

A bill (8S. 5247) granting a pension to Peter O’Tool; 

A bill (S. 5248) granting a pension to Charles C. Denio; and 

A bill (S. 5249) granting a pension to William St. Martz. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5250) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Jeremiah Simonson, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5251) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Kibble; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He a!so introduced a bill (S. 5252) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nimrod Headington; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURLEY introduced a bill (S. 5254) for the relief of John 
Rick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (5. 5255) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Saffold; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 5256) for the relief of Anna M. 
Mershon, administratrix of Daniel S. Mershon, deceased; which 
a read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5257) granting a pension to John 
H. Doremus; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 5258) to allow the commu- 
tation of homestead entries in certain cases; which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5259) granting an 
increase of pension to William Gordon; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5260) granting an increase of 
pension to Gardner P. Waterhouse; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5261) in relation to official 
bonds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MASON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5262) for pre- 
venting the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, 
beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic 
therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


ESTATE OF JOHN KERR, DECEASED, 


Mr. TURLEY. At the last session of Congress I introduced 
the bill (S. 4247) for the relief of the estate of John Kerr, deceased, 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. I ask that that 
committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that it be indefinitely postponed, so that I may introduce 
a@ bill to take its place. 

The PRESIDENT ~ tempore. Without objection, the Com- 
mittee on Claims will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill, and it will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. TURLEY. I introduce a bill, for reference to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, in place of the bill just indefinitely postponed. 

The bill (S. 5253) for the relief of the estate of John Kerr, de- 
ceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MISSOURI HOME GUARDS, 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That 500 extra copies of Senate Report No. 23, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, firse session, be prin for the Senate document room. 
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PROGRESS REPORT ON IRRIGATION, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the 
Progress Report of Cooperative Investigation by the United States Geolog- 
ical Survey and the California Water and Forest Association during the 
year 1900. 

TREATY WITH COLOMBIA, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not in his 
judgment incompatible with the public interest, to furnish the Senate all in- 

ormation and copies of all correspondence between this Government and 
the Government of Colombia, showing the steps, if any, that have been taken 
by this Government to secure a treaty between the two Governments or a 
modification by Colombia of existing treaties or concessions with the view of 
securing tothe United States the right to construct a canal over the terri- 
tory of Colombia between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that is executive business, and I 
move that the Senate now go into executive session. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Pending the motion, I rise to make a 
request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
chusetts withdraw his motion? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and for formal business. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE PENSION CALENDAR, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I request that to-morrow 
morning, at the conclusion of the routine morning business, 
thirty minutes be devoted to the consideration of unobjected pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that to-morrow morning, after the 
completion of the routine morning business, thirty minutes be 
given to the consideration of unobjected pension cases, Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


STATUS OF TENNESSEE ENROLLED MILITIA, 


Mr. TURLEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
vestigate the claims of the officers and enlisted men of the First, Second, 
Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth. and Seventh Regiments of the enrolled militia, 
which constituted a part of the garrison of Memphis and of the western dis- 
trict of Tennessee, for pay and other compensation while in the service of 
the United States as a part of its Army organization, and to report to the 
Senate by what authority these forces were organized, the approximate 
number of officers and enlisted men enlisted, the kind and duration of serv- 
ice done, whether or not these forces have received any pay from the Gov- 
ernment, if not, why they were not paid, and the approximate amount of 
money which would be required if the scale of pay and allowances then ap- 
plicable to the soldiers of the United States Army were applied to the above- 
named organizations. 


PRINTING OF SHIPPING BILL, 
On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


Ordered, Tbat there be printed for the use of the Committee on Commerce 
1,500 copies of Senate bill No. 727, known as the shipping bill, as last printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1600) granting an increase of pension to Lucy B. 
Bryson; 

A bill (H. R. 2204) for the relief of William O. Eagle; 

A bill (H. R. 3491) granting a pension to Melvina Greenawalt; 

A bill (H. R. 3609) granting a pension to Agnes B. Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 4130) granting a pension to Mary Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 4231) granting a pension to Michael Ryan, alias 
Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 4516) granting an increase of pension to Burwell 
Hinchman; 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to David R. 
Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 5085) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
H, Hurley; 

A bill (H. R. 5189) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Boltin; 

A bill (H. R. 6043) granting an increase of pension to John C, 
Sheuerman; 

A bill (H. R. 8027) granting a pension to William R. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 8273) granting a pension to Sarah H. Hammond; 

A bill (H. R. 9981) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Zimmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 10472) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Blair; 

A bill (H. R. 10639) granting an increase of pension to Julia A, 
Gilpin. 

A bill (H. R. 10785) granting a pension to Thomas White; 


Does the Senator from Massa- 
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A bill (H. R. 11096) granting an increase of pension to Delia E. 
Stillman; and 3 s 

A bill (H, R. 11603) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Dininny. 

The tollowing bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R, 4204) to correct the military record of George A. 
Winslow; and 

A bill (H. R. 6676) for the relief of Edward G. Garner, Com- 

any E, One hundred and twenty-eighth New York Volunteer 
Tateniry. 

The bill (H. R. 12838) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1901, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr..W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


each with an amendment the following bills in which it re- | 


quested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (8. 92) granting a pension to William M. Ferry; 


A bill (S. 3436) granting a pension to Catharine Weinheimer; | 


A bill (S, 4184) granting an increase of pension to Evelyn Neale 
Murray. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the bill (S. 2582) to provide for the establishment of 
the intersection of the true one hundredth meridian with Red 
River; to ascertain the amount of taxes collected by the State of 


Texas in what was formerly known as Greer County, and the ex- | 


penditures made on account of said county by said State, and for 
other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

_— (H. R. 154) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Shott; 

A bill (H. R. 953) to divide the State of West Virginia into two 
judicial districts; 


A bill (H.R. 971) to divide Kentucky into two judicial districts; | 


A bill (H. R. 1845) granting pensions to William Allen and 
Isaac Garman; 

A bill (H. R. 2472) to correct the military record of John H. 
Finfrock; 

A bill (H. R. 2656) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Gardner; 

A bill (Hf. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Louisa N. 
Godfrey; 

A bill (H. R. 3047) to remove charge of desertion from military 
record of John Faulds, Company G, Thirty-first Wisconsin In- 
fantry; 

A bill (H. R. 3133) granting a pension to Edward Hounsom; 

A bill (H. R. 3636) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Libby; 


A bill (H. R. 3658) granting a pension to Catherine Broughton; | 


A bill (H. R, 3660) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
I, Gilbert; 

A bill (H. R. 3705) granting a pension to Almeda Brown; 

A bill (H. R,. 3956) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Plants: 

A bill (H. R. 4068) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
N. Flint; 

A bill (H. R. 4080) granting a pension to James E. Arvin, Te- 
resa Arvin, and Anna Arvin; 

A bill (H. R, 4143) granting a pension to Laura V. Swearer; 
n bill (H. R. 4199) granting increase of pension to Gabriel M. 

unk; 

A bill (H, R. 4856) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Bigelow; 

A bill (H. R. 4633) granting a pension to John Calvin Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 5441) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 5643) granting a pension to Elizabeth Beesley; 

A bill (H. R. 6623) granting a pension to Sarah E. Wall; 

A bill (H. R. 7040) granting a pension to Laura Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 7203) granting a pension to Thomas F, Walter; 

A bill (H, R, 7495) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Holloway; 

A bill (H. R. 7745) granting a pension to Lucinda Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 7912) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
A. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 8161) erenting a pension to Annis Bean; 

A bill (H. R. 8191 ..irg an increase of pension to Adam 
Bieger; 





A bill (H. R. 8263) granting a pension to Lula M. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 8297) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 8418) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Gibbs; 

A bill (H. R. 8535) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
E. Dunham; 

A bill (H. R. 8647) granting a pension to Joseph Connell; 

A bill (H. R, 8942) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Howlett; 

A bill (H. R. 9023) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Dobyns; 

A bill (H. R. 9266) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 9269) granting a pension to Olie Heaton; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Louis M. Starring; 

A bill (H. R. 9570) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
F. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 9785) granting a pension to Catherine A. McClana- 
than; 

A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to William 
Snider; 

A bill (H. R. 10089) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Forbes; 
| A bill (H. R. 10183) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 10333) granting a pension to Sophie De V. Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 10570) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Kinsey: 

A bill (H. R. 10725) granting a pension to Mae Pearman: 

A bill (H. R. 10784) granting an increase of pension to Oliva J. 
Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 10892) granting an increase of pension to Phebe 


ate; 

A bill (H. R. 10945) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Wyant; 
| A bill (H. R.11057) granting an increase of pension to Leonhart 
| Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 11158) granting a pension to Daniel Palmatary; 

| <A bill (H. R. 11159) granting a pension to John W. Phillips; 
A bill (H. R. 11187) granting a pension to James W. Russell; 
A bill (H. R. 11198) granting an increase of pension to Gorton 
| Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 11211) granting a pension to Thomas Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 11228) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
Thompson; 

A biil (H. R. 11516) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Ryan; 

‘A bill (H. R. 11552) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
| Hebel; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 277) authorizing the appointment 
of Charles A. Boutelle as a captain on the retired list of the Navy. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
| ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and forty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 3 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, December 19, 1900, at 12 o’clock m, 


NOMINATIONS. 

| Executive nominations received by the Senate December 18, 1900. 
MINISTERS. 

| John G. A. Leishman, of Pennsylvania, now envoy extraordi- 

| nary and minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland, to be envoy 

extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 

to Turkey, vice Oscar S. Straus, resigned. 

Arthur S. Hardy, of New Hampshire, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, to 
| be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 

States to Switzerland, vice John G. A. Leishman, nominated to 
| be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Turkey. 
Charles S, Francis,of New York, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Greece, Roumania, 
and Servia, vice Arthur S, Hardy, nominated to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

_Clarence L. Thurston, of Nebraska, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Buenos Ayres, Argeutine Republic, 
vice Francois 8. Jones, deceased. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Benjamin S. Warren, of Alabama, to be an assistant surgeonin the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, This nomination is 
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made to correct error in the place of residence of Mr. Warren, who 
was nominated on December 5, 1900, as a resident of Washington, 
which nomination is hereby withdrawn. 

POSTMASTER. 


J. M. Patterson, to be postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon, in the place of H. H. Riddell, re- 
moved. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 18, 1900. 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Daniel H. McMillan, of the Territory of New Mexico, to be as- 
sociate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New 
Mexico, 

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

John W. Yerkes, of Kentucky, to be Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 

POSTMASTERS,. 

I. T. Bassett, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county of 
Brevard and State of Florida. 

Newell B. Hull, to be postmaster at Starke, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Florida. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEsDAY, December 18, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Couben, D., D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SOUTHERN DIVISION OF THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 12447) to amend an 
act approved June 1, A. D. 1900, entitled ‘‘An act to create the | 
southern division of the southern district of lowa for judicial pur- 
poses, and to fix the time and place for holding court therein.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous | 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this is simply local in its char- 
acter and provides for a change in the term of courts in the divi- 
sion of the district court for the southern district of Iowa, and 
provides for the transfer of cases that have been begun in other 
divisions that should have been begun in this to this division. 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa if this has been reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will complete the reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of said act be amended by striking out 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


It has been reported by the Judiciary Com- 





the words “on the third Monday of May and the fourth Monday of Septem- 
ber of each year’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the following words, to wit: 
‘on the fourth Tuesday in March and the third Tuesday in October of each 
year.” 

Sec. 2. That section 2 of said act isamended by adding to the said section 
2the words “and all civil suits now pending in other divisions of said circuit 


court for said southern district which, if commenced after the passage here- | 
of, would be brought in said southern division shall, upon the application of | 


either party, be removed for trial, judgment, or decree to said southern di- 
vision.” 

The following amendment was proposed by the committee: 

In line 3 strike out the word ‘‘said ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“an; and in the same line, after the word “act,” insert “ entitled ‘An act to 
create the southern division of the southern district of Iowa for judicial pur- 
poses, and to fix the time and place for holding court therein,’ approved 
June 1, 1900." 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the | 

present consideration of the bill (S. 5053) to amend an act authoriz- | 


ing the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Dubuque, Iowa, approved March 6, 1900. 


| District of Columbia. 
| call attention to the fact that Senate bill 1929 has by error been 
| placed upon the House Calendar. 


Is there objection to the present considera- | 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of an act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, approved March 6, 
190, is hereby amended by striking out the words “two hundred” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “one hundred and seventy-five.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? Uae a poe The Chair hears none. . 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the third 
time, and passed. ; p 

On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 5076. An act to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge in the northern judicial district of the State 
of Ohio. 

° J. L. PEARCY. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri offers the fol- 
lowing report from the Committee on Accounts, which the Clerk 
will report. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 317. 

Resolved, That J. L. Pearcy, of Tennessee, be appointed as special messen- 
gor to serve in the room assigned the minority side of the House, under the 
direction of the Doorkeeper, at a salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund until otherwise provided. 

With the following amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee: 

After the word “serve,” in line 2, insert the words “during the present 
session of Congress.”’ 

After the word “salary,” in line 4, insert the words ‘‘at the rate of." 

ln line 5 strike out the words “‘ until otherwise provided for,” and insert, 
after the word ‘‘fund,” the words “of the House.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MOVING AND CATALOGUING BOOKS AND DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, [ also present the following privileged 


| report, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 313. 


Resolved, That for the purpose of completing the work of moving, cleaning, 
and cataloguing the books, documents, and pamphlets in the Houseand Clerk's 
document rooms, under the direction of the Select Committee on the Dispo- 
sition of Documents, the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, Shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House for labor and 
clerical assistance, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee on 
Accounts. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
WALTER O. HOFFECKER,. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I also ask for the present consideration 
of the following resolution (H. Res. 304), which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Walter O. 
Hoffecker the sum of $53.32. being the amount due him as clerk of the late 
Representative John H. Hoffecker from June 1 to June 16, 1900, inclusive. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JOY, a motion to reconsider the several votes 
by which the three several resolutions were passed was laid on 
the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Under agreement, this day has been set apart 
for the consideration of business reported by the Committee of the 
I desire, in the first place, Mr. Speaker, to 


It should have been referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, as it appro- 
priates real estate and other property belonging to the Government 
or the District. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the transfer to the proper 
Calendar will be made. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of District bills on that Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts in the chair. 


| GRADE CROSSINGS, ETC., OF BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
1929. ; 
The Clerk proceeded to read, as follows, the bill (S. 1929) to pro- 
vide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of the 


I ask the present consideration of Senate bill 
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Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company in the city of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, and requiring the said company to 
depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of 
its railroad therein, and for other purposes: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company be, 
and it is hereby, empowered, authorized, and required to revise, change, and 
improve thealignment and grade of its railroad, and to relocate parts thereof 
within the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, as hereinafter 
provided, to wit: 5 s 

Beginning at a point in its present tunnel under Virginia avenue near the 
intersection of Eighth street SE., and extending thence by a continuation of 
said tunnel, with a width sufficient for two tracks, along and under Virginia 
avenue td the west side of Second street SE.; thence in the open, with a width 
sufficient for four main tracks, along what would be Virginia avenue if ex- 
tended through reservation 17, now called Garfield Park, to another section 
of Virginia avenue as now opened at South Capitol street; thence along said 
last-mentioned section of Virginia avenue to a connection with its present 
four main tracks and a right of way near Delaware avenue; thence continu- 
ing said four tracks along and on said Virginiaavenue and Maryland avenue 
to the Potomac River; and also from pvints on said last-descri line, that 
is to say, from east of Sixth street SW.; thence by a curved line with three 
tracks crossing over Sixth street SW., Maryland avenue, and B street SW.., 
toand upon that portion of the Mall hereinafter described; and from a point 
west of Seventh street SW. by a curved line, with three tracks over Seventh 
street SW., Maryland avenue, and B streets SW., to and upon said portion 
of said Mall, with such grade, and at such elevations, with reference to the 
streets of said city, and on such locations as are shown on — and profiles 
prepared by said railroad company, and approved by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, and as hereinafter specified; it being the perpose 
of this act that the said railroad shall be located under Sixth street SE., Fifth 
street SE., Fourth street SE., Third street SE., and Second street SE.,in a 
tunnel as aforesaid; that New Jersey avenue shall be carried over said rail- 
road on an iron or steel bridge; and that said railroad shall be carried over 
South Capitol street, Delaware avenue, First street SW., Second street SW., 
Third street SW., Four-and-a-half street SW., Sixth street SW., Seventh 
street SW., Maryland avenue, and Bstreet SW., and that Ninth street SW., 
Tenth street SW., Eleventh street SW.,and Twelfth street SW. shall be car- 
ried over said railroad on iron or steel bridges. The railroad shall also be 
carried over Water street SW. 


REMOVAL OF TRACKS FROM SIXTH, K, AND CANAL STREETS. 


Sxc. 2. That the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company be, and it 
is hereby, required to remove its present eastern connection between its 
passenger station and its line on Virginia avenue via Sixth street, including 
all tracks on Sixth street, and its western connection via Maryland avenue, 
and to change and relocate its tracks connecting with the new terminus con- 
templated by this act, in the manner authorized and provided by the preced- 
ing section hereof, and as shown on the plans and profiles in said section re- 
ferred to, and also shall remove its tracks from K street and Canal street, 
east of New Jersey avenue SE.; and said tracks which are to be aban- 
doned shall be removed within sixty days after the new track is ready for 
use, and the roadway of said Sixth street between B street S. and B street 
N. shall be provided with a modern pavement at the expense of said rail- 
ree cmapeny. to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of the District of 

jolum bia. 


STATION BUILDING. 


Sec. 3. That in order to accommodate the increasing passenger, mail, ex- 
ress, and other traffic in the x of Washington the said Baltimore and 
2otomac Railroad Company shall have and be ssessed of the right, which 

is hereby granted and conferred, to conser and use, on the conditions here- 
inafter mentioned, that po of the Mall lying between B street SW. and 
B street NW. as the southerly line of said B street N W. is hereinafter defined, 
and between the west line of Sixth street and a line drawn parallel therewith 
and 340 feet west thereof, and to erect and maintain thereon astation building 
and appurtenances, train sheds, tracks, and sidings in connection therewith 


suitable and adequate for the convenient accommodation of said traffic; and | 


the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, in connection with 
its occupation and use of the portion of the Mall hereby granted, locate, con 
struct, and maintain beneath its tracks and structures on the line of West 
Capitol street, as shown on the city maps, a substantial arch or arches not 
less than 200 feet in width, as a public passageway for vehicular and pedes- 
trian traffic (as shall be approved by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), which sha)l be so constructed as to afford roadways and sidewalks: 
and the said company shall also pave the said passageways at the time of 
their construction to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, but thereafter the maintenance of the pavement and roadways 
ehall devolve upon the said District of Columbia. 


TEMPORARY TRACKS, 


Sec. 4, Thatifit should at any time be deemed necessary or advisable, in the 
construction of the works herein authorized, to lay temporary tracks on any 
street or avenue to accommodate the business of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company pending the completion of such works, the said company 
may lay such temporary tracks, subject to the approval and under the direc 
tion of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and shall remove the 
same and restore every such street or avenue to its former condition, to the 
satisfaction of said Commissioners, within sixty days after the completion of 
the works herein authorized. 


REMOVAL OF FISH COMMISSION BUILDING. 


Sec. 5. That the United States Fish Commission building and appurte- 
nances, now located on that part of the Mall hereby granted to said Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company, shall be removed therefrom and re- 
built on the said Mall west of the portion thereof so granted to said railroad 
company, under the directions of, and according to plans approved by, the 
Chief of Engineers of the United States Army: and the cost of such removal 

nd rebuilding shal! be defrayed by the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company to an amount not exceeding $40,000: Provided, That the expense of 
such removal and rebuilding in excess of $40,000 shall be paid by the United 
States. 
RETAINING WALLS, 


Src. 6. That in elevating or depressing its tracks, as hereinbefore author- 
ized, the said railroad company is hereby required to support the sides of all 
embankments and excavations made in the streets wherein the same are lo- 
cated with suitable retaining walls of stone. These walls, in case of excava 
tion, shall be carried toa height of 4 feet above the revised grades of said 
streets, or shall be provided with suitable iron railings. The space to be oc- 
cupied and used by the said railroad company where its tracks are depressed 
on Maryland avenue shall not exceed 58 feet between the inside faces of the 
parallel retaining walls, measured at the level of the said tracks, as shown on 
said plans and profiles. 





STREETS TO BE VACATED. 


Sec. 7. That to enable said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to 
effect the revision, change, and improvement in the alignment and grade of its 
railroad, and the relocation of parts thereof as authorized and contemplated 
by this act, the following-named streets and crossings in said city of Wash- 
ington shall be, upon the completion of the work herein authorized, com- 
pletely vacated and abandoned for public use, namely: 

Canal street. as located and shown on the city maps, between South Capi- 
tol street and New Jersey avenue. 

G street SE. and H street SE., between South Capitol street and New Jer- 
sey avenue. z 

I street SE., between First and South Capitol streets. 

Virginia avenue, on the south side of the said railroad, between Second 
street and Four-and-a-half street SW., and on the north side of the said rail- 
road between Four-and-a-half street and Seventh street SW. 

Maryland avenue, on the south side of said railroad, between Ninth and 
Tenth streets SW. 

Maryland avenue, between Twelfth and Fourteenth streets SW.; and in 
consideration of, and in connection with, the vacation of said portion of 
Maryland avenue between Twelfth and Fourteenth streets SW., the said 
railroad company shall acquire and dedicate to the District of Columbia the 
necessary property to increase the present width of D street SW., between 
Twelfth and Fourteenth streets SW., 30 feet on the south side thereof 

ee ee and Thirteen-and-a-half streets, between D and Water streets 
SW.,an 

E street SW. between Twelfth street SW. and Water street. 

The following-named streetsare hereby vacated and abandoned, namely: 

F street SW. and E street SW. where they cross the said railroad; 

D street SW. between Four-and-a-half and Sixth streets SW.; 

C street SW. between Sixth and Seventh streets SW.: Provided, however, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to prohibit the public 
authorities from entering upon vacated and abandoned streets and avenues 
for the purpose of locating, constructing, maintaining, or repairing therein 
sewers, water mains, gas mains, conduits, or other underground construction 
necessary for the public comfort, convenience, or health: And provided fur- 
ther, That po portion of any street shall be closed under authority of this 
act until said railroad company shall have secured control of the property 
abutting upon said portion to be closed, it being the intent hereof that no 
property owner shall be deprived of egress from or ingress to his property. 

CHANGES IN GRADE; WIDENING B STREET. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and 
directed to make all such changes in the lines and grades of any street or 
streets in said city as may be reasonably required or deemed necessary or ad- 
visable in connection with the revision, change, improvement, and partial 
relocation of said railroad by this act contemplated, and particularly are 
authorized and directed to widen B street NW., on its southerly side, be- 
tween Sixth and Seventh streets, so as to conform to the southerly line of 
said street as it now exists west of Seventh street, and to widen Seventh 
street on its easterly side between B street NW. and the northerly line of 
West Capitol street, as shown on the city maps, as follows: For a distance of 
130 feet south from the southerly line of said B street NW., when widened 
as herein authorized, to a width of 220 feet, and for the residue of the dis- 
tance to the northerly line of West Capitol street to a width not exceeding 
130 feet. 

GARFIELD PARK. 


Src. 8 Thatin consideration of and in connection with the changes and 
improvements to be made in the said railroad by the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, in conformity with the requirements of this act, the said 
railroad company shall have and be possessed of the right and privilege, 
which are hereby expressly granted and conferred, to occupy and use, for 
tracks and other corporate purposes, all that portion of reservation 17, now 
known as Garfield Park, which lies to the southward of its main tracks when 
located as authorized by this act, as well as that portion thereof which shall 
be occupied by said main tracks as located on said plansand profiles; and also 
the /ike right and privilege to occupy and use, for similar purposes, the parts 
or portions of the several streets and crossings which are by this act vacated 
and abandoned. 

DIVISION OF COSTS. 


Sxc. 9. That the entire cost and expense of the revision, changes. reloca- 
tions, and improvements of and in said railroad, as authorized anc required 
by the preceding sections of this act, and of all structures connected there- 
with or incidental thereto, shall be borne, paid, and defrayed in manner fol 
lowing, to wit: The said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall 


bear, pay, and defray all cost and expense of the relocations, elevation, and 
depression of its tracks within the limits of itsright of way asare authorized 
and required by this act, including the construction of so much of the bridges 


conveying streets over its tracks, right of way, and other property as shall 
be within the limits thereof, and the reconstruction within such limits of the 
streets which shall be carried beneath the same, the cost and expense of re- 
moving its tracks from Sixth street north of Virginia avenue. and from K 
street and Canal street, and the restoration of such parts of said streets for 
the uses of the public; the costand expense of constructing and maintaining 





the arch or arches for passageways underneath its said tracks located on the 
Mall, as well as the original cost of paving the roadways and sidewalks to be 
located within the said passageways; and all other costs, expenses, and dam- 
ages resulting from, incidental to, or connected with the revisions, changes 
and improvements in alignment and grades of said railroad, or the relocations 
| thereof by thisact required and authorized, and from changes in the grades 
of the streets or the railroad, and the lawful operation of the said railroad 
upon the location and structures contemplated and required by this act, and 
whether to property owners affected thereby or otherwise, the 


cost and expense of all street approaches to said company’s track 
of way, whether overhead by means of bridges or under grade, : 
paid, and defrayed in manner following, to wit: Fifty per cent ther y 
the United States and the remaining 50 per cent thereof by the District of 
Columbia, which last-mentioned 50 per cent shall be levied and assessed 
upon the taxable property and privilegesin said District other than the pro 
erty of the United States and of the District of Columbia. 

All work within the limits of the said railroad company’s right of way, 





including the bridges within said limits, shall be done by said rai!road com 
pany to the satisfaction and approval of the Commissioners of the District 


of Columbia, who are authorized to exercise such supervision over the si mo 
as may be necessary to secure the proper construction and mai sof 
the said work. And all work which is without the limits of the right 


ntenane 


of said railroad company shall be done by the District of Columbia ° 
PROPERTY TO BE ACQUIRED BY PURCHASE OR CONDEMNATION 

Sec. 10. That to enable the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to 

effectuate the purposes oie and authorized by this act, the said 

company be, and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to : uire, 

either by purchase or condemnation, as hereinafter provided, and, when so 

acquired, to use the same for tracks and other corporate purposes, and make 
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all such improvements thereon and thereto as may be deemed necessary, the 
following properties, to wit: All of squares 462, 463, 463 south, and 493; and 
also as much fond as may be required for tracks and other corporate pur- 
poses which lies to the south of the present main tracks of the company be- 
tween South Capitol and First streets southeast and north of the northerly 
line of M street: Provided, however, That if land shall be acquired south of 
the present railroad yards and between South Capitol and First streets 
southeast as in this section authorized the said railroad company shall,when 
so required by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, make ade- 
quate and suitable provision for carrying such streets as may intersect the 
same across the tracks which shall be located thereon by overhead bridges 
in a manner satisfactory to the said Commissioners: Provided further, That 
the cost and expense of raising grades of streets and all approaches to such 
bridges shall be borne and defrayed by the District of Columbia. 

In case the said Baltimoreand Potomac Railroad Company can not for any 
reason agree with the owner or owners for the purchase, use, or occupation 
of any of the land it is authorized to acquire by purchase or condemnation, 
then the same may be acquired by the said company in the same manner and 
by the same procedure as are provided by sections 648 to 663, both inclusive, 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the District of Columbia. And it shall 
be lawful for said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to extend and 
construct, from time to time, branch tracks or sidings from the lines of rail- 
road authorized by this act into any lot or lots adjacent to any street or 
avenue along which said lines of railroad are located, upon the application of 
the owner or owners of such lot or lots, to enable soak owners to use their 
property for the purposes of coal, wood, or lumber yards, manufactories, 
warehouses, and other business enterprises: Provided, however, That no grade 
crossing of any street or avenue within the city of Washington shall be 
thereby created, but such connecting tracks shall be carried across such 
street or avenue in such manner as not to obstruct the free use thereof, and 
the plans of such connecting tracks shall in every case be first filed with and 
approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided further, 

hat as tosquare southeast of square 267 and square 270 the Southern Railway 
Company (a railroad corporation of the State of Virginia, whose trains now 
move and are expected tocontinue to move toand from Washington over the 
tracks of the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company and Washington 
Southern Railroad Company under agreements existing or hereafter to be 
made with the last-named companies granting the necessary right therefor) 
shall have the same rights of acquisition by purchase or condemnation, to be 
exercised under the same conditions, as are in this act provided for the acqui- 
sition of additional land by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company; 
and such squares when so acquired may be used by said Southern Railroad 
Company to accommodate the handling and delivery of local freight traffic 
in the District of Columbia. 

LONG BRIDGE. 


Sec. 11. That inasmuch as the present Long Bridge over the Potomac 
River is inadequate for the accommodation of the largely increased railroad 
and vehicular traffic, is in a measure obstructive of navigation, and needs to 
be reconstructed, the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby 
directed and required to removethe present Long Bridgeacross the Potomac 
River, and. in accordance with plans to be approved by the Secretary of War, 
to build on practically the same line a new bridge in lieu thereof, said new 
bridge to be for railroad purposes only and to be adapted for two or more 
railway tracks, the Long Bridge to be removed and the new bridge con- 
structed within four years from the date of the passageof this act. Thesaid 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall remove the Long Bridge 
and shall build, maintain, and keep in repair said new bridge at its own cost 
and expense, and shall maintain an efficient draw in said new bridge, oper- 
ating the same so as not to unnecessarily impede the free navigation of the 
Potomac River at any hour of theday or night, and shall give other railroad 
companies the right to pass over said bridge upon such reasonable terms as 
may be agreed upon between the companies or prescribed by Congress. 


PASSENGER BRIDGE. 


Sec. 12. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
enter into a contract with the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
or any other party to construct within two years after the passage of this 
act, at a point not less than 500 feet above the site of the present Long Bridge, 
a new and substantial bridge for highway travel, of iron or seek resting 
upon masonry piers and provided with suitable approaches, and with a sufti- 
cient draw, all in accordance with plans and specifications to be approved ly 
the Secretary of War; and thereis hereby appropriated (one-half out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated ) the sum of $568,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to be paid from time to time, as the construction of the 
said bridge progresses, by the Secretary of War, under such regulations as 
he shall prescribe. 

The said bridge shall be for highway traffic, and all street railroads char- 
tered or that may hereafter be chartered by Congress shall have the right to 
cross said bridge on such reasonable terms as may be agreed upon between 
the companies or prescribed by Congress: Provided, That thestreet railroad 
now using the cane Bridge shall be permitted to change its location so as to 
cross the highway bridge herein provided for; all plans for such change to be 
approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Chief of 

ngineersof the United States Army: And provided further, Thatastandard 
underground electric system of street car propulsion shall be installed by 
said company on the park highway leading to said bridge, and that the cost 
of asphalt paving between the tracks and two feet outside thereof shall be 
paid by said company. Each street railway company using said bridge shall 
say, in addition to other taxes as by its charter provided, one-half of 1 cent 
or each and every passenger carried across said bridge. 


PLANS TO BE SUBMITTED TO DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 


Sec. 13. That before any portion of the work herein described shall be au- 
thorized plans and profiles of the entire work, except such as relate to the 
new bridges authorized by sections 11 and 12, in accordance with the provi- 
sions herein contained, shall be prepared by the said Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company and shall be submitted for approval to the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. Duly authenticated copies of said plans and 
profiles shall, after approval, be filed with the Commissioners aforesaid, and 
all work shall be done in accordance with them and shall becompleted within 
five years from the date of the passage of this act. The company shall also 
deposit with the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia such sums of 
money as the Commissioners of said District may reasonably require to cover 
the cost of District inspection. 

TAXATION. 


Sec. 14. That the venente, occupied by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company underau a7 of this act, together with the improvements which 
may be put thereon, shall be subject to tax by the District of Columbia the 
same as other property in the District of Columbia: Provided, That no assess- 
ment, valuation, or tax shall be made, laid, or levied on the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company on account of any bridges, tunnels, elevated 
tracks, or subway which shall be located, constructed, or maintained under 
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the authority of this act, and forming Daag of said railroad, in excess of that 
which would or could be lawfully made, laid, or levied if said railroad was 
wholly located and constructed on the surface of the ground; it being the 
true intent and meaning hereof that any such bridges, tunnels, elevated 
tracks, or subway forming a part of said railroad shall be assessed and valued 
for purposes of taxation and taxed on the same basis as any other equal por- 
tion of railroad situated within the said District of Columbia not constructed 
on, in, through, or upon any such bridges, tunnels, elevated tracks, or subway. 
RIGHTS OF SUCCESSION. 

Sec. 15. That all the provisions of this act, including all rights, powers, and 
rivileges granted to, or duties imposed upon, said ltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, shall accrue to and devolve upon its successors and as- 

signs; and in case the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, its 
capital stock, properties, corporate rights, powers, perv egos, immunities, 
and franchises, shall be merged into or consolidated with the Philadelphia, 
Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad Company, or any other railroad corpora- 
tion, to which the assent of Congress is hereby given, then and in that event 
the company which shall, by such merger or consolidation, so acquire the 
same shall be invested with and possessed of all the rights, powers, property, 
and privileges of said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company within the 
District of Columbia, as well those granted by this act as those heretofore 
existing, and shall have and exercise all the necessary rights, powers, and 
franchises respecting the same as _ as they would have been possessed 
and exercisable by said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company. 


REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ACTS. 


Sec. 16. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent herewith be, and they 
are hereby, repealed. 


RESERVED RIGHTS OF CONGRESS. 


Sec. 17. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amen, or repeal 
this act. 


Mr. BABCOCK (before the reading of the bill was concluded). 
Mr. Chairman, in order to save time, and for the convenience of 
the House, I ask unanimous consent that after this reading of the 
bill the further reading be dispensed with, and that the bill be 
open for amendment in any section. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I stated this morning to the 
chairman of our committee [Mr. BABcock] that the course which 
he now suggests would, I thought, be perfectly proper and that I 
would have no objection to it. But I have since suggested the 
proposition to several gentlemen, and they have stated that they 
want to offer amendments to different parts of the bill and they 
prefer it should be read by sections in the regular way. 

Mr. BABCOCK. My motion will permit gentlemen to offer 
amendments to any part of the bill. 

Mr. COWHERD. Butif the bill be read by sections the amend- 
ments can be offered in regular order as the different sections are 
reached. I suggest to the gentleman that we might dispense with 
the further first reading and after the general debate take up the 
bill by sections under the five-minute rule, 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman, as I understand, objects to 
my motion. I move, then, that the further reading of the bill as 
now in progress be dispensed with. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 object. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia were read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 9, strike out the word *‘ Eighth” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ** Eleventh.” 

Page 1, line 11, after the word “for,” insert the words “not less than,” 
and after the word ‘‘two” insert the words *‘nor more than four.” 

Page 5, line 18, after the word “the,” at the end of the line, add the words 
“time fixed for the.” 

Page 9, line 8, insert the word “it’’ after the word “as” where it appears 
before the word “now.” 

Page 11, line 2, strike out the semicolon where it appears after the word 
“public ’ and insert the word “and.” 

Page 11, line 6, strike out the semicolon where it appears after the word 
“passageways " and insert in lieu thereof a period; also at the end of said 
line strike out the word “and.”’ , . 

Page 11, line 7, strike out the small letter ‘‘a”’ in the word “ all’ and insert 
a capital “A.” 

* Page 13, line 10, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” strike out the period and 
add the following: “and the United States, as hereinbefore provided.” 

Page 13, line 19, after the word *‘Columbia,”’ strike out the period and insert 
a semicolon, and add the following: 

** Provided, Thatin every case in which an assessment of the damages or an 
award shall have been returned by the appraisers, the company, upon pay- 
ing into court the amount so assessed or awarded, may enter upon and take 
possession of the land and property covered thereby irrespective of whether 
exceptions to said assessment or award shall be filed or not, and the subse- 
quent pea shall not interfere with or affect such possession, but shall 
only affect theamount of the compensation to be paid.” 

Page 14, line 18, after the word “therefor” and the parenthesis, add the 
words “and its successors.” 

Page 14, line 23, strike out the word “ Railroad” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Railway.”’ 

Page 14, line 24, after the word “Company,” add the words “ and its suc- 
cessors.”’ 

Page 14, line 25, after the word “traffic,” add the following: “and for its 
other corporate purposes.”’ 

Page 16, line 2, after the word ‘‘Company,” add the words *‘or any other 
rty.” 

Page 16, lines 20 and 21, strike out the word “reasonable,” in line 20, and 
also the souewas: anes —— between the companies or.” 

Page 16, line 21, strike out the word “ street’ at the end of the line. 

Page 16, line 22, strike out the word “railroad” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ‘“‘ Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway Com- 
pany.” Also, at the end of the line, after the word * permitted,” insert the 
words “ and required.” ; 

Page 17, line 4, after the word “bridge,” insert the following: ‘‘and no 
dynamo furnishing power to this portion of the road shall bein any manner 
connected with the ground.” 





1900. 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Chairman, a large map of these proposed 
changes has been prepared for the information of the House. 
desire to ask unanimous consent of the House that the Engineer 
Commissioner of the District of Columbia may be permitted to 
come upon the floor and explain the engineering features of this 
plan. In order that this request may be acted on by the House, I 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration Senate bill 1929, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, there has been prepared for the 
use and information of the House a large map showing the 
changes which this bill contemp!ates—the property which will be 
vacated by the railroad company and the property which will be 
occupied by the company. That map is here in the corridor, and 
I desire to ask the unanimous consent that Captain Beach, the Engi- 
neer Commissioner of the District of Columbia, may be permitted 
to come upon the floor and answer any questions that any mem- 
ber may desire to ask in reference to the engineering features of 
this proposition. This course, I will say, is usual in the Senate. 
I believe that on this same bill information was furnished to the 
Senate in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read Rule XXXIV 
of the House, on the question of admission to the floor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The persons hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted to the 
Hall of the House or rooms leading thereto, viz: The President and Vice- 
President of the United States and their private secretaries, judges of the 
Supreme Court, members of Congress and members elect, contestants in 
election cases during the pendency of their cases in the House, the Secretary 
and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, heads of Departments, foreign minis 
ters, governors of States, the Architect of the Capitol, the Librarian of Con- 
cress and his assistant in charge of the Law Library, such persons as have, 
xy name, received the thanks of Congress, ex-members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives who are not interested in any claim or directly in any bill pend- 
ing before Congress, and clerks of committees when business from their com- 
mittee is under consideration; and it shall not be in order for the Speaker to 
entertain a request for the suspension of this rule orto present from the chair 
the request of any member for unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER. This rule, it seems to the Chair, is explicit; 
and it meets completely the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. This is not the United States Senate, but the House of 
Representatives, acting under its own rules. Under the specific 
rule just read, the Chair is not permitted to entertain the request 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 12904) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1902; which was read the first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
upon this bill. 


ELEVATED RAILROAD TRACKS, WASHINGTON CITY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to further consider the bill reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the bill 8. 1929. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I 
regret exceedingly that the gentleman who reported this bill from 
the District Committee is indisposed to-day, and unexpectedly it 
becomes my duty to present the matter to the House. There isa 
map which I will ask to have placed in the area, so that members 
can examine it at their leisure. 

The map now before you is intended to show the changes of the 
line, and also the property vacated by the railway company and 
the lands that are turned over to the railway company to carry 
out the proposed plan of elevation of the tracks. 

The estimated cost of this improvement on the part of the 
Pennsylvania line, or the Baltimore and Potomac line, reaches 
the sum of nearly $6,000,000. Under this bill the contribution 
that is made by the Government and the District of Columbia is 
practically all in real estate. Iam told by prominent engineers, 
gentlemen of long experience in their profession, that from an 


I reserve all points of order 
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engineering standpoint this is an ideal plan, one in which they 
say there must be acquiescence generally and one which will be 
very difficult to improve upon. 

This proposition, I may say, has been before Congress for many 
years. It was before the committee when I had the honor of be- 
coming a member of this body, seven years since. 

This particular bill now before us has been under consideration 
by the engineers and the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia and the Government authorities for four years. It embodies, 
as I have stated, what is termed an ideal plan from an engineering 
standpoint. Thecost, in the opinion of the District Commissioners 
and the committee of the House, as well as of the Senate District 
Committee, and which has been examined into very carefully, 
should be divided equitably, and it has been suggested that for 
the elevation proper, that is, the expense incurred in elevating 
the tracks, the District of Columbia and the General Government 
should contribute one-half of the total amount, the other expenses 
to be paid by the railway company itself. 

This, gentlemen of the committee, is the Commissioners’ bill, 
which has been worked out by the District engineers in connec- 
tion with the engineers of the Pennsylvania Company, and is pre- 
sented here by the consent of the railroad company after four 
years of negotiation, investigation, and examination. 

Now, I apprehend that there can be but little discussion as to 
the general plan proposed. Members may differ as to the amount 
of the contribution to be made by the Government to the railroad 
companies, respectively, in the proposed improvements. But I 
want to say that not only this bill, but the bill elevating the tracks 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company I believe present 
features of unusual interest and importance, and will result in 
making the grandest and most convenient terminals enjoyed by 
any city in the world, Of course, in doing this work and making 
the changes, it necessarily requires the use of grounds and streets, 
and results in criticism to a certain extent from some quarters. 
But as arule the people of the District of Columbia are behind 
the proposition. 1 would say that ninety-nine out of one hundred 
favor it; that the people and taxpayers of the District unite in the 
consensus of opinion as to the desirability of this project, as agreed 
upon by the District Commissioners, the railway company, the 
Senate of the United States, and your House committee, after 
long investigation, and we present this bill, gentlemen, with its 
many details, for your approval to-day. 

I wish to say frankly that it has been practically impossible for 
any member of the District Committee to familiarize himself with 
all of the details of the measure. When you stop to consider that 
this is a plan which has required the study of four years on the 
part of men who have given their entire time to it, you will real- 
ize the difficulty that we have had in going over all of its details, 
examining the reports of the committees and various engineers to 
which they have given so much time. I believe that this meas- 
ure, if enacted into law, will meet the requirements of the city for 
a century to come; and while these differences to which I have 
alluded may come up between the railroad company and the gen- 
eral public as to what each should contribute in the matter, I 
think the project is so vast and desirable that all small matters 
can be readily overlooked in attaining the general results so de- 
sirable. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman state, in 
acres, how much land within the limits of the city is transferred 
to the railroad company in this connection? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ifthe gentleman will examine the committee 
report, he will find all of its details given in exact terms as to what 
the bill covers. . 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Then let me ask if you are fa- 
miliar with any case in which any American city has made a 
contribution like this toward expenditures necessary to protect 
the terminals of a railroad company? 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GRosvVENOR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Pres- 
ident, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the 
President had approved and signed bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

On December 11, 1900: 

H. R. 4400. An act for the relief of Frank E. Kellogg, collector 
of the Sixth internal-revenue district of Missouri. 

On December 18, 1900: 

H. J. Res. 281. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sal- 
— a the month of December, 1900, on the 20th day of said 
month, 
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GRADE CROSSINGS, ETC., BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Commissioners reported upon that sub- 
ject, and I believe contributions have been made in every city, 
practically, where elevations have been made, perhaps with the 
exception of Chicago. 

Mr. GAINES. Now will my friend yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. You spoke of some people objecting to this. 
Will you please state what the grounds of their objections were? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. The principal objection that has been 
raised to this bill is that it takes quite a considerable portion of 
what is known as the Mall, where the Pennsylvania depot is now 
located. In order to give the company more room to build its 
proposed new station for the accommodation of the traveling pub- 
lic this is necessary. It also takes some land to widen B street 
in front of the station. 

Mr. GAINES. It takes whose land? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The land in the Mall. 

Mr. GAINES. Belonging to whom? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Belonging to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GAINES. It takes public property? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. Your proposition is for the Government to cede 
to the railroad company land upon which to make these improve- 
ments? 

Mr. BABCOCK. In this particular instance, yes. 

Mr. GAINES. How much ground? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The station now occupies a portion of the | 
Mall. The station will be built upon the ground where it now 
stands; but it will be larger and cover considerably more ground. 

Mr. GAINES. I think there ought to be a better depot there. 
I am trying to get some information. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The proposition is to expend a million anda 
half of dollars in building the station. 

Mr. GAINES. Who is to spend it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The railroad company. 

Mr. GAINES. How much is this land worth? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I think the Commissioners estimated it at | 
$2.50 a square foot. 

Mr. GAINES. What do you think it is worth? 
something about land. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, my opinion would not be of much 
value. 

Mr. GAINES. Do you think that is a reasonable price for it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have heard no criticism upon the amount 
fixed, except bythe railroad company. They say it isnot worth it. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the committee make any report specifically 
on that? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; not specifically on that. 

Mr. GAINES. Is the report of the committee unanimously in 
favor of the proposition? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; there is a minority report. 

Mr. GAINES. Has that been read? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think not. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iam going to explain that now. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The reports have not been read. 

Mr. GAINES. I thank the gentleman. I am just trying to get 
some information. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield for a 
question? 

Mr. COWHERD. I hope this will not come out of my time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If gentlemen will turn to page 22 of the 
report, they will see a statement of the amount of ground pro- 

sed to be taken—about 344 acres all told. 

Mr. GAINES. Do you mean to say that you want that much 
ceded to the railroad by the Government—34 acres? 

Mr. BABCOCK. About 34 acres; yes. 

Mr. GAINES. What is the Government doing with this prop- 
erty now? 

Mr. BABCOCK, 

ortion of it is one side of Garfield Park. 
Mall and a portion down farther. 

Mr. HULL. A large part of this is now used by the railroad 
company, is it not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. 
question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. I notice on page 17 of the bill that the Washing- 
ton, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railroad Company is required 
to use the highway bridge. That seems to be an amendment by 
the House committee. I want to know the reason forthat. Would 


You know 


Well, it is practically all vacant property. A 
There is a strip off the 


it not be as well to leave that matter where the Senate left it, to 
be agreed on between the railroad company and the Mount Ver- 
non Railroad Company? 


Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield for a | 
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| and one-half millions of property we give away. 


| the city of Washington by any means. 


DECEMBER 18, 


Mr. BABCOCK. The Senate provision left this bridge open to 
all street railway companies that wanted to cross, and took the 
control entirely away from Congress. For that reason it was 
amended, intending to preserve the right of this road, which now 
crosses the bridge, but not to give a general omnibusright to every 
road which might want to cross. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that this amendment requires the Mount Vernon road to use 
the highway bridge. Now. this Mount Vernon road is more like 
an ordinary railroad through the country than it is a street rail way. 
It does not stop at street corners for passengers. It has regular 
depots, a regular corps of telegraphers, and is run by telegraphic 
order. It seems to me that ought to be left subject to agreement 
with the railroad companies. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Your idea would be to strike out the word 
‘* required?” 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not seeany objection to that. 
the intention of the committee. 

Mr. RIXEY. ThenI expectI can prepare an amendment for it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. You had better strike out the words 
‘‘and required.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I would like to know what 
provision is made about the damages toproperty. Ihave just re- 
ceived a letter from some property owners in Eckington. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is another road. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is not in ths bill. 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in con- 
sideration of this proposition, a proposition that appropriates 
more than two and a half million dollars of the people's property, 
and calls for an appropriation of $568,000 additional in money, 
that it ought to have the careful attention of the House. Now, 
the chairman says that it is customary for cities to aid railroads 
in the question of elevating tracks. 1 do not want to go into that 
proposition at this time, but I want to submit to the House that 
in every case where any city has assisted a railroad in the matter 
of elevation, the equities have been considered, unless there wasa 
specific law apportioning the different parts that each was to pay. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad, known in this bill as the Baltimore 
and Potomac, comes into the city of Washington over a bridge 
built by the Government, for which they never paid a single, soli- 
tary cent; they come into the city of Washington over streets ded- 
icated to them by the Government, for which they havenever paid 
a penny. Their terminal station is situated on a public reserva- 
tion in the city of Washington, for which they have never paid a 
single dollar. Now,every man knows that in building a railroad 
the greatest item of cost is the cost of terminal stations, the ac- 
quiring of land in the great cities where the railroad is to end; 
and here is a great railroad, entering a great city, and it has never 
paid a single, solitary dollar for these, the three greatest items of 
expense that any railroad must pay when it enters Washington. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is it not known to all members that the citi- 
zens of Washington at the time the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road was built in here would have given them the right of way 
through Pennsylvania avenue if it was necessary to get them to 
build into the city? 

Mr. COWHERD. 


It was not 


I reserve my time, 


That does not alter the facts I have stated 


| at all, if it was true at the time that railroad was built in here. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in considering this proposition, it seems to 
me there are two or three things that the House wants to con- 
sider. First, they want to know the necessity for the change; 


| next, they want to know the cost of the change, and, next, they 


want to know whether the necessity is so great as to be equal to 
the amount of money and property that we are to give for it, and, 
lastly and most important, in my mind, they want to know 
whether this proposition involves certain rights of the Govern- 
ment that, to my mind at least, are far more even than the two 
In the first p'ace, 
I want to call attention to the fact that the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road as it comes into the city does not run over the best part of 
It is largely down along 
the river front, and largely along property that is of no very great 
value, that is now being used for coal yards and switches, and there 
is no great necessity for this change. 

I submit it would be better, better for the company, better for 
the city, if the tracks are elevated, or at least the grade street 
crossings abolished; but I contend that there is not the necessity 
for it in regard to the Baltimore and Potomac that does exist 
with reference to the Baltimore and Ohio, The very gentleman 
who reported this bill, when a proposition providing that the 
Pennsylvania should have authority to build side tracks and 
switches in that part of the city and operate their lines through 
certain Government property was before the House about ten 
years ago, designated this part of the city as ‘‘ Mud Hollow” and 





1900. 
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‘* Hell’s Bottom.” Ido not propose to give it any such names, but | referringtothemap. The gentleman from Connecticut has asked 


no one will contend that it is in the most valuable or the best por- 
tion of the city. 

Now, in addition to that, I want to call attention to the fact 
that the city of Washington is not a great commercial city, and I 
hope it will never be, and ought not to be. It is to be the capital 
of the nation, and if we are to make it a beautiful city, which it 
will be, it should not be a great manufacturing city, with the 
great business interests that are inimical to the building or main- 
tainining of a beautiful city. 

Now, I want to call attention to what the company gets. I will 
ask gentlemen to turn to the report of the majority in this case, 
on page 22, where they will find the report of Colonel Bingham 
to Gen. John M. Wilson, the officer in charge of public buildings 
and grounds. I want to say that while the chairman of the com- 
mittee suggests that the District Commissioners and the citizens 
are in favor of it, the officers in charge of the public property in 
the District of Columbia, the Secretary of War, through his sub- 


ordinates, reports directly against the bridge proposition and | 


—— giving them any of the land on the Mall and at Garfield 
ark, 

In the minority report we estimate the value of the property, in- 
cluding the apportionment of $568,000 for the bridge, at $2,212,500. 
Gentlemen will observe that it is something more than the esti- 
mate in the Senate report. The answer is this: The Baltimore 
and Potomac now occupies about 4 acres of the Mall, or 129,000 
square feet, not included in the Senate estimate, although they 
do not own the property and never did. This bill, however, will 
give it to them, but they do not own it now. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does the bill give it to them in fee simple? 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, it practically gives it to them forever. 


Gentlemen know that if they are permitted to go there and erect | 
a two-million-dollar depot and tracks, no Congress hereafter will | 
ever removeit, and therefore it practically gives it to them forever. | 

Now, I want to call attention to the fact that while I estimate | 
the cost to the Government at $2,212,000, I have not estimated the | 


public lands taken by more than 8 acres of Government reserva- 
tion. 


about the value of them. Now, then, I submit, in the first place, 
that the cost here is greater than the value of the work you will 
obtain after it isdone. In order to get the tracks elevated and 
depressed, you are paying practically out of the people’s money 
and property two and one-half million dollars. 
more than the work will be worth to the Government after it is 
completed. 

There is another proposition in this case that to my mind is 
more important than the question of giving away the people's 


propery: 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the gentleman from 
Missouri passes on to that question, I want to ask a question. 
Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
to giving the railroad company all this land, we pay every cent of 
the cost of elevating and depressing the tracks? 


that. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Tell the committee howthatis. | 


Mr. COWHERD. The railroad company pays for the cost of 
changing the tracks, but the Government and District pay the 
cost of conforming the streets to the tracks and carrying the ways 
over and under the track, and the cost of approaches. 

Mr. GAINES. What is that estimated to cost? 


Mr. COWHERD. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars; | 


but I personally have no doubt that that estimate is much too 


low, because I know there are several places where there will have | 


to be long approaches built past property already improved; and 


while the Commissioners estimate the probable damages at $50,- | 


000, I can not see why the property owners will not be entitled 


to much larger damages; and the cost of bridges and approaches | 
| the best of all the city’s system of parks. 
What is the assessed | 


and street changes is estimated at $200,000. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
value taken by the improvement which the Government will have 


to pay for, or will have to be paid for by the city? I mean in the | 


change of streets and grades. 

Mr. COWHERD. 1 donot understand that any property will 
be taken that will have to be paid for by the city. The city will 
have to pay for the damages to property by reason of the change 
of grade, and will have to pay for conforming the streets to the 


acks. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman makes an estimate leaving out 
the 8 acres. How much will the 8 acres be valued at? 

Mr. COWHERD. I have no estimate for that, and therefore I 
make none. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
this property now, do they not? 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to call attention to that point by 


The railroad company occupy 





I did not do that because they are the small reservations | 
that you will note marked along the map, and I knew nothing | 


| not object to giving the right of way along the streets. 


| submit that is | 


| Library. 
Mr. COWHERD. No; the gentleman is mistaken in regard to | 





me whether the railroad company do not now occupy this prop- 
erty. They do not now occupy the property proposed to be given. 
The railroad now comes into the tunnel here [illustrating]; 


| comes up in this direction, cutting off a part, 1 think, of Garfield 


Park, and then runs through, as indicated, on the street line; then 
coming in at this point [illustrating] and coming through; then 
coming down Sixth street, crossing over into the reservation 
known as the Mall, and running up to the terminal station. 

It is proposed that this tunnel shall be straightened and extended 
so that the railroad will come up on the line of Virginia avenue, 
and when it reaches Garfield Park shall come out of the tunnel 
just about that point. At its crossing of New Jersey avenue [in- 
dicating | the railroad will be about seven feet below the surface, 
and New Jersey avenue will be carried over on a bridge. When 
it reaches this avenue [indicating] the elevation will be about 
twenty feet, and the street will pass under. From that point the 
road goes on as an elevated structure about twenty feet high. All 
of Garfield Park lying to that side [illustrating] of the railroadis 
given to the company in this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I think the gentleman's statement is mislead- 
ing. The portion of the park which he now points out is now oc- 
cupied, as I understand, by the main line. 

Mr. COWHERD. No; the main line comes up here [illustrat- 
ing]. A portion of the park here is occupied, but none of this 
portion. The main line is changed to that point [illustrating]. 
As I understand, the railroad now occupies something over 5 
acres of the park, and we propose to give them by this bill 12 
acres. 

A MemBer. In addition? 

Mr. COWHERD. No, 12 acres in all—6.20 acres in addition to 
that they now occupy. 

As I have said before, the present occupation is temporary. 
The company has never paid a cent for it. It has never been 
given to them or appropriated to them. They have simply been 
permitted to run their tracks over it. 

I say frankly I do not object to this bill on account of its giving 
the company a portion of Garfield Park. If this improvement 
could go through, with the station removed from the Mall, I 
would not object to giving that land in Garfield Park and would 
But I 
want to call attention to the fact that we practically give this 
company 14 acres out of the very heart of the Mall. Here are the 
tracks running down Sixth street [illustrating], and here is Sev- 
enthstreet. Itis proposed towidenSeventh street. The remainder 
of the block extending from B street NW. to B street SE. is given 
to the company forever. Then they propose to erect a depot and 
over it run tracks, seventeen or eighteen in number, if I remem- 
ber rightly. 

I suggest to the House that to-day we are going out and buying 
grounds for public buildings and making public reservations. A 


| few years ago we spent almost a million and a half of dollars to 
I understand that in addition | 


acquire property adjacent to Rock Creek for a public park. We 
spent I do not know how many millions to get land for the Public 
A proposition is now being discussed in the papers to 
condemn all the property on thesouth side of Pennsylvaniaavenus 
to be used for buildings which the Government may need in the 
future. And now, while we are buying property for public use at 
great public expense, it is proposed that we give to this railroad 
company 14 acresof as good land as lies in the city of Washington. 
And in this way we propose to cut up and ruin forever the most 
magnificent reservation in this capital city. [Applause. } 

When the gentleman talks here about wanting to put the rail- 
road terminals in the best shape, such shape so as to beautify the 
city, I say the minority of the committee stand here to-day repre- 
senting those who desire to make this a beautiful city in the in- 
terests not only of the District of Columbia, but of all the people 
of the United States. Every man in the United States has an in- 
terest in that magnificent reservation. It is marked off on the 
original plans of Enfant. It was reserved by Washington to be 
It lies in the center of 
the city; and I say to you here and now thatif this city is to be 
made—as it should be made—the most beautiful capital under 
God’s sun, you never can make it such if you give to this railroad 
company those 14 acres in the center of that park. 

There lies for the landscape architect and the landscape gardener 
an opportunity which exists in no other city in the world; and it 
is proposed to-day to give away that opportunity in order that 
people traveling by this railroad may land a few feet nearer Penn- 
sylvania avenue. That is all there is of it. You can give this 
company the right to condemn land on this reservation up here 
[illustrating] and you can give them the right to erect a station 
there [illustrating]. That will only be two minutes farther than 
the present location from Pennsylvania avenue for a person walk- 
ing, and less than a minute for anyone riding in a cab or carriage. 

Two street railway lines connect all of the important systems 
in the city; there is no difficulty in reaching any portion of the 
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city from this location, and the slight inconvenience which would 
be occasioned by the change in the location of the new station 
would be absolutely infinitesimal. And yet, notwithstanding this 
fact, you propose to ruin that magnificent park, to ruin the plans 
which have been so long cherished for the future of this city, and 
locate the depot at this point simply because you claim it is a 
little bit more convenient for those people coming in or leaving 
the city. Lobject to it. We should not destroy that magnificent 
property. 

Mr. PEARRE. I1 would like to ask the gentleman if he is in 
favor of selling this property? 

Mr. COWHERD. No, sir, I am not. I was endeavoring to 
show that I am not either in favor of selling or giving it away. 

Mr. PEARRE. Ithought your objection was to giving it away. 

Mr. COWHERD. No; I object to either plan. I would pre- 
fer, as the founder of the city intended, to reserve these open 


places for the adornment of the city, for the purpose of making | 


this the most beautiful capital on the face of the earth. And 


when you give away or sell this property, then you destroy the | 


possibility of carrying out the great purposes which the eminent 
founder of the city had in view and which we all desire to see ac- 
complished. 

Mr. PEARRE. What is the present occupation of that portion 
of the Mall to which you refer? 

Mr. COWHERD. Why the railroad company has a temporary 
right to occupy 5 or 6 acres of public ground there; and let me 
say to the gentleman from Maryland that when they got that it 
was with the right to lay only two tracks; and it was stated in 


the Senate that they only had a temporary right at that, with the | 


privilege to lay only two tracks and intended to run no engines 
over it at all. Yet they have made a myriad of tracks and are 
running trains every hour of the day through there. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 


Mr. SIMS. Would it not be better to make a direct appropria- | 


tion of money equal to the whole amount carried by the bill—that 


is, equal to the valueof the 14 acres proposed to be donated—if nec- | 


essary to do so and to accomplish justice to the railroad com- 
pany, rather than to give up this property? 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, for myself, I would rather give out- 
right the $2,000,000 than to accomplish the destruction of this park 
in this manner, but I am notin favor of doing either. 

Mr. SIMS. That is what I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
prepared, which I shall offer at the proper time, giving the rail- 
road company all the rights granted in this bill, except that this 
reservation shall be untouched, and requiring them to remove the 
tracks from Sixth street and locate the depot between B and D 


streets and between Sixth and Tenth streets, as they may find | 


most convenient, with the right to use such reservations as lie be- 
tween these points. This will give them all the rights that could 
possibly be required. They can construct their depot then at this 
point on the map [indicating] in place of the one suggested, and 
there will be no inconvenience to the people coming in or leaving 
the city as compared with the location proposed here. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Is the location of the depot which the gen- 


tleman proposes the same as that proposed upon the plan now | 


before us as prepared by the landscape architect? 
Mr. COWHERD. I was just coming to that. 


Mr. GROUT, In that connection I would like to make an | 


inguiry. 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. If the depot is located where the gentleman indi- 
cates on the map, would it require to be elevated in order to 
accommodate itself to the tracks? 

Mr. COWHERD. It would require to be elevated, of course, 
if the tracks were elevated. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If you get rid of Dead Man’s Curve you must 
elevate the tracks. 

Mr. COWHERD. That, as I understand it, will be done by a 
tunnel. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then the tracks must be elevated at the point 
the gentleman indicates. 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly, and the depot would have to be 
elevated to accommodate the elevated tracks. 

Now, in one of the last appropriation bills passed a year ago 
$4,000 was appropriated under instructions to the Secretary of 
War to employ the services of a landscape architect to investigate 
and report upon a plan for the permanent improvement of the Mall. 
Those plans have been drawn by Mr. Parsons. They are shown 
here on the large map, the Capitol grounds, the Monument, and 
the White House being shown, as gentlemen can plainlysee. The 
plans attempt to show what is eventually intended to be a con- 
nection with Rock Creek Park. 
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I do not commit myself, and I do not ask or attempt in any way 
to commit the House, to any approval of those plans, but I offer 
them, showing what magnificent improvements can be made upon 
that public reservation, if you will keep the railroad company off, 

I want to call attention to the fact that the landscape architect 
who has presented these plans has located the depot out here on 
the south side, and he states specifically in his report that the 
depot located in the heart of the Mall and the tracks running across 
it will forever prevent any proper permanent improvement of the 
Mall. Why, gentlemen, it is intended here that the depot shall 
be a solid structure, with some eighteen or twenty tracks, run- 
| ning clear across the park, and that the only way under it will be 
by arches—the bill states not less than 200 feet of space—by an 
arch or arches. And the plans of the District Commissioners pro- 
vide only for the carrying of South Capitol street through under 
an arch of 50 feet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman point out 
where the depot will be located? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Where the depot will be located according 
| to the bill. 
| Mr. COWHERD. According to the bill, the property given to 
| the railroad company would be this which I point out on the map. 
This is Seventh street, and Sixth street, as you see, would run 
through here, and the bill would take out all that part of the prop- 
erty and give it to the railroad company for their terminal station. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That would make im- 
possible a direct connection between the Capitol and the Monu- 
ment. 

Mr. COWHERD. It would make impossible any kind of con- 
| nection, except by an archway underneath these tracks, and it 
| would cut off any hope of ever treating that public reservation as 
a whole. 

Mr. DINSMORE. It would deface that part of it forever. 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Does the depot, under the Parsons plan, take any 
portion of the park except the building indicated down here? 

Mr. COWHERD (referring tothe map). This is the building 
indicated here. The Parsons p!an provides for taking some addi- 
tional property that is not in the reservation as it nowstands. The 
| depot as it is shown on the Parsons plan will be located just about 
here {indicating}. 

Mr. GROUT. But it would take none of the present Mall. 

Mr. COWHERD. It would take none of the present Mall, as I 
understand it. 
| Mr. BABCOCK, It shows in that plan that they have taken a 
portion of it. 

Mr. COWHERD. This is Maryland avenue. Gentlemen will 
notice that Maryland avenue runs south of the present Mall. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I stated at the outset, I do not wish in 
| any way to insist that the House should express any approval or 

disapproval of the plans. It may be that this is too expensive a 
| plan. It may be that it takes too much property. But I dosubmit 
that we want to see this city made a beautiful city, and if we do, 
the distinctive feature of the future in the treatment of the 
nation’s capital will be the treatment of this magnificent reserva- 
tion, 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does this plan simply take property that is 
now public property? 
| Mr. COWHERD. It does not. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does it contemplate the condemning of pri- 

| vate property? 

| Mr. COWHERD. It contemplates the condemning of property 

| up to Pennsylvania avenue, and down to Maryland avenue on the 
other side. 

| Mr.DALZELL. Taking private property on both sides of what 

| is now public property. 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the anticipated cost? 

Mr. COWHERD., I do not know, but it will be quite large. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It does not take private prop- 
erty on both sides, does it? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; on both sides, 

Mr. COWHERD. On both sides. 

Mr. DALZELL. Can you give us an idea of what the cost 
would be? 

Mr. COWHERD. I can say this: I have read in a newspaper 
that there has been a rough estimate by Mr. Parsons that, includ- 
| ing the extension out to Rock Creek, it might run up as high as 
seven and a half million dollars. That is what I suppose the gen- 
tleman wants. That includes the condemnation of large portions 
of property, as you will see, reaching toward Pennsylvania ave- 
nue on the north and toward Maryland avenue on the south, and 
the extension out to Rock Creek Park. But permit me to say 
that even if you do not condemn that property, if you make no 
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effort to acquire that property, which means a large part of this 
expense, if you keep this railroad off the Mall, you will still have 
the right to treat that reservation as a whole, and have here in 
the city of Washington and in the heart of the city the most beau- 
tiful park in the world at a comparatively small cost. 

Mr. GAINES. Was not that approved by Washington? 

Mr. COWHERD. Washington was one of the commissioners 
to lay off the city, and ee the plan of l’Enfant. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman state whether that space 
is entirely uncut now? 

Mr. COWHERD. I thank the gentleman forthe suggestion. I 
want to call attention to that part of this pro’ ed plan, so as to 
see what is done in that respect. Of course tue space known as 
the Mall is cut by streets. 

If this proposed plan is adopted, it is intended to consolidate the 
traffic into four streets—Four-and-a-half, Seventh, Twelfth, and 
Fourteenth streets. Itis intended that the street cars and the 
heavy traffic should go down these streets, the road of which will 
be slightly depressed, and the pleasure traffic will follow these 
curved driveways and the boulevard will go over bridges spanning 
the road, either going this way or coming from that way, so that 
the traffic streets will run through, but the heavy traffic that will 
run thereon will in no way injure the park or destroy the great 
opportunities of this reservation. 

would like to call some attention to the particular features of 
this bill. Weare called on to give away two and a half million 
dollars for the purpose of eliminating grade crossings. Weaban- 
don fifteen streets in order to eliminate grade crossings on twenty- 
two streets. That is exactly what is done in this bill. If gentle- 
men will turn to page 13, they will find a list of the streets that will 
be actually enol and abandoned, and some small ones that are 
not included. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman state whether 
these streets that are to be abandoned have been improved? 

Mr. COWHERD. We learn from the report of the Commis- 
sioners of the District that wherever the railroad owns the street 
it is of no importance at all that the street should be abandoned. 
Wherever they do not own it they go to an enormous expense in 
order to carry the street over it. You will find in the report of 
the Commissioners certain squares owned by the railroad com- 
pany, and that where these streets touch on these squares we 
abandon and vacate them. 

Mr. WM. ALDENSMITH. What I wanted to know is, whether 
these streets that are to be abandoned have been improved, and 
are they now in such a condition that they can be traveled? 

ea COWHERD. A portion of them have been paved, I under- 
stand, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is it not a fact that wherever the street is 
vacated the Commissioners have required the railroad company to 
purchase and own the abutting property? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; where the street is vacated; but if it is 
necessary to go to the expense of twoand a half millions of dollars 
to eliminate about half of the grade crossings, why should it not 
be cheaper for the railroad toown all theabutting property? We 
could buy the abutting property clear along the line and abandon 
all these streets for that money. I donot understand that because 
the railroad owns the abutting property on each side that the pas- 
sage to the property beyond would not be hindered and obstructed 
by vacating the streets. 

I want to call attention to the fact respecting streets wherein 
the grade crossings are eliminated. As I said, 15 streets are to be 
abandoned and 22 grade crossingseliminated. Of these 22, 10 are 
eliminated by carrying the streets over the railroad, and 5 of 
that 10 by elevated bridges that will require a considerable ap- 
proach to be built. That means a great inconvenience to the 
traveling public and means a great cost to the people. Now, of 
the 12 where grade crossings are eliminated by elevation of the 
track, in 5 of these cases we have to lower the street for the tracks 
to be sufficiently elevated to eliminate the grade crossing, and this 
means cutting down the streets from 1} feet in the lowest to 10.65 
feet in the largest change. 

So I again assert that while this may be an ideal proposition 
from an engineering standpoint, as the chairman has stated, it is 
not an ideal plan from the standpoint of the Government, from 
the standpoint of the citizen owning property along this right of 
way, or from the standpoint of the condition in which the Gov- 
ernment reservations are to be left. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Referring to this plan, as I understand, the 
present station is on the corner of Sixth street? 

Mr. COWHERD. On the corner of Sixth and B. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It would have just about this location, 
between Sixth and Seventh streets [indicating]? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, the plan of Mr. Parsons proposes 
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the acquisition by the Government to the line of Pennsylvania 
avenue? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes, sir. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. And the construction of a number of hand- 
some public buildings along that line? 

Mr. COWHERD. And that all further intended public build- 
ings should be constructed along that line. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iask if it would not be possible to provide 
that the railroad should purchase the property in front of B street, 
between B street and Pennsylvania avenue, and put a station 
there and thus carry out this plan, the station being one of the 
public buildings contemplated by this plan; whether or not the 
tracks running up there could not be depressed or run in a tunnel 
in such a way as not to interfere with the general beauty of the 

ark? 

Mr. COWHERD. Unquestionably it could not under the pro- 
visions of this bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not mean under the provisions of this 
bill. I ask whether or not that plan is not practicable? 

Mr. COWHERD. I donot know whether it is practicable or 
not. I have heard some objection to a tunnel along the line of 
the road, because it is said that the land is so low that it would be 
full of water. But if it were practicable, the tunnel would have 
to begin way back. If the road came in in a tunnel all the way 
it could go through under the park and come out at its station, 
as you suggest. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
tracks? 

Mr. COWHERD. Elevate the tracks and elevate the station, 
and run clear across the Mall. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. What is theelevation? 

Mr. COWHERD. I think about 20 feet. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want a few moments to an- 
swer some of the propositions made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CowHERD]. I think I can show, Mr. Chairman, that 
his argument in reference to the Mall and the land taken there 
falls to the ground when properly understood. I will endeavor 
to explain that situation now. The black lines on this map rep- 
resent the present tracks. They are to be abandoned. The red 
lines are the ones that will be maintained. Now, if the commit- 
tee will notice, the railroad company has the whole of Sixth street. 
This will be given back to the public and opened clear through 
under the track; and I submit, gentlemen of the committee, that 
there is nearly as many feet of ground in Sixth street from this 
point here up to Missouri avenue as is taken out of the Mall by 
this plan. The green on the plan shows the streets, and this part 
here shows the portion that is taken under the proposed bill. 
Here are the tracks on the Mall, and the street is widened down 
the full width and dropped back some 40 or 50 feet for the greater 
convenience of the public. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow 
meaquestion? , 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. While it is true that all that land is taken 
there by the railroad and used now, it is only a temporary occu- 
pation. It need not necessarily be permanent? 

Mr. BABCOCK. None of the land is givenin fee simple by 
this bill. Congress reserves the right to amend or repeal. 

Mr. COWHERD. When this great improvement shall have 
been made, does not the gentleman deem it to be permanent to 
the extent that no Congress could ever, or would ever, remove it? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I think the gentleman from Missouri is cor- 
rect. I think the occupancy there is practically permanent now. 
I think it would be extremely difficult to oust the Pennsylvania 
road from the property they have at present in the city. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Was not it expressly 
understood when the ground was given to the road that it was 
a temporary occupation? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Iam not familiar with that subject. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman from Wisconsin permit 
me a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Of course. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman: As I understand 
it, the land now occupied by the railroad across the Mall is occu- 
pied by what amounts to a license not given in fee? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I understand it so. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand, not from reading the bill, but it 
is what I want to find out, that it is proposed by the grant con- 
tained in this bill to give a license and not give it in fee? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Not in fee. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman has said now that, froma 
practical standpoint of the interests of the public and the interests 
of the road and the interests of the District, he is satistied that it 
is practically impossible to move the railroad with its depot from 
the location it has now? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Commissioners say it is absolutely im- 
practicable, and the committee believed it to be so. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Why? 

Mr. CANNON. For the same reason that it would be imprac- 
ticable if the larger grant was made, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri |[Mr. CowHERD] has already explained. 

Mr. WHEELER. Under this easement they have practicallya 
fee simple title, have they not? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINSMORE. What would be the objection to removing 
the station farther back, so that it would not encroach upon the 
Mall? 

Mr. BABCOCK. In the first place, there is no citizen of the 
District of Columbia who would not protest against the station 
being put dack nearly halfa mile, or certain!y a quarter of a mile— 
back here on the other side of the Mall. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I understood the gentleman from Missouri 
{[ Mr. COWHERD] to say that it would not be morethan a thousand 
ieet. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It would be much more than a thousand feet 
if placed back of the Mall. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the station were moved | 


back a thousand feet, as the gentleman from Missouri has suc- 
gested, would not the Seventh street lineof railway and the other 
line run very near this station? The Seventh street line would 
run right under the shadow of the station. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Two car lines already cross the Mall—one on 
Seventh street and one on Four-and-a-half; and whatever may be 
done about this improvement, I do not think it is intended to dis- 
possess or take up the street-car lines which now cross the Mall. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Would not those street-car 
lines accommodate all the people who may be going to and from 
that depot? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Oh,yes. Inthesame way it may be said that 
they would be accommodated if they were obliged to go down to 
the oyster wharves in order to take the train for Chicago or New 
York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Does not the gentleman 
from Wisconsin believe that the people of the United States who 
own all this territory are more interested in a magnificent park 
system in this magnificent capital than in the convenience of a 
few persons who may be benefited by placing the railroad station 
adjoining Pennsylvania avenue? And is not thata consideration 
which ought to appeal to members of the House? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I believe the adoption of this proposition will 
be a greater step toward the improvement and beautifying of 
Washington than anything that has been done in that line. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is it not a fact that the 
ofticer who has charge of the public grounds and parks of the city 


of Washington is opposed to this plan and condemns it? I refer to | 


Mr. Bingham. 


Mr. BABCOCK. That is very true; and Mr. Bingham con- | 


demns any proposition that touches any public property in the 


city of Washington, whether the proposition is to take such | 


property for a public building or for anything else. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Tennessee that the 
land proposed to be taken is practically in disuse now. 

Mr. GAINES. Whyso? Can wenot make it into a park? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The greater part of it is now occupied by the 
railroad. The portion between Sixth and Seventh streets is prac- 
tically of no use. 

Mr. GAINES. Why so? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is it not true that Con- 
gress is just waking up to the fact that Washington ought to have 
a magnificent park system? Practically nothing has been done 
heretofore, in my judgment, toward beautifying this city. The 
city of Boston, within the last few years, has spent $25,000,000 in 
beautifying its park system, and yet when it is proposed to spend 
$5,000,000 for a similar purpose in this city, the outcry is raised 
that we may be impoverished. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman from Wisconsin has said, as I 
understand, that the railroad now occupying the Mall is a mere 
temporary affair. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; not a mere temporary affair. 

Mr. GAINES. The license presupposes that it is temporary. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Congress is left free to take any action in the 
matter that it may see fit. 

Mr. GAINES. The title is notin the railroad company, but still 
in the Government, so that the railroad is operated under a mere 
license. I want toask the gentleman why he disagrees with the 
een from Missouri and denies that this measure will destroy 
the park? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Because the greater portion of the park—that 
between Sixth and Seventh streets—is already occupied. The 
park is now cut into by railroad tracks. 

Mr. GAINES. Which can be removed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, certainly; you can drive those railroads 
entirely out of the city. 

Mr. GAINES. Nobody wants to do that. 
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Mr. LENTZ. Does this railroad company pay any rental for 

this land? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think not. 

Mr. McDERMOTT, I would like to know where this licenso 

which has been spoken of is to be found. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is in an old act passed years ago. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I would like to have the gentleman refer 

me to that act, so that we may examine it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam not able on the moment todoso. Tho 
| gentleman will find it in the statutes affecting the District of 
| Columbia. 

Now, I want tocall attention again to the fact that this great sub- 
way, leading directly from the Capitol, will pass right under this 
depot by a 200-foot arch—wider than any street we have in this 
| city. I call attention also to the fact that this improvement does 
| not take away in a single particle any advantages that the citizens 
here are nowenjoying. Why? Because the streets I have named 
ave now occupied by those two railroads. If you undertake to 
accomplish what the gentleman from Missouri desires, without 
this proposition for elevation, you must go to work and take up 
all those tracks. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that, on the whole, the plan 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, if carried out, would 
be very much more expensive than the one recommended by the 
committee, costing 50 per cent or two and a half million dollars 
more and accomplishing not such good results. 

And now a word as to the general plan the committee does 
propose. I wish to call the attention of the members present to 
the line as indicated on this map. The Southern lines coming in 
here across the Long Bridge follow up this line which is indicated 
| on the map in red, and the lines coming in from the east—from 
| Baltimore—follow this other line, both converging at the point 
indicated here on the map, both of them meeting at the Y, at 
the point which I now indicate to you, and then going parallel 
down into the heart of the city to the station. 

Now, as I understand it, the former Engineer Commissioner, 
| Captain Black, now a colonel in Habana, was the prime mover in 
| this new plan. Hegavetoitanimmenseamount of time, thought, 
| and study, and I believe he has left a record behind of which he 
is, and has reason to be, proud, and considers this the greatest 
engineering work of his life. If the suggestion of the gentleman 
| from Missouri [Mr. CowHeRpD] carries the benefits that he at- 
tempted to show here, upon this other map—I hardly know what 
it is—it may be worth considering whether or not you might not 
better take away, as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gainrs] 
suggested, all of this privilege to the road, and deny them the 
right of coming across thereatall. But you must remember that 
the people of the city and of the country who are interested in 
this matter have also some rights which must be considered. 

Mr. GAINES. If the gentleman will pardon me, I did not sug- 
gest the taking away of the rights of the railroad. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand that. 

Mr. GAINES. On the contrary, I said no; not to take them 
|away. But as I understood the gentleman to say that they 
| merely had a license, I only suggested that in that event it was 
| not a permanent matter. I should, of course, be very sorry to 
have them leave the city. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand that. I did not mean to say 
that the gentleman had contemplated such a thing. I merely 
followed indirectly a suggestion of his to show the point I was 
making. 

But in order to elevate this track for the purpose of making the 
improvements which have been suggested by the gentleman from 
Missouri you inflict damage here far beyond the present condi- 
tions. 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do you not think the 
city should be improved at the point you are indicating? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, Mr. Chairman, everything ought to be 
improved that can be improved; but I was simply calling atten- 
tion to the enormous expense which would be involved in the 
plan suggested by my friend from Missouri, and how inadequate 
it would be to accomplish the good we believe can be accomplished 
by the committee's bill. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I wish to ask the gentleman if the character of 
the work required to be done where the track is to be elevated is 
specified? Is it to be an ornamental or a plain stone work? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is to be apermanent work, and the charac- 
ter is specified. 

Mr. MANN. What I wish to ask is whether it is to be an orna- 
mental structure, esthetic in design, or whether it is to be a mere 
plain viaduct? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam glad the gentleman has suggested the 
interrogatory. The plans for the elevation of the tracks of both 
the Pennsylvania and the Baltimore and Ohio, recommended 
here, are on file in the offices of the Commissioners of the District 
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of Columbia and are approved by the Commissioners and by the 
engineers of the road, and show an ornamental character of the 
work that could not be objected to by anyone. 

Mr. MANN. Because, ofcourse, as the gentleman knows, works 
of this character may be made esthetic; and the structure to be 
put there under the operation of this clause should be artistic in 
character and pleasing to the public eye and not injurious in ap- 
pearance to that park. 

Mr. BABCOCK, That has already been worked out in detail, 
and the plans already made are a part of the legislation recom- 
mended. 

Mr. MANN. So that the companies would be required to com- 

ly with certain plans, as to the appearance of this work, which 
ave already been considered? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not only under certain plans, but the work 
is all under the control of the Commissioners, and must be made 
satisfactory to them. 

Mr. MANN. I mean with a view to beautifying the park, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. For instance, if the gentleman will permit me, in 
the city of Chicago, where the Illinois Central Railroad elevated 
its tracks across the Midway at the time of the World's Fair, the 
elevation is made of such a character that in the opinion of nearly 
every body it adds to instead of detracting from the beauty of the 
entire plan of the park. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, 
a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


Will the gentleman permit 


Am I right in understand- 


ing that the main objection to moving the Pennsylvania depot | 


out to the south of its present location is that it takes it a couple 
of thousand feet farther away from Pennsylvania avenue? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. No; thatis not the principal objection. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Thatseems to be very trivial. 
What other objections are there? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The difficulties of the whole engineering 
project are of such a character that it would practically end this 
elevating proposition for the present. The gentleman from Mis- 


souri [Mr. COWHERD} has stated that it would cost $7,500,000, ac- | 


cording to the estimate of Mr. Parsons. 

Mr. COWHERD. 
does not state the fact correctly at all, 
cludes a very great deal more than that. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I mean building the station 
there. Are there any engineering difficulties about that? 

Mr, BABCOCK. No; but about the trackage. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
nega to have the tracks come in straight than to come up on 
a 


Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin mean 


It looks as though it would | 





to say that it would be impossible to carry out this elevation | 


scheme according to that plan? 


| mean of the whole cost? 


Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, thereis nothing impossibleinengineering. | 


Mr. COWHERD. But does the gentleman say it would be im- 
practicable? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That it would be impracticable. 

Mr. COWHERD. The engineers of the War Department say 
that it would not be. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Wisconsin tell us why he considers it impossible? 

Mr, BABCOCK. I can not give the details. We simply have 
the report of the engineers and of the Commissioners of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, and the committee must rely upon the reports | 


of the officials for that. 

Mr. THROPP. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. THROPP. Referring to thé map here, I understand that 
you propose coming in a part of the distance through a tunnel. 
One of the objections to the proposition which has been made to 


| for the railroads. 


Let its station be one of the proposed beautiful buildings on the 
south side of the avenue. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that that is an entirely new idea. 

Mr. THROPP. Has such a plan been brought to the attention 
of the committee and considered by them? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not by the committee; no. 

Mr. THROPP. The reason for my suggesting this is that in 


| depressing the tracks to the Reading terminal in Philadelphia, 


when they came to Fairmount Park they covered over the tracks 
in the way that I have suggested, leaving ventilating spaces, and 
haye graded over the arches so that the effect is rather pleasing 
than otherwise. If that were done here it could be made just as 
beautiful as desired. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman that I think that 
would be impossible over a portion of this route, and I do not think 
the gentleman’s proposition would cure the objection that has 
been made. 

Mr. THROPP. I think this city needs better terminal facilities 
The question is how to get them on the best 
and most attractive plan. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Thecommittee have not considered any prop- 
osition of the kind suggested by the gentleman. 

Mr. FLEMING, If the gentleman will permit me, how many 
additional acres of the Mall are to be given under this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ihave not the figures right here at hand, and 
this map is not drawn to show exactly that; but, as I understand, 
the whole acreage will be about 14 acres. 

Mr. FLEMING. What compensation are you getting from 
the railroad for that additional 14 acres? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is a part of the contribution on the 50 
per cent basis of the cost of the elevation. 

Mr. FLEMING. How much is the Government being allowed 
for that 14 acres? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The value of the land is estimated by tho 
Commissioners at two dollars and a half a square foot. 

Mr. FLEMING. And your position, then, is that the Govern- 
ment is being paid for that property? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The position is this: In the Pennsylvania ele- 


| vation bill, the contribution on the part of the District, which is 
Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon, that | 
Mr. Parsons’s estimate in- | 


supposed to be about 50 per cent of the cost, is not cash, but in 
land. In the Baltimore and Ohio billit isin money. The Penn- 


| sylvania gets its aid under this project in land, and under the 
| project of the Baltimore and Ohio it gets its in money. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman 
from Wisconsin think that 50 per cent sufficient for the railroad 
to pay? 


Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, on this track elevation. The Govern- 


| ment has nothing to do with the improvements, depots, and things 


of that kind. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Does that 50 per cent 
Does it include the land, too? 


Mr. BABCOCK. Fifty per cent is what applies directly to the 


| elevation, and not to the improvements or depots. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The 50 per cent of the 


| amount would be paid by the Pennsylvania Railroad and 50 per 


| That is the idea. 


cent by the Government for the elevation? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; 50 per cent of the cost of the elevation. 
That is the point that has been reached and 


| recommended, after long investigation of the methods adopted in 


tunnel the whole distance is that down on the low ground near | 


the Potomac River they can not build a tunnel, for the reason 


| not report favoring the location in the Mall. 


when the Potomac is high it would be flooded. But you could | 


—— the tracks on the surface, as they now are, could you not? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. THROPP. Now, could the company not overcome the 
principal objection which is being urged to the proposed plan 
of crossing the Mall with an elevated track by bringing their 
tracks up to the station on the surface, as they now are, and 
build retaining walls on the side, say 18 feet high, which I 
think the locomotives require, and then have an elliptic arch 
which would be sufficiently wide to cover the tracks, and grade 
up to and over this arch, making a mound-shaped elevation which 
would cover up the tracks, and which would not in the future 
interfere with the proposed plan for the park system which has 
been talked about? The Pennsylvania Railroad Company will 


certainly build a handsome station, as it has done in other cities, | 


different cities of this country, by the Commissioners and by the 
Senate committee. The Commissioners report in favor of this 
lan. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
the railroads to pay 65 per cent. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I desire toask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
who are asking for this legislation? 

Mr. BABCOCK, The District Commissioners. 

Mr. SHATTUC. And not the railroads? 

Mr. COWHERD. I think it true that the Commissioners did 
They called atten- 
tion to the fact that they did not report as to whether it should 


Massachusetts requires 
1 


| be removed, but they left that to the discretion of Congress. 


} 


Mr. BABCOCK. In answer to that question, the Engineer 
Commissioner yesterday morning was asked the very question 
which you mention, and he stated to the committee absolutely 
that this is the only project, from an engineering standpoint, that 
would accomplish the result, and that he wanted to he regarded 
as absolutely in favor of that and against the proposition to move 
the depot down there. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think the engineer had said he was in favor 
of it, but [ want to say that the main reason, the moving reason, 
as I understood, why the Commissioners reported in favor of it 
was that they understood that Congress would not require them 
to move it out, and that they would leave it where they had it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


and I favor bringing it up to Pennsylvania avenue, if possible. | question? 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As I understand it, the plan proposed by 
Mr. Parsons provides for the acquisition of the block between 
Third and Fourth, between Fourth and Sixth, and Sixth and 
Seventh; that is, the streets between Third and Seventh streets on 
Pennsylvania avenue. Now Iask whether it is not possible to 
provide that the railroad should condemn the land in front up to 
Pennsylvania avenue, and the station house shall be constructed 
of such architectural design as will fit it into the general plan of 
having a stately, imposing line of buildings along the line of 
Pennsylvania avenue; and whether in that connection the tracks 
necessary to reach this station can not be depressed just asthe 
street railroad tracks are proposed to be by the plan of Mr. Par- 
sons along Seventh and Twelfth streets? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
been my idea, and I made that suggestion to both the committee 


and the District Commissioners; and my idea is that it still would | 
be better to have the depot fronting, as the gentleman suggests, on 


Pennsylvania avenue, and the street reached through this way. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. If that were done, would tke tracks be de- 
pressed as the street railway tracks are, and so concealed by foli- 


I want to say to the gentleman that that has | 





age, etc., as not to interfere with the general appearance of the | 


park? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. LACEY. 
block? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not know. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If this were done at this point here [indi- 
cating on map], could it not be done as I suggested in the question 
I asked you a moment ago? 

Mr. BABCOCK. If this were made on the surface, it would be 
worse for the lower place than where elevated. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do I understand that on Seventh street 


That would be worse than elevation. 
How expensive would it be to condemn this 
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Mr. RIDGELY. Can the gentleman state the amount it will 
cost to elevate the tracks at the grade crossings? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not understand, 

Mr. RIDGELY. What will it cost to elevate the tracks as con- 
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| templated in the bill? 


Mr. BABCOCK. The engineers have figured that it will actu- 
ally cost $3,000,000 for the elevation of the property; that the cost 
of this improvement here will be $6,000,000, all told, and one-half 
of it is chargeable to elevation. 

Mr, RIDGELY. About $3,000,000? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Something over $3,000,000. I think $3,150,000 
in the Baltimore and Ohio bill, and something over that in this 
bill. 

Mr. RIDGELY. 
the Government? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
by the Government, 

Mr. RIDGELY. The question now is if the Government is to 
pay something like a million and a half in money, or in property, 
then will the Government have an interest in this property equal 
to the amount of money they have invested in it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The only interest the Government will have 
will be in the streets and the advantages that the general public 
will have from the elevation of the tracks and the general improve- 
ments. The Government will have no ownership of the property. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The Government will not share in the owner- 
ship of the property? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHattuc] 
has the floor. Has he yielded it? 

Mr. SHATTUC. I will yield the balance of my time to the 


One-half of the cost of that is to be borne by 


One-half of the elevation proper to be borne 


| gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BABCcocK]. 


here, where the railroad tracks are really depressed below the | 
general level, and where you will, under this plan, have roads | 
running across bridges across the street from one portion of the | 


Mall to another, that it would interfere with it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is depressed at some points, altogether 
owing to the topography of the service, where it is necessary to 
get the necessary elevation. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. If this legislation is defeated, the railroad 
company will occupy the position that it does now? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHATTUC,. Mr. Chairman, I have had no opportunity to 
ask any questions of the chairman of the committee, and I would 
like to ask the chairman of the District Committee who has asked 
for this legislation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This isa plan worked out by the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That does not answer my question. 
railroad companies asking for it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The railroad companies have accepted it, but 
they have not asked for it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. They did not ask for it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 1 want to say that the committee 
has had this proposition for elevating the tracks before them since 
I first came to Congress. 

Mr. SHATTUC. How long ago was that? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Seven or eight years ago, and it was originally 
opposed by the railroad companies. One company said that if the 
bill was passed at that time it would put them into bankruptcy. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Then, if we do not agree to this bill, the rail- 
road companies will occupy the same space they now occupy? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly,if Congress does not interfere with 
them. 

I want to say that where the land is vacated by the railroads 
under this bill it will enhance the value of the property there 
thousands of dollars. 

Mr. SHATTUC. How long has it taken the engineers to work 
out and develop these plans? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Four years. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Well, I have not been able to get much new 
light on the subject within the last hour. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RIDGELY. 
me, I understand the elevation of the tracks for public safety and 
convenience will cost $2,500,000. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; where the estimated cost is two millions 
and a half it involves the building of a wagon bridge, which would 
be a permanent improvement. The old Long Bridge must be 
gotten rid of, as it is a menace to the city. The ice lodges against 
it in the spring, and gentlemen will remember that we have had 
to make appropriations every spring for a number of years to blow 
the ice out. It is absolutely necessary that the old Long Bridge 
should come out. 


Are the 





If the gentleman from Wisconsin will permit | 


Mr. SHAFROTH. 
Wisconsin a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Very well. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Was there any testimony before the com- 
mittee as to the number of deaths that had been caused by the 
grade crossings on this railroad? 

Mr. BABCOCK. As to the number: no. 

Mr.SHAFROTH, Any testimony as tothe amount of damages 
that have been paid by the company on account of deaths? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Was there no statement regarding it made 
by the railroad officials? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not before the House committee: no, sir. 
That matter was gone into at the other end of the Capitol. Be- 
fore the House committee that portion of the road called ‘‘ Dead 
Man’s Curve” was referred to incidentally as being where the 
great loss of life had occurred on the Pennsylvania line, but to 
what extent I am unable to answer. Now, how much more time 
does the other side want? 

Mr. COWHERD. Quitea number of gentlemen have requested 
time, and I think we had better let the matter run along fora 
while. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to reach some point of time when we 
can close the general debate. 

Mr. COWHERD. Quite a number of gentlemen on this side of 
the Chamber, as well as on the other side, have requested time. 
Now, I think in half an hour, or perhaps an hour, we can agree 
about it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 
ing debate? 

Mr. COWHERD. Ican not consent to that. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that general de- 
bate on this bill be closed at 2 o’clock and 45 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. SIMS. I am amember of the committee, and I have not 
yet had an opportunity to open my mouth on this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Of course the gentleman is entitled to recog- 
nition. 

Mr. COWHERD. I make the point that we can not close gen- 
eral debate in the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin is not in order. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to go over everything 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] has said; but 
there are some matters connected with this bill that he has not 
discussed in detail and to which I wish to invite attention, because 
as a member of the committee I feel it my duty to give the mem- 
bers of the House all the information I have on this question. 

This bill provides, among other things—and this is a point which 
has not been discussed—that there shall be a new bridge built by 
the railroad company where the Long Bridge nowis, Of course, 
that bridge is to be for the benefit of the railroad, not for the bene- 
fit of the District of Columbia or the people of the United States. 
It is further provided that a new highway bridge shall be built 


I would like to ask the gentleman from 


Suppose we fix 3 o’clock as the time for clos- 
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instead of the highway bridge now used in connection with the 
railroad bridge. This highway bridge is to be built at a cost not 
exceeding $568,000, to be paid by appropriations by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Another thing should be stated in this connection. The present 
Long Bridge, as I understand, was built by the Government, and 


its use was given to the railroad company, which assumed the | 


liability of keeping in repair the highway bridge, used by foot 
passengers, by vehicles, and by street cars. This bill proposes to 
relieve the railroad company entirely of that obligation by remov- 
ing the highway bridge to another place, whereby the railroad 
company will be relieved from what is now a perpetual charge 
upon it—the maintenance of this highway bridge. This isa bene- 
fit which they are to receive under this bill, and it ought to be 
considered in connection with the other benefits they will receive. 

The War Department is opposed to the building of two bridges 
so close together. The objection is that they will obstruct navi- 
gation. The proper officers of the Government, as shown in the 
majority report, object strongly to building two bridges so close 
together. They recommend that this railroad bridge and the 
highway bridge be continued together as now. 

f I did not misunderstand the gentleman from Wisconsin, he 
stated, in answer to a question of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON], that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
had reported that it was practicably impossible, or at least ex- 
tremely inconvenient, to erect a depot elsewhere than upon the 
location shown here on this map. Now, I want to read exactly 
what the Commissioners did say on this subject, and I hope the 
gentlemen will give attention: 

The present station was established under authority of an act approved 
March 23, 1871, by the board of aldermen and common council of the city of 
Washington, at a time when the people were supposed to have a voice in the 
affairs of the District government. It is therefore assumed that this location 
was the choice of the people at that time. 

So this location, so far as these reports go, is based upon a mere 
assumption that the location was the choice of the people at the 
time—an assumption based on the fact that the location was 
authorized by the action of the board of aldermen and the com- 
mon council of the city of Washington. 

Then the Commissioners continue: 

This action was confirmed by the act of Congress approved May 21, 1872, 
since which time the company has been in quiet possession. 

Now listen to what the Commissioners say further: 

The advisability of requiring a change of location at this time is left to the 
wisdom of Congress. 

That is what the Commissioners say. They do not say that it 
is not a feasible engineering proposition to have this station located 
elsewhere; they leave the matter to the wisdom of Congress, and 
whatever action we take must be taken on our own responsibility. 
The Commissioners do not recommend that the station remain 
where it is. Neither do they say that it is impossible or imprac- 
: sable as an engineering feat to erect a new station south of the 

fall. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Do they recommend the proposed change? 

Mr. SIMS. They leave it to the wisdom of Congress. They 
make no recommendation. Congress is left to act entirely upon 
its own responsibility as to where this station shall be placed. 
The Commissioners do not assume any responsibility in the matter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the depot can be placed here at this point 
[indicating], as we recommend in our suggestions, and with less 
cost to the railroad company, than to establish it at this other 
point upon the Mall, as indicated in the report of the majority of 
the committee. Furthermore, tlhe bill proposes the removal or 
destruction of the present depot building. And so far as damage 
results to the railroad company by the destruction of its depot is 
concerned, that is not increased if it shall be placed at the point 
we indicate rather than on the Mall. 

But I donot wish to take a utilitarian view of the question. We 
are not legislating now exclusively for the benefit of the people of 
Washington, The city, as has been truly said in the course of 
the debate, is not a city for the District of Columbia and for the 

ople of the District of Columbia, nor for the people of a special 


ocality, but for the people of the whole United States, the people | 


of the nation, They are all interested in it and in its develop- 
ment, 

The traveling public would certainly be willing to submit to the 
little, insignificant inconvenience of going this distance across the 
Mall to the depot rather than destroy that magnificent park, as 

ou proposetudo, This Mall, set apart andapproved of by George 
Waskinaton himself—if that adornment of the city, with all of 
its future possibilities, is to give way to a mere question of the 
convenience of a few people, then why not place the depot where 
the greater number of the citizens of Washington could reach it 
with less inconvenience than where it is now located? We know 
that on Sixth street, the present location, it is not in the center of 
the city, is not near to the greatest number of the principal hotels 
of the city, and is not near to the greatest number of the people of 
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the city; and I claim that, legislating as we are for the people 
of the whole United States, it is our duty to protect their property 
and look to their interests, because we are called on here, not as 
the representatives of the people of the city of Washington, not as 
representing a particular locality, not as representing the people 
of the city where this property happens to be located, but here is 
a case where the people of every locality in the nation are inter- 
ested. 

Mr. SHATTUC. In your estimate, as a railroad expert, how 
much less yard room would it take to accommodate the business 
of the railroad company by having a double-end depot rather than 
a single-end one? 

Mr. SIMS. Ido not know. Idonotcare, I can not tell, and 
it is not a matter of consequence in this connection. I repeat, I 
am not here representing the people of the city of Washington, 
or any locality, in a matter of this kind. I undertake, as well as 
I can, to represent the interests of all of our people throughout all 
parts of the country, and I can not tell the gentleman whether it 
would cost more or less. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Naturally it would cost less. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, that may be; but it is all the better for the 
railroad company if it does. But, so far as I am concerned, if it 
was a question of equity in connection with this matter, I should 
be in favor of the appropriation of every dollar required to reim- 
burse the railroad company rather than allow them to destroy 
this magnificent park. 

Mr. OTJEN. Is there room enough on the site you propose to 
build a depot? 

Mr. SIMS. Undoubtedly. And in that connection let me read 
what is said by those who are more capable of judging than lI. I 
am merely giving a statement of the case as it appears to me, and 
I would rather quote those, if I can, who have had more oppor- 
tunity of investigating it. Weare told in the report of the minor- 
ity of the committee that— 

One of the most important features of the plan will be found in the new 
site assigned to the Pennsylvania Railroad station, now a serious obstruc- 
tion to the development of the new park. Its present location, if retained, 
would utterly destroy the harmonious arrangement of the ovals and sunken 
transverse roads, which are the distinguishing characteristics of the present 
design. The passage of trains througha park, whether over, or under, or on 
the level, is always to be deprecated. It destroys the restfulness and isola- 
tion of the place, and it should be prevented by any arrangement that is not 
absolutely inimical to the comfort and business necessities of the public. 
é ene express is quite incompatable with a green garden and singing 

rds. 

Mr. Chairman, we paid $4,000 to get the opinion of an expert 
on this very question, and he tells us, as I have just shown you, 
that the present location is a serious obstruction to the improve- 
ment of this park, and that if that location is retained it destroys 
the harmony of the arrangement of the ovals and sunken trans- 
verse roads which are the distinctive characteristics of the pres- 
ent design. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
him for a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With the approval of the opinion of the ex- 
pert to whom you have referred, are you ready to vote the neces- 
sary sum to carry out his recommendations? 

Mr. SIMS. Not beyond thatincluded in the Mall, The gentle- 
man will understand that this expert takes in a great deal of other 
outside property in his suggestions, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then you are not willing to follow him in 
the suggestions he has made and which you embody in your re- 

rt? 

Mr. SIMS.’ Not to the extent of the improvement of the whole 
territory included in the report, for I have not examined it. Ido 
not know whether on an examination I should approve the whole 
of his plan or not. But in so far as the Mall itself is concerned, I 
certainly think we should take what he says about it, because, so 
far as the Mall itself is concerned, we can take what this expert 
says and consider it for what it is worth, without considering that 
part of these plans which reach beyond the Mall, 

Now, further, I quote: 

The passage of trains through a park, whether over or under or on the 
level, is always to be deprecated. It destroys the restfulness and isolation 
of the place, and it should be prevented by any arrangement that is not abso- 
lutely inimical to the comfort and business necessities of the public. A light- 
ning express is quite incompatible with a green garden and singing birds. 

This is the point I want to call attention to: 

The proposed site for the station, it will be seen, is large and commodious, 
and situated directly in front of the transverse road at Seventh street, which 
is made as wide as Pennsylvania avenue, and only 1,600 feet from its nearest 
borders. The station as now situated, in the heart of the proposed park 
would completely destroy the unity of the park design, for it stands at the 
very point where the loss would be the greatest. 

Now, gentlemen, I have no feeling of animosity toward a rail- 
road company just because it is a railroad company, or anything 
of that sort. Iam not addressing myself to that question at all. 
I would give the Pennsylvania Railroad just as much as I would 
give any other railroad, but I do not understand that it hurts a 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
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railroad company as a property to have its depot located farther 
back. I do not see that it would prevent a single passenger from 
visiting Washington, nor would it reduce the hauling of freight 
one pound; and, as suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, it 
would certainly be cheaper than to build upon the present plan. 

Then, as to the question of the depot being there permanently, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. Bascock], the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, spoke 
with reference to existing conditions. I want to say right here 
that if existing conditions are to remain, he is exceedingly logical. 
In that view of the matter he is correct, because certainly we had 
better have a permanent depot there, costing a million and a half 
dollars, than have the car shed which is located therenow. But,as 
far as my information goes, it has never been understood from | 
the time this railroad came intothe Mall up to the present hour 
that it was contemplated that these present holdings should be 
permanent. I find that in 1890, in the discussion with reference 
to the location of this road upon this Mall, an amendment passed | 
this House requiring the company to move its depot back to the | 
junction of these avenues. It did not become a law, but it did | 
pass the House, and that shows the disposition, opinion, and | 
judgment of Congress at that time. Ten years ago they under- | 
stood they had a right to move this depot back, and they passed | 
an amendment that didit. I will not take the time to read it. 

But as far as | am concerned as a member of this committee, I 
Waive any question as to Garfield Park. I waive all other objec- 
tions tothe bill. But I do think that to take this part of this park | 
and give it to the railroad company at this time, either with refer- | 
ence to the benefit of the railroad company or to the convenience 
of the people of the District of Columbia, is something that we | 
should notdo. If the precedent is established of cutting this great | 
park in two, either for convenience to the public or profit to a | 
business enterprise, where is it going toend? Why not go into 
the White House grounds and have a railroad station south of the 
White House, if you are going to consider the question of conven- 
ience only? 
the mere utilitarian idea of convenience will be considered. This | 
improvement should not be made in such a way as to be useless 
to the public or in such a way as to make it a great burden. But | 
to take it out of the Mall will not do that. It will not injure the | 
railroad company and will prevent the utter ruin of this property | 
as a park. 

At this time, just after the celebration of the centennial anni- 
versary of the removal of the Government of the United States to 
Washington, when it was said upon the floor of this House only 
a few days ago that this was designed to be, and must be, the most 
beautiful city on the face of the earth--within this short time after- | 
wards we are asked here to make impossible a part of that very | 


plan of beautification by cutting into the most distinctive feature | 
of our city parks and improvements. Certainly this is a most | 


untimely and unwise proposition, which, if carried out, will be a 
matter of regret to all who come after us. 

Mr. OTJEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. OTJEN. I understand you, then, that it is feasible and 
that there is room enough to build the depot where the junctions 
of the road are, at the point marked ‘‘ Yard”’onthe map. I under- 
stand you that there is plenty of room there? 

Mr. SIMS. Of course 1 am not a railroad man and can not 


answer that personally; but those who ought to know inform me 


that there is room enough. 

Mr. OTJEN. It is claimed by some that there is not sufficient 
room there to build the depot. 
question. 

Mr. SIMS. There is, or can be had by purchase or condemna- 
Jion. 
room that is needed, as I understand it, can be acquired. 
is plenty of room, as I understand it, for all the 
that they would get by having it where it is located in this bill, if 
I understand correctly. 
railroad expert. 

Now, I admit that a while ago Colonel Bingham was criticised 
for the position he took on this question; but Colonel Bingham’s 
ideas and opinions are certainly worth considering, and should 
receive the weight that they are entitled to on their face, and I 
will ask you, to that extent, to give heed to what he says. 

I do not know what his course has been heretofore, but I know 
he is in a position to discharge a duty, and he has done so; and it 
is the duty of this House to give careful consideration to what he 
and General Wilson and Colonel Allen say about this matter. I 
will only read a paragraph from what Colonel Bingham says, 
which follows: 


There 
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| elevated structure is to be ornamental. 


I do hope that in this matter something more than | 


That is the reason I asked the | 
| need, 


There are some Government reservations there, and all the | 


epot facilities | 





Considering that this park was specially reserved in the formation of the 
city by our immortal President Washington, it does seem unpatriotic, and 
even irreverent, that Washington's ideas should not be carried out, particu- 
larly as no local interests would be seriously en by keeping this area 
for the park it was intended to be; and the national interests—for this is not 
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merely a town of local interest, but one which is the pride of our great na- 
tion—will be very much meqeres and advanced in the estimation of the en- 
tire country by keeping this area free from commercial encroachment. 
Further argument on this point is deemed unnecessary, asasimple inspec- 
tion of the map carries its own argument. 


Mr. POWERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
if he will yield. 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. I understand from your argument that your 
objection to this proposed change is upon the ground that the 
Mall should be preserved as a park for the public benefit? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, if preserved, if the railroad is removed, 
streets will cross it the same as now, will they not? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. What will you do with the balanceof the land, 
unoccupied land, between the streets? 

Mr. SIMS. That is already park, and to be continued as park. 

Mr. POWERS. Exactly. That is, a place where the public can 
do what they please; it is a loafing ground for the public. 

Mr. SIMS. We consider it a park. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, now, if you leave a street for the passage 
of freight teams and other carriages to the depot farther south, do 
you not leave it as much an uncouth sight for the sight-seers as 
you would by putting up a nice-looking building, as proposed by 
this bill? As 1 understand, the tracks are to be elevated and the 
Now, would not that 
please the visitors to this city altogether more than to see these 
heavy freight wagons run down that street from Pennsylvania 
avenue, as they would have to? 

Mr. SIMS. Will not freight wagons have to run anyway? 

Mr. POWERS. They do not run the whole distance across the 
Mall in the present state of affairs. Now, a great deal has been 


| said about people coming to this city to see it, and they want to 


see something that would be pleasing to the eye. I want to know 
if a fine building, such as is proposed here. with the elevated track 
made, as the gentleman from Illinois said, ‘‘zesthetically made,” 
will not be as pleasing an object to the eye as it will be to make 
that a commercial highway to the depot situated farther south, 
and with a highway across the who e Mall? 

Mr. SIMS. I understand the gentleman is making a little speech 
in my time. 

Mr. POWERS. No; I am asking the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SIMS. It is only a matter of judgment; and I want to ask 
the gentleman from Vermont, as he has referred to the road, 
whether he thinks an elevated road with 17 railroad tracks run- 
ning over it, with lightning express, freight, and other trains 
thundering in and out all hours of the day and night, would bea 
spectacle that the sight-seers would like to see? 

Mr. POWERS. 1 think the people who come here from your 
city and mine would be glad to see an elevated track with seven- 


| teen trains rushing in a magnificent building every minute of the 
| day, as you suggest. 


I think they would be impressed with the 
greatness of this country and the beauty of the city of Washing- 
ton. But there is another point to which I desire to call your 
attention. How many of these parks in the city of Washington 
do we now have for the use of the public here? We have got them 
scattered all over the city, from one end to the other. The gentle- 
man does not expect that the visitors would spend their whole 
time looking at parks? 

Mr. SIMS. ell, then, the gentleman’s idea, according to his 
own statement, is that we have no need for these parks, and that 
they should be taken for railroad and other purposes, 

Mr. POWERS. My idea is, we have ten times as many as we 
I should like to see public buildings put on these parks 
instead of compelling the Government to pay big prices to private 
owners. 

Mr. SIMS. And that is only the beginning of the end of them. 
I said, as I believe, that this means the beginning of the end of the 


i : | Mall, and the gentleman from Vermont certainly furnishes proof 
I speak from information and not as a | 


| Therefore he is in favor of yielding it up for this purpose, and the 


that [am correct, for he says we have already too many parks. 


House can judge the difference in sentiment that governs the gen- 
tleman from Vermont and myself. I am something more than a 
mere utilitarian. I would like to see the man who would runa 
railroad through the Hermitage, Jackson’s home in Tennessee, 
simply because some one wanted to get a railroad at his door in- 
stead of going a few feet farther. 

I do hope that the level of the sentiment of this country has not 
got down to the utilitarian point which will destroy everything 
that is left by the heroes of this country, especially George Wash- 
ington—the Father of his Country—to remind us of them and their 
teachings. He made this Mall, he laid it out, and he approved of 
it. Why not destroy Mount Vernon if you can build a railroad 
depot or a manufacturing plant there? 

r. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a question. 
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Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. From an esthetic standpoint, what is | ble one. 


the present condition of the Hermitage? 
Mr. CARMACK. “A thing of beauty and a joy forever.” 


{Laughter. | ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It may be a joy forever; I think it is. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. SIMS. I have not seen the Hermitage for twenty years, 


and therefore I am not in a position to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I wish the gentleman could see it. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. SIMS. But if Inever see it I will not vote to erect a rail- 
road depot on it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
thing. pete.) 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman can have the benefit of what he 
thinks would improve such places. ements 

Mr. PEARRE. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if 
the sacred Mall has not already been desecrated? 

Mr. SIMS. I think it has. 

Mr. PEARRE. Was it the original idea to have it traversed by 
streets at all? 

Mr. SIMS. I think it was. 

Mr. PEARRE. As a matter of fact, the original plan contem- 
plated no streets through it at all. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, I can not answer that, but my information is 
that it did. 

Mr. PEARRE. 
railways running through it. 
COWHERD. Iwant to correct the gentleman from Mary- 
and, 
Mall. 

Mr. SIMS. That is my information. I was with the gentle- 
man from Missouri when we were shown the plan. But now the 
idea that because streets are running through there and car- 
riage drives, splendid streets, we should authorize an immense 
million and a half dollar depot upon stilts to be erected that ob- 
scures the view from one end of the Mall to the other—because 
this depot has for some reason or other been located where it is, 
does it follow that we must perpetuate that error or desecration 
by adding another one to it? I will not doit as far as 1am con- 
cerned. ‘The future historian of this country shall not chronicle a 
number of us with a vote saying that a 14-acre depot for any rail- 
road company shall be located in the midst of a park laid out by 
Washington himself, and designed to be as permanent as the seat 
of government itself, in its whole and in its unity and entirety. 

We can place some car stables on this park if we want to utilize 
it. Why not permit that to be done if it is only a question of 
dollars and cents? But if, as I said,it comes to making an appro- 
priation of a million dollars to the railroad company to compen- 
sate it for withdrawing rather than retaining the depot where it 
is, I say vote it, and the people can pay it, but they can never re- 
store the beauty of the park when once despoiled and ruined. 

Mr. LENTZ. I would like to ask the gentleman if this property 
has been put up and offered for sale by the Government? 
saat SIMS. I never heard of it, and I would oppose anything of 
that sort. 


It would be greatly improved by such a 


Mr. LENTZ. Would not it be a good deal better to offer it for | 
| improvement, 


sale than to give it away? 

Mr. SIMS. I think either would ruin the park, and I am op- 
posed to ruining the park. Another thing, this bill contemplates 
the tearing down and removal of the Fish Commission building. 
I call your attention to that for what it is worth. Iam not mak- 
ing any fight on that, but I call attention to it because attention 
was not called to it by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD]. Weare making this fight to preserve the park by placing 
the depot only about 1,000 feet farther south, a depot just as good 
for railroad purposes, just as good for the public use, and which 
does not damage the appearance of that section of the city in which 


that section of the city. That is all we ask you to do—to amend 
the bill so as to eliminate this objectionable feature of it. This 
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| movement was made toward its improvement. 
| George Washington, who probably ought to have had as much 
| solicitude to carry out his recommendations as gentlemen on this 
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not sure that this plan is perfect, but I believe it is the only feasi- 
It is the only one that probably can pass the two Houses, 
and while I do not agree with all the provisions in this bill, I 
believe that there is so much of good to be accomplished by it that 
I am ready to give it my support. 

The objections urged now by gentlemen belonging to the mi- 
nority of the committee seem to be reduced to asingle one. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowneErRpD] has specifically said 
that he would be content to let the company have the advantages 

yroposed in the bill, save those that it would have in the Mall, 
The argument of the gentleman last on the floor has all been with 


regard to the desecration of the Mall. Itis astonishing to observe 


| the solicitude that certain gentlemen have at this time developed 


for the esthetic possibilities of that Mall. For a hundred years 
Congress has had the opportunity to make the Mall a thing of 
beauty. Look at it to-day. Seventy years elapsed before any 
The intimates of 


floor, allowed all the opportunities to come and go without any 
improvement. 

Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Adams, Jackson, Van Buren, Polk, 
Pierce, Buchanan, and all the rest for seventy years saw no neces- 


| sity for carrying out the esthetic views of the Father of his Coun- 


try. Thirty years ago the people of this District—not the Congress, 
but the aldermen and the common council, the elective represent- 


| atives of the people of Washington—authorized the use to which 


It now has streets through it, and has street | the railroad company is now putting a portion of the Mall. It 


| was the act of the elective representative of the people of Wash- 
| ington, who thought it a desirable disposition to make of that 


The original plan by l’Enfant shows streets traversing the | part of the property which was then under their control. 





| are 600 acres in that park, I am told. 


Con- 
gress approved it. It gave to the railroad company certain 
rights. Iam not able to say precisely what those rights were. I 


| do not suppose the company claims a fee, but they claim a fran- 


chise, and I undertake to say you can not dispossess them of their 
rights without making compensation. Effortafter effort has been 
made to dispossess them. Al|l such efforts have been futile. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen talk of ‘‘this magnificent 
park,” the Mall, as though it were a park. Itis not. It is a suc- 
cession of parks. Itisintersected by thirteen or fourteen streets— 
yes; seventeen, I believe—so that it is seventeen little parks that 
you have. There are five railroads crossing that tract of land. 
All those railways have acquired rights there, and no one pro- 
poses to disturb them. 

Gentlemen say that the use of a portion of the Mall situated 
midway between its extremes destroysit. Is that true? There 
When you have taken 14 


| acres out of the middle of it youstill have two parks, if you choose 


| to call them such, of substantially 300 acres each. 


| other ornament. ‘ 
| you have a bird’s-eys view of the park; you can see it all, but 


| SO as possible. 


Is that a ‘‘ de- 
struction ” of the Mall? 

Gentlemen seem to think it necessary that they should have 
from one end to the other of this Mall an unobstructed view. If 
that be so, then divest it of its trees and its shrubbery and all 
The fact is, when you stand on the Capitol Dome 


when you are upon a level you can not. Thevery ornamentation 
that you have made obstructs continuous view. Such obstruc- 
tion as already exists is what you will have by reason of this 


It is said that this park must be artistic in character—as much 
But, at the most, the greatest harm that it can be 


| said this improvement will accomplish is to reduce the area of the 


| bility is not comtemplated. 





park. It would still make two parks instead of one, even if this 
improvement is to be an impassable barrier. Yet such impassa- 
Ido not know whether it would be 
possible to secure legislation upon the lines insisted upon by the 
gentleman from Tennessee; but I do believe there are compensa- 
tions in this matter. The gentleman from Missouri insists that 


| we are paying largely for what we get under this arrangement. 
it would be located, but would be absolutely for the benefit of | 


House has never understood, this Congress of the United States | 


has never understood it in any other light than that we had the 
right to require this depot to be removed at any time. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-one minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
For the last eighteen years almost every Congress has had to con- 


I do not so understand. The only cost to the public in money is 
the $250,000 estimated as the cost of the elevation of the streets 
crossing over the road and $50,000 for condemnation. 

It is not right or proper to charge the proposed bridge to this 
enterprise, because that is one of the enterprises for the improve- 
ment of the District for which the people have been clamoring for 
years, Thatis a work that will have to be done; and the construc- 


| tion of this bridge will do away with the necessity for larger, 


much larger, appropriation for that ornamental bridge that cer- 


Mr. Chairman, this is not a new question. | tain people of the District are now so earnestly advocating. That 


ought not to be regarded as an expenditure that the people are 


sider some plan or other for changing the location of railroads | making to secure the improvement now under consideration. 


within the District limits and eliminating grade crossings. But 


this is the first time that the rights of the people here represented | ulative estimates with regard to its value. 


As to the property given or permitted to be used, there are spec- 
Certain gentlemen 


by the city authorities and the railroad corporations have ever | who have reported upon this subject say that the portion conta ned 


come to an agreement. It is the first time that a plan has been 
adopted by the parties largely in interest to this dispute. 


in Garfield Park is worth about 30 cents a foot. If so, then that 


I am | donation is not an extravagant one, 
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What is the value of the portion of the Mall that is to be used? 
Remember, you are not giving the fee. You are simply giving 
the use, which, under the terms of the bill can be recalled when- 
ever Congress so elects; for I find in the bill a provision reserv- 
ing to Congress the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at 
pleasure. 

What is that franchise worth? The gentleman from Missouri 
says it is worth $2,000,000. How are we to know? Do you pro- 
pose to sell that property in order to realize $2,000,000 or any 
other sum? Yet youcan not realize money without you sell parts 
of the Mall. In the language of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
you are going to destroy the Mall. Do you propose to do that? 

Yo one does. If the proposition for a sale were made, who thinks 
that this property would sell for the enormous sum suggested by 
the gentleman—nearly $150,000 an acre? 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that this bill will pass. I believeit is the 
best arrangement that can be made. While not the best possible, 
I think it 1s the best that can be made, and that it will so appear 
to the majority of those composing the two Houses. And if, Mr. 
Chairman, this is not passed now, I believe we will go over the 
same contentions, bickerings, and difficulties which we have had 
in the past every time this measure comes up. 

Some gentleman asked a while ago as to the number of deaths 
at grade crossings in this city. I do not know the total number. 
but it is stated in the report that at one point alone in this city, at 
one grade crossing,7 lives have been destroyed, and I think it safe 
to assume that not less than 50 have been destroyed.by the per- 
nicious practice of continuing these grade crossings in various 
parts of the city. Under the provisions of this bill we get rid 
of them, and still leave 12 crossings in the city in a distance of 
about a mile and a half, which is ample for the convenience of all 
persons who have occasion to cross at these places, while at the 
same time we promote the safety of the public. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
now rise, 


noes 69. 

Mr. COWHERD, Mr. SIMS, and others demanded tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Bascock and Mr. COWHERD were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, 
noes 62. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill S. 1929, had come to no resolu- 


, tion thereon, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of Senate bill No. 1929; 
and, pending that, I offer the following resolution, upon which I 
ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That general debate on the bill S. 1929, in Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, be closed at 3 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m. 
to-day. 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, Iask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to withhold that motion for a moment to see if we can not 
agree upon time, or at least permit me to make a statement of 
facts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is always patient with efforts to 
secure agreements, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker,I have offered everything which 
I think I could offer for the purpose of reaching an agreement, 


but being satisfied that there was no intention to reach any agree- | 


ment on the part of the gentlemen on the other side, I felt it in- 
cumbent upon me to make this motion. 


Mr. COWHERD. Let me ask the gentleman from Wisconsin | 


if it is not a fact that we agreed to close the general debate at 
half past 3 o’clock to-day? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is well known to the House that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia has only this day, and if we 
desire to reach a vote on this bill it is important that the bill and 
amendments should be before the House at an early hour this 
afternoon. There will be ample time for gentlemen to discuss the 
provisions under the five-minute rule. The bill, of course, will be 


read under the five-minute rule for debate and amendments as | 


soon as the general debate has been closed. 

Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the chairman of the 
committee will permit me, I wish to say that there has been no 
attempt to delay the passage of the measure. All we have asked 
is time to state our views fully upon it. Discussion has been upon 
the merits of the plan proposed. Nobody has been heard upon it 


but one or two members of the committee, and neither occupied 
more than one-half the time to which he was entitled, yielding up 
fully one-half of the remainder. Quite a number of gentlemen 
have asked to be heard on the measure. Several have made re- 
quests to me for time, and I submit that when the bill was up last 
time, and the only question was the permission for side tracks, 
and the question of moving the depot came up, four times as 
much time was allowed for debate as has been given to-day. I 
only ask a reasonable time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin withhold 
his motion for the previous question to allowa request for unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. I would like to know what the 
gentleman has to suggest. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think it would be reasonable to ask to close 
the general debate at 4 o’clock. If gentlemen are permitted to 
talk in general debate they won't be so anxious to go on under the 
five-minute rule, and we will get along just as fast, and faster; 
and I submit it is not proper to cut off debate in this way. 

I request to be permitted to ask unanimous consent to close the 
general debate at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, the gentleman himself only asked until 
3.30 a short time ago. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield the 
demand for the previous question to permit the request to be 
submitted ? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The request for unanimous consent? I will 
yield for that purpose, although I must object to it myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed at 4 o'clock to-day. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I object. 

Mr. COWHERD, Will you consent to 3.40? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will consent to 3.20. 

Mr. LENTZ. Let us have aroll call. They are afraid to dis- 
cuss the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
has the House to discuss a request for the previous question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will ask unanimous consent, and will agree 
with the gentleman on his own proposition to close general debate 
at 3.30. 

Mr. COWHERD. You have consumed fifteen minutes since 
then. Make it 3.40 and we will consent. 

Several MEMBERS. No. 

Mr.COWHERD. Give us the twenty-five minutes and we will 
consent. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will submit in connection with that, as the 
gentleman has assured me that he wants to reach a vote upon this 
proposition—I will couple with his request an agreement that we 
vote on this bill at 4.30. 

Mr. LENTZ. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate close at 3.40, and that a vote be 
had upon the bill at what time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Say 5 o'clock. 

Mr. RIDGELY, Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, and 

| others. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question is on the 
demand for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Several MeMBeERs. Division! 





The House divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 75. 
Mr. COWHERD. I demand tellers. 
Mr. BABCOCK. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 87 
| answered “‘present” 8, not voting 104; as follows: 
YEAS—157. 
Acheson, Burke, 8. Dak. Dovener, Hay, 
| Adams, Burleigh, Driggs, Heat wole, 
Alexander, Butler, Emerson, Hedge, 
Allen, Me. Calderhead, Esch, Henry, Conn. 
Babcock, Cannon, Faris, Hepburn, 
Bailey, Kans. Capron, Fletcher, Hill, 
Baker, Clayton, N. Y. Fordney, Hoffecker, 
Bankhead, Cochrane, N. Y. Foss, Hull, 
Barham, Conner, Gardner, Mich. Jack, 
Berry, Corliss, Gaston, Jenkins, 
| Bingham, Cousins, Gibson, Joy, 
Bishop, Cromer, Gillet, N. Y. Ketcham, 
Boreing, Crump, Gillett, Mass. Knox, 
Boutell, 1. Crumpacker, Glynn, Lacey, 
Bowersock, Cummings, Graff, Landis, 
| Brick, Curtis, Grosvenor, Latimer, 
Bromwell, Dalzell, Grow, Lawrence, 
| Brosius, Davenport,S.A. Hall, Linney, 
| Broussard, Davenport,S.W. Hamilton, Long, 
Brown, Dayton, Haugen, meen 
Brownlow, Dick, Hawley, cAleer, 
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M y, Mass. owers. Southard, eeks, Tre ; ‘ 
Moody, Oreg. Prince,’ Spalding, Weymouth, Mr. W ae with Mr. McRae. ties 
Morgan, Pugh, Sperry, Wilson, Idaho Mr. Lov ERING with Mr. VANDIV ER. 
Morrell, Ray. N. Y. Sprague, Woods, Mr. MAHon with Mr. Roprnson of Nebraska, 
a oe a. om ¥. right, Mr. McCay with Mr. BURLESON. 
uaa, ee ves, Stevens, nn oung, > : > 
Needham, Roberts, Stewart, N.Y. Ziegler. Mr. KAHN with Mr. RUPPERT. 
Norton, Ohio Rodenberg, Stewart, Wis. Mr. Eppy with Mr. Howarp, 
Aaa i Rea Ps oma Mr. LitrLEFIELD with Mr. NAPHEN. 
_ oe ; — Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. BRENNER. 
NAYS-—$87. Mfr, ToMPKINS with Mr. RIORDAN. 
; Mr. TONGUE with Mr. BALL. 
Adamson, Dinsmore, Lanham, Robb, 2. [EP 2 . ‘ . 
Allen, Ky. Dougherty, Lentz, Robiucn, Ind. Mr. WaDswortTH with Mr. Sims, on grade crossings. 
Atwater, Elliott, Lewis, Rucker, On this vote: 
alll, rinley, sittle, Salmon, Mr. Hemenway with Mr. ZENor 
Bartlett, Fitzgerald, Mass. Lloyd, Scudder, Shai. at caakineee’ coal Wate ad Midian ate 
Bell, Fitzgerald,N.Y. McCulloch, Shackleford, Mr. Barney with Mr. Ryan of New York. | 
Breazeale, Fleming, McDowell, Shafroth, Mr. HopkKINs with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Brewer, Foster, McLain, Sheppard, The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Brundidge, Fox, Maddox, Slayden, 
Burke, Tex. Gaines, May, Smith, Ky. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
¥ 7 ; } ia *¢ . Ss rTYass ’ - . 
pamela of qi — Stallings,” A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLart, one of its clerks, an- 
Clark, Mo. Grout, Neville, Stark, nounced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title; in 
Clayton, Ala. Henry, Miss. Newlands, Stephens, Tex. which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
aa ee saary Tex. ke 8.C. eee S. 122, An act to amend the act entitled ** An act to amend the 
Cowherd, Jones, Va. Ransdell, Underwood, criminal laws of the District of Columbia,” approved July 8, 
wowtey, Jones, Wash. Rhea, Ky. al wae < R. 1898, 
Javis, Kitchin, Richardson, Ala. Yilliams, W.E. SPW > mEERRRE 
De Armond, Kleberg, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, Miss, Senate wiLL _— SERED. ; : 
DeGraffenreid, Kluttz, Ridgely, Wilson, 8. C. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
Denny, Lamb, Rixey, was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—& committee as indicated below: 
Burl ate R . Wheel S. 122. An act to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
urleson, Johnston, uppert, neeler, ini a : Sw a © co x aaa 
Davidson, McClellan, Sims. conan. criminal laws of the District of Columbia,” approved July 8, 
1898—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
NOT VOTING—104. GRADE CROSSINGS, ETC., BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 
Aldrich, Dahle, Lassiter, Ryan, N.Y. SPEAKER. sti i agreeing 9S0- 
‘Allen Miss. a caer. oaelion : The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso 
Bailey, Tex. Driscoil, Levy, Small, ution. ; ; 
Barber, Eddy, Littauer, Smith, H.C. The question being taken; the Speaker announced that the ayes 
eereer. re po wend SR appeared to have it. 
— oe ik in echt a Mr. COWHERD demanded a division 
Bellamy, Freer, Lorimer, Stewart, N. J. Mr. © os ee - . 
Benton. Gamble, Loud, F Stokes, The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 66, 
poutelle, Me. Gerduer, HJ. Loudenslager, ee. : Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 
radley, ayle, sovering, Sutherland, , WOK : » hew cane . 
Brantley, Ganioe. McCall, Talbert, Mr. BABC OC K. : Mr. on let us have the yeas and nays, 
Brenner, Graham, McDermott, Tayler, Ohio The yeas and nays w ere orc ered. . 
Bull, Green, Pa. McRae, Taylor, Ala Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, a parlia- 
Burkett ( M Mal TI i I 
urkett, treene, Mass. anon, layer, < +7 ; r 
Burnett, Griffith, ' Mesick, Thomas, Iowa mentary ne _ ‘ ‘ 
Burton. Griggs. Metcal?, Thomas. N.C. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ‘ 
Campbell, emnea way, puller, Pepa, Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Can the resolution be 
Catchings, itt, aphen, Jnderhill, read at this time? 
tt r. Hopkins, Noonan, Vandiver, a... Ee b OPER , ; 
Sante clvand. Soslene. Wf, 3. Wachter. The SPEAKER. It cannot. The Clerk will eall the roll. 
Connell, Howell, Pierce, Tenn. Wadsworth, The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 86, 
Goopes, Wis. Feed Polk. ve oreer, answered ‘“‘ present” 8, not voting 115; as follows: 
Cox, Kerr, Ohio Riordan, White, * YEAS—147. 
Cusack, King, Robertson, La. Wilson, N.Y. Adams Driggs Landis Rodenberg 
Cushman, Lane, Robinson, Nebr. Wise. Alexander, Eddy, Latimer, Mussel. 
> ‘ Allen, Me. Emerson, Linney, Ryan, Pa. 
So the previous question was ordered, Babcock, Esch, Long, Shattue, 
The following pairs were announced: Bailey, Kans. Faris, Lybrand, Shaw. 
Until further notice: Aker, psetcher, esc A seer, snelden, 
: Barham Fordney McCleary, Sherman, 
Mr, DRISCOLL with Mr, LASSITER, Barney, Foss, Mann, ~" Sibley 
Mr. ALDRICH with Mr. TALBERT, Bartholdt, Foster, Meekison, Smith, Ml. 
Mr. BartHoupr with Mr. Benton. eaKine Gaston. nn 
Mr. DAHLE with Mr, WILson of New York. Boutell, ill. Gillet, N.Y. Miller, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. CHANLER. Bowersock, Glynn, Moody, Oreg. Southard, 
Mr. Burkert with Mr. STOKES. cn, Sabin Mores sperry 
Mr. Tuomas of Iowa with Mr. CAMPBELL. — Geum, Te. Morris, joa 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. BRANTLEY. Brownlow. . Grosvenor, Mudd. Stevens, Minn. 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL Burke, 8S. Dak. Grow, Needham, Stewart, N.Y. 
aadiiieas cml ao Burleigh, Hall, Norton, Ohio Stewart, Wis. 
a ao K a “a MULLER. Butler, Hamilton, O'Grady, Sulloway, 
r. TLL With r. OONAN, Calderhead, Hawley, Olmsted, Swanson, 
Mr. SHaw with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. ee N.Y ey. 1 One aereey. 
. =o - ‘wre wP ayton, N. Xx. ea ole, jen, iropp, 
Mr. F REER with Mr. CUSACK. . Cochrane, N. Y. Hedge, Overstreet, Turner. 
Mr. LANE with Mr. Pierce of Tennessee, Conner, Henry, Conn. Packer, Pa. Van Voorhis, 
Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. GorpDon. Corliss, Hepburn, Payne, Vreeland, 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. Lester. ee Sa suawes, Me. ban 
Mr. Lorm™er with Mr. RoBEeRTSON of Louisi amen feck core oe 
Mr. li c ith Mr, /BERTSO} uisiana, Crump, Hoffecker, Pearre, Weaver, 
Mr. Bourett of Illinois with Mr. Griaas. Crumpacker, Hull, Phillips, Weeks, 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. BurNeEtT. Dole soak powers, Weymonth, 


Mr. WATSON with Mr. FirzpaTRICcK. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Bar_ry of Texas. 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey with Mr. Jonnston, from the 18th 


until the holidays, 


Dalzell, Jenkins, 
Davenport, 8. A. Joy, 
Davenport, 8. W. Kerr, Md. 
Dayton, Ketcham, 
Dick, Knox, 
Dovener, Lacey, 


Prince, 
Pugh, 
Ray, N.Y. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 


Roberts, 


Wilson, Idaho 
Wor “is, 
Wright, 
Young, 


7% lar 
41egier. 
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NAYS—86. 
Allen, Ky. Driscoll, Lewis, Scudder, 
Atwater, Elliott, Little, Shackleford, 
Bartlett, Finley, Lloyd, Shafroth, 
Bell, Fitzgerald, Mass. McDowell, Sheppard, 
Brantley, Fitzgerald,N.Y. McLain, Slayden, 
Brewer, Fleming, Maddox, Small, 
Burke, Tex. Fox, May, Smith, Ky. 
Caldwell, Gaines, Miers, Ind. Snodgrass, 
Carmack, Gayle, Moon, Stallings, 
Clark, Mo. Gilbert, Neville, Stark, 
Clayton, Ala. Grout, Newlands, Stephens, Tex. 


Cochran, Mo. Henry, Miss. Norton, 8. C. Sutherland, 





Cooper, Tex. Henry, Tex. Quarles, Taylor, Ala. 
Cowherd, Jett, Rhea, Ky. Terry, 
Cox, Jones, Va Richardson,Ala. Thayer, 
Crowley, Jones, Wash. Richardson, Tenn. Underwood, 
Cushman, Kitchin, Ridgely, Williams, J. R. 
Davis, Kleberg, Rixey, Williams, W. E. 
De Armond, Kluttz, Robb, Williams, Miss. 
De Graffenreid, Lamb, Robinson, Ind. Wilson, 8.C. 
Denny, Lanham, Rucker, 
Dougherty, Lentz, Salmon, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—8., 
Burleson, Ruppert, Smith, H.C. Wheeler, 
McClellan, Sims, Wanger, Zenor. 

NOT VOTING—115. 

Acheson, Cooney, Lane, Ransdell, 
Adamson, Cooper, Wis. Lassiter, Rhea, Va. 
Aldrich, Cummings, Lawrence, Riordan, 
Allen, Miss. Cusack, Lester, Robertson, La. 
Bailey, Tex. Dahle, Levy, Robinson, Nebr. 
Ball, Davey, Littauer, Ryan, N.Y. 
Bankhead, Davidson, Littlefield, Showalter, 
Barber, Dinsmore, Livingston, Spalding, 
Bellamy, Fitzpatrick, Lorimer, Sparkman, 
Benton, Fowler, Loud, Spight, 
Bishop, Freer. Loudenslager, Stewart, N. J. 
Boreing, Gamble, Lovering, Stokes, 
Boutelle, Me. Gardner, Mich. McCall, Sulzer, 
Bradley, Gardner, N.J. McCulloch, Talbert, 
Breazeale, Gill, McDermott, Tate, 
Brenner, Gillett, Mass. McRae, Tayler, Ohio 
Brosius, Gordon, Mahon, Thomas, Iowa 
Broussard, Greene, Mass. Marsh, Thomas, N.C. 
Brundidge, Griffith, Mesick, Tompkins, 
Bull, Griggs, Metcalf, Tongue, 
Burkett, Haugen, Minor, Underhill, 
Burnett, Hemenway, Mondell, Vandiver, 
Burton, Hopkins, Moody, Mass. Wachter, 
Campbell, Howard, Muller, Wadsworth, 
Capron, Howell, Naphen, Watson, 
Catchings, Johnston, Noonan, White, 
Chanler. Kahn, Parker, N. J. Wilson, N.Y. 
Clarke, N. H. Kerr, Ohio Pierce, Tenn. Wise. 
Connell, King, Polk, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON on all political questions until 
end of session, reserving the right to vote to make a quorum and 
excepting election cases. 

For this day: 

Mr. BarRuAM with Mr. Kina. 

On this vote: 

Mr, CONNELL with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. Kerr of Ohio with Mr. DINSMORE, 

Mr. KERR of Maryland with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The guestion now is on the motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. COWHERD demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 116, noes 59. 

Mr. COWHERD. No quorum present, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, after counting the House, announced 201 mem- 
bers, a quorum, present. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I call for tellers on the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands tellers on the vote 
just taken. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
On what are the tellers ordered? 

The SPEAKER. On the vote just taken, to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. The Chair will appoint 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BaBcock] and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. COWHERD]. 

Rng BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on 
this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 66, an- 
swered *‘ present” 4, not voting 125; as follows: 


YEAS—16l. 


Acheson, Bailey, Kans. Bingham, Brick, 
Adams, Baker, Bishop, Bromwell, 
Alexander, Bankhead, Boreing, Brosius, 
Allen, Me. Barney, Boutell, Ml. Brown, 
Babcock, Bartholdt, Bowersock, Brownlow, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochrane, N.Y. 
Conner, 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cowherd, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 

Dalzell, 
Davenport, 8. A. 


Davenport, 8. W. 


Dayton, 
Dick, 
Dovener, 
Driggs, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Faris, 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 
Foster, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gaston, 
Gibson, 
Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 


Allen, Ky. 
Atwater, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
pom. 
Brundidge, 
Caldwell, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 
Crowley, 
Cushman, 
Davis, 

De Graffenreid, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 


McClellan, 


Adamson, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, Miss. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 

Barber, 
Barham, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 

Burke, Tex. 
Burkett, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Campbell, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chanler, 
Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cromer, 


So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to, 


Green, Pa. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 

Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Hawiey, 
Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
ap eare. 
Hill, 


Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Hull, 
Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Joy, 

Kerr, Md. 
Ketcham, 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Linney, 
Long, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lybrand, 
McAleer, 
McCleary, 


DECEMBER 18, 


Mann, 
Meekison, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller. 
Minor, 
Mondell, 


Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 


Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
Norton, Ohio 
O'Grady, 

( Seated’ 
Otey, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pearson, 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 
Polk, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 

Ray. N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 


Rodenberg, 


NAYS—466. 


Dougherty, 
Elliott, 

Finley, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fleming, 

Fox, 

Gilbert, 

Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Jett, 

Jones, Va. 

Jones, Wash. 


Kitchin. Ridgely, 
Kleberg, Rixey, 
Kluttz, Robinson, Ind. 
Lentz, Salmon. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—4. 

Ruppert, Small, 

NOT VOTING—125. 
Cusack. Levy, 
Dahle, Lewis, 
Davey, Littauer, 
Davidson, Littlefield, 
De Armond, Livingston, 
Fitzpatrick, Lloyd, 

‘oss, Lorimer, 
Fowler, Lovering, 
Freer, McCall, 
Gaines, McDermott, 
Gamble, McRae, 
Gardner, N. J. Mahon, 

Gayle, Marsh, 

Gillett, Mass. Mesick, 
Gordon, Metcalf, 
Greene, Mass. Muller, 
Griffith, Naphen, 
Griggs, Noonan, 

Grout, Parker, N. J. 
Haugen, Pierce, Tenn. 
Hedge, Ransdell, 
Howard, Rhea, Va. 
Howell, Richardson, Ala. 
Johnston, Riordan, 

Kahn, Robb, 

Kerr, Ohio. Robertson, La. 
King, Robinson, Nebr. 
Lamb, Rucker, 

Lane, Ryan, N. Y. 
Lanham, Showalter, 
Lassiter, Sims, 

Lester, Slayden, 


Little, 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
May, 
Moon, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 8. C. 
Quarles, 
Rhea, Ky. 


Richardson, Tenn 


Russell. 

Ryan, Pa. 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 

Smith, Il. 
Smith, Iowa. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Sprague, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Waters, 
Weaver. 
Weymouth, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Ziegler. 


Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Snodgrass, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sutherland, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Terry, 
Turner, 
Williams, J. R. 

. Williams, W. E. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Zenor. 


Wanger. 


Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C, 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stallings, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stokes, 
Sulzer, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 

Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tongue, 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wise. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


On this vote: 


Mr. CroMER with Mr. LANHAM. 


Mr. FREER with Mr. CLayton of Alabama. 
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. Lew1s. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. Wasthegentleman present and listening when 


his name should have been called and failed to hear it? 
Mr. KITCHIN. I was. 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 


Mr. KITCHIN’s name was called and he voted ‘‘no,” as above 


stated. 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote re- 


corded. 


The SPEAKER, Was the gentleman present and listening when 


his name should have been called? 


ood Coe oe 
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1900. 


Mr. LATIMER. I was, I heard it called, but thought I had 
voted, and let it pass over. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 

Mr. LATIMER’S name was called, and he voted ‘‘aye,” as above 


recorded. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I was in the House and did 
not hear my name called on the second roll call. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

Mr. BARTLETT?’S name was called, and he voted ‘‘no,” as above 
recorded. 

Mr.SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘no,” 
that vote and be marked present. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name, 

The Clerk called Mr. SMALL’s name, and he voted “ present,” 
as above recorded. 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Speaker, I waa paired with the gentleman 
from Texas, Mr. BALL. He returned to the Hall too late to vote, 
otherwise I would have voted ‘‘aye.” Therefore I will let my 
pair stand. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COWHERD, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the last 
vote. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's point of order? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Itis a dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
a motion to reconsider a vote is a dilatory motion? 
been so decided by any other Speaker of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion prevails, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts ag Moopy] will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
pe House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Moopy in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will be in order. The 
House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, for the further consideration of the bill S. 1929, and under 
the order of the House general debate isnow closed, and the Clerk 
will report the bill. 


I desire to recall 


It has never 
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Does the Chair decide that | 


| 


The Clerk read the first section of the bill, and also the follow- | 


ing amendments recommended by the committee: 


Page 1, line 9, strike out the word “ Eighth” and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “ Eleventh.’ 

Page 1, line 11, after the word “‘for,”’ insert the words ‘ 
after the word “ two” insert the words “nor more than four.” 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on these 
amendments. 

Mr. COWHERD. 
ments are. 

The CHAIRMAN. They have just been reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. COWHERD. But the Clerk read them so rapidly that we 
could not hear what they were. 

The CHAIRMAN. * They are indicated by striking out and in- 
serting the languageinitalics. Unless thereis objection the Chair 
will put them in gross. 

Mr. COWHERD. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 9, strike out the word “ Eighth” and insert ‘‘ Eleventh.” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, is this open to discussion? 

The CHAIRMAN, Itis. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the recom- 
mittal of this bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
My hope is that they will be able to harmonize this bill with the 
plans spuented by Mr. Parsons for the improvement of the Mall. 
1 would like to see the question of the convenience and beauty of 
design realized. I believe that it would be more convenient to 
the public if the station could be on Pennsylvania avenue. I be- 
lieve, also, that that can be done and at the same time retain 
substantially the design presented to us by Mr. Parsons. Now, I 
wish to say that this act, according to my information, has been 
passed in the Senate. It was passed one year ago. Subsequent 
to the passage of this act the Congress of the United States, by 
appropriation, provided for plans of the Mall, for plans to be de- 
signed by an eminent landscape architect to be appointed by the 
President of the United States, so that the work of planning the 
Mail was inaugurated subsequent to the passage of this bill by the 
Senate. These plans were not before the Senate when this bill was 

. Now, these plans have received the approval of the Chief 
of Engineers of the United States Army and the approval of Colonel 
Bingham, who is in charge of the public grounds of the District 
of Columbia, and I do not understand that they have been prop- 
erly considered in the framing of this bill. 

It is true that those plans provide for a station to the south of 
the Mall, with a view to maintaining the beauty of proportions of 
the Mall itself. But possibly if the attention of Mr. Parsons were 
called to the necessity of having the station on Pennsylvania 


I would like to understand what the amend- 


} 7 ' « 
‘eet lens than.” and | whole amendment. 
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avenue, so as to meet the convenience of the public, a modification 
of those plans might be made—a modification of the plans pre- 
sented by the railroad company might be made which would 
unite the considerations both of convenience and of beauty. 

Now, briefly stated, this design of Mr. Parsons does away with 
the three or four divided parks to which the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HePBurN] has alluded, It is true that for purposes of con- 
venience four of the streets of the city pass through this park— 
Third street, Seventh street, Twelfth street, and Fifteenth street. 
But they pass through the park in such a way as to give the ap- 
pearance of lowered streets, though really the grade is maintained. 

How is that done? Simply by the genius of the landscape archi- 
tect. The design provides for the heaping up of earth on each side 
of the street and the planting of trees, Thus the street is practi- 
cally obscured from view from any part of the park, just as much 
as if it passed through a tunnel. in this manner the park effect 
is preserved all the way from the Capitol to Fifteenth street. 
Convenience of access to every part of the park is secured by 
bridges passing over those streets—bridges forming a part of the 
park, Thus convenience of travel through the parks for traffic 
of every kind is secured, while at the same time the park of I do 
not know how many acres is absolutely preserved in its length and 
its breadth as a perfect unit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nevada 
has expired. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
five minutes more. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. The gentleman has not confined his remarks 
to this amendment. I move that debate on the amendment close 
in one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question). 
to have it. 

Mr. GAINES. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 85, noes 35. 

So the motion of Mr. BABCOcCK was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 1, after the word “for” insert ‘not less than.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I submit that the Clerk has not read the 
There is one amendment applying to lines 


I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 


The ayes appear 


1 and 2. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. There are two distinct 
propositions. Ido not see how they can be treated as one amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the proposition just 
read and the one that the Clerk will now read constitute but one 
amendment, The Clerk will now read the whole of the pending 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “for,” in line 1, insert ‘not less than,” and after the word 
“two,” in the same line, insert ‘nor more than four; soas to read “ not less 
than two nor more than four tracks.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask for a separate vote on 
these two propositions. There are, in fact, two amendments, 
Each is a separate proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has ruled that the amendment 
just read is'a single amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ine a Mmoment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled on the question. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.” | 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not filibustering. 
There are two substantive propositions. One is to insert the 
words ‘not less than;” the other is to insert the words ‘‘nor more 
than four.” I could movetostrike out “ four” and insert ‘‘ three.” 
Let us proceed in an orderly manner and in accordance with tho 
rules, even if this bill is to be rushed through. My point is that 
there are two substantive propositions, If the Chair chooses to 
rule otherwise, it can do so. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has ruled and does not retract 
its ruling. 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. | 


Mr. BABCOCK. I move, Mr. Chairman, that debate on the 
amendment and amendments thereto close in one minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman can not close debate under the rules of the 
House in that manner if any gentleman desires to discuss the 
proposition. The rules allow ten minutes’ debate—five minutes 
for and five against the proposition, 


But if the Chair will hear 
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Mr. BABCOCK. What rules does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I refer to the rules of the 
House? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The rules of the com- 
mittee prohibit it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The rules allow five min- 
utes for and five minutes against the proposition. I submit that 
the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin is not in order to 
close the debate if any man wants to occupy that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear from the 
gentleman from Tennessee on the point of order. Rule XXIII, 
paragraph 6, seems to apply to this. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled 
to the floor if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I believe the five minutes against the amend- 
ment have been exhausted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The rules permit five min- 
utes for and five minutes against an amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK, There is no one who desires to speak for the 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. But there are some 
gentlemen who desire to speak against this bill if they are given 
an opportunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion may arise again, but the pres- 
ent view of the Chair is that after the five minutes’ debate has 
begun, though not completed, it is entirely within the province of 
the committee to close the debate. The Chair will be glad to hear 
from the gentleman from Tennessee on the subject. 

Mr. GAINES. Isit notin the power of the committee to change 
a rule of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the Chair understand that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee desires to be heard on this? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The rule, Mr. Chairman, as 
I have always understood it, upon amendments in Committee of 
the Whole under the five-minute rule is that five minutes shall 
be allowed the mover of an amendment and five minutes to any 
gentleman opposing the amendment. Now, when you move to 
close the debate before the ten minutes are exhausted, I say it is 
not in order, if any gentleman wants to debate it. 

The statement is made that no gentleman desires to debate the 
question. If that is true, why there is no necessity to move to 
close the debate. I submit that we ought to proceed in order, and 
I think the Chair will find that the position I take is exactly in 
accordance with the rule that five minutes are allowed for and 
five minutes against any proposed amendment, provided any gen- 
tleman desires tospeak. If no gentleman desires to occupy the 
floor, that is another matter. Ido not know whether any gentle- 
man desires to occupy the floor or not. I do not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I desire time to finish 
my remarks. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, this is a very plain matter, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee has simply thrust a proposition 
before the committee and declined to read the rules of the House. 
Here is the rule of the House that completely answers the gentle- 
man’s contention. It is found on page 284 of the Manual. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Clause 5 of Rule XXIII. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just wait a moment and I will read it 
myself. 

6. The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, 
at any time after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amend- 
ments to any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate upon such section 
or pereareeh. or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only (which 
motion shall be decided without debate). 

That is the law, and the gentleman is perfectly familiar with it, 
quite as much so as the Chairman of the committee is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I respectfully ask the read- 
ing of the preceding clause. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the preceding clause is answered by 
that clause. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The first clause says that the man who 
proposes the amendment may have five minutes, and then it says 
that the man opposed to it may have five minutes, subject to the 
rule below. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, then, you repeal the clause below. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in my ex- 
perience I have never known any objection to be made to ten 
minutes’ debate upon an amendment. I desire to read the clause 
of the rule to which I refer, that it may go into the Recorp: 

5. When | debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall 
be allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which 


the member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five min- 
utes in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon. 


So I say the rule is explicit. If any gentleman claims the floor 
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in ae to the amendment, he is entitled to the floor. That 
is all, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule. 

Several MemBers. Rule! Rule! 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You can not have a ruling 
until the Chair says so. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Chair is not compelled to listen to the gen- 
tleman any longer than—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will not yield to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has the 
oor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will not yield to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAYNE. LIrise to a point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not be taken off the 
ae by the gentleman’s parliamentary inquiry. I do not yield 
to him. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled 
to the floor. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PAYN The gentleman is entitled to the floor just so 
long as the Chair is pleased to hear him, and no longer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from New York is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York says he rises 
to a point of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rose in the first place to make the point of 
order that the gentleman from Tennessee could only proceed in 
the discretion of the Chair; that whenever the Chair had heard 
sufficient debate the Chair could then make his decision. The 
Chair had risen to make his decision when the gentleman from 
Tennessee interfered. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] had the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, If the Chair declines to hear 
me, I do not want to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the Chair is quite ready to rule, but will not 
rule while the gentleman from Tennessee desires in good faith to 
address the Chair. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I thank the Chair. I have 
no desire to delay the debate. I have read clause 50f Rule XXIII, 
which expressly contains the contention which I make most re- 
spectfully. I thank the Chair for this parliamentary protection, 
and now vield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clearly of the opinion 
that by section 5, five minutes’ aebate is allowed for an amend- 
ment proposed and five minutes against that amendment and then 
the debate closes itself without any motion. The sixth paragraph, 
which was adopted ten years later than the one just referred to, 
provided for closing debate at any time after it shall have begun. 
It would have been entirely unnecessary if it had been limited to 
the condition described in paragraph 5, because the debate then 
is closed without any motion, or upon the interposition of the 
point of order by any gentleman on the floor. The Chair, there- 
fore, rules that the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin is in 
order, that debate upon this amendment be closed in one minute. 

Mr. BABCOCK. My motion was upon the amendment and the 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
all debate upon the section and upon the amendment be closed 
in one minute. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do I understand if that is 
passed no further amendments can be offered? 

The CHAIRMAN, They would be in order, but not debatable. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They could be offered, but 
not debated? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask whether the 
minority members of the committee, who have amendments to 
offer after the committee amendments have been disposed of, are 
to be prevented from offering their amendments and explaining 
them? I desire to ask the chairman of the committee if it is his 
desire to cut us off from explaining our amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in control of the committee. ‘The 
amendments would be in order after the adoption of this amend- 
ment, but there could be no debate. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman can save time by giving us 
five minutes to present them. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BAscock; and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 62, 


& 


Pe 





ees 


1900. 





Mr. COWHERD. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BaB- 
cock] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] will 
take their places and act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 117, 
noes 51. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
S. 1929 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow; and upon that motion I demand 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion, without exami- 
nation, that the motion for the previous question is not necessary 
on this motion. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What was the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to take a recess until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
making it 5 minutes to 12 o'clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman moved the previous 
question on his motion, which cuts off any amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I offer the amendment to 
make it 5 minutes to 12 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the motion for the previous 
question. It will be in order to obviate the very purpose that is 
manifested by the supplemental motion. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


I move to amend that by 


ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. COWHERD. Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 40. 
Mr. COWHERD. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 46, 


answered “present” 9, not voting 151; as follows: 
YEAS—150. 


Acheson, Dick, Ketcham, Reeder, 
Adams, Dovener, Knox, Reeves, 
Alexander, Driggs, Lacey, Rhea, Va. 
Allen, Me. Eddy, Landis, Roberts, 
Babcock, Emerson, Linney, Rodenberg, 
Bailey, Kans. Esch, Long, Russell, 
Bankhead, Faris, Lybrand, Ryan, Pa, 
Barney, Fletcher, McAleer, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Fordney, McCleary, Shaw, 

Berry, "oss, Mann, Shelden, 
Bingham, Gardner, Mich. Marsh, Sherman, 
Boreing, Gaston, Meekison, Sibley, 
Bowersock, Gibson, Meyer, La Smith, I. 
Brick, Gill, Miller, Smith, lowa. 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. Minor, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. Mondell, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brown, Glynn, Moody, Mass. Southard, 
Brownlow, Graff, Moody, Oreg. Sperry. 
Burke, S. Dak. Graham, Morgan, Sprague, 
Burkett, Grosvenor, Morrell, Steele, 
Burleigh, Grout, Morris, Stewart, N.Y. 
Butler, Grow, Mudd, Stewart, Wis. 
Calderhead, Hall. Needham, Swanson, 
Cannon, Hamilton, Norton, Ohio Tawney, 
Capron, Hawley, Olmsted, Tompkins, 
Clayton, N.Y. Hay, Otey, Tongue, 
Cochrane, N.Y. Heatwole, Otjen, Van Voorhis, 
Conner, Hedge, Overstreet, Vreeland, 
Corliss, Hemenway, Payne, Weaver, 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Pearce, Mo. Weeks, 
Crump, Hepburn, Pearson, Weymouth, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Pearre, Wilson, Idaho. 
Cummings, Hoffecker, Phillips, Woods, 
Curtis, Hull, Polk, Wright, 
Dalzell, Jack, Powers, Young, 
Davenport, S. A. Jenkins, Prince, Ziegler. 
Davenport, 8. W. Joy, Pugh, 

Dayton, Kerr, Md. Ray, N.Y. 

NAYS—46. 

Atwater, Dougherty, Moon, Sheppard, 
Bartlett, Fox, Neville, Snodgrass, 
Breazeale, Henry. Miss. Newlands, Stark, 
Brundidge, Jones, Va. Rhea, Ky. Terry, 

Burke, Tex. Jones, Wash Richardson, Ala. Turner, 
Caldwell, Kitchin, Richardson, Tenn. Underwood, 
Cochran, Mo. Kleberg, Rixey, Williams, J. R. 
Cooper, Tex. Lloyd, Robb, Williams, W. E. 
Cushman, McCulloch, Robinson, Ind. Williams, Miss. 
De Armond, McDowell, Salmon, Zenor. 

De Graffenreid, McLain, Scudder, 

Dinsmore, Miers, Ind. Shackleford, 








Barham, 
Boutell, NL 
McClellan, 


Adamson, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Baker, 

Ball, 

Barber, 

Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bishop, 
Boutelle, Ma 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Campbell, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chanler. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, N. HL 
Clayton, Ala 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, 
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McDermott, 
O'Grady, 


Sims, 
Stephens, Tex. 


NOT VOTING—I15L 


Davey, 
Davidson, 
Davis, 
Denny. 
Driscoll, 
Elliott, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, N.Y. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming, 
Foster, 
Fowler, 
Freer, 
Gaines, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gayle, 
Gilbert, 
Gordon, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Haugen, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 

Jett, 
Johnston, 
Kahn, 

Kerr, Ohio 
King, 

Kluttz, 
Lamb, 

Lane, 


Lanham, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lentz, 
Lester, 
Levy, 
Lewis, 
Littauer, 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
May, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Metcalf, 
Muller, 
Naphen, 
Noonan, 
Norton, 8. C. 
Packer, Pa. 
Parker, N. J. 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Quarles, 
Ransdell, 
Ridgely, 
Riordan, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded. 
TheSPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening when 

his name should have been called? 


Mr. BERRY. 


Mr. BERRY. 
The SPEAKER. 


I was. 





All 





Thomas, N. C. 
Wanger, 


Ruppert, 
Ryan, N. Y. 
Shafroth, 
Showalter, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stokes, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 

Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, lowa 
Thropp, 
Underhill, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Wise. 


The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 


The Clerk called Mr. BERRY’s name; and he voted ‘‘ no,” as above 


recorded, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. O’GRADY with Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. Lams. 


Mr. KERR of Ohio with Mr. Henry of Texas. 


Mr. THRopP with Mr. BRANTLEY, 


For this day: 


Mr. MERCER with Mr. BELL. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. SHAFROTH. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question now is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion to take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
COWHERD) there were 139 ayes and 43 noes, 
Mr. COWHERD. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER. Thirty-eight gentlemen rising, a sufficient 
number, the yeas and nays are ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 27, an- 


swered ‘‘ present” 6, not voting 166; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, DL 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Brownlow. 
Burke, 5S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clayton, N. Y. 


Cochrane, N. Y. 


Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 





YEAS—157. 


Corliss, 
Cousins, 

Crow ley, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 

Dalzell, 
Davenport, S. A. 
Davenport, 8S. W. 
Dayton, 

Dick, 

Dovener, 
Driggs, 

Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 

Faris, 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 

Foss, 

Foster, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gibson, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glynn, 

Graff, 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 


Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hall, 
Hamilton, 
Hawley, 
Hay, 

Heat wole, 
Hedge : 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
He »burn, 
Hill, 
Hoftecker, 
Hull, 
Jenkins, 
Joy, 

Kerr, Md. 
Ketcham, 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Linney, 
Long, 
Lybrand, 
McAleer, 
McCleary, 
McDowell, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 


Meekison, 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, . 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Muda, 
Needham, 
Norton, Ohio 
Olmsted, 
Otey, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Payne, 
Pearce, Ma 
Pearson, 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 
Polk, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 

Ray, N. Y. 
Reeder, 


Reeves, 




















































































Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rodenberg, 


Shelden, 


Sherman, 


Atwater, 
Breazeale, 
Cowherd, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 
Fox, 


Henry, Miss 


Cromer 
Davidson, 


Adamson, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Baker, 

Ball, 
Barber, 
Barham, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bishop, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bowersock, 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Brundidge, 
Bull, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Campbell, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
*hanler. 
Nark Mo., 
‘larke, N. EL 
layton, Ala. 
‘ochran, Mo. 
Yonnell, 

% poney, 
‘ooper, Tex 
‘Ox. 

‘usack, 
‘ushman, 
Jahle, 


( 
( 
( 
4 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
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Sibley, 

Smith, NL 

Smith, lowa, 

Smith, Samuel W. 

Smith, Wm. Alden 

Southard, 

Sperry. 

Sprague, 

Steele, 

Stewart, N. Y. 

NAY 

Jones, Va. 

Jones, Wash. 

Kitchin, 

Kleberg, 

Lloy d 

McCulloch, 

McLain, 
ANSWERED ‘ 

McClellan, 

O'Grady, 


NOT VOTING 


Davey, 

Davy 1s, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Driscoll, 
Elliott, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming, 
Fowler, 
Freer, 
Gaines, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gaston, 
Gayle, 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 
Gordon, 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Haugen. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Jack, 

Jett, 
Jobuston, 
Kahn, 
Kerr, Ohio, 
King, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lassiter, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BarTHOLDT with Mr. DINSMORE. 
Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. WiLson of South Carolina, 
Mr. Howey with Mr. Griaas. 


The SPEAKER. 


resent 6. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Stewart, Wis 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Weaver, 
S—27. 

M oon, 
Neville, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Salmon, 
Sheppard, 
Snodgrass, 
Stark, 
*‘PRESENT"—4. 


Sims, 


166. 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lentz, 
Lester, 
Levy, 
Lewis, 
Littauer, 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Livingston, 
Lorime r, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
McDermott, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
May, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Metcalf, 
Muller, 
Naphen, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Norton, 8. C. 
Packer, Pa. 
Parker, N. J. 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Quarles, 
Ransdell, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Richardson, Ala. 
Ridgely, 
Riordan, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
tobinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 


On this question the yeas are 157, nays 
The ayes have it; and accordingly (at 6 o'clock) the 


Weeks, 
Weymouth, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Woods, 
Wright, 

You ng, 
Ziegler. 


Stephens, Tex. 
Terry, 

Turner, 
Williams, J.R. 
Williams, W. E. 
Zenor. 


Wanger. 


Ruppert, 
Ryan, N. Y. 
Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Showalter, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stokes, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 

Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thomas, lowa 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 


{ouse stands in recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 


or 
mts 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as | 


follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 


Holston River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- | 


bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Ohio Reef, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of deficiency appropriation for Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an es- 
timate of deficiency appropriation for the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for increase of salary of United States 
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consul at Liege, Belgium—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from theSecretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for transcript of records and plats, 
General Land Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury submitting an estimate of appropriations for completing pub- 
lic buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury submitting an estimate of appropriation for completing cer- 
tain buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting. for 
the attention of Congress, a letter from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, with documents relating to the case of Alexander Moulton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
(all but documents). 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting papers 
in pension claim of Eleanor McDevitt, for action by Congress— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
(letter only). 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, certain papers 
in the case of Jane Johnson, for the attention of Congress—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed (all 
but documents). 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, papers in the case of 
Richard Howell, alias George Carroll, which are recommended to 
the attention of Congress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed (all but documents). 

A letter from the president of the Civil Service Commission, re- 
lating to the disposition of certain papers in the records of the 
Commission—to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers 
in Executive Departments, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported the bill of the House (H. R. 12904) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other pur- 
poses, accompanied by a report (No. 2064); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 12546) to change and fix 
the time for holding the district and circuit courts of the United 

| States for the northeastern division of the eastern district of Ten- 
nessee, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2065); which said bill and report werereferred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 12396) to 
| amend an act entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide revenues 

and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
approved April 12, 1900, and to increase the salary of the commis- 
sioners of education provided for by said act, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2069); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from ccmmittees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11574) grantinga 
pension to William H. Palmer, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2037); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAW. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10567) granting a pension 
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to Mary L. Tweddle, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 2038); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12245) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry A. Jordan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2039); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Ca'endar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8594) granting 
a pension to Maltilda Rapp, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2040); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SOLLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1995) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick O, Lathrop, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2041); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4191) 
granting a pension to Anna E. Littlefield, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2042); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11910) granting an in- 
crease pension to Thomas H. Roberts, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2043); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calander. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7152) for the relief of 
Nancy L. Donaldson, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2044); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calander. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4217) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Dignon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 2045); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 236) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert M. Bennett, of Providence, R. I., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 2046); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4296) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frances E. Childs, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 2047); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 2527) 
granting an increase of pension to David Briggs, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2048); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3247) for the relief of | 


George Mowry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2049); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1588) granting a pension to Eva Clark, re 


ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 


(No. 2050); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 429) to increase 
the pension of John R. Joy, Company H, Thirty-ninth lowa In- 
fantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2051); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERSof Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3784) granting 
an increase of pension to Linsay C. Jones, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2052); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4548) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert A. Roberts, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2053); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5224) for the re- 
lief of Daniel Smith, of Fentress County, Tenn., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2054); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11361) grantinga 
pension to Susan A. Miller, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 2055); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4771) granting an 
increase of pension to Gilbert F. Colby, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2056); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9106) 
granting a pension to Nancy Marshall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2057); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9928) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to H.S. Reed, alias Daniel Hull, reported the 
| same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 2058); which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4178) 
granting a pension to Thomas White, reported the same with 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2059); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 9985) granting an 
| increase of pension to Martin Sherwood, late Company C. Thirty- 
| sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2060); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11335) granting a pension to Silas How- 
ard, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
| port (No. 2061); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12476) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Minnick, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2062); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1952) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Jackson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2063); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


| 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12897) to extend the privi- 
leges provided by an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, as amended—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12898) relating to the assess- 

ment and reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Co- 
| lumbia—-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 12899) to reincorporate and pre- 
| serve all the corporate franchises and property rights of the de 
facto corporation known as the German Orphan Asylum Associa- 
tion of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12900) to regu- 
late the removal of causes from the State courts to the Federal 
courts on account of prejudice or local influence —to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 12901) to supplement existing 
laws relating to the disposition of lands, and so forth—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H.R. 12902) to appoint an advisory 
board of public works for .the city of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12903) to an- 
thorize the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company to extend 
its street railway in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 12904) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1902, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12905) to 
establish a home for disabled soldiers of the Federal and Confed- 
erate armies in the war between the States, 1861 to 1865, at or near 
Huntsville, Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


AND MEMORIALS 
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3y Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12906) for the purchase of al 


site for a hall of records—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12948) amending sections 2 of 
the acts of June 27, 1890, and May 9, 1900, so as to grant a pension 
of $0 a month to the officers and enlisted men named in the act 


who are now totally blind or who may become totally blind—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12949) to fix the | 


compensation of district superintendents in the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


school-ships for nautical instruction—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A resolution (H. Res. 319) to pay Don 
C. Walters the difference between the pay of a folder and that of 
a messenger—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 12907) granting a pension to 
George Hooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12908) to pension David T. 
Nuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 12909) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel 8. Swann—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 12910) for the relief of 
George F. Brott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12911) granting a pension 
to Minerva McClernand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R, 12912) granting 
a pension to Daniel W. David—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12913) granting a pension to Martha Wilson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12914) granting a pension to Henry C. Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12915) granting a pension to Willis Rhodes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12916) granting a pension to William H. 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12917) granting a pension to MaryC. Roney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12918) granting a pension to John N. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12919) for the relief of G. B. Colyer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12920) to remove the charge of desertion 


standing against Edgar B. Willoughby—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 


jamin Wylie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12922) granting an | 
increase of pension to George C. Leighton—to the Committee on | 


Pensions. 
By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12923) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Fodderill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


for the relief of Henry T. Clarke—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 12925) granting a pension to 


Benjamin D. Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


George W. McKey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3y Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12927) for the relief of R. H. T. 
Adams, jr., Lynchburg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12928) granting an increase of | 


pension to Daniel Robinette—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12929) granting a pension to Richard Bow- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12930) for the relief of Albion M. Christie— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12931) for the relief 
of William H. Snider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12932) for the relief of the trustees of Cedar 
Run Baptist Church, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 12933) to refer the war claim of 
John C. Newton, of Stafford County, Va.,to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R.12934) to refer the war claim of 
the estate of John Sullivan, deceased, late of Stafford County, Va., 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H.R. 12935) granting an increase of 
pension to Sylvanus Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, 

_ By Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 12936) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel Nagle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H.R. 12937) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. F, H. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTEH: A bill (H. R. 12938) granting an increase 


oe te BOLE CO A tall (HR iaeson nies ~ of pension to Erastus F, Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid 
sy Mr. BULL (by request): ill (H. R. 12950) relating to 


Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 12939) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Kerstetter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12940) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Follansbee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12941) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph A. Spaulding—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12942) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12948) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12944) granting an increase of pension to 
Mahlon B. Eckert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12945) granting an increase of pension to 
David H, Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12946) granting a pension to J. D. Williams— 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12947) granting a pension to Sarah C. Ocean— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R, 12951) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Jeremiah Simonson, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Philadelphia Trans-Atlantic 
Line, 1n opposition to certain features in Senate bill No. 727, known 
as theship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 12850, for the relief of W. F. Young—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Easton, N. Y., favoring House bill for the sup- 
pression of Army canteens and island saloons—to the Committee 


| on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of James S. Klein and Sarah B, 
Stepp, of Allegheny, Pa., favoring uniform marriage and divorce 


| laws and certain other measures—to the Committee on the Ju- 
By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 12921) granting a pension to Ben- | 


diciary: 

Also, petition of Charles M. Taylor’s Sons, of the Philadelphia 
Trans-Atlantic Line, in opposition to certain features in Senate 
bill No. 727, known as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 


| the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


By Mr. JOY: Petition of William Marshall to accompany House 


| bill granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 12924) appropriating money | 


sions. 
By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the district conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Oskaloosa district, lowa, indorsing 


| the action of the House of Representatives against the Army can- 
| t = 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12926) granting an increase of pension to | 


teen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. LITTAUER: Resolution of Pomona Grange, Saratoga 
County, N. Y., protesting against the reduction of the tax on 
beer and favoring the repeal of stamp tax on checks, drafts, etce.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of Catherine Fodderill, 
widow of John B. Fodderill, to accompany House bill granting 
her a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. NEVILLE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 11893, 
granting a pension to Anna Ellison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
George W. McKey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Affidavits in support of bill for the relief of 
St. Paul’s Protestant Episcopal Church, at Haymarket, Prince 
William County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Three petitions of citizens of Port Jeffer- 
son, N. Y., for the improvement of Port Jefferson Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers in support of House bill for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Frances H. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 








| 
| 


cee one Wee 
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By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Clinton, N. Y., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of citizens of Kendall County, 
Tex., in favor of the improvement of the harbor at Aransas Pass— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of citizens of South 
Lyon, Mich., in favor of anti-polygamy amendment to the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lacy & Liddell and other business men of Mil- | 
ford, Mich., praying for a reduction of the war-revenue tax—to | 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of the First M.thodist Episco- 
pal Church and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Dunkirk, N. Y., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of E. M. Crandall and 35 other | 
members of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Alabama, N. Y., 
and resolutions of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Albion, 
N. Y., for the protection of native races in our islands against in- 
toxicants and opium—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. It does. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then there are separate copies sent to 
the Chair of the action of the electors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the fact that the electors have not yet voted, 
and therefore the certificates showing the action of the electors 
have yet tocome. The certificates now under consideration are 
the certificates of the choice of the electors by the States. They 
do go upon the files of the Senate, and they belong to Congress, 
in order that Congress may, if it sees fit, set on foot a preliminary 
investigation. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire is right. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 2472) to correct the military record of John H. 
Finfrock; and 

A bill (H. R. 3047) to remove the charge of desertion from mil- 
itary record of John Faulds, Company G, Thirty-first Wisconsin 
Infantry. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 19, 1900. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Micsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
additional estimate of appropriation for rental of rooms for the 
accommodation of the Light-House Board, $504; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTRA PAY OF DISABLED SURFMEN, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 


munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 6th instant, a decision of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury and acommunication of the Auditor 
for the Treasury giving a list of the claims rejected and disallowed 


disabled surfmen, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, | 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be | 


printed, 
ELECTORAL VOTE OF OREGON. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. .The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a 
certified copy of the final ascertainment of the electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President appointed in the State of Oregon at the 
election held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900. The com- 
munication will be placed on the tiles of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. In regard to the announcement the Chair has just 
made I should like to inquire of the Chair—I have not recently ex- 
amined the law—whether the certificates of the appointment of 
electors are not communicated to the Chair in his capacity asa 
public officer, whether the Senate has any relation to them what- 
ever, and whether they are not in the custody of the President of 
the Senate? The suggestion of the Chair was that the communi- 
cation should be placed on the files of the Senate. I merely wish 
to ask the Chair to have the question considered as to whether such 
communications should go to the files of the Senate or should be 
in the personal or official custody of the Chair without any control 
of the Senate over them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair is not informed. 
The Chair understands that the law requires that the certificates 
of the action of the electors themselves must be presented to the 
President of the Senate, and so forth, but he has no knowledge 
with regard to these particular certificates. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair has done nothing inconsistent with the 
theory I suggested; but when the Chair said that such communi- 
cations go to the files, [ did not know but it might be understood 
that they went onto the Senate files. I think the predecessors of 
the present occupant of the chair in his high office have had a 
safe under their personal control where all these documents have 
been deposited, and the Senate has had no control over them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that the 
present law requires that these communications shall be sent to 
the Secretary of State, to be communicated by him to each House 
of Congress. 

3 an OAR. This communication comes from the Secretary of 
e 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 
A bill (H. R. 958) to divide the State of West Virginia into two 
judicial districts; and 
A bill (H. R.971) todivide Kentucky into two judicial districts. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 154) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
| F. Shott; 
A bill (H. R. 1845) granting pensions to William Allen and 
| Isaac Garman; 
A bill (H. R. 2656) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Gardner; 
A bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Louisa N. 
Godfrey; 
A bill (H. R. 3133) granting a pension to Edward Hounsom; 
A bill (H. R. 3636) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Libby; 
A bill (H. R. 3658) granting a pension to Catherine Broughton; 
A bill (H. R. 3660) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
. Gilbert: 
A bill (H. R. 3705) granting a pension to Almeda Brown; 
| A bill (H. R. 3956) granting an increase of pension to George 
| W. Plants: 
A bill (H. R. 4068) granting an increase of pension to Maria N. 
| Flint; 
A bill (H. R. 4080) granting a pension to James E. Arvin, Te- 
| resa Arvin, and Anna Arvin; 
A bill (H. R. 4143) granting a pension to Laura V. Swearer; 
| <A bill (H. R. 4199) granting increase of pension to Gabriel M. 
| Funk; 
A bill (H. R. 4356) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Bigelow; 
A bill (H. R, 4633) granting a pension to John Calvin Lane; 
A bill (i. R. 5441) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Thompson; 
A bill (H. R. 5643) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peesley; 
A bill (H. R. 6623) granting a pension to Sarah E. Wall; 
A bill (H. R. 7040) granting a pension to Laura Newman; 
| <A bill (H. R. 7203) granting a pension to Thomas F. Walter: 
A bill (H. R,. 7495) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Holloway: 
A bill (H. R. 7745) granting a pension to Lucinda Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 7912) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
A. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 8161) granting a pension to Annis Bean; 
A bill (H. R. 8191) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Bieger: 
A bill (H. R. 8263) granting a pension to Lula M. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 8297) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Buck; 
A bill (H. R. 8418) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Gibbs; 
A bill (H. R. 8535) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
E. Dunham; 
A bill (H. R. 8647) granting a pension to Joseph Connell; 
A bill (H., R. 8942) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Howlett; 
A bill (H. R. 9023) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Dobyns; ; q 
A bill (H. R. 9266) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Caldwell; 
A bill (H. R. 9269) granting a pension to Olie Heaton; 
A bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Louis M. Starring; 
A bill (H. R. 9570) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
F. Rice; 


_ 
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A bill (H. R. 9785) granting a pension to Catherine A. McClana- 
than; 

A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to William 
Snider; 

A bill (H. R. 10089) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
Forbes; 

A bill (H. R. 10183) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A. Reid; 

A bill (H. R. 10333) granting a pension to Sophie De V. Barrett; | 

A bill (H. R. 10570) granting an increase of pension to John 
Kinsey; 

A till (H. R. 10725) granting a pension to Mae Pearman; 

A bill (H. R. 10784) granting an increase of pension to Oliva J. | 
Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 10892) granting an increase of pension to Phebe 
Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 10945) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Wyant: 

A bill (i, R. 11057) granting an increase of pension to Leonhart 
Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 11158) granting a pension to Daniel Palmatary; 

A bill (H. R. 11159) granting a pension to John W. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 11187) granting a pension to James W. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 11198) granting an increase of pension to Gorton 
Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 11211) granting a pension to Thomas Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 11228) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
Thompson; 

A bill (H. R, 11516) granting an increase of pension to Samuel | 
Ryan; and 

A bill (H. R. 11552) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Hebel. 


CHARLES A. BOUTELLE. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 277) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of Charles A. Boutelle as a captain on the retired list of | 
the Navy was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should like very much, owing to | 
the peculiar circumstances of the case, to have the joint resolu- 
tion considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent forthe present consideration of a joint resolu- | 
tion, which will be read in full for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. It authorizes the President of the United States 
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint upon the retired list of the Navy, with the rank of 
captain, Charles A. Boutelle, formerly a volunteer lieutenant on | 
the active list of the Navy. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 
GREER COUNTY, TEX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 2582) to provide for the establishment of the intgrsection of 
the true one hundredth meridian with Red River; to ascertain the 
amount of taxes collected by the State of Texas in what was for- 
merly known as Greer County, and the expenditures made on ac- 
count of said county by said State, and for other purposes, to 
which the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
is called. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senate to concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. They are unimportant, 
and are satisfactory to the Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendments of the House 
of Representatives will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives:; which were, on page 5, line 5, after ‘‘lands,” to insert 
**; and to ascertain the sum received from sale, if any, of any 
public lands sold or disposed of in Greer County by the State of 
Texas, and the present value of such lands;” on page 7, line 1, to 
strike out ‘‘enforce” and insert ‘‘ properly care for the interests 
of the United States in making such investigation and in carry- 
ing out the purposes of;” on page 7, line 1, after ‘‘ report,” to in- 
sert ‘‘in detail;” and on page 7, line 2, after “‘practicable,” to in- 
sert ‘‘: Provided, That the State of Texas shall defray the ex- 
penses of presenting its own case and claims.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownin@, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R, 12447) to amend an act approved June 1, A. D. 1900, 
entitled “‘An act to create the southern division of the southern 
district of Iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 
place for holding court therein;” in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


| 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Middletown and a petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Kushequa, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 


| the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Philippines and Alaska; 


which were referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Ford City, and the African Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Kittanning; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Kushequa; of the congregations of the Free 
Methodist Church of Nealton, the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Ford City, and the Presbyterian Church of Worthington; of the 


| Frazer Union of Chester County; of 73 citizens of Kushequa; of 


Graham Post and M. Edgar Richard Post, Grand Army of the 
tepublic, of Pottstown; of the Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor of Allegheny County; of the congregation of the 
McDowell Memorial Presbyterian Church of Philadelphia, and of 
Sarah B. Steppe, of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, canteen, or transport, 
or upon any premises used for military purposes by the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on Military Afiairs, 
He also presented a petition of 65 citizens of Juniata County, Pa., 
and a petition of 14 citizens of Wilkesbarre, Pa., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the McDowell Memorial Presbyterian 
Church of Philadelphia, and of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylva- 


| nia, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
| of intoxicating liquors in countries inhabited by native races; 


which were reierred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of the First and Third and the 
Traders’ National banks, the Merchants and Mechanics’ Bank, the 
Scranton Savings Bank, the County Savings Bank and Trust 
Company, the Dime Deposit and Discount Bank, the Lackawanna 


| Trust and Safe Deposit Company, and the West Side Bank, all of 


Scranton, in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
discrimination shown in the tax levied upon the capital of banks, 
and praying for the enactment of legislation to remove this unjust 
and oppressive tax; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of Charles M. Taylor’s Sons, 
managers of the Philadelphia Trans-Atlantic Line, remonstrating 
against the enactment of the so-called ship-subsidy bill in its 
present form: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of 11 citizens of Wiscon- 


| sin, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 


of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I present the petition of Mr. David Lubin, of 
New York, in behalf of the State granges of California, Oregon. Illi- 
nois, Washington, Missouri, Virginia. and Pennsylvania, praying 
that protection be given toagricultural staples by placing a bounty 
on exports as part of the act for the protection of shipping by 
subsidies. I ask that the petition may be printed in the RECORD 
and also as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the petition has already been printed as a document. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This is a different and a new petition, em- 
bracing some other material, and 1 do not think it exists in the 
shape of a document. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator if the paper he 
presents is not the same as the document which I hold in my 
hand? . 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; it is a different matter entirely. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the 
petition will be received, printed as a document, printed in the 
REcorpD, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 

[Senate Doc. No. 55, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session. ] 
Memorial to the Senate of the United States, by David Lubin, in behalf of 
the State granges of California, Oregon, lilinois, Washington, Missouri, 

Virginia, and Pennsylvania, demanding protection for agricultural staples 

by a bounty on exports as part of an act for the protection of shipping by 

subsidies. 
THE SUBSIDY SHIPPING BILL AND ITS EVIL INFLUENCES ON AGRICULTURE, 


In the Philadelphia Public Ledger, July 31, 1895, we find that almost all the 
Atlantic coast shipowners and shipbuilders were in convention on this sub- 
ject at Maritime Hall, Philadelphia, and resolutions were unanimously passed 
oe them which said in substance that agricultural staples, being exports, can 
not be protected by a tariff on imports, and that American ships in the for- 
eign trade could likewise not be protected by a tariff on imports. That is,a 
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tariff on imports could protect neither of them. But then other things were 
protected, to wit, manufactures; therefore the “ other things’’ were choking 


the life out of aes andagriculture. So they resolved on what? Protec- 
tion for shipping at the expense of agriculture? Oh,no! For we read how 
Mr. Charles H. Cramp, their leading man, arose and cried down any such un- 


just and unpatriotic notion. He said: 

“Mr. Chairman, I think that when we went to Congress to argue for a 
bounty for ourselves we committed a grave error,and l am going todo what 
Ican to repairit. * * * Ido think now, since I have thought the matter 
over, that we made asignal error, and that instead of tackingagriculture onto 
shipping, we should tack shipping onto agriculture.”” And what Mr. Cramp 
then said was unanimously assented to. and resolutions were adopted that 
the time had come when there should either be absolute and unrestricted free 
trade or equity in protection; and if we are to have protection, it should not 
be limited to the **mono”’ protective system of this country, but the ‘‘dual” 
form in operation in Europe should also bein operation here. These shipping 
men and protectionists then said that protection by a tariff on imports for 
manufactures is only tolerable orequitable when offset by a bounty on exports 
for agriculture, and this is what they voted for. 

But Mr. Wilbur F. Wakeman, the secretary of the American Protective 

Tariff League, and Senator HANNA came along, and no doubt convinced 
these shipping men that it would not pay shipping men and Kepublicans 
nearly so weil for them to strike out into the questionable waters of justice 
and equity as it would to swim along in the placid currents of the ** status in 
quo.” 
. For, reasoned the protection leaders, “To talk export bounty would ex- 
pose the whole ‘snap’ of * protection’ to the fool farmers.”’ And so the ship- 
ping people came down from the exalted pedestal of equity and justice to 
the more practical level of personal advantage. 

Let us consider that American agriculture has no longer the power of fix 
ing the world's price for the agricultural staples,as formerly. The Monthly 
Summary of Commerce and Finance of the United States for July, 1899, page 
229, shows exports of agricultural implements and machinery as follows: 


Seven months ending July, 1897..........-.-.-...--- hiededbeewenseateus $4, 370, 217 
ao OO ee ee 6, 907, 422 
nn NG I occu wahntonsscaedeveuneunses cecceves 10, 508, 775 


Besides this. every important manufacturing center in Europe has now 
“plants” for the manufacture of reapers, mowers, binders, harvesters, and 
gang plows for the cheapest land and labor countries of the world, all in 
competition with the American producer. And this means that this country 
is no longer the price-fixing base for our ee industry; that these agri 
cultural machines are almost all for the cheapest land and labor countries of 
the world; that they are now used in direct competition with our primary 
industry; that the cheapest land and labor countries of the world now fix 
the prices for agricultural staples. And if we at this time, in addition, em- 
ploy vicious legislation which would set home robbers at the throat of our 

rimary industry, such legislation would be rank treason against our pa 
ic; for it would more surely tend to destroy it than the more manly bullets 
of an open enemy. 

The time is now at hand when, if we are to have protection at all, let it be 
“dual” and not “mono.” 
for manufactures, we must also have protection fo: agricultural staples by 
a bounty on exports. One alone isinequity, which ineguity can only be over- 
come by the “dual” system or else by absolute and unrestricted free trade 

And in spirit and substance all this was unanimously assented to at the 
Philadelphia convention by the very same shipping people who are now so 
clamorous and vehement in denying what they then said, as will be seen by 
referring to the Philadelphia papers of July 31, 1895. 

But whatever be the stand or the claims of the shipping people, it remains 
for them to show why the ship-subsidy bill now before Congress is not the 
most vicious and most dangerous political economic measure ever presented 
for national legislation! Under the pretext of upbuilding the American mer- 
chant marine there is to be created the possibility of a trust so powerful in 
the magnitude of unjust money grabbing as to sink into insignificance all 
other attempts in the same direction, but with this difference: While other 
trust devices, designed for the purpose of unjust toll, gather this toll from 
all the people, the hidden purpose of the ship-subsidy bill is to confine the 
robbery to the American farmer. 

And what will be the extent of this robbery? First of all there is to be 
the subsidy of $9,000,000 a year from the United States Treasury, almost all 
of it contributed indirectly by the unprotected American producers of agri- 
cultural staples. Howso’ Because it is the law in economics that the un- 
ot sagan pay for the protection of the protected. Now, agricultural staples, 

sing exports,can not be protected by a tariff onimports. Being unpro- 
tected, the staples of agriculture necessarily pay for the protection of the 
anaes. Therefore, the unprotected producers of agricultural staples in- 

irectly contribute to the United States Treasury, through the operation of 
the protective system, the $9,000,000 a year which the shipping people ask 
should be given them as subsidy. 

But this $9,000,000 of the American farmers’ money which is demanded is 
not by any means the end of the contemplated robbery, but is only the small 
end of the beginning. This is only to serve as the fire, the frying pan, and 
the fat, and hidden behind Senator Frye’s measure is the object tol fried, 
and that a is nothing less than the American farmer bimself. Pass this 
shipping-subsidy bill and drive away the free and unimpeded competition of 
the world's shipping and what will happen? This: That through this ship- 
ping-subsidy device the shipping people will be able to pocket ten, twenty. or 
fifty times more money than the nine millions a year subsidy. For sucha 
measure will make possible a combination which will give the shipping peo 
ple of this country the power to raise and lower the cost of freight at will, 
and this can net them hundreds of millions of dollars a year through the 
power they will have in “ bulling” and in Pn ne Oe the prices in the wheat 
pit, in the cotton exchange, and in manipulating the prices of hops, tobacco, 
meat products, and the other staples of agriculture. Out of whose pockets 
will these hundreds of millions be taken? Out of the pockets of the Ameri- 
can farmer. 

Now, to determine the truth of what has here been said it is deemed in 
order to ask the shipping people what they want the nine million dollar a 
year subsidy for? 

Is it just a simple present from the Government—a sort of “quid pro quo” 
to even up the shipping men for the cost of the protective system? 

Or is this nine million dollar a i subsidy for the purpose of doingaway 
— the competition of foreign ships and for the upbuilding of a merchant 
marine! 

If the shipping men answer that the subsidy is for the former purpose, the 
question remains, Whyshould not the staples of agriculture likewise receive 
a yearly subsidy, since the latter, being exports, can no more be protected 
by a tariff on imports ‘than can ships in the foreign trade be protected that 
way? Especially anxious should the shipping men be to have it so, since 
they are on record as having pledged themselyes in open meeting that they 
would accept no protection which would not embody in the same act equally 
effective protection for agricultural staples. 

Should they, however, claim that the purpose of the subsidy is for the lat- 
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If we are to have protection by a tariff on imports- 
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ter pur —that of driving away of foreign competition in ocean freight 
rates—the question then remains, What will they do with these freight rates 
after they have driven away foreign competition? 

Will they lower the rates below what they have been on an average be- 
tween the years 1887 and 1897? If they will guarantee to do that and agree to 
keep it up for twenty years, then in that event and under undoubted guar- 
antee of good faith it would be a good economic move to have this done. 

But if there are any chances for a raise in the rates of ocean freight, then 
in that event it would be a —_ economic blunder and a great national crime 
to give these shipping people an opportunity to do this. 

Fora raise of freights on export manufactures causes only the direct loss 
of the specitied advance on any one shipment; whereas in ocean freightson 
agricultural staples the case is decidedly different. ¥ 

Here the rise of acent in ocean freights means a decline of a cent on all the 
staples of agriculture, sold or unsold, exported or for home use 

What madness would it not be for a country which exports agricultural 
staples to shut off the very cheapest ocean freight rates which the world can 
give? ’ t : 
Once give the shipping men the power to raise and lower ocean freight 
rates at will and they will have more power than all the other trusts put 
together. It would then enable the shipping people to go into the wheat 
its and cotton exchanges and skin the American farmersas they have never 

een skinned before, for such a syndicate would then be able to “ bear” and 
** bull” the market at pleasure. 

And can this be denied? Letany president or secretary of a wheat pit or 
cotton exchange be asked what can be done by a combination which has the 
power of fixing ocean freight charges at will, and if he is willing to tell the 
truth he will say that such a combination would soon absorb to itself the 
greater part of the wealth of this nation. 

The nine-million-dollar subsidy is therefore not the end, but the mere be- 
ginning. Oncein full swing and the entire amount of the subsidy could prof- 
itably be paid away to bosses and lobbyists in order to keep the law on the 
statute books, so as to enable the syndicate to manipulate the wheat pits and 
cotton exchanges for the purpose of the unparalleled exploitation of the 
farmers of the nation. — 5 

Can statesmen conscientiously and honestly work for a measure like this? 

If we must have protection. iet it be just. So long as it is by a tariff on 
imports for manufactures, it should also be by a bounty on exports for the 
staples of agriculture, when a small part of the eupert bounty could be 
paid to American ships only when carrying these staples. This would avoid 
the danger before pointed out. If itis not deemed just to protect the staples 
of agriculture by a bounty on exports then neither is it just to protect man 
ufactures by a tariff on imports. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present the memorial of Henry 
McCoy, making certain statements relative to his claim now be- 
fore the State Department for money claimed by him out of the 
award in the hands of the State Department in the matter of the 
Delagoa Bay Railroad. I move that the memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of citizens of Jasper, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parce!- 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Missionary Circle 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Tecumseh; of the Woman's 
Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church, of Ishpeming; 
of the Agency for the Protection of Women and Children of De- 
troit, and of sundry citizens of South Lyons and Lexington, all in 
the State of Michigan, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of the Association of Pioneers 
of Washington, praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the First Congregational Church, 
of Centralia, W ash., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Africa; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Seattle, 
Wash., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on proprietary 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry manufacturing 
firms of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the repeal of the duty 
on hides; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Phil Kearny Post, No. 7, Depart 
ment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muskegon, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation giving preference 
to veterans in the public service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURLEY presented the petition of M. H. Clark & Bro. and 
98 other members of the Tobacco Board of Trade of Clarksville, 
Tenn., and of sundry other citizens of Montgomery County, Tenn., 
praying that an appropriation be made to provide for a soil sur- 
vey of the Clarksville tobacco district; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Society of the Colonial 
Dames of America, praying for the enactment of legislation 
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providing for the purchase of Temple Farm, at Yorktown, Va.; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s League of 
Alexandria, Va., praying that an appropriation be made for a 
survey of the Potomac River near that city for the purpose of 
dredging the channel of Hunting Creek; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of Friends of Lou- 
doun County, Va., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of George Carr Round, of Manas- 
sas, Va., praying that the Government acquire title to the land 
upon which the monuments commemorative of the battle of Ma- 
nassas are erected; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


He also presented a petition of sundry keepers and surfmen of | 


Smiths Island, Virginia, and a petition of sundry keepers and 
surfmen of Cobbs Island, Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to amend sections 7 and 8 of an act entitled ‘*An act 
to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to en- 
courage the saving of life from shipwreck;” which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WASHINGTON CITY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present certain papers relating to the im- | 
provement of the city of Washington, and move that they be | 


printed as a document and that 500 copies be bound in paper and 
printed for the use of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MISSOURI HOME GUARDS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent that a letter ad- 
dressed to me from the Record and Pension Office in regard to the 


proceedings of the Hawkins Taylorcommission may be printed as 
a document. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the re- | 


quest of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is made. 


BATES’S PAPER ON SHIPPING, 


Mr. TELLER. I have an historical statement headed “Our | 


shipping impotency: the story of British endeavor to paralyze our 
power at sea,” prepared by William W. Bates, N. A., which I 


believe to be of sufficient importance to have printed as a docu- | 


ment for the use of the Senate, so that Senators may have the 
benefit of the information it contains in the discussion of the sub- 
sidy bill. It contains a good deal of data. I therefore ask that 
the paper be printed as a document. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection tothe request | 


of the Senator from Colorado that the paper referred to by him 
may be printed as a document for the use of the Senate? The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 3794) to provide for the equitable 
distribution of the waters of the Rio Grande River between the 
United States of America and the United States of Mexico, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3089) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Pond; and 

A bill (H. R. 269) granting a pension to Rosa G. Thompson, 
formerly Rosa G. Edwards. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S.4341) to provide for the refund- 
ment of certain moneys to the Republic of Mexico, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.5061) to provide for the refundment of certain moneys to 
the Republic of Mexico, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MCMILLAN on the 
11th instant, proposing to appropriate $10,000 to enable the Libra- 
rian to keep open the Library of Congress from 2 until 10 o'clock 
p. m. on Sundays, intended to be proposed by him to the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, reported it with 
an amendment and submitted a report thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 








DECEMBER 19, 


DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 
101) authorizing the publication of an edition of A Digest of In- 
ternational Law, to report it favorably without amendment. I 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
that there be printed the usual number of copies of A Digest of 
the International Law of the United States, taken from the opin- 
ions of Presidents and Secretaries of States, and of Attorney- 
Generals, and from the Decisions of Federal Courts, and of Joint 
International Commissions in which the United States was a 
party; and that there be printed, in addition to the usual num- 
ber, 2,000 copies for the use of the State Department, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, the digest to be printed under the direction of 
the Secretary of State, and to be brought down to date. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JENNIE L, POTTER, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred Senate resolution 436, to report it favorably with an 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire reports a resolution for which he asks immediate considera- 


|} tion. The resolution will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. NELSON 


| December 15, 1900, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Jennie L. Potter, widow of George F. Potter, deceased, 
late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to six months’ sal- 
ary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate was, in line 3, after the 
name ‘*‘ George F. Potter,” to strike out ** deceased.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5263) granting an increase of 
pension to George Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5264) amending section 715 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, regulating the compensation 
and number of criers and bailiffs in the United States courts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 5265) granting an increase 
of persion to Etta Scott Mitchell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 5266) extending the juris- 
diction of the district court of the United States for Porto Rico 
and fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in said court; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5267) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Joseph D. Moyer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
| on the District of Columbia: 
referred the bill (S.715) granting a pension to Fidillar White, re- | 


A bill (S. 5268) to provide for the rebuilding of the Aqueduct 
Bridge, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 5269) relating to the assessment and reassessment of 
water-main taxes in the District of Columbia (with an accompa- 
nying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5270) to amend the act to regulate gas works in the 
District of Columbia, approved June 23, 1874 (with an accompany- 
ing paper). 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5271) for the re- 
lief of Phillip Hague, as administrator of the estate of Joseph 
Hague, late of New York City, N. Y., deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 5272) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas M. Wimer; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S, 5273) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Hunter, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 5274) granting a pension 
to Jacob Vosburgh; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5275) granting an increase of pension to Edward War- 
ner (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5276) granting an increase of pension to W. A. Jud- 
kins; 

A bill (S. 5277) granting an increase of pension to Kate Ezekiel; 

A bill (S. 5278) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Devlan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5279) granting a pension to Richard Stover; 

A bill (S. 5280) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Presdee; 

A bill (S. 5281) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Graves; 

A bill (8. 5282) granting an increase of pension to Oscar F, 
Sanford; 

A bill (S. 5283) granting an increase of pension to Charles F, 
Holly; 

A bill (S. 5284) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Stewart; 

A bill (S. 5285) granting a pension to Judson N, Pallard; 

A bill (S. 5286) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C, 
Sneed; and 
an bill (S. 5287) granting an increase of pension to Alfred W. 

reen. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 5288) granting a pension to 
H. P. Brookhart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
141) toappoint Frederick R. Smith as a captain on the retired list 
of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Comunittee on Naval Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. KENNEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 4982) for reorganization of the Army 
of the United States, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the salary of the Commissioner-General of Immigration 
from $4,000 to $5,000 per annum and the salary of the chief clerk 
of the Bureau of Immigration from $2,250 to $2,270, intended to 
be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $15,000 to obtain a launch for the customs service in the 
vicinity of Astoria, Oreg., intended to be proposed by him to the 


sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
MONTANA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
ask immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire presents a resolution, for which he asks immediate consider- 
ation, which will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate be discharged from further consideration of the resolu- 
tion authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to send for 
persons and papers in connection with the inquiry concerning the appoint- 
ments of William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senators from the State 
of Montana. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let that resolution go over, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution goes over under the rule. 


CUBAN FUNDS, 
Mr. BACON submitted the following resolution; which was 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
directed to transmit to the Senate the report of Abraham L. Lawshé, giving 
in detail the result of his investigations, made under the direction of the 
War Department, into the receipts and expenditures of the Cuban funds. 


GOVERNMENT OF PORTO RICO, 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico 2,000 copies of public act No. 69, entitled ‘‘An act tem- 
porarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for 
other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900; also, 2,000 copies of public resolu- 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Objection being made, the 





a 





tion No. 23, being a joint resolution to provide for the administration of civil 
affairs in Porto Rico pending the appointment and qualification of the civil 
officers provided for in the act approved April 12, 1900, entitled “An act tem- 
porarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for 
other purposes.”’ 

WATER FILTRATION, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and itis 
hereby, directed to investigate and report to the Senate, at the earliest prac- 
ticable date, the relative advantages of the so-called mechanical system and of 
the slow sand system of water filtration for cities; and the necessary expenses 
of such investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 


CLAIM OF HENRY M’COyY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and is hereby, 
directed to examine the claim of Henry McCoy and to report to the Senate 
whether the Secretary of State should be directed to pay the sum of money 
claimed by him out of the award in the hands of the State Department in 
the matter of the Delagoa Bay Railroad. 


PENSIONS TO PRISONERS OF WAR, 
Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution; which was 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the bill (S. 5055) granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons be printed for use of 
the Senate. 

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 


| tion; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representa- 
tives on Wednesday, the 15th day of February, 1901, at 1 o'clock in the after- 


noon, pursuant to the requirement of the Constitution and laws relating to 
the election of President and Vice-President of the United States, and the 
President of the Senate shall be the presiding officer; that two persons be 
——— tellers on the part of the Senate and two on the part of the House 
of Representatives to make a list of the votes as they shall be declared; that 
the result shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall an- 
nounce the state of the vote and the persons elected to the two Houses assem- 
bled as aforesaid, which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 
President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list 
of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 12447) to amend an act approved June 1, A. D. 
1900, entitled ‘‘An act to create the southern division of the south- 
ern district of Iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 
place for holding court therein, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SEIZURE OF PROPERTY IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to give notice that on Friday morning 

next, directly after the routine business, I shall ask the Senate to 


take up Order of Business No. 18, being the bill (S. 602) to revive 
and amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned prop- 


| erty and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts 


a : ; | within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof. 
I offer a privileged resolution, for which I | 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning business is closed. 


| Under the unanimous-consent agreement, the Secretary will state 


the first unobjected pension bill on the Calendar. 
GEORGE T. HAMILTON, 


Mr. KENNEY. IasktheSenator from New Hampshire to yield 
to me for a moment in order that I may ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S, 986) for the relief of 
George T. Hamilton. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not sure that under a unanimous- 
consent agreement I can consent to the Senator's request, but un- 
less some other Senator objects and the bill leads to debate I shall 
yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. KENNEY. It will only take a moment. If there is any 
debate on the bill, I will withdraw it and not ask for its further 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him. It will be read to the Senate in full for its con- 
sideration. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 986) for the relief of George T. 
Hamilton. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. KENNEY. There is a report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri call for the reading of the report? 

Mr. COCKRELL, This is a new principle which is proposed 
to be adopted, and I should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. KENNEY. There is a report on the bill, made by the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
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The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr, 
TALIAFERRO June R, 1900: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom has been referred the bill (S. 986) for 
the relief of George T. Hamilton, respectfully report as follows: 

George T. Hamilton, of Stanton, Del., seeks to have paid to him the sum of 
$5,000 for injuries sustained by him at the hands of United States soldiers in 
the year A. D. 1863. 

The facts set forth in the petition of said Hamilton and shown by the afii- 
davits filed in the case are as follows: 

George T. Hamilton, then a boy of about 16 years of age, was standing in- 
side his mother’s house, located about 100 yards south of Stanton station, on 
the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad, when he was shot 
through both thighs, almost midway between the hipand knee. The shot 


: . ’ 2 be f United S “a iers } ime | : ; 
was Ses Uyens 2 Sumeber of Sate’ Seats eee wae wanes Caan eae | about one year. I find him suffering from the effects of a gunshot wound, 


on a train on the side track at Stanton station on their way South. 

No permanent injury seems to have resulted from the wound in the left 
leg, but in the right thigh the ball came in contact with the main nerve, clip 
ping some of the fibers, the doctor states, and permanently injuring the nu- 
trition of the lower limb, following which there has been a continuous series 
of ulcerations, caused by such lack of nutrition, the result of the wound before 
mentioned. He is ppwaneny disabled from the effects of this wound, and 
has been prevented from following such occupations as would in health en 


able him to make a living, and this disability, the doctors who have attended | 


him say, is increasing with years, and there is no probability that he will ever 
recover or be able todo much work. He was unable to work fora year after 


the shooting, and in 1885 he was in bed for fifteen weeks, the leg swelling and | 


discharging in a dozen places, and since that time he has not been able to do 
much work on account of said wound, the leg swelling and discharging at 
frequent intervals, causing him much suffering, and at times his life has been 
despaired of. 


George T. Hamilton isa man of about 53 years of age, is married, and has | 


eight children, the eldest of whom is about 24 years of age and the youngest 
about 6 years. 

George T. Hamilton was a track hand on the railroad at the time he was 
shot, and from the testimony appears to have been all his life a sober and 
industrious man. He has no means of support beyond his own exertions. 

An examination by your committee of the claimant disclosed the marks of 
a wound between the knee and hip on the right leg of the claimant, it bein 
very perceptible, especially when the limb was drawn up and then extended, 
showing injury to the main nerve of the leg. The leg between the ankle and 
knee was found to be much swollen and a large scar near the ankle joint indi 
cated that there had been a severe discharge or discharges or ulcerations at 
that point. The leg, from the ankle to the knee, had an unnatural appear- 
ance, indicating a failure of vitality, and the flesh looked lifelessand unhealthy 
from the wound to the ankle. 

in further explanation of the condition of the claimant your committee 
attach hereto copies of the affidavits of the attending physicians, which they 
ask may be taken asa part of their report. 

Your committee recommend the adoption and passage of the aforesaid bill. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANTA, City and County of Philadelphia, ss: 


On this 23d day of February, A. D. 1892, personally came before me, Wil 
liam F. Boyd, a notary public for the county and State aforesaid, George 
W. Hudders, M. D., who, being by me first duly sworn according to law. 
deposes and says: 1 reside at No. 2083 North Eighth street, in the city of 
Philadelphia, Stateof Pennsylvania. I ama practicing physician in said city, 
and have been for the last fifteen years. I formerly resided in the village of 
Christiana, in the county of Newcastle and State of Delaware, and practiced 
medicine there and in the adjoining neighborhood. 

I knew George T. Hamilton, of Stanton, in the State of Delaware, in the 
year 1863. I think it was early in the spring of that year [ was called in to 
attend him for wounds received from a United States soldier who fired from 
a train at Stanton station, or such was the information I received from the 
family and others in regard to the matter. l found that Hamilton had been 
shot, the bullet passing through both his thighs about midway of the femur 
or thigh bone, and passing posterior of the femur, barely escaped striking 
the bones of both thighs: f attended Hamilton until he was able to get about 
again; I can not at this time recollect just how long. Hamilton was a boy at 
the time I attended him for the above-mentioned wounds of probably some 
16 years. The wounds from which | found Hamilton suffering when called 
upon to attend him were what we term gunshot wounds, and I would say 


had been caused by a rifle ball. On the day on which George T. Hamilton | 


was shot there was a good deal of firing done by soldiers from passing trains 


at Stanton. 
G. W. HUDDERS. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me the day and year aforesaid. 
(SEAL. ] WM. F. BOYD, Notary Public. 


STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 

On this 5th day of May, A. D. 1898, before me, J. Perkins Groome, notary 
public for the county and State aforesaid, personally came Francis L 
Springer, M. D., who, being by me first duly sworn according to law, deposes 
and says: [am a practicing physician and reside at Newport, in the county 
and State aforesaid; from the year 1877 until one year ago, when I moved to 


Newport, Del.,I resided and practiced medicine at Christiana, Del.; I have | 


known George T. Hamilton, of Stanton, Del., since the year 1878, and have 
attended him at different times since then until about one yearago. In the 
year 1885 I attended him for three months; during that time he was confined 


to his bed and suffered a great dea!. His trouble comes from the right leg, | 


which swells, breaks out, and discharges at certain periods. It breaks out 
between the ankle and knee and gives him much pain, and is the result of an 
old injury to the leg. 

Ihave been told by Hamilton and others that he was shot through both legs, 
above the knee, by soldiers of the United States Army, about the year 1863, and 
I should say that the trouble for which I have attended him comes from such 
aninjury. Since I attended him in 1565 he has been able to work very little, 
not one third of the time. He is a sober and industrious man and works 
whenever heisable. I have no expectation that his leg will ever be well or 
that he will be able to work much more. Hamilton's condition has been 
worse of late years. I do not believe that he is able to work two weeks out 
of the year at this time, and for the last four or five years he has been able 
to do but little work, on account of.this wound. I have understood that Dr. 
George F. Hudders, late of Philadelphia, dec . who formerly lived at 
Christiana, practiced medicine there, attended Mr. Hamilton at the time he 


was shot. 
FRANCIS L. SPRINGER, M. D. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me the day and year first above written. 
J. PERKINS GROOME, Notary Public. 


DECEMBER 19, 


STATE OF DELAWARE, Neweastle County, ss: 


On this 29th day of April, A. D. 1898, before me, Edward_T. Frice, notary 
public for the State of Delaware, personally comes Horace Bradley, who, be- 
ing by me first duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: My name is 


| Horace Bradley; my age is about fifty-four years; [ama physician, practicing 


medicine at Marshallton, Del.; I have resided at Marshaliton for about four 
years; I was graduated at the Jefferson Medical College, Philadelphia, in 
March, 1865; previous to that time I had been a medical cadet in the United 
States Army, serving at McKim’s Hospital, Baltimore, Md., and at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. After graduation I was assistant surgeon in the United States 
Army and was surgeon in charge at Geer Hospital, at Wilmington, N.C.,and 
afterwards assistant medical director of the Department of North Carolina 
until July, 1865, after the close of the war. 

I have attended George T. Hamilton, of Stanton, Del., as his physician for 


the shot said to have been fired by soldiers moving through the State of Del- 
aware under orders from the United States. The ball passed throueli both 
thighs almost midway between the hip and knee. In the right thigh it came 
in contact with the main nerve, clipping some of the fibers, thus permanently 
injuring the nutrition of the lower limb, following which there has beena 
continuous series of ulcerations, caused by such lack of nutrition, a direct 
result of the gunshot wound before spoken of. He is permanently disabled 
from the effects of this wound, and has been prevented trem following such 
occupations as would in health have enabled him to make a living, and this 


| disability will continue during his life. 


| have examined the wound and find marks which were in all probability 
made by a bullet, as claimed by himself and others. There have been fre- 
quent ulcerations of the right leg, caused by the defective nutrition of the 
part heretofore spoken of, the last ulceration occurring within six months 


| of this time and now just healed up, but in all probability other ulcerations 


will continue to follow each other successively from the same cause so long 


as he lives. 
HORACE BRADLEY. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me the day and year aforesaid. 
EDWARD T. PRICE, Notary Public. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have listened to the reading of 
the report, though Iam not sure I heard every sentence of it. If 


| I did, it contains a statement of the physician of the beneficiary 


of this bill, but it does not contain a statement of the principle or 
rule under which the United States is expected to make compen- 
sation in such cases. I should be glad to have stated what were 
the circumstances of the firing, whether its consequence was by 
mere accident or whether it was the result of an error of some 
officer in the discharge of his duty, for which, I believe, the Gov- 
ernment has never admitted its responsibility. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, 1 agreed to withdraw the bill if 


| it provoked debate, but, with the consent of the Senator from New 


Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], if he will pardon me, I will suggest 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that Mr. Hamilton was injured 
by the firing of a certain Massachusetts regiment which was going 
to the front in 1863 and had been siletracked at a place called 
Stanton Station, between Wilmington and Newark, in the State 
of Delaware. These menseemed to be without the control of their 


| officers. They spent some hours in firing from the windows of 
| the cars, and the result of that shooting was the injury to this 


man, which has made him a cripple for life. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


| ent consideration of the bill? 


Mr. HOAR. I still do not see on what principle the Govern- 
ment is to undertake responsibility in such cases. If the careless 
or wanton acts of soldiers during a war be a reason for compen- 
sation from the Government, I suppose there must be millions 
upon millions of such claims in tae Southern States. WhenI 
was upon the Committee on Claims of this body, not so long after 
the war, the principles were very well settled on which we would 
proceed, and we certainly must have denied a very large number 
of applicants whose cases stood on precisely the same principle as 
this one. It is very hard even to suggest a delay when a person 
in the miserable plight described is the object of the bill, but I 
think it had better stand over untilto-morrow. The Senator from 
Delaware can then call it up again. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, 

Mr. KENNEY. Idesire to say that I do not believe the Gov- 
ernment of the United States desires to avoid responsibility in a 


| case of this kind any more than a corporation or an individual 


could avoid it. There can be no question that if this injury had 
resulted from the negligence of a corporation or an individual the 
claimant would have been enabled to recover in any court of the 
State of Delawareorelsewhere. I hopethe Senator will not object 
to the present consideration of the bill. I think it is a most just 
measure. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is a new doctrine to say that any 
government is responsible for the results of the carelessness of its 
soldiery in war. A corporation is lawfully responsible ordinarily 
for the negligence of its officers. That doctrine would impose 
upon this Government the payment of millions and perhaps hun- 
dreds of millions; it would bring an enormous responsibility. I 
object for the time being. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill resumes its place on 
the Calendar without prejudice. The first pension bill on the 
Calendar will be stated. 
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BETSEY L. WOODMAN, 


The bill (8.5015) granting a pension to Betsey L. Woodman was 
announced as first in order, and it was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension rvull, subject_to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Retsey L. Woodman, widow of Daniel C. 
Woodman, late first lieutenant Company A, Thirteenth Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $17 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CAROL C. KRAYENBUHL, 


Mr. GALLINGER. There is a bill on the Calendar previous to 
the one just considered. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3851) granting a pension to Mrs. M. G. 
Krayenbuhl. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike outall after the enacting 
clause and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Carol C. Krayenbuhl, widow of Maurice G. 
Krayenbuhl, late captain and commissary of subsistence, United States Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor 
children of the said Maurice G. Krayenbuh] until they reach the age of 16 years. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Was that bill passed over and left on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was passed over when the pension bills 
were last under consideration so that I might prepare a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Carol C, Krayenbuhl.” 


FRANCIS H. BUFFUM, 


The bill (S. 5016) granting an increase of pension to Francis H. 
Buffum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pare to place on the pension roll the name of Francis H. Buffum, 
ate of Company F. Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA N.' LORD. 


The bill (S. 5045) granting a pension to Eliza N. Lord wasconsid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Eliza N. Lord, dependent mother of Hor- 
ace W. Lord, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hera pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H, SHAPLEY, 


The bill (S. 5017) granting a pension to George H. Shapley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of George H. Shapley, late unassigned 
Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PHEBE E. BABCOCK. 

The bill (S. 4836) granting an increase of pension to Phebe Bab- 
cock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the poamee laws, the name of Phebe E. Babcock, widow of William 
J. Babcock, late of Companies E and B, Second Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, Thatin the event of the death of Carrie 
E. Babcock, invalid and dependent child of said William J. Babcock, the ad- 
ditional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Tke bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Phebe E. Babcock.” 


GEORGE A. PARKER. 


The bill (S. 4841) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,” to strike out 
**seventy-two” and insert “ fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George A. Parker, late of 

Company D, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; } 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


| GIDEON W. T. RIDLON, 
The bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pension to Gideon 








W. T. Ridlon was considercd as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Gideon W. T, 
Ridlon, late of Company C, Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30’ per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMOS W. FELKER. 


The bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Amos W. Felker, late of the 
Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MINERVA M’CLERNAND. 


The bill (S. 5090) granting a pension to Minerva McClernand 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Minerva McClernand, widow of the 
late Maj. Gen. John A. McClernand, United States Volunteers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH L, PALMER, 


The bill (S. 5091) granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
| sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Hannah L. Palmer, widow of the late 
Maj. Gen. John M. Palmer, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension 
|} at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 






the third time, and passed, 
EXPENSES OF INAUGURAL CEREMONIES, 

Mr. HANNA. Out of order I ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution, and I request its present consideration. ; 

The joint resolution (S. R. 142) to enable the Secretary of the 
Senate to pay the necessary expenses of the inaugural ceremonies 
of the President and Vice-President of the United States March 4, 
1901, was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That to enable 
the Secretary of the Senate to pay the necessary expenses of the inaugural 
ceremonies of the President and Vice-President of the United States March 
4, 1901, in accordance with the programme adopted by the Committee of Ar- 
rangements, appointed under resolution of the Senate of the lith day of 
December, 1900, including the pay for extra police for three days, at $3 per 
day, there is hereby ig AY ge out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, the 
same to be immediately available. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 


CRORE OS 
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There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES S. DEVINE, 


The bill (H. R. 6424) granting a pension to Charles 8. Devine 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Charles S. Devine, late first- 
class pilot in the Mississippi River Squadron, and to pay him a 
pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTA ULLMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to Augusta Ullman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Augusta Ullman, widow of 
Charles Ullman, late of Company H, Second United States Dra- 
goons, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LURINDA LAUGHLIN, 


The bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Lurinda Laughlin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dependent,” to insert 
‘invalid and;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lurinda Laughlin, invalid 
and dependent daughter of William Laughlin, late of Company H, One hun- 
dred and forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

KATE EZEKIEL. 

The bill (8.1550) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Kate | 
Ezekiel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Kate Ezekiel, widow of David I. Ezekiel, 
late second lieutenant Company B, Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Kate Ezekiel.” 

JOHN GEIBEL. 


The bill (S. 5032) granting a pension to John Geibel was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘ First,” to insert ‘‘ Regi- | 
ment;” in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert “ thirty;” | 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ month,” to insert “in lieu 
of that he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Geibel, late of Company 
K, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas toread: ‘‘ A bill granting an increase 
of pension to John Geibel.” 


HARRIET C, MERCUR. 


The bill (S. 136) granting a pension to Harriet Clarissa Mercur, 
widow of James Mercur, late professor of civil and military engi- 
neering in the United States Military Academy at Westpoint, 
N. Y., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Harriet C. Mercur, widow of James 
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Mercur, late professor of civiland military engineering, with rank of colonel, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriet C. Mercur.” 


MARY A. WHITMORE, 


The bill (H. R. 1734) granting a pension to Mary A, Whitmore 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ late,” strike out the name 
‘*McCullon” and insert ‘‘McCullow;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Whitmore, 
widow of Michael H. McCullow, late of Company ©, Thirty-fifth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET CROTSENBURG, 


The bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the name ‘‘Crotsenburg,” to strike 
out ‘‘ Nick” and insert ‘‘ Nicholas;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
| sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Crotsenburg, 


widow of Nicholas Crotsenburg, late second lieutenant Company F, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,and pay hera pension at the 
rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE 0, COLE, 


The bill (H. R. 7190) granting an increase of pension to George 
O. Cole was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George O. Cole, late 
of Company F, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA C, STEPHENSON, 


The bill (H. R. 7012) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
C, Stephenson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Emma C. 


| Stephenson, widow of William Stephenson, late first lieutenant 


Company A, Eighth Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay 
her a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NICHOLAS BRIGGEMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
olas Briggeman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nicholas 
Briggeman, late of Ordnance Corps, United States Army, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. WOODMAN, 


The bill (S. 4418) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Woodman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,” to strike out ‘‘of” 
and insert ‘‘ first lieutenant;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Wood- 
man, late first lieutenant Company L, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT WETZEL, 


The bill (S. 4277) granting a pension to Albert Wetzel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out “a 
private;” and in line 7, after the word ‘“ Pennsylvania,” to strike 
out ‘“‘ Infantry Volunteers” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry;” so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert Wetzel, late of Com- | 
pany I, One hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES A, WESTFIELD. 


The bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Westfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles A. West- 
field, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH B, WHITING. 


The bill (S. 5081) granting a pension to J. B. Whiting was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,” to strike out the let- 
ter ‘*‘ J.” and insert ‘‘ Joseph;” in the same line, before the word 
**surgeon,”’ to strike out ‘*major;” and in line 8, after the word 
‘*month,” to insert ‘‘ in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph B. Whiting, late sur- 
geon Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph B. Whiting.” 

CORNELIUS W. ROBERTS. 

The bill (H. R. 1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W. Rob- 
erts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Cornelius W. Roberts, late 
of Company B, Pike County, Missouri, Home Guards, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F, CLOUD. 


The bill (S. 4856) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Cloud was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William F. Cloud, late of Company K,. Second | 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and colonel Tenth Reui- | 
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry and Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer | 
Cavalry, war of the rebellion, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FANNIE M. O’LINN, 


The bill (H. R. 7553) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
M. O’Linn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Fannie M. O’Linn, 
widow of Daniel H, O’Linn, late of Company F, Ninety-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, _ 
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ROLAND BURNETT. 


The bill (H.R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty” and insert ‘‘twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Roland Burnett, late 
of Company D, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN NICKLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 7328) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Nicklin, late 
of the First Battery, Minnesota Volunteer Light Artillery, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JULIA E. G. LEWIS. 

Tho bill (H.R.1803) granting a pension to Julia E. G. Lewis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Julia E. G. Lewis, widow of 
William H. Lewis, late of Company C, Third Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL W. KIRKENDALL. 

The bill (H. R. 6095) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Kirkendall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel W. Kirk- 
endall, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA J. DE SILVA. 

The bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Lydia J. De Silva, widow of 


| Josiah W. De Silva, late of Company F, One hundred and second 


Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. RAINEY. 


The bill (H. R. 10750) granting a pension to James H. Rainey 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James H. Rainey, late of 


| Companies E and C, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cav- 


alry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MICAGER PHILPOT. 
The bill (H. R. 4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot was 


| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


on the pension roll the name of Micager Philpot, late of Company 
A, First Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FANNY HEALY. 

The bill (S. 1986) granting a pension to Fanny Healy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word “ Interior,” to insert “be, 
and he;” in line 4, after the word “ authorized,” to insert ‘‘ and 
directed;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ place,” to strike out 
“upon” and insert ‘‘on;” in line 6, after the name “Healy,” to 
strike out ‘‘ deceased;” and in line 8, after the word “ Cavalry,” to 
insert ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month;” so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fanny Healy, widow of Ches- 
ter Healy, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


the third time, and passed. 
HENRY L. WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension to Henry L. White was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Henry L. White, late of Company D, 
Fourth Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


EDMUND P. TIERNEY, 


The bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
P. Tierney, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
‘* forty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edmund P. Tierney, late 
hospital steward. United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

MARY ELIZABETH MOORE, 

The bill (S. 3680) granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Moore 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretar 
directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
ef the pension laws, the name of Mary Elizabeth Moore, widow of William 
M. Moore, late captain Company G, Third Regiment North Carolina Volun 
teer Mounted Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD O. GREENLEAF, 


The bill (S. 5192) granting an increase of pension to Richard O. 
Greenleaf was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
see 3 to place on the pension roll the name of Richard O. Green- 


eaf, late captain Company B, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire | 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. MERRITT. 


The bill (S. 4876) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Merritt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Merritt, 
widow of John G. Merritt, late of Company K, First Regiment 


Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 | 


per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | , - ‘ ~ , 
| amendments, in line 7, after the word “lieutenant,” to insert 


FRANCES M. REILLY. 


The bill (S. 5108) granting an increase of pension to Frances M. 
Reilly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 


amendments. in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
*‘ fifty” and insert “ forty,” and in line 9, after the word “‘ receiv- 
ing” to insert *‘ and two dollars per month additional on account 
of each of the minor children of said Henry J. Reilly until they 
shall reach the age of sixteen years;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances M. Reilly, widow of 
Henry J. Reilly, late captain Light Battery F, Fifth Regiment United States 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving, and § per month additional on account of each of the 
minor children of said Henry J. Reilly until they shall reach the age of 16 
years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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| pany G, Sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry. and pay 





of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 





DECEMBER 19, 


CHARLES FRYE. 
The bill (S. 2621) granting an increase of pension to Charles Frye 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Frye, late of Com- 
im a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH QUINN. 

The bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension to Joseph Quinn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Joseph Quinn, late of Company 
F, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOSES H. TABER. 


The bill (H. R. 315) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
H. Taber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Moses H. Taber, 
late of Company B, Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BETSEY A, SUMMERS. 

The bill (H. R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to Betsey 
A. Summers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Betsey A. Sum- 
mers, widow of Rowen Summers, late first lieutenant Company 


| G, Seventeenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to 


pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LUCIE M. MABRY. 


The bill (S. 5039) granting an increase of pension to Lucie M. 


| Mabry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Lucie M. Mabry, widow of Woodford H. 
Mabry, late colonel First Regiment Texas Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


CHARLOTTE W. DREW. 
The bill (S. 5093) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 


| W. Drew was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


**Company I;” in the same line, after the word * Twelfth,” to in- 


| sert **Regiment;” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to 


strike out “‘ sixty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the bi’! read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte W. Drew, widow 
of Alfred W. Drew, late first lieutenant Company I, Twelfth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month. in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL M. WORLEY. 

The bill (S. 1014) granting an increase of pension to Rachel M, 
Worley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 





‘ 





pension e@ of Rachel M. Worley, w . Wor- 
ger of pan Third Regiment North Ce Vole hed 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of — dollars per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that ‘‘fifteen” beinserted in line 2, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS H. RIDEN. 


The bill (H.R. 10524) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
H. Riden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll thename of Lewis H. Riden, late 
of Company C, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


THOMAS CLAIBORNE, 


The bill (S.4575) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Claiborne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the previsions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Claiborne, late first_ lieutenant 
Company D, United States Mounted Rifles, war with Mexico, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, f 

The bil! was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE B, SHARRARD, 


The bill (H. R. 8735) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
R. Sharrard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
—— to place on the pension roll the name of Annie B. Shar- 
rard, widow of Samuel R. Sharrard, late captain Company C, 
Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES CLAUSSEN, 


The bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Claussen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses tu place upon the pension roll the name of Charles Claussen, 
ate private Company D, Eighth United States Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that heis now 
receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY SMITH, 


The bill (S. 3653) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Smith, late of Com- 
pany I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER SHELT. 


The bill (S. 3648) granting an increase of pension to Peter Shelt 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


place on the pension roll the name of Peter Shelt, late of Company | 
A, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay | 
him a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK VOGEL. 


The bill (S. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Frederick | 


Vogel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*thirty ” and insert ‘‘twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Vogel, late of Com 
pany K, Twenty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN D, THOMPSON. 


The bill (S. 5126) granting a pension to John T. Thompson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name ‘*‘ John,” tostrike out ** T” 
and insert ‘‘D;” in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out ‘‘ thirty-six ” and insert “‘ twenty-four,” and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘month,” to insert ‘‘in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John D. Thompson, late of 
Company C, Third Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increaso 
of pension to John D. Thompson.” 

CHARLES C. BUNTY. 

The bill (S. 2319) granting an increase of pension to Charles C, 
Bunty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘“‘late,” to strike out ‘‘a 
private;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Pennsylvania,” to insert 
** Volunteer,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,” 
to strike out ‘‘ Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles C. Bunty. late of 
Company C, Two hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO C. REMBAUGH. 


The bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
C. Rembaugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to pension Alonzo C. Rembaugh, late of Company C, 
Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA H. HIXSON, 


The bill (H, R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word ‘“‘ authorized,” insert ‘‘and 
directed; in line6, beforethe word ‘‘ widow,” tostrike out *‘ Hixon” 
and insert ‘*‘ Hixson;” in the same line, after the name ‘' Daniel,” 
to strike out ‘** Hixon” and insert ‘‘ Hixson;” and in line 8, before 
the word ‘‘ war,” to insert ‘‘ Indian;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria H. Hixson, widow of 
Daniel Hixson, late a captain of Michigan Volunteers, Black Hawk Indian 


war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The amendments were agreed to. 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Maria H. Hixson.” 


JACOB HIGHT, 


The bill (S. 5139) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Hight 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars.” to strike out 
‘* fifty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 


i 

; 

} 

| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Hight. late of Company 
D, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . . 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY C, COOMBS. 


The bill (S. 5140) granting a pension to Mary C. Coombs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pension 
Mary ©. Coombs, former widow of William Atkisson, late sur- 
geon Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at the rate 
of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY SANDERS. 

The bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Mary Sanders was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the nameof Mary Sanders, ohleny of Frederick Sanders, 


late of Company D, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
EMILY HAINES HARRISON, 


The bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines Har- 
rison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
to pension Emily Haines Harrison, late a nurse in the Medical 


Department, United States Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per | 


month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without anendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


MARY E. LACEY. 
The bill (H. R. 8218) granting a pension to Mary E. Lacey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


H. Roby, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteer [nfantry, and late an Army narse in the Medical Depart- 


ment, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 | 


per month, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTIN V. B. WINKLER. 


The bill (H. R. 10778) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
tin V. B. Winkler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martin V. B. 
Winkler, late of Company K, Forty-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN R. WILEY. 


R. Wiley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 


~ 


amendment, in line 7, after the word * Infantry,” to insert ‘‘ and 
Third Brigade, Third Division, Second Army Corps;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Re it enacts d, etc . 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject erro isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin R. Wiley, late a 


musician, Twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and | 


Third Brigade, Third Division, Second Army Corps, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the time, and passed. 

EMMA T, MARTIN, 


The bill (S. 1828) granting a pension to Emma T. Martin was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- | 


rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Emma T. Martin, widow of John C. Martin, | 


late of Company E, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
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It proposes 


It proposes to place on | 


the pension roll the name of Mary E. Lacey, widow of Benjamin | ; 
pone t ae . 3enjamin | ment was concurred in. 





| the pension roll the name of Charles Scott, late 
| Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


| line to strike out the word ‘‘ Volunteers;” 
| read: 


DECEMBER 19, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. CANNON, ALIAS JAMES CANNON, 


The bill (S. 3264) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Cannon, alias James Cannon, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
William J. Cannon, alias James Cannon, late of Company F, Sev- 
enth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

AMOS L, HOOD, 

The bill (S. 3224)granting a pension to Amos L. Hood was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That_the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Amos L. Hood, late of Company D, 


| One hundred and seventy-first Regiment Ohio National Guard Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, the same to be 
paid tohim without deduction for any alleged former erroneous payments 
of pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. GARDNER. 

The bill (S. 2785) granting a pension to William H, Gardner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of William H. Gardner, late second lieutenant 
Company E, Thirtieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


| him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Gardner.” 
CHARLES SCOTT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5144) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Scott, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment; and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It = to place on 

ieutenant-colonel 


him a pension of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


The bil! (S. 5128) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | P@S8¢4. 


MARY R. PIKE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5235) granting a pension 
to Mary R. Pike, to report it with amendments; and I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments in line 6, after 
the word “Sixteenth,” to insert ‘‘Regiment;” in line'7, after the 
words ‘‘ New Hampshire,” to insert ‘‘ Volunteers,” and in the same 
so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary R. Pike, widow of 
James Pike, late colonel, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
funtry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE BARRETT. 

_Mr. GALLINGER, I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5033) granting a pension 
to Lizzie Barrett, to report it favorably with an amendment; and 
I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie Barrett, widow of Michael Barrett, 
alias Michael Lynch, late of Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and 
$2 per month additional on account of each of the minor children of said 
Michael Barrett, alias Michael Lynch, until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12838) making ap- 
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, | 
to report it with two amendments. It is important that the bill 
should be considered now, in order that it may get back to the | 
other House and be acted upon before the holiday adjournment. 
So I ask that it may be taken up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). Is | 
there objection to the request made by the Senator from Maine 
for the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HALE, I ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
may be considered as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 7, on page 1, to insert the following: 

SENATE. | 

For folding speeches and pamphlets at a rate not exceeding $1 per thou- | 
sand, $1,000. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 21, on page 4, to insert the 
following: 

Naval Observatory: Observation of total eclipse of the sun in May, 1901: 
For the preparation and outfit of instruments and their transportation, the 
purchase of additional apparatus and material, including photographic ma- 
terial, the erection of suitable buildings at each station, and generally the 
expenses of preparation and observation, including the living expenses of 
parties at the several stations, $10,000. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and ten min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 
o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, December 20, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

















NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 19, 1900. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


William Frye Tibbetts, of Alabama, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, in place of 
Joseph W. Burke, deceased. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Asa Rogers, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Virginia, in place of James D. Brady, 
deceased. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut. Harry Lee, to be a captain in the United States 
Marine Corps, from the 23d day of July, 1900, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade. 

First Lieut. Frederick H. Delano, to be a captain in the United 
States Marine Corps, from the 23d day of July, 1900, to fill a va- 
cancy existing in that grade. 


CAPTAIN OF INFANTRY. 
Andrew Geddes, late captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain of infantry, December 18, 1900, 





PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 
Capt. Constantine Chase, Fourth Artillery, to be major, Decem- 


ber 15, 1900, vice Hess, Third Artillery, retired from active serv- 
ice. 


First Lieut. John K. Cree, Sixth Artillery, to be captain, De- 


cember 15, 1900, vice Chase, Fourth Artillery, promoted. 


Second Lieut, William W. Hamilton, Second Artillery, to be 


first lieutenant, December 15, 1900, vice Cree, Sixth Artillery, pro- 
moted, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 19, 1900, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

P. A. Surg. George H. Barber, to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 7th day June, 1900. 

Samuel Sayre Rodman, a citizen of Kentucky, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, from the 14th day of December, (90). 

John Mosley Brister, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, from the 14th day of December, 1900. 

POSTMASTER. 
J. M. Patterson, to be postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 


| of Wasco and State of Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 18, 1900. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 11 o’clock a. m., 

Wednesday, December 19) resumed its session. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. LANHAM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for one day, on account of sickness. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
3y unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 

discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2703) 
granting a pension to Mary M. F. Flagler; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

GRADE CROSSINGS, ETC., BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 

Mr. BABCOCK, I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of bills reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. COWHERD. Allow me to say that we who areopposed to 


| this measure do not wish to offer any factious opposition to it. 


But we do say tothe gentleman from Wisconsin {/Mr. Baspcock 
s 


| and other members supporting the bill that we shall insist upon 


fair treatment in regard tothemeasure. Weshall insist uponour 


| right to offer substantive amendments affecting the bill and, as we 


think, perfecting it; and we want to be heard reasonably in the 
discussion of these propositions. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
knows that there is no quorum here at the present time to vote 
upon the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. We do not 
wanttoraise that point; but we do insist that the gentleman should 
agree that we shall receive fair treatment in the consideration of 
this bill, and that he will not attempt to suppress discussion upon 


| substantial amendments which may be presented. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say that the committee wanted full 


| and fair discussion of this measure. We had abundance of time 


yesterday. There was no reason on earth why the proposition 


i should not have been discussed. And we have no idea now of 


limiting discussion on any amendments which may be offered in 
good faith. But, Mr. Speaker, when dilatory tactics are pursued 
and amendments offered and discussion engaged in simply to con- 
sume time, we must insist upon the House proceeding in an or- 
derly way. 

Mr. COWHERD. On that point allow me to say that no mem- 
ber on this side that took the floor yesterday consumed more than 
half of the time which he was allowed under the rules. The only 
request of the minority was that the last twenty-five minutes 
should be given to other gentlemen that had expressed a desire to 
be heard in opposition to the measure. If the gentleman says that 
to-day there is to be no opposition to the offering of substantive 
amendments or to reasonable debate upon them, [ shall make no 
opposition to his motion. 

_The SPEAKER, Has the gentleman from Missouri any propo- 
sition or suggestion to submit? The Chair always thinks it 
proper to indulge gentlemen in reaching an understanding. 

Mr. COWHERD. I willstatemy proposition. Ihave prepared 
several substantive amendments looking to the removal of the 
railroad station from the Mall and regulating the occupation of 
other public property. These I want to present to the House; and 
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I want reasonable time to discuss them. If the gentleman says with the section. Ido not care to discuss it now, for I prefer to 


that such opportunity is to be allowed us, I propose to make no 
opposition to the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Possibly we can agree on the time for discus- 
sion and for taking a vote. 

Mr. COWHERD. Wecan not do that now very well, because 
the bill contains 16 or 17 sections. I would uot like to agree to 
the gentleman's suggestion now. I have here five or six amend- 
ments, some four of them pertaining practically to the same 
thing—the removal of the railroad station from the Mall. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And I havetwoamendments which I would 
like to offer in the same direction—amendments intended simply 
to preserve the attractive appearance of the Mall. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There will be no attempt to cut off amend- 
ments which may be offered in good faith. Of that I can assure 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not wish to interfere 
in this matter improperly; but if I may be indulged a moment, I 
would like to call attention to the fact that there have been no 
amendments offered to the bill on this side of the House. The 
delay which has occurred, as I remember, was upon amendments 
offered by the committee themselves. No unimportant or trivial 
amendments have been offered by us, and none offered for mere 
delay. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will call the attention of the gentleman from 
Tennessee to the fact that the amendments of the committee so 
far as considered yesterday seemed to be of a formal character 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But they were not our 
amendments. 

Mr. PAYNE. And there was no discussion upon those propo- 
sitions; nothing was said upon them on one side or the other. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think we can get along 
this morning if we proceed in the ordinary way. 

Mr. GAINES. During my absence from the Hall a few minutes 
yesterday at my usual lunch down stairs, pleasantly enough, with 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. PoLK], himself a Tennessean, 
and a mutual friend, a Tennessee lady, a member of the Hermitage 
Association, Iseefrom the Recorp of yesterday, certain statements 
were made that roflect upon my people, and | want to be heard a 


few moments in rep!y. I do not want to be captious about the | 


pending biil, which I so much oppose, and I have not been, and I 
will not insist, as I have a right to do, to make technical but fatal 
objections to proceeding with business, but I am willing for the 
business to proceed if I am permitted to address the House upon 
this other matter that touches me more deeply than I ever was 
before in this House, and more so than this bill does or ever could. 


Ihave faced and propose to continue to face the grave issues | : 
to the amendments which have been read, 


which the pending measure raises, but | demand that I be given 


at least five or seven minutes that I may properly allude to what I | 


consider an uncalled-for criticism and reflection upon the people 
of Tennessee, my neighbors and friends, our beautiful and patri- 
otic women, loving and loyal men. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Why, Mr. Chairman, several hours of time | rat a { i 
|to. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment which the 


were consumed on yesterday by useless and dilatory roll calls. 


Mr. COWHERD. Because the gentleman would not allow us | 


thirty minutes, as we requested. 
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Mr. BABCOCK. But there is no desire to cut off any reasona- | 
ble and proper debate on any amendmentto the bill. If the bill is | 
wrong in any particular it ought to be amended, and no one would | 
support such amendment with more alacrity than the committee | 
which reports it if itis shown to need such amendment. But 
other matters are pressing upon the House, and we are anxious to | 


bring this to a vote at a reasonable and proper time. That is all 


the committee asks and all they have sought to accomplish. | 


Now, if the gentleman has any suggestion to make about a vote 
or the time for a vote I should be very glad to hear him. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Ifthe gentleman had shown 


that disposition on yesterday there would have been none of the | 


delay of which he speaks. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for further consid- 
eration of the bills reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill S. 1929, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I did not understand that 
debate was closed on the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that debate was closed by 
unanimous consent, although the section is still open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want an amendment read in connection 


DECEMBER 19, 


discuss it in connection with the next section or the succeeding 
one. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 15, amend by inserting the word “to” between the words 
‘“‘and B street,” and strike out after the word “to” “and upon that portion 
of the Mall hereinafter described.” 

Also in line 19, between the words “and B street,” insert the word “to,”’ 
and in said line, after the word ‘‘southwest,” strike out “to and upon said 
portion of said Mall.” 

In line 22 strike out the word “are” and insert ‘“‘may be.” 

Mr. COWHERD. I will simply say, Mr. Chairman, that this 
is the adjustment of this portion of the bill to the amendment I 
desire to offer to section 2, which is designed to eliminate the 
occupation of the Mall and put the depot at the point which I in- 
dicated on the map on yesterday. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that debate is only pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent on this section. 

Mr. GAINES. On yesterday, while I was at lunch at the usual 
lunch hour, there occurred a colloguy upon the floor of the 
House—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him, I wish to say that debate has closed upon this section, and if 
he will wait until we get to the next section I will offer no objec- 
tion to his occupying the floor. 

Mr. GAINES. Very well. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask unani- 
mous consent that the four amendinents I shall offer at the proper 
place be considered as pending until we reach the portion of the 
bill on page 4 which provides for the occupation of the Mall, at 
which place I wish to offer an amendment in lieu of that section, 
aud will ask a vote on it at that time. 

Mr. BABCUCK., I do not see any objection to that request. 

Mr. COWHERD. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment be considered as pending until we reach section 3 of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the amendment he offers be considered as pending until sec- 


| tion 3 is reached. 


Mr. BABCOCK, I understand the gentleman refers to three 
additional amendments not yet offered and which have not been 
read, 

Mr. COWHERD. It is a fact that the threeamendments relate 
only to the one particular provision of the bill. But I refer es- 


| pecially to the amendment striking out section 3 and inserting the 


amendment in lieu thereof. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman's request relates only 


Mr. COWHERD. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed that he was in error 
in supposing that all the committee amendments had been agreed 


Clerk will report, which is a committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 1, after the word “for,” insert ‘not less than,’ and after 
the word “two” insert ** nor more than four.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, was not this amendment 
agreed to? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed it was, but it was not. 
It was ruled upon, but not voted upon. The question is upon 


| agreeing to the amendment offered by the committee, 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
STATION BUILDING. 


Sec. 3. That in order to accommodate the increasing passenger, mail, ex- 
press, and other traffic in the city of Washington the said Saltimcre and Po- 
tomac Railroad Company shall have and be possessed of the right. which is 
hereby granted and conferred, to occupy and use, on the conditions herein- 


| after mentioned, that portion of the Mali lying between B street SW. and B 
| street NW. as the southerly line of said B street N W. is hereinafter defined, 
| and between the west line of Sixth street and a line drawn parallel there- 


with and 340 feet west thereof, and to erect and maintain thereon a station 
building and appurtenances, train sheds, and tracks and sidings in connection 
therewith suitable and adequate for the convenient accommodation of said 
traffic; and the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, in con- 


| nection with its occupation and use of the portion of the Mai! hereby granted, 


locate, construct, and maintain beneath its tracks and structures on the line 
of West Capitol street, as shown on the city maps, a substantial arch or arches 
not less than 200 feet in width, as a public passageway for vehicular and pedes- 
trian traffic (as shall be approved by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), which shall be so constructed as to afford roadwaysand sidewalks; 
and the said company shall also pave the said passageways at the time of their 
construction to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, but thereafter the maintenance of the pavement and roadways shall 
devolve upon the said District of Columbia. 


Mr. COWHERD. Ihave an amendment which I desire to offer. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On pages 4 and 5 strike out section 3, inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: ‘That the said Baltimoreand Potomac Railroad Company shall remove 
its tracks running north and south on Sixth street west and remove its depot 
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and passenger station now located on the public reservation at Sixth street 
and Bstreet NW., in said city, and in lieu thereof the said company shall, 
under the supervision of the Commissioners of the District, construct and 
maintain a station building and appurtenances, train sheds, tracks, and sid- 
ings in connection therewith, suitable and adequate for the convenient accom- 
modation of a to be located at such point between Sixth and Tenth 
streets SW., and between B street and D street SW., as may be most con- 
yenient to said company, and authority is hereby given to said company to 
acquire private properey for that purpose within the boundaries last de- 
scribed, either by purchase or condemnation, as is hereinafter provided, 
and to occupy such portion of the public reservation and streets within said 
boundaries as the Commissioners of the District may deem necessary for the 
purpose herein set forth. 

Mr, COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will 
bear with me a moment, this amendment is offered in lieu of sec- 
tion 3, for the purpose of bringing definitely before the Committee 
of the Whole the proposition that I attempted to make yesterday, 
which was that this passenger depot should be moved directly 
south, to the southernmost edge of the Mall. I have left there a 
space running from four to five blocks either way, wherein they 
might locate the depot. This bill, of course, if that amendment 
should be adopted, would have to goto a conferencecommittee, and 
in that conference committee, if it should be necessary to locate 
the depot more definitely, it could easily be agreed upon, I want 
a vote upon this proposition for the purpose of bringing this mat- 
ter definitely before the House. Ido not know that I can add any- 
thing to what I said yesterday in regard to that matter. There 
are, however, two other things to which I should like to call the 
attention of the committee at this time, and, if this amendment 
should be defeated, I should like then to offer them and think they 
should be put into this bill. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin has suggested that the railroad 
company intend to build a magnificent depot there. There is 
nothing whatever in this bill to compel the erection of any par- 
ticular kind of a depot. If we propose to give this great grant of 
public property, we certainly should put into the bill a provision 
that would compel them to erect a depot according to plans pre- 
pared by the District Commissioners, or at least that the plans 
they prepare should receive the approval of the District Commis- 
sioners. 

One other proposition that should be agreed to is this: I insist 
that we ought not to give away this Government reservation, but 
if we do propose to give it away, we certainly should reserve 
enough hold upon it to compel that road to permit other roads that 
may hereafter want to enter the city of Washington to have the 
right to enter that depot over the tracks on that Mall. Otherwise, 
there will be no reason why another portion of it may not be given 
away when another road comes along, and still some other road 
be given the White Lot and another the Monument. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the first proposition embodied in this 
amendment is the proposition, as definitely as I can state it, com- 
pelling the company to abandon the depot they now occupy and 
remove it and their tracks to the southernmost edge of the Mall. 


If the proposition is not definite enough, it can be remedied in | 


conference. 

Mr. LACEY. As I understand it, this is a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is in effect a substitute for the section. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Has debate been exhausted on this? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. GROUT. Ishould like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Vermont in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam in opposition to the section and in favor of 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. In opposition to the substitute? 

Mr. GROUT. In favor of the amendment. 





fore the Chair is constrained to recognize the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If I can have the attention of the House, Mr. 
Chairman, for amoment or two, I want to say in reference to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri that if it is 
adopted it destroys the entire structure and plan of this bill, and 
an entire new bill and new scheme would have to be worked out; 
so that a vote to adopt this amendment would be a vote to defeat 
the entire proposition. That is sufficient. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, on looking over the REcorp this 
morning at breakfast I was very much surprised, and I might add 
grieved, to see this language—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. GAINES. A distinguished Republican upon the floor of 
this House cast a fling—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GAINES. At the tomb of Jackson—— 

Mr, SHATTUC. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GAINES (continuing). And the noble women that are 
protecting it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. A point of order, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. GAINES. And I desire to reply to—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. 
man from Ohio makes a point of order. 

Mr. SHATTUC. It is not in order, as I understand it, to rise 
to a question of personal privilege in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GAINES. That is not the question. It is always in order 
to defend Andrew Jackson, Mr. Chairman, if not in a Republican 
House, it is everywhere else. 

Mr, SHATTUC. Now I would like to have a ruling, and then 
I may withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be constrained to hold that 
this is not relevant, and a question of personal privilege must be 
raised in the House. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Now I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES. When my colleague | Mr. Sims} 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
I simply state I would like to hear what is the matter with the 
gentleman, but as a matter of course I shall ask the indulgence of 
the House for an equal length of time to reply to any remarks he 
may make; andI do not want to be cut off with any point of order. 

Mr. GAINES. I hope the House will grant that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Tennessee may proceed for five 
minutes, that he may have five minutes to reply, and that the 
entire remarks be not subject to the point of order, although not 
germane. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. GAINES. On page 405 of the Recorp [ find that when 


The gentle- 





| my colleague [Mr. Sums} was yesterday speaking this colloquy 


occurred: 

Mr. Grosvenor. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question. 

Mr. Sims. Certainly. 

Mr. Grosvenor. From an esthetic standpoint, what is the present con- 
dition of the Hermitage? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. If 
this is to be a special match race, I would like to have order, so 
we can hear the clash of swords and see the flash, and all enjoy it. 
{ Laughter. } 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, when my colleague [Mr, Sims] 
was yesterday speaking against despoiling this park, known as the 


| ** Mall,” that was laid out by the ‘‘ Father of His Country,” the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] interposed, as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from | 


Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is first in order. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to offer the amendment, and I should 
like to be heard upon it later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like simply to have it pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 10, page 5, after the word ‘“‘ Columbia,” the following: 


“Provided, That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company may ac- | 


quire, by condemnation and purchase, the lands lying between the present 
station grounds and Pennsylvania avenue and may construct said station 


buildings across B street SW., to front on said avenue, and for the purpose | 
of constructing said buildings may erect an arch over B street SW., such | 


arch to be of sufficient height to afford room for vehicles and pedestrians.” 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the gentlem@n from 
Vermont. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the Chair recognize “the gentleman from 
Tennessee ” after the gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize some gentleman 
in opposition to the substitute, without knowing whether the de- 
bate on this will be extended beyond ten minutes or not; there- 











Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a ques- 
tion. . 

Mr. Sims. Certainly. 

Mr. GRosVENOR. From an esthetic standpoint, what is the present condi- 
tion of the Hermitage? . 

Mr. CARMACK. “A thing of beauty and a joy forever.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It may be a joy forever; I thinkitis. ({Laughter.] 

Mr. Sis. I have not seen the Hermitage for twenty years, and therefore I 
am not in a position to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I wish the gentleman could see it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Sims. But if I never see it I will not vote to erect a railroad depot on it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would be greatly improved by such athing. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. Sims. The gentleman can have the benefit of what he thinks would im- 
prove such places. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, at a glance you can see, running all through this 
colloquy, that the distinguished gentleman has made a claim, in- 
correctly assuming that the people of Tennessee are not preserving 
the Hermitage and that therefore its present condition would be 
adorned with a railroad depot and its accessories. In refutation 
of this charge, so illy founded, and for the information of the 
House, I desire to say: 

The Hermitage farm, composed of several hundred acres, is 
owned by the State of Tennessee, a State blessed with citizens 
who often sent Jackson to represent them in this House and the 
Senate, who helped to put him in the White House, and who fol- 
lowed him in peace and war with an unfaltering devotion, That 
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the people of Tennessee might better preserve the Hermitage the 
legislature of my State some years ago granted a charter to the 
‘‘Ladies’ Hermitage Association,” composed then, as after its 
organization under the law, of patriotic women of Tennessee and 
throughout the United States. 

With greatest care this association has gathered from time to 
time the relics of Jackson, except a few hundred which they are 
now trying to purchase, and have located them in the old home- 
stead, where Jackson died June 8, 1845. The main building in 
which he lived for many vears before his death, the old log cabin 
where he had first lived, and the servants’ home, it being, too, a log 
house, are in perfect tact, just as when the old hero died. 

The very bed upon which he was fatally ill has not been moved, 
and the room in which he died is exactly like it was when his brave 
spirit surrendered for the first time. His humble tomb is saved 
almost from the touch of time, preserved as it was the day its lid 
closed over his remains. Not the tomb, sirs, that a few months 
before his death he refused to accept as a repository for his mortal 
body, supposed to have contained the remains of the Roman Em- 
peror, Alexander Severus; not a ee ye if you please, pre- 
pared for the remains of a king. ‘‘ His mortal body,” he said, 
**could not rest in a repository prepared for an emperor or a king; 
my republican feelings and principles forbid it; the simplicity of 
our system of government forbidsit.” But, sirs, these fair women 
are watching over the plain tomb Jackson himself designed and 
built, wherein he said he would have his mortal remains to rest 
by the side of those of his devoted wife, and where they do rest, 
making a hallowed spot respected by all patriotic people, not only 
in Tennessee, but throughout the world, and to which they go by 
the thousands every year, with hushed voices, to pay tribute to 
Jackson’s memory. 

Upon this farm also we have erected a home for the disabled 
honorably discharged Confederate soldiers, who are pensioned by 
the people of myState. The fruits of this farm are used to support 
these old veterans. 


least desecration of the Hermitage. Other loved spots may be 
swept away to satisfy the greed of the commercialist and the rapac- 
ity of mankind, but we will keep with loving care, with pride 
devoid of pomp, this old place—with increasing love and greater 


care as years roll on. The Tennessean stood voluntarily by the | 


side of Jackson and died to protect him while helived. They will 
still stand by the Hermitage, protecting his tomb and his great 
name. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, lam glad that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is present and has an opportunity to reply to what 
I have said; and I thank the House for the courtesy of defending 
against an ungallant fling the beautiful and patriotic women of 
the State of Tennessee and our sister States who with loving de- 
votion and warm hearts and willing hands are protecting and 
caring for the home of Andrew Jackson. [| Applause. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there is no man in this 
House who honors the name of Jackson more than I do [ap- 
plause], the old patriotic hero who got ahead of the Constitution 
when he went to Florida and, with the armies of the United States 
Government, asserted the right of this nation to govern a colony 
without any constitution. [Laughter and applause.] Nobody 
honors the memory of that Sound-Money Democrat [laughter | 


who laid the foundations deep and strong upon which the Repub- | 


lican financial system of this country is erected. [Laughter and 


applause.| Theold hero and patriot, who swore in his wrath that | 


if anybody undertook to break up this Union he would hang them 
on the palmetto trees of the South. {Laughter and applause. | 
Every man in this House knew that what I said was intended 


the gentleman from Tennessee [{ Mr. — undertaking to make 


erly describe, and which it turns out he had not seen for twenty 
years. So I thought I would ask him about the location, the 
present condition; and everybody understood, and everybody in 
Tennessee knows that I did it for a little sport. But it has had a 
good effect. It has letin the gentleman from Tennessee to further 
establish his reputation as jealously guarding all the interests of 
his constituents. But I want to point out to him that he has not 
gone far enough, and I shall have to call on him to extend his re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

General Jackson's resting place is not the only ‘‘ hermitage” in 
Tennessee. There isa Hermitage Club in the city of Nashville, 
where I have had the honor to be a guest—an honorable, a rich 
club—and in it they furnish a beverage branded ‘‘ Old Hermitage,” 
one of the finest of the old Southern beverages. [Laughter.| Is 
it possible my friend, speaking in defense of the Hermitage, is go- 
ing to abandon that staple article? [Laughter. | 

Mr. GAINES. I would abandon it before I attacked defense- 
less women. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, defenseless—— 

A MemBer, Grandmothers. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. Again, there is a great horse, a win- 
ner of races and a sire of great colts, named Hermitage. Is he 
going back on him? [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, the very sug- 
gestion of ‘‘ hermitage ” goes back to the days of Jackson and comes 
down to this time and to the cheer and generous hospitality of the 
great State of Tennessee and her loyal and gallant sons. [{Laugh- 


| ter and applause. | 


Mr. GAINES. I ask the indulgence of the House for three 
minutes. 

Mr. LACEY obtained the floor and said: Mr. Chairman, I 
should be glad to have the Committee of the Whole come down 
from the elevation which it has reached in this Jackson discussion 
long enough to consider the proposition I have presented to the 
committee. Itis a permissive proposition to authorize the railway 
company to extend its tracks to Pennsylvaniaavenue by condemn- 
ing the buildings and grounds lying between B street and the 
avenue. Whether the company would avail itself of this privi- 
lege [am not advised. But certainly if a new station building is 
to be erected at the point now occupied it would be eminently 
proper to give authority to extend it to Pennsylvania avenue, in 
the hope thata splendid building such as that which the company 
has erected at the Broad Street Station, Philadelphia, may be 
erected in the city of Washington as an ornament to the avenue. 
If built on the old site, it will be cut off from view by a row of 
buildings between the station building and the avenue. Permis- 
sion at least ought to be given to acquire this additional territory 
if the building is to be located where it now is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is there anything in the gen- 
tleman’s amendment or anywhere in the bill which requires this 
company to make any improvement in the way of a depot build- 
ing? Iam in sympathy with the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave not made any examination of the bill in 
that respect. Of course, this company will build a new depot if it 


| obtains the right todoso. Thatis the purpose of the bill, as I un- 
| derstand. Assuming that it will do so, and assuming that it will 
Ah, Mr. Chairman, the people of Tennessee would rebel at the | 


build a depot in harmony with its liberal policy elsewhere, I believe 
it would erect a building on the Avenue which would be a credit 


| and ornament to the city, and that building ought to extend out 


to and front upon the Avenue. 

I would not care to offer an amendment compelling the con- 
struction of a building which shall face the Avenue, because that 
might involve the obtaining of the additional land ata fictitious 
price. But if permission merely is given in this bill, that permis- 
sion would be valuable to the company, and they would probably 
avail themselves of it and bring the depot out to the Avenue, to 
which I think it ought to be extended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. RIcHARDSON of Tennes- 


| see, as follows: 


Add to the amendment of Mr. LAcery the following: 

‘** Provided, That within five years from January 1, 1901, the said Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company shall construct a depot building on the por- 
tion of the Mall that it is permitted to occupy under this bill, to cost not less 

Bich shall be approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia.” 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this propo- 


| sition as an amendment to my amendment would be subject to a 


point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think not. 

Mr. LACEY. My amendment gives permission for the acquire- 
ment of land through to Pennsylvania avenue, and authorizes the 


| construction of a building on such land. This amendment of the 
| gentleman from Tennessee requires that the building be erected 
| on the Mall. 

for a little pleasantry at the exuberance and eloquent speech of | 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; onso muchof the Mall 


| as it may be permitted to occupy. 
a comparison in regard to a place that I thought he did not prop- | 


Mr. LACEY. I think the language of his amendment is, per- 
haps, not as the gentleman intended it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wrote the amendment 
before I heard that of the gentleman from Iowa. Let me, how- 


| ever, say what I desire to say; and I want a vote on this amend- 


ment, because I consider it a substantial proposition and a very 
proper one. 

During my long service (if I may refer to it) on the District 
Committee, this question of abolishing grade crossings in the city 
of Washington was constantly before that committee and before 
Congress. This bill does, as I .understand, abolish grade cross- 
ings, and to that extent it isa proper bill. I want to see passed a 


| measure abolishing grade crossings, not only on the Baltimore 


and Potomac road, but also on the Baltimore and Ohio road; and 
to a proper bill for that purpose 1 would give my hearty support. 

Whether in this bill we give the company too much is another 
question. I think we do. Ido not think we ought to give them 
the 14 acres in te Mall, which this bill in effect gives them in fee. 
I would favor moving the station back. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentieman from Tennessee is mis- 
taken when he says this bill gives the company 14 acres, I have 





¥ 













1900. 





here a calculation of the chief engineer of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, in which he says that the part of the Mall that will be occu- 
pied according to the proposed plan of an elevated road will be 
11.70 acres. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was taking the figures of 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. COwHERD]. 

Mr. COWHERD. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that the figures which I gave were those given by Colo- 
nel Bingham in an official report to General Wilson on the 
measure as it appeared in the Senate, proposing to take identi- 
cally the same piece of land that this bill proposes to take. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then there is a difference between the engi- 
neers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the information of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELL] is correct—and I 
do not undertake to controvert it, because Ido not pretend to have 
absolutely accurate information—then we propose to give to this 
company about 12 acres—2 acres less than the number that I 
named—1l4 acres. That is more than we ought to give them, 

But, Mr. Chairman, if they are to come into the city as near 
Pennsylvania avenue as the present Baltimore and Potomac depot 
is located, they ought to be required to construct a building 
costing not less than $2,000,000 for the privilege which is thus 
granted to them. If that is done, and the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEwLaANps]| and the amendments 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, COwHERD] are also 
adopted, the injury to the Mall will not be quite so great, and 
we will have a beautiful building upon the place where the Balti- 
more and Potomac depot now stands. And if the people of the 
District of Columbia see fit to surrender this much property, I 
shall not object. 

I do not believe, however, that it ought to be located there. I 
am opposed to the location. I think it ought to be farther back— 
as far back as Maryland avenue. But if we are determined to 
bring it up to where it is now located, or where the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] would locate it, then we 
ought to require them to have a building worthy of the location. 

Now, there is nothing in the bill requiring this road to construct 
avy depot. They might do it of their own volition. But I wish 
to say, Mr. Chairman, that if they are in earnest in their offer or 
their proposition to build a depot, I do not see that they can ob- 
ject toany reasonable proposition, such as that I havesuggested— 
a measure the only purpose of which is to require them to doa 
reasonable thing within a reasonable time. I would not care if 
you make the time six or seven years; but they should be required 
within a given time, however remote you may fix it, to erect this 
building at that point. 

Before taking my seat, I would like to amend or modify my 
amendment by striking out the word ‘‘ Mall” and let the amend- 
ment apply to the property that the railroad company is to occupy 
under the bill, no matter where it may be located. I do this upon 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
withdrawn and the modified amendment substituted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, ever since I have been in Con- 
gress I have observed that every time a question of importance 
comes up, with reference especially to affairs of the District, our 
friends on the other side of the House always refer to the Wash- 
ington Post as authority on the subject under discussion, what- 
ever it may be. 

Now, in this matter, which is a matter of vast importance, un- 
der consideration by the House to-day, I must necessarily trust 
to the experts who have had the question in hand, and who have 
given it consideration. I must trust either to the committee that 
has considered the matter—the committee who makes this report— 
and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who have in- 
vestigated the facts, or I must trust the distinguished leader on 
the Democratic side of the House and that part of his party which 
seems disposed to follow him. And in view of my present expec- 
tation to vote for the pending bill, I wish to say that I do it some- 
what on the recommendation of the Washington Post, so often 
quoted by the Democratic leaders herein the House. I ask, there- 
fore, to have read an editorial from that paper of the issue of to- 
day, and that it be made a part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the article will be read. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I ask to have it read in mytime. I do not 
ask consent for its reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The article will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PASS THE RATLROAD BILLS. 


Chairman Bancock, of the District Committee, in urging the passage of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad bill by the House, spoke the simple truth when 
he asserted that 99 out of 100 citizens of Washington are in favor of this 
measure. He might have gone further and said that the citizens of Wash- 
ington, with practical unanimity, want all the grade-crossing problems dis- 
posed of for good and all. This consummation can be reached by the peeeapt 
enactment into law of both the Pennsylvania and Baltimore and Ohio bills, 
and this is what the people of Washington expect at the hands of the House. 
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Ample consideration has been given to these measures. The Senators and 
Representatives charged with the responsibility of devising plans to abolish 
the Goodly grate crossings have not lost sight of the city’s interests in any 
respect. ney have arores the solutions that are obviously the best ob- 
tainable. Washington has suffered enough from the postponement of this 
necessary railroad legislation. Lives have been sacrificed and the develop- 
ment of whole sections of the city retarded as the result of long delays. Ac- 
tion should not be deferred another day. 

The Post, which has persistently advocated the abolishing of grade cross- 
ings, commends most heartily the work of Chairman Barcock, and is pleased 
to find that a majority of the House is alive to the segeecanes of the pending 
measures. After the passage of the Pennsylvania bill it is to be hoped that 
no time will be lost in disposing of the Baltimore and Ohio measure. The 
House will do well to ratify the action of the Senate and thussettle the whole 
vexatious and costly grade-crossing question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. I think I have the floor yet. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has not yet exhausted his 
time. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Now, with all of the various amendments 
offered by gentlemen on the other side, whether they be good, 
bad, or indifferent, if they shall be adopted it amounts to the de- 
ferring of the whole matter to another occasion; it amounts to 
the reconsideration of it by the Commissioners of the District 
again, and other officials connected with the matter; it amounts 
to another report upon it and another consideration in the House, 
and therefore the delay which must necessarily follow, and for 
these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against every amend- 
ment that is offered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have no 
disposition to criticise the editorial read by the gentleman from 
Ohio. I have stated that we believe the grade crossings should be 
abolished, and that is what this article calls for. That is right 
The editorial writer says the people of Washington desire grade 
crossings abolished, but I do not think it claims that they desire 
the park reservations to be surrendered, as contemplated in the 
bill. 

To illustrate something of the feeling of the people of Washing- 
ton, I ask to have read the report of the proceedings of the East 
Washington Citizens’ Association at a meeting held on Tuesday, 
February 20, 1900. I believe that this association represents prac- 
tically one-third of the population of the city of Washington, and 
I think they are opposed to this bill. Here is what the East 
Washington Citizens’ Association says. I ask the Clerk to read 
the resolution. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EAST WASHINGTON CITIZENS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Tuesday, February 20, 1900. 

Association met this evening at the usual place, pursuant to adjournment 
on the 6th instant, with President Smith in the chair, in special session for 
the consideration only of pending legislation concerning steam railroads. So 
much of minutes of last meeting were read as pertained to the special busi- 
ness of this meeting. 7 . 

At call of the chair Mr. H. K. Simpson, chairman of committee on steam 
railroads, submitted a written report, signed by himself only, stating that 
the committee had held a meeting, considered the subject, and directed him 
to prepare a report, but that he had been unable to confer with other mem- 
bers of the committee after it was written. On motion, the report was ac- 
cepted as from the committee. 

The resolutions from the committee on public parks and spaces, pending at 
close of last meeting of the association, were read by the secretary, anda long 
and vigorous discussion of the whole subject ensued, in which the partici- 
poms were Mr. H. K. Simpson. Dr. A. Patten, A. Girouard, Thorwald Sol- 

erg, M. I. Weller, B. W. Clark, Gen. N. G. Ordway, Dr. T. W. Staunton, 
A. F. Sperry, Judge O. B. Hallam, V. Baldwin Johnson, and L. A. Merritt, 
and W. J. Frizzell, of the Northeast Washington Citizens’ Association. 

The two sets of resolutions before the association were considered sepa- 
rately and together, seriatim, with amendments, and the final result was the 
adoption as a whole of three resolutions, as follows: 

* First. That we are opposed to the diversion of any portion of the public 
parks of the city for alien purposes, believing that they should be retained 
in their entirety for the general use and benefit of all the residents of the 
city. 

“Second. We believe that the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
in the proposed bill (8. 1929) should be compelled to lay their tracks upon 
ground acquired by them by purchase; and that instead of the proposed route, 
as provided for in said bill, they should run parallel to Virginia avenue, thus 
accomplishing the same purpose as is attained by the present bill and saving 
the confiscation of public property for corporate use. 

“Third. That this association is especially opposed to allowing the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad to occupy the surface of that part of Garfield 
Park east of New Jersey avenue, holding that the tracks of said railroad 
should be beneath the surface, in a continuation of the proposed tunnel, or 
an earth-covered archway, to the east side of said avenue, if it should be de- 
termined by Congress that the railroad tracks shall run through that space.” 

Mr. M. I. Weller moved the appointment of a special committee of five, in 
addition to the president of the association, to lay the subject before the 
proper committees of Congress, which motion was unanimously adopted; and 
the Chair appointed Mr. H. K. Simpson, Dr. A. Patten, Mr. M. IL. Weller, Mr. 
Thorwald Solberg, and Mr. J. W. Babson as such committee. 

THOS. W. SMITH, 
President East Washington Citizens’ Association. 


Mr. SHATTUC. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, in his time 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If my time is not used up. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee is still en- 
titled to the floor. 
Mr. SHATTUC. I should like to ask the gentleman if it is not 
a fact that that paper discloses that there were just 19 people at 
that meeting? 
Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 





No, sir. It was a meeting 
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of the East Washington Association, which represents one-third | city and at great expense in getting through Baltimore with the 
of the population of this great city. Pennsylvania connection. It was an expensive road anyway, they 

The gentleman has seen fit to produce an editorial from the | claimed. 

Washington Post. Of course, editorials are all right; but if we There was great hostility to the Baltimore and Ohio in Wash- 
are going to try the question upon editorials, I will produce one | ington at that time because of its illiberal policy, and Congress 
from the Star a few days ago, opposing this legislation. If weare | granted to Tom Scott the privilege of coming up and sitting down 
going to try it by what newspapers say, we will be even on that. | on the Mall with his station, but it was looked upon by both Con- 

But that is not the proper way to settle the question. What I/| gress and the company as a temporary arrangement merely. 
wanted to show was that the people of the city are not indorsing | That whole section of the city was then an open, unoccup‘ed, 
this proposition. tract of land, and the park was wholly unimproved, and among 

Mr. SHATTUC. Do you dispute the editorial that was pub- | other things a canal passed throughit. Since then it has been 
lished in the Post? much improved, drives have been opened up and trees set, but 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, no; I do not. with a steam railroad across it no really satisfactory improve- 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the date | ments could be made, 
of that resolution that has just been read. I repeat, this occupation was looked upon as a temporary ar- 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, It was after this Senate bill | rangement, and there was general feeling that all improvements 
was introduced, some time last spring. should be delayed till this unsightly obstruction should be re- 

Mr. COWHERD. February 20, 1900. moved. It was twenty-eight years ago that the railroad took 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to ri° Mr. Chairman, that as chair- | possession of this park. 
man of the District Committee I have not heard aword from any| Ten years ago, when the act entitled ‘‘An act supplementary to 
of the gentlemen mentioned in this petition at all; but I have | an act to authorize the construction of the Baltimore and Potomac 
something right here that is fresh, and I believe it becomes my | Railroad in the District of Columbia” was passed, it was expressly 
duty to submit it along with the petition read by the gentleman | stipulated in the bill that the privilege to occupy this park was 
from Tennessee. This, Mr. Chairman, is from the Single Tax | revocable at the pleasure of Congress. 

Club. It is signed by a gentleman by the name of Ramage. Ido I do not get my eye upon the language making this reservation, 
not know Mr. Ramage, but I suppose he is the Single Tax Club. | but it is in the law passed then, and in every section of it, and 
It is a —— against this bill, and I think it ought to goin with | there are three sections. Now, in this bill before the House an 
that old matter submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee. absolute grant is given to occupy this park, not at the pleasure of 

Mr. GAINES. Did not the gentleman from Wisconsin state | Congress, but at the pleasure of the railroad. On the statement 
yesterday that there was opposition to this bill by the people of | of the chairman of the committee in submitting the matter to the 
Washington? Iso understood him; and the gentleman went on | House, it is upon an equivalent consideration, because he says 
and stated why they opposed it. ordinarily between municipalities and the railway there is a di- 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, I beg your pardon. vision of the expense in some ratio for elevating tracks in cities as 

Mr. GAINES. I think the Recorp will bear me out. I do not | in this case, and that here the expense of raising the tracks is all 
want to dispute the gentleman’s word, but I think he is mistaken. | incurred by the railroad, and he expressly claims that this is an 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have never made any statement of that | equivalent for the land granted on the Mall. 
kind, excepting that there has been opposition by the Star. That Mr. MUDD. I would like to ask if the provision that the gen- 
is all I know of. | tleman speaks of as being in every clause is not that which re- 

The Clerk read as follows: wore = right to alter, amend, or repeal the bill; and that is in 

J ce eeting of the Single Tax Club, of Washington, D. C., held | this bill? 
pier Te 1000, the fol ae - res Ses was ~aapineaeie iene’: r Mr. GROUT. The right to repeal the act of ten years ago is in, 
band an ati peietioges ise Comateas to the Baltinetre and Potoseae Hak | but there was also an express stipulation thatthe license to occupy 
road Company, in the District of Columbia, or to any other company. We | could be revoked by Congress at any time, thus indicating clearly 
also protest against the burdensome tax on the people of the District and the | the legislative intention of Congress to grant only a license revo- 
nation for the benefit of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, as will be im- | cable at will. But in this grant the gentleman will know as a 
Soe SS ee Raa “NPS Centers gre- lawyer, as I suppose he is, that a very different right is given; the 

“M. H. RAMAGE, Secretary,’ | apt angusge of — aoe Je oe oe per 

Mr. Grout rose and obtained the floor. | Sessed of the right which is here i ed and conterre oc- 

\ Ta a : aia E man | cupy and use.” This was written by legal fingers and was clearly 
—S ae oan ae _— had in my mind, if the gentleman | mere Ee convert erp ~ _— a revocable license a an 

Th. OF ° - 8 : : irrevocable grant, good so long as the company may want to oc- 
fr ca icone: a ) hair has recognized the gentleman | cupy and use. And especially where the company has incurred 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen disagree as to what | Pa SS eee cee, ee eo mont 
the people of Washington want, jy bethes or not this proposition rights ” -_ P 6 . 
is satisfactory to them is not the whole question in this case. Of | ““},°™ . : : 9 
course, as to grade crossings, it is a large question, because their | a are “— no hem pee eae eae FevO- 
lives are more imperiled thereby than are the lives of visitors com- able $ the will of Con a ow met aly shab 1 te the Masaae 
ing from elsewhere; but, as has been frequently said, this is the staelf . > on Pen eo See aa — 
— io aeration tata of this country are interested M 4 GROSVENOR, Now will the gentleman allow me? 

ye » ee oi -o- | BaP. . Certainly. 

I hear d the reading of that article from the Post just now, in- Mr. GROSVENOR. They will get under that grant simply the 
troduced here as favoring the bill. I listened carefully, but I did ight to build th ‘road stati Se t that right be re- 
not hear in it a word in favor of one feature of it to which I menlek? - ee eee _— 
think many members are honestly opposed; that is, the surren- ty as ‘ E 
der to this railroad of the public park. I want to say that I am | Mr, GROUT, But here a5 oe Capeeee 5s ht, = absolute grant 
; ater eas : , ee eer | of this land for the occupation and use of this corporation. 
in hearty accord with the general purpose of this bill, viz, to re- | Mr. GROSVENOR t they take that subject to another 
move grade crossings, and so, I believe, are the citizens of Wash- | _. +} ‘ to a 1 the la The 4 > a sabdins sina that 
ington and of the whole country. My objection is to that part of a ’ GROUT Roy dn aie ee that the law will mover 
the bill which grants to this railroad company these large privi- = _ led. Grant th this : Ht gy patel pect ; 
leges on the ~ublic park. In the third section it says: | Oe I, ee a ee ee ood eke eee 

= i : follow and it is past recall, The doctrine of vested rights would 

The company shall have and be possessed of the right, which ishereby | be invoked, and Congress would never touch it. In fact, if you 
granted and conferred, to occupy and use— | were to corner the railroad authorities now you will find they 

Now, here is a complete grant in law to occupy and use so long | will stand now, holding as they do under a revokable license all 
as the railroad company may want to occupy. It is good as long | their vested rights to have the depot remain where it is. 
as wood grows and waterruns. Heretofore this right of thecom-| Mr. GROSVENOR. How, then, can we compel them to ele- 
pany to remain on this park has been left by Congress in the | vate or lower their tracks? : 
shape simply of a revocable license, | Mr. GROUT. I say they would, if ordered off, stand on their 

Just a word about the history of this occupation. When the | vested rights now, but I claim they have noright tostay there—— 
charter was granted, the depot was stationed right where the Mr. GROSVENOR, I deny that. 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.CowHERD] pro-| Mr.GROUT. Imean that we now have complete control under 

oses now tolocateit. This place was satisfactory to the company | these reservations in the statute, reserving authority to order these 

hen. It had the right to come up to Maryland avenue, and no | tracks removed. But if we pass this bill we tie our hands. Con- 
farther. Tom Scott, the president of the road, came here to Wash- gress will have lost absolutely all control except by the drastic 
ington and sojourned for atime and made the two Houses see that remedy of repeal, which no one ever yet knew to be exercised 
it would be well to let the company come up across the Mall. He | against a live corporation. _ 2 Pens : 
represented that they had been at great expense in getting into the Now, a word as to the policy of this legislation, the propriety of 
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it. This reservation for a public park is the principal one in the 
city. It extends from the Executive Mansion to the Capitol and 
is susceptible of many beautiful improvements. It was a part of 
the original plan of the city as laid out by Enfant and approved 
by Washington. It has been cut in two parts by this railroad 
now for twenty-eight years, during which time it has enjoyed the 


use of property worth $2,000,000 free of cost; and now you are | 


about giving by this bill the use forever not only of what they 
have been using, but as much more, simply because this rich cor- 
poration has the audacity to ask for it, and you might just about 
as well give them ground for a station on the Capitol grounds or 
within the inclosure of the White House if they asked it. Let us 
be thankful that they have not asked it. 


Except in the use of the Mall by this railroad it has been the | 


settled policy, with one or two exceptions, of Congress to keep all 
the public reservations inviolate. The late Samuel J. Randall 


while a member of this body made an effort to use some of these | 


reservations for public buildings, but Congress would never con- 
sent to it, and since this railroad company has occupied this park 
the Government has condemned and taken land for the War, State, 
and Navy building, for the Congressional Library, and for the 
Post-Office building, at a cost of $4,000,000 or $5,000,000. Think 
of it, and think of what the people of the country will say of us 
when they are told that we refuse to take the public parks away 
from the public for Government buildings, but incontinently grant 
to this railroad the right torun across the principal one in the city 
and use it for a railway station. Not only this, but a few years 
ago we paid $1,250,000 for a park in the northern part of the city. 
Rock Creek Park was not bought for this generation, but for the 
centuries to come, anticipating, as we thought, a magnificent fu- 
ture development of this capital city of this great and growing 
Republic. ow, how will this purchase of Rock Creek Park and 
this grant to the Pennsylvania Railroad for the permanent occupa- 
tion of the Mall look placed side by side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman be extended. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


allowed to invade the city at any point and take possession of the 
balance of this or of other of the public parks of the city. 

Mr. Chairman, we have seen that this park was a part of the 
original design of this city, and it should be sacredly preserved for 
posterity. We may not see fit to complete this plan in our day 
and throw upa grand boulevard between Capitol Hill and the 
White House and otherwise develop and adorn this tract of land 
reserved for the use of the public, but other generations are to 
follow, and if this Republic stands half as long as ancient Rome, 
there are five hundred years yet to make these improvements, and 
what the American people in that time may want to do with this 
beautiful city we can not comprehend. I believe, however, that 
for the present the American people will say that if their repre- 
sentatives are not willing to use the public reservations for public 
buildings for the Government they should not surrender them or 
any part of them to private corporations. 


Mr. Chairman, I am not hostile to railways. I fully appreciate 


| how much the world is indebted to railways, how much some of 


mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Vermont may | 


be extended five minutes, 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, as we have seen, it has been the 
policy of Congress not to invade the public parks with public build- 
ings. We have been kept off them, have bought property at great 
cost, and located the public buildings elsewhere. Why,in the 
name of reason, should we let a corporation sit down with its sta- 
tion permanently in the very heart of the most important park of 
this city, a park which when this city contains 1,000,000 souls, as 
it will in two or three hundred years, will be found indispensable 
for the health and comfort of its inhabitants, saying nothing of 
how it will look to the critical foreigner or the cultured Ameri- 
can citizen who, on visiting the capital, finds a vast railway ter- 
minal strung across the boulevard which the Father of his Coun- 
try thought should extend from the Executive Mansion to the 
Capitol building? 

ut they say this grand driveway will be accommodated by an 
arched a under it. Think how like a frowning fortress this 
bulwark built of stone—in plain language, this stone wall—will 
look built up 10, 12, or 15 feet high, on the top of which will be 
careering back and forth 50 or 60 and perhaps 100 trains a day. 
Will this really be an addition to the beauty of this park, as some 
pretend to think? 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, this unsightly, tumultuous occupa- 
tion of it will absolutely destroy it for the use for which it was 
set apart. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the United States own this park— 
every inch of it. They have a right to the control of it, and I 
for one hope that Congress will not surrender it. It is not 
unreasonable for the railroad to go back across the Mall, which 
is only 1,000 feet—about twice the length of this Capitol building— 
nor is it unreasonable to ask the citizens to do so. The man who 
walks to the station will cover this distance in one or two minutes, 
and the man in the carriage or cab will make it in twenty or 
thirty seconds. Both the street railways swing around by the 
proposed site back of the Mall; and why the necessity or sense of 
giving this railroad the right of sitting down in that park? It is 
alike unnecessary and unreasonable. 

If the station be placed outside the Mall it would save the rail- 
road the expense of this elevated work across the Mall, which 
would be considerable in amount, 

Another thing. There has been much loose talk about the rail- 
road building a fine new station, but there is not a word in the 
bil! which calls upon the road to do this. There ought to be pro- 
vision for this, and also that other roads should have the right to 
come in over their tracks; otherwise, under this accommodating 
spirit of Congress, other powerful railway corporations will be 


Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
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us individually—indeed, myself [laughter ]|—are indebted tothem, 
and I fully appreciate that we can not live without them. They 


| should have reasonable accommodations in every city; they must 


have reasonable terminals and ought to have them here; but I 
think, Mr. Chairman, it is not an unreasonable request to ask 


| them to go back acrossthe reservation and plant their station there. 


This is not a new question with me. In 1890 I had occasion to 
take ground upon it in the House, and soit has been with me ever 
since, and I can notchange the views I had then—that the Ameri- 
can people will never subscribe to the idea of surrendering that 
park to this railroad could they understand it. Let it go out 
through the country that Congress would not take it to put pub- 


| lic buildings upon, but stepped out and purchased land at a very 


high price to build such buildings, and now proposes to give it 
away toarailroad. I do not think it will be to our credit. Iam 
going to be recorded against it. 

{ am in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. COWHERD]. I will vote for that, and then if it is 
not agreed to I shall feel compelled to vote against the bill, as 
much as I desire the adoption of its general provisions. It is said 
that this will upset the whole scheme. It may be necessary to re- 
commit it to the committee, because it would necessarily require 
a number of changes in the bill. But, Mr. Chairman, the core in 
the bill is the surrender of this great park to this private corpo- 
ration; that is the heart of the whole business. And in the name 
of the American people, not only those now living, but genera- 
tions unborn, I[ protest against it. [{Applause.]} 

Mr. BABC( 0K. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate be closed 
on the pending amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
|Mr, Lacey] and the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee = RICHARDSON]. It is not, however, my intention 
to cut off debate upon the amendment offered by the gentleinan 
from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
debate be now closed on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the amendment to that amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tenness<e [ Mr. RICHARDSON}. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, I am reminded 
of a scene in Henry IV, when Glendower boasts that he can call 
spirits from the vasty deep, and Hotspur responds: ‘: But will they 
come, when you docall forthem?” |Laughter.|} The gentleman 
from Ohio saysif we pass this bill in the shape in which it is now 
presented that we ‘reserve the right to repeal” the privileges 
granted at any time, and that we can at any moment make the 
Pennsylvania Railroad get off the Mall after we have given them 
permission to get on it. Thatis true; we can do it; but will they 
‘* get’ when they are told to ‘‘get?” [Laughter.} And although 
Congress can do this, will Congress do it? 

The gentleman from Iowa {[ Mr. HEPBURN] admitted yesterday 
that we had been trying now a long time, by one means or an- 
other, to prevail upon the Pennsylvania Railroad to get off from that 
part of the Mall which they now occupy as tenants at will of this 
Government without theslightest right, without ever having paid a 
dollar, having entered under false pretenses for a temporary occu- 
pation, and we have never yet been able to get the Congress of 
the United States to tell them to remove their tracks. Now. if 
we require them to erect a $2,000,000 depot——- 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithink the gentleman from Mississippi ought 
to modify that statement and indicate what portion of that sen- 
tence the gentleman from Iowa admitted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HepsuRN]} admitted was that we had tried by various 
means to get the company off that public ground, and they would 
not get off. The balance of the statement was my own, and the 
record and history stand behind me when I make that statement. 
That being the case, Mr. Chairman, if we require the company 
to build a $2,000,000 depot, how, in the name of common sense, are 
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we going to ‘‘call thege spirits from the vasty deep” when we get | 
ready todo so? Why.if such an attempt were made hereafter the | 
company would appeal to the sense of fairness of the Congress of 
the United States, and they would rightly appeal. They would 
say: ‘* You yourselves required us to make this $2,000,000 invest- | 
ment, and now are you going to require us to sacrifice it?” And 
in that event they would be right; they would have strong reason 
to appeal to you. You have thus far been either unwilling or | 
unable to remove the station and tracks of this company from | 
those public grounds when they had no equities, no rights, upon 
which to appeal to you. How, then, would you be able to do so | 
under the circumstances which would exist if we pass this bill? 
Mr. Chairman, I donot like the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson]. I do not see why we | 
should burden the people interested in the commerce of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad with the necessity of paying dividends upon 
$2,000,000 invested in a passenger depot. It seems to me it would 
be much simpler to exercise the right and the power we now have 
and require that company to move its station south of the Mall- 
a location equally convenient for all passenger purposes—and leave 
them free to erect any sort of a depot they may choose to erect. 
For the life of me 1 do not see how any man in this House can 
support this bill. For years—ever since Il have been a member of 
Congress—we have been talking, with the flag around our shoul- 
ders, about the ‘‘ Capital of the Nation,” with a big ‘‘C” anda big 
““N,” andabout ‘‘ beautifying the Capital of the Nation.” Wehave 
spent millions of dollars to beautify the capital of the nation. We 
are going tospend millionsmore. And nowit is proposed to give 
a railroad corporation somewhere between two and three million 
dollars to “uglify” the national capital—to make it as ugly as the 
means at their disposal will enable them to make it. I care not 


how expensive a passenger depot may be erected, no passenger depot | 


ever beautified anything. Its locomotives, with their steam and 
noise and smoke, do the uglifying; and for this no station build- 
ing can make atonement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to proceed for | 
five minutes more, if Lam not asking too great an indulgence. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to allowing the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to proceed for five minutes more? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if I should 
bring in a bill here for the purpose of appropriating $1.000 to be 
paid to the most deserving needy man and the neediest deserving 
man in the District of Columbia, the man to be selected by a com- | 
mission to be composed of the President of the United States, the 
Speaker of the House, and the President of the Senate, I would be 
denounced, and rightly, all over this country as a State socialist 
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or a communist; and there would not be a vote cast in this House 
for that bill. Yet we are called upon day after day to give to cor- 
porations, that certainly are not needy although they may be de- 
serving, large amounts of money and land. 

Such a thing is wrong upon general principles. We ought not 
to give these people 34 acres of land out of the reservations of the 
city of Washington. But, Mr. Chairman, my quarrel is notsimply 
with the proposition to give this property away, although giving 
away public property for any purpose except a public purpose is 
state socialism and communism—lI do not care who receives it, 
whether it be the needy poor or the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany—but I would not even sell this reservation or any part of it. 
We have the power to-day to do what is right, and we ought to 
measure up to the responsibilities of the situation. We ought to 
adopt the amendment which has been offered, or is to be offered, 
dy the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] requiring this 
railroad company to remove its tracks now extending through 
the Mall, and not requiring them but permitting them to erect a 
depot south of the Mall at a place indicated on the plans exhibited | 
here yesterday—plans advised by the Secretary of War and Colonel 
Bingham. 

Under those plans what inconvenience would there be to pas- | 
sengers? There would be one car line upon theeast and one upon 
the west of this new passenger depot. People leaving the depot 
would take one or the other of those street-car lines; and if they | 
desired to transfer to the Pennsylvania avenue line, they would 
not lose more than a few minutes in the transfer. Yet gentle- 
men here make a pretense—‘‘a mountain out of a mole hill”— 
when they talk about the inconvenience resulting to passengers | 
from the removing of the depot. They offer this as a pretext for 
doing what they really want to do anyhow—to give this road 34 | 
acres of land with the other advantages included in the bill. 

The equities between us and this railroad company are plain. | 
We want to do away with these grade crossings. The whole city | 
of Washington wants to do away with them. The city of Wash- | 
ington is right, and we ought to help the citizens to secure this | 
end. But what, in doing it, are the equities between us and this | 
company? We ought to be willing to bear a fair proportionate 
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share of the expense accruing to them from the change; and, so 
far as I am concerned, I would be willing that we should bear all 


| . . . 
| the expense to accomplish this result, although I think, however, 
| it would be very much fairer for us to bear only one-half, as has 


been done in most of the great cities in similar cases. We ought 


| not to give this company the public parkage or other public 
| property. All that we ought to do is simply to keep them from 


suftering by the public improvement. That is all they have a 
right to demand. . 

Gentlemen say the alternative is ‘‘ this bill or nothing.” It is 
not this bill or nothing. It is this bill or something better. You 


| and I have the right and the power to make this bill something 


better to-day. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he failed to sub- 


| mit to a vote theamendment offered by the gentleman from Iows 


Mr. Lacry] and the amendment to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. The question 
now is on the amendment to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The question was taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
LACEY; and on adivision (demanded by Mr. LACEY) there were— 
ayes 47, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit to the oppo- 


| sition to the bill a proposition with a view of coming, if we can, 
| to some arrangement to close debate on the amendment of the 


genileman from Missouri [Mr. COwHERD]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like five minutes on that bill. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. And I wish five minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. You have just had twenty minutes on that 
side—ten minutes each. I suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 


| souri that we close debate at 1 o'clock. That ought to be liberal 


time. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to closing the debate at 
1 o'clock? 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman will not object to my offer- 
ing the amendments I suggested if this one is defeated? 

Mr. BABCOCK., I refer to the proposed amendment changing 
the depot back of the Mall. 

Mr. COWHERD. I have no objection to that. 

There being no objection, it was agreed that the debate be lim- 
ited to 1 o’clock. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missis- 


| sippi [Mr. WILLIAMS| is ordinarily very correct in his statement 
| of facts, but he has been misinformed as to the manner in which 
| the occupancy was established or acquisition made by the Penn- 


sylvania Railroad Company of the property which the road now 


| traverses on the Mall. His declaration was, in substance, that it 
| Was a mere squatter or a trespasser, that it came there without 
| authority, and that it had remained continuously in defiance of 


authority. 

That is not the fact. Its authorization came first from a then 
competent authority, namely, from a legislative body, the board 
of aldermen, the council, and mayor of the city of Washington, 


| of the District of Columbia, acting in a proper legislative capacity. 


That authority was further confirmed the next year by an act of 


| Congress. That act of Congress required the payment of taxes on 


the franchise they had and on the buildings they erected; and 
from that time to this they have been paying taxes, and their title 
has in that manner been authoritatively recognized. So the gen- 
tleman will see that he has been misled in this statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did not the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road enter upon the land in question under the pretext of ‘ts being 
a temporary occupation on some great public occasion here? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ican not answer that question, for I do not 
know. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). And did they not 
ask to have the privilege of laying two tracks, and promise to 
shunt their cars and not to cross at all with locomotives? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I can not say as to that, but I know that the 
authority has been confirmed over and over again, and I have 
cited the gentleman to the authority. 

Again, the gentleman says that all that is. proposed in this bill 
in the way of benefits to the company is a gift; that we are “ giv- 


| ing them” certain privileges and certain property. I deny that. 


I say that when these great changes are demanded, when we are 
imposing upon them an expenditure of four and a half millions of 
dollars; bychanging the form of use and changing the location of 
their road, they have secured in equity the right to compensation 
in part for that change, and I say that it is the universal practice 
everywhere to recognize that right, 
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By statute in the State of New York, where railways are com- 

elled to do what we are now compelling this one to do, the pub- 
ic pay one-half of the cost of the changes; the municipality 25 
per cent, the State 25 per cent, the railway company 50 per cent. 
Nearly every Statein this Union has legislated upon this subject, 
or at least many of them have, and have fixed the proportions that 
are to be paid by the railway companies making the changes and 
by the public compelling the changes. 

So when we make that compensation that is universal, that the 
common sense of mankind recognizes as equitable, we are not 
‘“‘giving,” but simply paying that which is just. And right here, 
let me say, how little wedo pay! Not 50 per cent, not 35 per cent. 
The gentleman speaks of a bridge that is to be built ‘‘in pay- 
ment.” Itisnotso. Thatis an enterprise entirely distinct, but 
which happens to be provided forin this bill. The duty of the 


erection of that bridge is imposed by the necessities of the case | 


upon the Congress or upon the District. It is a bridge that will 
be built. It is a bridge that in another form is being clamored 
for day after day insistently, that is to cost four and a half million 
dollars, which this Congress has appropriated $10,000 to secure 
plans for. 
construct this bridge, in my judgment it will do away with the 
necessity and the pretext for this other larger, more expensive 
one that so many gentlemen are insisting upon. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NEWLANDS rose and was recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like unanimous con- 
sent to ask a question of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Nevada yield? 

Mr. NEWLANDS, Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be ex- 
tended to allow him to ask a question. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish that the gentleman had asked that my 
time be extended five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand, of course, that 
the gentleman from Iowa has been granted time in which to an- 
swer my question, as well as time for me to ask my question. 
The question which I wish to ask is this: These cases to which 
you were referring, where these conipanies were recompensed for 
the taking of old sites and all that, were they not always cases 
where the companies had paid for the old sites? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They had paid for the right 
of way and for the terminals and the sites, and in this case they 
have paid for.neither. They are on public property to-day. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I presume that they are paid for, without 


regard to the manner in which the franchise or right of way is | 


acquired, 
have been by purchase; it may have been by condemnation; but 
it is entirely inditferent how they acquired it. The statutes of 


If we adopt this legislation, if we pass this bill, if we | 


Ican not tell how the franchise was acquired. | 


it may have been by gift, as we understand it; it may | 


| 





these States are peremptory, as Iunderstand,in compelling compen- | 


sation, or at least the bearing of a percentage of the cost; 35 per | 


cent in Massachusetts; 45 per cent, I think, in Connecticut; 50 per 
cent in New York. 

Did I understand, Mr. Chairman, that my time was extended 
five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN, It was not. No request was made for that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I am sorry I was so brief in my answer. 
[Laughter. } 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote for the amend- 


ment presented by the gentleman from Missouri, changing the | 


location of the Baltimore and Potomac station from the Mall toa 


location south and outside of this Government park, to be ac- | 


quired by purchase or condemnation, and I shall do so for these 
reasons: I would like to see the question of the convenience of the 


location of the station and the beauty and appearance of the Mall | 
If we vote for the amendment presented | 


harmonized, if possible. 


by the gentleman from Missouri, the bill will then go into con- | 
ference, leaving the question of the location of the station an open | 
question to be determined in conference, as the two Houses dis- | 


agree upon that question. 


That committee will have two months | 


before Congress adjourns in which to deliberate and act upon | 
that matter, and I can not but believe that further deliberation | 
in the light of events subsequent to the passage of this bill in the | 


Senate last year will lead to a wise conclusion. 


The chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia in 


the Senate, Senator McMILLAN, after the passage of this act in 
the Senate, I believe, introduced a measure there for the appoint- 
ment by the President of a landscape architect of eminence to 
prepare a plan for the improvement of the Mall. Such an archi- 
tect was appointed in the person of Mr. Parsons, who has recently 
presented the most beautiful and elaborate plans for this purpose, 
and I understand that his judgment is against locating this sta- 
tion on the Mall. That plan has not been before either the Senate 
or House committee in the consideration of this measure. Cer- 
tainly if that plan can be harmonized with the more convenient 





location of this station upom Pennsylvania avenue, and if that could 
be accomplished, I for one would be exceedingly pleased. Yet it 
seems to me that we are proceeding blindly without the views of 
this expert. If this station is to go on the Mall or front on Penn- 
sylvania avenue as a matter of convenience to the public, then we 
should have the views of this gentleman, so that we may place 
such restrictions and conditions as to the preservation of the land- 
scape effects as will least injure the picturesque appearance of 
the park. This bill is absolutely without conditions as to this. 
The railroad company can put a barn there or it can construct an 
elevated track and station of ornamental or monumental appear- 
ance, as it chooses. 

Now, if we give this opportunity for conference we are more 
likely to have a wise judgment upon the matter than if we deter- 
mine it conclusively now, without the information which since 
then has been received through the expert employed by the Gov- 
ernment. The gentleman who is chairman of the District Com- 
mittee of the House |Mr. Bascock]} stated, you will recall, that 
he knew nothing of the plans of Mr. Parsons. Now, my view is 
that we should consider the question of the appearance of this 
park or Mall most carefully; that we should endeavor to harmo- 
nize public convenience, so far as accessibility of the sfation is con- 
cerned, with the preservation of the picturesque effect of the 
park, and this can best be done by a disagreement with the Sen- 
ate as to the location, which will force conference and delibera- 
tion. If we approve the Senate bill in this particular, the whole 
matter slips out of our hands beyond recall. 

If, however, the Senate location is to stand, we should place 
some conditions in this bill regarding the cost of the building, the 
plan of the building to be erected, and the general form and de- 
sign of the elevated car tracks that are to pass over the Mall; for 
recollect these tracks will pass over this park from the southern 
extremity to the northern extremity, 1,600 feet, and no restriction 
is placed on the judgment of the company regarding the character 
of the structure to be erected. 

Now, this is public ground. Weare careful about public archi- 
tecture. We have provided in numerous bills regarding public 
buildings for competition in the designs, in order to preserve the 
architectural beauty of this city. Why should we not put a pro- 
vision in this bill compelling competitive plans, to be approved by 
skilled men, and fixing a total cost for the structure sufficiently 
high to insure an imposing structure? The raised tracks could be 
made under the genius of a skillful architect to assume the appear- 
ance of a colonnade or of a series of arches resembling the old 
Roman aqueducts. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. We ought to provide for a landscape archi- 
tect, so that if this structure is to be designed, it can be designed 
in harmony with the landscape. 

Now, as to the question of cost, which has been referred to by 
the gentleman from Mississippi and the gentleman from Iowa. 
The gentleman from Iowa said that the uniform rule under the 
legislation of municipalities has been to divide the cost between 
the public and the corporation with reference to these changes 
demanded by publicimprovement. I insist upon it that the legis- 
lation of municipalities, usually corrupt, should not be a guide 
for this body. Let us follow our own precedents, which establish 
a higher standard than those afforded by State legislatures and 
city councils in legislation affecting these public uses. 

The street railroad companies stand just where this steam rail- 
road does in their occupancy of public streets. Both are enjoying 
licenses to use, called franchises, which are subject to alteration, 
amendment, and repeal. Congress, under whip and spur, drove 
the street railroads in this city from the old system of horse rail- 
ways into cable railways and electric railways, and compelled 
those constructing electric railways to adopt the most expensive 
form of construction—the underground system. Again, Congress 
compelled the Capital Traction Company—the old Washington 
and Georgetown Company—to make an extension of its tracks for 
six blocks in Georgetown, and also compelled it to purchase land 
and grade it at a cost of $50,000 or $60,000 for a transfer station 
that cost $300,000, 

Did the Congress of the United States provide that railroad with 
a convenient public reservation? Did it furnish the land, or pay 
anything toward the cost of improvement? Certainly not. Then 
when the Metropolitan Railroad was compelled to change from 
horses to electric power, at a time when the corporation was 
almost insolvent—it was compelled to put in an underground rail- 
way system at great expense, involving millions—did Congress 
contribute anything to the cost of the change? 

No; the change forced the company to buy a whole block of 
land in the eastern portion of the city for their car station. Was 
a public reservation given to them? And then when the Rock 
Creek Railroad Company wanted its franchise enlarged so that it 


The time of the gentleman has exfired. 
I ask an extension of my time for five 
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could build from the outskirts of the city to the District line, on 
the line of Connecticut avenue extended, then not even laid out, 
what did Congress compel it to do? 

Did it give that company land? No; but it compelled it to pur- 
chase and turn over to the city the entire street for 3 miles, to 
grade Connecticut avenue for a distance of 3 miles, not simply 
the width of the railroad. but the width necessary for traffic 
on both sides, at a cost of from two hundred to two hundred and 
fifty thousand doliars. Congress also compelled it to construct two 
bridges, one across the Rock Creek and another across the Klingle 
Ford, not only for the accommodation of the railroad travel, but 
for general traffic, almost as wide as the streets themselves, at an 
aggregate cost of over $200,000. 

Such is the action that has characterized Congress in dealing 
with these great public uses, which enjoy the privilege of using 
the public streets for the transaction of their business, It has 
never hesitated to compel needed changes which the progress of 
the times required. It has made the reservation of the right to 
alter, amend, or repeal mean something, and has never recognized 
that a needed change required compensation from the public 
Treasury. It is a splendid record of uniform regulation and con- 
trol over public uses, and we do not need the example of corrupt 
municipalities as our guide. 

Now, I contend that in this question of distribution of the cost 
of this change, there is an unfair imposition on the District, for 
whilst the gentlemen on the other side insist that they do not grant 
the fee in this land, you will observe, in their report, that in appor- 
tioning the cost for the District they put the land im the Mall at 
the price of $2.50 per square foot, a total of over $1,000,000. Add 
to that about $250,000 and make that the contribution for the Dis- 
trict in the proposed improvement. They add to that, also, the 
60 cents a foot given for Garfield Park—$162,000 cash—so that I 
say that this is not a fair charge against the District. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. CowHERD] brings us a choice 
between two propositions. The one will permit the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company to pass over that portion of the public grounds 
called the Mall, as it does now, and permit it to locate its depot 
where it is now located, very near Pennsylvania avenue; the other 
wiil force its removal to the other side of the Mall and compel the 
public to pass through the park, a distance of several blocks, to 
reach it. The question has been narrowed to a question as to 
whether our vote shall be influenced by sentiment or utility. 

We have heard numerous speeches in support of the sentimental 
side of the question. The arguments used have been on the lines 
aaa the Chinese in their opposition to the building of railroads 
in China. 

They claim that the building of these railroads will pass through 
and thereby desecrate the very numerous cemeteries of that coun- 
try and disturb the rest of buried ancestors, 

The sentimental supporters of this amendment object to the 
invasion and desecration of the sacred precincts of the Mall, 


claiming it will mar the beauty and symmetry of a public park | 
reservation which, some time in the far distant future, is to be | 


made picturesque, beautiful, and lovely by the expenditure of 
millions of public money and the inauguration of a costly and 
extensive system of landscape gardening. 


Let us first consider one point of the sentimental argument, and | 


ask ourselves the question as to whether the quiet, serenity, and 


exclusiveness of the Mall will not be much more affected by oblig- | 


ing the whole traveling public, with horses, wagons, cable cars, 


night toreach the station than to have the railroad trains traverse 
it on an elevation and discharge its passengers where they now 
do. Ido not think there can be any question that every unpreju- 
diced member must reach the conclusion that the passage of the 
traveling public constantly will very much more disturb the prop- 
erty for park purposes and rob it by the constant noise and confu- 
sion of the most Sesirat le uses of park property. 

Mr. GAINES. Will therailroad trains not be running through 
it all night? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Certainly; but what do you 
want to use the park for at night? Onlyavery few people use it; 
then maybe the gentleman interrogating me may be one. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman knows more about using it at 
night than I do. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I certainly never was there at 
night, and whether the gentleman from Tennessee has been I know 
not. Only I am forced to form my opinion from the question he 
has asked. The objection came from him. 

Mr. Chairman, this question should be considered not from the 
point of sentiment, but from the more important standpoint of 
atility. Public utility should govern and control the vote of every 
member. 

Nothing is more needed at the present time in this city than per- 
manent, commodious, convenient, and handsome railroad stations. 
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eo Sagem will be more welcomed by residents and visitors 
alike. 

The bill will give all that can be desired in this respect; and this 
in addition to removing the railroad tracks and dangerous grade 
crossing. The Pennsylvania Railroad will spend over $5,000,000 
in making these improvements and alterations when the measure 
is enacted into law. 

A very small fraction of the people of the United States live in 
the District of Columbia. A very much larger portion of the 
people use this railroad and come to Washington as visitors, 
Among this large portion are the members of both Houses of Con- 
gress and their numerous constituents. Every man who has a 
seat in this body has constituents constantly coming here. 

The people who have visited here before know where the pres- 
ent railroad stations are located with reference to other well- 
known places and streets. Those who will visit here in the future 
want to enter the city at the most convenient locations. What, 
then, is to be gained by dragging the depots out of their present 
convenient locations and removing them to more remote and very 
inconvenient places I can not understand, and it is admitted by 
those preparing this amendment that under its provisions the lo- 
cation contemplated will not be nearly as convenient as the pres- 
ent location of the Pennsylvania Railroad station is. 

In addition the erection of these improvements will have a tend- 
ency to make Washington a cosmopolitan city. It is not a cos- 
mopolitan city to-day. In many ways it is exceedingly provincial, 
provincial in its railroad stations, provincial in its restaurants, in 
many of its hotels. Why,from all I have been able to observe the 
large majority of the people of this city go to bed at 9 o’clock. 
{Laughter.] Between 9 and 11 the stroller can hardly find a man 
on thestreets, and toseeacarriage rolling by is still more unusual, 

It is very hard for a stranger to learn the reason for this condi- 
tion of affairs in so large acity. The intense mental strain and 
overworked condition of United States Government employees 


| might be urged, I know, but such explanation would only cause the 


knowing to smile. 

I would favor not only better railroad facilities, but more liberal 
regulations in regard to hotels and all licensed places. Let them 
be allowed to be kept open after midnight if they will; that will 
infuse a little life and brightness and gayety and business into this 
dull town. It would makeit more cosmopolitan. Let it compare 
in all respects to the great capitals of the world, London, Paris, 
Berlin, and Vienna, and the great cities of the States, St. Louis, 
Chicago, New York, Boston, and Philadelphia. I haveoften been 
amused to read in Washington papers reflections cast on the slow- 
ness of Philadelphia. Why, gentlemen, there is more life and 
gayety in Philadelphia in a single hour after 6 p. m. than in a 
whole week in the capital city of this great. nation. 

Now, Philadelphia is not to be compared in this respect with 
many other cities. So let us hegin here, join hand in hand in 
bringing about these improvements, and step by step, as rapidly 


| as possible, make this great capital a metropolitan city—the rival 


of any in the world. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the fact that 
so great a majority of the committee report in favor of this plan 
bas great weight with me; but I have not yet heard any argument 


| offered by the committee against the amendment now pending 


which convinces me, and unless I do hear a better argument than 
I have heard so far I shall vote for the amendment. The main 
argument I have heard is of convenience; that to remove the sta- 
tion a thousand feet south would be inconvenient; but for men 


| riding in their carriages or strec¢ cars that is absolutely trivial. 
and drays to go through this park at all hours of the day and | 


It makes scarcely any difference, and it certainly leaves the Mall 
free. If there is no other objection than that, I shall vote for the 


| amendment. 


The chairman of the committee said that it would involve engi- 


| neering complications. He said he did not know what they were, 
| and he can not expect the House to vote on thatassurance. Asto 


the statement that is made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HeEPBuRN | as to how the railroad was treated in this plan, I will 
agree with him that ¢hey are required to pay a large proportion 
of the expense; but the gentleman, it seems to me, forgets that in 
this case the railroad was granted a franchise and right to come 
into the station for nothing, and they have for years paid no lease 


| to the Government. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me a statement? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is the gentleman prepared to make that 
statement? The act of Congress grants to this railroad company 
the right to make entry upon these lands so far as it can. It 
seems that the lands at that time were occupied by other parties 
and the railroad company was required to extinguish their rights. 
Again, at this time the Mall was occupied by a canal that had 
certain rights. This canal extended the whole length o. the Mall 
and the road interfered with the rights of the canal. The com- 
pany was to extinguish the rights of the canal that were inter- 
fered with. Now, iam not prepared to allow the statement to 
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go unchallenged that they came here without any compensa- 

n. 
i GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it certainly | 
has not been stated here by anybody that the railroad company 
paid any material sum for getting in. Tbe gentleman simply says 
that he does not know whether they did or not. Gentlemen cer- 
tainly should show what this company did pay before they claim 
that it has paid. On the evidence before us the railroad has come 
into the city of Washington all these years and paid nothing for 
its access or foritstunnel. Now, when it is said that some change | 
must be made in order that the tracks of the road as if comes in 
should not be an obstruction to the citizens of the District, it seems 
to me it is only fair that the railroad should pay all the expense. | 
I agree that when a railroad owns or has paid for its right of 
way it is fair that the city should pay a portion of the expense. 
In Massachusetts in such cases the railroad company has to pay 
65 per cent, the State 15 per cent, and the city 10 per cent. But 
in a case where the railroad company has paid absolutely nothing— 
has for years had a valuab!e lease and paid nothing as rent and 
nothing to speak of for the original purchase—it seems only fair 
that the railroad should pay al! the expense which is necessary in 
order that its tracks may not be an inconvenience to the public. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do I understand the 
gentleman to say that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company has 
paid no taxes into the Treasury for the land upon which its depot 
rests? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


I did not say anything about 





taxes. 1 do not suppose it has paid any taxes for the land it | 
occupies. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I wanted to bring that 
fact out. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
its buildings. 

Mr. HEPBURN. On land and buildings. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I donot know whether it has 
paid taxes on the land or not. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think it has not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand, it has paid 
no taxes on the public land which it occupies; it has paid taxes on 
its tracks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will read from the act: 

And the said property so omnes by said company, together with the 


improvements which may be put thereon, shall be subject to tax by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia the same as other property in the District. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Well, it is not a large rent 
to simply pay taxes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, being engaged in committee 
work elsewhere, I have listened to only a part of this discussion. 
I lay it down as a business axiom that commercial necessities re- 
quire that a great railroad depot should be built as near as possi- 
ble to the business portion of the city which it undertakes to 
accommodate. We recognized this fact in New York City in 1867. 
The New York Central Railroad Company proposed to build a 
depot near the center of that city. They not only closed eight or 
ten streets, but four of those streets were taken up by the depot 
itself, and, in addition, the people of the city of New York taxed 
themselves $2,500,000 to aid this railroad company in sinking its 
tracks on land that it already owned. The same considerations 
would apply to Washington as to New York. The conditions 
are the same. New York City would rather spend $20,000,000 
to-day than see that depot reduced to its old condition and the 
tracks running with grade crossings. 

Now, we have heard a great deal here about the policy or the 
right of the Government to give this land to the Pennsylvania | 
Railroad Company. New York City gave tothe United States Gov- 
ernment land valued to-day at two and a half million dollars on 
which to build a post-office. It seems to me that if the Govern- 
ment can receive such a value for its own benefit it ought to give 
value in return for the benefit of the city in which it has estab- 
lished its capital. 

I heard my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. FirzGERALD] yes- 
terday, with great attention, in his assault on the Pennsylyania 
Railroad. Why, sir, Don Quixote never did better in his tilt upon 
the windmills. Itwasamagnificent effort. But it compared very 
unfavorably with the effort of the gentleman in this House four 
years ago on behalf of one particular railroad in Massachusetts. 

At that time he advocated, and he convinced you members of this | 
House, that it was perfectly proper to give an essential part of the 
Boston Navy- Yard to the Fitchburg Railroad, notwithstanding the 
protest of the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment, who declared 
that the measure practically ruined the property of the United 
States as a navy-yard. Mr. Chairman, what has been the result? | 
Why, sir, that action by the House at the instance of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has turned into the pockets of the Fitch- 
burg Railroad Company $480.000 a year ever since. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, this bill, as I understand—and I believe I | 
understand it correctly—is a bill for the benefit of the city of | 


It may have paid taxes on 


| 
| 
| 


Washington, not for the benefit of the Pennsylvania Railroad. 
That company will not receive one cent more in profits after build- 
ing this depot than they are receiving to-day with the depot they 
already have. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BIncHAm having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed a bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

S. 5036. An act granting an increase of pension to Norton 
Schermerhorn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment joint resolutions of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 277. Joint resolution authorizing the appointment of 
Charles A. Boutelle as a captain on the retired list of the Navy; 


|} and 


H. J. Res. 101. Joint resolution authorizing the publication of 
an edition of A Digest of International Law. 


GRADE CROSSINGS, ETC., BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up the time 
of the House in general discussion, because I have already done 
so to some extent. But during the debate yesterday the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] put a question to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Bancock], the chairman of the District 
Committee. I desire to read that question, with the answer: 

Mr. CANNoN. But the gentleman has said now that, from a practical stand- 

oint of the interests of the public and the interests of the road and the 
interest of the District, he is satisfied that it is practically impossible to move 
the railroad with its depot from the location it has now? 

Mr. BABcocK. The Commissioners say it is absolutely impracticable, and 
the committee believed it to be so. 

I know that that reply of the gentleman from Wisconsin seemed 
to haveavery great effect upon members of the House, as it should 
have had. But I immediately examined what the Commissioners 
did say, so far as their recommendations were filed in the report 
of the committee, and I am unable to find anything of that char- 
acter in the written report, nor dol recollect any such suggestion 
made in the committee. I remember nothing of the kind before 
the committee, and hence, for information, I ask the chairman of 
our committee to state upon what information he based his answer 


| to the gentleman from Illinois. 


The printed report of the Commissioners in reference to the 
matter is as follows: 

The present station was established under authority of an act approved 
March 25, 1871, by the board of aldermen and common council of the city of 
Washington, ata time when the people were supposed to have a voice in the 
affairs of the District government. It is therefore assumed that this loca- 
tion was the choice of the people at that time. Thisaction was confirmed by 
the act of Congress approved May 21, 1872, since which time the company has 
been in quiet possession. The advisability of requiring a change of location 
at this time is left to the wisdom of Congress. 


Now, the Commissioners, so far as I can see, do not think itis 
absolutely impossible, or my cssreomnanay I should say, to make this 
change, and I would like to have some idea as to what the recom- 
mendation was. Hence I ask our distinguished chairman the 


| question, and request him to inform the committee as to where 
| and when they made the statement to which he has referred. 


Mr. BABCOCK, I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that I had no intention of conveying the idea, or even using the 
term, that it was absolutely impossible to make this change. 

Mr. SIMS. ‘Absolutely impracticable” is the language. 

Mr. BABCOCK (continuing). But that it is absolutely impos- 
sible was-never suggested. The idea I had was the information I 
had directly from the Commissioners, not only one, but two or 
three of them, all joining in the assertion that it was practically 
impossible to accommodate the general traffic by putting the 
depot in the place proposed. This was stated in the committee 
room and stated to me personally. I propounded the question 
directly to the Engineer Commissioner myself, for the purpose of 
satisfying my own mind upon the question, and I do not wish to 
be understood in my answer to the interrogatory propounded, 
and which has been referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
as saying that it was absolutely impossible to do this. 

Mr. SIMS. ‘‘Impracticable” was the language. 

Mr. BABCOCK (continuing). Because it is by no means im- 
possible. It is possib'e to move it down to the Potomac River if 


| Congress so desires. 


Mr. SIMS. Then, let me ask the chairman of the committee if 
the engineer in charge of the work, from the War Department, 
did not say that it was a practicable scheme? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, the gentleman has the report before him 
and knows as well as I what the recommendation was. 

Mr. SIMS. My recollection is that he said it was practicable. 

Now, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in their 
report failed to use the language which individual members have 
used in the discussion of this measure before the committee. 
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There is nothing whatever —no information before thecommittee— 
which undertakes to inform the House that there is anything ab- 
solutely impracticable or even difficult about the matter. I do 
not understand that the chairman of the committee undertakes to 


tell us on his own responsibility that it is absolutely impracticable. | 
Mr. BABCOCK. The Commissioners in their report do not | 


attempt to indicate to Congress what location shall be adopted. 
I understand them to say that they propose to leave that entirely 
to the discretion of Congress. They make no recommendations 
in reference to the matter, but they have expressed in the com- 


mittee room and to me personally, as well as to other members, | 


their ideas as to the best location end the practicability of moving 
the station as contemplated by this bill. 

Mr. SIMS. I talked to one of the Commissioners myself. and 
his idea was that it was impracticable only because we could not 
get such a bill passed, and not because of any difficulty in refer- 
ence to the engineering feasibility of the scheme. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; it was the engineering proposition to 
be accomplished. I understood that to be the suggestion. 

Mr. SIMS. I did not so understand it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee | 
has expired and the time limiting the discussion on this part of | 


the bill has also expired, and the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, may we have the amendment 
again reported? 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amendment will be 
again read. 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

_ On pages 4and 5 strike out section 3, inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: * That the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall remove 
its tracks running north and south on Sixth street west, and remove its 
depot and passenger station now located on the public reservation at Sixth 
and B streets NW.., in said city, and in lieu thereof the said company shall, 
under the supervision of the Commissioners of the District, construct and 
maintain a station building and appurtenances, train sheds, tracks, and sid 
ings in connection therewith suitable and adequate for the convenient 
accommodation of the public, to be located at such point between Sixth and 
Tenth streets SW. and between B street and D street SW. as may be most 
convenient to said company; and authority is hereby given to said company 
to acquire private property for that_ purpose within the boundaries last 
described, either by purchase or condemnation, as is hereinafter provided, 
and to occupy such portion of the public reservation and streets within said 
boundaries as the Commissioners of the District may deem necessary for the 
purpose herein set forth.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. COWHERD demanded a division. 

The committee divided: and there were—ayes 59, noes 76, 

Mr. COWHERD. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. Bas- 
cock and Mr. CowHERD. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, 
noes 95. 

Accordingly, the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to offer the 
amendment which I suggested in case this one was defeated, meet- 
ing the points which I referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at end of line 10, page 5: 

“Provided, That upon the lands in the Mall hereby granted to the use of 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company no freight depot, warehouse, 
or other structure except such as are necessary to its use as the site of a pas 
senger station shall be erected; and that no tracks yor such as are neces 
sary to the service of such passenger station shall be laic 
line: And provided further, That any other railway, railroad, or transporta 
tion company, now or hereafter to be organized, desiring at any time to in 


any manner use or occupy avy portion of the Mall and buildings erected | 


thereon, the use and occupation of which are herein granted and conferred 
upon the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, shall have and possess 
the right to use and occupy the said portion of the Mall in this section 
described upon such terms as may hereafter be prescribed by law.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. You had better divide that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is limited upon this section. 

Mr. COWHERD. I beg your pardon; debate was only limited 
upon the amendment offered before. 

I do not want to occupy the time of the committee, but I do 


wish to explain what is intended to be reached by these two | 


amendments, and I think that the committee will certainly agree 
with me that some such provision should appear in the bill. 

In the first place, if you give the 14 acres granted out of the 
Mall you certainly do not intend that it shall be used as a switch 
track, as a freight yard, or for the building of warehouses upon 
it. itis intended, I take it, in the vote that has just been had, 
giving this property to the company, that it shall be used solely 
for its passenger purposes and to the use that was limited in the 
original grant to the company. As far as I am informed, and I 


or operated on said | 
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have attempted to inform myself upon it, there never has been a 
| measure that has passed the House that gave to this railroad com- 
| pany the right to use a foot of this land except for passenger 
| purposes. 

Now, at the suggestion of the chairman, Iam going toaskto divide 
that into two amendments, the first being the one that I have just 
| attempted to describe, an intention to confine the company to the 
use of this land in the Mall for a passenger depot and the tracks 
| leading to that passenger depot. 

I hope the chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia will consent to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amendment will be 
thus divided. 

Mr. GAINES rose and was recognized. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, [I want to make a statement 
here. Under the rules, in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. GAINES. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Under the rules, in Committee of the Whole 
we are entitled to ten minutes upon each amendment, five for and 
five against the amendment, and I want to give notice now that 
I shall insist upon the rule being carried out. It is absolutely 
necessary if we are to reach a vote. As I said to the gentleman 
from Missouri. I want to offer every opportunity for debate. 

Mr. COWHERD. As far as lam concerned, after these amend- 
ments are disposed of I have no objection. These are practically 
all the amendments that I have to offer, except that I desire to 
offer a motion to recommit at the proper time, and I only want on 
these amendments time to explain them to the House, so that the 
members may understand them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The suggestion, as the Chair understands 
it, is that after this amendment the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[ Mr. Bascock] will ask that the discussion on the various amend- 
ments be relevant, and that the time be divided, five minutes in 
opposition and five minutes in favor of each amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; not toexceed that; but Ireserve the right 
| to move to close debate at any time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to give, not 
sell, this property to this railroad. My colleague, the gentleman 
from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON], and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CoWHERD] say that they would not agree even to sell 
the property, and they have given their reasons for it. Now let 
us see what is given. The minority report states, and it is not 
disputed, first, that the land given is valued at $1,394,500; that 
the cost of the changes borne by the District and the United 
States is $250,000; that the appropriation for the bridge is $568,- 
000, making a total of $2,212,500. 

I am informed, by reading the speech of my colleague [Mr. 
Sms], that this bridge is now kept up by the railroad; that the 
railroad companies are not only compelled to build, but keep the 
bridge in repair. 

Now, the Federal Government is to build a new bridge, and also 
keep it up in the future, and we do not know what the cost of the 
latter will be. Nobody knows, and can not tell what it is. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the amount set down here—$250,000—for 
damages and costs certainly must be a very small amount. We 
find on page 13 that the streets to be carried ‘over the railroad” 
are Sixth SE., Fifth SE., Fourth SE., Third SE.,Second SE., New 
Jersey avenue, NinthSW., Tenth SW., Eleventh SW., and Twelfth 
SW. Then there are an equal number of streets, which [ will not 
take time to read, which are to go ‘‘ under the railroad.” 

Now, we are to pay the abutting owners for damages done to 
| their property, which is always a large amount, and the statement 
| last session of the distinguished chairman of the Appropriation 
Committee [Mr. CANNON] is that to leave the question of Camages 
to a jury in this District is practically to give the plaintif* all he 
asks for in his declaration. Now, if such a condition of things 
exists what will the final amount of damages be? In addition to 
that, we must pay for the approaches to and across these bridges. 
Nobody has estimated these. It is bound to be very large. These 
are new burdens the public assumes in addition to this gift. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Gen. John M. Wilson, brigadier-general, 
Chief of Engineers of the United States of America, on page 
20 of this report, specifically condemns this whole project. This 
gives 344 acres of land, and refers to the report of Theodore A. 
Bingham, Mr. Chairman, who at great length condemns the proj- 
ect and recommends the project that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CowHERD] and my colleague report in their minority 
report: that is, “ plan No. 5” of the District Commissioners, which 
locates, as the report says, ‘‘a logical location and preserve the his- 
torical Mall, permit development and completion according to 
Washington's original plan.” 

In addition to that it seems that the report of Mr. Bingham com- 
mends the report of the ‘‘ District Commissioners” to one of our 
Congresses, possibly the Fifty-fourth, firstsession, Thatisalluded 
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to on page 23 of the report. He condemns it, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause it trenches ‘‘on the Garfield Park, which is one of the seven- 
teen original reservations set aside by President Washington and 
the early Commissioners for the ornamentation of the capital,” 
and the Mall, laid out by Washington, and up to date kept for a 
park, as the ‘‘ Father of His Country” desired it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the chairman of the District Commit- 
tee agree that this amendment may be offered as a committee 
amendment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do agree to the first part of the amendment, 
that this property shall not be used for freight purposes, but I do 
not agree to the second part. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the first part of the 
amendment, the amendment being subdivided, will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at end of line 10, page 5: 

* Provided, That upon the lands in the Mall hereby granted to the use of 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company no freight depot, warehouse, 
or other structure except such as are necessary to its use as the site of a pas- 
senger station shall be erected; and that no tracks except such as are neces- 
av the service of such passenger station shall be laid or operated on said 

ine. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard 
on the second part of the amendment. I want to explain the sec- 
ond amendment. The intention of this amendment is to provide 
that if in the future some railway, other than this road or some 
road connected with it, shall seek entrance into the city of Wash- 
ington it may have the opportunity to come in over this Mall, 
over the same track, and enter into the same depot, upon such 
terms as Congress may prescribe. The purpose is this: You are 
going to give the Mall away, and the only thing it is pretended 
that we are acquiring is the convenience of having a depot located 
in the heart of the city. 

There is no contention but that if this is to be used simply as a 
passenger station a dozen railroads can enter as well as one. We 
are giving them a strip of land 340 feet wide, and you can build 
15 or 20 tracks upon it; you can build a depot to accommodate all 
the passenger traffic of all the railroads that will ever want to 
enter the city of Washington. Now, then, I submit that we 
should reserve the right to compel this road to consent to the use 
of this property, which we are giving away to-day, by other roads 
that may hereafter enter the city and want terminal stations. 
Otherwise, if we left it simply with the road to enter into an agree- 
ment with other roads, the property we are giving away will be 
sold by them for mi:lions of dollars. I do not believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, that a man needs to apologize for protecting the public in- 
terest. 

But it appears that it has gotten to the point in this House that 
when a man attempts to oppose any proposition to give property 
or money to a railroad company he has got to apologize. I want 
to say that opposition to railroad companies has never been a por- 
tion of my political capital or stock in trade. I have never op- 
posed them except to preserve the rights of the people, and I sub- 
mit that this amendment ought to receive the unanimous ap- 
proval of the House. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the second part 
of this amendment, the one now under consideration, I want to 
say that it is impracticable and not necessary. All rights are re- 
served by Congress to alter, amend, or repeal; and in handling 
the street railway charters the committee has been very careful 
not to give any indefinite rights to some unknown person or cor- 
poration that might grow up in the future; but we have reserved 
that in the hands of Congress; and at all times in all bills that 
have been reported by the District Committee we have reserved 
all these rights to Congress. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman, you would see at once the folly 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company or any other railroad com- 
pany spending $5,000,000 in terminals with the understanding that 
they were building these terminals for any body or corporation 
thatmight want to use them. That is what this amendment will 
do; and I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the reservation in the concluding section 
of the bill—‘“‘ the right to change, alter, or amend ”’—permits us to 
pass such an act at any time, then certainly there should be no 
opposition to this amendment, because then we specifically reserve 
only the right which the chairman says is already reserved; other- 
wise, if that reservation does not cover it, or if it covers it in such 


@ way that it remains for the Pennsylvania Company, if any other | 


road comes in, to fix the compensation, or if Congress fixes it, to 
recover damages, then the chairman's argument falls to the ground; 
and I submit that the House ought to pass the amendment, 








Mr. BABCOCK. We have had more than a dozen questions of 
this kind. The matter of damages for use of other tracks has been 
retained by Congress, and the amount has been fixed by the court. 
Now, as to this question as to another line. If another line were 
to come in and build into Washington to-day, the first thing 
would be to get permission of Congress, to get anact to give them 
the right to come in and use these terminals, subject to proper 
compensation for the improvements made by the Pennsylvania 
Railroad, to be fixed by the court. That has been the practice of 
Congress for years. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does not the gentleman think when he ad- 
mits that we give this Mall to the railroad company, taking prop- 
erty worth millions of dollars-—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ido not admit it. 

Mr. COWHERD. But you do admit that we give them the use 
and occupation, if not the property. 

Mr. BABCOCK. We are contributing for this elevation of the 
tracks a portion of the cost of the elevation. 

Mr. COWHERD. Whether it be occupation or otherwise, I 
care not, but does not the gentleman think it a proper thing for 
Congress to reserve to itself the right to say upon what terms an- 
other railroad should be permitted to enter there, and not give the 
Pennsylvania the right to shut all other roads out? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman think thé courts are not 
competent to fix upon the damages or compensation? 

Mr. COWHERD. I donot know which would more likely fix 
a reasonable amount, the courts or Congress; but I think it is 
for Congress to reserve that right here. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Congress has always followed a certain rule, 
and I do not think it ought to be changed. I am against the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 56. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment to section 3: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend at the end of section 3 by adding: 
“The station building to be erected on the Mall shall cost not less than 


| $1,500,000, exclusive of the car shed, and the design thereof must be submitted 


to and approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. The ele 
vated track and car sheds on the Mall shall be of an ornamental or monu- 
mental character, and shall be designed, as far as practicable, so as not toim- 
par the appearance of the Mall. The designs thereof shall also be approved 
xy the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. The President of the 
United States shall appoint an architect of eminence and a landscape archi- 
tect of eminence, who shall be advisory to the said Commissioners in these 
matters, and $5.000 is hereby appropriated for the payment of the services of 
said architects.” 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the 


| committee [Mr. Bascock] whether he has any objection to this 
amendment? 


Mr. BABCOCK, There is no objection to it except the last 
clause, making an appropriation of $5,000 for the employment of 
two architects .o aid the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia. Those officers have abundant assistance at hand to take care 
of all these details. That part of the gentleman’s amendment I 
think we must object to. If he will strike out the last four lines, 
I will support the amendment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me, in the first place, say a few words 
to the gentleman on that point, for I think when the matter is 
further explained he will not insist on the objection. In the first 
place, the Commissioners of this District have no architect to 
whom they can apply for advice in these matters. Of late all our 
appropriations for school buildings and other public buildings 
have provided for competition in the employment of architects, 
and under this system the character of our school architecture 
and the District architecture in general has immensely improved 
within the last few years. 

Prior to that time the only man whom the Commissioners could 
consult in these matters was the inspector of public buildings. 
The result was that the public architecture of the District—schooi 
buildings, buildings for the fire department, etc.—was of very 
inferior design. 

This amendment proposes to appropriate only $5,000 for expert 
assistance of this kind, and it provides that the President of the 
United States shall appoint an architect of eminence and a land- 
scape architect of eminence. This is simply carrying out the idea 
which was incorporated in law one year ago when in reference to 
the Mall the President of the United States was authorized to 
appoint a landscape architect of eminence; and the result was the 
Parsons plan, which we have had before us to-day. 

Now, it does seem to me that in this great work, which involves 
the picturesque and ornamental appearxnce of the Mall, the Com- 
missioners ought to have the aid of expert men. Under this bill 
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they will be simply advisory. But we ought to give the Commis- 
sioners the aid of a landscape architect and of an architect of 
eminence. If the gentleman objects to having this appointment 
made by the President of the United States, I would be willing to 
modify the proposition so that the District Commissioners may 
themselves employ such talent as they select, paying therefor an 
amount not exceeding $5,000. In the amendment I am simply 
following the precedent which we adopted one year ago. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the modification which the gentleman 
suggests would be an improvement, because under the present 
bill this entire problem is in the hands of the Commissioners. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If I provide in the amendment that these 
architects shall be employed by the District Commissioners at a 
cost not exceeding $5,000, will the amendment with the change be 
acceptable? I understand the gentleman to say that it will. I 
therefore modify my amendment in that way. 

Mr. COWHERD. I wish to ask the chairman of the District 
Committee a question. Is there anything in this bill requiring 
the approval of the Commissioners of the District to the station 
building to be erected by the company? I can find nothing in the 
bill affecting that question. It simply provides for approval of 
the plans of the tracks, etc. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Approval of the work and methods of doing 
the work. 

Mr. COWHERD. But nothing is said in regard to the build- 
ing; the language seems to be limited to the tracks, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think my amendment would cover that 
point. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to move that debate 
on this amendment and the section be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the modification pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Nevada |Mr. NEWLANDs] to his 
amendment will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] moves to close 
debate on this amendment and the section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NEWLANDS 
as modified, it was agreed to. 

: Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 5, lines 10 and 11, as follows: 

* The station building herein provided for shall front on Pennsylvania ave- 
nue; and for aad a the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is 
authorized to condemn the block lying between Pennsylvania avenue and B 
street north, between Sixth and Seventh streets NW.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. I make a point of order that this proposition 
has already been disposed of . the Committee of the Whole in 
almost this exact language. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I submit that this amendment is not the 
same as the one heretofore introduced. That amendment was in 
connection with other matter. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] of- 
fered an amendment embodying this same proposition; and it was 
voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa is not at the desk. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I withdraw the point of order, and give 
the Committee of the Whole an opportunity to vote on this ques- 
tion again. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NEWLANDs, 
it was rejected; there being—ayes 25, noes 46. 

The Clerk read section 4 of the bill, under the heading ‘‘ Tem- 
porary tracks.” 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, was read: 


In line 21, after the word “the,” insert “time fixed for the.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, a few 
moments ago the gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs] 
referred to my friendship to a certain railroad corporation which 
does business in Massachusetts, and stated upon the floor of the 
House that through my influence with this great body the Fitch- 
burg Railroad Company was enabled to obtain possession of a 

rtion of the navy-yard property in Charlestown for its own use. 

vow, Mr. Chairman, I did not advocate any such proposition. 

I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the statute 
passed by Congress in the Fifty-fifth Congress, which was incor- 
porated as a part of the naval appropriation bill, showing the 
privileges accorded to this corporation at that time. 

The act had the unanimous indorsement of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to know if there is an amend- 
ment pending, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Capron in the chair), There is no 
amendment pending to the paragraph under consideration. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I raise the question of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
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man's suggestion has no reference to anything that is pending 
before the committee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. But the gentleman from 
oy York made a misstatement of fact and I propose to correct 
1im. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (continuing). The words used by me were 
simply an illustration of something before the House at the time. 
There is nothing before the House to warrant the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in asking to have that statute read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. If the Chair will pardon 
me, the gentleman from New York made a statement to the com- 
mittee which is not warranted by the facts, and I want to show 
what the facts are. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then how much do they get? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Why, the dock has not 
been completed yet. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. No; youhave not complied with your agree- 
ment when the act was passed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I know nothing of any 
other requirement except that contained in the statute, and in my 
own time, having been recognized, I ask the reading of the act to 
which I refer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that so far the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts has no reference to anything 
pending before the committee at the present time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Then I address myself 
to the general proposition contained in the bill, and moveto strike 
out the last word of the section. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That has not been read yet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Oh, yes; it has been 
read, Mr. Chairman, and I appeal to the Clerk to vindicate my 
statement, notwithstanding the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman,I move toclose all debate upon 
this paragraph and amendments thereto in one minute. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have 
been recognized, and I moved to strike out the last word in the 
paragraph just read by theClerk. I claim that the gentleman has 
no right to take me off the floor in that way. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that all debate on this part of the bill 
be closed in one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair holds that under the rules gov- 
erning the House in Committee of the Whole it is in order for the 
gentleman to move toclose the debate in one minute, and the ques- 
tion, therefore, is upon that motion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin in charge of this bill, if he wishes to get 
through with his bill this afternoon, to be fair in the treatment of 
debate. I only want five minutes toexplain my position. My ac- 
tion on a public matter has been questioned on the floor of the 
House by the gentleman from New York, and I certainly have a 
right to be heard in my own vindication. Now, if the gentleman 
from Wisconsin wishes to repeat the scenes of yesterday after- 
noon, then he can be unfair in the matter of debate. But I ap- 
peal to him to carry out the arrangement which he himself submit- 
ted to the House a short while ago, that on every subsequent para- 
graph, after it was read, there should be, if desired, debate, five 
minutes for and five against, and I think it is only fair and just 
that, having been recognized, I should be allowed to speak in this 
matter for the short time I have asked. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, Iask for 
the reading of the rule of the Committee of the Whole by which 
the gentleman, under the circumstances, can submit a proposition 
to close debate in one minute. I make the point of order that it 
was not in order while I was occupying the floor and had submit- 
ted an amendment myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The maiter of the motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin having been disposed of by the lapse of time, it is 
not necessary to rule upon the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Then a parliamentary 
inquiry. By what rule did the Chair put the proposition of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin before the House when I had the floor, 
having been recognized by the Chair upon an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state tothe gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the Chair did not put the proposition, but 
merely stated that the time of debate had run and the gentleman’s 
time had expired, and therefore it was not necessary to renew the 

yroposition submitted by way of a motion by the gentleman from 

/isconsin and put it before the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, Ishould 
like to know how my time could have expired when the proposi- 
tion submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin was not put 
before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman’s 
time had expired because the five minutes allotted to the gentle- 
man under the rule had elapsed. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do I understand that I 
have been given my five minutes, and that this five minutes has | 


expired? F 

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes have expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I believe there are five 
minutes more allowed on this proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman having debated one side of 
the question for five minutes, if it is desired the other side also 
have five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALDof Massachusetts. I do not understand that | 
I have had a chance to debate any side of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
desire to be recognized upon both sides? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I move tostrike out the 
second last word in the paragraph which is now before the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I demand the regular order, which is the 
reading of the bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts can not 
take the floor a second time upon this proposition. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. The regular ae is the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may have five minutes to correct a statement that was 
made upon the floor of the House a few moments ago, in which my 
public acts were impugned. I think that is only fair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that he may have five minutes to explain cer- 
tain propositions. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Mr. Chairman, I object. I think the oppor- 
tunity should be taken on some other section. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I rise to 
a question of personal privilege. 

r,SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Isubmit that a question of personal privilege 
is not in order in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the Chair rule upon 
that proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule that it not having 
arisen in the course of the debate up to this time—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I submit to the Chair 
that it did arise in the course of the debate, and I appeal to the 
ReEcorRD to prove that. lt occurred within the last fifteen min- 
utes in the remarks of the gentleman from New York. I appeal 
to the REcorRpD to vindicate my statement. I have taken the first 
opportunity to present the matter in the proper form to the com- | 
mittee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And Ishall take the first opportunity to read | 
a page from the New York Herald upon it 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the situation as this: 
The gentleman asked unanimous consent for five minutes, which 
request was objected to, and it leaves the Chair with no other 
thing to do than to state that the committee amendment is now 
before the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Doesthe Chair rule that 
it is not the right of a member to rise to a question of personal 
privilege when an attack has been made upon him in the commit- 
tee and his motives reflected upon? Does the Chair make that | 
ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is necessary for the Chair tu determine 
whether or not it is a question of personal privilege to which the | 
gentleman rises, and the Chair does not recognize the present con- 
dition of affairs as one permitting the gentleman to rise to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. Therefore the Chair rules that the de- | 
mand is not in order, and the question before the House is the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to inquire whether the present occupant of the chair was in the | 
Hall at the time when the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] made his speech a few moments ago? If he was not, I do 
not see how he is competent to rule upon it. 

Several MemBers. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. The ques- 
tion is upon the committee amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I 











should like to know if the gentleman from Massachusetts has not | 
a right to state his question of personal privilege? He has risen | 
- a —-* of personal privilege, and has never been allowed to 
state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. We have norights under 
the rules as interpreted by the majority in this House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood the matter as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts stated it, and from his statement | 
the Chair did not think a question of personal privilege was in- 
volved. If the gentleman has a further statement to make in | 
regard to his question of privilege, the Chair of course recognizes | 
his right to state it. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The question of per- | 
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sonal privilege which I wish to submit to the House is that the 
gentleman from New York — CUMMINGS], in his speech a few 
moments ago, stated that through my influence on members of 
this House— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I hope that the mem- 
bers on this side have some rights that gentlemen on the other 
side are bound to respect. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio rises to a point 
of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I refuse 
to yield to the gentleman from Ohio. Iam on the floor on a ques- 
tion of personal privilege, and I do not see how I can be taken from 
the floor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Imakeapointof order, and I insist uponit. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CumMMINGs], in his statement to the House, re- 
ferred 

The CHAIRMAN, Willthe gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GrosvE- 
NOR] state his point of order? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The point I want to make is that if the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will have read, as the rule pro- 
vides, the language of the gentleman from New ¥ork that he com- 
plains of, then he will properly rise to a question of privilege, and 
the Chair can then understand whether it is a question of privi- 
lege or not. 

That is very simple, and very easy to reach. The rule provides 
for it, and I insist on its enforcement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I have been trying to 
bring that about for the last ten minutes, but the Chair has re- 
fused to listen any proposition made. I ask to have read the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. Insupport of the question of personal priv- 
ilege the gentleman from Massachusetts asks, the Chair under- 
stands, that the remarks of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
CuMMINGS] be read in support of his demand for recognition upon 
that question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That is the parliamen- 
tary situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the presentation to the House of 
the Reporter’s record, the Chair will state that the question be- 
fore the committee is an amendment pending. The Chair has 
not had an opportunity to state this, but it is not possible to get 
the record until it is brought from the Reporters’ room. The 


\ecseecspeeeeee 





| question before the House is on the committee amendment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
REMOVAL OF FISH COMMISSION BUILDING. 


Sec. 5. That the United States Fish Commission building and appurte 
nances, now located on that part of the Mall hereby granted tosaid Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company, shall be removed therefrom and rebuilt on 
the said Mall west of the portion thereof so granted to said railroad company, 
under the directions of, and according to plans approved by, the Chief of En- 
gineers of the United States Army; and the cost of such removal and re- 
building shall be defrayed by the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com 
pany to an amount not exceeding $40,000: Provided, That the ex pense of such 


| removal and rebuilding in excess of $40,000 shall be paid by the United States. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of making an inquiry in regard to this sec- 
tion. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee if he has 
any estimate of the probable cost of the removal of this Fish Com- 


| mission building? 


Mr. BABCOCK. Estimates were made by the Commissioners 
and the engineer in charge, and the amount, $40,000, was fixed 


| upon by the Commissioners and the Senate committee as being a 


sufficient sum to rebuild and replace the building necessary for 
that purpose. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Then, in your opinion, this $40,000 will cover 
the entire expense? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That was the opinion of the Commissioners 
and of the Senate committee. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Isit not also the opinion of the chairman of 
the committee? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have simply their figures in the statement 


| that I have referred to. 


Mr. KITCHIN. But in your judgment they are reliable? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CHANGES IN GRADE; WIDENING B STREET. 

_ The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and 
directed to make all such changes in the lines and grades of any street or 
streets in said city as may be reasonably required or deemed necessary or 
advisable in connection with the revision, change, pagres ment, and partial 
relocation of said railroad by this act contemplated, and particularly are 
authorized and directed to widen Bstreet NW., on itssoutherly side, between 
Sixth and Seventh streets, so as to conform tothe southerly line of said street 
as now exists west of Seventh street, and to widen Seventh street on its east- 
erly side between B street NW. and thenortherly line of West Capitol street, 
as shown on the city maps, as follows: For a distance of 130 feet south from 
the southerly line of said B street NW., when widened as herein authorized, 
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to a width of 220 feet, and for the residue of the distance tothe northerly line | 


of West Capitol street to a width not exceeding 150 feet. 

Th 
follows: 

On page 9, line 10, insert the word “it ’ after the word “as” where it ap- 
pears before the word * now.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GARFIELD PARK. 


Sec. 8. That in consideration of and in connection with the changes and 
improvements to be made in the said railroad by the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, in conformity with the requirements of this act, the said 
railroad company shall have and be possessed of the rightand privilege, which 
are hereby expressly granted and conferred, to occupy and use, for tracks 
and other corporate purposes, all that portion of reservation 17, now known 
as Garfield Park, which lies to the southward of its main tracks when 
located as authorized by this act, as well as that portion thereof which shall 
be occupied by said main tracks as located on said plans and profiles; and 
also the like right and privilege to occupy.and use, for similar purposes, the 
parts or porti 
vacated and abandoned 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
committee a question about this section. 
section reads: 

And also the like right and privilege to occupy and use, for similar pur 
poses, the parts or portions of the several streets and crossings which are by 
this act vacated and abandoned. 

The prior part of this bill seems to vacate and abandon certain 
streets and parks and then speaks of where they have surrendered 
it to the city again. This seems to retake that and gives to the 
railroad the property of the city. 

Mr. BABCOCK., If the gentleman will look at the map, he will 


The last portion of this 


find the streets to be abandoned, and he will also find that the rail- | 


road company owns the abutting property on the streets to be 
abandoned. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, 
the city in a previous portion of the bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh,no. Certain parts of the abandoned prop- 
erty, where they have changed their right of way, are surrendered 
to the city. These are the crossings. If the gentleman will look 
at the map, he will understand it clearly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have not the map before me. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I could explain it much better if I had the 
map. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DIVISION OF COSTS. 

Sec. 9 That the entire cost and expense of the revision, changes, reloca- 
tions, and merece of and in said railroad, as authorized and required 
by the preceding sections of this act, and of all structures connected there- 
with or incidental thereto, shall be borne, paid, and defrayed in manner fol- 


lowing, towit: Thesaid Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall bear, 
pay, and defray all cost and expense of the relocations, elevation, and de- 


pression of its tracks within the limits of its right of way as are authorized | 
and required by this act, including the construction ofso much of the bridges | 


conveying streets over its tracks, right of way,and other property as shall be 
within the limits thereof, and the reconstruction within such limits of the 
streets which shall be carried beneath the same, the cost and expense of re 
moving its tracks from Sixth street north of Virginia avenue, and from K 
street and Canal street, and the restoration of such parts of said streets for 
the uses of the public; the cost and expense of constructing and maintain- 
ing the arch or arches for passageways underneath its said tracks located 
on the Mall, as well as the original cost of paving the roadways and sidewalks 
to be located within the said passageways; and all other costs, expenses, and 
damages resulting from, incidental to, or connected with the revisions, 
changes, and improvements in alignment and grades of said railroad, or the 
relocations thereof by this act required and authorized, and from changes in 
the grades of the streets or the railroad, and the lawful operation of the said 
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ns of the several streets and crossings which are by this act 


I desire to ask the chairman of the | 





But you have surrendered back to | 


DECEMBER 19, 


damaged hereby against the District of Columbia within ten years after the 


| Passage of this act and to enter judgment for the full amount of said dam- 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


ages accordingly in favor of said person and award execution.” 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it seems that there 
is no provision here by which the parties who are damaged by 


| the change of this railroad could go into court and secure their 


damages. This provides that the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia shall have jurisdiction to determine those damages, 
not only for the 50 per cent which the District is to pay, but also 
the 50 per cent which the railroad is to pay, so that the citizens 
will have their remedies in a court of competent jurisdiction be- 


| fore which these damages can be estimated, and it gives the time 
| of ten years. 


If the bill passes as now a man will have to divide 
his damages, and sue the District of Columbia and then come be- 
fore the committees of this House, the Committee on Claims, and 
present his claim; and that means practically a denial of his legal 
rights. This amendment only provides a court that has proper 
jurisdiction of this question, and [ think it should pass. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Chairman, I want to state, in the first 
place, that lam not a lawyer, and do not pretend to discuss law 
points, but the question was taken up by the lawyers on the Dis- 
trict Committee, and the opinion arrived at was that under the 
common law the rights of all the property owners were preserved 


| and that there was nothing in this bill that took away any rights 


of action that they might have for damages, 
amendment is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would state, Mr, Chairman, that 
this is the remedy only. The right of action can not be taken 
away under the Constitution. Il want to provide a remedy by 
which the parties damaged can secure damages, so that they may 
have their day in court, and have their claims decided. 

As I stated. they would have to divide their claims for damages, 
and one would come before the court and the other before the com- 
mittee of the House and be passed upon by the House. The whole 
matter should be passed upon by the court, and then the United 
States could appropriate one-half of the funds which they were 
entitled to. It will be a speedy and effective remedy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


If that is true, the 


| by the gentleman from Texas, 





railroad upon the location and structures contemplated and required by this | 
act, and whether to property owners affected thereby or otherwise, as well | 
as the cost and expense of all street approachesto said company’s tracks and | 


right of way, whether overhead by means of bridges or under grade, shall be 
borne, paid. and defrayed in manner following, to wit: Fifty per cent thereof 
by the United States and the remaining 50 per cent thereof by the District 


of Columbia, which last-mentioned 50 per cent shall be levied and assessed | 
privieges in said District other than the | UPON the people. 


| mates of what it may cost the taxpayers, but there is no limit in 


upon the taxable property and 
property of the United States and the District of Columbia. 

All work within the limits of the said railroad company's right of way, 
including the bridges within said limits, shall be done by said railroad com- 
pany to the satisfaction and approval of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, who are authorized to exercise such supervision over the same 
as may be necessary to secure the proper construction and maintenance of 
the said work. And all work which is without the limits of the right of way 
of said railroad company shall be done by the District of Columbia. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Page 11, line 2, strike out the semicolon where it appears after the word 
“ public’ and insert the word “and.” 

Page 11, line 6, strike out the semicolon where it appears after the word 
“passageway and insert in lieu thereof a period; also at the end of said 
line strike out the word “and.” 

Page 11, line 7, strike out the small letter “a in the word “all” and insert 
a capital “A.” 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have an amendment to that sec- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, line 25, after the word ‘‘Columbia,” insert the words “The su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia is hereby given jurisdiction to enter- 
tain any suit at law brought by any person whose property is affected or 


| law to pay the entire cost of this improvement. 


| donating. 





| the amendment I offer will be adopted. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment 
to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 17, page 10, after the word “defrayed,” insert the words “‘by the 


Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company” and strike out the balance of 
the section. 


Mr. RIDGELY. Now, Mr. Chairman, in support of this 
amendment, I will say that the franchise and contribution of land 
that this bill grants to the railroad company will warrant the 
company in paying all the expenses of the improvements to its 
property which this bill enforces. As for myself and for a great 


| many others in my district and other parts of the country, I 


would, in lieu of this bill, provide that the Government should 
proceed to condemn and purchase all of the railroad property 
within the District of Columbia, and improve it as the welfare 
and safety of the public demand, and make such rental, to all rail- 
road companies as wish to enter the District of Columbia, as might 
be equitable to the taxpayers and the companies. 

If there was sufficient sentiment on the floor of this House to 
warrant even the hope of such an amendment carrying, I would 
prepare and offer it. But I have not, in view of the votes we 
have taken, any hope that such a thing is possible. I insist that 
this railroad company ought to be made and compelled by this 
The provisions 
of this bill fix no limit whatever upon the amount of tax it levies 
We have statements here verbally as to esti- 


the bill, and these improvements, as admitted by the chairman of 
the committee, provided they are adopted, will cost the taxpayers 
over one million and a half dollars in cash; and the damage to 
private property, which is to be paid by the people, isan unknown 


| tax and will doubtless make the total cost to the taxpayers many 


millions, 

In my judgment, we are granting so much in giving away the 
public land and granting privileges here that the eeeny can 
well afford to pay all the cost. This bill will enable this railroad 
company to cotleat from those who patronize this road in all years 
to come such rates of travel and freight as will pay to them an 
annual dividend upon the value of the very property we are here 
Thereby, I say, we are imposing on the traffic of the 
public a tax and a burden that we ought not to impose. I hope 
At the last session I in- 
troduced a bill providing for the Government owning and operat- 
ing all the railroads in the District of Columbia, with one grand 
union depot, and putting all trains under ground, which could be 
operated by electricity, thereby abolishing the smoke, noise, and 
all danger, but this bill has been pigeonholed in the committee, 
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where all such measures will die until the people shall, as they 
will at no distant day, determine to stop forever all such plunder- 
ing as this bill imposes, by the establishment of public ownership 
and operation of all railroads. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words | 
in regard to this amendment, of which I heartily approve. I | 
claim that Congress is absolutely reversing the policy it has always | 


pursued regarding public uses, and particularly railroad uses, in 
the District of Columbia. Congress has always exercised the 
right of determining how a railroad shall be constructed and of 
compelling a change in the construction and in the mode of oper- 
ation as it saw fit. 

Now, so far as District legislation is concerned, steam railroads 
stand upon the same basis as street railroads. Street railways 
and steam railways occupy the public streets of the city. Almost 
the entire right of way of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company is over the public streets. Their right to occupy these 


streets is under franchise, a privilege granted by Congress sub- | 


ject to alteration, amendment, and repeal. So far as the street 


railways are concerned, the Congress of the United States has | 


exercised that power vigorously in Washington. It compelled 
the Capital Traction Company, the old Georgetown road, to re- 
construct its road and change it from a horse railway to a cable 
road at an expenditure aggregating millions of dollars. 

It took hold of the Metropolitan Railway Company, then operat- 
ing by horses, and compelled it to change its motive power, and 
that railway company expended $500,000 in experiments for the 
purpose of using storage electricity, and then Congress, impatient 
at the delay, took hold of it again and compelled it to put in an 
underground system costing over $2,000,000. 

Recollect that these were changes demanded by the improve- 
ment of the times, just as this change is required. The only dif- 
ference was that in one case the changes were applied toa street 


railway, and this applies to a steam railway, both operating un- | 
That cost | . 
| the Government. 


der franchises given them in the streets of the city. 
was imposed upon the Metropolitan Railway Company when it 
was near the verge of bankruptcy; and, as I say, it amounted to 
over $2,000,000. 

I insist that entirely apart from the valuable contribution given 


to this work by the District of Columbia in allowing the occupa- | 


tion of these public lands—even if there were no contribution at 
all upon the part of the public to this work—the railroad company 
is under just obligation to the public to meet the demands of pub- 
lic improvement. 


and its improvements did not warrant the imposition of the cost 
of elevated tracks, but it was a matter of mere privilege to the 


railroad company to allow grade crossings, and Congress could | 


compel such a change whenever it saw fit. 
It is the duty of the railroad company to provide at its own cost 


railway terminals and to conduct its businessin such amannerin | ."’! : ; 
? coved ; | bridges, holding that two structures of this kind so close together 


the public streets of the city as not to cause obstruction or incon- 


venience; and the expense arising from any such change should | 


be imposed on the corporation itself, just as in the case of the street 
railways of the city. 
pauperis. It comes here as a great corporation—not a struggling 
corporation, as it was twenty-five or thirty years ago, when it first 
secured these privileges, but a corporation amply able to respond 
to every obligation of this kind; and Congress should see, as it has 
in the past, that no part of the cost of such a change is fastened 
upon the public Treasury. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RIDGELY}. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being on a division (called for by Mr. RIDGELY) —ayes 27, noes 5¥. 

The Clerk then read section 10 of the bill in connection with 


the following amendments recommended by the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia: 


On page 13. after the word “ Columbia,” in line 12, insert “and the Unit 
States as hereinbefore provided.” 

On page 13, line 21, after the word “Columbia,” strike out the period and 
insert a semicolon, and add the following: 

“Provided, That in every case in which an assessment of the damages or an 
award shall havo been returned by the appraisers the company, upon paying 
into court the amount so assessed or awarded, may enter upon and take pos 
session of the land and property covered thereby irrespective of whether ex 
ceptions to said assessment or award shall be filed or not, and the subsequent 
proceedings shall not interfere with or affect such possession, but shall only 
affect the amount of the compensation to be paid.” 

On page 15, after the word “therefor,” in line 3, insert ‘“‘ and its successors.’ 

On page 15, line 8, strike out “ railroad” and insert “ railway.”’ 


On the same page, after the word ————T., insert ‘“‘and its successors.”* | 


On the same page, after the word “‘traftic,” in line 10, insert “and for its 


other corporate purposes.” 
Mr. COWHERD. 
a provision on page 14, reading as follows: 
And it shall be lawful for said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad C anny 


to extend and construct, from time to time, branch tracks or sidings from 
the lines of railroat authorized by this act into any lot or lots adjacent to 
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| while wrong in fact the gentleman was right in substance, 


When this privilege of the use of public streets | 
was given to this company in the first place, the size of the city | 


This company does not come to usin forma | 








| railway tracks, the Long Bridge to be 


I desire to ask the gentleman’s attention to | 


any street or avenue along which said lines of railroad are located, upon the | of broad spans, with sufficient draw openings, and a draw or draws, to be 
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application of the owner or owners of such lot or lots, to enable such owners 
to use their property for the perpeses of coal, wood, or lumber yards, manu 
factories, warehouses, and other business enterprises. 

I would like to know whether under this provision this com- 
pany will be authorized to cross any street other than those over 
which they are permitted to run their tracks by the express pro- 
visions of this bill, 

Mr. BABCOCK. The language of the provision is, ‘‘any lot or 


| lots adjacent to any street or avenue along which said lines of 


railroad are located.” 

Mr. COWHERD. [I wish to know whether in the opinion of 
the chairman of the committee this provision will give the com- 
pany permission to go outside of the blocks adjoining the streets 
appropriated. Asa matter of fact, four-fifths of this road now 
runs alongside wood and coal yards. By reason of the change o7 
grade these concerns will have to construct new sidings and turn- 
outs at great cost. I do not object, however, to the provision in 
that respect. I simply want to know whether under this pro- 
vision the company can run over any street not already specified 
in the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ido not understand that the provision gives 
the company any right of that kind; it is not so intended. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the question will be 
taken on the amendments of the committee in gross. 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], Il wish to make a state- 
ment. That gentleman was corrected this morning by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa in regard to what he denominated the appro- 
priation for the building of a new bridge. I wish to state that 
The 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company now runsits road over 
the Long Bridge, which was built by a private company, but 
afterwards, when destroyed, was rebuilt entirely at the expense of 
The Baltimore and Potomac Company obtained 
from the Government a right to run its tracks over that bridge, 
provided the company should maintain a highway bridge in con- 
nection with it, which was to be kept in repair at the expense of 
the company. 

This bill now proposes to separate the highway bridge from the 
railroad bridge, and the sum of $568,000 is appropriated to build 


| this highway bridge, which structure is to be maintained forever 


at the expenseof theGovernment. Therefore, the gentleman was 
practically right when he said we were appropriating $568,000 to 
relieve the company of its obligation to maintain that bridge. 
Mr. Chairman, in order to get this matter before the House, I 
shall move to amend by striking out the section just read and in- 
serting in lieu of it a section proposed by Lieutenant-Colonel 
Allen, of the Corps of Engineers, in his report to Brigadier-General 
Wilson. This officer reports against the proposition to build two 


will cause a blocking of the ice and drift coming down the Poto- 
mac, and will result in great detriment to traffic along the river. 
In lieu of the pending section, I offer the section which I sent to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read section 11 of the bill, as follows: 


LONG BRIDGE. 


Sec. 11. That inasmuch as the present Long Bridge over the Potomac 
River is inadequate for the accommodation of the largely increased railroad 
and vehicular traffic, is in a measure obstructive of navigation, and needs to 
be reconstructed, the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby 
directed and required to remove the present Long Bridge across the Potomac 
River, and, in accordance with plans to be approved by the Secretary of War, 
to build on.practically the same line a new bridge in lieu thereof, said new 
bridge to be for railroad purposes only and to be adapted for two or more 

kK removed and the new bridge con- 
structed within four years from the date of t] ‘of thisact. The said 
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| Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall remove the Long Bridge and 
shall build, maintain, and keepin repair said new bridge at its own cost and 
expense, and shall maintain an efficient draw in said new bridge, openuiing 
the same soas not tounnecessarily impede the free navigation of the Potomac 
River at any hour of the day or night, and shall give other railroad compa 
nies the right to pass over said bridge upon such reasonable terms as may bh 
agreed upon between the companies or prescribed by Congress. 


Mr. COWHERD. I move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out section 
11 and insert as a substitute the amendment I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 11. That inasmuch as the present Long Bridge, consisting of two 
spans across the Washington channel of the Potomac River, of 


a causeway 


across Potomac Park, and of a bridge of thirteen spans and a draw across the 
Virginia channel of the Potomac River, fails to meet public needs in the fol- 
lowing manner: The canseway obstructing communication between the 
upper and lower portions of the park and being, also, unsightly; and the 


bridge across the Virginia channel being inadequate for present and pros- 
pective railroad and vehicular traffic, as well as for pedestrians, and being 
also in a manner obstructive of navigation, and not being capable of altera- 
tion to meet the demands of the public, the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause the removal of the said bridge across the 
Virginia channel and of the said causeway across Potomac Park, and the con 
struction at that locality of a combined railway and highway bridge of steel, 
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opened promptly for the passage of vessels, and providing for a clear head- 
room of at least 18 feet from the plane of mean low tide to the lowest part of 
the superstructure; to provide for sufficient width of carriage way and side- 
walk and for two or more railway tracks (not exceeding four tracks); and 
also to cause the replacing of the said causeway across the said Potomac Park 
by a viaduct of steel, providing for a similar number of railway tracks (not 
exceeding four): the plan for both bridge and viaduct to be of pleasing design, 
and the design for the viaduct to admit of free communication through it, 
and also a good view through it of Potomac Park. And the Secretary of War 
is also authorized and directed to cause such work to be done as may beneeded 
to the piers or abutments at, and the spansacross, the said Washington chan- 
nel, toa proper connection with the said viaduct; and to also cause the con- 
struction of a paved roadway, with sidewalks, across Potomac Park at park 
grade, or at such grade as he may determine upon. to connect, by suitable in 
clines, with the bridge crossings over the Washington and Virginia channels. 
The plans for the foregoing work to be prepared and the removal and con 
struction to be done by the Secretary of War. Anditis hereby provided that 
the railway tracks shall be running tracks, and that railway cars or engines 
shall not rest for any length of time upon the tracks of the said viaduct, bridge, 
or spans: And provided further, That the expense of the removal of the said 
causeway and bridge and of the building of the new bridge across the Virginia 
channel, of the viaduct, of the roadway and inclines, and of the work at the 
crossing of the said Washington channel shall be equally borne by the United 
«States and the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, and that the 
said railroad company sball have the free use. under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War. of the said tra:k throughout the distance 
from Washington, D. C., to the Virginia termination of the bridge, and shal! 
operate the draw and light the bridge at its own expense, and shall also keep 
the said bridge, viaduct, and spans in repair at its own expense, all to the en 
tire satisfaction of the Secretary of War: the road across Potomac Park herein 
provided for to be maintained and kept in repair by and at the expense of 
the United States: Provided, That other railroad companies shall have the 
right to cross the said bridge upon such terms as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War: And provided further, That Long Bridge shall be a free 
bridge, without tolls or charges whatsoever, for the passage, at all times 
excepting when the draw shall be open for vessels, of vehicles, pedestrians, 
and driven animals. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr, Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
section and the pending amendment be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken upon the substitute proposed by Mr. 
CowHERD for the eleventh section, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PASSENGER BRIDGE. 


Sec. 12. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized toenter 
into a contract with the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to con- 
struct within two years after the passage of this act, at a point not less than 
00 feet above the site of the present Long Bridge, a new and substantial 
bridge for highway travel, of iron or steel, resting upon masonry piers and 
provided with suitable approaches, and with a sufficient draw, all in accord 
ance with plans and specifications to be approved by the Secretary of War; 
and there is hereby appropriated (one-half out of the revenues of the District 
of Columbia and one-half out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated) the sum of $568,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
be paid from time to time, as the construction of the said bridge progresses, 
by the Secretary of War, under such regulations as he shall prescribe. 

The said bridge shall be for highway traffic, and all street railroads char- 
tered or that may hereafter be chartered by Congress shall have the right to 
cross said bridge on such reasonable terms as may be agreed upon between 
the companies or prescribed by Congress: Provided, That the street railroad 
now using the Long Bridge shall be permitted to change its location so as to 
cross the highway bridge herein provided for; all plans for suchchange to be 
approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Chief of 

‘ngineers of the United States Army: And provided further, That astandard 
underground electric system of street-car propulsion shall be installed by 
said company on the park highway leading to said bridge, and that the cost 
of asphalt paving between the tracks and 2 feet outside thereof shall be paid 
by said company. Each street railway company using said bridge shall pay, 
in addition to other taxes as by its charter provided, one-half of 1 cent for 
each and every passenger carried across said bridge. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

Page 16, line 2, after the word “Company,” add the words ‘or any other 
party.” . . 

Page 16, lines 20 and 21, strike out the word “reasonable,” in line 20, and 
also the following: “agreed upon between the companies, or.” 

Page 16, line 21, strike out the word “street” at the end of the line. 

Page 16, line 22, strike out the word “railroad” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “ Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway Com- 
pany.” Also, at the end of the line, after the word “ permitted,” insert the 
words “and required.” ; : : 

Page 17, line 4, after the word “ bridge,” insert the following: “and no dy- 
namo furnishing power to this portion of the road shall be in any manner con- 
nected with the ground.” 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I desire also to offer an amend- 
ment to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 11, page 17, after the word “ permitted,” the words “ with the 
approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be first taken on the com- 
imittee’s amendments, and, without objection, they will be voted 
upon in gross. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. PEARRE; 
which was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PLANS TO BE SUBMITTED TO DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 


Sec. 13. That before any portion of the work herein described shall be 
authorized plans and profiles of the entire work, except such as relate to the 
new bridges authorized by sections 11 and 12, in accordance with the provi- 
sions herein contained, shall be prepared by the said Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company and shall be submitted for approval to the Commissioners 
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of the District of Columbia. Duly authenticated copies of said plans and 
profiles shall, after approval, be filed with the Commissioners aforesaid, and 
all work shall be done in accordance with them and shall be completed 
within five years from the date of the passage of this act. The company 
shall also deposit with the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia such 
sums of money as the Commissioners of said District may reasonably require 
to cover the cost of District inspection. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
to strike out the last word. 

A few minutes ago in the debate on this question the gentleman 
from New York [ Mr. CUMMINGs] used the following language—and 
I wish to take the time of the House to make reply: That the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts— 


at that time advocated, and he convinced you members of this House, that 
it was —_—_— proper to give an essential part of the Boston Navy-Yard to 
the Fitchburg Railroad Company, notwithstanding the protest of the Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks, who declared that the measure practically 
ruined the property of the United States as a navy-yard. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the proposition to set apart or allow cer- 
tain privileges to be given to that railroad company was made by 
the Naval Affairs Committee and reported unanimously to this 
House, The matter was favorel by the Secretary of the Navy 
and the Assistant Secretary of the Navy. The actual facts differ 
so radically from the statements made in the House by the gentle- 
man from New York but a short time ago that I ask the indul- 
gence of the House that such act may be read. I ask the Clerk to 
read the law I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, it will be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to provide for the 
enlargement of the slip or dock at the southern boundary of the United 
States navy-yard at Boston, Mass.. partly upon the land of the navy-yard 
and partly upon lands belonging to the Fitchburg Railroad Company, said 
slip to be enlarged beyond its present width 80 feet upon the lands of the 
United States and 20 feet upon the lands of the Fitchburg Railroad Company, 
so that the same shall be 160 feet in width, measured northerly from the land 
yarallel to and 20 feet southerly from the boundary between the lands of the 
{nitea States and lands of the Fitchburg Railroad Company, and to be in- 
creased in length toa total of 570 feet, measured from the harbor commis- 
sioner’s line as now established upon the front of the said railroad company's 
sroperty: the said slip to be used by both the Fitchburg Railroad and the 
[nited States for the berthing of vessels at their respective wharves; and 
the Secretary of the Navy is empowered to make a contract with the said 
Fitchburg Railroad Company pursuant to the provisions of this act. 

That in consideration of the privileges granted by this act to the Fitch- 
burg Railroad Company for the use of a portion of this slip extending north- 
erly of the boundary line of the United States navy-yard. said railroad com- 
pany shall build suitable as walls upon the east side and at the head 
of the slip upon the Government lands, or if the United States shall so elect 
in lieu thereof shall pay to the United States such sums of money as may be 
determined by arbitration, and shall dredge the entire slip or basin toa depth 
of 30 feet at mean low water and maintain such depth as oe as it enjoys the 
privileges above stated. It is further provided that the said railroad com- 
pany shall use and occupy only 60 feet of the width of the said basin within 
the limits of the navy-yard property, and is to erect no construction of any 
kind within the limits of the said basin, either upon the lands of the Govern- 
ment or upon that portion of the said railroad company’s lands included in 
the basin. That the right to use said dock or any part thereof by said rail- 
road company may be temporarily suspended by the Secretary of the Navy 
whenever in case of war or other emergency it shall be necessary, in, his 
judgment, for the United States Government to have the exclusive use o*the 
same, and for any such suspension said company shall not be entitled to any 
compensation. 

The.Secretary of the Navy shall notify the railroad company to that effect, 
and thereupon and during the continuance of such emergency the Govern- 
ment shall have the whole use of said dock. That the entire expense of the 
construction of the said slip or basin and all future repair thereof shall be 
borne by the said railroad company, including the excavation and removal 
of any wharves, piers, buildings, earth, or constructions of any kind that 
may be upon the said site, and said materials and constructions shall be dis- 
posed of in such a manner or deposited in such places as shall be designated, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, and the construction 
and improvement herein provided for shall be without any expense what- 
ever to the United States. That the privileges hereby granted to the Fitch- 
burg Railroad Company shall become null and void unless the improvements 
hereby authorized are begun within six calendar months from the date of the 
approval of this act, and completed in every respect in accordance with the 
terms hereof, and to the acceptance of the Secretary of the Navy, within 
eighteen calendar months from the same date. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The reading of this act 
shows that the statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] was erroneous. No land belonging to the navy-yard 
in or around Boston has been given by the United States Govern- 
ment to the Fitchburg Railroad. The Fitchburg Railroad has 
been allowed to improve its own docking facilities adjoining the 
navy-yard, and in addition to that has been allowed to use 60 or 
70 feet in width of the abandoned part of the Government navy- 
yard at Charlestown, which it improves atitsown expense. This 
improvement cost the Fitchburg Railroad eer I understand, 
three or four hundred thousand dollars. The United States Goy- 
ernment is allowed to take entire possession of it at any time, 
using both sections of the dock for the use of its vessels in any 
emergency and at any time that the Secretary of the Navy thinks 

proper. 

; Charlestown is the great terminus of the system of railroads 
entering Boston from the north. Additional accommodations 
were urgent when this matter was before Congress. No other 
means were available for providing additional docking accommo- 
dations for Boston’s increasing commerce; and I am proud if, 


Mr. Chairman, 1 move 
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through any effort of mine, this great aid to Boston's commerce 
has been given. The Government, through this same legislation, 
has secured increased wharfage accommodation for its own ships 
without expense, and what was formerly the most unsightly por- 
tion of the navy-yard is now one of its most sightly parts. The 
cost of the entire improvement is being met by the Fitchburg 
Railroad, while the title and property still remains in the posses- 
sion of the Government. The statement of the gentleman from 
New York that it has netted a revenue of $408,000 to the Fitch- 
burg Railroad Company is absurd, because the improvement is 
not yet completed and will not be for some few months. 

hen the improvement is finished it will be found that the 
Government will have consummated an act not only of immense 
advantage to itself, but of great advantage to the commerce of 
the city of Boston. 

This proposition is an entirely different one from the one now 
before the House, which gives outright to the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company 34} acres of the public domain for railroad pur- 
poses without the payment of a single dollar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, it is evident that this bill is about to become a 
law, and inasmuch as I have endeavored to be recognized before 
and have not succeeded, I should like to use five minutes now. 

I do not see the urgent necessity of this great speed in the pas- 
sage of this bill. We know as a matter of fact that cities in this 
Union much larger than Washington do not provide that railroads 
coming within their limits shall be elevated. No statistics have 
been offered by the gentleman in charge of this bill showing 
whether it is dangerous or not. Iasked the gentleman a question 
as to whether any evidence was presented before the committee on 
that subject, and he said that there was not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that inasmuch as the Govern- 
ment has in view the improvement of the Mall; inasmuch as Con- 
gress has appropriated money for the purpose of ascertaining in 
what way it can best be improved; inasmuch as there have been 
propositions for the condemnation of all the land between Penn- 
sylvania avenue and the Mall for the public buildings of the 
Government and to make Pennsylvania avenue the most beautiful 
avenue in the world, it seems to me now, while those projects are 
before Congress, and as they will be considered by Congress within 
the next two or three years, it is premature to talk about legisla- 
tion by which we will disfigure the Mall to such an extent as to 
make these improvements absolutely ridiculous and impossible. 
It seems to me, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that we can wait a while 
for these improvements. I have heard it said upon the floor of 
this House that the railroad companies do not want to do this 
improving. If that is true, let us wait; let it rest, so as to have a 
little time to determine whether we are going to improve the 
Mall. Let us see whether we are going to make it a great park, 
whether we are going to put the public buildings of the Govern- 
ment on Pennsylvania avenue and make that a most beautiful 
street. 

Mr. Chairman, bearing these facts in mind, it seems to me now 
that irrespective of the cost, irrespective of what the Government 
is going to pay or not going to pay, this is premature legislation. 
Let us determine either to defeat the project to improve the Mall 
and then grant this, or else not to grant it until the matter is 
determined. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are any number of cities in this 
Union much larger than Washington City that do not require 
their railroads to enter upon stilts, as it were. It may bea safety 
measure, and in time it should come, but it seems to me, neverthe- 
less, that nothing disastrous will happen if we do not pass this in 
the next week or in the next year. it seems to me that we should 
consider now as to whether we want to destroy the Mall or whether 
we do not; whether we want to have it a great public park or 
whether we do not. 

Personally, I am in favor of the condemnation of every foot of 
land lying between Pennsylvania avenue and the Mall. It may 
cost a good deal of money. I believe that it will probably cost 
several million dollars, but I believe that this Government could 
not appropriate money to better advantage for the beautification 
of this city than by doing this thing. As long as we know that 
a considerable number of the Representatives in this body and 
also Senators are in favor of such a measure it seems to me that 
we ought not now to stop forever any chance of making that im- 
provement. This measure involves the question whether we are 
going to destroy that great public ground for a pleasure way and 
for a great public park. If we pass this bill, it does not seem to 
me that it will be wise to attempt to make that a beautiful park. 
If we do not pass the measure, then it seems to me we ought to 
beautify it. Consequently, it is purely a question whether or not 
we want to beautify this great public place in the city of Wash- 
ington. 

or my part I must say that I think that Washington ought to 
bea beautiful city, and I think it ought to have a great public 
park, and it ought to have public buildings located in such a way 
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| that anybody coming to this city could see them. But if this 
measure is passed, then there will be no opportunity for it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to 
vacate one committee amendment that was adopted—the two 
words ‘‘and required,” on page 17, line 12. That is permission for 
the Mount Vernon Railway to cross the bridge. They object to 
the word ‘‘ required,” because it is possible they may want to cross 
on the railroad bridge, and they do not care to be required to 
cross a bridge that they may not want to use. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent to return to section 12, to an amendment, on page 
17, of that section, and reconsider the amendment, and that the 
amendment be rejected. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside, with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the bill be laid aside, with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 19. 

So the bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 ask consideration of 
the bill (S. 2329) called the Baltimore and Ohio bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2829) to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings of rail- 
roads in the District of Columbia, to — and authorize the construction 


of new terminals and tracks for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
in the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, after talking with the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COWHERD], an arrangement has 
been made by which I submit the request that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, and that it be read for amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, 
and asks that it be read for amendment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. [I object. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This request is made in the interest of mem- 
bers who want to get home, and they want to know when this 
measure can be voted upon. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I haye not a copy of the bill, and I want to 





read it. 
Mr. BABCOCK. It will be read by sections, and I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there further objection? 

Mr. COWHERD. If the Chair please, 1 want to understand the 
request of the chairman of the committee. As | understand it, in 
waiving the demand for the first reading of the bill I do not under- 
stand that we are to proceed with the reading of the bill by sections, 
but propose to discuss the bill in general debate, and after we have 
discussed the bill then to proceed to read the bill by sections. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no disposition on our part to cut off 
a reasonable debate in explaining the bill. The first reading of 
the bill simply takes up the time. 

Mr.COWHERD. AsI understood, the request submitted by the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Who'e was that the first read- 
ing of the bill be waived and that the bill be read by sections. 
W hat we wish is to waive the first reading of the bill and discuss 
the bill in general debate. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin now asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that possibly 
we can make some arrangement to close general debate and fix 
the time so that members will know when to come in here and 
vote. That is for the convenience of the members of the House, 

Mr. COWHERD. I will say, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am 
concerned personally, I want somewhere from twenty to thirty 
minutes. I will not use more than thirty minutes: but the gen- 
tleman knows there are always questions asked. Now, my col- 
league [ Mr. Sims] wishes some time, and also the gentleman from 
Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON}. 

Mr. BABCOCK. How would half past 3 do to commence the 
reading of the bill by sections? 

Mr. COWHERD. If you allow us all the time we ask, that 
would not allow any time for the other side of the House. 

Mr. BABCOCK. We do not desire to debate the bill at any 
length. That will give you twenty-five minutes out of the thirty- 
five. 

Mr, COWHERD. I am frank to say I want to explain to the 
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House the question of the appropriation of a million and a half— 
to do that will of necessity take some time—and also some items 
of expense which I think are unfair items of expense, and I can 
not do that in less than twenty-five minutes. We prefer that the 
matter should be allowed to run along. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is for the convenience of members who sre 
asking when they shall come here to vote. 

Mr. COWHERD. I will not attempt to make factious opposi- 
tion. Suppose we let it run on. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Will thirty-five minutes do for your side? 

Mr. COWHERD. Twenty-five is all I want. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yon take twenty-five out of the thirty-five. 

Mr. COWHERD. Thirty-five minutes will do for our side of 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be closed in thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. No, Mr. Chairman; he wants thirty-five min- 
utes’ time, and we will take fifteen minutes on this side, making 
fifty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
inous consent that general debate be closed in fifty minutes. Is 
there objection? |{After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COWHERD. The understanaing was that we were to 
have thirty-five minutes and they fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri will have 
thirty-five minutes and the gentleman from Wisconsin fifteen. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, l am not going to enter into any 
extended discussion of the provisions of this bill, but I have been 
asked by the chairman of the District Committee to indicate, on the 
map which is before the House, the changes that have been made. 
Ithink perhaps I will save time by going to the map and pointing 
out such changes as will be made, and how they will be made. 

Gentlemen of the House will see upon this map the two present 
branches of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. The proposed 
route by this bill begins at Montello Station, on the present 
Washington Branch, and follows the road along until it reaches a 

int where it makes a junction with the Metropolitan Branch. 
‘he old line of the Metropolitan Branch ends here, and this por- 
tion from here in is abandoned by the company, as well as this 
portion of the present Washington Branch. The two branches 
are united at this Y in the neighborhood of Eckington and car- 
ried in on Florida avenue, the official limits of the city of Wash- 
ington, on an elevated causeway or viaduct of masonry to the head 
of De'aware avenue at C street. 

The passenger station as it now exists being abandoned, and 
this line being abandoned by the company, it presents, as will be 
seen, the great advantage of having an elevated station at grade. 
The land in this portion of the city on C street being about 20 
feet higher than the level of the railroad company as now laid, 
this structure will be carried into an elevated station, and yet the 
station will be at grade on C street. 

This portion which is tinted pink is now owned largely by the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, and the bill provides in one of its 
sections a proper method for condemnation and acquirement of 
the property bythe company. It may be well stated here that no 
land is given to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company with 
the exception of a little strip in here in reservation 226, that is 
formed by the junction of First streetand Delaware avenue. This 
reservation 226, with which perhaps some members are familiar, 
is a small piece of property used for no particular purpose at this 
time, , 

The street on this side of North Capitol street is 130 feet wide 
and First street is 119 feet wide. This property is all owned by 
the company, or will be acquired by the company. This improve- 
ment will open all the streets in the city of Washington which 
are now crossed by this railroad, and will eliminate the grade 
crossings on all the streets from F street. E street is closed, D 
street is closed, and I° street and Massachusetts avenue will re- 
main open and will be carried under the elevated structure which 
the bill requires shall be erected by the company. From this 
point out there is a masonry causeway to M street, and the bill 
provides that from M street to Florida avenue masonry may be 
abandoned, if itseems necessary, and a plate-iron girder bridge 
may be erected. 

Mr. COWHERD. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but the road 
strikes grade there and runs at grade, 

Mr. PEARRE. There is a provision in the bill that M street 
shal! be depressed and this plate girder bridge shall puss over it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Over the avenue, but the road strikes grade 
there. 

Mr. PEARRE. Yes; and it goes over M street. 
carried under the railroad. 

The distance along this line is about a mile and a half, and the 
bill provides that this shall be deeded to the United States Gov- 
ernment. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad owns that property 
in fee; owns its right of way in fee. 





M street is 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the House is sparse, and I make 
the point of order that we can all be seated and yet see the map, 
otherwise nobody can see. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentleman will resume their seats. 

Mr. PEARRE. Thesestreet crossings arealleliminated. They 
are eliminated because the railroad tracks are removed. The bill 
and amendments provide for the removal of all these in the city of 
Washington and opens up in this portion outside the District line. 
The streets are relieved of railroad crossings by being carried 
under bridges. This is the case with Florida avenue, and it is also 
the case with T street out here, which will form the main passage 
of this part of the District and Eckington into the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
a condition precedent? 

Mr. PEARRE. Yes; the tracks are all to be removed, and this 
right of way conveyed to the United States Government by good 
and sufticient deed. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 

Mr. PEARRE. 
avenue. 

Mr. THROPP. All that portion colored other than red is to be 
conveyed to the Government, is it not? 

Mr. PEARRE, Yes. 

Mr. THROPP. All the streets? 

Mr. PEARRE. All the streets, of course, 

Mr. THROPP. And the company’s right to occupy the streets 
is to be completely surrendered to the Government? 

Mr. PEARRE. Completely surrendered to the Government, 
and the tracks are to be removed, 

The bill also provides that the yards of the company shall be 
located in this Y, at Eckington, this being the device by which 
the two branches of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad coming to 
Washington are joined,in order to carry them over this elevated 
structure into an elevated station, for the purpose of eliminating 
the grade crossings, which is the main design of the bill. 

This street here [indicating] will, of course, be removed. Q 

These streets [indicating] will be 


Are these tracks to be removed as 


And that the company owns in fee? 
Yes; all this from Montello Station to Florida 


street here will be closed. 
closed; of these streets [indicating] only a portion will be closed. 
R street and a part of S street are improved. But there are no 
structures on these streets [indicating] that I recall at all, there 
being one structure, I believe, in the neighborhood of this corner. 
Eckington proper, the residence portion of the place, which is 
built up, is along here. This property [indicating] is owned by 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and consists now of a deep ravine, 
which will have to be filled up with earth in order to subserve the 
purposes of railroad yards. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is through Eckington? 

Mr. PEARRE. This is Eckington as laid out, butnot the built- 
up portion of Eckington. This property [indicating] is owned 
by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, and, as I have said, consists 
of a ravine, which some members of the House have observed in 
going up there and looking over the territory. That will have to 
be filled up, of course. But this project does not close any of the 
streets except R at this point. It closes all these streets [indicat- 
ing] east of the Metropolitan Branch—in this colored space. 

The bill contains a provision giving to the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company $1,500,000, the consideration being the release 
to the city by this company of these grade crossings and the addi- 
tional expenditure which the bill requires the company to make 
by reason of this elevation. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is the value of the Jand which the 
company will give to the District a part of the consideration? 

Mr. PEARRE. That is, of course, a part of the consideration. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How much is that? 

Mr. PEARRE, It is this right of way 66 feet wide and a mile 


and a half long. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is that regarded as valuable prop- 
erty? 

Mr. PEARRE. It is. 

Mr. HULL. The main consideration is the securing of an ele- 


vated road and the doing away with grade crossings. 

Mr. PEARRE, Yes; the entire elimination of grade crossings. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much will be the cost of this improvement 
to the company? 

Mr. PEARRE. Something over $2,000,000 additional. 
whole cost of the improvement is estimated at $5,599,000. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Including a station? 

Mr. PEARRE. That includes the whole improvement. 

I should say that Delaware avenue is not closed until you reach 
this point [indicating]. From here out, Delaware avenue is open. 
That avenue along here is 160 feet wide. The causeway or via- 
duct will be only 80 feet wide, providing room for five tracks, with 
a street 40 feet wide on either side, which will admit, of course, of 
use by vehicles of every kind. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it necessary for me to go 
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into any further explanation of this matter. but I shall be very 
glad to answer any question which any gentleman may desire to 
ask. Then I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is the ‘roundhouse ” located by the bill where 
it appears on that map? 

Mr. PEARRE. An amendment will be offered requiring the 
company to locate the ‘‘roundhouse” at the most easterly point 
of the Y, which, in the judgment of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, is practicable. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And that will be accepted by the company? 

Mr. PEARRE. That will be accepted by the company. The 
plan now is to put the “roundhouse” there indicating]. That is 
provided for by the amendment to which I have referred. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman and gent!emen of the com- 
mittee, I want to say in full frankness that I do not believe that 
the objections to this bill are as serious as those we raised against 
the Pennsylvania measure. The main objections to this bill, so 
far as I have been able to gather them from a study of the meas- 
ure, is the appropriation of one million and a half of the people's 
money for the carrying out of this improvement, and there is also 
some objection to locating the shops and yards in the Y, as 
marked on the map, at Eckington. 

I will say frankly that if gentlemen propose to give over $2,000,000 
of the people’s money to the Pennsylvania Railroad for an improve- 
ment that is not needed, the same reasons might constrain them 
to give a million and a half of the people’s money to this road for 
an improvement that is needed. I am opposed to both projects: 


and if the Committee of the Whole will bear with me, I think I | : 
| that, and will refer to that portion of it as I proceed. 


can show conclusively that a million and a half of dollars, charged 
as one-half of the expense attributable to the cost of this elevation, 
is at least $750,000 more than it should be. 

Permit me to say in the beginning that I want to controvert the 
statement made by the gentleman from lowa that in modern cities 
of the United States to-day the ruleis tocharge50 percent tothe city 
or State and 50 percenttotherailroads. Thereisnosuch rule. 
was done in one or two instances in Philadelphia; but those in the 
main were cases in which the city by previous ordinances had got 
itself into such a shape that it had to take anything it could get. 

In Connecticut and Massachusetts there is a law regulating 


this matter; but in Buffalo, N. Y., the city did not pay a single | 
| $914,360 to $644,560. 


cent of the expense of elevation; they did not pay anything in 
Rochester; they did not pay anything in several of the cities 
named in the article which I hold in my hand, published recently 
in the Washington Star. I have not time to go over all the cases 
noted. They did not pay anything in Chicago, notwithstanding 
the fact that the Santa Fe road had paid millions of dollars to buy 
land upon which to run its tracks to the center of the city—the 
amount being, if [ remember rightly, something like $20,000,000. 
They compelled them, under the policy adopted at Chicago, to 
elevate the tracks, and the city did not pay any portion of the ex- 
pense, but paid only the expense of conforming the streets to the 
tracks, and assumed all damages arising from the change. We 
assume those burdens here and adopt the policy of paying 50 per 
cent of the cost in addition. 

Now, that much in general explanation of the terms of the bill. 
I have said that if we propose to pass the Pennsylvania bill that 
the same rule should apply to both these companies. But when 
you do pass these bills you give away more than $3,000,000 worth 
of property, and in addition tothat you giveit without a sufficient 
excuse and without a sufficient return, in my judgment. 

When the Pennsylvania Railroad was first permitted to run 
upon the Mall, I have been told that a distinguished Senator rose 
at the other end of this Capitol shortly after the ordinary resolu- 
tion was passed to appoint a committee to call on the President of 
the United States before Congress adjourned and inform him that 
Congress was ready to adjourn and ask if he had any other legis- 
lative business to lay before them—this distinguished Senator rose 
and proposed that they alsocall upon the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Company and ask if it had any legislative business to recommend. 
And I submit that when we pass these two bills it will be emi- 
nently proper to send a committee to wait upon the two roads and 
ask if they have anything new to offer or anything further to 
recommend. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the committee to 
certain items in this bill, and wish them to give attention to the 
map which is before us, and I submit in all fairness to gentlemen, 
if they will bear with me in going over these matters, that they 
can not but come to the conclusion that these items, as I believe 
they were in the Pennyslvania bill, have been boosted up to two 
or three times their proper sum for the purpose of inducing us to 
give them a liberal appropriation. 

Now, this Baltimore and Ohio Railroad surrendered to the city 
this tract of land, which has been referred to by the gentleman 
from Maryland, along the right of way here from Florida avenue 
to the junction of the two lines, and you will notice on the map 
that is practically the same distance as the new right of way which 


; acquiring 94 acres. 





| which is estimated to be worth $50,000. 
It | 


is granted by the provisions of this bill. In surrendering that 
right of way we acquire a little over 13 acres of ground. 

Now, they say that we should pay one-half the cost of acquir- 
ing this right of way. Do you know the number of acres you are 
acquiring andthe number that you are giving away under the 
provisions of this bill? You are called upon to pay the cost of 
Have you thought of that? Are you prepared 
to go to that extent in the way of expenditures? Here are the 
two lines, and you acquire the right of way that this road has 
held for a period of about fifty years that is charged to us at 
$50,000, and we pay for this other property that we must acquire 
$360,000. That will be seen on page 18 of the Senate report, if 
gentlemen happen to have it before them. 

Mr, BABCOCK. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman explain to the committee 
how wide this right of way is—that in some places it is 200 feet 
wide, and yet on account of the great cuts in it it really amounts 
to but 50 feet? 

Mr. COWHERD. It does not require that 200 feet for the right 
of way. It is true that there are deep cuts in some places, but 
there is a very large proportion of this property which is capable 


| of improvement and can be sold for residence property or sold for 
| any other purposes at good prices should the company, choose so 


to do, 

Mr. BABCOCK. But the gentleman knows that a very large 
part of this line is a deep cut. 

Mr. COWHERD. I have just said so. But I am coming to 

Mr. BABCOCK. ‘The gentleman talks of acquiring 94 acres? 

Mr. COWHERD. I will come to that also as I proceed. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that we are charged $360,000 for this 
right of way down here. We can use 13 acres which we acquire, 
We ought to be charged 
with $50,000 and such additional sum as is rightly required to 
acquire the new right of way, say $100,000, and we pay one-half 


| of that sum. 








That would reduce that sum of $360,000 about $260,000, and if 


| you will take that from the first paragraph in their expense at- 


tributable to elevation and change of line, it will reduce it from 

And, mark you, that is allowing double as 
much tothe railroad company for the value of the land on this 
new line as we are charged for the value of the other land, and we 
take their figures as to what it is worth. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Who is asking the Baltimore and Ohio road 

to change their track from the old track to the new? 
' Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman mean that because we 

are asking it that we ought to pay a million and a half dollars for 
it? I submit that when the road is changed to an elevated track, 
where the company are not required to keep gatemen, where they 
can run in and out of the city as fast as they please, put on subur- 
ban trains, where they have a perpetual franchise instead of a 
ten-year right, as at present, the property will be worth millions 
of dollars more to them than it is now. 

Mr. SHATTUC. That may be true, but who is as 
change? 

Mr. COWHERD, Ido not know; but if the railroad company 
originated it, there would be no trouble in having some one else 
introduce it. The road claims it does not want to be disturbed 
at all. 

Mr. SHATTUC. There is no evidence that the 
pany introduced it or originated it. 

Mr. COWHERD. There is no evidence as to how it has origi- 
inated, except that it has long been advocated, and is desired, I 
admit. by the citizens of the District. 

Mr. PEARRE. What evidence has the gentleman toshow that 
this change will not require 94 acres? What does the gentleman 
know about that? 

Mr. COWHERD. I have already indicated that. 
on, for my time is limited. 

Mr. PEARRE. Have not the Commissioners approved that? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; and the Commissioners admitted that 
they included land between this point and New York avenue, 
and the railroad company practically admitted it, that they in- 
cluded land that they had to purchase in order to avoid litigation. 
Let me say one thing further right here, that one moving reason 
for putting this cost at $1,500,000 was, asit was practically stated, 
that so much had been given to the Pennsylvania Railroad Com 
pany that this company ought to be put on something like an 
| equal footing. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, 
| Mr. COWHERD. Well, I do not care to go into 
that was practically the statement that was made. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I say that I do not thimk tho gen- 
ee ought to bandy statements like that without giving the 
authority for it. It is a very serious charge. 
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Mr. JENKINS. 1 wish to ask the gentleman a question. Is it | 
not a fact that I was present at all the meetings of the committee? 
I was so present, and I would thank the gentleman to state to | 
the House and to the country who it was that made any such | 
statement. 

Mr. COWHERD. I said that was practically the statement. 

Mr. JENKINS. I say no such thing was ever said in the com- 
mittee, and I was there every moment. 

Mr. COWHERD. This was what was said, and the gentleman 
will admit it. This was the remark made by Mr. Wight, that in 
making up their estimates it was intended to put them practically 
upon an equal footing, that there was an endeavor to pat them 
upon an equal footing, and that the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany had been conceded certain rights, and that there was an en- 
deavor to concede something like the same amount to this com- 

any. 
. Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Wight is one of the Commis- 
s10ners. 

Mr. COWHERD. He was formerly, but is not now. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. He is now a private citizen. 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; but he is one of the Commissioners who 
signed this report. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That in the elevation scheme they should be 
treated equitably as between the two roads. 

Mr. COWHERD. I do not want this taken out of my time. 
Now, this is the first point of reduction, $260,000 on 94 acres of 
land. And in doing that remember we allow double as much for 
this right of wav as we get for the old one, according to the esti- 
mated value. Now, they charge us $227,000 for the improvement 
in this yard at Eckington. 

I want gentlemen to remember that the present Baltimore and 
Ohio has no freight yards which are accessible. Their freight | 
yards and sidings are practically scattered along their right of way | 
at different points. ‘Their roundhouse is located, as they them- 
selves admit, at a very inconvenient point, out at Trinidad, and 
the engines have to switch around from this branch to get to it. 
They propose, in the first place, to move that roundhouse to a | 
point in the Y, the most convenient and accessible point on their | 
whole line, and they ought to be permitted to move it to some | 
accessible point. The roundhouse, as it exists at present there, I | 
should estimate was worth from twenty to twenty-five thousand 
dollars. 

As I remember, some such question was asked of Commissioner 
Beach, and he said he had noestimate upon it, but he should think 
it was worth something like that sum. Gentlemen, when we tear 
down the Fish Commission building up here and move it, we say it 
will only cost $40,000 to tear it down and rebuild it, but when they | 
tear down that roundhouse and put it here in a place where it | 
will be ten times as good as it was before, and worth more, we are 
to be charged $100,000 for moving it; and that is one of the items | 
of expense in this bill. I submit that item ought to be cut out of 
this bill, or at least it ought to be very materially reduced. 

I would allow them $20,000 and no more, because the road is 
very much bettered by having it over there, and we ought not to 
be charged with the betterments of the railroad. The gentleman | 
from Wisconsin said that there was a great big cut. There is a 
big cut, and I may add we are charged with a big sum for making | 
it; and I agree if we are to pay half the cost of this shift we should | 
pay half the cost of this excavation, and when they charge for ex- 
cavating 205,500 cubic yards, at 35 cents a yard, $71,925, I make no 
objection to the charge. provided 35 cents a cubic yard is a fair | 
price for excavating. I have had some little experience in my | 
own home, and I paid 25 cents a cubic yard. When a railroad | 
goes into excavating it does so with a great steam shovel, that | 
takes up a cubic yard atadip. When Ihad it done it was by an 
Irishman with a pipe, a shovel, and a wagon. {| Laughter. ] 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It depends something on the haul. 
_Mr. COWHERD. That is what lam going toshow. Suppose 
we admit that 35 cents is a proper charge. ‘The gentleman says 
it depends upon the haul, But the 35 cents for excavation should 
include taking the earth out and dumping it. Mark you, they 
have to make a fill of 15 to 20 feet over here at this point [indi- 
cating], and in making that excavation they at the same time 
make this fill. The engineer frankly said that was what the dirt 
taken from the cut was to be used for. We are charged with 
$71,925 for taking the dirt out and $94,500 for putting itin. That 
is adouble charge, and that is all there is to it. [Applaase. ] 
When you take it over there in the loaded cars and dump it, there 
ought to be no other charge than the 35 cents a cubic yard, and 
therefore they ought to strike out the $94,500 charged in the Eck- 
ington yard estimate. 

Mr. PEARRE. Where does the gentleman find that? 

Mr. COWHERD. It isin the estimate for the Eckington yard— 
$94,500. 

I must hurry on,as my timeis limited. I wouldstrike out these 
items. I would reduce the cost of the Eckington yard to $52,500. 

Now forelevation of tracks. And mark you, gentlemen, here is 








the only track to be elevated in the whole business. The gentle- 
man was wrong when he said that this part of the track was car- 
ried over this street. It is not. The street there is abandoned. 
But for this elevation of tracks they estimate $616,200. I haveno 
opposition to make to that, I will take it at their own figures. 
But, gentlemen, here comes in an item to which I want to call 
attention. Here is the depot of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
Everybody knows the terminals of the Baltimore and Ohio are 
now insufficient; that they have practically no passenger accom- 
modation; and I submit that the depot has to be changed; and on 
that item if we pay, if the 50 per cent theory is adopted, one-half 
of what would be the reasonable expense of building a new depot, 
that would be practically of the same value as the one they now 
have, put upon the new location and so situated as to be used in 
connection with the elevated tracks. They charge us with one- 
half of the cost of building the retaining walls around the whole 
property, $810,000. They charge us one-half of the cost of filling 
all this property for the freight and passenger yards, $525,000. 


Mark you, here are the yards; they will be closer. they will be 
| more commodious yards, and the best yards possible they could 


have in the city. 

Ought not a part of that to be charged as a betterment of the 
railroad? Is it fair that the people cf the United States are to be 
charged for that in this bill? I would strike out the item where 
we are charged with building this retaining wall, because that is 
surely chargeable to betterment of the railroad, and would allow 
some fair sum for loss of their present station, say $150,000, and 
that I contend is more than liberal, of which if we pay half we 
would be charged with $75,000. Summing these items you will 
find that the charges properly attributable to elevation amount to 
$1.328,060, or in round numbers $1,500,000 for the Baltimore and 
Ohio; adopting the 50 per cent policy, that is $750,000 as our share 
of the cost, and I again assert that 50 per cent is a very liberal 


| allowance. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do notsee thus far that any pub- 
lic lands are granted to this company. 

Mr. COWHERD. There are no public lands granted to this 
company. 

Me. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That being the case, I would like 
to know whether these changes can be effected in any way by the 
General Government without the consent of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Company. 

Mr. COWHERD. That isa very pertinent question; and per- 
mit me to answer the gentleman. The right of way of the Balti- 
more and Ohio to enter the city of Washington expires in 1910, 
aud after that time they have no right of way over these streets and 
no authority to use steam in running trains into the city of Wash- 
ington, at least over one of their branches. Hence it is to their 
interest to accept a bill that gives them a permanent right of way. 

Let me say here that the Washington Branch of the Baltimore 


| and Ohio Railroad that runs from this city to Baltimore and owns 


all the terminals in the city of Washington was capitalized for 
$2,600,000, and that it never issued a bond, but on that amount 
and the earnings from it it built the road from Baltimore to 
Washington and built the terminals, and yet you are to pay a 
million and a half dollars to elevate it for about a mile—I do not 
know just thedistance. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 
left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied nineteen min- 
utes. 

Mr. KING. May Iask the gentleman from Missouri a question? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. If the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad has no right 
of way after 1910 to come into the city, at that time they would 
have to do it by condemnation proceedings. Now, why should 
the Government procure them this right of way and give them a 


| gratuity? 


Mr. COWHERD. I want to say frankly that I would have no 
objection to voting the Baltimore and Ohio road permission to el- 
evate its tracksalong Delaware ayenue, of giving them the streets 
that we do, and giving them these portions of the streets out here, 
because I do not believe it will be any serious inconvenience; on 
the contrary, will be a benefit to the public. This is a considera- 
ble gift if you estimate the value of theland. The objection that 
I make is to the one million and a half of the people’s money, and 
declaring that it is one-half of the cost of elevation when, in my 
opinion, the total cost of elevation will be less than that amount. 

I want tocali attention to one further thing. I do not under- 
stand the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] to contradict 
the statement that I made as to what was said before the com- 
mittee. To remind bim of what occurred I call his attention to 
the fact that I asked the gentleman in committee at the time, and 
gentlemen will remember it, if it was not better to cut off from 
the Pennsylvania Railroad than it was to add to that given to the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. No member of the House ought 
to be bound by any statement of Mr. Wight. 
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Mr. COWHERD. No, I am not saying that they should. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And his motives ought not to be 
impugned. s : 

Mr. COWHERD. Iam not impugning anybody's motives, nor 
do I think theyshould be impugned. Ihave the utmost confidence 
in Mr. Wight, but I do not think a desire to treat these companies 
alike and the large gifts to the Pennsylvania Company operated 
to swell the amount recommended for the Baltimore and Ohio. 

Mr. MANN, Will the gentleman from Missouri yield for a 
question? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Missouri is very familiar 
with this work—— 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, no; not very familiar. 

Mr. MANN, I think the gentleman is more familiar with it 
than anybody else we have on the floor. 

Mr. COWHERD. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I want to ask whether the work he objects to 
with reference to building the retaining walls and filling in is 
caused by the elevation of the tracks? 

Mr. COWHERD. In regard to that I will say this: If you did 
not elevate the track you would not have to build the walls or 
have to fillin. The reason I object to it is on account of the bet- 
terment to the road. It would better the road more than the 
amount of its cost, and we ought not to be charged for better- 
ments. 

Mr. MANN. Does the road own the property at this point? 

Mr. COWHERD. About allof it. The Senate stables are here, 
and the gentleman will notice that there is a provision in the bill 
in regard to that. 

Mr. MANN. They could use the property without any expense 
of filling? 

Mr. COWHERD. Not unless Congress gave them the right to 
run their tracks in there. 

Mr. GAINES. It is their own property? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; but they could not run their tracks 
across the streets without permission. 

I will now yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [| Mr. 
Krrcuin}. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I want to ask the gentleman if in his opinion 
this bill is as bad a bill as the one in favor of the Baltimore and 
Potomac? 

Mr. COWHERD. Most assuredly not, and I so stated at the 
outset. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twelve minutes remain- 
ing, which he reserves. 

Mr. COWHERD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee {Mr. Sirs]. 

Mr. SIMS, Mr. Chairman, I can not say anything in addition to 
what the gentleman from Missouri has so well said. I think he 
stated the facts correctly, but I want to say that I agree with him 
that if the other bill passes I do not see how any member of this | 
House can vote for the other bill and not vote for this if they | 
have any idea of doing equity between the two roads. 

I do not know that members ought to vote, when they are vot- 
ing gratuities to railroad companies, with reference to which gets 
the advantage; but this company, as I look at it, has got to do 
vastly more work to make these improvements, which will be of 
much greater benefit to the city, when made, than the other. So 
if we are to look to the question of equity as between these two 
roads I do not see how any gentleman voting for the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad proposition can withhold his vote from this. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. How about the equities of the 

ople? 

- r. SIMS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that it 
does not seem to me the peopleareinthisthingatall. [Laughter.] 
If I have heard anysuggestion that they are to be considered or 
regarded, I am not aware of the fact. But it has certainly been 
shown here, beyond question, that we are willing to give lands to 
the value of a million dollars to the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 


| 


pany outof a public park laid out and dedicated by George Wash- | 
The value of that property cuts no figure here; | 


ington himself. 
the sacredness of it cutsnofigure. Why, then, should Istand here 
and waste time, when this is merely a question of dollars and cents 
and nothing more? 


Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman please state where this | 


bill comes from? Does the railroad company ask for it, or not? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know what the railroad company has 
asked for. The report shows or assumes—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Do the people ask for it? 

Mr. SIMS. Who are the people? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. VANDIVER. The people of the United States. 

Mr. SIMS. Gentlemen on the other side say they are the peo- 
ple, and if that be true the people are on the side of the railroad 
company in this case and have asked for this measure. 

I want to say, as I said before, that I would rather give the 
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Pennsylvania Railroad Company a million dollars cash, to be 
voted out of the money of the people, than cut the Mall in two. 
But the right to occupy that Mall—a right more valuable than 
money—has been given to them, and in view of that I do not see 
how gentlemen can in justice vote against the proposition of this 
railroad company, the Baltimore and Ohio, because, if the other 
proposition is right, this is naked justice. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I would like to have this matter placed 


fairly before the House; and in view of the opposition which has 
come from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowuERD] and the 
gentleman now on the floor, I would like to ask a few questions. 


Does the gentleman consider this improvement absolutely and 


vitally necessary for the safety of the city? 


Mr. SIMS. I certainly do. 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. That being the case, then, the only ob- 


jection, as I understand, of the gentleman from Missouri and the 
gentleman from Tennessee to the proposition is simply the amount 


we are to pay. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Then when the gentleman knows that 
this improvement has been fully considered by the District Com- 
missioners—and no one, as I understand, wants to impugn their 
motives, when it is known that they have had the most expert 
engineers to make estimates—does not the gentleman think that 
their judgment is likely to be better than his or mine or that of 
the gentleman from Missouri, none of us having had any chance 
to make any estimates? 

Mr. SIMS. I do, if I was absolutely certain that nothing has 
affected the judgment of those officers except scientific knowledge. 
{Laughter.| Imean noinsinuation on the Commissioners. They 
are anxious to have this improvement made; and they accept 
rather than approve this proposition presented, which can cet 
through Congress, while one less acceptable to the railroad coim- 
pany might fail. 

Mr.SHATTUC. Whatisit that raises in the gentleman’s mind 
a suspicion that some bad influence may have been at work? 

Mr. SIMS. Why, sir, the word ‘‘impracticable” has been used 
so often in regard to these propositions, and never once applied to 
the engineering conditions, that I must conclude that the word 
‘‘impracticable” is intended to refer to the passage of the bills— 
that the question of getting votes for the measure has been con- 
sidered rather than the question of engineering conditions. 

Mr. KING. Does this bill propose to give to the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company a perpetual right of way in this city? 

Mr. SIMS. I understand that is the effect of it. 

Mr. KING. And their right of transient occupancy is con- 
verted into a perpetual lease? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. And the company does not pay anything for this 
perpetual lease? 

Mr. SIMS. No, sir. 

Mr. COWHERD. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee {[Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the propo- 
sition embraced in this bill, or one similar to it, has been consid- 
ered by the District Committee for many years. I have always 
thorght that the two lines of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
ought to be brought together outside of the city limits and that 
they should enter the city and come to their depot upon one line. 
This bill accomplishes that. It goes further, as I understand, and 
abolishes grade crossings inside the city limits, which is right and 
proper. 

It seems almost conceded by members of the minority of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia that this bill ought to pass 
if the other bill—the Pennsylvania Railroad bill—passes. I have 
taken the floor—and I am going to speak only a moment—for the 
purpose of calling attention to a question incidental to the main 
question involved and which does not affect directly the merits 
of the measure as a whole. ; 

If I may be allowed to go to the map a few moments, I will ex- 
plain an amendment whith I think ought to be made to this bill. 
‘The bill as passed by the Senate contains a provision which almost 
accomplishes the suggestion 1 would make by way of amendment. 
I shall vote for this bill with the understanding (if I do vote for 
it) that when it goes to conference the proper conclusion, may be 
reached by the conferees as to the location of what is known as 
the Y of this road, and the roundhouse and other buildings to 
be connected therewith. 

Here, Mr, Chairman, and I refer to the map before the House, 
are the two branches of the Metropolitan Railroad Company com- 
ing together ashort distance this side of the suburb of Eckington. 
In the plan before us they have placed the Y and the round- 
house and other buildings connected with the road in this village 
of Eckington. 

The people who live out here in this little suburb are much dis- 
turbed over the situation, and 1 think justly so. Some of them 
have called upon me, and I am familiar somewhat with that part 
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of the city. I have no interest there personally, nobody related 
to me has any, and I have no other interest except that I have 
some personal friends living there on R street, and others near 
there, that I know to be reliable and not speculators, who have 
gone and built homes and live in them, who have paid four to six 
thousand dollars for their lots and houses erected upon them. 
They all say that when you erect a roundhouse at the point indi- 
cated by this circle on the map, within the Y, and right in the 
central portion of the suburb of Eckington, that you practically 


destroy the value of their homes as homes, and that you impair | 


the value of the property of all people who live in Eckington. 
Now, what we ask, it seems to me, is perfectly fair and reason- 


able—that this line, which connects the two lines of the railroad | 
at Eckington, should leave the main line for Baltimore a little | 


farther north than is shown on the map before us and come in at 
a point on the other branch of the road a little farther north. 
This would place the north line of the Y outside of this suburb 
of Eckington, where these people have made their homes, 

As I understand it, and as I have said, I am somewhat familiar 
with that part of the country. The part outside of Eckington, 
where they ask that this north line of the Y be made, is not built 
up atall. Noone will be injured by the junctions at the points 
indicated. When you come to the erection of the roundhouse and 
the various shops and car houses that will be necessary for the 
road, you impair greatly, if not destroy, the value of the homes of 
these people. They have therefore petitioned against it, and ask 
Congress to establish the junctions and place this Y, the round- 
house, etc., at a point farther north or outside the town of Eck- 
ington. I think it but fair and reasonable that their request 
should be granted. The service of the road will not be crippled 
by making these locations a little farther to the north. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Can they not recover damages? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is nothing in the bill | 


providing for damages, though, of course, they would have the 
common-law remedy. But it would seem to be an unusual hard- 
ship for Congress to require men of small means—men worth 
three or four or five thousand dollars—to sue for damages a great 
corporation such as the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Let me suggest to the gentleman that | 


the original bill provided that the roundhouse should be estab- 
lished in the center of the Y. 


| have to provide for it in the bill or by a special statute, or the citi- 
zen can not stand in court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, one word. I am 
familiar with this locality, and I speak from my knowledge in 
the matter. I think the little map which gentlemen all have 
here—a map sent, I take it, by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company to members—will show that the altitude of the ground 
at this point, where this northern line of the Y diverges from 
the main line, is greater than it is a little way back to the north. 
By moving this line back to the north, and making the north- 
| ern line a little straighter across from one line to the other, they 
| can avoid the difficulties which I have suggested. As I remem- 
ber the topography of the ground, the altitude is less at the poimt 
I have suggested, and the north line could be, for this reason, 
more cheaply constructed. I do not think there is any question 
about that, and, as I remember, there is not a residence in the 
territory this north line would pass through. 

I wanted to say that much, and I want it to gointothe REcorp, 
in order that the conferees, when they come to agree upon that 
line, may understand that there is a disposition on the part of the 
members of the House, or at least on the part of some of us, 
to give relief to these people in this beautiful little suburb 0? 
| Eckington. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, as my colleague from Wisconsin |Mr. Bascock] has stated, 
that this was avery embarrassing question to the committee; but 
the committee consulted the engineers at length, and they assured 
the committee that it was practically impossible to shift that way; 
that if it could have been shifted, in the judgment of the engineers, 
| it would have been done, and that the gentlemen representing the 
Baltimore and Ohio road and the gentlemen representing the Com- 
| missioners of the District of Columbia said they would carefully 

reexamine the question, and if the line could be shifted it should 
| be done. But the gentleman must bear in mind that it is a case 
| of robbing Peter to pay Paul. It may relieve the people in Eck- 
| ington, but the people on the other side complain just as bitterly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, if my friend will allow 
| me—— 
Mr. JENKINS. And the gentleman representing the Columbian 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know that that was they Institute for the Deaf and Dumb came in and protested against 


intention, but it has been changed. 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. But after that had been before the 
committee the citizens came and asked that the roundhouse 


should be placed on the extreme limit of the Y, as far east as | 


possible. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that. They 
have shown a disposition to accommodate themselves to the con- 


ditions which were offered; and a most estimable gentleman, one | 
of the attorneys of the road, a personal friend of mine, within the 


last half hour urging this matter upon me, spoke of the desire of 
the road to go as far as they could to accommodate the people of 
Eckington and help them out of their difficulty. But the provi- 


sion is not in the bill, and it seems to me the conferees, when the | 


bill goes to conference, ought to be impressed with the idea that 
it is the intention of the House that the northern line ought to be 
put back as far as possible and not damage these people in Ecking- 
ton. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman has made a very good point, 
and one which embraces suggestions which embarrassed the com- 
mittee to a great extent. This bill, the gentleman will observe, 
does not concur entirely with the Senate bill, because we put it 
farther back. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know you have changed 
that to some extent. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And I will say further to the gentleman that 
I agree practically with his statement; and before the bill comes 
out of conference everything will be done that can be done, which 
the topography of the country will allow, to make the change 
here suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
: rom Tennessee may be permitted to proceed for five minutes 
onger. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES. Will my colleague yield to me a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman from Ohio asked you about the 
question of damages a while ago, and you replied that the bill did 
not provide for damages. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think it does not. 

Mr. GAINES. Now, the common-law rule is, on the subject of 
the recovery of incidental damages—that is, where there is no phys- 
ical taking it excludes the right to recover at all, and you would 


that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But they are away over to 
| the east; not in any possible way affected by this north line. 

Mr. JENKINS. And if it were moved in accordance with the 
| suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee, then it trenches upon 
the rights of the people here at Ivy City. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; Ivy City is away 
over here [pointing to the map], nearly half a mile away. 

Mr. JENKINS. They insist that the works should be retained 
out here near the Ivy City track. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think 
| that putting it here would interfere with Ivy City one-half as 
much as putting it over there would interfere with the suburb of 
| Eckington? 

Mr. JENKINS. The engineers say it is impossible, on account 
| of the topography of the ground—that it is too hilly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think the gentlemen will 
| find that they are mistaken in that when they come to examine it. 
Mr. JENKINS. But the engineer said if it was possible to shift 
| it it should be done, and that was concurred in by all. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If that is an honest state- 
ment—and I have no doubt it is—I am willing to let it go at that. 
Mr. JENKINS. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
| to it because I want it understood that it was most carefully con- 
sidered by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is all I have to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the agreement of the committee de- 
bate is now closed, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That tl.e said companies be, and each of them is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to locate, construct, maintain, and operate, outside of the 
city limits and south of T street, yard tracks and switches necessary or 
proper for the purposes of a freight yard, and also to locate, build, maintain, 
and operate, beyond the city limits, a branch track or Y for the passage 
of trains directly toand fro between the Metropolitan Branch and the Wash- 
ington Branch without entering the city; and to locate, construct, maintain, 
and operate roundhouses, shops, and other structures necessary or proper 
for the accommodation of locomotives and cars for the conduct of its busi- 


ness, at a point not nearer to Eckington than two squares easterly of the east 
end of the proposed Y on the Washington Branch. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of section 2 and insert the following: 

* That said companies be, and each of them is hereby, authorized and em- 
powered to locate, construct, maintain, and operate, outside of the city lim- 
its and south of T street, yard tracks, switches, roundhouses, shops, saa 
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other structures necessary or proper for the accommodation of locomotives 
and cars for the conduct of its business or for the purposes of afreight yard; 
and also to locate, build, maintain, and operate, beyond the city limits, a 
branch track or Y for the passage of trains directly to and fro between the 
Metropolitan Branch and the Washington Branch without entering the city: 
Provided, That said roundhouses and shops shall be located within said Y 
as far eastwardly as in the judgment of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia it is practicable.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. PEARRE. There is an amendment which I desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 22, page 4, after the word “third,” the following: “‘ between 
New York avenue and Florida avenue.” 


Mr. PEARRE. The purpose of this amendment is to open 
Third street, so that it will join New York avenue and make a 
means of exit for that section. 

Mr. GAINES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
My colleague [Mr. RicHARDSON] was asked by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SHattuc] what, if any, provision was made in this bill 
for paying abutting owners incidental damages arising from rais- 
ing or depressing of the streets or walks. My colleague stated 
that there was no provision, and unless there was some general 
law that he did not know what rights of recovery the abutting 
owners would have. Now, I wouldask you to tell me is there any 
general statute that would protect the citizen against this kind of 
invasion? 

Mr. PEARRE. There is nothing to prevent suit by anybody 
who is injured by any railroad company, or any other party. 
That right is still secured to every citizen,so far as damage is con- 
cerned. The peculiar character of this matter is such that there 
is not likely to be much damage as to anybody by reason of any 
improvement to the city, and if the gentleman from Tennessee 
will look at the report, part of the $360,000 of which the gentle- 
man from Missouri spoke is to cover damages which might arise 
from the acquirement of that 94 acres of land. 

Mr. GAINES. That may be true; but that is where the prop- 
erty is actually taken, where the party is divested of title, where 
he has been dispossessed of it; but here is where ‘‘ incidental dam- 
ages” arise by reason of depressing or raising the tracks. Now, 
away back in the early days, you will remember the Supreme 
Court of the United States decided in the case of Smith vs. City 
of Washington that such damages as that were not recoverable, 
It was damnum absque injuria, following the old rule in the case 
of Calender vs. Marsh (1 Pick.), from Massachusetts. That isthe 
common law. You say that the citizen would have the right to 
‘“‘sue;” but it is the ‘‘right” to recover I advocate. Now that 
rule has been abrogated by a statute in our State, which I had the 
honor to draw, and it is now the law, passed without opposition. 
That is where a railroad is depressed or a street is depressed or 
highway, just as is done in this case, the abutting owner is al- 
lowed the right to recover what is known as incidental damages. 

Mr. PEARRE. There is no such specific provision in this act 
covering that. 

Mr. GAINES. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that 
such provision should be made here. Here we have a question 
when there are street after street, Ido not know how many, in- 
deed, of them, that this road is going to tear up by depressing 
their tracks. There are others that are going to be destroyed by 
the railroad in raising itstracks. This fact is indisputable, asmy 
colleague said. These people have gone out in a quiet neighbor- 
hood and built their cozy little cottages. Yet this great corpora- 
tion comes in here and makes this invasion of their rights, and we 
have the right to protect the citizen, and it is our sworn duty and 
but a mere matter of right and simple justice that we should pro- 
tect them. It is understood by everybody on the floor of this 
House that their property will be ruined, and when you do not 
give them the “right” to recover these incidental damages you 
are treating their little homes—some up and some down—as if 
their occupants were a lot of ground mice who live in the ground, 
or as martins, who live in a box high in the air. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maryland 
has expired. 

Mr. GAINES. Havel been speaking five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman was speaking by courtesy 
of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. GAINES. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GAINES. I do not want to criticise—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I answered this proposition 
fully when the Pennsylvania bill was under consideration. I 
stated on the floor that this question was taken up by the lawyers 
on the committee. Not being a lawyer myself, I did not feel that 
I could speak with authority, but they all held that the rights for 
damages were preserved by the common law, 





Mr. GAINES. With all due deference to those lawyers, they 
are mistaken. I can show you, by taking the case of Smith vs. 
Washington, which I can find in a few minutes, that the specific 

uestion was raised about depressing the street, and the court 
decided no right of recovery was allowed. ‘Damnum absque 
injuria,” the court said, and this is the common law, hard as it is. 

Mr. PEARRE. There is only one street depressed. 

Mr. GAINES. My colleague says that it ruins these little 
homes. 

Mr. PEARRE, And that is only in Eckington. 

Mr. GAINES. Idonotcare whether itis in Eckington, Colum- 
bia Heights, or Uba Dam. [Laughter.] Iam talking about the 
equitable rights of these people, where they live in their little cot- 
tages, and where they ought to be allowed to live without taking 
them away from them by insidious means, with no right to recover 
when injured. 

Mr. PEARRE. There are no houses here at all. The tracks 
are removed, and it makes them so much farther from the present 
location. 

Mr. GAINES. But the gentleman did not state, when my 
colleague made his statement that these little homes would be 
ruined, that they would not be. It went absolutely without dis- 
pute. Now that he has left the floor, or at least I do not see him, 
this statement is made. I say, Mr. Chairman, it is not right, it is 
unjust, and it is wrong to have these people, I do not care whether 
they live in log cabins or in mansards—I[ say it is wrong to have 
their quiet and peaceable possession interrupted in such a way, 
and we sit here as dumb as oysters, with the right to protect them 
and not doit. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment 
offered*by the gentleman from Maryland, as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 11, page 5, after the word “third,” the following: “ between 
New York avenue and Florida avenue.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the new section which 
the committee propose to be inserted as section 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company shall, before 
taking possession of the ground now owned by the United States in square 
683, secure and convey to the United States a tract of ground containing not 
less than 21,000 square feet, which location shall be subject to the approval of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the United States Senate, and locate thereon a fire-engine house at a cost 
of not less than $24,000, and stables at a cost of not less than $15,000; or, if said 
company prefers, it may have the said buildings erected by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia by depositing the amounts stated above 
with the said Commissioners and Sergeant-at-Arms, respectively, and when 
such buildings have been accepted by the District of Columbia and the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, respectively, or the amounts necessary for their 
construction deposited as aforesaid, it shall have authority to remove said 
structures on the ground aforesaid. And the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company shall have the right to condemn such land in the city as is herein- 
before required, and for said purposes the provisions of section 11 of this act 
are hereby made applicable to the provisions of this section. 


Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland intend 
to offer this as a substitute for the committee amendment? 

Mr. PEARRE. Yes; as a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 7, insert after section 3 a new section, to be known as “section 4,” as 
follows: : 

* That the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Compre shall, before taking pos- 
session of the ground now owned by the United States in square 683, secure 
and convey to the United States a tract of ground containing not less than 
21,000 square feet, which location shall be subject to the approval of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the United 
States Senate, and locate thereon a fire engine house at a cost of not less than 
$30,000 and stables at a cost of not less than $15,000; or, if said company pre- 
fers, it may have the said buildings erected by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by depositing the amounts stated above with the said Com- 
missioners and Sergeant-at-Arms, respectively. and when such buildings have 
been accepted by the District of Columbia and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
Senate, respectively, or the amounts necessary for their construction depos- 
ited as aforesaid, it shall have authority to remove said structures on the 
ground aforesaid. And the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company shall have 
the right to condemn such land in the city as is hereinbefore required, and 
for said purposes the provisions of section ll of this act are hereby made 
applicable to the provisions of this section.” 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask wherein 
this amendment differs from section 4? 

Mr. PEARRE. It increases the amount of the cost of the en- 
gine house from $24,000 to $30,000. That is the only difference. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thequestion is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read section 
4, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That in addition to the main or terminal station or depot, to be lo- 
cated as hereinbefore provided, the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, 
or the terminal company incorporated as provided in this act, may from 
time to time hereafter construct, establish, and maintain such additional 
stations or depots, for passengers or freight, as the company may deem nec- 
essary or useful in the conduct of its business, or for the accommodation of 
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the freight and passenger traffic passing over the lines of railroad authorized 
by this act, at such point or points within the city limits west of Second 
street E., and east of North Capitol street, as the Commissioners of the 


District of Columbia shall approve; and it shall be lawful for either of said | 

ift, purchase, or condemnation, any land adjacent | 
to any street or avenue along or upon which the lines of railroad and works | 
hereby authorized shall be located, and hold and improve the same in such | 
manner as it may deem necessary or beneficial to accommodate or promote | 


companies to acquire, by gi 


the traffic on said railroad, and to extend and construct tracks of railroad 


into and upon any lands so acquired, and connect the same with the tracks | 


on such adjacent street oravenue: Provided, however, That no grade crossing 
of any street or avenue within the city of Washington shall be thereby cre 
ated, but such connecting tracks shall be elevated and carried over the por- 
tion of such street or avenue crossed in such manner as not to obstruct the 
free use thereof, and the plans of such connecting tracks and elevated struc 
ture shallin every case be first filed with and approved by the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia. And it shall be lawful for said companies, 
or either of them, subject to the same conditions and restrictions, to extend 
and constract, from time to time, branch tracks or sidings from the lires of 
railroad authorized by this act into any lot or lots adjacent to any street or 
avenue along which said lines of railroad are located, upon the application 
of the owner or owners of such lot or lots, to enable such owners to use their 
property for the purposes of coal, wood, or lumber yards, manufactories, 
warehouses, and other business enterprises. 


With the following amendment recommended by the committee: 


On page 9, line 6, strike out the following: ‘the city limits west of Second 
street east and east of North Capitol street’ and insert the following: 

“Provided, Thatno such station or depot within the aT limits shall be lo- 
cated east of Second street east and west of North Capitol street.” 

The guestion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARRE. I ask a vote on the amendment I have sent to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Maryland consid- 
ered whether his amendment has not already been adopted in 
effect by the committee amendments? 

Mr. PEARRE, I have considered the matter. 
ment is correct as I send it to the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 9, lines 6 and 7, after the word “ within,” strike out “the city lim- 
its west of Second street east and east of North Capitol street’ and substi- 
tute therefor *‘said District.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to the fact that that language has been stricken out by the 
committee amendments and language has been inserted, together 
with other language. 

Mr. PEARRE. The amendment as originally made was incor- 
rect. The purpose of these amendments is to make the necessary 
corrections, with which the section will read as follows: 

Atsuch point or points within the said District as the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia shall approve: Provided, That no such station or 
depot within the city limits shall be located east of Second street east and 
west of North Capitol street. 

The language is not now in the bill in that form. 

Mr. COWHERD. The object of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland is simply to insert the words *‘as the Com- 


The amend- 


} ; i i P ; = $ ” p P a | . : : . 
missioners of the District of Columbia shall approve after the | of Columbia and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, which plans, 


word *‘ District.” 

Mr. PEARRE. That is the purpose of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chairunderstands that the effect of the 
gentleman's amendment is to insert after the word “ District” the 
words ‘‘as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
approve,” and to strike out the same words as they occur in lines 
10 and 11. 

Mr. PEARRE. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN, This change will require unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection to the amendment? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LOUDENSLAGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 


ate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate | 


had passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R, 315. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 
Taber; 

H. R. 1288. An act granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts; 

H. R. 1803, An act granting a pension to Julia E. G, Lewis; 

H. R. 4679. An act granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 

H. R. 6096. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Kirkendall; 

H. R, 6424. An act granting a pension to Charles S. Devine; 

H. R. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo C. 
Rembaugh; 

H. R. 7012. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma C. 
oo, 

H. R. 7190. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
O. Cole; 

H. R. 73828. 
Nicklin; 

H. R. 7553. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie M. 
O’Linn; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 
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H. R. 7600, 
Claussen; 

H. R. 8207. 

H. R. 8218. 

H. R. 8540. 

H. R. 8735. 
Sharrard; 

H. R. $010. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Westfield; 

H. R. 9176. Anact granting a pension to Emily Haines Harrison; 

H. R, 9555. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Briggeman; 

H. R. 9719. An act granting a pension to Amos W. Felker; 

H. R. 10381. An act granting an increase of pension to Gideon 
W. T. Ridlon; 

H. R. 10524. 
H. Riden; 

H. R. 10743. 

H. R. 10749. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting a pension to Joseph Quinn; 

An act granting a pension to Mary E. Lacey; 

An act granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Annie B, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


An act granting a pension to Augusta Ullman; 
An act granting a pension to Heury L. White; 

H. R. 10750. An act granting a pension to James H, Rainey; 

H. R. 10778. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. B. Winkler; and 

H. R. 10847. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey 
A. Summers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2582) 
to provide for establishment of the intersection of the true one 
hundredth meridian with Red River, to ascertain the amount of 
taxes collected by the State of Texas in what was formerly known 
as Greer County and the expenditures made on account of said 
county by said State, and for other purposes. 


GRADE CROSSINGS, ETC., BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD, 


The committee resumed its session, 
The Clerk read section 5, as follows: 


Sec. 5. That if it should at any time be deemed necessary or advisable in 
the construction of the works hereby authorized to lay temporary tracks on 
any street or avenue to accommodate the business of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company pending the completion of such works, the said company 
may lay such temporary tracks, subject to the approval and under the direc- 
tion of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and shall remove the 
same and restore every such street or avenue to its former condition, to the 
satisfaction of such Commissioners, within sixty days after the completion 
of the works hereby authorized. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, were read, and agreed to: 


In line 14 strike out “5” as the sectional numbering and insert “6.”" 
In line 24 insert, before the word “completion,” the words “ time fixed for 


the.” 
Section 6 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 6. That itis the intention of this act that the location and construc- 
tion of the new termina!|s, terminal tracks, viaduct, and railroad lines hereby 
authorized within the city of Washington shall be substantially in accordance 
with the plans agreed upon by and between the Commissioners of the District 


with the accompanying drawings, maps, and tracings, signed by the Commis- 
sioners and by the chief engineer of such railroad company, are filed in the 
oftice of the Engineer Commissioner of said District; but that the company 
constructing said works shall be authorized to make such minor changes or 
modifications of or departures from said plans, drawings, maps, and tracings 


| as it may reasonably require or deem necessary, advisable, or advantageous 


and as the Commissioners shall approve and agree to; and in case of any 


| change or modification of or departure from the present plans the Baltimore 


and Ohio Railroad Company shall submit the new plans to the said Commis- 
sioners for their anqrats. and shall file duly authenticated copies of said 
plans, after approval, with the Commissioners. 

All work of construction authorized by this act which shall affect in any 
way the existing streets or avenues of the city or District not hereby aban- 


| doned and closed shall be done to the satisfaction and subject to the approval 


of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who are authorized to exer- 
cise such supervision over the same as may be necessary to secure the proper 
construction and maintenance thereof. The company shall also deposit with 
the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia such sums of money as the 
Commissioners of said District may reasonably reguire to cover the cost of 
District inspection. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Commitiee on 


| the District of Columbia, was read, and agreed to: 


urn 
4. 


Amend by changing the sectional numbering from ‘'6*' to 
Section 7 was read, as follows: 


Src. 7. That of the works hereby authorized the viaduct and main lines of 
railroad thereon and extending therefrom to their points of connection with 
the Washington Branch Railroad and Metropolitan Branch Railroad, respec- 
tively, shall be completed, and said new terminals shall be ready for occu- 
pancy, within five years from the date of the passage of this act. 

From and after the expiration of five years from the date of the passage 
of this act all rights of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company to main- 
tain and operate the present tracks of its Washington Branch Railroad 
within the limits of the city of Washington, and the present tracks of its 
Metropolitan Branch Railroad south of the northern line of New York 
avenue, and west of the east line of Third street to said north line of New 
York avenue, shall cease and determine; and the said railroad company 
shall thereupon, within such reasonable time as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia shall prescribe, remove all such tracks and struc- 
tures connected therewith from the streets, avenues, public reservatioas, 
or other property of the United States within the said city and west of 
the east line of Third street. Said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
shall also immediately execute, acknowledge, and deliver to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia a deed, in due form of law, granting, 
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conveying, assigning, and transferring to the United States of America Long Island has the reputation of being aflatcountry. That is 
all the estates, right, title, and interest that it. the said Baltimore and | trye of the ocean or south shore. Itsnorth shore, as we call it, how- 


Ohio Railroad Company, has in, to, or out of the lands included within ; - : : : 
the limits of the conway or right of way of the Washington Branch Rail- | ever, is a hilly, rolling country; some hills are said to beas much 
as 400 feet in height above tide level. 


road of said company from the west line of Second street to Winthrop Heights 
station and of the Metropolitan Branch for the continuation of Third street | In the construction of these macadam roads it was sought to 
| 


from Q street south to New York avenue, of an even width as north of Q 2 ; : 
street, subject, however, as toso much of said lands as lie north of Florida | Secure an even grade as near as possible, to accomplish which re- 
avenue ant outside of the limits of the city of Washington, to the continved quired the excavation of many hundreds of thousands of yards of 
se > ese “KS st ¥ " ‘ ay 26)3 shi j y € . 'T sarc ry 
saa the nuepene of teaching it yard and roundhouse at Trin dad. until its soil as well as the filling in of many low places. he work was 
new yard in or near Eckington and its roundhouse, authorized by this act, all done by contract, the contracts being awarded to the lowest 
shall be ready for use, but not exceeding six years from the date of the pas- i bidder. The last contracts we awarded were let upon bids based 
sage of this Act; said company, however, to have the right to remove its ' upon the volume of the work tobe done, the bidders having tosub- 
aie of its right to maintain and wee its tracks thereon.’ j mit their figures for each class of the work, namely, their price for 
fn consideration of the surrender by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- | each square yard of macadam pavement, according to specifica- 
tions; for each cubic yard of earth excavated to include each cubic 
yard of earth embankment, and so on for each separate item of 
the improvement. When taken from the hill the soil excavated 
had to be carried into the valley and deposited there where em- 
bankments were called for. The call for bids provided that the 
price of carting and depositing the soil excavated must include the 
cost of the excavation, and the amount bid for this part of the 
work and for which the contract was let was 19 cents per cubic 
yard. 

I will call the attention of the committee to the fact that in 
many instances our hau!s of this excavated soil were long ones. 
Iecan recall some instances where these hauls were fully half a 
mile, and many of them reached or exceeded a quarter of a mile. 
In addition to this, we had to travel over filled ground in hauling, 
making the work more difficult and expensive than hauls over 
paved streets, as I understand to be the case here. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


i 
{ 
. 
ny, under the pogumrements of this act, of its rights under the several acts | 
of Congress heretofore passed, and under its several contracts with the mu- 
nicipal authorities of the city of Washington authorized by said acts of Con- 
gress, and in consideration of the large expenditures required for the con- 
struction of the new terminals, viaduct, and connecting railroads, as required 
by this act, to avoid all grade crossings of streets and avenues within the city 
ot Washington, and, farther, in consideration of the grant and conveyance to 
the United States of the lands included within the limits of the roadway and 
right of way of the Washington Branch Railroad, which can be used fora 
street or avenue for the public benefit, the sum of $1,500,000, to be paid to said ] 
railroad company toward the cost of the construction of said elevated termi- | 
nals, viaduct, and structures within the city of Washington, shall be, and is 
hereby, appropriated, one half to be paid out of any money in the Treasury | 
of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the other half to be paid | 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. The sum so appropriated 
shall be paid upon presentation of a certificate by the Commissioners of the 
a ma of Columbia that the said viaduct has been completed as required by | 
this act, 
in order to provide for the one half of said amount chargeable to the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, the Commissioners thereof shall, on the ist day of July fol- 
lowing the sage of this act, and annually thereafter, pay over tothe Treas- 
urer of the United States, out of the revenuesof the District of Columbia, the 


sum of $150,000, to be invested by the said Treasurer in interest-bearing bonds 40% . ih a 

of the United States or the District of Columbia, until the full sum of $750,009, Mr. SC ‘UDDER. C ertainly ’ ‘ i dee 

as provided herein, shall have been paid. Mr. SHATTUC, What isthe character of the soil in that re- 
gion? 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, were read, and agreed to: 
: In the first line of the section change the sectional numbering from‘ 7” to 


Mr. SCUDDER. It is largely gravel, sand, and loam. There 
is not much rock. 

Mr. SHATTUC. You say you paid 19 cents a cubic yard for 
the work? 

Mr. SCUDDER. Yes; for each cubic yard excavated and each 
cubic yard filled, the 19 cents including both. 

Mr.SHATTUC. Oh, well, the filling does not amount to any- 
thing. You have got to dumpit somewhere. So that, in other 
words, you paid for excavating 19 cents a cubic yard. 

Mr. SCUDDER, Yes; including the hauling and filling. 

Mr. SHATTUC, The filling does not amount to anything. 

Mr. SCUDDER. On the contrary, in our case, it amounted to 
a great deal, in fact to hundreds of thousands of cubic yards of 
earth embankment, and a very considerable part of the cost of 


After the word “avenue,” in line 19, insert: “‘Also extending from the north 
line of New York avenue to the north line of Q street.” 

Mr. PEARRE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “States,” in line 1, page 13, strike out the words “ within 
the said city and west of the east line of Third street,” and substitute there- 
for the following: ‘on all the lines to be abandoned as aforesaid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, this is the section providing 
an appropriation of a million and a half of dollars. I desire to 
move to strike out the words “ one million five hundred thousand | the construction of our roads, and when you consider the earth 
dollars” and put in lieu thereof the words ‘‘seven hundred and | excavated often had to be carried the long hauls I have referred 
fifty thousand dollars.” The words which I propose to strike out | to in order to reach the valley or ravine where the earth was to 
appear in lines 16 and 17, on page 14. I wish to be heard a mo- | be dumped to bring the road under construction up to grade, all 
ment on this proposition, | which was agreed to be done and actually done profitably for 19 

I will say frankly that if members think that my amendment cuts | cents per cubic yard of earth, the value placed on similar work in 
down this amount too much—if any member wants to increase a | this bill, namely 70 cents, seems to me excessive. 
littlethesum named in the amendment—Ishall notseriously object, | Mr. SHATTUC. Did you pay for the fill in such cases? 
if thereby enough votes may be secured to carry the amendment; | Mr. SCUDDER. No; we paid nothing for the fill. The price, 
but I would like to make as much of a reduction as may be deemed | 19 cents, included the excavation and removal of the earth and its 
proper and right. To my mind $750,000 seems to be a fair allow- | hauling and dumping where it was needed to raise the road to 
ance: but if the House thinks the amount ought to be $1,000,000 | grade, or if not needed for that purpose, then to remove it from 
I will not seriously object to an appropriation of that amount. 1 | the line of the work. 
have no question, however, that if we pay anywhere near the sum The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
of $1,000,000 we shall pay fully 50 per cent of the cost of these The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 


improvements which are properly chargeable to e!evations. from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD]. 
From statements made by my colleagues, the gentlemen from The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


Tennessee { Mr. Sims and Mr. RicHARDsON], it has been understood | CownHERD) there were—ayes 37, noes 67. 

by some gentlemen that we make no opposition to this bill. Ido| So the amendment was rejected. 

oppose the bill so long as it includes this appropriation of one Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, Inow move to amend the 
million and a half of dollars. I do not pretend to have any | section by striking out the words ‘five hundred thousand dol- 
knowledge of the cost of this kind of work when extensively done; | lars,” so it will stand the sum of $1,000,000. That will leave 
I might almost say that practically I know nothing about it. But | $1,000,000-—— 

in a small way I have paid 25 cents a yard for excavations, with | Mr. BABCOCK. Iaska vote. 

nothing for filling. I understand that the gentleman from New| Mr. COWHERD. Justaword. Ido not want to discuss the 
York [Mr. ScuppER] has had considerab!e experience in these | matter. This will simply put the amount at $1,000,000, which is 
matters and is able to give the House a statement of what is a rea- [$250,000 more than we think should be appropriated. 


sonable charge where the work embraces both excavation and fill- The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 43, 

ing. I yield to the gentleman the balance of my time. noes 77. : 
Mr.SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, what little Lhavelearnedfrom | So the amendment was rejected. 

the experience I have had in excavating and filling in ground I The Clerk read section 8, with an amendment changing the sec- 


am very glad to give to the House. In my section of the country | tion number to 9. 

during the last ten years we have constructed upward of 300 miles | The amendment was agreed to. 

of macadam roads at a cost exceeding $4,000,000. This work was| Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
performed by the county of Queens, in my district, and the roads | word. A few moments agoI said something on the question of 
were built for the purpose of enabling our farmers to come into | damages and the law in force in this District. I cited acase which 
the city of New Yorkon hard roads built on a grade to save them | I now hold in my hand, and that case holds the law to be identic- 
the burden and expense of hitching to their market wagons four, | allyasI stated. Itis found in 20 Howard, and is the case of “Smith 
six, or eight horses in the winter season, as was their practice | against The Corporation of Washington.” In that case the grade 
before these roads were constructed, of a street was changed in front of a dwelling owned by Miss 
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Smith, on K street. Mr. Justice Grier in the opinion held that she | 


could not recover, because there was not a taking of the land. The 
court said: 
Having performed this trust, confided to them hy the law, according to 


the best of their judgment and discretion, without exceeding the jurisdiction | 


and authority vested in them as agents of the public, and on land dedicated 
to public use for the purposes of a highway, they have not acted * unlawfully 
or wrongfully,” as charged in the declaration. They have not trespassed on 
the plaintiff's property, nor erected a nuisance injarious to it, and are, con- 
sequently, not liable to damages where they have committed no wrong, but 
have fulfilled a duty imposed on them by the law as agents of the public. 
The plaintiff may have suffered inconvenience and been put to expense in 
consequence of such action; yet, as the act of deferfdants is not **unlawful or 
wrongful,” they are not bound to make any recompense. It is what the law 


styles “damnum absque injuria."’ Private interests must yield to public ac- | 


commodation. One can not build his house on the topof a hillin the midst of 
acity and require the grade of the street to conform to his convenience at 
the expense of that of the public. 

The law on this subject is well settled, bothin England and inthis coun- 
try. The cases are too numerous for quotation; a reference to one or two 
more inmediately applicable to the questions arising in this case will be 
sufficient 

Then the court cites the case of Callender vs, Marsh (1 Pickering, 
417), the case which I cited here a few minutes ago. In that case 
the court further held, says Justice Grier: 

It was held also that the law does not give a right to compensation for an 
indirect or consequential damage or expense resulting from a right use of 
property belonging to the public. 

In Green vs. The Borough of Reading (9 Watts, 282): The defendants, by 
virtue of their authority to “improve and repair,”’ graded the street in front 
of plaintiff's house 5 feet higher than it had been before, and it was held that 
the corporation was not liable to an action for any consequential injury to 
plaintiff's property by reason of such improvement or change of grade in 
the public street. 

In the case of O'Connor vs. Pittsburg (18 Penn. Rep., 187) a church had been 
built acecrding to the direction of the city regulator and by a grade estab- 
lished in 1820. Afterwards, in pursuance of an ordinance, the grade of the 
street was reduced 17 feet. The church had to be taken down and rebuilt on 
a lower foundation, at a damage of $4,000. The authority given to the city 
was *‘to improve, repair, and keep in order the streets,” etc. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I am borne out by the authority that I cited, 
which shows that we are standing here and knowingly passing a 
law that destroys the ingress and egress to a great number of 
dwellings out on this 1:oad, without making any provision here by 
statute for protecting these people, a thing which it would be very 
easy to doin this bill. Whether they are humble or exalted, the 
abutters should be ke})t inviolate in their rights. I know that it 
is useless to offer an amendment, but hope in the future that the 
**neople ” will be better protected than this bill does or the ma- 
jority seems willing now to do. eens 

The Clerk read section 9, with an amendment changing the 
number to 10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 

In lines 22 and 23, page 16, after the word “‘stock,” insert the words ‘not to 
exceed $5,000,000 fully paid up.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 10, with an amendment changing the 
number to 11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Page 18, line 17, after the word “‘ Columbia,” insert the following: 

“Provided, That in every case in which an assessment of damages or an 
award shall have been returned by the appraisers the company, upon paying 
into court the amount so assessed or awarded, may enter upon and take pos- 
session of the lands and property covered coarenr irrespective of whether 
exceptions to said assessment or award shall be filed or not, and the subse- 
quent proceedings shall not interfere with or affect such possession, but 
shall only affect the amount of the compensation to be paid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 11, with an amendment changing the 
number to 12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 12, with an amendment changing the 
number to 13. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 13, with an amendment changing the 
number to 14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Bancock, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Moopy of Massachu- 
setts, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the bills 8, 1929 and S. 2329, and had directed him to 
report each of them to the House with sundry amendments, and 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, and 
that each of the bills as amended do pass. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the pending bills and amendments to their final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that each bill 
should have a separate motion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I make that motion as to the Pennsylvania 
bill (S. 1929). 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin demands the 
previous question on Senate bill 1929 and the amendments to 


tinal passage. 
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Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, will that shut off a motion to 
recommit at the proper time with instructions to the committee? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no; the right to move to recommit will 
obtain at the proper stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. COWHERD. I wish to be recognized to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER, The question is upon ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments to this bill? If not, they will be submitted to the 
House in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to 


| the committee, with instructions to report it back with such 


modifications as will provide for the removal of the tracks and 
buildings of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company from 
the Mal and the relocation of the depot at some other point. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman send up his motion? The 
gentleman from Missouri moves to recommit the bill with the 
instructions which the Clerk will report to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I move to recommit with instructions to report the bill back with such 


| modifications as will provide for the removal of the tracks and buildings of 





the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad from the Mall and the relocation of 


the depot at some other point. 


The question being taken on the motion, the Speaker announced 


that the noes appeared to have it. 


Mr. COWHERD. 


Division, Mr. Speaker! 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 113. 
So the motion to recommit was lost. 


The SPEAKER. 


ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. COWHERD. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 72, an- 


swered ‘‘ present” 7, not voting 113; as follows: 
YEAS—164 


The question now is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 


Acheson, Dick, Long, Ryan, Pa. 
Adams, Dovener, Lybrand, Salmon, 
Alexander, Driggs, McAleer, Scudder, 
Allen, Me. Eddy, McDowell, Shattuc, 
Babcock, Esch, Mahon, Shaw, 

saker, Fletcher, Mann, Shelden, 
Bankhead, Fordney, Meekison, Sherman, 
Barham, Foss, Mercer, Showalter, 
Barney, Foster, Metcalf, Sibley, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, Mich. Meyer, La. Smith, Ml. 
Berry, Gardner, N. J. Miers, Ind. Smith, Iowa 
Bingham, Gaston, Miller, Smith, Samuel W. 
Bishop, Gibson, Minor, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Boutell, Tl. Gillet, N. Y. Moody, Mass. Spalding, 
Bowersock, Glynn, Moody, Oreg. Sperry, 

Brom well, Graff, Morgan, Sprague, 
Brosius, Graham, Morrell, Steele, 
Broussard, Green, Pa. Morris, Stewart, N. Y. 
Brown, Grosvenor, Mudd, Stewart, Wis. 
Brownlow, Grow, Muller, Sulloway, 
Bull, Hall, Naphen, Swanson, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Hamilton, Norton, Ohio Tawney, 
Burkett, Hay, Olmsted, Taylor, Ala. 
Butler, Heatwole, Otey, Thayer, 
Calderhead, Hedge, Overstreet, Thropp, 
Cannon, Hemenway, Packer, Pa. Tompkins, 
Capron, Hepburn, Payne, Van Voorhis, 
Clayton, N. Y. Hill, Pearson, Vreeland, 
Conner, Hoffecker, Pearre, Wachter, 
Cousins, Hopkins, Phillips, Wanger, 
Cromer, Howell, Polk, Warner, 
Crowley, Hull, Pugh, Waters, 
Crump, Jack, Ray, N. Y. Weaver, 
Cummings, Jenkins, Reeder, Weymouth, 
Curtis, Joy, Reeves, White, 
Dalzell, Kerr, Md. Rhea, Va. Wilson, Idaho 
Davenport, S.A. Ketcham, Roberts, Wilson, N. Y. 
Davenport, S. W. Lacey, Rodenberg, Woods, 
Davey, Landis, Ruppert, Wright, 
Dayton, Linney, Russell, Young, 
Denny, Littlefield, Ryan, N. Y. Ziegler. 


NAYS—72. 


Adamson, Dougherty, Little, Robinson, Ind. 
Bell, Driscoll, Lloyd, Rucker, 
Brantley, Elliott, Loud, Shafroth, 
Breazeale, Finley, McCulloch, Sheppard, 
Brewer, Fitzgerald, Mass. McLain, Slayden, 
Brick, Fleming, Maddox, Snodgrass, 
Burke, Tex. Fox, May, Stallings, 
Caldwell, Gilbert, Moon, Stark, 
Carmack, Gill, Neville, Sutherland, 
Cochran, Mo. Grout, Norton, 8. C Terry, 

Cooper, Tex. Henry, Miss. Otjen, Turner, 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Tex. uarles, Underwood, 
Cowherd, Jett, hea, Ky. Vandiver, 

Cox, Jones, Va. Richardson, Ala. Wheeler, 
Davis, Jones, Wash. Richardson, Tenn. Williams, J. R. 
De Armond, Kitchin, Ridgely, Williams, W. E. 
De Graffenreid, Kleberg, Rixey, Williams, Miss. 
Dinsmore, Kluttz, Robb, Zenor. 
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Burleson, Fitzgerald, N Y. McClellan, Smith, H. C. 
Davidson, Griffith, Sims, 

NOT VOTING—113. 
Aldrich Crumpacker, Lassiter, Riordan, 
Allen, Ky. Soman Latimer, Robertson, La. 
‘Allen, M Cushman, Lawrence, Robinson, Nebr 
Atwater, Dahle, Lentz, Shackleford, 
Bailey, Kans Emerson, Lester, Small, 
Bailey, Tex. Faris, Levy, Smith, Ky. 
Ball, Fitzpatrick, Lewis, Southard, 
Barber, Fowler, Littauer, Sparkman, 
Bartlett, Freer, Livingston, Spight, 
Bellamy, Gaines, Lorimer, Stephens, Tex. 
Benton, Gamble, Loudenslager, Stevens, Minn. 
Boreing, Gayle, Lovering, Stewart, N. J. 
Boutelle, Me. Gillett, Mass. McCall, Stokes, 
Bradley, Gordon, McCleary, Sulzer, 
Brenner, Greene, Mass. McDermott. Talbert, 
Brundidge, Griggs, McRae, Tate, 
Burleigh, Haugen, Marsh, Tayler, Ohio 
Burnett, Hawley, Mesick, Thomas, Iowa 
Burton, Henry, Conn. Mondell, Thomas, N. C. 
Campbell, Hitt, Needham, Tongue, 
Catchings, Howard, Newlands, Underhill, 
Chanler, Johnston, Noonan, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Mo. Kahn, O'Grady, Watson, 
Clarke, N. H. Kerr, Ohio Parker, N. J. Weeks, 
Clayton, Ala. King, Pearce, Mo. Wilson, 8. C. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Knox, Pierce, Tenn. Wise. 
Connell, Lamb, Powers, 
Cooney, Lane, Prince, 
Corliss, Lanham, Ransdell, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT"'—7, 


So the bill was passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BoreEING with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. MesicKk with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. BouTett of Illinois with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. Rosinson of Nebraska. 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. CocHRANE of New York with Mr, SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky, until 
January 4, 1901. 

For this day: 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. BALL. 

Mr. TONGUE with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. WEEKS with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 

Mr. KAHN with Mr. BRUNDIDGE, 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr, SMALL. 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. HAWLEY with Mr. GAINEs, 

Mr, CRUMPACKER with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. MoONDELL with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 

Mr. ConNELL with Mr. LivinasTon, 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr, Levy. 

On this bill: 

Mr. Faris with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘nay’ 


; 


inadvertently. Iam 


Mr. KLEBERG. The yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Seventeen gentlemen have arisen—not a suffi- 
cient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. COWHERD. A parliamentaryinquiry. Am I entitled to 
a division? I called for it. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. I called fora division before the demand for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a division. The 
Chair will state that this vote is on the passage of the bill, upon 
which the gentleman from Missouri demands a division. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 151, noes 49. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, it being evident that a quorum 
is present, and the House is in favor of the passage of the bill, I 
do not desire to delay matters further. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropri- 
ate committee as indicated below: 

S. 5036. An act granting an increase of pension to Norton 
Schermerhorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

8S. 5053. An act to amend an act authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, ap- 
proved March 6, 1900. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
GRIGGs, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS FROM THE FILES. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ApAms to with- 
draw from the files, without leaving copies, papers in the case of 
Mrs. A. C. Wanger, Fifty-sixth Congress, no adverse report hay- 
ing been made thereon; and 

To Mr, BARTHOLDT to withdraw from the files, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of James M. Herrington, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

VISITORS TO NAVAL AND MILITARY ACADEMIES, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the following announce- 
ment of Visitors to the Military Academy and the Naval Academy: 

To the Military Academy: Mr. Manon of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
LANDIS of Indiana, Mr. Hay of Virginia. 

To the United States Naval Academy: Mr. PEARRE of Mary- 
land, Mr. Loup of California, Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a request 


paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. WapswortH, and | from the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that the 


therefore ask to be recorded as ** present.” 

The name of Mr. Sims was called; and he voted * present.” 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, lam paired generally with my 
colleague on the committee, Mr. Mretca.r, of California. I an- 
swered ‘‘present” under the impression that he was not in the 
Chamber. I find that he is here, and desire to be recorded in the 
negative. 

The name of Mr. WHEELER was called; and he voted ‘‘ nay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD BILL. 


The SPEAKER, The question now is on the Senate bill 2329. 


Mr. BABCOCK. On the Senate bill 2329 I ask for the previous | 
question on the pending amendments and the bill to its final pas- | 


sage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin demands the 
previous question on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 
» The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 

ill, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Division, Mr. Speaker, 


letter of December 18, 1900, from the president of the Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
addressed to the Committee on Appropriations and submitting 
additional estimate for the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers, including the deficiency, be printed as a House 
document and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Chair will state for the information of the House that 
this becomes necessary inasmuch as the letter was sent directly 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and not 
through the usual channels of the House. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

MARY G. O'BRIEN, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a request 
from the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to refer 
the papers in the case of Mary G. O’Brien (S. 4734) to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
| Chair hears none. 
| Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
| journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
26 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
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Mobile Harbor, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, a report of preliminary examination 
of the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12612) allowing 
settlers in Wyoming and South Dakota the free use of timber on 
certain lands for domestic purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2093); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R. 12611) to amend chapter 559 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, approved March 3, 1891, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2094); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2396) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis H. Pike, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2070); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12566) granting a 
pension to George M. Walker, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2071); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9235) granting a 
pension to Peter Lundberg, of Wayne, Nebr., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2072); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10480) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George P. Overton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2073); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.5195) granting a 
pension to Jacob W. Kouts, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied bya report (No. 2074); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 12444) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John D. Cohler, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2075); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12350) granting 
an increase of pension to James Paul, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. °@76); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12301) granting 


an increase of pension to Jacob E. Swap, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2077); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee ou Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12249) | 


granting an increase of pension to Gideon Johnson, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2078); | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the House (H. R. 12297) granting an increase of pension to | 


Andrew J. Harbison, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2079); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12190) to place 
on the pension roll the name of Patrick Connelly, reported the same 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2080); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 11806) granting a 
pension to Edward Hanse, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2081); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11312) 
granting an increase of pension to Johnson H. Fitzpatrick, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2982); which said billand report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8998) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander I’. Hartford, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2083); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4672) granting a pension 
to James W. Boden, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2084); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4078) 
granting a pension to John D. Allen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2085); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3945) granting 
an increase of pension to Burdette N. Cleaveland, of Fremont, in 
the State of Nebraska, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2086); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3466) for the relief of Hiram Stimple, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2087); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 601) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel W. Shaw, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2088); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bil! of the House (H. R. 551) granting an 
increase of pension to Frank F. Carnduff, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2089); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12391) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Campbell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 2090); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1278) granting an 
increase of pension to fF. W. Baker, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2091); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2161) granting a pension to Eli F. Chitten- 
den, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
| report (No. 2092); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 12952) providing for the erection 
| of a public building at Clayton, Il!.—to the Committee on Pablic 
| Buildings and Grounds. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 12953) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Carthage, I11.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12954) providing for the erection of a public 
| building at Mount Sterling, I1l.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12955) providing for the erection of a public 
| building at Camppoint, I1l.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
| ings and Grounds. 
| Also, a bill (H.R. 12956) providing for the erection of a public 
| building at Augusta, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
} and Grounds. 
| Also, a bill (H.R. 12957) providing for the erection of a public 
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building at Roseville, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 12958) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Alexis, I1l.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 12959) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Kirkwood, Il!.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12960) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Hamilton, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R.12961) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Oquawka, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buil 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12962) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Rushville, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 12963) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Laharpe, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12964) providing for the erection of a public | 
building at Warsaw, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings | 


and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12965) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Bushnell, I11.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12966) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Colchester, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12967) providing for the erection of a a 
building at Macomb, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 12968) designating uniforms to | 


be worn on state occasions by soldiers who served in the war with 
Spain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (A. R. 12969) to provide for 


the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon | 


at Ithaca, in the State of New York—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12970) to regulate | 
sales in bulk in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 12971) to amend section 290 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12972) to extend the privi- | 


leges provided by an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 


for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, as amended—to the | 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 12973) for preventing the 
adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of fcods, beverages, 


candies, drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and | 


the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic therein, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12974) to provide for an | 


increase of pay of certain employees of the Government—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12975) to purchase an | 
addition to the Government public-building site at Binghamton, | 


N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A resolution (H. Res. 320) authoriz- 
ing the Speaker to appoint a select committee of seven members 
of the House to investigate and report the number of miles of 
railroad owned by European governments, also miles of railroad 
in the United States, wages paid, valuation, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: A resolution (H. Res. 321) 


presenting a flag to the Long Island Historical Society of the | 


State of New York—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 12976) granting an increase | 
of pension to Russell B, Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12977) for the relief of Mary 
Walker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 12978) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Peter H. Kittle— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12979) granting a pension to 
William St. Martz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


dings | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12980) granting a pension to Sarah D. Bruck- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12981) granting a pension to Thomas B. Mou- 
ser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12982) granting a pension to Angus Rude— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 12983) for the relief of the 
estate of Rebecca E, Sexton, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12984) for the relief of W.S. Atwood—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 12985) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel G. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 12986) granting a pension to 
Anna Shea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 12987) granting a pension to 
Lillie A. Baker, of Aurora, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12988) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Fallowell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12989) to grant a pension to David H. Hair— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12990) for the re- 
lief of Nancy Maria Minter—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HOLL: A bill (H. R. 12991) granting an increase of 
| pension to Ira Waldo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12992) granting an increase of pension to 
| Rachel Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12993) for the relief of Thomas Burns—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12994) increasing the pension of William 
Bagley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12995) increasing the pension of Jesse Truitt—- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12996) for the relief of William H. Wears— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. KERR of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 12997) granting an 
| increase of pension to Thomas J. Young—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12998) granting a pension to Elenore F. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12999) granting a pen- 
sion to Medie M. Flanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13000) granting a pension to Mary E. Pen- 
nock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 13001) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13002) granting a pension to Sophia Kellar— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13003) granting an increase of pension to 
| Joseph Woods—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13004) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Merideth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13005) granting an honorable discharge to 
| Edward H. Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bil (H. R. 13006) granting an increase of 
| pension to Ernest Longpre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13007) granting a pension of $20 per month 
to Eleanor M. Laise—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 13008) grant:ng a pension to 
James M. Busby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 13009) granting a pension to Andrew Cotton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. &. 13010) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13011) granting a pension to Mary J. Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 13012) granting a pension to Maria L. Place— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13018) granting an 
increase of pension to Egbert Webb—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13014) to increase the pen- 

sion of Samuel D. Fournia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13015) granting an increase of pension to 

John F, McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13016) to increase the pension of John A. 
| Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13017) for the relief of the 
| officers and crew of the United States steamship Charleston, lost 
| in the Philippines November 2, 1899—to the Committee on Claims. 
| By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13018) for the relief of Henry D. 
, Macomber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13019) for the relief of D. E. Kelsey—to the 
i Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13020) granting a pension to Jacob Goehring— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13021) granting an increase of pension to 
Nahum Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13022) granting an increase of pension to 
Denison Brandon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13023) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
J. Youngheim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13024) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 13025) for the relief of George 
H. Hogan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 13026) granting a pension to 
Martha Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13027) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. 
Cole—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 13028) granting a pension to 

Dr. William C. Flowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 13029) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas T, Finney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., urging the passage of the Pacific cable. bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Wisconsin State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, in favor of the forestry reserve and national park 
in Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Woman's Missionary 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Webster Groves, Mo., in 
favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BUTLER (by request): Petition of Mrs. Mary W. Polk 
and others, of Chester County, Pa., favoring anti-polygamy amend- 
ment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Statement of Capt. Edwin P. Pendleton, 
United States Army, not approving the opposition to the post 
exchange—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the H. D. Lee Mercantile 
Company, of Salina. Kans., in behalf of the pure-food bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculfnre, 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Trans-Atlantic Line, in oppo- 
sition to certain features in Senate bill No. 727, known as the ship- 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marineand Fish 
eries. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Rebecca E. Sexton, of Warren County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Papers to accompany House 
bill for the relief of William H. Webster, of Lansingburg, N. Y.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Shellsburg, Iowa, in favor of excluding intoxicants 
from domains inhabited by natives and uncivilized races—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Angus Rude, of Mattoon, I1l.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of the Fruit 
and Produce Exchange of Boston, Mass., favoring the establish- 
ment of a national forecast district for the New England States— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Petition of 22 citizens of 
the Second Congressional district of New York in favor of the 
anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Charles M, Taylor’s Sons, of the Philadelphia 
Trans-Atlantic Line, in opposition to certain features in Senate 
bill No. 727, known as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Southern Nurserymen’s Association ad- 
vocating legislation providing uniform regulations governing the 
transportation of nursery stock and other plants in interstate 
commerce, and for quarantine regulations against dangerous in- 
sects introduced from foreign countries—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., for an appropriation for the improvement and 
enlargement of Fort Snelling, Minn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., 
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praying for the repeal of the stamp tax on checks, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Minneapolis Board of Trade and the 
Manufacturers and Jobbers’ Association of Minneapolis, Minn., 
protesting against the passage of the so-called Cullom bill, entitled 
**An act to regulate commerce ”—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Anna Shea, dependent sister of William Shea—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Rev. W. J. Lhamon and 18 
other ministers of Christian churches in Allegheny County, Pa., 
urging the passage of House bill No. 12551, for the protection of 
native races in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutionsof the Manufacturers’ Clubof Philadelphia, Pa., 
urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. 8. Klein, of Allegheny, Pa., in relation to 
the exclusion of all spiritous liquors from our insular possessions 
and favoring certain other reforms—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, 

Also, petition of the United States Export Association of New 
York, favoring the passage of the Frye-Payne shipping bill—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to David H. Hair—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Hinkle, Barbour & Co., and 
other firms of Evansville, Ind., praying for the removal of the 
duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Papers relating to the claim of 
Nancy Maria Minter, of Madison County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Dayton, N. J., in fa- 
vor of an amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of William R. Schaffer, of Jefferson 
County, Pa., to accompany House bill granting him a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolution of the board of trus- 
tees of the Commercial Club of Walla Walla, Wash., urging the 
abandonment of the project of a boatrailway between The Dalles 
and Celilo, and asking for an appropriation to complete a canal 
and locks between The Dalles and Celilo—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of the Brown Shoe Company and other 
business firms of St. Louis, Mo., for the repeal of the tax of 15 per 
cent ad valorem on imported hides—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of the Brunswick-Balke-Collender 
Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the repeal of certain sections 
of the internal-revenue laws—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Cincinnati, Ohio, Academy of Medicine, 
favoring the amendment of the Army reorganization bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Kushequa, Pa., for the protection of native races 
in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Resolution of the Boston Fruit and Produce 
Exchange, praying for the repeal of the tax on freight and ex- 
press packages—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Fruit and Produce Exchange, 
recommending the establishment of a national forecast district 
for the New England States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of Central Life Assurance 
Society, Equitable Life Insurance Company, Royal Union Mutual 
Life, National Life and Trust Company, Des Moines Life Insur- 
ance Company, Chicago Life Insurance Company, and the Bankers’ 
Life Association, for the repeal or modification of the war-revenue 
law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Thomas Ginn and 19 other citizens of Clay 
County, Iowa, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. P. Manley and 882 citizens of Sioux City, 
Iowa, asking for an appropriation of $100,000 to be expended in 
protecting the banks of the Missouri River near Sioux City, lowa— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of H. J. Simpson Post, No. 505,Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Wall Lake, Iowa, indorsing House bill No, 5779, 
relating to appointments in the Government service—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of H. B. Allen and 118 other citizens of Wall 
Lake, Iowa, in favor of a graded service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 20, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLpury, D. D. 
JoHN P. Jones, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared 
in his seat this day. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
ELECTORAL VOTES OF UTAH, MAINE, AND INDIANA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate three com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
Vice-President appointed in the States of Utah, Maine, and Indi- 
ana at the election held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; 
which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

EVELYN NEALE MURRAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4184) granting 
an increase of pension to Evelyn Neale Murray; which was, in line 
9, to strike out ‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CATHARINE WEINHEIMER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3436) granting 
a pension to Catharine W einheimer; which was, in line 10, to strike 
out all after ‘‘ receiving” down toand including the word ‘‘ deter- 
mine” in line 13 and insert: 


Provided, however, That in the case of the death of the helpless and de- 
pendent child, Caroline Weinheimer, on whose account the pension of Catha- 
rine Weinheimer is increased, the pension of said Catharine Weinheimer 
shall continue only at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date of 
death of said helpless and dependent child. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought that the bill as we passed it con- 
tained such a provision. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It did, but in different language. The 
House is very technical as to the use of language, I would say to 
the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

WILLIAM M. FERRY, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.92) granting 
a pension to William M. Ferry which was, in line 8, to strike out 
“twenty ” and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move concurrence in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the following bills in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1929) to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings on theline of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, 


in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said company to | 
depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of | 


its railroad therein, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2329) to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings of railroads in the District of Columbia, to require and au- 
thorize the construction of new terminals and tracks for the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company in the city of Washington, and 
for other purposes, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 5053) to amend an act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, 
Towa, approved March 6, 1900; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Fruit and Produce Ex- 
change of Boston, Mass., praying for the repeal of the war-revenue 
tax on receipts for express and freight packages; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Fruit and Produce Exchange 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to 








establish at that city a national forecast district for the New Eng- | Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian 


land States; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lynnfield Center, Mass., and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of West Brookfield, Mass., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 61 citizens of Lowell, Mass., 
praying for the repeal of the duty on tea; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Plainville, Mass., praying for the ratifi- 
cation of the international treaty prohibiting the sale of liquor to 
native races in Africa; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Drug Exchange of New Eng- 
land and a petition of 157 druggists of Massachusetts, praying for 
the repeal of the revenue tax on proprietary medicines, perfum- 
eries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Plainville, of the Christian Union of the 
Universalist Church of West Hingham, and of 150 Methodist 
Episcopal ministers, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in Army canteens; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the State Grange of Illi- 
nois, Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating against the appropria- 
tion of public funds for the purpose of irrigating Western arid 
lands; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a-petition of the State Grange of Illinois, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the adulteration of foods and medicines; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures, 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the extension of the rural free delivery; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the construction of the Nicara- 
gua Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of legislation 
controlling trusts; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. HANNA presented the petition of William M. Griffith, of 
Tucson, Ariz., praying for the enactment of legislation authoriz- 
ing the board of supervisors of Pima County, Ariz., to issue fifty- 
year 5 per cent bonds of Pima County, Ariz., to redeem ccrtain 
funded indebtedness of said county; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Colum- 


| bus, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Grout 


bill, regulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Foley Brothers & 
Kelly Mercantile Company, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the 
repeal of the duty on tea; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 


| prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN presented two petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Cranbury, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native 
races in central Africa, the Philippines, and Alaska, and also to 
prohibit their sale in Army canteens; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of George W. F. Gaunt, of Mullica 
Hill; of E. C. Balevre, of Newark; of H. W. Collingwood, of Ber- 
gen County; of the Dairymen’s Association of Locktown; of John 
H. Prinsen, of Pennsville, and of Local Grange No. 88, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Locktown, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, regulating the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Home Missionary 
Socity of the Second Presbyterian Church of Elizabeth; of the 
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Church of East Orange; of the Woman's Home Missionary So- 
ciety of the Central Presbyterian Church of Orange, and of sun- 
dry citizens of Plainfield, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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report it back here in a different form? If so, there is no end to 
the matter. It seems to me that the bill isin a bad parliamentary 
state at the present time and that we are going to get into trouble 


| if we treat an amended Senate billin this way. 1! may be wrong 
| about it. The Senator from Missouri {Mr. CocKRELL] shakes his 


He also (for Mr. SEWELL) presented a petition of the Woman's | 


Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of East 
Orange, N. J., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 


head. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is no trouble in the world about it, 


| As soon as the Senate passes the bill it will ask for a conference 


Constitution to prehibit polygamy; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also (for Mr. SEWELL) presented five petitions of citizens of | 


Middlebush, Sandbrook, and Cranbury, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, reg- 
ulating the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also (for Mr. SEWELL) presented a petition of 73 citizens of 
severly, N. J., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


with the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the House will either agree or disagree 
to the request for a conference. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That, of course, makes a different parlia- 
mentary situation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the Senator put it, it was getting into a 


| peculiar condition; but when the committee asks for a conference, 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ash | 


Grove. Mo., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of St. Louis, 


that will end it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senate will be kind enough to pass the 
bill, [ shall be very glad to ask for a committee of conference to- 
day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go to the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. HAWLEY subsequently said: The rule will not permit the 


| printing of a sufficient number of copies of this bill, and I move 


Mo., praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of Subordinate Lodge | 


No. 38, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called ship sub- 
sidy bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KENNEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dela- 
ware, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be made for a sur- 
vey and other needed improvements to reopen navigation in the 
Lewes River, in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Delaware, pray- 


ing that an appropriation of $20,000 be made to open a7-foot chan- | 


nel, at mean low water, in Broadkill River, from the town of 


Milton, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- | 


ments, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 5022) to provide for the establishment of a port of de- | 


livery at Fall River, Mass.; and 

A bill (S. 5023) to provide for the establishment of a port of de- 
livery at New Bedford, Mass. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report with amendments the bill (S. 4800) to increase 
the efficiency of the military establishment of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The attention of the Senator | 
from Connecticut is called to the fact that Senate bill 4300 once | 


; 





passed the Senate, and was sent to the House of Representatives, | 


where all of it, after the enacting clause, was stricken out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was Senate bill 4300, as amended by the 
House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is quite right. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. And apparently the committee 


now reports Senate bill 4300. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The House struck out the whole of the Senate 
bill after the enacting clause and passed what was substantially a 
substitute. We have taken that measure and have amended it. 
That is exactly the situation. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is an amendment to the House amendment. 


ment. It is practically a reconstructed bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
then reports the Senate bill as amended by the House, with amend- 
menis? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a recommendation for concurrence, with 
amendments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That makes a different situa- 
tion. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I intended to call attention | thousand” and insert ‘‘one thousand five hundred;” and in line 8 


to the parliamentary status of the bill, which I think is very un- | 


usual. The Senate passed a bill and sent it tothe House, The 
House amended it and returned it to the Senate. It was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and that committee reports 
it back with amendments. Now, if that goes to the Calendar and 
is passed by the Senate and goes to the House, will it be compe- 
tent to send it again to the Committee on Military Affairs and 


that a thousand extra copie: of it as proposed to Le amended be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5138) to provide for the establishment of 
a port of delivery at Saginaw, Mich., reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2079) granting a pension to William Ashmead, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4956) to grant the Knoxville Power Company 
the right to dam the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn., 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury transmit- 
ting a list of buildings under control of the Treasury Department 
for which it is necessary, in order to secure their proper comple- 


| tion, that the limit of cost shall be extended by Congress, asked 


that the committee be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds; which was agreed to. 


JAMES H. CALDWELL, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Committee on Pensions be 


| discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9266) 


granting an increase of pension to James H. Caldwell and that 


| the bill be indefinitely postponed, the claimant having died. 


The motion was agreed to. 
PROGRESS REPORT ON IRRIGATION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
PERKINS on the 18th instant, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000copies of the 
Progress Report of Cooperative Investigation by the United States Geolog- 
ical Survey and the California Water and Forest Association during the 
year 1900, 

REPORT ON REINDEER IN ALASKA. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution provid- 
ing for the printing of Dr. Jackson's report upon the introduction 
of reindeer into Alaska, to report it favorably with amendments; 


| and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
Mr. HAWLEY. We report amendments to the House amend- | 


The resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER on the 6th instant was 


| read, and considered by unanimous consent, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representativesconcurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies additional to the usual number of the report of Dr. 
Sheldon Jackson upon the Introduction of Domestic Reindeer into the Dis- 
trict of Alaska, for 1900, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 6,000 copies for 
the use of the Commissioner of Education. 


The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 2 
to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘five;” in line 5 to strike out ‘one 
thousand ’ and insert *‘ five hundred;” in line 6 to strike out ‘‘ three 


to strike out ‘‘six” and insert ‘‘three;” so as to make the resolu- 
tion read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 copies additional to the usual number of the report of Dr. 
Sheldon Jackson upon the Introduction of Domestic Reindeer into the Dis- 
trict of Alaska, for 1900, of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies 
for the use of the Commissioner of Education. 


= 


~ aniieis tiiiils  s ks est Gan inte tliat esl 





eed 





1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





461 





! 


Mr, HANSBROUGH. What is the total number recommended | 
by the committee to be printed? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Fivethousand. The amendments | 
reduce the number one-half. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendments reported by the Committee on Printing. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in. 


WILLIAM GORDON, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions to report two pension bills, and as they are both very urgent | 
cases, in which two Senators are interested, I ask unanimous con- | 
sent for their immediate consideration. They will take but a | 
moment. The first one is the bill (8S, 5259) granting an increase | 
of pension to William Gordon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 

nsion roll the name of William Gordon, late captain Company 

*, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS HEBEL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The other bill, which is likewise reported 
without amendment from the Committee on Pensions, is the bill 
(H. R. 11552) granting an increase of pension to Louis Hebel, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Louis Hebel, late of Company E, 
One hundred and eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMUTATION OF CERTAIN HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. CARTER. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5258) to allow the com- 
mutation of homestead entries in certain cases, to report it with- 
out amendment; and I request unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana, 
from the Committee on Public Lands, reports a bill for which he 
asks immediate consideration, The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, as amended, allowing homestead settlers to com- 
mute their homestead entries be, and the same hereby are, extended to all 
homestead settlers affected by or entitled to the benefits of the provisions of 
the act entitled ‘An act providing for free homesteads on the public lands 
for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserving the public lands for that pur- 
pose,” approved the lith day of May, A. D. 1900: Provided, however, That in 
commuting such entries the entryman shall pay the price provided in the 
law under which original entry was made. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let us have an explanation of it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, this is the bill which was re- 
ported with reference to but one reservation some days ago by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson]. There were some at- 





tempts to amend that bill at the time, and having attempted to 


amend it, and possibly thereby obstructed its passage on that day, | 


I have felt called upon to ask now that in its amended form re- 
ported from the committee it be put upon its passage. 
The bill merely extends the commutation privilege to persons 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 


; an amendment, in line 9,.after the word ‘‘ accordingly,” to insert 


‘‘and the fees earned in United States cases, and withheld from 
them, shall be paid to them out of any money not otherwise ap- 
propriated;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States marshals and the clerks of the 
district courts of the Territory of Utah prior to its admission to the Union 
as a State shall be held accountable only for fees earned in United States 
cases, in accordance with a decision of the Attorney-General dated Decem- 
ber 2, 1891, and all unclosed accounts of such officers shall be settled and 
closed accordingly, and the fees earned in United States cases and withheld 
from them shall be paid to them out of any money not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EQUIPMENT FOR SENATE RESTAURANT, 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Rules, reported the 
following resolution; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to purchase and place in the kitchen of the Senate restaurant a dish- 
washing machine, in accordance with the proposition made to the Committee 
on Rules by the Duparquet, Huot & Moneuse Company, to cost not more than 
$600, said machine to be paid for from the miscellaneous items of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate, when approved by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


WATER FILTRATION, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. McMILLAN yesterday, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and it is 
hereby, directed to investigate and report to the Senate, at the earliest prac- 
ticable date, the relative advantages of the so-called mechanical system and 
of the slow sand system of water filtration for cities; and the necessary ex- 
penses of such investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I correctly understand that the investi- 
gation is to embrace the slow sand system? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The slow sand filtration. There are two 
systems. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 5289) granting a pension 
to Ellen Gaines; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S, 5290) granting a pension to Joab Hart (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (8S. 5291) granting an increase of pension to.John Doberrer; 

A bill (S. 5292) granting a pension to Margaret Robison (with 
an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5293) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Armitage (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5294) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Phares (with accompanying papers 

A bill (S. 5295) granting a pension to America Rankin (with 


; accompanying papers) ; 


home bill exonerated such homestead settlers from the payment | 


of the amounts theretofore prescribed by numerous treaties of 


cession and acts confirmatory thereof. This allows the settler, | 


after having resided upon the land for fourteen months, to pay 
$1.25 per acre for the land and get patent, as provided in the home- 
stead law. 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ACCOUNTS OF COURT OFFICERS IN UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 


to whom was referred the bill (S, 5231) relating to the accounts | 
of United States marshals and clerks of the district courts of the | 
Territory of Utah, to report it with an amendment, and I ask for | 
| tary record of Milton A. Romig (with an accompanying paper); 


its present consideration. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


A bill (S. 5296) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 


residing upon ceded portion of Indian reservations. The free- | Tucker; 


A bill (S. 5297) granting an increase of pension to C, H. Miller 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 5298) granting an increase of pension to Newton P. 
Hunter (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Military Affairs: 


A bill (8.5299) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of John Welty; ; 

A bill (8S. 5300) for rehef of Jacob Barr (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5801) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Richard H. Sterling (with an accompanying paper) ; 
A bill (8.5302) to correct the military record of ‘Thomas Ro 

(with accompanying pavers) ; 
A bill (5.5303) to remove the chargeof desertion from the mili- 


A bill (S. 5304) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Simon Rupert (with an accompanying paper); and 
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A bill (S. 5305) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Jacob Shela. 

Mr. HARRIS. For my colleague [Mr. BAKER], who is un- 
avoidably absent, I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 5806) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Musgrove 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5307) for the relief of Thomas W. Evans and the 
heirs of William Evans and of William R. Elliston; 

A bill (S. 5808) for the relief of Thomas W. Evans; and 

A bill (S. 5309) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Jane Elizabeth 
Rodes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S, 5310) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Johnson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 5311) for the relief of Levi 
J. Billings; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5812) for relief of Anna 
M. Orne, edministratrix of Henry A. Orne, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, LODGE introduced a bill (8. 5313) granting a pension to 
James Frey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5314) granting a pension,to John 
Coleman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 5315) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Fellows; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5316) granting a 
pension to Ambrose Brisett; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 5317) authorizing certain 
suits in the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5318) authorizing the Dewey Hotel 
Company to construct and maintain an electric and steam conduit 
on Stanton alley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5319) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Ijams; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5320) to enlarge the powers 
of the courts of the District of Columbia in cases involving delin- 
quent children, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5321) for the purchase 
of a site for a hall of records; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5322) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel W. Warren, which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5823) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William G. Towle; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5324) for the relief of An- 
drew A. Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 5325) granting a pension 
to Michael Mullin; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, refered to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 5326) granting a pension to 
Maggie Alice Brady; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 5327) authorizing and em- 
powering Richard Chilcott, a citizen of the United States, to 
dredge a channel at the mouth of Snake River, at Nome City, in 
the district of Alaska, to construct wharves for commercial pur- 
poses, and to charge tolls for the use of such improvements, under 
the direction and approval of the Secretary of War; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 5328) for the relief of 
inspectors of customs who performed double duty; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5829) for the relief of William A. 
Gordon, administrator of the estate of William D. C. Murdock, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 5330) to extend the privileges 
provided by an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in rela- 
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tion to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, as amended; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 148) author- 
izing a reprint of Senate Document No. 425, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
first session, being the report of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. THURSTON (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, 
and for a purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed, 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment providing for an Indian 
agent at the Lemhi Agency, in Idaho, at a salary of $1,200, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr, CHANDLER submitted an amendment providing for the 
appointment of twoclerks of class 2 instead of one clerk of class 2 
in the office of the Director of the Mint, intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 


LITIGATION IN LABOR TROUBLES. 

Mr. THURSTON. I move that the hearings had before the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives on 
the bill (H. R. 8917) to limit the meaning of the word ‘‘ conspir- 
acy” and also the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions” as 
applied to disputes between employers and employees in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Territories, or engaged in commerce between 
the several States, District of Columbia, and Territories, and with 
foreign nations, be printed as a Senate document to accompany 
the bill (S. 4233) to limit the meaning of the word “conspiracy” 
and also the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunctions” as ap- 
plied to disputes between employers and employees in the District 
of Columbia and Territories, or engaged in commerce between the 
several States, District of Columbia, and Territories, and with for- 
eign nations. This hearing was had on an important bill, and I 
desire to have it printed to accompany a similar bill now on our 
Calendar, reported favorably by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It is asmall document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MONTANA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. CHANDLER: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate be discharged from further consideration of the resolu- 
tion authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to send for per- 
sons and papers in connection with the inquiry concerning the appointments 
of we A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senators from the State of 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have no objection 
to the resolution being adopted, if the Senate chooses to do so. 
It seems to me, however, that it is proper for the Senate to under- 
stand the effect of the resolution before voting in favor of it, 

On Saturday last a resolution authorizing the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to send for persons and papers in certain 
cases was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. On Monday the Sena‘or 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] inquired of the acting 
chairman of the committee why the resolution had not been re- 
ported back; and since that time he has offered this resolution to 
discharge the committee from the further consideration of the 
resolution, 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the statute gov- 
erning matters of this kind: 

Hereafter no payment shall be made from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate unless sanctioned by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

I should like to have the Senate bear in mind that in case this 
resolution is adopted and the committee is discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution, it can not be adopted by 
the Senate without a violation of the law. That is the only sec- 
tion of the statute so far as I know. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then does the Senator mean by that that the 
Senate is entirely subject to the control of the committee, and that 
if the committee see fit never to report the Senate’s hands would 
be absolutely tied, no matter what the exigency might be? 











1900. 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I say the Senate is absolutely con- 
trolled by the law, and the law is that no resolution of this kind 
can be adopted without the sanction of the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of theSenate. If the Senate 
arbitrarily takes a resolution of this kind out of the hands of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, the Senate can not pass the resolution without violating 
the law which has been adopted by both Houses and approved by 
the President, and which is the law of the land. 
unwise law, but it is the law. 

If, under these circumstances, the Senate chooses to discharge 
the committee, of course I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to enter upon the 
ce of the law which the Senator from Arkansas has raised. 
wise. 


think the universal understanding of the Senate has been other- 
ate should be put into the hands of one of its committees, which 


| 


It may be an | 





It could not have been expected by anybody that the Sen- 
might refuse to act on a matter which was very important. Sup- 
pose there was an expense proposed from the contingent fund to 
try, if it could be conceived of (I put it merely as a matter of 
illustration), the Committee on Contingent Expenses for some 
malefaction, if that could be possible, could that committee arrest 
the whole inquiry at its will? 

But I wish to call the attention of the Senate, and especially of 
the other side of the Chamber, to the simple proposition involved 
in this resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator means the resolution 
under consideration proposing to discharge the committee from 
the further consideration of the former resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I refer to the subject raised by the original reso- 
lution. It seems as if there were a likelihood that this might take 
the form of a political question between the two parties in this 
Chamber. I do not charge the Senator from Arkansas with any 
such purpose; [ do not suggest any such purpose on his part, and 
certainly there never has been a political division on such a ques- 
tion heretofore. 

Mr, Clark, the Senator who had the credentials from Montana 
and took his seat, was in his seat. Nobody doubts that. He ad- 
dressed the Senate after the report of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections camein. One of his last utterances in that address 
was to say that he assured the Senate of something, if I recollect 
right, on his responsibility as a Senator of the United States. He 
was then de facto, and because de facto de jure, until the Senate 
had acted otherwise, the Senator from Montana. His vote was as 
good as mine or that of the Senator from Arkansas or any other 
Senator in the body. 

Now, there was in that case no vacancy, as I understand the 
Constitution and laws. The seat was full. It was rightfully full, 
subject to the condition subsequent of the action of the Senate hold- 
ing that he was not lawfully entitled toit. As I understand it, 
the seat was not then vacant. No action could have been taken 
by a governor, a lieutenant-governor, or anybody else, to which 
the existence of a vacancy is a condition, until after his resigna- 
tion took effect. 

That was at a late hour in the afternoon. On the same day, the 
governor of the State being absent, the lieutenant-governor ap- 
pointed his successor, declaring that the seat was vacant. As I 
understand it, that appointment was absolutely null and void if 
it was made on that day before Mr. Clark resigned. [ am told 
that it was made before Mr. Clark resigned; that it was made 
and delivered to a son of Mr. Clark early in the day, to take 
effect after the resignation. There was no vacancy; there was no 
notice of a future vacancy like that in the Chilton case, and 
therefore, there having been no appointment after a vacancy, 
when the governor came back he made one. The gentleman whom 
the governor undertook to make Senator by that appointment is 
here demanding his seat, and this committee refuse, if they do 
refuse, to allow the Senate to see whether the facts presenting 
that question of law exist or not—whether the vacancy existed 
before the appointment by the lieutenant-governor or after it. 


Now, there may be some Senators here who do not think it | 


makes any difference, or that the doctrine of omnia rite acta 
presumuntur makes the presumption conclusive that if two 
things are done on the same day but one is conclusively presumed 
to have taken place first, which will give effect to the transaction. 
But other Senators do not take that view of the law, so we are en- 
titled to know the fact. Does anybody propose, or any party pro- 
pose, or any association of gentlemen propose to take Mr. William 
A. Clark on their shoulders as the pious Aineas did Anchises and 
carry him through all these flames for better or for worse, through 
good report and evil report, and not allow their associates in the 
Senate, if they can help it, the ordinary privilege of an investiga- 
tion before they apply the Constitution and the laws? 

It seems to me that that is the whole question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I donot by any means 
agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that his statement of 
the case is the whole question. The question presented for the 
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consideration of the Senate is whether the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate shall be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution. That 
is the sole question. This, of course, is intended in the nature of 
a punishment or a rebuke to that committee for having failed to 
do its duty, if the resolution is adopted at all, 

The resolution went to the committee on Saturday last. On 
Monday the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] called 
the matter up and inquired of the acting chairman of the com- 
mittee whether there had been a report, and if not, why not; and 
he asked him for the reasons given in the committee—given by 
members of the committee—for their opposition to the adop- 
tion of the resolution, if there was such opposition. He further 
wanted to know why I was not personally present at the meeting 
of the committee. I had other engagements. It was impossible 
for me to be there. I advised members of the committee that it 
was impossible for me to be there, and, as I stated on the floor of 
the Senate, it was impossible for me to be there on that day or the 
next day, when I had other engagements which made it impossi- 
ble for me #9 be present, but I could be there on Wednesday. 

The chairman of the committee, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], was absent and was telegraphed for by the acting chair- 
man of the committee. He replied to the telegram, asking that 
the meeting be postponed until to-day, stating that he could be 
here to-day and that he wanted to be here when the matter came 
up. He came over from New York, and the committee had a 
meeting to-day. The matter was up for consideration and discus- 
sion, and on the motion of the Senator from West Virginia {Mr. 
Scott] the further consideration of the resolution was postponed 
until to-morrow, until such time as the reason for passing the res- 
olution should be understood. 

I myself made the point in the committee that the Senate by its 
own action adjourns to-morrow and will not reassemble until the 
3d day of January; that on the 2d day of January, the day before 
the Senate reassembles, the legislature of Montana assembles, and 
that that legislature is charged with the responsibility of filling 
the vacancy to which both Mr. Clark and Mr. Maginnis claim to 
have been appointed. 

Now, it seems to me to be a simple impossibility, if we should 
adopt the resolution now and should confer authority on the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to send for persons and papers 
to-day, that they should send to Montana for as many people as 
they want to get; and it would be impossible for any report to be 
made by that committee, even if the committee should sit during 
the holidays, until after the meeting of the legislature of Montana, 
which is charged with the filling of the vacancy. 

These are the facts which appeared before the committee, and 
the committee, not being willing torecommend the expenditure of 
public money without a reasonable cause, wanted to understand 
what the facts of the case were. 

The resolution has been in the handsof the committee only three 
or four days at the outside. If the Senate believes that the com- 
mittee has failed to do its duty and that it should be rebuked, 
then I think the Senate should adopt the pending resolution. If, 
on the other hand, the Senate believes that the committee has 
acted reasonably, the resolution ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this case presents itself in 
very singular aspects. In the first place, there is no partisanship 
in connection with the subject on this side of the Chamber. The 
vacancy in the representation of the State of Montana has cer- 
tainly existed since the 15th day of May last. Very shortly after 
Senator Clark retired from the Senate two appointments were 
made to fill the vacancy. One was made by Lieutenant-Governor 
Spriggs, of Mr. Clark, who had just vacated theseat. Later Gov- 
ernor Smith telegraphed that the first appointment had been made 
in collusion and fraud, that he had disregarded it, and had ap- 
pointed Martin Maginnis. 

Now, Mr. President, both William A. Clark and Martin Ma- 
ginnis are Democrats. Neither is a Republican. Neither has 
ever been suspected of being a Republican. From the time when 
these two appointments came into the Senate the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections has been endeavoring to make an inves- 
tigation and reach an adjudication on the question if either of 
these two Democrats should fill the vacancy. 

Mr. President, that is the situation. If either of the claimants 
had been a Republican and I had pursued the case with the same 
zeal, the Senator from Arkansas would have reproached me with 
partisanship. Certainly, neither I nor any Senator upon this 
side of the Chamber can be accused of partisanship because we 
seek to do the exact duty we owe to the State of Montana, which 
stands here with only one Senator to represent her interests in 
this Chamber. 

In view of the fact that there is a vacancy and that here are two 
Democratic claimants to the vacancy, it seems to me that the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber ought to be zealous 
to have the facts investigated and a determination of the Senate 
reached whether either of the two claimants shall fill the seat. 
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In the theory of the law they are outside this door at this min- 
ute, asking tocomein. I know that Mr. Maginnis, a good and 
true Montana Democrat, seeks to come in under the appointment 


of the governor, and, so far as I know, Senator Clark is demand- | 


ing admission under his credentials from the lieutenant-governor, 
Is the Senator from Arkansas authorized to disclaim any desire on 
the part of Senator Clark to fill the present vacancy in the Senate 
under the appointment of Lieutenant-Governor Spriggs? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no information whatever on 
the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, Mr. President, here they are—two 
Democratic claimants and a vacancy; and when the Committee on 
Privilezes and Elections undertakes to do its simple duty, from 


tigation. 

But, Mr. President, that is not the only singular thing. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit a suggestion, if 


this is purely a Democratic matter—I do not think so myself, it | 


is higher than that; but if it is purely a Democratic quarrel as 
between two men and we are going to let in an additional Demo- 


be rather extraordinary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the insinuation that any 
Republican on this side of the Chamber would not wish to admit 
another Democrat into this body if he had a lawful right to come 
should not come from the Senator from South Carolina. There 
are not Democrats enough here, perhaps, to represent correctly 
the princip’es and measures of the Democratic party. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I presume the Senator wants to guy some 
additional Democrats and make them feel sad, as he has done 
others among us since the last election. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, the Senator did not mean that 
there was any disposition on my part to treat this subject as a 
partisan one. Ican have no partisan reason for wanting to make 
this inquiry. I am doing my simple duty as chairman of the 
committee. The Senator from South Carolina and the Senator 
from Arkansas know it. 

Why is it that for the first time in the history of the Senate we 


have the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senateembroiling the Senate on the mere question whether a 
high and important committee of this body shall have the power 
to send for persons and papers in order to make an investigation 
which the Senate by resolution has directed us to make; when the 
claimants to the seat are outside the door, each one expecting 


tocome in? Mr. President, the like of this objection never has 
been known in the Senate before. 

What was the membership of the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses up to the recent reorganization of the committee? It 
consisted of three members. One of them was the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones], a Populist, I think; another was the Sena- 


tor from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. a Democrat, and the third was | 


my colleague from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the only 
Republican upon the committee. 

Now the Senator from Arkansas says that the Senate of the United 
States can not spend one dollar of its contingent fund unless he 
and the Senator from Nevada consent; that we have made a law 
to that effect; that we legislated ourselves years agointothe hands 
of the Jones family and have no possible way to get out of it even 
for the purpose of finding out whether either of two Democrats 
is entitled to fill the vacancy in this body when both are knocking 
at the door and wanting to get in. 

Mr. President, it is an absurd construction of the rule. The 
word “sanctioned” in the law means ‘‘considered.” That is 
what every Senator knows it means. The Senator from Arkansas 
knows that is what it means. It never was intended that any 
such law should be made as would put the control of the contin- 
gent expenses of the Senate absolutely by statute into the hands of 
a majority of the Committee on Contingent Expenses so that it 
could not be overruled even by the Senate itself. No law could 
bind the Senate; the law itself does not bind the Senate. Itisa 
very good rule and it ought to be observed; but it gives the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses no more authority over the appro- 
priations of this body from the contingent fund of the Senate than 
the Senate chooses to give it. 

Now, Mr. President, the condition of the Contingent Expenses 
Committee had come to be awkward, and at the last reorganiza- 
tion of the committees of this body two members were added, the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott] and the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Kran}, both Republicans, so we have three Re- 

ublicans to one Democrat and one Populist on the committee. 

hen the resolution first went before that committee, about a 
week ago, the chairman of the committee being in New York, the 
Senator from Arkansas, being in town, stayed away from the meet- 
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ing of the committee, and we have not been able to get a meeting 
of thatcommittee yet, though the Senator from Nevada isin town, 
but not within the sacred precincts of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, I beg his pardon and the pardon of the Senate for interrupting 
him to say that we had a very protracted meeting of the commit- 
tee this morning and reached a conclusion for the present. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the conclusion for the present 
is not apparent tothe Senate. Iunderstand my colleague to mean 
that the committee think they want further time to consider 
whether this expenditure should be sanctioned. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely, and we are going to have some 


C | members, if we can get them, of the Committee on Privileges and 
the other side of the Chamber there arises opposition to the inves- | 


Elections appear to state the reasons for this expenditure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis quitecourteous in the committee to try 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I only hope if the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses succeed in getting the com- 
mittee to come there that the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
will not disappear just before the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections arrive. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


We have not done so yet. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


I do not think the extraordinary spectacle 


| has ever been witnessed before in the Senate when, in an atte:npt 
' | to fulfill the direct orders of the Senate, a committee ask for the 
crat, the interest of the Senator from New Hampshire appears to | 


power to send for persons and papers. the Committee on Contin- 
gent Expenses determine to summon the Committee on Privilezes 


| and Elections before them, to make a case for spending money in 
| order to try and execute the orders of the Senate. 


Mr. SCOTT. May l ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator what is the use of 
having a Committee on Contingent Expenses if they have no du- 
ties to perform or no rights? The committee this morning made 
the reyuest to have a member of the Committee on Privileges and 
Electicns present to-morrow morning for the purpose of having 


| him make a statement as to why an additional expense in this 
| case should be added to the expenses of the United States when the 
| time is so short between the day we adjourn to-morrow and the 


meeting of the Montana lezislature to fill the vacancy. If this 
was an emergency case and the Senate desired to make the ex- 
penditure, and if one mewber of the committee would so explain 
to our committee, we would be perfectly willing to grant it. No 
man would transact his own business in a way different from 
that, I think, 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, answering the Senator from 
West Virginia, I would not undertake to say that the Commitee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate has 
not been or ought not to be a useful committee of this body. I 
am glad that the committee is giving closer attention to its sub- 
jects. Iam glad that the committee has been enlarged, and that 


| hereafter the committee proposes to investigate propositions to 


expend money from the contingent fund. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas knows that that is my view of the case, and I congratu’ate 
the Senator from West Virginia because, joining the commit:ee, 
he raises the question in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The point I make is that it is very incon- 
venient to have the Committee on Contingent Expenses, for the 
first time in the whole history of the Senate, give the attention it 
is now giving to this question of high privilege. I yield to the 


| Senator from Wisconsin. 


Mr. SPOONER. I askthe Senator, if it be true that the Senate 
can not make an investigation, however important the Senate 
regards it, without the consent of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, whether it would 
not be wise to enlarge still further the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses so as to take in tae Senate? 
Why not liberate ourselvesfrom thisapparentthraldom inthat way? 

Mr. BACON. You would have to change the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the law requires any change. 
I have never so understood it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no deep feeling on 
this subject and I have no criticisms to make of the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. They 
followed the custom and practice of the Senate, which has not 
been a good one. What I do not like is to have this new rule 
adopted now aud placed, not upon me and the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman, but put upon the Senate itself, 
which has ordered this inquiry. 

If the Committee on Contingent Expenses thought there was 
not time to make the inquiry, then they might have reported back 
the resolution with the suggestion to the Senate that there is not 
time to make the inquiry. ‘The course that the committee is pur- 
suing is simply the taking of responsibility by the committee for 
defeating an investigation which the Senate has directed shall be 
made, 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire 
can throw some light on this question if he will let the Senate 
know what was the cost of the examination made by his commit- 
tee on this very Clark case last spring. The witnesses from Mon- 
tana were in the corridors of the Capitol upstairs by the hundred 
or thousand; I do not know how many. It isa good many miles 
from here out there. It costs a good deal to bring men from \on- 
tana here to be examined, and ali that kind of thing. The Montana 
legislature will act, as the Senator from West Virginia has just 
said, on the whole subject in a very short while. We are soczare- | 
less about economy here that it does look to me like there might 
be some merit in the idea of the Committee on Contingent !‘x- 
penses taking a little hand in this matter themselves and not let 
the Senator from New Hampshire have full leeway on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it costs about $250 to get a 
witness from Montana here, but it would require very few wit- | 
nesses to demonstrate the facts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will ask the Senator, if the accounts have | 
been made up, how much did the other investigation cost? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thirty or forty thousand dollars. 2 

Mr. TILLMAN. What benefit was it to the country? 

Mr. HOAR. Very great. 

Mr.CHANDLER. ‘The vacant seat in theSenate from Montana | 
answers that question. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. Hoar] 
says the benefit was very great, but it seems that notwithstanding | 
the investigation the State of Montana has gone Democratic, that 
the result has not been what was anticipated, and the fruit has | 
not been as sweet as some people imagined it would be. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. 

The Senator from South Carolina, in making the suggestion 
which he has, invites a debate, which 1am not inclined to enter 
into. Iam not before the Senate hereand now toargue the merits 
of the case which was tried before the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections at such length and such expense. 

The Senator from South Carolina seems to think we should in- 
vestigate bribery in connection with a Senatorial election if it is | 
near by and does not cost much, but that if the crime of bribery 
in the election of a Senator is perpetrated 2,000 miles away and it 
costs a good deal to investigate it, we should not touch it. That | 
is the force and sense of the remark of the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


If the Senator will pardon me, that is not the | 

burden of my argument. It is simply the uselessness of this ap- | 

parent persecution of aman. I have nosympathy with the meth- | 

ods of Mr. Clark, if the charges which were published in the news- | 
pers against him last year were proven. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator asks what good the investiga- | 
tion did. He demands to know that of me, and is introducing ¢ an | 
old subject into the debate; but it has nothing more to do with it | 
than the question how we shall make the next apportionment of | 
Representatives in Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If this be a mere matter of law, a constitu- | 
tional question, according to the statement of the Senator, why | 
can not the Senate settle it without any further investigation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senate instructed the Committee on | 
Privileges and Elections to make this inquiry, and the question 
now is whether the Senate will follow that up by giving the com- | 
mittee the authority which they ask for. 

I am not going into a discussion of the Clark case. I should be 
perfectly willing to do so, but Senators would justly rebuke me 
if I did. However, the Senator from Montana {Mr. CarTEr], 
who is in his seat, will be perfectly willing to discuss, if the Sena- | 
tor from South Carolina wants him to do so, the recent Montana | 
election and the way in which the Democratic victory, of which 
the Senator from South Carolina has taken occasion to boast in 
this Chamber, was obtained, but I do not intend to debate that | 
question. 

Mr. Scott and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam not aconstitutional lawyer, and I presume 
I was selected togo upon the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate because I was a business man 
and would examine questions coming before the committee from 
a business standpoint. The first time I had ever met with the | 
committee was on this case. I thought I hada right to know the 
reason why the Senate was tospend this money. If I am mis- 
taken, of course I want to apologize; but I do think if that com- 
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| gation by the 


| and all that kind of thing. 
| expect to read it. 


mittee has been created for any purpose at all it was to supervise 
and to inquire into the expenditure of money. If it has not been, 
I have been mistaken in what I conceive to be my duty. 

If the Senator from New Hampshire and the members of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections show that they want this 
investigation—that they can take the subject up and conclude it 
before there is an election in Montana, and that it is proper and 
right to expend two or three or four thousand dollars in order to 
cet at the truth—whenever I am satisfied that that is the thing to 
do I certainly shall vote for that expenditure; otherwise I shall 
not do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from West Virginia is quite 
right about the duties of his committee. Iconcur in hisstatement 
upon that subject, and I venture to say that the committee has 
been very much strengthened by the addition of the Senator from 
West Virginia as a member of it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I myself welcome, Mr. President, the ad- 
vent in the committee of the new method of performing its func- 
tions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from South ( 

next. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely wish to suggest to the Senator that 
I would not have brought up the subject or had anything to say 
about the recent Montana election had it not been for the remark 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that the investi- 
Committee on Privileges and Elections had accom- 
plished a great deal. So far as | am concerned, I have never read 
any of the testimony taken before the committee. I only know 
that the committee was engaged here by the week and almost by 
the month, every day, with an army of witnesses, and that the 
newspapers were full of nauseating details of charges of bribery, 
I never read the testimony, and never 


Carolina 


The only practical issue here in connection with the recent Mon- 
tana election is whether there was suflicient fraud in that e ec- 
tion to invalidate the action of its legislature whenever it does 
act. Ithink it is premature for us to enter upon an investigation 
of the recent election until the legislature sends a Senator here— 
I mean as the result of that election—to claim a seat. When that 
occurs, then it will be time to begin a new investigation upon 


| the last election instead of reopening the investigation of a pre- 


vious election. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then why did the Senator introduce any 
reference tothe new and recent election in Montana? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishould not have introduced it except forthe 
reason I have stated, that the Senator from Massachusetts {| Mr. 
Hoar] referred to it. I merely threw out the suggestion that, 
so far {rom defeating the man who had been charged with bribery, 
the State had gone Democratic. 

Mr. HOAR. Wiil the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwould yield with pleasure if I had the floor, 
but the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. CHANDLER] is in 
possession of the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from South Carolina {Mr. TILLMAN}, 
if I understood him, inquired what good the investigation last 
winter of the claim of the then Senator from Montana to a seat 
here did; to which I replied from mv seat, ‘‘ Very great.” What 
happened, as I understand it, is this: There was a charge that a 
man worth as many million dollars as counted in thousands would 
| make some of us think ourselves pretty rich men had purchased, 
or that his friends had purchased, the entire majority of the leg- 
islature of a young State; and without being agreed as to all the 
details, the committee unanimously held that that fact was proved, 
not by the committee bringing home guilt to the Senator claiming 
the seat, but bringing it home to somebody; and for that reason 

the Senator was not entitled to a seat in the Senate. 

I am very sure of the assent of my friend from South Carolina, 
who, however I may differ with him in regard to policies, I know 
would not spend or sanction the expenditure of a sixpence for cor- 
ruption in any public or private matter, and would rather cut off 


| his right hand than do it—I am very sure of his assent to my 


proposition, that to prevent the perpetration of such a crime is a 


| great public good. 


Mr. TILLMAN and Mr. STEWART addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina is recognized. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Permit me to answer the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. I thank the Senator for his opinion in regard to my 
own purity of purpose here, and I wish to say that, so far as I can 
understand the report of that committee, after the investigation I 
was prepared, if necessary, to vote to unseat Mr. Clark, but when 
we come down to the practical results of the investigation we find 
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that the exposure—if you did expose to the satisfaction of the 


people of Montana the fact that corrupt practices had been used 
the 
noth 
what 
think that Montana politics have been purified by any investiga- 
tion we have had, and no practical good has resulted. The recent 
election could be considered as a repudiation by the people of 
Montana of the charges made against Senator Clark. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not 


ng more than a Democratic victory. 


agree that the Democratic victory was a great public good? | 


{Laughter. | 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. HOAR. Yes. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Iwould not giveasnap of my fingers whether 

or not Montana went Democratic last time, after we lost the Pres- 

idential election. | Laughter. ] 
Mr. GALLINGER addressed the Chair. 
Mr. LODGE. 


The Democratic victory in Montana? 


8 o'ciceck. 
that Imust make a motion that the Senate go into executive session. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has not made the motion. I 


want to say to him that, as I am a member of the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I think | 
I ought to be permitted the right to make a statement before he | 


makes the motion, and I think he will agree with me on that 
point. 

Mr. LODGE. 
Senator from New Hampshire shall have an opportunity to make 


his statement, but then | give notice that I must make the motion | 


in justice to other Senators. 
BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the permission of the 
Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. GALLINGER], the Chair lays 
before the Senate the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 1929) to provide for eliminating certain grade 
crossings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany, in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said com- 
pany to depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate 
parts of its railroad therein, and for other purposes, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendments of the House 
Representatives. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not think it necessary to read all the 

amendments of the House of Representatives. I move that the 


RAILROAD COMPANY, 


of 


Senate nonconcur in the amendments and ask for a committee | 


of conference. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not hear the motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not believe this bill ought to pass at 
all, but I want to examine and discuss the amendments. I ask 


either that the bill go over or that it be referred to the Committee | 


on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have moved that the Senate disagree to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives and ask for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is what I object to—disagreeing to 


the amendments of the House of Representatives and asking for | 


a committee of conference. I want to examine the amendments. 
Perhaps we ought to agree to them, but I do not believe the bill 
ever ought to pass. It appropriates between 11 and 12 acres of a 
park for railroad purposes. 
that locality favor any such proposition or that such an appropri- 
ation ought to be made. I want an opportunity to examine the 
amendments and discuss them before they go to a committee of 
conference. 

I move to refer the bill and amendments to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and ask for a con- 


ference, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of | 


the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I yielded to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who desired, on the part of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, to make a personal explanation. I can not possibly with- 
hold my motion for a debate on the Pennsylvania Railroad bill; I 
can not do so in justice to other Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Chair will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I kave no objection to having it referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bi!l and amendments be printed and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and amendments will 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
printed, in the absence of objection. 
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re and that that legislature had been debauched—resulted in | 
Now, if that be true— | 
influences were brought to bear I do not know—I do not | 


Mr. President, the Senate has a special order for | 
I am very reluctant to interrupt this debate, but I feel 


I will certainly not press the motion until the | 


I do not believe the people living in | 


With the leave of the Senate, | 
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BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 2329) to pro- 
vide for eliminating certain grade crossings of railroads in the 
District of Columbia, to require and authorize the construction of 
new terminals and tracks for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company in the city of Washington, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

| bia, and ordered to be printed. 


MONTANA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submit- 

ted yesterday by Mr. CHANDLER, proposing to discharge the Com- 

| mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 

ate from the further consideration of the resolution authorizing 

the Committee on Privileges and Elections to send for persons and 

| papers in connection with the inquiry concerning the appoint- 

ments of William A. Clark and Martin Maginnis as Senator from 
the State of Montana. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a per- 
| sonal explanation, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] 
inadvertently suggested, but for the purpose of calling attention 
to the status of the question that has been so earnestly and warmly 
discussed. 

On Saturday last a resolution, which proposed to take from the 
| contingent fund an indefinite sum of money, was referred to that 

committee. In the absence of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], [ was acting chairman of the committee by a vote of the 
committee. I called a meeting of the committee for Monday. 
The Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES] advised us in advance of 
his inability to be present, and requested that no action should be 
taken, saying to the committee that the earliest moment at which 
he could attend would be on Wednesday. 1 then called a meeting 
| of the committee for Wednesday morning. Inthemeantime I had 
telegraphed to the chairman of the committee, who was in New 
York, unavoidably absent attending a sick daughter, that his pres- 
ence was desired. Heresponded by wire that he could not be here 
until this morning. I consulted the other members of the com- 
mittee, and we unanimously agreed that it was the proper and 
courteous thing to postpone the meeting until this morning; 
which we did, This morning we held a meeting, and I will state 
| in a moment the conclusion that was reached. 

I have been a member of the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate for a good while, and I 
have performed a good deal of clerical work as a member of that 
committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of the statement made by 
the Senator's colleague, I ask if the Senator will state how many 
members of the committee were present at the hearing to-day? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say they were all present. 

Mr. President, as I was saying, I have performed a great deal 
of clerical work, both here and at my home, as a member of that 
committee, but I never have supposed the committee was simply 
a committee of clerks. I supposed we had some power, some 
jurisdiction over something beyond the mere matter of writing 
our names on the backs of bills which were perfunctorily ap- 
proved, or of going and asking the financial clerk of the Senate 
whether or not there was any money in the contingent fund. I 
have taken it for granted that we had other powers beyond that. 
I came to that conclusion and investigation from reading Rule 
| XXV. 

Mr. SPOONER, On what page? 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 21 of the Standing Rules of the 
| Senate. That rule provides for the appointment of various com- 
mittees—a Committee on Appropriations, a Committee on Finance, 
a Committee on Pensions, a Committee on the Census, a Cemmit- 
tee on Coast Defenses, a Committee on the District of Columbia, etc. 

It is further provided that to these committees shall be referred 
matters relating to the subjects that they are to consider; but no 
one would for a moment contend that those committees must ap- 
prove and report back favorably all matters referred to them. 

Then, a Committee to ‘Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate is provided for, as follows: 

A Committee to Audit and Contrceil the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
to consist of three Senators 
as the rule originally provided, but the number has been enlarged 
to five— 
| to which shall be referred all resolutions directing the payment of money out 

of the contingent fund of the Senate or creating a charge upon the same. 

I have never supposed that that committee was different from 
| the other committees of this body. The Committee on Appro- 
| priations receives bills that are sent to it and approves or disap- 
| proves them; the Committee on the District of Columbia does the 

same; the Committee on Pensions does the same; and I supposed 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 


} 








i ee 


the Senate had a right to inquire into the advisability of appro- 
priating money from the contingent fund for certain matters, 
whether for the appointment of special committees or otherwise. 

I want to say here that matters have come to that committee 
which have not been approved. Resolutions have come there pro- 
viding for the euasegeretion of money out of the contingent fund 
that have been asked by standing committees of this Senate, and 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses has not approved the 
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concerned—and I[ think I speak for the committee as a committee— 
have no disposition whatever to dodge or to evade this question; 
but they have had a disposition to perform their duty and exer- 
cise their prerogative as a standing committee of the Senate, and 
not to have a matter railroaded over their heads simply because 
somebody wants to have passed a resolution that is properly in 
the hands of the committee and which is receiving consideration. 
If the Senate chooses to take it out of the hands of the committee 


propositions and the Senate has not voted the money, so that this | that is the business of the Senate, and the committee, I am sure, 


is not entirely a new proposition, so far as the action of the com- 
mittee is concerned. In addition to that provision of the rule, 
Mr. President, we have a statute governing the action of this 
committee, and it is the only committee of this body that is gov- 
erned by statute. That statute reads: 

Hereafter no payment shall be made from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate unless sanctioned by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The statute goes on further to say that no money shall be 

aid— 
ai the contingent fund of the House of Representatives unless sanctioned 
by the Committee on Accounts of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. President, I am not going to insist that I myself know what 
the word ‘‘sanction” means, but I go to the Standard Dictionary 
for my information, and I find that it says: 

Sanction: 1. To approve authoritatively; render valid by assent or con- 
currence; confirm; ratify; to give consent or support to; regard with favor 
or approval; countenance, etc. 

Now, Mr. President, if the word ‘‘sanction” means anything 
different from that, I should be glad if some Senator would te!l 
me what it does mean, and I want to appeal to the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar], who is an authority on 
the use of language, as to what construction he would put on the 
word ‘‘sanction” in the law governing the action of the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses, if he chooses to make the statement. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould be glad todoso if my colleague would 
permit, but he has a motion pending. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I have the floor, and I do not think I can 
be taken from it. 

Mr. LODGE. I yielded the floor to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Exactly; and I have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I would say to the Senator that I would like three 
or four minutes to make the statement, but I do not thinkI ought 
to do so at this precise time, in view of the motion which my col- 
league desires to press. I will do so, however, very soon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well; I will waive that, of course, 
The Senator is privileged to make it or not. 

That is my construction of the meaning of the word ‘‘sanction,” 
and I am confirmed in that by very good authority, which I have 
quoted. 

Mr. President, the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate met this morning, with all the 
members of the committee present, presided over by the chairman 
of the committee. Personally I was very happy to have him there, 
because I have not felt like taking any special responsibility in this 
matter, and indeed it is very distasteful to me to say a single word 
on the subject. We went over this subject with considerable care. 
It is not a partisan question so far as the committee is concerned; 
certainly not so far as 1am concerned, I am not here to saya 
word in criticism of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
for the conclusion they reached in the so-called Clark case; neither 
am I here to say anything offensive to Mr. Clark, who was a mem- 
ber of this body, and with whom I served on two committees; but 
I do want to say that the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate has approached this matter in 
a nonpartisan spirit for the purpose of simply doing their duty. 

If all the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
ponese of the Senate has to do as a committee is to inquire of Mr. 

ixon, the financial clerk, whether there is money in the contin- 
gent fund, I want to retire from that committee, because I can 
use my time to much better advantage than that. A clerk ora 
messenger can do that quite as well as five Senators. 

The committee, after very careful consideration of the question, 
came to the conclusion that it was important to ascertain, first, 
the necessity for this expenditure. They concluded that it could 
be ascertained by asking some member of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to make a statement to the committee, and in 
the next place to ascertain what construction of this rule was 
placed upon it by the other body, the other body baving a com- 
mittee called the Committee on Accounts, which has precisely the 
same jurisdiction over the contingent fund of the House as the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate has over the contingent fund of the Senate. That is all 
there is to it. 

The committee adjourned to meet to-morrow. What action 
will be taken to-morrow I can not say. I shall not be able to be 
present at the meeting, as I propose to leave the city early in the 
morning; but I do wish to say that the committee, so far as I am 





will bow very gracefully to any decision the Senate may reach in 
regard to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. CARTER. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts to.with- 
hold that motion for five seconds, to the end that I may address 
myself to this question. 

Mr. TELLER. I rise to a question of order. This whole de- 
bate is in violation of an agreement of the Senate. It is not the 
business that we anticipated was to take place in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEVERIDGE in the chair). 
Unless the Senator from Massachusetts yields, the Chair must 
put his motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
| has the floor. Does he yield? If not, the Chair will be obliged to 
put the question on his motion. 

Mr. CARTER, I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield 
to me. 

Mr, LUDGE, If I may be allowed to say a word, as I have the 
floor, I believe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Everybody else is talking, and Iam alittle doubt- 
ful whether I have the floor or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts 
has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Well, Mr. President, it is very apparent that this 
debate will go on from one point to another. I donot want to in- 
terfere with any Senator who desires to speak upon the pending 
question; but I am charged with carrying out the agreement of 
the Senate, and I do not feel that I ought to withhold the motion 
for an executive session. 

Mr. CARTER. May I ask the Senator what the agreement is to 
which he refers? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. LODGE. There was a special order to vote at 3 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE] moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. CARTER. I have requested the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to yield to me for a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, And he has refused, as the Chair 
understands. 

Mr. LODGE, I will yield to the Senator, of course, for a 
| question. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
in what particular the present proceeding is violating any unani- 
mous-consent agreement or order of business? 

Mr. LODGE. Because it was understood that we should go 
into executive session immediately after the conclusion of the 
routine morning business. This debate has carried us on until 
now it is twenty minutes before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. It has gone on for more than an hour. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is part of the morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. LODGE, I will yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
to make a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I request that the further consideration of 
this resolution may be postponed until after the executive session 
this afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the pres- 
ent question be postponed until after the conclusion of the execu- 
tive session this afternoon. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 














Mr. LODGE. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and fifty min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 
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THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, John Redd, to be postmaster at Bolivar, Hardeman County, 
Mr. HAWLEY. I give notice that to-morrow morning, after | Tenn. 
the routine morning business, I will ask the Senate to take up for Susie E. Taylor, to be postmaster at Lake Providence, East Car- 
consideration the House amendment to Senate bill No. 4300, to | Tol! Parish » La. 
increase the efficiency of the military establishment of the United Houston T. Estes, to be postmaster at Muskogee (late Musco- 
States. gee), Creek Nation, "Ind. T. 
Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. F rederick B. Powell, to be postmaster at Amityville, Suffolk 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 30 minutes p.m.) | County, N. Y. ‘ 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, December 21, 1900, George W. Belton, to be postmaster at Whitestone, Queens 
at 12 o’clock m, County, N. Y. 
ntelinans = Ric a H. Smith, to be postmaster at Mandan, Morton County, 
CONFIRMATIONS. W illiam E. Templeton, to be postmaster at Excelsior Springs, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1900, | Clay County, Mo. 
RE rey. ny : Frank D. W. Arnold, to be postmaster at Lamar, Barton 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. County, Mo. 
First Lieut. Harry Lee, to be a captain in the United States Edward R. Williams, to be postmaster at Richmond, Ray 
Marine (¢ orps from the 23d day of July, 1900. | County, Mo. 
First Lieut. Frederick H. Delano, to be a captain in the United Maude McGill, to be postmaster at Oswego, Labette County, 
States Marine Corps from the 23d day of July, 1900. | Kans. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. — illiott Wood, to be postmaster at Winthrop, Kennebec County, 
Albert Wheelon, of Pierre, 8S. Dak., to be registe » land | ' 
ojeee nie ae ‘Dak . F register of the —i Edgar Prentiss, to be postmaster at Bethany, Harrison 
ee es jee ; esd County, Mo. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. | Alfred R. Booth, to be postmaster at Paso Robles, San Luis 
Henry E. Cutting, of Pierre, S. Dak., to be receiver of public | Obispo County, Cal. 
moneys at Pierre, 8S. Dak. | George F, Mc Ginnis, to be postimaster at Indianapolis, Marion 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. | County, Ind. : 
William Frye Tibbetts, of Alabama, to be collector of customs conmty, Walter Lowry, to be postmaster at Knightstown, Henry 
for the district of Mobile, in the State of Alabama. i’ Kari Spinner, to be postmaster at Green River, Sweetwater 
POSTMASTERS. County, Wyo. 
John W. Hedley, to be postmaster at Quanah, a Gustave Jensen, to be postmaster at Saratoga, Carbon County, 
County, Tex. | Wyo. 
C. S. Bodenhamer, to be postmaster at Wharton, Wharton Elias M. Williams, to be postmaster at Clifton, Graham County, 
County, Tex. Ariz. 
Jacob M. Harrell, to be postmaster at Manor, Travis County, George C. Watson, to be postmaster at New Concord, Muskin- 
Tex. | gum ¢ Jounty, Ohio. 
William L. Rogers, to be postmaster at Conroe, Montgomery| VeloscoJ. Knapp, to be postmaster at Anacortes, Skagit County, 
County, Tex. Wash. 
John D. Massey, to be postmaster at Smithfield, Johnston Howard 8. Datesman, to be postmaster at Douglas, Converse 
County, N. C. County, Wyo. 
John M. Hic key, to be postmaster at Henderson, Rusk County,| William H. Austin, to be postmaster at Franklin, Franklin 
Tex. | County, Nebr. 
Charles Real, to be postmaster at Kerrville, Kerr County, Tex. Charles J. Sweet, to be postmaster at Biack River, Jefferson 
Joshua Cooke, jr., to be postmaster at Longview, Gregg County, | County, N. Y. 
; John A. Simon, to be postmaster at Queens, Queens County, N. Y, 


Tex. 
Charles H. Hurt, to be postmaster at Barry, Pike County, Ill. Frank E. Bardwell, to be postmaster at Excelsior, Hennepin 


Horace Haldeman, to be postmaster at Bement, Piatt County, Ill, | County, Minn. 

Swan J. Chilberg, to be postmaster at Cambridge, Henry County, William B. Anderson, to be postmaster at Hopkins, Hennepin 

1. County, Minn. 

Henry C. Bogue, to be postmaster at Vermont, Fulton County, Melvin W. Caster, to be postmaster at Clayton, St. Louis 

. County, Mo. 

Nehemiah J, Knipple, to be postmaster at Buda, Bureau County, Thomas B. Lawler, to be postmaster at Ensley, Jefferson 
Ill. County, Ala. 

Thomas J. Wimmer, to be postmaster at Cerro Gordo, Piatt | Charles A, Bills, to be postmaster at Dunsmuir, Siskiyou County, 
County, Ill. Cal, 

John Buchanan, to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, Wright| Montrose E, Hill, to be postmaster at Old Orchard, York County, 
County, lowa. | Me. 

Fremont Young, to be postmaster at Faulkton, Faulk County, Robert P. Brown, to be postmaster at West New Brighton, 
S. Dak, Richmond County, N. ¥. 

George W. Crane, to be postmaster at Fort Benton, Choteau Walter J. Raley, to be postmaster at Kent, Portage County, 
County, Mont. Ohio. 

James Schroeder, to be postmaster at Guttenberg, Clayton William B. Wallace, to be postmaster at Oxford, Butler County, 
County, lowa. Ohio. 

Reuben F. Price, to be postmaster at Milford, Dickinson Charles Whitehead, to be postmaster at South River, Middle- 
County, Iowa. sex County, N. J. 

Harper W. Wilson, to be postmaster at Audubon, Audubon Arthur C. Agan, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, Onondaga 
County, Iowa. County, N. 

John G. Beal, to be postmaster at Manning, Carroll County, George A. ‘McKinnon, to be postmaster at Sidney, Delaware 
Iowa. County, N. Y. 

Joseph A. Farrell, to be postmaster at Mason City, Cerro Gordo Allison S. Pitts, to be postmaster at Hattiesburg, Perry County, 
County, lowa. Miss. 

Ross A. Nicholson, to be postmaster at New Sharon, Mahaska —— M. Scott, to be postmaster at Rosedale, Bolivar County, 
County, lowa. iss. 
= Lewis A. Skiff, to be postmaster at Middlebury, Addison County, | James R, Dyer, to be postmaster at Ashgrove, Greene County, 

Mo. 

Robert J. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Quincy, Gadsden County, Herman A. Wyckoff, to be postmaster at Pontiac, Oakland 
Fla, County, Mic 

George J. Arnow, to be postmaster at Gainesville, Alachua David J. Price, to be postmaster at Lake Crystal, Blue Earth 
County, Fla. County, Minn. 

Luther Severance, to be postmaster at Hilo, island of Hawaii, Nels C, Nelson, to be postmaster at Two Harbors, Lake County, 
Hawaii Territory. Minn. 

Joseph M, Oat, to be postmaster at Honolulu, island of Oahu, Albert W. Durkee, to be postmaster at Greeley, Weld County, 
Hawaii Territory. Colo. 

Lyman P, Bailey, to be postmaster at Putney, Windham County, Jesse T. Sharpe, to be postmaster at Seaford, Sussex County, 
Vt. Del. 
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George Cushing, to be postmaster at Hingham, Plymouth Thomas Graham, to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, Ocean 


County, Mass. : 

George E. Hartson, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Skagit 
County, Wash. 

Dora Crook, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, Calhoun County, 
Ala. 

John J. C. Barber, to be postmaster at Juneau, Territory of 
Alaska. 

Bufus Waggener, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Washington 
County, Oreg. 


Nathaniel H, Brown, to be postmaster at East Greenwich, Kent | 


County, R. I. 

Edward W. Jones, to be postmaster at River Point, Kent 
County, R. I. 

David Redfield, to be postmaster at Ardmore, Chickasaw Na- 
tion, Ind. T. 

Guido C, Hinchman, to be postmaster at Dover, Morris County, 
N. J. 

Homer C. Atwell, to be postmaster at Forest Grove, Washing- 
ton County, Oreg. 

Marv H. Ricketts, to be postmaster at Waverly, Humphreys 
County, Tenn. 

Eber 8. Andrews, to be postmaster at Williamston, Ingham 
County, Mich. 

George L. Merguire, to be postmaster at Palo Alto, Santa Clara 
County, Cal. 

Burgess W. Witt, to be postmaster at Mossy Creek, Jefferson 
County, Tenn. 

W. W. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Bramwell, Mercer County, 
W. Va. 

Jonn M. Righter, to be postmaster at Cambria, Weston County, 
Wyo. 

Abel W. Severance, to be postmaster at Tillamook, Tillamook 
County, Oreg. 

Ebenezer M. Wells, to be postmaster at Cheraw, Chesterfield 
County, 8. C. 


| County, N. J. 
| Fred F, Hawley, to be postmaster at Caldwell, Warren County, 
| Richard G. Bennett, to be postmaster at Tuckahoe, Westchester 
| County, N. Y. 
| Jacob P. Hazen, to be postmaster at Shirley, Middlesex County, 
| Mass. 
| John H. Bryant, to be postmaster at Burlington Junction, Nod- 
away County, Mo. 
teuben Abel, to be postmaster at Bernardsville, Somerset 
County, N. J. 
Orlando Rogers, to be postmaster at Independence, Teller 
County, Colo. 
| Samuel W. Maytubby, to be postmaster at Caddo, Choctaw 
Nation, Ind. T. 
Rezin B. Boulden, to be postmaster at Millersburg, Bourbon 
County, Ky. 
| Jane E. Loveland, to be postmaster at Menlo Park, San Mateo 
County, Cal, 
George G. Taylor, to be postmaster at Mountain View, Santa 
Clara County, Cal. 
Ralph N. Hill, to be postmaster at Oxnard, Ventura County, 
Cal. 
Elmer L. Stevens, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of Baylor and State of Texas. 
Ramon Alfonzo Rivera, to be postmaster at Arecibo, P. R. 
Lawrence R. Watts, to be postmaster at London, in the county 
of Madison and State of Ohio. 
Grenville Reed, to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 
Clatsop and State of Oregon. 
Joseph C. Manning, to be postmaster at Alexander City, in the 
county of Tallapoosa and State of Alabama. 
T. F. Berner, to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the county of 
Clay and State of Texas. ; 


Joseph B. Schade, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, Lawrence | 


County, Tenn. 

Charles C. Marsh, to be postmaster at Shawnee, Perry County, 
Ohio. 

Joseph A. Randolph, to be postmaster at Waukomis, Garfield 
County, Territory of Oklahoma. 

Dick J. Wilcox, to be postmaster at Lakeview, Lake County, 
Oreg. 

Saadi M. Johnstone, to be postmaster at Woodside, Queens 
County, N. Y. 

Frank A. Geesey, to be postmaster at Archbold, Fulton County, 
Ohio. 

Elias B, Aldrich, to be postmaster at North Amherst, Lorain 
County, Ohio. 

Charles R. Suydam, to be postmaster at Belmont, Middlesex 
County, Mass. 

William T. Britton, to be postmaster at Bloomington, Franklin 
County, Nebr. 

Jay Jackson, to be postmaster at Pine Plains, Duchess County, 

y 


Charles Hulbert Bishop, to be postmaster at Lihue, Kauai Island, 
Hawaii Territory. 

Jobn B. Jones, to be postmaster at Lehigh, Choctaw Nation, 
Ind. T. 

Henry Metz, to be postmaster at Tonganoxie, Leavenworth 
County, Kans. 

Mary E. Hughey, to be postmaster at Warren, Bradley County, 
Ark. 

Alexander P. ‘Merrill, to be postmaster at Campbell, Santa Clara 
County, Cal. 

Arthur Waal, to be postmaster at Lahaina, Maui Island, Hawaii 
Territory. 

James M. Ragan,to be postmaster at Oxford, Calhoun County, 
Ala. 

Charles M. Lehman, to be postmaster at Black Rock, Lawrence 
County, Ark. 

Thomas B. Murphy, to be postmaster at Osceola, Mississippi 
County, Ark. 

George Summers, to be postmaster at Prineville, Cook County, 
Oreg. 

Frank G. Jewett, to be postmaster at Sumpter, Baker County, 
Oreg. 

Alvin F. Miller, to be postmaster at Valley Falls, Providence 
County, R. I. 

Mary A. Milligan, to be postmaster at Hope, Steele County, 
N. Dak. 

Alfred Noecker, to be postmaster at Greenwich, Huron County, 
Ohio. 


William T. Griffith, to be postmaster at Mingo Junction, Jef- | 
ferson County, Ohio. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 20, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 


CORRECTIONS. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I was present on yesterday, but 
was paired with the gentleman from Texas, Mr. HawLey, but 
I am noted as not present. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman answer ‘‘ present?” 

Mr. GAINES. No, sir; but I was here, though. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will get the benefit of his 
statement, and the Recorp will showit. It is not a matter for 
correction of the Journal. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, Mr. Speaker, on yesterday 
I was present and voted present. I was paired with the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. O’Grapy, and I would like that fact 
noted in the REcorD. 

| TheSPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman; 
there was so much confusion in the House. ' 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. ©n yesterday I voted pres- 
ent on the passage of the bill, being paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. O’GRApy, and I would like the pair noted 
in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was marked “‘ present,” as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I was present, but I wish 
the pair noted. 

The SPEAKER, Was the gentleman’s pair noted the day be- 
fore? 

Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. No; it was not. 

The SPEAKER. The Recorp will be made to show the situ- 

| ation. 
Without objection, the Journal will stand approved. 
There was no objection, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 12904) making appro- 
priations for the Indian service for the next fisca’ year. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the Indian appro- 
| priation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
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Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. TAWNEy in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
House bill 12904 (the Indian appropriation bill), and the Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A_bill making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, Chairman, I have had no request from 
this side of the House, and my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE], the senior member of 
the minority of the committee, has had none on that side, for gen- 
eral debate. I wish to say but a single word in explanation of the 
bill before asking that we proceed with the reading of it by sec- 
tions. 

The bill carries appropriations aggregating in round numbersa 
little over three-fourths of a million dollars more than the same 
bill for last year. The main items of increase are one miliion and 
a half of dollars appropriated under the provisions of the Kiowa 
treaty which was ratified at the last session of Congress, and a!so 
an appropriation of $425,000 to carry out the provisions of the 
treaty with the Fort Hall Indians, which treaty was also ratified 
at the last session of Congress. 

The amount appropriated for schools is substantially the same 
as was appropriated last year. The amount appropriated for gra- 
tuitous support is less by a trifle—$20,000 or $30,000—than it was 
last year. The various changes, the increases and decreases from 
last year’s appropriations and from the estimates for this year, are 
indicated in the report, copies of which will be found at the desk. 
The bill carries appropriations amounting to $200,000 less than 
the estimates. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. SurrMAn] that while this sum of $1,500,000 is appropriated, 
no part of it is to be paid out. Itis simply deposited in the Treas- 
ury and remains there for the benefit of these Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; and that is true also of the $425,000. It 
is simply deposited in the Treasury with other Indian funds, and 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent is paid to the Indians for their 
support. My colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Kansas [ Mr. Curtis], suggests to me that as a matter of fact the 
money paid out of the Treasury will be less by nearly a million 
dollars than it was last year. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the at- 
tention of the chairman of the committee to certain matters. In 
the Indian appropriation bill of last year—I mean the bill passed 
at the first session of this Congress—it was provided that— 

Hereafter the clerks of the district courts in the Indian Territory shall 


account for and pay into the Treasury of the United States all fees collected | 


in excess of $1,000 per year; all settlements to be made in accordance with 
such rales and regulations as the Attorney-General may prescribe. 

Now, that provision changed existing law in regard to the fees 
and altowances of clerks in the Indian Territory. 
that district made to me a statement which I will ask unanimous 
consent to have inserted in the RECORD as part of my remarks, 
without taking time to read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to printing the statement 
in the Recorp? The Chair hears none. 

The statement is as follows: 


northern district of the Indian Territory. 


The act of May 31, 1900, Indian appropriation bill, providing that the 
clerks of the United States courts of the Indian Territory account for and 
pay into the Treasury of the United States all fees earned in excess of $1,000, 
makes the net income to said clerks (with the additional salary of $3,000 al 
lowed by law) $4,000 per annum. 

The act above referred to does not carry with it any provisions for the 
maintenance of said office, such as additional clerk hire, record books, sta- 
tionery, and traveling expenses of said clerks in their attendance upon court, 
which are all necessary expenses. 

Under the present conditions the clerk of the northern district is receiving 
$4,000 per annum and expending $4,400 for the maintenance of his office, as fol- 
lows, to wit: For necessary clerk hire, $3,600; for books and stationery, $400; 
for traveling expenses in attendance on courts, $400; making a net loss of $400 
per annum 

Under the provision 
num will be as follows, to wit: Salary allowed by law, $3,000; fees to be re 
tained, $7,000 per annum; making the total compensation of $10,000 per annum. 
Expenditures as follows, to wit: Additional leek hire, $3,600; record books 


and stationery, $400; traveling expenses, $400; making the annual expenses 


$4,400 and leaving a net compensation to said clerk of $5,600 per annum. 
CHAS. A. DAVIDSON, 
Clerk United States Court. 


provision to which I have referred he is paying out $400 more 
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| made. 


) | rection of this matter he has made in the bill. 
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as proposed the compensation and expenses per an- | 
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than he is receiving under the provisions of the existing law, and 
he gave the items of his expenditure. 

I have had some conversation with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs [Mr. SHERMAN] in which he has stated he 
intends to correct that error, or he thinks that he has doneso. I 


| sent the gentlemen who called on me to the chairman of that com- 


mittee, and I suppose some provision on this subject has been 
I wish to ask the chairman of the committee what cor- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the change in the statute 
relating to these clerks was made upon the appropriation bill last 


| year on the written representation of certain United States officials 


in the Indian Territory that the compensation received by the 
clerks under the then existing statute was excessive, Being satis- 
fied of the correctness of that statement we changed the law. 
The clerks came to Washington at the beginning of this session, 
and first visited my colleague [Mr. Ray of New York], the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee—which it was perfectly proper 
for them to do—and after consultation with him, and after 
hearing these clerks and looking over with care their. written 
statement, which I have here and which I will more fully explain 
when we reach that section in the bill, if it be desired, we pro- 
pose in this bill to amend the act of last year so as to provide 
what we believe, from the officers themselves and from the state- 
ments of others conversant with the conditions and the facts down 
there, will give them fair compensation and a reasonable sum of 
money for the disposition of the business of their courts in a proper 
way. The provision is found on page 34 of the bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What line? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Line 22. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Is the gentleman satisfied that that 
will correct the matter? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh,yes; thereisnodoubtaboutthat. It fixes 
the clerks’ compensation at a fair if not generous amount, with 
ample funds to pay all the contingent expenses of their offices. It 
does not give them by a considerable sum the same compensation 
they were receiving before the enactment of last year. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am willing to concede that before 
the provision of last year their pay was too large and that there 
should be a reduction, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is a very substantial re- 
duction, and yet is an increase over the provisions of the last 
year’s law. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Could you give to the House the prob- 
able compensation these officials will receive under this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The compensation, in my judgment, from 
the statements made to us by the clerks, and which I hold in my 
hand, would be somewhere from $3,000 to $5,000, probably nearer 
$1,000 and not over $5,000, 

Mr. CURTIS. And under this provision they will return to 
the Treasury about $3,500 a year on the average. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
changes are made in existing law by this bill. Are any made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, there are some. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman please state what they 
are? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will send for a copy of the 
report, or examine the bill, he will find them set forth fully in both. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And the matter discussed by the chair- 
man of the committee and myself for the last five minutes is also 
a change in existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes: it is one of these provisions. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But it is one of those matters that 
ought to be corrected here 

Mr. CURTIS. It is for the purpose of righting.a wrong done to 


5 ie | these clerks in the last appropriation bill. 
Statement of conditions now existing in the United States clerk's office for the | 


Mr. SHERMAN. And under this statement of facts. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Unquestionably, andthe wrong ought 
to be righted. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I was not present when this sec- 
tion was considered in the committee. But I call the attention of 
the gentleman to the words on page 35, line 7— 


all other fees— 


and ask him what the meaning is in that connection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That means the provision for fees they re- 
ceive for filing chattel mortgages, issuing marriage certificates, 
and soon. We mean the fees arising from such official acts as I 
have stated, and the like, which are required to be performed by 
the clerks of the courts of the Indian Territory and not by United 
States clerks elsewhere. 

Mr. LACEY. What do you mean by “the like of that?” 

Mr. SHERMAN, Well, I mean fees arising from the recording 
of chattel mortgages, issuing marriage licenses or certificates, and 


| so on, 
Mr. RAY of New York. The clerk stated to me that under the | 


Mr. LACEY. Does not the gentleman think that more satis- 
faction would result by requiring the payment of all fees intg the 
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Treasury Department and let the allowances be paid by the De- 
partment to these officials? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was part of our bill of last year. That 
seems to have been unsatisfactory, and the statement of the clerks 
is that under that provision useless labor was given them in the 
first place; and secondly, it reduced their pay to a figure where, 
as a matter of fact, they had perhaps been performing services 
since the 31st of last May without compensation at all. It took | 
all the money that they received to pay the running expenses of 
the offices. 

Mr. LACEY. Of course, that is not right. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly not. 

Mr. LACEY. But we have been over the whole question in the 
reform bill, considered by the Judiciary Committee, as to the fees 
of clerks and marshals in other matters. It strikes me that here 
is an entering wedge to open up the same vice in the Indian Ter- | 
ritory. Now, it seems to me that it would be very much better | 
that they should pay all the money into the Treasury and then 
have a reasonable allowance made to them for expenses. 

Mr. CURTIS. Do you think feesshould be paid into the Treas- 
ury which are collected by the clerks for performing duties which 
other clerks are not required to perform under the law? 

Mr. LACEY. There isno work done there not required by law. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is true; but there is a great deal of work 
performed by the clerks in the Indian Territory which other 
United States clerks are not required to perform. 

Now. instead of establishing new offices and paying for the work 
that must be done, the law requires it to be done by the clerks of 
the district courts, such as issuing marriage licenses, recording | 
chattel mortgages, and matters of that kind; also, certain probate 
work, which is done by the probate judges in other parts of the | 
country. These men certainly ought to have some compensa- | 
tion for performing work of that character. The committee 
thought it proper to modify the law of last year, which seemed 
to have been enacted by mistake. It was an injustice tothe clerks. | 
If the present law is not changed, the clerks will be compelled | 
to perform work not required of other clerks throughout the 
country. 

Mr. LACEY. The point I wish to make, and I would like time 
to discuss the matter-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Iowa such 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. SHAFKOTH. How much is paid to these clerks under | 
this bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. Three thousand dollars, and the other clerks of | 
the United States district courts receive three thousand five hun- 
dred. 

Now, it is estimated that the salary allowed by law, $3.000, and 
the extra fees they retain will pay them between three thousand 
five hundred and four thousand dollars. One of them may per- 
haps get a little over $4,000 and one will receive something less. 
That is according to the showing made to our committee, and | 
which we believe to be correct. i 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Dothesemen who receive $3,000 do as much 
as those who receive $3,500? 

Mr. CURTIS. They perform much more work. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. What is the reason for giv- 
ing larger salary instead of continuing the fees? 

Mr. CURTIS. I will state to the gentleman that it will only 
be for a short time. The Territory will be provided with regis- 
ters and probate judges within a short time, and we thought that 
until that time comes we might still continue the practice. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Willitrequire the matter to 
wait until the Territory becomes a State? 

Mr. CURTIS. Ithink not. The Territory may be attached to 
a State or counties may be organized. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, when we find clerks of Territorial 
courts coming to Washington and asking that indefinite fees be 
allowed to them without accounting for them for the performance 
of certain or uncertain duties, I always look upon the proceeding 
with grave suspicion, and especially in the light of the examina- 
tion and the consideration of the general fee question in the Fed- 
eral courts of both the marshals’ and clerks’ fees in a preceding | 
Congress. We attempted to dig this whole matter up, root and | 
branch, and allow no feed officers either in the clerk’s or in the 
marshal’s office, as had been the practice. 

Mr. CURTIS. When this bill was passed, these clerks and other 
officers of the Indian Territory thought the law was not meant to 
apply to them, because they were then performing extra work and 
it could not last but a very few years longer. 

Mr. LACEY. They got out of this provision at that time. 
They came down here to look after their fees. They seem to be 
active officials, and have been able to come to Congress and look | 
after their fees. We can provide for these officers who ought to | 
have something for extra work. If they are doing something | 
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that a clerk ought not to do, they ought to be paid forit. But 
we ought not to enlarge it in this indefinite way. We do not 
know what the fees will amount to. They may be $10,000 a year 
and they may only run to $4,000. It ought to be drafted in such 
a@ way as that no injustice would be done, and it certainly should 
not be done in this way on the Indian appropriation bill. There- 
fore, when the bill is read, I shall feel constrained to make the 
point of order against it. 

Mr, CURTIS. If you raise the salaries of these clerks at this 
time to $3,500 or $4,000, when the time comes when they are not 
required to perform this extra service how are you going to have 
It will be almost impossible to do so. 

Mr. LACEY. Thatisathing for another Congress to determine. 
There is noreason why this should be made by an indefinite allow- 


| ance of fees, perhaps $10,000, for fear we will not be able to cut 


it down; and Iam not willing that they should have this indefi- 
nite provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ifthe gentleman will permit me, he indicates 
that when we reach this point of the bill he will make a point of 
order, Of course, if he does so, the Chair will be constrained to 
hold the point of order good. But before that is dene my col- 


| league will have ample time to read thiscommunication from the 


clerks and will see that under the existing law they have no rea- 
sonable compensation for their services. I hope’my colleague 
will frame an amendment in accordance with his present opinion, 
and rather than strike the whole matter out offer an amendment 
that will reach the matter, for I know that he does not want to 
do anybody an injustice. I think by striking it out entirely he 
will be doing an injustice, whereas it is quite within his power to 
frame an amendment within the lines of his idea and still give 
these men a compensation such as would be fair. 

Mr. LACEY. [ would be very averse to dissenting from the 


| committee of which Iam a member, especially when [ make no 


minority report. But upon this question of fees I have such pro- 
nounced convictions, and have spent so much time upon it and 
seen the House wrestling with it for so many years, and have seen 
the matter eliminated practically from the Federal courts, that I 
do not feel willing now to take a step backward upon this ques- 
tion by inserting anything of the kind in ‘an appropriation bill. 
But I think that the matter can bearranged. I believe an amend- 
ment may be made that the House would waive the point of order 
on and that would do justice to the clerks on the one hand with- 
out the House reversing its action upon the reform bill as to fees 


| in the Federal courts. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, with the gentleman's 
permission, I want to make a suggestion there. This whole ques- 
tion of fees for clerks in the Indian Territory was gone over and 
established prior to the fmeeting of this Congress, and there was a 
general statute on the subject, under which the clerks in the 
Indian Territory had their fees and compensation. 

Mr. LACEY. They were excused and relieved from the reform 
bill on the theory that the arrangement in Indian Territory was 


| a temporary one at best, and to wait until there was a permanent 


organization. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, certain representations were 
made to the Committee on Indian Affairs, from which this bill 
comes, and that committee at the first session of this Congress, 
without any particular investigation that I have heard of, and 
certainly without any consultation with the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, who have general charge of the matters of fixing the fees. etc., 
made a correction, or something that they supposed was a correc- 
tion, something that they intended for a correction, that would 
make the compensation just and proper. It isa provision in an 
appropriation bill, and as it does injustice to the clerks the error 
should be corrected. 

Now, that provision has stood upon the statute books since the 
enactment of that bill—about six months, as | understand it—and 
the clerk finds that after paying the necessary expenses of his 
office and after paying his assistants he is $100 *‘in the hole,” so 
tospeak. That is, he pays out $100 more than he gets, Now, 
that is an injustice. There is no question about that, and he 
ought to have reasonable pay. That is a!l this bill undertakes to 
do—to correct that to some extent. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘To give him the fees without limit? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no, it does not give him the fees 
without limit. 

Mr. LACEY. All ‘‘ other fees” without limit? 

Mr. SHERMAN, All other fees, but we know what those 


fees 
are. 
Mr. LACEY. They are indefinite. No one knows what they 
are or what they will be. 
| Mr.SHERMAN. The aggregate of fees are indefinite, but we 


know what they have been. 

Mr. LACEY. Nothing is so indefinite asa fee that does not 
have to be accounted for. Itis like the weight of a man’s hand 
when he is using that weight for a pound. Puta cler! 
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tion where he fixes the fees for himself and he will lie awake at 
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nights to imagine new methods of taxation, but if the fees go to 
the Government they will be reasonable. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then why not frame your amendment 
in some way so that the clerks will account to the Government for 
all these fees, and let them adjust it on a certain basis? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Putthem on thesame basis that other United 
States clerks are upon. Other United States clerks receive all of 
their fees up to $3,500, and then they have the right to draw to a 
certain limit above that for the expenses of their offices. At least 
let these men, who perform services greater than other United 
States clerks, receive as much as other United States clerks. 

Mr. LACEY. There is no doubt that it is perfectly proper that 
this should be done. What I object tois the indefinite method. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, before we reach that, let the gentle- | 
man draw his amendment so that these clerks will receive some 
compensation. They are practically working now without any | 
pay. The gentleman might put it in the language of the other | 
bill, only change the figures. d 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York yield | 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, with the greatest pleasure in the world. 

Mr. GAINES. How much do these clerks get under the pres- | 
ent law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Their statement is that they get $400 less 
than nothing. 

Mr. GAINES. What is the fact? ! 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law allows them $3,000, but when they 
come to pay all the expenses that they are obliged to pay, they | 
have received, as they state in writing, since the Ist of last May 
or the ist of June, when this act went into effect, nothing for their 
services, and have paid out $400 more than they have received. 

Mr. GAINES. Jhat change do you propose? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee's proposition was to give 
them certain fees that are collected on matters that ordinarily 
are outside of the duties of a United States clerk. The proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry], who was not sat- | 
isfied with that, was that there should be some different arrange- 
ment, and I have suggésted to him that he draw a provision along 
the lines of his idea, but which will give these clerks a compensa- 
tion, say, of $3,500 a year, the same as other United States clerks | 
receive, 

Mr. GAINES. No more than that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was not my proposition; but I think 
they ought to have something more, as they perform other 
service. 

Mr. GAINES. What are they going to do outside of the usual 
duties of United States clerks? . 

Mr.SHERMAN. They mainly recordand filechattel mortgages | 
and issue marriage certificates, and there are a very large nuin- 
ber of them, so many that the fees from them amount to three or 
four thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. GAINES, And the proposition now is to give them all 
they can make in this outside work? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; the proposition is that they take 
these fees and not account for them, but that out of them they 
pay the additional clerk hire and that they pay for stationery, 
traveling expenses, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. GAINES. And notaccount for it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. And not account for it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield | 
to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to call the attention of | 
the gentleman from New York to a bill with which he is familiar, 
and | want to make a request of him during his time. 








During the last session of the House I introduced a bill, which I 


hold in my hand, which passed the House and passed the Senate 
of the United States. It was a bill to appropriate two thousand 
six hundred dollars and odd to pay for certain Choctaw orphan 
Indian lands in the State of Mississippi. That was the first sec- | 
tion of it. I will ask the gentleman's attention to it, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iam listening. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the second section was to | 
authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to dispose | 
of these lands in the same way that he disposes of all other pub- | 
lic lands which are part of the public domain. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the bill passed both Houses, and in the 
Senate the gentleman who was taking care of it did not know that 
the bill was passed, and he got the appropriation on the general 
appropriation bill at the same time, and then, just at the last of 
the session, one night when I was not present, the gentleman from | 
New York [ Mr. SHERMAN}, discovering that there had been a du- | 

lication of the appropriation, made a request that the bill be sent | 
yack by the President to the House. The consequence is that the | 
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to pay for the Choctaw orphan Indian lands, but the second sec- 
tion has never become a law, and although the United States has 
paid for the land, the Commissioner has not the authority to dis- 
pose of the land. 

Now, I want to make a request of the gentleman from New 
York, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to per- 
mit section 2 of the bill to go upon this appropriation bill, to which 
it is perfectly germane, and in that way this desired legislation 
will have been accomplished. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I see no objection to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I shallask the gentleman 


| at the proper time to offer it as an amendment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the gentleman from Mississippi to 
do it, but I shall raise no point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think no point of order could 
lie; it is perfectly germane. I wanted to explain it in the open 
House because I think the gentleman from New York misunder- 
stood it at the last session. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not understand it at the time the way 
the gentleman from Mississippi has stated it. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I will ask that the Clerk may read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, reading the bill, read as follows: 

At the Sac and Fox Agency, Okla., $1,200. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Chairman, in that connection I desire to 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 22, page 4, after the word “dollars,” the following: ‘‘ At the 
Sac and Fox Agency, Iowa, $1,000.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee was unanimous, Mr. Chair- 
man, in omitting the Sac and Fox Agency from the bill, although 


| it was estimated for originally this year. When the subcommittee 


was at the Indian Office going over the bill in detail with the Com- 
missioner, his statement to us was that various agencies could be 
dispensed with, and we have in this bill provided appropriations 
for eight less agencies than we appropriated for last year, and one 


| was theSacand Fox Agency. It was dispensed with for the reason 


that the superintendent of schools there could discharge the duties 
of the agent, and the Commissioner has a right to call upon him 
to do it. 

Mr. CURTIS. There are only 420 Indians there. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with the chairman 
of the committee as to the ultimate necessity, or propriety, of this 
action, but I think it is premature, for this reason. This Sac and 


| Fox tribe in lowa are blanket Indians and have refused civiliza- 


tion; and there has been a great deal of trouble in getting the In- 
dians into the schools atall. I think in the course of a few years, 


| possibly another year, the purpose of the chairman would be a 


good one. At the present time, however, there is great friction 
about that school. The Indians refuse to go to school, and habeas 


| corpus was sued out by parents of some of the children, and the 


matter was placed in the courts and litigation ensued as to whether 
the parents of the children could keep them out of school or not. 

[ think undoubtedly the time will come, possibly within a year 
or two, when the superintendent of that school can handle the 
affairs of this agency; but with the friction that now exists I be- 
lieve it is premature, and this agency ought not to be dropped out 
at this time. I think if that matter had been called to the atten- 
tion of the chairman he would have thought this agency might be 
kept for a time atleast. Mycolleague who represents this district 
in which the schocl is situated and where this agency is located 


| could give us, no doubt, some information that would be of vaiue 


in this connection, he having recently visited that agency. I be- 


| lieve that the line of policy suggested by the chairman is a good 
| one and the application ought to be made where practicable. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I think, Mr. Chairman, where there is this 
small school with very few scholars, as they admit, impossible to 


| get the scholars to come to school, where the superintendeni of 


the school can with the greatest ease perform all the duties with 
no great tax on his time, where there are only four hundred and 
odd Indians, with a school of less than fifty pupils in attendance, 
that it is mot unreasonable to expect one man to perform the 
duties of agent and superintendent. I believe this is a good place 
to economize to the extent of $1,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. LAacry]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was disagreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Shoshone Agency, Wyo., $1,500. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend 
by inserting at the end of line 4, page 5, the following: 

At the Sisseton Agency, S. Dak., $1,500. 

Mr. Chairman, this agency certainly should not be abolished. 
Of these Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians three-fifths are located at 


first section of the bill has become alaw, appropriating the money | the Sisseton Agency and two-fifths at the Devils Lake Agency, in 
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North Dakota. The Committee on Indian Affairs has provided 
for an agent at Devils Lake. Now, there are the same reasons for 
an agency at Sisseton as for one at Devils Lake. I am familiar 
with the conditions at Sisseton, and I know that the Indians there 
ought to have an agent to protect their interests—to keep liquor 
off the reservation and to look after their land leases. I certainly | 
think they ought to have an agent. I hope the chairman of the | 
committee will consent to this amendment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Why, Mr. Chairman, puowesin of interest are 
made to these Indians only twice ayear. They receive norations. | 
The agent requires no clerk. There are no employees under him. | 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs stated to the committee that 
this semiannual payment of interest could be made to these Indians | 
by temporarily delegating a special agent for the purpose. It | 
was in view of this statement that we struck out the provision | 
for this agency; and I think we did so properly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Allow me to ask the chairman | 
of the committee why there should be an agency at Devils Lake, 
where only two-fifths of these Indians—a part of the same tribe— | 
are located, while there is no agent provided for Sisseton. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not oppose a motion of the gentleman 
to strike out the Deviis Lake Agency. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I have been informed by a 
gentleman in the Indian service that there are a great many 
agencies that might get along without an agent better than Sis- 
seton. There are about 1,800 Indians there. They lease their 
allotments of land. I knowit is their wish that they have an 
agent there to look after their interests. From what I know per- 
sonally of the conditions, I certainly think this agency ought to 
be continued. I understood the chairman of the committee to 
say yesterday that he would not object to this proposition. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I did not mean to be sounderstood. I regret 
that the gentleman misunderstood me. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Well, I must have misunder- 
stood the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We were satisfied that this agency should be 
dispensed with; the committee was unanimous about it; other- | 
wise we would not have struck the provision from the bill. It 
was embraced in the estimates; but after a hearing the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs satisfied us that this agency could well be 
dispensed with. Hence, I feel that I would not be doing my duty 
toward the committee or the House if I should do otherwise than | 
oppose the adoption of the gentleman’s amendment. I regret that | 
he understood me as assenting to his proposition. 1 did not in- 
tend todoso. I think the amendment ought not to be adopted. | 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I certainly think that the adop- | 
tion of my proposition will be in the interest of these Indians. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, BuRKE of 
South Dakota, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Yakima Agency, Wash., $1,600. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
committee what agency is left out in the State of Washington? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tulalip. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I should like to know why that 
was left out—whether its omission was recommended by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. What were the reasons? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reasons were that these are not ration 
Indians. They have reached a higher state of civilization than the 
Indians of almost any other part of the country. They are well 
todo, They live in houses. They go out to work, which is more 
than a great many other Indians do, They really do not require 
the constant presence of an agent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








TOWAS. 
For interest in lieu of investment on $57,500, balance of $157,500, to July 1, 
1898, at 5 per cent per annum, for education or other beneficial purposes, 
under the direction of the President, per ninth article of treaty of May 17, 
1854, $2,875. | 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is a typographical error in the para- 
h just d. Tl ds “eighteen hundred and ni r= | 
graph just read. he words “eighteen hundred and ninety 
eight,” in lines 21 and 22, should be *‘ nineteen hundred and one.” 
I ask that the correction be made, 
The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, that will be | 
done. 
The Clerk read as follows: | 
For the support and civilization of the Shebits, Muddy, and other Indians | 
in southern Utah, $2,500. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a point of | 
order on this pesegneee embracing lines 16,17, and 18 of the bill. | 
Mr. SHERMAN. r. Chairman, I think the point of order | 
does not lie aguinst the provision; but if the gentleman wants an 
explanation I will be very glad to make it. 


r. CANNON. [understand that there is no treaty with these | educate the school children among them. 


Indians whatever. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. No; it is a gratuity. 

Mr. CANNON. lunderstand that they have never been demor- 
alized and ruined, horse, foot, and dragoons, by any appropriation 
from the public Treasury. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we started in, horse, foot, and dra- 
goons, about two years ago. How much of demoralization has 
been caused by the appropriation then made Ido not knowr The 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kina] is probably familiar with al) 
the facts in the case. 

But I will state to the committee that this is a provision for a 
payment in the Indian service during the next fiscal year. It 
does not seem to me that the point of order lies against it. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it does. 
Tf all of the Indians, without reference to treaty stipulations, 
without reference to their status of civilization or condition, are 


| to be the favored people in the United States, and money without 


stint can be appropriated for them, why, you can go into the In- 
dian Territory and appropriate for ali the tribes there, and to the 
Indians of New York, some ninety thousand altogether, and it will 
be perfectly in order, just as much as the proposition now pend- 
ing is. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The business of the Indian bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, is to provide for the Indian service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to suggest that if the gen- 
tleman from Illinois will state the ground on which he makes the 
point of order we could proceed more regularly. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that there is no 
treaty between the Indians and the United States justifying this 
appropriation. There is no treaty with them at all, and [ am 
speaking now on a technical ground. Secondly, it is anew item 
in the bill, not a continuing work already in progress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We did notappropriate for these Indians last 
year, but we did two years ago. I think the gentleman is in error 
in his contention that any appropriation must be based upon a 
treaty obligation in order to avoid the point of order. I believe 
he is wrong in that contention, and that it is proper, under the 
rules, to appropriate in this bill for any proper expenditure during 
the fiscal year for which the bill is intended to appropriate; and 
this is such a provision. 

It seems to me that it is not necessary in the least that it should 
be based upon a treaty obligation in order to come within the rule 
and entitle it to be placed upon the Indian bill. If it were upon 


| some sort of a claim arising in some other year, the point of order 


would lie against it. But this is for an expenditure during the 
fiscal year for which the bill is intended to operate, and to cover 
the expense of that year in connection with the Indian service. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, a single observation in reply to the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

As I understand, a number of years ago these Indians had some 
sort of a treaty or arrangement with the Government of the 
United States. At any rate, as a result of the negotiations then 
carried on an appropriation was made by the United States for 
the purchase of land in southern Utah or western Nevada. What 
wasdone with the appropriation I do not know, but understand that 
the Indians were placed on a tract of land, where they remained 
for a few years and received monetary aid from the Government. 
The Government made some expenditures and erected some build- 
ings, and the Indians whose headquarters were there enjoyed the 
benefits of the Government's generosity. How long the Govern- 
ment’s aid was given, I do not know. However, it ceased a num- 
ber of years ago, and for years nothing was done for the support 
of the Indians. They were dependent upon the gifts of the people 
residing in that neighborhood for support. They were a great 
burden to the white people. 

About six years ago asmall appropriation was made by the Gov- 
ernment for the purchase of lands to aid in the support of these 
Indians. Some buildings were erected upon this land, and the 
Government has since then in a sort of desultory manner taken 
care of that land. I think the gentleman from New York is cor- 
rect in stating that last year no direct appropriation was made; 
but, as I am advised, a portion of the general fund of the Govern- 
ment was used for the support of these Indians, carrying out the 
policy which was inaugurated a number of years ago. In the 
Fifty-fifth Congress, as I remember, an appropriation was made, 
to be used in the support and civilization of these Indians. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that these Indians do belong to some 
tribe which had treaty stipulations with the Government. i am 
not able to state to which tribe they belong. They have been 
wandering around in southern Utah and northern Arizona and east- 
ern Nevada for many years, and have had no care from the Gov- 
ernment, except such as I have referred to. There are about 400 
Indians in all. The Government has already made an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 for the erection of school buildings, in order to 
The site has been se- 
lected and the buildings will soon be constructed. So it appears 
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that the Government has recognized and has been exercising con- 
trol over them, more or less, for some obligation resting upon it 
to at least partially care for these Indians. I hope that my friend 


from Illinois, even if his point of order be well taken, by reason of | 


the absence of treaty between them and the United States, will 
not insist on it, in view of the action of the Government hereto- 
fore with respect to these Indians. 

Mr. CANNON. So faras I have been able to find, there is no 
treaty that justifies this appropriation, and there is nothing sur- 
rounding it to bring it within Rule XXI, as a public work in 
progress. If this is in order, it is in order to appropriate for the 
support and civilization of the New York Indians in the gentle- 
man's own State, and for seventy or eighty thousand Indians in 
the Indian Territory. I make this point of order because it is so 
rare indeed that there are Indians to be found who are not com- 
pletely ruined, that I should dislike very much to see the ruining 
commenced, 

Mr. KING. With the permission of my friend, I want to state 
that my information is that these Indians belong to the Ute In- 
dian tribe, with whom treaty stipulations were entered into in 
the early sixties. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, if they belong to the Utes, they have 
their rights under the treaty. 


Mr. KING. They are remnants or offshoots of the Ute tribe, | 


but they are not directly associated with the Ute Indians and 
have not been upon the lands which the Government has reserved 
for the occupancy of that tribe. These Indians, though they are 


of Ute origin, as I understand, and would perhaps be classified as | + ere 
J ot li 7 aiaaiel | the me p , show thi 2 appropriation would apply 
Utes, do not live upon the Uintah Reservation and have received | the matter definite and show that the appropriation would apply 


nothing from the Government appropriations made to that tribe, 
but the appropriations which have been made by the Government 
have been made directly to them; and, as I stated to the chairman 


of the committee [Mr. SHERMAN] and to the gentleman from Illi- | 


nois | Mr. CANNON], the Government for twenty years, off and on, 
has been caring for these Indians, so that the point of order which 
the gentleman makes that it is a new appropriation, it seems to 
me, would not lie 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to know if that was 
in accordance with treaty stipulations? 


lations with these Indians for whom I am asking this appropria 
tion. 


Mr. CURTIS. I would suggest that these Indians, if they are | 


a part of the Ute tribe, would be admitted to that tribe by return- 
ing to the reservation and showing that they were part of that 
tribe, and then they would participate in the payments made to 
the Utes and the appropriations made for their benefit. 

Mr. KING. Ido not think they can go upon the Uintah Res- 
ervation, and are not classed by the Government as Ute Indians, 
but they derive their origin from the same source. They have 
not lived with the Ute Indians within the memory of man, but 
they are familiarly known as Utes, or offshoots of the Ute tribe. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from the committee, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], state to the Chair 
whether or not the three preceding paragraphs are based upon 
treaty stipulations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman; there are very many 
aragraphs through the bill that are pure gratuities that are not 
yased upon treatystipulations. There are more than half a million 

dollars appropriated in the bill outside of schools not based on 
treaty stipulations. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but I want to call my friend's attention 


to the fact that the only way that they stand against the point of | in the Indian Territory, including incidental expenses of the Indian inspect- 
| or’s office and for pay of employees, $18,000: Provided, however, That here- 


| after no agent, policeman, or other person in the employ of the Government 


order is that appropriations have heretofore been made and that 
they are public works in progress. I should have made points of 


order upon many of these items where there were no treaty stipu- | from said Territory for the collection of any tax in favor of such tribes. 
lations if it had not been that the appropriations have been made | 


for years, and the very object of this point of order is not to em- | 


bark upon this work. 


Mr. KING. Let me make an observation in reply to what has | 


been said by the gentleman from Illinois. This is not embarking 


upon a new venture or a new enterprise. As I suggested a mo- | crates only for fees earned in civil, criminal, chancery, and probate cases 


ment ago, these Indians already have some land, the exact amount 
I do not know, and there is an agent in charge of this ground, and 
a small effort is being made to farm it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, There is no agent; there is a teacher. 

Mr. KING. There is a teacher there, and the teacher has em- 


ployed the necessary help and does employ the necessary help for | 


the tillage of the small quantity of ground which the Indians own. 
Their water supply is wholly inadequate to irrigate the lands 
they possess, and the particular appropriation that is made is, as 


I have stated, for the support of these Indians and for the equip- 


ment of their farms. They have some farm equipments and a 
few animals. The school has been taught upon the farm for per- 
haps the past two years. So that this is not a new enterprise, but 
it is one that has been continued for a number of years. 

Mr. CANNON. My understanding is that those Indians out in 
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Utah are away up in G; that they are better cultured, better peo- 
ple, better able to take care of themselves, more nearly self- 
supporting, have been better looked after without the interven- 
tion of the Government than perhaps any of the other Indians. 

Mr. KING. Thatis true, | wish to say to my friend, of those 
who reside in the northern part of the State; but those who are in 
the southern portion of the State are not so favorably situated. 
Having no permanent aid from the Government, they have been 
dependent upon the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 2 of Rule XXI expressly provides: 

No appropriation shall be reported on any general appropriation bill, or 
be in orderas an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. 

The Chair does not understand the claim is made that this 
appropriation comes within the provisions of either one of those 
two clauses of section 2 of Rule XXI. It is not claimed that it is 


| made in accordance with any treaty stipulation or existing law; 
| and the latter clause of the paragraph is so general in its terms it 


might include other tribes of Indians. The language is, ‘‘and 


| other Indians in southern Utah.” Not being in accordance with 


treaty stipulations, therefore, and not coming within the other 
provision of section 2 of the rule, the Chair sustains the point of 
order, 

Mr. KING, Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether the Chair 
puts it upon the ground that the section is rather indefinite as to 
the tribes of Indians, and, if that be true, I would like to amend 
by striking out the words ‘‘ other Indians,” so that it would leave 


to the same Indians to whom appropriation was made in the past, 
and clearly indicate that it was the continuation of an enterprise 
upon which the Government had embarked, to wit, the civiliza- 
tion and support of these Indians, for whom it has purchased 
lands, and to whom it has given money for their civilization. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did not understand the 
Chair correctly if he understood that its decision is based on the 
words ‘‘other Indians of southern Utah.” The Chair does not 
think there is anything in the point of this appropriation being a 
‘‘continuation of appropriations for public works and objects 


ran ; : | already in progress.” There was no appropriation made at the 
Mr. KING. Well, as I have stated, there were no treaty stipu- | 27° ; 5 : ae : : 
; . : ; aty stipu- | last session for the purposes or anything in relation thereto. It is 


| entirely anew appropriation and is not authorized by existing law. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

_ For the support and civilization of the Kaibab Indians in southern Utah, 
$2,500. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
lines 6 and 7, page 33. Itisasimilar case to the point of order 
just decided. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is identical with the one on the preceding 
page, upon which the Chair has already ruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Yakimas, and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employees, $5,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, there was an error in the 
print of the billon line 18, The committee recommended the ap- 
propriation of $8,000, and in the print it was inserted as $5,000. I 


| ask that the correction be made. 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the correction will be 
made, 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Indian Territory: For general incidental expenses of the Indian Service 


in Indian Territory shall exercise the right or power to expel any person 


Chis provision, however, should not apply to the collection of lease money 
or royalties: Provided further, That all necessary expenses incurred and 
paid by the clerks of the United States courts in Indian Territory for atwend- 
ance on court, record books, stationery, and extra clerk hire subsequent to 
May 31, 1900, shall be allowed and paid to said clerks on accounts approved by 
the judge of the court and accompanied by proper vouchers: Provided fur- 
ther, That hereafter the said clerks shall be required to account to the United 


filed or heard in .«\.1 courts, and that all other fees pertaining to other duties 
not required of clerks of United States circuit or district courts may be re- 
tained by. said clerks, and all expenses incurred for additional clerk hire, 
record books, stationery, etc., on account of such additional duties, and all 
their necessary expenses in attending the courts held at different places in 
their respective districts, shall be defrayed by said clerks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
reserve the point of order upon one part of this paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What part? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. On lines 16 to 22. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On what page? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Page 34. : 

Mr. LACEY. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to make the point o? 
order as to the remainder of the paragraph and to each part of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
temporarily pass over this portion of the bill, and the gentleman 
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from Iowa will simply reserve the point of order for the purpose 
of offering an amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. I think, perhaps, if this is passed over we can 
agree upon an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to pass this paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the point of order reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order 
is made by the gentleman from Iowa to the entire paragraph in 
relation to the Indian Territory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Only from line 22 on. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa made that point 
of order. 

Mr. LACEY. There are two propositions, and I make the point 
of order as to both. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is desired that the point of order be re- | 
served, and an amendment prepared by the gentleman from Iowa 
that will meet the approval of the committee, so that there will 
be no objection to it, and unanimous consent to that has been 

iven. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I reserve the point of order 
against the provision contained in lines 16 to 22, 

Mr. SHERMAN. What page? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. The same page. 

Mr. LITTLE. I raise the point of order that the point of order 
comes too late as to this paragraph. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Well, this whole paragraph | 
is in connection with appropriations for Indian Territory, and 
upon the conclusion of the paragraph I rose and addressed the 
Chair and made the point of order against this provision. I 
understand that is the proper practice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman made his 
point of order in time. 

Mr. LITTLE, All right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Do I understand this part | 
of the bill was passed over? 

The CHAIRMAN. The entire paragraph was passed over tem- 
porarily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not understand my request covered | 
anything further than the provision from line 22 on. 

Mr. LITTLE. I would hke to take up the other now. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have an amendment | would like | 
to offer at the proper time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, pending the point of order made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], as I have 
yet taken no time of the committee, I desire to submit astatement 
in relation to this provision; in other words, I want to debate the | 
subject about ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to debate the paragraph for ten minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to believe that 
no member of this House who fully understands the situation in | 
the Indian Territory would insist upon a point of order. This | 
Congress, in 1898, in what is known as the Curtis bill, provided 
that no tribal law should be enforced, either in law or equity, in 
the courts of the Indian Territory. This provision was evidently 
intended to make a division between the enforcement of the Indian 
laws as against Indians and against the noncitizen in that country. 

The members of this House should appreciate the fact that the 
Indian Territory stands upon an entirely different footing and 
upon different conditions from any of the Indian reservations 
throughout the country. In this nation, as is well known, there | 
are five tribes and five tribal limited governments. Within that | 
Territory there are about 300,000 white people and about twenty-odd 
thousand negroes, There areno means of education for the white | 
or negro children except in the few towns that are incorporated; | 
their funds are obtained by taxing themselves. These Indian | 
tribes own their own land, collect their lease money, collect their 
royalties from the mines, and have large funds put to their credit 
in the Treasury of the United States. 

Now, the condition that this amendment was enacted to reach 
was this. Each of these tribal governments grew out of ancient 
conditions, having tax laws against the noncitizen, differing in 
rates in the different tribes, In one of them they charge a non- 
citizen laborer $6 a year for the privilege of breathing the air of 
that country. The thousands of miners engaged in mining coal | 
in that Territory, the royalties of which are paid to the Indians, 
must also pay 50 cents a month for the privilege of laboring. His 
children and the children of other noncitizens get no benefit from 
the tax. Merchants in the towns in that country are taxed by 
these bills from one-half of 1 per cent to 14 per cent on the invoice 
of all the goods they offer for sale in their stores, so that, if the 
merchant in retailing turns over his capital stock four times a 
year, in one instance it would be 6 per cent of the value of his 
gocds. All the professions are taxed by these bills. In the Terri- 
tory a tax of one-half per cent on the capital stock of banks is im- | 








posed, and every species of industry, from the ginger-snap stand 
to the banker, is attempted to be taxed by these tribal laws. 

Under the Curtis Act the noncitizen was given a status in the 
Indian Territory, and his rights and standing in the town prop- 
erty have been determined by the courts. The courts have given 
them a right to levy a tax on themselves, not to exceed 2 per cent 
per annum, for the support of the city government and schools. 
Time and time over these noncitizens have knocked at the doors 
of Congress and asked us to make appropriations directly out of 
the Treasury for the education of the noncitizens in that country. 
Congress has persistently refused to do this. 

Now, referring again to the Curtis Act, which provided that 
these laws should not be enforced either in law or equity in the 
courts of the Indian Territory. After that act passed, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, on account of some ancient statute, has held 
that it was his duty to collect these taxes and exercise the power 
that is exercised in any Indian reservation and take the citizen by 
the back of the neck and put him out of the country regardless 
of his property rights unless he submits to the exactions of these 
little fossilized and half-destroyed tribes and pays the tax levied 
upon him; 

I believe it will be not only of great benefit to the white men, 
but to the Indians, in this country if we stop this manner of pro- 
ceeding. The amendment to which the point of order is directed 
does not interfere in the slightest degree with the collection of all 
the rents to which the Indian is entitled, it does not interfere with 
the collection of all the royalties to which he is entitled, and no 
man will go farther than | will to have the Indian paid what is 
his right, to pay him for every foot of property and for every- 
thing that he owns in this country that is used by the white man. 
But after we have given a noncitizen a patent in that country 
which he must buy and pay for, I say it is fundamentally wrong 
to tax the people when they have no voice in the Government and 
can get no benefit from the taxes. I believe it is but little short 
of robbery of the people there, whose children are going without 
the aid and benefit of taxation. 

I do not want to deceive Congress as to the meaning of this 
amendment. If it should be adopted, the Indian agents in that 
Territory will be prohibited thereafter from expelling the noncit- 
izens of that Territory, and there will be no means for collecting 
these privileged taxes to which the Indians are not entitled. The 
amendment will simply have the effect of repealing an ancient 
statute enacted when that country was a reservation. Under a 
provision of the Government adopted at that time the right was 
exercised, which is now exercised on Indian reservations, of put- 
ting off a noncitizen. But at the present time such a person has 
aright to goto any of these towns and to carry on any legitimate 
business; he has the right to occupy land. But if a tax is de- 
manded—it may be a thousand dollars—and if the noncitizen dis- 
putes the demand and declines to pay it, the Indian agent is 
authorized to say, ‘‘ You are a defauiter to the Indian tribe; you 
are ordered to vacate the Indian Territory without regard to your 
property interests or your family interests.” 

I have been, and am still, an advocate of a uniform system of 
taxation there, a system taxing privileges in that country for the 
benefit and education of all the children of the Indian Territory. 
Such a measure ought to be passed. It will never be passed as 
long as these tribes are encouraged by the collection of this in- 
iquitous tax. Such a tax could not be imposed except by a 
strained construction of the law of Congress. It can not be col- 
lected without utter disregard of the rights of the noncitizens in 
that Territory. Weare paying the salaries of four Federal judges 
and innumerable commissioners exercising full power to enforce 
the law in that country, and I say the appeal in this matter ought 
to go to the courts; that the rights of the people in that country 
ought not to be intrusted to the hands of a simple employee of the 
Government. 

With this statement I can only appeal to my distinguished friend 
from New York to withdraw his point oforder. Iconcede that the 
proposition issubject to the point of order, but the great. necessity 
of adopting such an amendment, its manifest justice, should, it 
seems to me, warrant Congress in adopting it. If its provisions 
are considered crude or in any way insufficient, I will join with 
anyone here most heartily in making the provision all that it 
should be in justice both to the Indians and the noncitizens. 

Allow me to say while on the floor that if this point of order 
is sustained I shall ask the privilege of offering at this point as an 
amendment a bill providing for taxation in that country—a meas- 
ure which has the approval of the Indian Department, and which 
will give at least some measure of relief to the 50,000 children in 
that country who have for years and years been without any 
means of education. Not only the white children, but the great 
bulk of the negro children of that country are deprived of any 
benefit from the educational funds of these Indians. Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not care to detain the committee further at this time. 

Mr. FITZGERALDof New York. Mr. Chairman, it may be that 
if members of this House understood this question thoroughly 











































A716 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


. . . T j 
this point of order would not be raised. Nevertheless we are com- 


pelled to act upon the information we have at hand. I have ex- 
amined very carefully the report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs for the current year. He reviews to some extent the ques- 
tion of imposing tribal taxes in the Indian Territory, but he makes 


no recommendations whatever as to legislation for the purpose of 


correcting any evils that may exist there. 

In my opinion it is the duty of Congress to protect not particu- 
larly the whites in the Indian Territery, but the Indians, During 
the past summer I made a short trip through that section of coun- 
try. 
which is used for the benefit and protection of the Indians is the 
power of the agent and the constables to remove from the Terri- 
tory people who do not comply with the laws, If thisamendment 
be permitted to pass, then, under the provisions of the Curtis Act, 


My observations impressed me that the one great power | 


the tribal taxes can not be enforced in the courts in the Territory. | 


If these Indians have the right to levy these taxes, they should 
have a method for collecting them. 

In the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the cur- 
rent year there is an opinion of the Attorney-General, rendered 
September 7, 1900, which holds that— 
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a point of order against my colleague from Arkansas, but clearly 
what has been read shows that this is not a proper provision for 
the appropriation bill. It is not a matter which has been suffi- 
ciently considered before the committee, it seems to me, to war- 
rant my not raising the point of order against it as chairman. 

Mr. LITTLE. If my friend will permit me, the bill I offer as 
an amendment at this time, reaching the condition of affairs which 
I spoke of afew moments ago, is one prepared in the Indian Office, 
with the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, and is 
unanimously reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I had forgotten that it had been favorably 
considered by the committee. 

Mr. LITTLE. It has been, and I think it exceedingly meri- 
torious as a proposition to beincorporated here. I understand, of 
course, that this is not a bill—this appropriation bill—for such 
legislation as this, and I would not offer it at this time as an 
amendment except for the great necessity which exists and which 
I do not believe can be remedied in any other way. I asked an 
appropriation of $50,000 once for this purpose and Congress re- 
fused to consider the matter, and I do not see any impropriety in 


| putting the amendment on this bill. 


Under the provisions of sections 2147 to 2150, inclusive, of the Revised Stat- | 


utes of the United States the authority and duty of the Interior Depart 


ment is within any of these Indian nations to remove all persons of the | 


classes forbidden by treaty or law who are there without Indian permit or 
license; to close all business which requires permit or license and is being 
carried on there without one, and to remove all cattle being pastured on 
public lands without Indian permit or license where such permit and license 
is required. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am quite willing to concede that per- 
haps I am not as familiar with the conditions existing in the 
indian Territory as my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. LirTLEj. Nevertheless I think that if 
there were such crying need for legislation of this character as 
the gentleman from Arkansas claims, the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs would certainly have included in his report some recom- 
mendation on the subject. 


very closely. 
materially. 
limited experience that as a rule his recommendations are safe 
and sound. I feel constrained, therefore, to insist upon the point 
of order. 


The CHAIRMAN, It isclear from the report of the committee 


and from the concession of the gentleman from Arkansas that this | 
The point of | 


of Rule XXI. 


provision is obnoxious to section 2 
order is therefore sustained. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the paragraph just read the following: 

“That for the pespese of maintaining a system of free schools for the edu- 
cation of all children residing in the Indian Territory between the ages of 
6 and 21 years, whether children of citizens or noncitizens,and for the care of 
blind, insane, and orphans, there be, and is hereby, levied the following per 
capita taxes, and taxes on property and privileges in the Indian Territory, to 
wit: 

“Upon each male person over the age of 21 years, who is not a member of 
any Indian tribe, residing in the Indian Territory, an annual per capita tax 
of $1. 

“Upon each attorney or counselor at law, $8 per annum, in addition to the 
tax of $1 hereinbefore provided. 

“Upon each practicing physician or surgeon, dentist, or pharmacist, the 
sum of $8 per annum, in addition to the tax of $1 hereinbefore provided. 

“Upon each hotel, $5 per annum. 

‘Upon each cotton gin, the sum of $5 per annum. 

“Upon each cotton compress, the sum of $25 per annum. 

“Upon each blacksmith shop, wagon shop, or cabinet workshop, $5; upon 
each insurance agent (life or fire), $10, and upon each photograph gallery, 


butcher shop, lunch stand, restaurant, or barber shop, the sum of $5 per | 


annum. s 

**Upon each sawmill, the sum of $5 per annum. 

‘* Upon each livery stable and billiard or pool hall, the sum of $10 per an- 
num. 

* Upon all merchants, grocers, druggists, and other persons engaged in any 
mercantile or other business who buy or sell any goods or chattels, whether 


citizen or noncitizen, the sum of one-half of 1 per cent upon the average an- | 


nual values of their stocks carried for the preceding year; but where they 
have not been engaged in such business in said Territory for the preceding 
year, the tax shall be based upon the value of the stock on hand when pay- 
ment of the tax is demanded; upon each money lender, pawnbroker, or real 
estate agent, $25 

“Upon all private business corporations carrying on any business in said 
Territory for gain, whether resident or nonresident corporations, an annual 
tax of $2. 

“All the taxes aforesaid shall be paid annually in advance, commencing on 
the Ist day of July, 1900, and where tho person or company against whom the 
tax is to be levied comes into the Territory or engages in any kind of busi- 


ness hereinbefore named between the Ist day of July in one year and that | 


time in the succeeding year, the tax shall be levied on the basis of a full 


year's tax for a half year or over, and a half year’s tax for less than a half | 


year. 

“ Upon each theatrical company for each performance, the sum of $2, pay- 
able in advance. 

“Upon each circusfor each performance, the sum of $10, payable inadvance.”’ 


Mr. SHERMAN (before the conclusion of the reading of the 


By this provision the same relief can be given to the children 
there, and we will be able to collect something from those people 
who ought to be made to pay their taxes for educational purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the gentleman's statement, Mr. Chair- 
man, I have no doubt of the merits of the proposition, but I donot 
think it ought to beincluded in this appropriation bill. Itis quite 
a complicated legislative proposition,and I think we ought to take 
it up by itself rather than as a section of the appropriation bill; 
and hence I have felt constrained, very much against my own 
wishes, to raise the point of order. But I raise the point of order 
now rather than to wait until the reading of the entire amend- 
ment is finished, because it must be apparent to the Chair from 
what has been read that it is unnecessary to proceed with the fur- 
ther reading of it to establish the fact that it is not in order on 


| this bill. 
I am free to say that 1 do not, in all matters connected with the 
Indian service. follow the recommendation of the Commissioner | 


There are some things upon which I differ with him | 
But upon questions such as this I have found in my | 


Mr. LITTLE. I of course concede the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman concedes the point of order 
to be well taken. and it is sustained. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as a new proviso: 

“That any incorporated city or town in the Indian Territory having a pop- 
ulation of 1,000 or more is hereby authorized to issue bonds and borrow 
money thereon, to be used for the construction of sewers and waterworks 
and the building of schoolhouses; such bonds not to exceed an amount ‘he 
interest on which at 5 per cent per annum would be liquidated by a tax of 
5 mills upon the dollar of the valuation of the taxable property in such city 
or town, to be ascertained by the last assessment for purposes of taxation: 
Provided, That before such bonds shall be issued the same shall be authorized 
by a two-thirds majority vote of the qualified voters of such city or town 
voting at an election held for that purpose, notice of which shall be published 
for four consecutive weeks prior thereto in a newspaper of general circula- 
tion published in such municipality: And provided further, That such bonds 
shall not be issued until it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the 
judge of the United States court for the judicial district in which such mu- 
nicipality is located, by petition of the mayor and council thereof, or other- 
wise, that all the requirements of this section shall have been complied with, 


| who shall thereupon cause to be entered upon the minutes of his courta 


judgment or decree reciting the facts as he finds them to be. 

Mr. SHERMAN (before thereading wascompleted). Mr. Chair- 
man, I am constrained to raise the point of order. It is unneces- 
sary to finish the reading of it, for it is clearly as obnoxious to the 
rule as was the other amendment proposed by the gentleman from 


| Arkansas, and although it is a measure which has been favorably 


reported by the committee, it is on the House Calendar, and can 
be reached at any time when the committee is called in the morn- 
ing hour; and therefore I must raise the point of order against it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I think it extremely 
doubtful if this measure can be reached at this session of Congress. 
The Curtis bill, passed in the Fifty-fifth Congress, provided that 
cities and towns might incorporate in that Territory. There are 
tifteen or twenty of them there at this time. Any town, under 


| this bill, of 1,000 inhabitants or over has the right to tax itself to 





an amoust of 5 mills on the dollar to build schoolhouses, and it is 
absolutely necessary that these incorporated towns should have 
schoolhouses if they are to educate the children there. In order 
to accomplish that, it is necessary to pass a bill to levy a tax for 
the purpose of building the schoolhouses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, Mr. Chairman, if there was no other 
way of reaching the proposition of the gentleman from Texas, I 
would perhaps not raise the point of order; but this is a morning- 
hour bill. The committees surely willge called before the end of 
this Congress. I do not doubt that the Indian Committee will be 
reached on that call, and this bill can be taken up, the gentleman 
from Texas, or the chairman of the committee, either, having 
been authorized to call it up for consideration at that time; and 
hence I am constrained to insist upon the point of order, much as 


entire amendment). Mr. Chairman, I dislike exceedingly to raise | I regret to do so against the gentleman irom Texas. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For operating one portable sawmill for the Klamath Agency, Oreg, and 
for necessary repairs to same, $1,500. 

Mr. CANNON. I will reserve a point of order on that sawmill 
for the Klamaths. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In last year’s bill we appropriated for the 
construction of this sawmill, and this is for the running of the 
same. This is surely the continuation of a work now in progress. 

Mr. CANNON. These Indians, as I understand it. are very 
well off? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes: that is true. 

Mr. CANNON. They have very valuable lands? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have lands, some of them good, and 
they have reached a pretty high degree of civilization. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, if Congress gave them a sawmill last | $¢T™aneor not. It seems tomeitis a just amendment and a just 


year, without any treaty obligation, when they were quite able to | 


buy their own sawmill, I do not know that that can be called a |. 


continuing work, that Congress shall operate the sawmill for | 
them, I think the point of order ought to have been made a year | 
ago. 

ovr, SHERMAN. Well, possibly the gentleman is correct; but 
not having been made a year ago, I hardly think it is good now. 

Mr. CANNON. This is not tor another sawmill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is for the same sawmill. 

Mr. CANNON. This is to operate it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is to operate the sawmill for which we | 
provided last year, 

Mr. CANNON. So far as I know, it is not authorized by law, 
and there never has been an appropriation and no treaty stipula- 
tion for operating a sawmill there. Itis not a work in progress. 
Mr. SHERMAN. No; but it will be as soon as we appropriate 


for its operation. It is a sawmill that is idle now. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I will have to insist on my point of 
order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ do not think the point of order is well 
taken, Mr. Chairman. We provided for the construction of this | 
sawmill last year, and this is simply an appropriation to provide 
for the operation of it. I think under the meaning of the rule it | 
is for the continuance of a work now in progress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist on | 
his point of order? 

r. CANNON. Oh.I think so. These are rich Indians, as I 
understand it, and quite as able as are our own people to pay for | 
this. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment which I wish to offer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the Chairman rule first on the point of | 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule first on the point of | 
order. This appropriation having been contained in the last bill, | 
the Chair is inclined to rule that this must be regarded as a con- 
tinuing public work, and the point of order will be overruled. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out lines 23, 24, and 25 on 

age 37. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to amend 
by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25 on page 37 of the bill. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Lhopethat amendment will not carry. There | 
is a lot of timber up there, and I do not care whether it ought to | 
be so or not, if we do not provide for operating this sawmill it | 
probably will lie idle and will not be used, and the Indians will 
not receive from it the benefit we desired they should when we pro- 
vided for its construction. I think it is shortsighted to refuse an 
appropriation for the operation of the sawmill now that we have 
erected it. 1 hope the gentleman's amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. CANNON. Where do the Klamaths live? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They live in the State of Oregon, I think; up 
toward the Sound, as I recollect it. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that they live on the Sound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 think it is farther back. 

Mr. CANNON. My impression is, further, that they have mag- 
nificent timber lands. My impression is, further, that they have 
very valuable lands that are cleared. My impression is, further, 
that theyraisehops galore—a very profitablecrop. My impression 
is, further, that they are much better situated and cared for them- 
selves, from the property standpoint, than is the average white 
man who lives in the sweat of his face. Therefore it seems to me 
it ought to be stricken out. I think we are running wild touch- 
ing our Indian policy. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| appropriation-bill item was inserted without the legislative fea- 


| Territory pure and simple. Now, then, here is an amendment, 


| mit me, Ican explain it. There was a bill introduced and passed 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave nothing more to say, Mr. Chairman. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon]}. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. Can- 
NON) there were—ayes 3, noes 24. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an | there is no provision by which the Land Office can dispose of it as 


amendment, 


| 

















































The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 25: 5 

* That the sum of $2,696.40 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the said sum to be placed to the credit 
of the Choctaw orphan fund in the Treasury of the United States in payment 
for all Choctaw lands yet unsold in the State of Mississippi. : 

“ That the Commissioner of the Genera! Land Office is hereby authorized 
and directed to dispose of the said Choctaw orphan lands in the State of Mis- 
sissippi as other public Jands are disposed of." 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order. I do not know 
where that comes in. 

Mr.STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, thisisan amendment 
prepared by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiaMs}, and 
he has presented it to the chairman of the committee. I do not 
know whether it is the understanding that this amendment is 


amount of appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If Lunderstand properly the amendment, it 
is only desired to enact the second section, without the appropria- 
tion, which has heretofore been made. Am I not correct? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is my understanding. The 
appropriation was made last Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate and the House passed a bill, and 
by some mistake the appropriation item was also included in the 
last annual appropriation bill. The two bills were sent tothe Presi- 
dent, and the single one was recalled from the President. The 


ture of the bill, which, as an amendment, is now offered. 

Mr. McCLEARY. That is, the money was provided, but no au- 
thority was given to sell the land. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, let it be read again. 

Mr. LITTLE. I ask the Clerk to report the amendment without 
that part carrying the appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 25, page 37, the following: 

“That the Commissioner of the General Land Office is hereby authorized 
and directed to dispose of the said Choctaw orphan lands in the State of Mis 
sissippi as other public lands are disposed of.” 

Mr. LITTLE. That is right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Strike out the word “ said.” 

Mr. CANNON. That is clearly legislation. I do not want to 
make the point of orderif it isapt. In the first place, I do not see 
where it comes in. The gentleman has offered it after line 25, 
page 37, which refers to the Klamath Indians and their sawmill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It should come in at the end of line 
20, after the word “law.” 

Mr.CANNON. Ah! That comes in atthe end of the provision 
touching the commission. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Clerk will strike out the word ‘‘said” 
and then will read the amendment, the gentleman will see how it 
stands. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
section as it would be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 27, page 37: 

“That the Commissioner of the General Land Office is hereby authorized 
and directed to dispose of the Choctaw orphan lands in the State of Missis- 
sippi as other public lands are disposed of.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, that is really subject to a point of 
order, Here is a clause in the bill that relates to the Dawes Com- 
mission and appropriations touching the service in the Indian 


which 1 think is not at all germane, that directs, not the Dawes 
Commission—has no relation to it—but directs the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to sell some orphan lands in the State 
of Mississippi. I do not know anything about it. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are a part of the Choctaws. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. If the gentleman will per- 


in this House, and also passed by the Senate. I will read the pre- 
amble of the bill that was passed, as that will give the gentleman 
a better idea of what it was: 

Whereas it was provided by act of Congress approved June 28, 1898 (30 
Stat., 495), that *‘the Choctaw orphan Indian lands in the State of Mississippi 
yet unsold shall be taken by the United States Government at $1.25 per acre 
and the proceeds placed to the credit of the Choctaw orphan fund in the 
Treasury of the United States, the number of acres to be determined by the 
General Land Office.” 

The General Land Office proceeded under the act quoted in that 
preamble and ascertained the number of acres that were undis- 
posed of. Then in the Indian appropriation bill last year the 
Senate placed a provision appropriating the money to pay for this 
land, but did not put in the provision authorizing the Land Office 
to dispose of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the money been paid? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Yes; the money was ap- 
propriated, and the lands now belong to the United States, but 


public lands, 
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Mr. CANNON, This does not seem to be anact. It seems to 
be a bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. The bill passed the House, 
and it was passed by the Senate and sent to the President. 

Mr. CANNON, It never became a law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Theprovision that provides 
for the payment of the money was placed on the Indian appro- 
priation bill; then the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs |Mr. SHERMAN], after it was passed, in the belief that the 
provision in the appropriation bill was sufficient, had a resolution 
passed recalling the bill from the President. It was afterwards 
ascertained that while the appropriation had been made, no pro- 
vision had been made authorizing the General Land Office to dis- 
pose of these lands as other public lands. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the amount of this land? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I think it is stated in the 
preamble. 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I do not know the exact 
number of acres, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Doesthe gentleman mean the amount of the 
appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON. No; the amount of the land. 

Mr.SHERMAN., I think, perhaps, 2,600 acres; it is not a large 
amount. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not know about it, after reading | 


the bill which did not pass. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, itis as the gentleman from | 
New York says. The bill was sent to the President, and in the | 


closing days of the last session was recalled from the President 
because the appropriation had been made in another bill; but the 


bill making the appropriation did not carry the legislative features | 


of this bill providing for the disposition of the land, the purchase 
price of which was appropriated in another bill. 
Mr. CANNON. How are the lands to be disposed of? 


Mr. SHERMAN. In the way all other public lands are dis- | 


posed of. That is this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [Illinois insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. CANNON. I will withdraw the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws the | 
point of order. Thequestion now is on theamendment offered by | 


the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- | 


lows: 
For pay of physician, New York Agency, $600. 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which 


send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars,” in line 5, page 38, insert: 


“For relief and support of the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewas and | 


the Sioux of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be expended for their benefit under di 


rection of the Secretary of the Interior in such manner and for such pur- | 


poses as he may direct, $25,000, to be immediately available.” 

Mr. CANNON. I think, Mr. Chairman, I will reserve a point 
of order to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is the matter brought to the attention 
of the Committee on Appropriations on the deficiency bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. H1Lu having taken the | 


chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment a bill of the following title: 

H. R. 11552. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Heibel. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 5655. An act granting a pension to Lurinda Laughlin; 

H. R. 1734. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 

H, R. 10062. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg; 

H, R. 9108. An act granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon: 

H. R. 5117. An act granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 

H. R. 2752. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
P. Tierney; and 


H. R. 12838. An act making appropriations to supply urgent | 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June | 


30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

S. 92. An act granting a pension to William M. Ferry; 

S, 3436. An act granting a pension to Catharine Weinheiner; and 
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S. 4184. An act granting an increase of pension to Evelyn Neale 
Murray. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


| following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 


Representatives was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 5,000 copies additional to the usual number of the report of 
Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon the Introduction of Domestic Reindeer into the 

| District of Alaska for 1900, of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
| ate, 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies 
for the use of the Commissioner of Education. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I will say that this is an 
| item submitted to this House in a letter from the Secretary of the 
| Treasury suggesting the urgent necessity for this appropriation. 
| This letter was accompanied by a recommendation from the Act- 
| ing Secretary of the Interior, which was also accompanied by an 
| urgent recommendation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
| The fact is that smallpox is epidemic in the Turtle Mountain band 
| of Chippewas. Their reservation has for some months been quar- 
| antined, and the people residing there have been deprived of the 
| privilege of going out of the reservation to seek employment 

among the white farmers, and the appropriation heretofore made 
| for their support and maintenance has been practically exhausted. 
The crops last summer in that part of the State were almost an 
| absolute failure, and unless this appropriation is made for these 
Indians who are in this lamentable condition many will die the 
ensuing winter from starvation and exposure. I suggest that it 
is not only highly proper, but it is extremely necessary that this 
| appropriation should be made. In reference to the point of order 
made by my friend the distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
| |Mr. CANNON], I believe it is in line with all the other appropria- 
| tions for the support and maintenance of Indians contained in 

this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the pro- 

posed amendment read again. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will read the 

amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Is this by virtue of any treaty stipulation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask the gentleman from North Dakota 
| [Mr. SPALDING] whether the land has been allotted to these Indians? 
Mr. SPALDING. I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. What does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
| CURTIS] understand about that? 

Mr. SPALDING. My impression is that thereis atreaty which 
has been negotiated with these Indians, but not ratified, and which 
is awaiting action in the Senate at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. Have they any lands of their own? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS. I find upon examination that their lands have 
| been allotted to the extent of 131,000 acres. 

Mr. SHERMAN, But that is not the whole of the land. 

Mr. CANNON. Then these Indians are citizens of North 

Dakota and have the right to vote? 
Mr. SPALDING. I do not so understand it; not the Turtle 
Mountain band. 
| Mr.CURTIS. Thereare144,000 acres unallotted, and the treaty 
referred to covers these 144,000 acres. 

Mr. CANNON. If they are citizens of North Dakota the bur- 
den is on the State to support them. 

Mr. SPALDING. I will say that my understanding is that 
| there is only asmall fraction of these Indians who are citizens of 
) North Dakota; an almost insignificant number. 

Mr. CANNON. When was this estimate sent in? 
Mr. SHERMAN, I think somewhere about the 8th of Lecem- 
ber. 

Mr. SPALDING. The 6th of December. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from North Dakota know 
about the trouble, and whether it has ceased or not? 
| Mr.SPALDING. I know it was reported some time previous 
| to that time that they thought they had the smallpox stamped 
out, but at the time this appeal was made it had again broken out. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, half of a month has gone by. 

Mr. SPALDING. A half of a month is only the time that is 
required for quarantine purposes, and it could not be stamped out 
in that time. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if this appropriation is made immedi- 
ately available, I submit to the gentleman from New York that 
| there is no possibility of this bill being enacted into law before 

the ist of February. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish I could hope that it would be enacted 
| into law by that time. 1 have not the faintest idea that it will 
be enacted by the ist of February. 
Mr. CANNON, If that be true, why appropriate $25,000 to 
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stamp out smallpox which they have had for a month on a bill 
that it is not possible to become a law until the last days of Feb- 
ruary? 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Department has already expended all | 


the money available in its attempt to stamp out this disease. I 
had some little conversation with the gentleman from Illinois 


{[Mr. CANNON] in his committee room in reference to the insertion | 
I was | 


of this item in the urgent deficiency bill recently passed. 
to have reported to him in reference to the condition of a fund 
appropriated last year amounting to $50,000 to be used for stamp- 
ing out smallpox throughout the United States. Before I had 
been to the Indian Office, however, and obtained the information 
which I desired and brought it here the gentleman had reported 
his deficiency bill, and this item was not contained in it. 

I do not mean to imply that the gentleman exercised undue 
haste; he did not. It was, I think, the second day after our con- 
versation before [ went to the committee room to give him full 
information, as I was not able to go to the Indian Office on the 
same day upon which I first spoke to him. 


fund, which the Department tells me is entirely exhausted, the 
officer with whom I spoke impressed upon me the necessity for 
this appropriation of $25,000, which is not simply to buy vaccine 
and to hire people to act as quarantine officers, but is for the pur- 
pose of buying for these Indians the necessaries of life, which they 


are unable to raise because the quarantine precludes the possibil- | 


ity of their working off the reservation and earning any money 
for their own support. 

It is true, as the gentleman says, that this appropriation will 
not be available for a month or so; but it may be possible that 
the Indian Office will find some way of ‘‘ shinning along,” as the 
saying is, until the appropriation is available. 

Mr. KING. How many of these Indians are there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. One thousand and thirty-four. I think this 
a very proper appropriation, and I very much regret that it was 
not put upon the deficiency bill. I have asked the gentleman 
from North Dakota [Mr. SPALDING] to go to the Senate, as I pre- 
sume he has already done, and see whether the item can not be 
inserted there upon the deficiency bill. If that effort should be 
successful, the item can be struck off of this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs appeared 
before our committee and asked that this appropriation be made. 
He also informed the committee that the smallpox existed on 
several other Indian reservations and that something would have 
to be done to stamp it out. 

Mr. CANNON. I donot think this appropriation, if made, will 
be effective; yet, in view of the pitiable condition of these Indians, 
I do not feel justified in insisting on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman,I ask consent that we go back 
to page 39, line 3, in order that I may offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to the point 
in the bill indicated by the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. CANNON. Let us first hear what the amendment is, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add after the word “annum,” line 3, page 39, the following: 

‘For repairs to the bridge across Wind River on the Shoshone Reservation, 
in Wyoming, $350, to be immediately available.” 

Mr. MONDELL. 
missioner of Indian Affairs, which will explain this item. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the letter will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 19, 1900. 


Srr: Indian appropriation act approved May 31, 1900, Public—No. 131, page 
23, provided for the expenditure of $750, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, for making the necessary repairs to the Big Wind River Bridge, Sho- 
shone Agency, Wyo. 

Before the appropriation could be used a second span of the bridge, weak- 
ened by the constant strain, was precipitated into the river and would have 
been utterly destroyed had not the agent taken immediate steps to secure 


it, incurring thereby an indebtedness of $100, for which authority was | 
granted him to settle out of the appropriation of $750, leaving a balance | 


of $650. 
it will require at least $1,500 to place the bridge in a thorough state of re- 
pair; and as it is considered a very necessary adjunct to the proper manage- 
ment of agency and school affairs, [have the honor to respectfully recommend 
that Congress authorize an appropriation of $850 to defray the expenses for 
the necessary repairs, said appropriation to be immediately available. 
Very respectfully, 
W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 
Hon. JAMEs S. SHERMAN, 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to returning to the para- 
graph to which the gentleman from Wyoming proposes to offer 
this amendment? 


Mr. CANNON. It seems to me this item does not belong to 





When I was at the | 
Indian Office to obtain the information in reference to this other | 
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this bill, yet it is “‘sosmall a baby” that I will withdraw the 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Committee of the 
Whole will return to the paragraph indicated by the gentleman 
from Wyoming: and the question is on the amendment of that 
gentleman, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, retired from the Army, while serv- 
ing as agentat the Uintah and Ouray Agency, Utah (as provided in 27 U. 8. 
Stat., p. 120), for six months and twenty-three days, at the rate of $1,800 per 
annum, the sum of $1,015. 

Mr. MORRIS. Idesire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that amendment is read I wish toreserve 
a point of order on the paragraph just read. 

The amendment of Mr. MorRIs was read, as follows: 

Insert, after line 5 on page 41, the following: 

‘To pay balance due various merchants of Cloquet and Fond du Lac, Minn., 
from certain Fond du Lac Indians for supplies furnished tosaid Indiansat the 
request of the Indian farmer, as ascertained by the Secretary of the Interior 
under the provisions of the Indian appropriation act approved June 10), 1896, 
as follows: H. B. Allen, $24.14; Charles Gasper, $1,049.46; J. A. Reae, $44.91; 
James A. Wallace, $252.68; Kelly & Moses, $40.49; Mrs. James Peacha, $116.%; 
James Peacha, $186.12; Frank P. Thompson, $964.51; A. H. Simons, $176.85; 


in all, $2,656.11." 











I ask that the Clerk read a letter of the Com- | 





Mr. CANNON. LIinsist on my point of order to the pending 
paragraph; and itis also perfectly evident from my standpoint 
that the amendment is subject to a point of order in whatever 
shape it may be offered. Therefore I insist upon my point of or- 
der to theamendmentalso. Thesearemereclaims. Evenif they 
were audited and ascertained, they belong to the deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
MorkiIs] wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MORRIS. Not on the point of order; but I would like to 
say to the gentleman from Illinois that these claims have already 
| been ascertained in the very best possible way, through a thorough 
examination by the Secretary of the Interior. 

And these amounts, Mr. Chairman, which we desire to appro- 
priate by the amendment are only the balances of the amount 
found due by the Secretary of the Interior himself, of which a 
part has been already paid. The only reason that they were not 
all paid before was that the fund belonging to the Indians, out of 
which they could have been paid, was appropriated by Congress 
and paid to the Indians themselves before these men cou!d get 
their money. There was left a balance of some $4,000, when these 
claims amounted to $7,000. That balance was paid pro rata, and 
| these bills, which are embraced in the amendment I offer, are for 
| the balances due and for the payment of that amount. 
| Of course, if the gentleman from Illinois insists upon the point 

of order I suppose it is well taken. 





I do not know about that my- 


| self. The chairman of the committee informs me that it is. 
Mr. CANNON. Iam constrained to insist upon the point of 
order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made, the Chair 
will hold that the amendment is clearly out of order, being an 
amendment which should be carried on a deficiency bill or a sep- 
arate bill; and so the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MORRIS. The chairman of the committee assured me 
that he would not raise the point of order himself. Of course, he 
could not answer for the gentleman from Illinois. But I am 
| sorry the point was made. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his 


¢ 


discretion, to negotiate, through any United States Indian inspector, agree- 
ments with any Indians for the cession to the United States of portions of 
their respective reservations or surplus unallotted lands, any agreements 


thus negotiated to be subject to subsequent ratification by Congress. . 
| Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 8, page 41, insert: 

‘*For compiling and publishing, under direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior. a new and complete edition of Laws Relating to Indian Affairs, a 
compilation of all Indian treaties and agreements which have been ratified 
by Congress, and a new edition of Executive orders relating to Indian reser 
vations, three separate and distinct works, $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary.” 

Mr. CANNON, 
ment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I will ask the Clerk to read, 
then, the following extract from the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs with reference to this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NEEDED PUBLICATIONS ON INDIAN MATTERS. 

The suggestions made in my last report as to the need of neWcompilations 
of laws relating to [Indian affairs, of Executive orders concerning Indian res 
ervations, and of treaties and agreements made with Indians are earnestly 
renewed. The latest edition of Laws Relating to Indian Affairs stops with 
March 4, 1884; Executive Orders Relating to Indian Reservations is brought 








I reserve the point of order upon the amend- 
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down no forther than April 1, 1890, and the editions of both works are ex- 
hausted. Since these dates legislation of vital importance has been enacted 
and many changes have been made in Indian reservations. Constant calls 
are made on the office for the old volumes and for information as to subse- | 
quent legislation and Executive action. The publicneed can be met only by | 
new editions of these books, which should, of course, be brought down to 
date, 


In 1837 a compilation of Indian treaties from 1778 to date was made, under 
the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. An inaccurate Revision 
of Indian Treaties then in force was made in 1873. The demand for a publi 
cation_that shall contain all ratified treaties and agreements made by the 
United States with Indian tribes is increasing. It would be in constant use 
in this office and would be frequently referred to by other Government 
bureaus and by members of Congress as well as by the public at large. 

Again I urge that Congress make an appropriation tocover the expense of 
compiling and issuing these three publications. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wish to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this is a most important provision for the convenience 
of the members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who desire to 
secure information for the purpose of performing the duties as- 
signed to them in connection with Indian matters, by having ac- | 
cess to the various Indian treaties, papers, orders, and agreements. 
Members of the committee are unable, sometimes even at the De- 
partment, without great difficulty, to sec ire information required 
in connection with the work of the committee, and some proper 
compilation of these treaties and agreements is absolutely neces- 
sary if that committee is to be able in a proper manner to perform 
the duties imposed upon it by the House. 

I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not insist upon his point 
of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, Mr. Chairman, we publish our laws 
from time to time; the supplements to the Revised Statutes are 





working in harmony, and I do not know but that the $10,000 
sought to be appropriated is not half enough or twice too much. 
I rather suspect the latter. Therefore [ do not think it is in order 
on this bill, and { make the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. This is the sum estimated 
by the Commissioner himself. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think he isa good Commissioner, but 
I do not know whether he is a better lawyer than I. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I would suggest, if the gen- 
tleman will permit the amendment to be considered and acted 
upon at this time, that if adopted it might operate for economy 
by enabling members to have more satisfactory information for 
the performance of their duties. 

Mr. CANNON. Theinformation, I think, issufficient now, and 
I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois insists upon 
the point of order. The Chair is constrained torule that, this be- 
ing new legislation, the point of order is well taken. 

‘The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the support and education of 150 Indian Pa at Chamberlain, S. Dak., 
$25,050; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; for general repairs and 
improvements, $3,100; for increasing the capacity of achoet plant to 150 pupils 
by the erection of addditional buildings and other improvements, $20,000; in 
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| necessity does not exist now. 





all, $49,650. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words 
‘‘and fifty” in line 1 of this paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me suggest to the gentleman that I think 
he is right in that. But he should also include a change in the 
total, and I will make all of the changes in a moment and hand 
them to the Clerk. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; that is satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
paragraph be passed over temporarily. 

Mr. SHER AN. I will suggest the necessary changes to the 
Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this section will be tem- 
porarily passed over until the necessary changes can be made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 175 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Fort 
Mojave, Ariz., $29,225: for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,509; for 
general repairs and improvements, $2,000; for erection of new dormitory, 
$15,000; in all, $47,725. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the attention of the gentleman from New 
York | Mr. SHerMan] to the fact that this matter is like unto the 
other—that we appropriate for 175 pupils and later on appropriate 
forthe building of the new dormitory. I think the gentleman will 
find that this is on all fours with the other. It ought to be 150. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think thatappropriation is the same as last 

pear. 
. Mr. CANNON. No; it was for 150 last year and is for 175 now. 
You increase it by 25. It seems tome a year from this time would 
be the proper time to do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no explanation of it in the superin- 
tendent’s report. I will consent to the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. To strike out seventy-five and insert fifty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. And change the amount to correspond with 


| that this provision in the bill will not be stricken ont. 


Then the Chair would suggest that this | 
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the change in number. 
change in the total. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois moves to strike 
out, in lines 1 and 2, page 44, the word ** seventy-five ” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word ‘ fifty.” 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. And toamend the total to correspond to this 
change. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

7 > poy and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school at Hampton, 

Mr. LITTLE. I move to strike out lines 8 to 5, inclusive, on 
page 47, the provision for the education of 120 Indian pupils at 
Hampton, Va., appropriating $20,040. 

My reason for this action is an endeavor to carry out what I 
understand to have been the policy of the Government toward 
the education of the Indians in the last six years. Hampton is 
a contract school. The policy of the Government has been to 
educate the Indian children in Indian schoo!s under Government 
supervision. I understand the Hampton School to be a good 
school and well equipped, but it is simply a case of the use of 
public money in a private school. It has no recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and there is no desire on the part 
of the [ndian service to maintain it. 

While I can not quote from that office, and having nothing di- 
rect from them, it is my opinon that the Commissioner of Indian 


That covers it. The Clerk can make the 


| Affairs does not want this appropriation, because there has been 


= ’ : | no little trouble growing out of the education of pupils in the con- 
published regularly; we have the whole machinery running and | tract schools, and the Government has got away from that propo- 


sition wherever it could. We have at least no request on the part 
of the Indian service for contracts of this kind. We have been 


| enlarging almost every Government school in the country for the 


last six years. Weare enlarging the reservation schools, enlarg- 


| ing the nonreservation Government schools, and I believe, as I 


have all the time believed, that it is only wise for the Government, 
where it can do so, to educate the Indians in Government schools, 
where the Government will not only have control of the children 
and supervision of the schools, but the payment of its own money. 
The contract system grew out of a necessity at one time, which 
1 hope now that this provision for 
the Hampton School, which is not asked for by the Department, 
and which the Government can get along well without, will go 
out of the bill, in pursuance of the fixed policy of the Government 
to getaway from the contract system of education as fast as possible, 
This discussion has frequently arisen on the lines of sectarian- 
ism. Itis claimed that this school is not sectarian. Conceding 
that, it is yet a contract school, and in my opinion viclates the 
determined and fixed policy of the Government to educate the 
Indians in Government schools. Therefore I move that this be 
stricken out. It will not cripple the Indian service in any degree, 
in my opinion. 
Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, justa word. I sincerely trust 
While it 
is true that the Hampton School is not a Government school, not 


| in that sense similar to Carlisle, but is a private school, yet it is not 
| @ sectarian school, as my friend says, and the policy which we 


entered upon was not based upon the fact that the schools were 
contract schools which Congress desired to do away with. The 
wording of the provision in the preceding bills shows that. What 
Congress attempted was to do away with sectarian scbools—it 
was not because they were contract schools—and Hampton School 
is not a sectarian schoo!. It is an industrial school in a part of 


| the country where we can send Indians where there is no other 
| industrial school to which they could conveniently be sent. 


We 
could send them to Carlisle, but it does not reach the same terri- 
tory that Hampton does. 

The gentlemen of the Indian Committee, both of the Senate and 
House, who have repeatedly visited Hampton, have been very 
firmly convinced of the excellent work that was being done in the 
practical education of the Indians—in making them blacksmiths, 
wagon makers, harness makers, and carpenters; teaching them 
trades with which, when they pass from the school out into life, 
they can make an honest living. I do think and I do trust that 
the provision will not go out of this bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me, 
I desire to ask him if this school is recommended by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not. 

Mr. LITTLE. It does not have the recommendation of that 
office? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. LITTLE. Let me read the provisions of the act of 1896. 
I have the first original bill on this subject when this subject first 
came up, and the proviso of that bill is as follows: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with 
contract is, apportioning as near as may be the amount so contracted 
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; 
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for among schools of various denominations, for the education of Indian pu- | for about $59 a head less, The people who conduct these schools 


ils during the fiscal year 1897, but shall only make such contracts at places - Ws yh a een ae : eta 
where nonsectarian schools can not be provided for such Indian children, devote their lives to this work. They are interested in the edu 
and to an amount not exceeding 50 per cent of the amount so used for the | cation and advancement of the Indians; and yet, simply because 


fiscal year 1895. some of them were educated in accord with the principles of cer- 
That was the act of 1895, being the first year that this policy | tain churches, there was great objection to the Government ap- 
was invoked. That the Government was as early as practical to | PTopriating money for this so-called sectarian purpose. I believe 
make provision for the education of the Indian children in Gov- | !t is one of the best schools at present receiving aid from the Gov- 
ernment schools, not sectarian schools. The sectarian schools, | e™ment. I believe it does good work. Anybody who visits the 
about which we have been bothered so much, grew out of the school will be convinced of it. It is true that there is a chapel 
contract schools. The contract school was the best, and while | 224 that the Indians receive religious instruction there and at- 
the Government was trying to get away from the sectarian schools, | tend services conducted by the ministers of the different Prot- 
the Government schools were established in trying to get away | ©Stant denominations. 
from the sectarian schools. I do not say that this is nota fine| 1 am glad of it, however, and for that reason more than any 
school, but there are fine schools all over the country where these other I hope that this provision will not be stricken out. T he 
people can learn to be blacksmiths, carpenters, doctors, and law- Department does not ask for the appropriation, because it bh as been 
yers, and all those things; but they would be contract schools, condemning the sectarian schools; they have been trying for cer- 
and be a part of the vicious policy that we have been trying to | t@im reasons to get rid of them. But anybody who will look 
get rid of; and we have now reached a point where we can execute | through the report of the Commissioner will see that he not only 
that policy without detriment to the Indians. I therefore hope | believes that thisis a good school, but hopes Congress will appro- 
that this provision will be stricken out. priate for it without his request. we ‘ 
Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. Mr.Chairman, the committee Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman from New York evidently did 
after a careful consideration of thissubject were by alarge majority not listen to my remarks. I said the question of sectarian schools 
in favor of retaining this provision in the bill. We saw no good on —s = —e ——. k 1 ee ail 
reason for eliminating this provision from the bill. This school is es GERALD of New York. The gentleman knows that 
one of the oldest Indian schools in the East, and one of the oldest in the contract schools could not be divorced from sectarianism. 
the country, and is doing one of the best works for the Indians of Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman from New York knows any- 
any of the schools throughout the country. It seems to me that thing about it, he does not suppose that the Government in the 
there would be as good reason for striking out the provision for the | °™Ployment of its teachers would employ infidels. If the gentle- 
Carlisle School as for this institution. There, as the chairman of | ™2™ from New York will read the speech of mine that he referred 
the committee has well said, they are carrying on industrial work to in the Recor, he will find that one of the primary objections 
and doing as much for the Indians as in any other school in the | t© the contract schools was that it was putting the Government's 
United States. There are at least thirty or forty different tribes a hands. What we want is Government schools 
represented at that school, and the parents of those studentscome on | © ©@ucate them. “ee oe : 
~ witness the graduation of aa scholarsand take great inter- | , Mr. F ITZGERALD of New York, The gontieman from Ar- 
est and pride in the work. It seems to me that it would be taking kansas votes for appropriations for contracts in ot her matters. 
a step backward if the amendment of the gentleman from Arkan- zo a That is all true, but contract schools give us the 
: : - | other question. 
thie vooand will heovad ny Tost that tho Dill as reported in |" “Mr..FITZGERALD of New York. No; the sectarian schools 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Chairman, I trust that Or LITTLE. That is trac but I do not want any of the con- 
this amendment will not prevail. This isagoodschool. It isone tract question ér the sectarian auestion ither et et 
that has existed since abont 1873. It has always received the | "ii, iip7zGERALD of New York. I want what is best for the 
highest praieg from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Never | indians, and hope the House wil keep the appropriation in. 
Indian schools has there been any objection to this school upon the Congress has settled its aie — A ene. bave : out nes ane Si 
fraiew ace ‘oaler aun ten asaieaeen eee you will have the sectarian question again. The question of reli- 
hes Mot bean a on the ground that they Sain Sobtenct schools. gious teachers in private schools has no application to the ques- 
The Seniecatiees te this House and in the other House inane Gleaste tion of education, because it is presumed that the Government, in 
that the great objection to these schools was that they were sec- | t¥¢ education of the Indian, will put in as teachers only people of 
tarian schools, and the sectarian nature of the schools was con- | = ean = =e Rervoutas r eligion. a aad 
sidered in a very restricted and limited way. This school does | ,,°(7;)° *4@7"** eee ae ae eee eee Sone 
not happen to come within that peculiarly constricted construc- that the Government schools should have religious instruction? 


: ail + . > Mr. LITTLE. I insist that in all schools teachers should be of 
tion of so-called sectarian schools. In the last session of Congress the highest morality and that they should be religious people. 


Oe 
— 


the gentleman from Arkansas said: Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. They may be all that, but 
Five years ago Congress determined upon «settled policy that the appro- | does not the gentleman think that they should give religious 
priations to sectarian schools should cease at the end of five years—a wise teaching? e 
é gt 


een Mr. LITTLE. No; they can be religious people and people of 
There is no question in my mind whatever as to the character | good morality, but they need not teach religion. 

of this school. As I stated in the last session of this Congress, Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. It is utterly impossible to 

this school not only had a resident chaplain, but it prepared In- | have religious people and not have them sectarian. 

dians for the ministry. Iam glad thatit does. That is one rea- Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. I would like toask the gentle- 

son why I favor the appropriations for this school. There has | man from Arkansas if it is nota fact that there are a greater num- 

been more hypocrisy displayed upon this question of sectarian | ber of colored people at this school than Indians? 

schools for the education of Indians than upon any other question Mr. LITTLE. I understand so. 

that has been discussed in Congress or by officials. In the report Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. And that the State of Virginia 

of the superintendent of Indian schools for last year the superin- | makes an appropriation for the payment of a large sum of money 

tendent showed that in nearly every governmental school, under | for the education of these colored children? 

the guise of nonsectarian teaching, Indians were educated in the Mr. LITTLE. I do not know about that. 

principles of some religion. The contention has been made that Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. I understand that such is the 

that is not an affair of the Government. fact. Does the gentleman understand that there is no religious 
I think, Mr. Chairman, that the greatest misfortune that could | doctrine inculcated there? 

happen to the Indians of this country would be that they should| Mr. LITTLE. Oh, the gentleman from Pennsylvania is get- 

be deprived of instruction in some religion. I do not care what | ting entirely away from the question, as is the gentleman from 

religion they are educated in, but I do believe that in all of these | New York. It is not a question so much of religious people con- 

schools where the Government provides for their education, and | ducting these schools inculcating the doctrine of any particular 

where these Indians can not receive religious instruction, except | church at the expense of the Government. I say that it is im- 

under governmental supervision, that we ought to provide not | politic for the public moneys to be put into private hands and ex- 

only for religious instruction, but should permit the Indians to | pended in this way in the contract schools. This provides for 

select the church and school of their own faith. $167, the regular price for a scholar at a school, and there is no 
Mr. KING, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- | question of economy about it. But when you step over the line 

tion? Has it been determined by the Department that contract | and go to one contract school, when you are asked the reason why 

schools are superior to Government schools they have established, | you should not go to another, you will be without a reason. 

and if it is believed that the latter are superior schools why have Now, this school was left out of the appropriation last year, or 

any contract schools? one year, and it cought to be left out this year. If the Indian De- 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. There has never been any | partment is to administer this system of Indian education, then 

doubt that contractschools did more than the governmental schools | let it be administered in Government schools, We have gone to 
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the expense of establishing schools for this purpose, and the accom- 
modations are abundant. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Does not the gentleman 
know that there are not sufficient school accommodations pro- 
vided by the Government? 

Mr. LITTLE. Does the Secretary of the Interior make any 
recommendation for an increase? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. He shows that the number 
of Indian children of school age exceed the sittings in the Govern- 
ment schools by about ten to twelve thousand. 

Mr. LITTLE, And there are about 20,000 children that you 
can not get to attend the schools. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Here is an opportunity to 
furnish 150 of them with school accommodations. 

Mr. LITTLE. First we have the reservation schools; and then 
we have the nonreservation schools, which are also Government 
schools. Then we have the mission schools, conducted by various 
denominations, and these are on the reservations when desired. 
They have the aid of the Indian Departiment, and rations are is- 
sued to the students if they are ration Indians. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. But notwithstanding all 
that, there are not sufficient school accommodations, 

| Here the bammer fell. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate on this amendment 
close in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this Indian school is not a secta- 
rian school. This question with regard to Indian schools orig- 
inated at the mouth of the James River, and the settlement of 
the question was accomplished at the same place. The first 
Indian industrial school was started at Hampton, and from it 
have grown all the industrial schools of this country. This was 
the pioneer school of the whole system. It is not a sectarian 
school. It has rendered most effective service, and is perhaps the 
most complete of any of these schools, with the somnttbe exception 
of Carlisle. It would be a great misfortune if this school should 
be done away with, and I hope no such step will be taken. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. FIrTzGERALD]. 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. } 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, LITTLE, 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. LITTLE. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 14, noes 33. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 150 pupils at the Indian school at Truxton 
Canyon, Ariz., $25,050; pay of superintendent, $1,500; general improvements, 
$1,000; schoolhouse, $12,000; in all, $39,550. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. SHERMAN] to this paragraph, which seems 
to involve an increase of appropriation beyond that heretofore 
made, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Following the suggestion of the gentleman, 
I will look this matter up in a moment. Let me say, however, 
that in some cases—and I presume this is one—there are many 
more pupils now than can reasonably be accommodated. I pre- 
sume this is one of the schools where there are more scholars than 
the old accommodations can reasonably provide for. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will look into the mat- 
ter and correct it if necessary. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will do so. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That all expenditure of money appropriated for school perposss in this act 
shall be at all times under the supervision and direction of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and in all respects in conformity with such conditions, rules, 
and regulations as to the conduct and methods of instruction and expendi- 
ture of money as may be from time to time prescribed by him, subject tothe 
supervision of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That not more than 
$167 shall be expended for the annual support and education of any one pupil 
in any school herein specifically appropriated for, except when, by reason of 
epidemic, accident, or other similar cause, the attendance is so reduced that 
a larger expenditure is absolutely necessary for the efficient es of the 
school affected, when the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, may allow a larger per capita expentitere, 
such expenditure to continue only so long as the said necessity therefor shall 
exist: Provided further, That the total amount appropriated for the support 
of such school shall not be exceeded: Provided further, That this provision 
shall apply to the fiscal years 1899 and 1900. 


Mr. CANNON, 1 would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill whether or not there is any provision for the education of 
Indian children provided for in this appropriation or in other 
appropriations, at the colleges and universities throughout the 
country? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. No provision is made for the edu- 
cation of an Indian child at a college or university. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there any provision by which they can be 
educated at public schools other than those provided for on the 
reservations by this bill? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; at the district schools in the States, 

Mr. CANNON. Off the reservations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Taken from oneState to another? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Only in schools located near the reservations. 

Mr. CANNON. And the United States pays the expense? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwas impressed with the idea that more or 
less of the Indian pupils were educated at the universities and 
colleges of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at the expense of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may be indulged a 
moment, I want to put in the REcorD what is being done in the 
way of education of Indian children, and compare it with some 
of the educational institutions in this country for the white chil- 
dren. 

Commencing with 1887, the expense of the education of Indian 
children was $1,210,000. This sum has grown until the year 1901, 
when this bill carries the sum of $3,070,379. 

I want to put further into the REcorp the statement that by 
the censusof 1890 there were 248,000 Indians, all told—men, women, 
and children. Of this 278,000, 90,000 are in New York and the 
Indian Territory, and are not covered by any of these appropria- 
tions. So that there are less than 200,000 Indian population pro- 
vided for, and for the school children of that number of people 
we make provision by appropriating $3,000,000 and over for their 
education. 

Now, let me say further that the total attendance at the Indian 
schools last year—1900—is reported by the Superintendent of 
Schools to be 21,568. By way of comparison let me show you 
that the school population of the District of Columbia is in round 
numbers 45,000. This is over twice as great as the number of 
pupils in all of the Indian schools combined. Part of this Indian 
appropriation is for day schools and part for boarding schools, 
and the total cost for the year 1901 for the Indian schools, as I 
have shown you, is $3,070,367, while for more than twice the 
number of school children of the District of Columbia the total 
appropriation is but $1,381,326. Here is largely over double the 
population, and under a system of schools, as I understand it, the 
best on earth, and in addition to that the text-books are furnished 
out of this amount. 

Mr. CURTIS. But the gentleman should remember that the 
schools in the District of Columbia are all day schools, while the 
schools on the Indian reservations are nearly all boarding schools, 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I understand that part of them are. 

Mr. CURTIS, Nearly all of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Besides thatthe gentlemen should remember 
that these day schools on the reservation give lunch to the Indian 
pupils—give them a meal once a day. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that is probably done here also. 

Mr. CURTIS. Besides that, in the District of Columbia we have 
one superintendent; but the Indian service has one for nearly 
every school. A large number of superintendents are necessary 
because the schools are scattered all over the country, and when 
you take into consideration the number of schools and the number 
of people employed and the fact that nearly all are boarding 
schools you will find that the expense is not much greater in the 
Indian school than the expense in the District. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question in connection with his statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask if the figures that the gentle- 
man quotes do not include also the construction of a number of 
schoolhouses? 

Mr. CANNON, Undoubtedly. But there is a larger construc- 
tion, I apprehend, in the District of Columbia than in the Indian 
schools. 

Mr. CURTIS. Howmany children attend schoolin the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. CANNON. Forty-five thousand. 

Mr. CURTIS. Are there 45,000 in attendance, or are there that 
many children of school age in the District? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, substantially ali of them attend. 

Mr. CURTIS. We have 27,000 Indian children, in round num- 
bers, enrolled, and the average attendance is 21,500. 

Mr. CANNON, Twenty-one thousand five hundred and sixty- 
eight. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will permit me, before he 
gets away from the subject—— 

Mr, CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We not only furnish the board of these chil- 
dren and their text-books, but we clothe thousands of them. 

Mr. EDDY. And pay their transportation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. And pay their transportation to and from 
the schools. It really is hardly fair to compare the conditions in 
the District of Columbia with the conditions in the Indian schools, 
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Mr. CANNON. Well, [ call attention to these facts for the 
purpose of placing in the Recorp a statement of the expenditure 
that is made for the education of Indian children as compared 
with the expenditure that is made in the District of Columbia. 

Now, it is proper that I should say that I do not begrudge all 
proper expenditure that is made for the education of children 
anywhere within the boundaries of the United States. I say all 
‘*proper” expenditure, and I emphasize ‘‘proper.” The gentle- 


man from New York said he thought it would be well to educate | 


the heart, perhaps, more than the mind of the child. The truth 
of the matter is that you can not, by a hypodermic process of 
book-learning and training, put much education either of the 
heart or the mind into people who have not achieved their own 
civilization. 

Mr. Chairman, the statement which I wish to print in the REc- 
orp is as follows: 

The census of 1890 placed the total Indian population at 248,253, 
including about 90,000 in New York and the Five Civilized Tribes, 


with whom the Government has nothing to do so far as education | 


and support are concerned, leaving less than 160,000 Indians 
whose children participate in the Government provision for 
education, 

The total attendance at all Indian schools (boarding and day) 
for 1900 is reported at 21,568. 

The school population of the District of Columbia is about 45,000. 


INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


ee eG BE onc eeachwiendnnawares $2,056, 515. 00 
Se eer ERE Me dnicccaasauneceesnce 2,518,815. 00 
pA oe DE © eo cccccnwaccececcucéac 2, 630, 771. 35 
) CR a ere 1,879, 568.13 | 1800. ...................... 2,688, 300.00 
1891 i a i a a nn cmeveneadbaht 2, 936, 080. 00 
(Oe RCS SS 2 EEE 8, O70, 367. 00 
A montis wextons wis-dek Gemareiores 2,312, 385. 00 ——— 

Ph kde dada vhansewennte 2, 243, 482. 38 aad ecwatiewn 31, 627, 833. 86 
, Sa ere 2, 041, 695. 00 


The total Indian population is about 250,000. 
The public schools of the District of Columbia, the finest system 


Os cas Oe ee ee ae ee -oee $1,256, 375 
RN fies hack ventccasddccvewans SEA Lss Cats ONOs Red sGaeRays Bea ncaw castes 1,381, 326 
a arrab set c iss gape ns ubiateitncig dallecsicioninthi 1,525, 711 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man reporting this bill a question. The gentleman from Illinois 
speaks of the school system as being a uniform school system. I 
should like to ask if you have adopted, and if not, why not, a uni- 
form schoolbook system in the Indian schools? We have recently 
adopted it in Tennessee, and it works well. 
of money and gives us a fine lot of books. I understand the State 
of Texas, and in fact a great number of States, have adopted that 
system. 


Mr. CURTIS. The Superintendent of Indian Schools selects a | 
number of books, a list of which is published, and this list is sent | 


to each agency. The teacher in charge selects from the list of 
books furnished by the Indian Office. 
Mr. GAINES. Who does this? 


It saves a great deal | 











Mr. CURTIS. The Superintendent of Schools, under the direc- | 
tion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, sends a list to each | 


teacher at the Indian schools, and they select from that list. 

Mr. GAINES. The point I made was not so much about the 
distributing of the books, but whether the books were uniform. 

Mr. CURTIS. In that one school they are uniform; yes. 

Mr. GAINES. In other words, you know in the old blue-back 
spelling-book schools that we had years ago different children had 
different books, and they did not have the uniform system that we 
have now. 


give the benefit of this information to the gentlemen who, I am 
ee. know more about it than I can possibly show that I 
now. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to go back to page 42, 
where the committee agreed to an amendment striking out the 
words “and fifty,” in line 1, and that the following changes be 
made to correspond with that amendment: In lines 2 and 3 
strike out ‘*$25,050” and insert ‘‘$16,700;” in line 8 strike out 
‘*nine” and insert ‘‘one;” and in line 9strike out ‘‘six” and insert 
‘*three” and strike out “ fifty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 42, line 1, strike out the words “and fifty;" in line 2 strike out the 
word “twenty-five;” in line 3 strike out the words “thousand and fifty’ and 
insert “sixteen thousand seven hundred;” so as to read * $16,700;"’ in line 8, 
after “forty,” strike out ‘‘ nine” and insert “one; and in line 9 strike out 
‘six and insert “three” and strike out “and fifty;* soas to read ‘* $43,300." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, on page 43, line 4, to 
correct a clerical error, strike out the word ‘‘and” preceding the 
word ‘‘five’’ and insert the word “‘hundred” after the word 
** five.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, line 4, strike out the word ‘“‘and”’ and insert ‘‘one hundred” after 
the word “‘five;”’ so as to read ‘*$2,500."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we can return to 
page 34, the gent'eman from lowa [Mr. LAcrEy] has an amend- 
ment which he will offer, to take the place of that section follow- 
ing line 22. 

Mr. LACEY. Thechairman of the Committee onthe Judiciary 
has prepared a substitute for the amendment which I have drafted, 
which I think is perhaps in better form than the one [ had pre- 


| pared, and I yield to him. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 


probably in the world, cost, including buildings, free books, etc.; | fers the following amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “further,” line 22, page 34, down to and in- 
cluding the word “clerks,” in line 13, page 35, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

‘That hereafter the clerks of the district courts in the Indian Territory 
shall account to the United States for all fees earned and collected by them 
in accordance with such rules and regulations as the Attorney-General shall 
prescribe. They shall annually pay over to the Treasurer of the United 
States all such fees collected and earned by them in excess of the necessary 
expenses incurred and paid by them for attendance on court, record books, 
stationery, and clerk hire, subsequent to May 31, 1900; such ®xpenses to be 
allowed and retained by said clerks on accounts approved by the judge of the 
court when accompanied by proper vouchers. And such clerks shall here- 
after be paid the sum of $500 each per annum for all extra services in addi- 
tion to their regular salary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inow move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill, with amendments, favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TAWNEY, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12904) making 


| appropriation for the Indian service, and had directed him to re- 


port the same back with amendments, and with the recommenda- 


| tion that as amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. CURTIS. They have the same books in the same school. | 


Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. CURTIS. As I understand it. 
different kind of book in one school from that in another school. 

Mr. GAINES, That is the exact point of my inquiry. 

Mr. CURTIS. Butthey use the same books in the same school. 

Mr. GAINES. I will give the House the benefit of an observa- 
tion that I have recently made in my own State. The people of 
Tennessee, as in a great many other States, have had wrung out 
of them immense prices—exorbitant prices—for schoolbooks, and 
they have been changed from year to year. Whenever a different 
teacher would come in he would want a different book; and when 
the child would go to attend another session, he would have to get 
a different book, and soon. In other words, each teacher had a 
different book and recommended a different book. The result 
was that the people were practically robbed of cheap books. The 
legislature has adopted what is known as the universal book sys- 
tem, and the supreme court has upheld the law, which is working 
admirably and saving a great deal of money to the parents. For 
instance, a book that formerly cost a dollar we get now for about 
33 cents, with the privilege of turning in an old book at about 10 
oe cent of the original cost. I donot know what this system is; 

know nothing about what kind of books you are using, but I 





In other words, they haveauniform book system, | 
Of course they may use a | 


The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded upon any amend- 
ments? If not, they will be submitted to the House in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to in gross. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 


| by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 





MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering the bill making appropriations for the 
Military Academy. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Grosvenor in the 
chair. . 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the ap- 
propriation bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12846) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dipensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
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consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. KING. I object. 

Mr. HULL. This is simply the first reading. It does not dis- 
pense with the reading of the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. KING. If the bill is to be read by paragraphs, I withdraw 
the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I only want to detain the com- 
mittee one minute. The bill is unanimously reported by the 
committee, and there is just one paragraph in it in my judgment 
that a point of order would lie against,and that is in the twenty- 
third page, in the paragraph making appropriation of $10,000 for 
a centennial celebration at Westpoint. The balance of the bill is 
simply the appropriations necessary from year to year, a little 
increase in the bill on different lines because Congress at its last 
session provided for an increase of the corps of cadets to the 
number of 100. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa how much more this bill carries than the bill last year. 

Mr.HULL. Twenty-five thousand dollars, including the $10,000 
I have referred to. But I want to say in fairness to the commit- 
tee of the House that the bill will finally, in my judgment, have 
an addition made for water supply. The data was not sufficient 
for us to make the appropriation at this time, but Congress, if it 
shall later have the information that will justify it, will be called 
upon to purchase Long Pond, and there will be an additional 
appropriation for that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much? 

Mr. HULL. We have not got the estimates yet. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much does the bill 
carry in the aggregate? 

Mr.HULL. Itcarriesin theaggregate $700,151, and was $674,306 
for current year. The additional number of cadets and the abso- 
lute necessity of making absolute provision for them accounts for 
all the increase. I will say that the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. SuLZER], the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], the gen- 
tleman from Texas [ Mr. SLaYDEN], and the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Jett] were all in thorough accord with the entire action of 
the committee. We cut off every item which could be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And did they understand 
that the bill would be called up this afternoon? 

Mr. HUL],. That it would be called up to-day, if it could be 
reached. They have gone home with the understanding that if 
there was any fight on the bill, we would not attempt to pass it, 
but if there was no fight it was perfectly satisfactory to every one 
of them that it should be called up and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from 
Iowa intend to have any general debate on the bili? 

Mr. HULL. I did not suppose it would be necessary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My colleague, Mr. GAINEs, 
wants ten minutes. 

Mr. HULL. The arrangement with the minority members of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was that there would be no 
general debate, but after the recess, when the Army bill came up, 
we would make provision for reasonable debate, and it was satis- 
factory to all the members. One gentleman from New York, not 
a member of the committee, wanted time, and he said that was 
perfectly satisfactory to him; that he had no objection to a single 
teature of the bill, but if he could say a few words on military 
matters in general when the Army bill came up he would be 
satisfied. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My colleague, Mr. GAINEs, 
desires ten minutes. Of course he could get it under the five- 
minute rule, but he prefers to take it under general debate. 

Mr. HULL. He could get it under the five-minute rule just as 
well. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
get consent for an extension. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate close in ten minutes, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. GaINnEs] to occupy the ten minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that general debate close in ten minutes, Is there objec- 
tion? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to challenge the atten- 
tion of this honorable body to some of the history that pertains to 
and, as I think, sheds light on the meaning of the word “land,” as 
used in the term ‘‘the supreme law of the land,” found in the 
Constitution, which ordains: 

This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof; and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under 
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and 


the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the constitu- 
tion or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Is there furtherobjection? [After a pause. ] 


Yes; but he would have to 
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I contend, as here used, the word ‘‘land” includes and means 
the land or territory of the United States, composed of States, and 
territory organized and unorganized. The debates in the Conven- 
tion which framed our Federal Constitution show that the word 
‘‘land” was substituted for the words ‘respective States and 
several States,” found in the first and second propositions sub- 
mitted to this Convention. ‘The former reads: 

Resolved, That the legislative acts of the United States made by virtue and 
in pursuance of the articles of union, and all treaties made and ratified under 
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the respective 
States, as far as those acts or treaties shall relate to the said States or their 
citizens and inhabitants; and that the judiciaries of the several States shall 
be bound thereby in their decision, anything in the respective laws of the 
individual States to the contrary notwithstanding. 

This Convention met in the spring of 1787, and on July 26 ad- 
journed until Monday, August 6, ‘‘ that the committee might pre- 
pare and report the constitution.” 

On reconvening, the committee on detail, to whom this resolu- 
tion had been referred, reported the same or second proposition 
with certain changes, in the following words: 

The acts of the legislature of the United States, made in pursuance of this 
Constitution, and all treaties made under the authority of the United States, 
shall be the supreme law of the several States, and of their citizens and inhab- 
itants; and the judges of the several States shall be bound thereby in their 
decisions; anything in the constitutions or laws of the several States to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

And without debate, on August 23, on motion of Mr. Rutledge, 
the Convention unanimously amended this resolution, as reported, 
by substituting this provision: 

This Constitution and the laws of the United States made in pursuance 
thereof, and all treaties made underauthority of the United States, shall be 
the supreme law of the several States and of the citizens and inhabitants; 
and the judges, etc. 

Later, after the words “‘all treaties made,” ‘‘ or which shall be 
made” was inserted, which meant to ‘‘ obviate all doubt concern- 
ing the force of treaties,” says Mr. Madison. 

Finally the committee on style and arrangement reported this 
provision as it now reads in our Constitution and without explain- 
ing why the word ‘‘ land” was substituted for ‘‘States.” 

lt will be noticed that the word “constitution” was prefixed, 
and, by the subsequent changes, declared literally to be ‘‘ the su- 
preme law of the land;” that the words “ acts of the legislature of 
the United States” were succeeded by the laws and treaties made 
by the authority of the United States, and that the words ‘‘ and of 
their citizens and inhabitants” were eliminated entirely because 
unnecessary, since the ‘citizens and inhabitants of the ‘‘ land”— 
the States and Territories of the United States—would be bound 
and protected by the Constitution, which was declared to be ‘‘ the 
supreme law of the land.” Such a Constitution extended to them 
by being the law of the (their) “land.” 

Declaring this people should be bound by the law of the “‘land” 
was an unnecessary declaration. Finally we notice that the 
words ‘several States ” were omitted, and in their stead the sig- 
nificant and broader term “land” was used. 

This provision of the Constitution, thus amended, not only de- 
clared, in so many words, that the Constitution is the supreme 
law, but went further, and declared it was the supreme law of the 
land. 

The laws in question of the United States are: 

1. This Constitution, created by ‘the people.” 

2. The statutes enacted by Congress. 

3. Treaties made by the Senate and President. 

The Congress—House and Senate—enacts a law for a Territory; 
it is the law of such “‘ land” and the United States, 

Why? The Constitution says so. 

The Senate makes a treaty acquiring territory—lands. Is not 
that treaty law, and the law of the territory acquired and of the 
United States? Why? The Constitution says so, although Con- 
gress, the regular law or statute making power, does not make 
such treaty, but the Senate does by virtue of the Constitution, 
which so ordains. 

Then why should not the Constitution, which ‘‘is” law, ‘‘the 
supreme law,” and of the ‘‘land,” be the law of such acquired 
territory? 

The Constitution says it is such law of such ‘‘land” and of the 
United States—i. e., States and Territories. 

I am at a loss to see how the Constitution can make a treaty a 
law of a territory and yet the Constitution be not the law and 
supreme law of such land. The very words that make a treaty 
such law also declare the Constitution to be the same thing—the 
law of the land, the States, and the land or territory of or belong- 
ing to the United States. 

The Constitution is self-declaratory in this provision. The fact 
that all its provisions are not necessary, or, to use the usual term, 
not ‘‘ applicable” to such ‘‘land,” arises from a condition in and 
of such land and not from the nonapplication of the Constitution 
or a defect init. It is, nevertheless, the law there—the highest 
law, and should be—as it witnesses and — human rights, 
life, liberty, and pursuit of happiness, things which make life 
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worth the effort to live. Hence the Constitution then is and | The Supreme Court of the United States, in 114 U. S., 546, Chi- 


should be the self-declared law of our land until the people—not 
Congress nor the Senate nor President—say otherwise. 

Confessedly the Constitution is not the law of any foreign 
“land.” It is the law of this ‘‘ land.” 

Why was this change from the “several States” made to that 
of “land.” No reasons are given in the debates. It is perfectly 
plain that such a change was necessary, and known to neces- 
sary by the members of this great Convention. nine of whom were 
also members of the Congress at this time. Congress had twice 
requested the several States to cede to the United States their un- 
appropriated territory. These requests were made before this Con- 
vention met, 

There had been four cessions of territory made before it con- 
vened. All cessions were made by public statute. They were 
notorious and important facts and well known to both the Con- 
gress and the Convention. 

Indeed, while this Convention was in session, August 9, 1787, 
three days after it reconvened, another cession of territory was 
made to the United States. Still later, and after the Constitution 
had been ratified, other cessions were made. 

In replying to a remark made in this Convention by Mr. Madi- 
son on the subject of the basis of representation, Mr. Gorham 
said: 

It is not to be supposed that the Government will last solong as to produce 


this effect. Can it be a that this vast country, including the western 
territory, will, one hundred and fifty years hence, remain one nation? 


So we see that on August 8, 1787, a distinguished member of | 


this Convention, in the presence of Mr. Sherman, Mr. Madison, 
Mr. Ellsworth, Mr. Morris, and others, then engaged in a col- 
loquy. treated, as did the members of the Convention there and 


then, by at least their silence, this ‘‘ Western territory” as ‘‘ part | 


of this vast country.” 

It is perfectly plain that the Convention did treat this territory 
as part of the ‘‘land” composing the United States. 

In July, 1787, the old Congress passed the celebrated ‘‘Ordinance 
of 1787” for the government of this territory, and declared it was 
then a part of the United States and was to remain so. And 
Congress so treated it. The people of this territory were “ citi- 
zens and inhabitants,” therefore, of the United States, and this 
ordinance acknowledged and agreed to protect each and every one 
of them in all of their fundamental rights, giving them, as near 
as possible, local self-government. 

Nothing but the ‘‘ law of the land” or ‘‘constitutionally 
laws could, says the Ordinance, interfere with their rights. Was 
it not then very natural for the framers of our Constitution to 
make and literally declare that our Constitution should be the law 
of this ‘* land,” as well as the States? The States having local self- 
government, it was right and proper for Congress to be empow- 
ered to govern this territory and protect ‘‘the citizens and 
inhabitants” thereof in all their rights. Hence, the fundamental 
law, then being made, was broadened so as not only to be the 
supreme law of the several States, but the supreme law of the land 
composed of States and Territories, present and future. 

The first and second propositions would have confined this su- 
reme law to ‘‘ the several States;” it could not have applied, at 
east without straining the timbers of the Constitution, to any 

other “land” than ‘‘the several States.” 


This ordinance of 1787 was made to operate in our Territories, | 


and not in the States. The Constitution was made to operate in 
both the States and Territories, throughout the United States, or 
throughout our country, or throughout our Republic, or through- 
out the American empire. Our Supreme Court, past and present, 


and great law writers have repeatedly used thesetermsin referring | 


to the operation of our laws or the limits of our Republic. 

Mr. Justice Baldwin, in his work entitled ‘‘Origin and Nature 
of the Constitution,” makes the same application for the word 
‘‘land” thatIi do. He says: 

The Constitution was intended for posterity, through all times; and for 
the “ land,” the whole territory and all the States old and new. 

To have said that the Constitution is the supreme law of the 
States would possibly not have been as broad term as the word 
‘‘land,” for we know that the Supreme Court in an early case con- 
strued the word * territory,” as used in the Constitution in another 
section, to mean “lands,” and has never retracted this definition. 


for it was a fact that our territory was mostly composed then of | 


vacant land or territory, and that court has held that the word 
‘* United States ” includes States and Territory. 


And on that point I quote again from Justice Baldwin, who 


bases his contention upon the adjudications of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, of which he was, as you know, a distin- 
guished member at one time. He says: 


This term United States designates the whole American Empire. 
It [United States] is the name given to our great Republic, composed of 
States and Territory (5 Wheaton, 514), constituent parts of one great em 
ire (5 Wheaton. 414), who have formed a confederated government (lz 
heaton, 314; 2 Pet., 590-591), by the act of the people of the ‘Great Em- 
pire; the Great Republic, the American Empire, the United States, 


*enacted | 


| cago, etc., against McGlynn, held that where property was ceded 
| to the United States all laws in contravention of the Constitution 
| of the United States yielded to the Constitution and laws of the 
land; and while discussing a territorial question and the Consti- 
| tution, declared in Maynard v. Hill, 125 U.S. Rep., that it was 
unnecessary to extend the Constitution to our territories. 

Again, the articles of the confederation were framed in 1777. 
Territory was ceded as early as 1781 to the then ‘*‘ United States.” 
| The old Government was succeeded by the Constitution in 1787-88. 
The ordinance of 1787, passed to, and did, govern this territory, 
| contained rights personal and political—fundamental, that were 
not to be and could not be abrogated save by the ‘‘ judgment of his 
peers” or ‘‘the law of the land” or by “ constitutionally” enacted 
laws, says this ordinance. 
| Our newor present Constitution provided for these very rights, 
and declared that ‘‘ this Constitution and the laws of the United 
| States” and our treaties ‘‘is the supreme law of the land,” and 
provided expressly for the keeping inviolate the pledges made in 
this ordinance by article 6, section |: ‘*All debts contracted and en- 
gagements entered into before the adoption of this Constitution 
shall be as valid against the United States under this Constitution 
as under the confederation,” and the Supreme Court has repeatedly 
so held. (10 Howard, 94-97, approving 3 Howard, 96. ) 

Now, following right along in the same article 6, section 2, we 
find this declared: ‘‘ This Constitution, and the laws of the United 
States,” etc., ‘‘is the supreme law of the land.” Whatland? The 
*‘land” then ceded, then in question, and to be ceded for all time. 
We were then treating about territory and the ‘“‘citizens and in- 
habitants” thereof. 

By the very words of this ordinance these people and this 
**land” were to have the full protection of the ‘‘law of the land,” 

which was then the articles of confederation, and now “ this Con- 
stitution,” which in 1787-88 we, *‘ the people,” said ‘‘is the supreme 
| law of the land.” And the court so holds: 

The Constitution was, in the language of the ordinance— 

That is, of 1787— 
adopted by common consent, and the people of the Territories must neces- 
sarily be regarded as parties to it and bound by it, and entitled toits benefits, 
as well asthe people of the then existing States. It became the supreme law 
throughout the United States. And,so faras any obligations of coal faith had 
been previously incurred by the ordinance, they were faithfully carried into 
execution by the power and authority of the new Government. (10 Howard, 
%6, Strader vs. Graham.) 

Justices Taney, Wayne, McKinley, Daniel, Nelson, Woodbury, 
| Grier, McLean, and Catron then composed this court. The court 
affirms asimilar holding in Pollard vs. Hagan (3 Howard, 212), an 
opinion delivered when Justice Story graced that court. In this 
case the court said: 

And all constitutional laws are binding on the people in the new States 
and the old ones whether they consent to be bound by them or not. Every 
constitutional act of Congress is passed by the will of the people of the United 
States, expressed through their representatives, on the subject-matter of the 
} enactment. 

And when so enacted they are the law of the land by their 
‘*own force” in State or Territory. The court continued: 

And when so passed it becomes the supreme law of the land and operates 
by its own force on the subject-matter in whatever State or Territory it may 
happen to be. The proposition, therefore, that such a law can not operate 
upon the subject-matter of its enactment without the express consent of 
the people of the new State where it may happen to be contains its own refu 
tation and requires no further examination. 
| ‘*And when so passed it (law) becomes the supreme law of the 
|} land.” What land? The court answers: ‘State or Territory.” 
| ‘and operates by its own force.” 
| Cana statute, dependent upon it, do more than the Constituti 








|The Constitution is self-declaratory, operating in the “land” 

Y, O} ; 

| whereof it is the law—the supreme law. 

In Graham's case the court further said: 

| In fact, when the Constitution was adopted the settlement of that vast 

| territory was barely begun, and the people who filled it and formed the 
great and populous States that now cover it became inhabitants of the terri- 








tory after the Constitution was adopted, and migrated upon the faith that 
| its protection and benefits would be extended to them and that they would 
| in dee time, according to its provisionsand spirit, be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the old States. 


The Constitution being the law of this Territory—“ the land” — 
this court has repeatedly held the Constitution repealed this ordi- 
|nance. In Graham's case the court so held: 


As we have already said, it (ordinance) ceased to be in force upon the 


adoption of the Constitution, and can not now be the source of jurisdiction 
of any description in this court. 

The court shows the fact, we may add, that Congress recog- 
nized this repeal, and says: 

These provisions owed their legal validity and force after the Constitution 
was adopted, and while the territorial government continued,to the : i 
| Congress of August 7,1789, which adopted and continued the ordinance « 
1787, and carried its provisions into execution, with some modifications, whi 
| were necessary toadapt its form of government to the new Constitution 
| This clearly proves the Constitution is the law of the Terri- 
| tory, otherwise it could not have repealed this Territorial stat- 

ute. All this goes to show conclusively that the Constitution 
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is the law of our territories, because the law of the “land,” or 
“throughout the United States,” as the court in these cases say, 
and that it extends to the territory by reason of the fact it is the 
law of the and. And as Justice Marshall said in (Cohens vs. Vir- 
ginia, 6 Wheaton, 112), in construing the eighth section of the 
first article of the Constitution, giving Congress exclusive power | 
and right to legislate for the ‘‘seatof government,” and the second | 
clause of thesixth article: ‘‘ This Constitution. etc.,is the supreme | 
law of the land”—‘‘ binds all the United States.” 

He had in 5 Wheaton, in the Loughborough case, already de- 
fined, as we have shown, the words ‘*‘ United States” to mean our | 
States and Territories, and hence in the Cohens case he uses the 
briefer term ‘‘all the United States” in speaking of a case in- 
volving a law passed by Congress giving the city of Washington 
in the District or ‘‘ Territory of Columbia” certain rights which 
conflicted with a statute of the State of Virginia. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill by paragraphs for amend- 
ment, read the following: 

For pay of 481 cadets, at $540 each, $229,500. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HuLuL] that this paragraph should be 
amended. A year ago I made asimilar suggestion when this item 
was reached in the Military Academy bill; and the answer of the | 
gentleman then in charge of the bill—the gentleman from Rhode | 
Island, I believe—supplemented by his colleague on the commit- 
tee—the gentleman from IlJinois [Mr. MarsH]—was that the para- 
graph was in the usual form. 

I accepted their positive statements at that time as correct. I 
have since found that in that bill,as well as in this, the committee 
has not followed the usual phraseology; and the departure from 
the accustomed language may make some embarrassment at the 
Treasury Department. So, unless the gentleman in charge of 
the bill will offer such an amendment, I will move to strike out 
s0 much as specifies the number of cadets and the rate of pay for 
each, so as to make appropriation for the pay of cadets, be the 
number large or small, 

If gentlemen will refer to the Book of Estimates, page 163, they 
will tind in the middle of the page that the Department has ca!led 
attention to the discrepancy. It is not usual toemploy the phrase- 
ology which we find in this bill. If we refer to the act of Febru- 
ary 27, 1899, and other acts prior to the last. when this error was 
adopted by the Committee on Military Affairs, we find that the 
appropriation was— 

For pay of cadets 
such and such amounts. 

When you appropriate for a specified number of cadets at so 
much for each you should be accurate as to the arithmetic. We 
should appropriate the amount necessary, without limiting the 
number of cadets. Unless the gentleman from Iowa will move 
an amendment, I will myself move the proposition I have indi- | 
cated—to strike out the number and pay of cadets. Both are fixed | 
by law, and need not be repeated in this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not care whether the number 
be inserted or not. Four hundred and eighty-one cadets, if I re- 
member correctly, are now provided for by law. The number 
which we propose to appropriate for in this bill is the average 
number in the Academy; and according to the testimony given | 
before the committee this appropriation will meet the expendi- | 
tures of the Academy on account of the pay of cadets. It seems | 
to me that if we follow the language of the estimates we are not | 
doingabadthing. Butthis matter is not vital one way or another. | 
Either way the same amount of money is appropriated and for the 
same purpose—the pay of the corps of cadets. 

If the gentleman from Arkansas — McRAE] is anxious about | 
the language, I care nothing for the words used. Personally, I 
will vote against a change in the language. This gives the House | 
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the information that there are 481 cadets, and they are paid $540 


each per annum. 

Mr. McRAE. 
provision does make some difference, but my chief concern now 
is to show the correctness of my statement, made in the last ses- 
sion, to the effect that the language then used, and now repeated 
in this bill, was not the language of previous appropriation acts. 
I now call attention to the previous laws, copies of which I hold 
in my hand, to show that such is not the case. I move the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2 strike out, in lines 3 and 4, the words “481 cadets at $540 each,” and | 


insert the word “cadets,” so as to read 


Mr. Chairman, I submit that the language of this | 
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ee wf further count being demanded, the amendment was 
adopt 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
Chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs if the faculty at 
the Military Academy have the power to expel cadets who engage 
in the practice of hazing. 

Mr. HULL. I can only say in response to the gentleman from 
Texas that last year they did expel two, I think, if not more, and 
the present Superintendent is urging the most stringent measures 


/and has given explicit instructions in the matter, and is doing 


everything in his power to break up the barbarous practice. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Because I notice in the printed testi- 
mony, in connection with the investigation now pending, that 
certain of the cadets themselves have admitted, on the witness 


| stand, that they have been engaged in hazing. 


Mr. HULL. That is true. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. And for my part I think the man who 
engages in hazing ought to be expelled, and every professor who 
permits it ought to be dismissed. I do not believe it necessary to 
make a man a brute in order to make him a soldier, and if the prac- 
tice can not be abolished the Academy ought to be. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL. And the Naval Academy as well. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Unquestionably. 

Mr. HULL. Iagree fully with what the gentleman says, and 
that the same stricture should apply to both of the national 
schools. When the reports come in from the committees who are 
now examining the matter, the House will have ample opportunity 
to take action upon it. 

I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one furnace and connection, complete, for one set of quarters belong- 
ing to the cadet quartermaster’s department and occupied by one of its 
employees, to be immediately available, $250. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill a question. Is any provision made for the purchase of 
Tabasco sauce? | Laughter. | 

Mr. HULL. Well, we are making provision for the Academy, 
and if they want to buy Tabasco sauce I suppose they can buy it. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the committee now rise and report 
the bill to the House with the recommendation that it pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GROSVENOR reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 12846, the Military Academy ap- 
propriation bill, had directed him to report the same to the House 
with an amendment and with favorable recommendation. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PERSONAL STATEMENT. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Speaker, this morning, 
in answer to a question from the Chair, I stated that I had been 
paired the day before yesterday on the bill that passed yesterday. 
On examination I found that I was not paired, and would like the 
statement made. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the gentleman will be in- 


| corporated in the REcorD. 


THE APPORTIONMENT BILL, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on the Census to report back the bill (H.R. 12740) making an ap- 
portionment of Representatives in Congress among the several 
States under the Twelfth Census, with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

I will state that the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. CRUMPACKER, 
and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. BURLEIGH, each desires to 
submit a minority report. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the minority of 
the committee, I beg leave to submit at this time the views we 
entertain, and ask to have them printed with the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have a statement embodying supple- 
| mental views on the part of Mr. RusseLt and Mr. HEATWOLE, 
who are necessarily,absent and asked me to submit them when 
| this report was made. I have also some views of my own with 





For pay of cadets, $229,500. 


The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
McRae) there were—ayes 23. 

Before the negative vote was counted, 

Mr. HULL. ae there is no use in taking up the time; 
it is a matter of indifference. Let it go. 


reference to a particular part of the measure, which I desire to 
have embodied in the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reports back the 
| bill H. R. 12740, the apportionment bill, which, together with 
| the views of gentlemen representing the minority, will be printed 


and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
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the Union. The report of the committee and the views of the 
minority will be printed together as one document. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to give notice that on the reconvening 
of the House after the holiday recess I shall desire to take the bill 
up for consideration. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Did the gentleman from [Illinois name any 
particular day? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not name any particular day, but it is 
my purpose to consult with the Speaker about the day that will 
be most convenient for the consideration of the bill, and at as 
early a date as possible I shall ask for the consideration of it. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Does the gentleman from Illinois con- 
sider this a privileged matter that he can call up at any time? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have no doubt of it, under the ruling of the 
Chair. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1803. An act granting a pension to Julia E. G. Lewis; 

H. R. 10778. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. B. Winkler; 

H. R. 10750. An act granting a pension to James H. Rainey; 

H. R. 10749. An act granting a pension to Henry L. White; 

H. R. 10743. An act granting a pension to Agustus Ullman; 

H. R, 10524. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
H. Riden; 

H, R. 10381. An act granting an increase of pension to Gideon 
W. T. Ridlon; : 

H. R. 9719. An act granting a pension to Amos W. Felker; 

H. R. 9555. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Briggeman; 

H. R. 9176. An act granting a pension to Emily Haines Har- 
rison; 

H. R. 9010. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Westfield; 

H. R. 8735. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Sharrard; 

H. R. 8540. An act granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 

H. R. 8218. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Lacey; 

H. R. 8207. An act granting a pension to Joseph Quinn; 

H. R. 7600. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Claussen; 

o 7 R. 7553. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie M. 
inn; 

H. R. 7328. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin; 
od 7190. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

. Cole; 

H. R. 7012. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
C. Stephenson; 

H. R. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
C, Rembaugh; 

H. R. 6424, An act granting a pension to Charles S. Devine; 

H. R. 6096. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Kirkendall; 

H. R. 4679. An act granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 

H. R. 1288, An act granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts; 
7 oo R. 315, An act granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 

abor; 

H. J. Res. 277. Authorizing the appointment of CHARLES A, 
BovureELLE as a captain on the retired list of the Navy; 

H. J. Res. 101. Authorizing the publication of an edition of A 
Digest of International Law; and 


A. Summers. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 1876. An act granting an increase of pension to John J, 
Wilson; 

S. 3049. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Wilmarth; 

S. 2543. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Parmalee; 

S. 2774. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Wilcox: 

S. 3880, An act granting an increase of pension to Clara EF, 
Colbath; 

S. 3505. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin Cul- 
ver; 2 
‘ S. 1599. An act granting an increase of pension to Cornwell M. 

rill; 
ca 1226. An act granting an increase of pension to George G. 

em); 

3. 712. An act granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon; 
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S. 476. An act granting a pension to Franklin Cooley; ; 
S. 244, An act granting a pension to Mary Jane McLaughlin; 
S. 173. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. Mor- 
rison; 

S. 3306. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucinda D, 
Dow; 

S. 31384, An act granting a pension to Martha Agnew; 

S. 3127. An act granting an increase of pension to Major A, 
Northrop; 

S. 3056. An act granting an increase of pension to Giles W. 
Taylor; 

S. 2830. An act granting a pension to Ailsie Bennett; 

S. 2985. An act granting a pension so John Erb; 

S. 2831. An act granting an increase of pension to Ermine D. 
Cabbell; 

S. 2557. An act granting a pension to Josephine Brown; 

S. 2540. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Kurtz; 

S. 2386. An act granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson; 

S. 2462. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Du Bois; 

S. 2217. An act granting a pension to Louise O. Leary: 

S. 2190. An act granting a pension to Emma J. Bidwell; 

S. 4688. An act granting an increase of pension to James U,. 
Childs; 

S. 1984. An act granting a pension to Rebecca Harvey; 

S. 1924. An act granting a pension to Emma R. Rusling; 

S. 1348. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Stillman; 

S. 1245. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver Domon; 

S. 262. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Irvin; 

S. 751, An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. 
Jones; 

S. 1347. An act granting an increase of pension to Marie Sharp; 

S. 218. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Tate; 

S. 2582. An act to provide for the establishment of the intersec- 
tion of the true one-hundredth meridian with Red River; to ascer- 
tain the amount of taxes collected by the State of Texas, in what 
was formerly known as Greer County, and the expenditures made 
on account of said county by said State, and for other purposes; 

S. 3356. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Quinn; 

S. 3466. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. Hutch- 
ison; 

S. 3099. An act granting an increase of pension to Melancthon 
McCoy; 

S. 3235. An act granting a pension to Andrew Ferguson; 

S. 2218, An act granting a pension to Mary R. Dean; 

S. 2159. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest Pitsch- 
ner; 

S. 4256, An act granting a pension to James H. Thomas. 

S.3536. An act restoring to the pension roll the name of Mary 
J. Calvin; 

S.3470. An act granting a pension to Rosalia Tejidor Brincker- 
hoff; and 

S. 2152. An act granting a pension to Olive W. Lay. 

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate concurrent resolution of 
the following title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 


there be printed 5,000 copies additional to the usual number of the report of 
Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon the Introduction of Domestic Reindeer into the Dis- 
| trict of Alaska for 1900,of which 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 


; ; | 1,500copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the 
H. R, 10847. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey Edu 
| to the Committee on Printing. 


use of the Commissioner of Education— 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BUTLER, until January 8, on account of sickness in his 
family. 
To Mr, Dinsmore, for the rest of this week, on account of sick- 
ness. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take from the Speaker's 
table the urgent deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 12838) and to 
move to concur in two Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, calls up the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill for the purpose of concurring in the amendments 
of the Senate. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. ; 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, It is almost impossible to 
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get a fair understanding of the amendments from the reading. I 
should like to have the gentleman from Illinois make some state- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. 
thousand dollars for the Senate contingent fund, and there is one 
other amendment of $10,090 for the observation of a total ectipse 
of the sun, which is to take place in Sumatra. 
sure whether it could be put uff or not, and I left it out when we 
passed the bill through the House; but evidently the Senate in- 
quired and found that it wastocome off on time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When is that time? 

Mr. CANNON. 


the earth and some distance inland. Iam only telling you now 
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I was not quite | 


That is in May next, and it is halfway around | 


what the man at the head of this Observatory told me, that it was | 


the most extraordinary eclipse in the tide of time. 
it would last about nineteen minutes. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gen- 


I think he said | 


DECEMBER 20, 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia submitting an estimate for increase of salary of super- 


I will state to the gentleman that there is a | intendent of nurses at the Washington Asylum—to the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Light-House Board relating to the 
establishment of a light-house district in Porto Rico and adjacent 
—_ the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


| ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 


tleman wherein that eclipse will differ from our late eclipse—I 


mean the late eclipse of the sun? 
Mr. CANNON. It istheSumatrasun, and theeclipse is longer, 
Our baby was shorter. {Laughter. | 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Can the gentleman tell us 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 
Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


| Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
| 12548) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missis- 


the difference between that and the eclipse of the sun we had last | 


May? 

Mr. CANNON. 
length of it. 
must go. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Why is it urgent? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if they go at all, they must be getting 
ready, because it is a long way to Sumatra. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the amount? 

Mr. CANNON, Ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much 
amount added to our bill by the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. Eleven thousand dollars altogether—$1 ,000 for 
the Senate contingent fund and this item of $10,000 for the obser- 
vation of the eclipse. 

The SPEAKER, 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

PROGRAMME OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that to-morrow no 


is the total 


I think there is no difference except in the | 


I have no pride in it, but, nevertheless, I suppose it | merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10846) 


| to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 


sippi River at or near Grays Point, Mo., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2123); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


River at or near Cape Girardeau, Mo., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2129); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Select Committee on the Census, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12740) making an 


| apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the several 


Is there objection to the present consideration | 


business is likely to be transacted except by unanimous consent. | 


I would inquire of the Chair if 1 am correct in that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in answer to the gentle- 
man from New York, that of course the House must decide tie 
question as to what business is to be taken up; but the Chair 


States under the Twelfth Census, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2130), with the views of the 
minority; which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12063) granting 


would be gad to put before the House a number of matters to- | 


morrow by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make this suggestion because it is very evi- 
dent that we shall have no quorum to-morrow and in order that 
the members may understand it. 

The SPEAKER. That is evident to all; but it isthe purpose of 
the Chair to ask consideration of some matters by unanimous con- 
sent of the House, and those matters only. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o'clock and 48 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A lester from the Secretary of War, relating to an appropriation 
for the payment of claims of persons who were members of the 
Fourth Arkansas Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of State sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for accrediting the United 
States consul-general at Constantinople an agent at Sofia, Bul- 
garia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
print d. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
the drait of a bill, recommendations that a certain lot in Wood- 
land Cemetery, Quincy, Ill., be transferred to that city—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Carrabelle Harbor, Florida—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 


an increase of pension to Eugene M. Hawes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2095); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8658) granting an 
increase of pension to Edwin G Fay, late lieutenant Company C, 
One hundred and seventh New York Volunteer Infantry, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2096); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1566) for the 
| benefit of Mary J. Connery, of Falmouth, Ky., reported the same 


| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2097); 


which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12516) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Warner, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2098); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11836) granting an increase of pension to 

Sela Sawyer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2099); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8525) granting an 
increase of pension to Maurice Fitzgerald, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2100); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1978) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 2101); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6921) granting 


an increase of pension to Gustav Reinecker, of Alexandria, Va., 


survey of Columbia River, between the foot of The Dalles Rapids | 


and the head of Celilo Falls, Oregon and Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 2102); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6914) granting 
a pension to Elliott Loomis, of Gibbon, Nebr., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2103); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R, 6319) granting a pension to George W. 


Cox, of Horton, Iowa, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 


companied by a report (No. 2104); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2202) granting an 
increase of pension to Alvin N. Sabin, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2105); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6145) granting a 
pension to Benoni A. McConnell, reported the same with amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2106); which said bill and | 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5303) granting a | 


pension to Julia A. Prouty, late an Army nurse, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2107); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4906) granting a pension | 


to Mrs. Ellen Quinn, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2108); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12490) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. West, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2109); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (8.2913) granting an increase of pension to | 
William E. Ferree, reported the same without amendment, ac- | 


companied by a report (No. 2110); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12411) 
granting a pension to Catherine T. Howell. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2111); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11507) granting a pen- 
sion to Perry C. Jeffery, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 2112); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9536) to pension Sarah Carter, now 
Sarah Hastings, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2113); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 9182) to pension Eva 
K. Nyberg, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2114); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHELDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9914) granting a pension to 
Almira A. Scott, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2115); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4276) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joel Bowling, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2116); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3941) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hutchens, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2117); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of theSenate (S. 2776) granting an increase of pension to Pinnie 
L. Carr, reported the same without amendment, accompanied bya 
report (No, 2118); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4086) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Turnipseed, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2119); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He a!so, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 


of the Senate (S. 56) granting a pension to Sayer Jensen, reported | 


the same without amendment, accompanied by areport( No. 2120); 


| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the Senate (S. 1052) granting an increase of pension to 
| Rachel Frisbey, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
| panied by a report (No. 2121); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 352) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
erine A. Young, reported the same withamendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2122); which said bill and report were referred to 

| the Private Calendar. ‘ 

| Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
| Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2430) 
| for the relief of Jacob L. Hanger, alias William T. Graham, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2124); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1673) granting an 
honorable discharge from the military service to Charles H. Haw- 
ley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2125); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
| Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNLOW, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3288) for the relief of 
Daniel Coonan, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2126); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Underclause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered tothe 
| Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10676) for the 
relief of John H. Rollins, late a private in Company F, First Dis- 
trict of Columbia Volunteer Cava!ry, and in Company D, First 
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, reported the same adversely, accom- 
| panied by a report (No. 2127); which said bill and report were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8050) to correct the military record of W. A. Mole, reported the 
safhe adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 2128); which said 
bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7421) granting a pension to Esther Dyer Ham- 
mond—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13030) grant- 
ing pensions to surviving officers, soldiers, and sailors of the Mex- 
ican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13031) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Gainesville, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 13032) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to exchange gold coin for any pieces of money 
coined by the United States—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 13033) to provide for a 
public building at Batesville, Ark.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 13034) fixing salary 
of Vice-President and members of the Cabinet—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. ‘ 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H.R. 13063) to amend the act re- 
lating to the public printing and binding and the distribution of 
public documents, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

3y Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 13064) to promote the interest 
| of the agriculturist, and so forth—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 
| By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 13065) to authorize the wearing 
| of distinctive badges upon occasions of ceremony by officers and 
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men in the Army and Navy of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 13066) to provide for giving 
a medal! to those who served in the Army during the war with 
Spain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13067) to enlarge the powers of 
the courts of the District of Columbia in cases involving delin- 
quent children, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13069) to extend the limit of 


cost of the public building at Joliet, Ill.—to the Committee on | 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. WEEKS: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 286) granting a 


life-saving medal to Reynold A. Crisner, of Port Huron, Mich.— | 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (H. Res. 322) providing for an 
additional room for the use of the Speaker—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 13035) granting a pension to 
Simeon D. Pope—to the Committee on Pensions. 

. By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 13036) granting a pension’to W.S. 
Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13037) for the relief of Mrs, 
Rebecca Tharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R.13038) for the relief of the 
estate of James Brown, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13029) authorizing the Dewey Hotel Company 
to construct and maintain an electric and steam conduit on Stan- 
ton alley—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CHANLER: A bill (H. R. 13040) granting a pension to 
Harriet G. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H.R. 13041) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to W. L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13042) restoring Alexander D. | 


Harper to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13043) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Florence Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13044) granting a pension to 
Jacob Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 13045) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Alonzo Vining—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 13046) increasing the pen- 
sion of Byron Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 13047) for the relief of trustees of 
Four Mile Creek Baptist Church—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13048) to correct the 
military record of James Earls—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 13049) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Fury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 13050)to increase the pension 
of James D. Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bi!l (H. R. 13051) for the relief of 
Capt. Ferdinand Hansen—to the committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 13052) granting a pension 
to Carlos A. Rugg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 13053) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Fred W. Stein—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13054) for the relief of Elisha D. W. Shekell— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 13055) to clear the record of 


Leverett Bradley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13056) granting a pension to | 


Charles B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13057) granting a pension to Thomas Kir- 
wan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 13058) granting an increase | 


of pension to Edward 8. Pierce—tothe Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 13059) to in- | 


crease the pension of John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13060) to increase the pension of Elizabeth | 


Burnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13061) granting a pension to Richard M. 
Gaddy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13062) granting a pension to Sarah A, Tan- 
quary—to the Committee on Pensions. 


DECEMBER 20, 


By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 18068) to waive and release all 
claims of the United States by way of escheat to the real estate in 
the District of Columbia of which Patrick Kavanagh or his sons 
Charles W. Kavanagh and William Kavanagh died seized—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
| were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of citizens of Muscogee County, 
| Ga., to accompany House bill granting a pension to Simeon D, 
Pope—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 11974, 
granting an honorable discharge to Samuel Welch—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

| By Mr. BARTHCLDT: Petition of Congress Heights Citizens’ 
Association, protesting against the passage of Senate bill No. 1996, 
revoking the subdivision of Pencote Heights, in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of the Denver Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring certain extensions of the Weather Bureau—to the 

| Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Denver Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
| an appropriation for irrigation purposes—to the Committee on 

Agriculture, 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Colorado, favoring the 
removal of the revenue stamp tax on certificates of stock, etc.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Denver Gas and Electric Company and the 
Colorado Electric Power Company, favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 11350, to establish the national standardizing bureau—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petition of W. P. Dickinson and 
others, of Chicago, I11., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Resolutions of the State 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of South Dakota in rela- 
tion to the exclusion of all spirituous liquors from our insular pos- 
sessions and favoring certain other reforms—to the Committee on 

| Insular Affairs. 

Also petition of 90 citizens of Brookings, 8S. Dak., urging the 
| abolishment of saloons in the Army—to the Committee on Military 

Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers toaccompany House bill No, 12561, 
for the removal of the charge of desertion from the military rec- 
ord of Robert M. Mann—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill No. 8881 in relation to 
the removal of the charge of desertion from the military record 

| of Robert Rickets—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Rebecca Tharp—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the National Association of Rail- 
way Postal Clerks, for the passage of the reclassification bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of The League, signed by the mayor of Woon- 
socket, R. I., in favor of holding an exposition in the city of 
Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of Farragut Association, Naval Veterans, of 
| Providence, R. I., for the passage of Senate bill No, 3422—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of the Michigan State Federation 
of Women’s Clubs, favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Pingree & Smith, and other firms of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the removal of the duty on hides—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolutions of the Michigan State Federation 
| of Women’s Clubs and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 

Union of Bay City, Mich., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to 
| the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Bay City, Mich., Clearing House, regard- 
ing the reduction of the stamp tax—to the Committee on Ways 
| and Means. 

Also, petitions of E. P. Motley, of Alpena, Mich., and Samuel 
Dodd, of Cheboygan, Mich., asking for increase of salary as keep- 
' ers in the United States Life-Saving Service—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
| By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Rev. C. S. McClelland, pastor of 
| Mount Washington Presbyterian Church, Pittsburg, Pa., in favor 
| of ratification of treaty which aims at the banishment of the traffic 

in alcoholic liquors from a great part of the continent of Africa— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 11828 to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Charles 
¥. Kramer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Ellison D. McGuire, mayor, 
and other officere and business men of Madison, Ind., in support 
of House bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Florence 
Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Dunn Post, No. 480, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Indiana, favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 5779, giving veterans preferment in public service; also | 
asking that order No. 225 of the Pension Bureau be revoked and | 
that order 164 be restored—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Austin Jay and others, of Ap- | 
panoose County, Iowa, asking that a pension be granted to Jacob | 
Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief | 
of the Baptist Church of Henrico County, Va.—to the Committee | 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of J. S. Woodward and others, of Chi- 
cago, Ill., and the Ladies’ Missionary Society of the Forty-first 
Street Presbyterian Church, of Chicago, Ill., in favor of the anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McALEER: Resolutions of the Grocers’ and Importers’ 


Exchange and Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of | 


legislation for the preservation of the present mint building, to 
be used as a free library for the city of Philadelphia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition and letter of Edwin Fairfax Naulty, secretary of 
the Valley Forge National Park Association, for the creation of a 
military park at Valley Forge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 13028, 
for the relief of Dr. William C, Flowers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolutions of the New York Academy 
of Medicine, asking for an appropriation of $9,000 for additional 
shelving and room in the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office 
at Washington—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Academy of Medicine, for re- 
lief to charitable and religious institutions from the operation of 
the war-revenue law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of the Fruit and Produce Exchange 
of Boston, Mass., favoring the establishment of a national fore- 
cast district for the New England States—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of George H. Reeder & Co. and other 
business firms of Grand Rapids, Mich., for the repeal of the tax 
of 15 per cent ad valorem on imported hides—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Wayne Shoe Com- 
pany and 9 other firms of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the re- 


moval of the duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and | 


Means. 

Also, petition of Indiana State Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
in favor of the forestry reserve and national park in Minnesota— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of Epworth League of Norwich, 
Conn.,, for international action of Christian governments exclud- 
ing intoxicants from domains inhabited by native and uncivilized 
races—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Elizabeth Furey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Braham Mercan- 
tile Company and other firms of Braham, Minn., against the estab- 
lishment of the parcels-post system—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TERRY: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Little 
Rock, Ark., in favor of the adoption of the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Paper to accompany House joint resolution 
in behalf of Reynold A, Crisner—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Papers to accompany House 
bill for the restoration of pension to Sarah A. Tanquary—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Richard McGaddis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 

nsion to John Smith, of Akin, I11.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth Burnett to accompany House bill 
granting her a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





SENATE. 
FRIDAY, December 21, 1900. 


The Chaplain of the Senate, Rev. W. H. Mitzury, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 

O Eternal God, we come into Thy presence bowed under the 
heavy weight of grief and sorrow as we hear the news that the 
wife of the President of the Senate has been called suddenly from 
earth tothe invisible world. Our hearts are stirred with unspeak- 
able sympathy for Thy servant, the Presiding Officer of the Sen- 
ate. Comfort and uphold him as he is stricken and left alone by 
this bereavement. Grant, O Lord, to minister to him that only 
consolation which can come at such an hour. 

Let Thy Heavenly blessing be upon all the members of this body 
and their families. Protect and guide us; and when our last hour 
shall come may we pass quietly in the faith and hope of the Gospel 
of Jesus Christinto Thy presenceand at Thyrighthand. Tkrough 


| our blessed Mediator, Jesus Christ, Thy Son. Amen. 


The Secretary read the following letter: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, December 21, 1900. 

I hereby appoint Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, Senator from the State of 
Indiana, to preside over the Senate during my absence. 

y P. FRYE, President pro tempore. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary willread the Jour- 
nal of yesterday's proceedings. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Hoar, and by nnanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Journal, without objection, 
will stand approved. 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment under 
the concurrent resolution of the two Houses being until Thursday, 
January 3, 1901, at 12 o'clock meridian. 








EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 
December 20, 1900. 
TREATY ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 


The injunction of secrecy was removed from the convention be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain to facilitate the con- 
struction of ashipcanal toconnect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
and to remove any objection which might arise out of the conven- 
| tion commonly called the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and also from all 
votes on amendments and on the final ratification. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 21, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry 
| N. CoupEn, D. D.: 

Almighty and most merciful God, in Whom all our longings, 
hopes, and aspirations are centered, fill us, we beseech Thee, with 
the spirit of Christmas, which is good will, that we may join our 
voices, from our hearts, with the angelic chorus which has been 
sounding down the ages from the first Christmas morn, ‘‘ Glory 
to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good will to men.” So 
let that chorus sound on until all people of all climes shall hear 
and add their voices to it, that peace shall reign supreme in every 
heart. 

Amid the joys and festivities of this season of the year a cloud 
has come over our Congressional family. One of its employees 
has met with a serious accident. We pray that he may be blessed 
with patience to bear his suffering. 

The sad tidings comes to us of the death of one of the members 
of this House. We pray Thee to comfort the bereaved and the 
broken hearted. Again, the sad news has been borne to us that 
the President pro tempore of the Senate has been stricken by the 
loss of his companion. O Lord, strengthen him to bear his sor- 
row, and quicken us all with larger faith and hope and confidence 
in Thee, that when the hour comes.that we shall be called upon to 
pass over the river of death we shall go forward without fear, 
looking to Thee, the Master, the Builder of all, in Christ Jesus our 
Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 12838. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
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deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1901, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 11552. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Hebel. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 4184. An act granting an increase of pension to Evelyn Neale 
Murray; 

5.3436. Anact granting a pension to Catharine Weinheimer; and 

5S. 92. An act granting a pension to William M. Ferry. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 5015. An act granting a pension to Betsey L. Woodman; 

S. 3851. An act granting a pension to Mrs. M. G. Krayenbuhl; 

S. 5016. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis H. 
Buffum; 

S. 5045. 

5S. 5017. 

S. 4836. 
cock; 

S. 4841. 
Parker; 

S. 5090. An act granting a pension to Minerva McClernand; 

S. 5091. An act granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer; 

S. R. 142. Joint resolution to enable the Secretary of the Senate 
to pay the necessary expenses of the inaugural ceremonies of the 
President and Vice-President of the United States March 4, 1901; 

S. —_ An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Kate 
Ezekiel; 

S. 5032. An act granting a pension to John Geibel; 

S. 136. An act granting a pension to Harriett Clarissa Mercur, 
widow of James Mercur, late professor of civil and military engi- 
neering in the United States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y. 

S. 4418. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Woodman; 

S. 4277. An act granting a pension to Albert Weitzel; 

S. 5081. An act granting a pension to J. B. Whiting: 

S. 4856. An act granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Cloud; 

S. 1986. 

5S. 3680, 

S. 5192. 
Greenleaf; 


| 


An act granting a pension to Eliza N. Lord; 
An act granting a pension to George H. Shapley; — 
An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe Bab- 


An act granting an increase of pension to George A. | 


An act granting a pension to Fanny Healy; 
An act granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Moore; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Richard O. 
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8. 3851. An act granting a pension to Mrs. M. G. Krayenbuhl— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5016. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis H. 
Buffum—to the Committee on Igvalid Pensions. 

S. 5045. An act granting a pension to Eliza N. Lord—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5017. An act granting a pension to George H. Shapley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4836. An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe Bab- 
cock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4418, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 
Woodman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4277. An act granting a pension to Albert Wetzel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5081. An act granting a pension to J. B. Whiting—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4856. An act granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Cloud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1986. An act granting a pension to Fanny Healy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3680. An act granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth Moore—to 
e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5S. 5192. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard O. 
Greenleaf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4876. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Merritt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5108. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances M. 
Reilly—-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2621. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Frye— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5259. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4841. An act granting an increase of pension to George A, 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5090. An act granting a pension to Minerva McClernand—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5091. An act granting a pension to Hannah L. Palmer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. Res. 142. Joint resolution to enable the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate to pay the necessary expenses of the inaugural ceremonies of 
the President and Vice-President of the United States March 4, 
1901—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

S. 1550. An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Kate 
Ezekiel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5032. An act granting a pension to John Geibel—to the Com- 


th 





S. 4876. Anact grantingan increase of pension to Mary A. Merritt; 
S. 5108. 
Reilly; 
S. 2611. 
S. 5039. 
Mabry; 
S. 5093. 
Drew; 
S. 1044, 
Worley: 
S. 4575. 
Claiborne; 
S. 3653. 
S. 3648. 
S. 5005, 
Vogel; 
S. 5126, 
S. 2319. 
Bunty; 
5S. 5139. 
S. 5140. 
5. 4209, 
S. 5128. 
Wiley; 
5. 1828, 
s. 3264. 
5. $224. 
>. 2785. 
>. 5144, 
S. 5235. 
>. 5033. 
S. 5259. 
Gordon; 
S. 5231, 
marshals and clerks of the district courts of the Territory of Utah. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

8. 5015. An act granting a pension to Betsey L. Woodman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Frye; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lucie M. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Smith; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Peter Shelt; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


An act granting a pension to John T. Thompson; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob Hight; 
An act granting a pension to Mary C. Coombs; 

An act granting a pension to Mary Sanders; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin R. 


An act granting a pension to Emma T. Martin; 

An act granting a pension to William J. Cannon; 

An act granting a pension to Amos L. Hood; 

An act granting a pension to William H. Gardner; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Scott; 
An act granting a pension to Mary R. Pike; 

An act granting a pension to Lizzie Barrett; 

~1 act granting an increase of pension to William | 
ant 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frances M. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 136. An act granting a pension to Harriet Clarissa Mercur, 
| widow of James Mercur, late professor of civil and military engi- 
| neering in the United States Military Academy at Westpoint, 

N. Y.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5258. An act to allow the commutation of homestead entries 
in certain cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
| §. 5039. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucie M, 
| Mabry—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| §. 5093. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte W. 

Drew—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| §. 1044. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel M. 
| Worley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4575. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Clai- 


| borne—to the Committee on Pensions. 


| §. 8653. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 3648. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter Shelt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5005. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Vogel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| §. 5126. An act granting a pension to John T. Thompson—io 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| §. 2319. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Bunty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5139. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob Hight— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5140. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Coombs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4209. An act granting a pension to Mary Sanders—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1828. An act granting a pension to Emma T. Martin—to the 


: Ts | Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act relating to the accounts of the United States | 


S. 3264. An act granting a pension to William J. Cannon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3224. An act granting a pension to Amos L. Hood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2785. An act granting a pension to William H. Gardner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5144. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 5235. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Pike—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5033. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Barrett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

S. R. 135. Joint resolution authorizing the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to employ an additional assistant to the 
attorney—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

House bill with Senate amendments: 

H,. R. 9140. An act providing that entrymen under the home- 
stead laws who have served in the United States Army, Navy, or 
Marine Corps during the Spanish war or the Philippine insurrec- 
tion shall have certain service deducted from the time required to 
perfect title under homestead laws, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 


COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL AT SKAGWAY, ALASKA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request 
from the Committee on the Judiciary: 

That the letter of the Attorney-General of December 19, 1900, to the Com- 
mittee on Agqzepuations conetaing the acquisition of Ke verty under the 
act of June 6, 1900, for a court-house a at Skagway, Alaska, be printed|as 
a House document and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. This is a request for unanimous consent, and 
it is for the purpose of making it a House document. Without 
objection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, information comes from the docu- 
ment room that there is a great demand for the report on the ap- 


portionment bill; and, in the absence of the chairman of that com- | 


mittee, I ask that a thousand additional copies be printed, to go 
through the document room; that includes, of course, the views 
of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that a thousand extra copies of House Report 2130, 
bearing upon the apportionment bill, to include the views of the 
minority, be printed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, at the suggestion of several gentle- 
men around me, I ask that the number be made 1,500. 

The SPEAKER. The request is modified to include 1,500. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 


HOLDING COURTS OF EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS, 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill that I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12395) to provide for the holding of the circuitand district courts 
of the United States for the eastern district of Arkansas. 

Be it enacted,etc., That the regular terms of the circuit and district courts 
for the eastern district of Arkansas shall be held at the times and places as 
follows, to wit: 

For the western division, at Little Rock on the first Monday in April and 
the third Monday in October; 

oO For the eastern division, at Helena on the second Mondays in March and 
ctober; 

For the northern division, at Batesville on the fourth Monday in May and 
the second Monday in December. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill just reported? [After a pause. | ; 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Add the following as an additional section: 


“Seo. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its | 


passage.” 

Mr. MERCER. Would the gentleman from Arkansas permit 
an inquiry? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. MERCER. How large a town is Batesville? 

Mr. TERRY. It has about 3,000 inhabitants. 

a Is that the only place in the district that court 
is held? 


Mr. TERRY. Oh, no; court is held in several places—Bates- | 


ville, Little Rock, and Helena. 


Mr. MERCER. What provision has been made for court-house | 


purposes at Batesville? 


Mr, TERRY. Ido not recollect of any United States building | 


there, but they have been holding court there for years, 

Mr. MERCER. It is a county seat, I suppose. 

Mr. TERRY. It is the county seat of Independence. The bill 
makes no change except at Little Rock, and is recommended by 
the Federal judge. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and > 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Is there objection to the present consideration | 
The Chair hears none. | 





RELIEF OF CERTAIN INDIANS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of certain Indians in the Indian Territory 
who desire to sell their lands and improvements and emigrate elsewhere. 


Mr. LACEY. Iask the Clerk to read the bill as amended, be- 
cause that is the bill I desire to call up. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMS. What is the regular order to-day? 

The SPEAKER. This is Friday. 

Mr. SIMS. Then I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. LACEY. That means we can do nothing. 

Mr. SIMS, Unless there can be an arrangement made to have 
| an early day in January to take up the Private Calendar 
| TheSPEAKER. Objection is made. 
| 





| Mr. SIMS. Unless we can have a day given, I shall demand 

| the regular order. 

| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia. 

| Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the first 

| Friday in January, after the adjournment, be substituted for to- 
day for bills on the Private Calendar. 

| Mr. PAYNE. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

DEATH OF HON. RICHARD ALSOP WISE. 


| Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it is with deep regret 
| that I announce the death of my late colleague, the Hon. RICHARD 
ALsop WISE, which occurred at his home, in the city of Williams- 
| burg, at an early hour this morning. At some future time, of 
| which I shall give notice, I desire to afford the House the oppor- 
| tunity of paying tributes to the life and public services of my 
deceased colleague. At this time I beg leave to offer the resolu- 
| tions which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read and for which I 
| ask immediate consideration. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia presents for 
immediate consideration the resolutions which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
See of Hon. RicHARD A. WISE, a Representative from the State of 
“Resolved, That a committee of seventeen members of the House, with such 
members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral 
at Williamsburg, and that the necessary expenses attending the execution of 
this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the 
| provisions of this resolution. 

Resoived, Tnat the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The questionison agreeing to the resolutions. 
| The resolutions were agreed to; and in pursuance thereof the 
| Speaker appointed the following members of the House: 

Mr. WEEKS of Michigan, Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama, Mr. Kaun 
of California, Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts, Mr. Minor of Wis- 
consin, Mr. Brick of Indiana, Mr. Jones of Virginia, Mr. Swan- 
sON of Virginia, Mr. OTEyY of Virginia, Mr. Rrxry of Virginia, 
| Mr. Hay of Virginia, Mr. Lamp of Virginia, Mr. QUARLEs of 
Virginia, Mr. RHEA @f Virginia, Mr. LassiTer of Virginia, Mr. 
LuLoyD of Missotri, and Mr, Gaines of Tennessee. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of 
respect, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly, the House (at 12 o'clock 
and 21 minutes), in accordance with its previous order, adjourned 
until Thursday, January 3, 1901, at 12 o'clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
| nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

| Aletter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
| a copy of a communication from the Light-House Board submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for balance due contractors for 
| construction of building at Sturgeon Bay Canal light station, Wis- 
| consin—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
| printed. 

| A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of St. Clair Flats Canal, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

| Aletterfrom the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
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a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for protection of timber 
in ceded C ‘hippe wa Reservation in Minnesota—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, recommending payment of the Ili- 
nois Central Railroad for damages to a depot—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Nancy B. Elrod, surviving executrix of James C. Elrod, deceased, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Big Sandy River, Kentucky and West Virginia—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of law and fact in French spoli- 
ation case of the schooner Olive, George Smith, master, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 


a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- | 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for certain deficiencies—to | 


the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 


ting a copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General | 


submitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies—to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of | 


the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. JETT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
Henry L. McCalla, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2131) 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 11828) to remove charge 


of desertion from military record of Charles F. Kramer, reported | 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | 


2132); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, Mr. CA 
on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 9466) to remove charge of desertion from military record 
of Joshua C. Mayo, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2133); which said bill and report were ordered to 
lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENC E. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
which were there- | 


the consideration of bills of the following titles; 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12911) granting a pension to Minerva McCler- 
nand—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 


By Mr. PEREA: A bill (H. R. 13070) to authorize the sale of a 


part of the lands donated to the Territory of New Mexico for uni- | 


versity purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LACEY 
in the Territory of New Mexico as a public park, to be known as 
the Cliff Dwellers’ National Park, for the purpose of preserving 
the a eee caves and ruins and other works and relics therein— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13072) authorizing the | 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase additional ground for the 
accommodation of the court-house, post-office, and other Govern- 
ment offices in Council Bluffs, lowa—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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5931) for the relief of | 


; which said bill and report were | 


PRON, from the Committee | 


: A bill (H. R. 13071) to set apart certain lands | 


DECEMBER 21, 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13073) providing for the con- 
struction of a steam revenue cutter for service in the harbor of 
Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 13074) to appoint 
a memorial bridge commission for the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 13075) to regulate the size, weight, 
equipment, and speed of certain street cars within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 13076) granting a pension to 
John Laffey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 13077) granting an increase 

| of pension to Matthew C. White—to the Committee on Pensions. 
also, a bill (H. R. 13078) granting an increase of pension to 
John Shepley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13079) granting a pension to 
Elymas F. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 13080) for the relief of 
| John F’. Carbee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 13081) for the relief of John 
| Welty, of Portsmouth, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13082) for the relief of Jacob Shela, of Ports- 
mouth, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13083) granting a pension to Margaret Lewis— 

| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 13084) granting an increase 
| of pension to Uriah 8. Karmany—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 13085) granting an increase of pension to 
| Albert H. Steifenhofer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H.R. 13086) granting an increase of 
pension to Eunice Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13087) granting an increase of pension to 

Caroline W. Read—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13088) granting an increase of pension to 
| Peter Brunette—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13089) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 18090) to clear record of John 
H. Thompson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 13091) granting a pension to 
Sarah A, Tubbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEREA: A bill (H. R. 13092) granting an increase of 
pension to Berenice K. Luna—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13093) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Harrison Pooler—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13094) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Marshall, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13095) granting 
James Frey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 13096) authorizing the grant- 
ing of an honorable discharge to Eli Norris, Company K, Fifty- 
ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

| By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 13097) to remove the charge of 
| desertion from the military record of Chester Davis—to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13098) granting an increase 

| of pension to Melvin C, Wadsworth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


a pension to 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the National Association of Agri- 
cultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, asking for an 
appropriation for irrigation surveys, reservoir sites, etc.—to the 
| Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Paper to accompany House bill No. 12858, 
to correct the military record of Richard P. Gardner—to the C om- 
| mittee on Military Aifairs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: Petition of Mrs. Mary F. Morris, of Shelby 
County, Tenn., for referenceof warclaim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to oneeey House bill grant- INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


ing an increase of pension to Mathew C. White—totheCommittee| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
on Pensions. . . ; ._ | munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the National Association of Agri- | jetter from the American delegates to the International Marine 
cultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, asking for an an- | Conference, inclosing the draft of a proposed amendment to the 
nual appropriation for irrigation surveys and ee of irrigable | acts of Congress establishing international rules for the preven- 
public lands, etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. tion of collisions at sea; which, with the accompanying paper, 
By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the | was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
National Board of Trade, for such legislation as will strengthen | printed. 
our maritime position—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Fisheries. The PRESIDENT pro tem laid bef the Senate a com- 
: . we —— iets D pore laid before the Senate a com 
By ee eee Petition of oe mean and munication from the casiatent clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
Jackson Counties, Ind., to Senne ones ene eee «Pee mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
sion to ees: —. the ers song g a January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims, relating to the 
By a I Ww cd ‘the Cousmitt aaa . lia P 09, TOF | vessel schooner Olive, George Smith, master; which, with the ac- 
the relief of Ira ‘Waldo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | -ompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 12994, for the relief and ordered to be printed 
Ps Satyr a _ re pn ee alon He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
f te + otition of property owners and residents a’0ng | ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the line of the Metropolitan Street Railroad, protesting against | 4), findings filed by the court in the cause of S. S. Louisa Coch- 
the size of cars used on the line and the high rate of speed of | -ane executrix of William Cohrane, deceased, vs. The United 
same—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


: . States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
By Mr. McRAE: Affidavit of E. C. Young, to accompany House | ( : ‘a . i. 
pill No. 12590—-to the Committee on Claims. Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


By Mr. MORGAN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 9469 DRY DOCK ON COLUMBIA RIVER, 
amending the military record of Stephen Thompson—to the Com- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ate a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 


Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 12894 correcting the | ting, pursuant to law, the report of the board of naval officers 
military record of 8. E. Baird—to the Committee on Military Af- | appointed to determine the desirability of locating and construct- 
fairs. ing a dry dock on the Columbia River, Oregon. 

By Mr. PEREA: Petition of the board of regents of the Univer- The Chair calls the attention of the Senator from Maine. The 
sity of New Mexico for the passage of an act to authorize the sale | returns contain two printed reports from the Secretary of War 
of a part of the lands donated to the Territory of New Mexico for | and the Engineer Department, which it will probably not be nec- 
University purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. essary to print, and also a report of the board, which is in type- 

By Mr. RIXEY: Affidavits in support of bill for the relief of | writing, and which should be printed. 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Marshall, Va.—to the Mr. HALE. Let thereport be printed, but let the other papers 
Committee on War Claims. go to the committee without printing. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of A. F. Van Niman, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be ordered, then, that 
of Kendallville, Ind., for additional compensation to carriers of | the report of the board shall be printed and referred and the maps 
rural free-delivery mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | and other papers will be referred to the Committee on Naval 


Post-Roads. Affairs without printing. 
Also, petition of J. H. Danseur Post, No. 104, Grand Army of Mr. HALE, That is right. 
the Republic, of La Grange, Ind., for court of pension appeals— ELECTORAL VOTES OF NEW YORK, ETC. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate 11 commu- 


By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Brunswick-Balke-Collender | nications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified copies 
Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the repeal of certain sections of | of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice- 
the internal-revenue laws—tothe Committee on Ways and Means. | president appointed in the States of New York, Arkansas, Vir- 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Agricultural ginia, Connecticut, Massachusetts, South Carolina, California, 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers asking for an appropria- | Fjorida, West Virginia, Montana, and Idaho; which, with the 
EE Tn pi da reservoir sites, etc.—to the Committee | accompanying papers, were ordered to lie on the table. 
on the Public Lands. a aaa a 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho; Petition of the National Associa- aoa ~ velar cadet 
tion of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, ask- A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
ing Congress to make appropriation for irrigation surveys, reser- BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
voir sites, etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12838) making 

appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 

———— ee for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 
ee The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
SENATE. lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 





MHURSDAY. « —y 9 A bill (H. R. 12904) making appropriations for the current and 
THURSDAY, January 8, 1901. contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.tsurn, D. D. treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 


Horace CHILTON, a Senator from the State of Texas, and | ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; 
JOSEPH Smon, a Senator from the State of Oregon, appeared in A bill (H. R, 12395) to provide for the holding of the circuit and 


their seats to-day. | district courts of the United States for the eastern district of Ar- 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 21, 1900, | kansas; and 
was read and approved. | <A bill (H. R. 12846) making appropriations for the support of 
REPORT OF THE COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli- 

- . Err . a ~ | gence of the des on. RICHARD A. WISE, late a Representa- 
ate the annual report of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geo- | me : th ao 7 Rich “= a 7 WISE, | t nae enta 
detic Survey for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900. Itis provided | };’° rom the State of Virginia, and transmitted resolutions of 


; ; f ; | the House thereon 
in the law that it shall be printed, so that no reference is neces- sient alia ee pli inian, 
sary, It will be printed a He 6m the table. The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


appointed as a committee on the part of the House to attend the 
UNOCCUPIED PUBLIC PROPERTY, | funeral of the Hon. Ricuarp A. WIsz, late a Representative from 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- | the State of Virginia, Mr. Werks of Michigan, Mr. ALDRICE of 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pur- | Alabama, Mr. Kaun of California, Mr. Roperts of Massachusetts, 
suant to law, a statement of the unproductive and unoccupied | Mr. Minor of Wisconsin, Mr. Brick of Indiana, Mr. Jones of 
property leased by the United States; which was referred to the Virginia, Mr. Swanson of Virginia, Mr. Orry of Virginia, Mr. 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be | Rixry of Virginia, Mr. Hay of Virginia, Mr. LAmp of Virginia, 


printed. Mr. QuARLEs of Virginia, Mr. Ruea of Virginia, Mr. LAssirer of 
MERCANTILE MARINE SUBSIDIES, Virginia, Mr. LLoyp of Missouri, and Mr. Gaines of Tennessee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


munication from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting a list of The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
books (with reference to periodicals) on mercantile marine sub- | had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
sidies; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie | they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

on the table and be printed, A bill (S. 92) granting a pension to William M. Terry; 
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A bill (S. 173) granting an increase of pension to John H. Mor- 
rison; 
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A bill (S. 218) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Tate; 

A bill (S. 244) granting a pension to Mary Jane McLaughlin; 

A bill (S. 262) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Irvin; 

A bill (S. 476) ) granting a pension to Franklin Cooley; 

A bill (S. 712) granting a pension to Nellie L. Grashon; 

A bill (8S. 751) ‘granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. 
Jones; 

A bill (S. 1226) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Kemp: 

A bill (S. 1245) gr ranting a pension to Oliver Domon; 

A bill (S 347) granting an increase of pension to Marie Sharpe; | 

A bill (S. 1348) granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 


Stillman; 
A bill (S. 1599) granting an increase of pension to Cornwell M, 
Brill; 
A bill (S. 187¢€ 
Wilson; 
A bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Emma R. Rusling; 
A bill (S. 1984) granting a pension to Rebecca Harvey; 
A bill (S. 2152) granting a pension to Olive W. Lay; 


3) granting an increase of pension to John J. 


A bill (S. 2159) granting an increase of pension to Ernst 
Pitschner; 
A bill (S. 2190) granting a pension to Emma J. Bidwell; 


A bill (5. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (Ss. 
A bill (5S. 
Du Bois; 

A bill (S. 2 

A bill (5. 
Parmalee; 

A bill (5. 2557) granting a pension to Josephine Brown; 

A bill (8. 2582) to provide for the establishment of the inter- 
section of the true one hundredth meridian with Red River, to 
ascertain the amount of taxes collected by the State of Texas in 
what was formerly known as Greer County, and the expenditures 
made on account of said county by said State, and for other 


2217) granting a pension to Louise O'Leary; 

2218) granting a pension to Mary R. Dean; 

2386) granting a pension to Joseph E. Hendrickson; 
2462) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 


2540) granting an increase of pension to Byron Kurtz; 
2543) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
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’ 


A bill (H, R. 7190) granting an increase of pension to George 
O. Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 
Nicklin; 

A bill (H.R. 
O'Linn; 

A bill (H.R. 
Claussen; 

A bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension to Joseph Quinn; 

A bill (H, R. 8218) granting a pension to Mary E. Lacey; 

A bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 

A bill (H. R. 8735) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
B. Sharrard; 

A bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Westfield; 

A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines Harri- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 9555 
Briggeman; 

A bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felker; 

A bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pension to Gideon 
W. T. Ridlon; 

A bill (H. R. 10524) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
H. Riden; 

A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to Augusta Ullman; 

A bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension to Henry L. White; 

A bill (H. R. 10750) granting a pension to James H. Rainey; 

A bill (H, R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to Betsy A. 
Summers; 

A bill (H. R. 10778) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
V. B. Winkler; 

A bill (H. R, 11552) granting an increase of pension to Louis 


7328) granting an increase of pension to John 


~e me 


7553) granting an increase of pension to Fannie M. 


7600) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 


| He bel; 


A bill (H. R. 12838) making appropriations to supply urgent 


| deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
| 80, 1901, and for other purposes: 


A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 101) authorizing the publication 
of an edition of A Digest of international Law; and 
A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 277) authorizing the appointment 


of Charles A. Boutelle as a captain on the retired list of the Navy. 


| canteens; which were ordered to lie on the 


purposes; 

A bill (S. 2774) granting an increase of pension toJohn H. Wilcox; 

A bill (S. 2830) granting a pension to Ailsie Bennett 

A bill (S. 2831) granting an increase of pension to Ermine D. 
Cabbell; 

A bill (S. 2985) granting a pension to John Erb; 

A bill (S. 3049) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Wilmarth; 

A bill (S. 3056) granting an increase of pension to Giles W. 
Taylor: 

A bill (8. 3099) granting an increase of pension to Melancthon | 
McCoy: 


A bill (S. 3 
Northrop; 

A bill (S. 3134) 

A bill (S. 3235) 


> 
o 
2 


127) granting an increase of pension to Maj. 


granting a pension to Martha Agnew; 
granting a pension to Andrew Ferguson; 


A bill (S. 3306) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda D. 
Dow; 
A bill (S. 3356) granting a pension to Mary J. Quinn; 


A bill (S. 3436) ¢ 

A bill (S. 
Hutchison; 

A bill (8. 3470) granting a pension to Rosalia Tegidor Brinck- 
erhoff; 

A bill (S. 
Culver; 

A bill (S. 3536) restoring to the pension roll the 
J. Calvin; 

A bill (S. 3880) 
Colbath: 


granting a pension to Catharine Weinheimer; 
3466) granting an increase of pension to John T. 


3505) granting’ an increase of pension to Edwin 
name of Mary 


granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 


A bill (S. 4184) granting an increase of pension to Evelyn Neale 
Murray; 

A bill (S. 4256) granting a pension to James H. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 4688) granting an increase of pension to James U. 
Childs; 
=a bill (H. R. 315) granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 

abor; 


1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts; 
1803) granting a pension to Julia E. G. Lewis; 
4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 
6096) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
W. Kirkendall; 
A bill (—. R. 
A bill (HL. R. 
Rembaugh; 
A bill (H. R. 
Stephenson; 


6424) granting a pension to Charles S, Devine; 
6947) granting an increase of pension to AlonzoC., 


7012) granting an increase of pension to Emma C, 


| Cobb, and Lloyd, representing, 
A. | 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SCOTT (for Mr. McBripx) presented petitions of the con- 
gregations of the Christian Church and the Cumberland Presby- 
terian Church, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Cottage Grove, and of the members of the Sunday School of Lan- 
caster, all in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
tab!e. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Bishop E. G. Andrews 
and Secretaries Carroll, Morgan, Moorehouse, Ellinwood, Speer, 
respectively. the Methodist, Bap- 
tist, Presbyterian, Dutch Reformed, and Episcopal Missionary 


| Societies of the United States, praying for the signalizing of the 


new century by the passage of the so-called Lodge resolution, de- 
claring for the universal protection of uncivilized races against 
firearms, intoxicants, and opium; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 25 citizens of Rockland, Mass., 


| praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 





prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 10 citizens of Plainfield, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of Hol- 
yoke, Mass., and a petition of 63 business firms of Sprirgfield, 
Mass., praying for the repeal of the duty on tea; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He aoe resented a petition of 12 keepers of life-saving stations 
in Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislgtion in- 
creasing their salaries to $100 per month; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the State Board of Trade of 
Massachusetts, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on ex- 
press and freight packages; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Clearing House Association 
of Lowell, Mass., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on 
bank capital, checks, drafts, bills of exchange, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of sundry keepers of life- 
saving stations in Rhode Island, praying that their salaries be 
increased to $100 per month; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of Capt. A. N, Littlefield and the 
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crew of the New Shoreham Life-Saving Station of Rhode Island, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency 
of the Life-Saving Service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the State Grange of Maine, 
and the petition of 8S. C. Jones and sundry other citizens of Can- 
ton, Me., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petitions of Uriah Drew and sundry other 
citizens of Wayne; of Jesse McPherson and sundry other citizens 
of Winthrop Center, and of W. W. Woodbridge and sundry other 
citizens of North Newcastle, all in the State of Maine, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit po- 
lygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Lyman E. Wright, keeper, and 
sundry other members of the crew of the life-saving station at 
Cross Island, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 


mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Devils Lake, N. Dak., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors and opium in Africa; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of the board of public 
works of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation granting relief to the widow of Isaiah Smith 
Hyatt, authorizing her to make application to the Commissioner 
of Patents for an extension for the term of ten years of the pat- 


ent granted her husband for the method of purifying water; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Benjamin 8. Harris, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Missionary Society 
of Homer, Mich., and sundry petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Plainwell, Mich., and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Munith, Mich., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the insular possessions of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of Dr. O. H. Hall and Dr. 
R. B. Leach, of Minnesota, praying for the appointment of acom- 
mission of medical men, as recommended by the President in his 
messayes of 1897 and 1898, to consider the adoption of Dr. Leach’s 
method of treating yellow fever, Asiatic cholera, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quar- 
antine. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation of Minnesota, praying for the reduction of the revenue tax 
on beer; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of Minne- | 


apolis, Minn., praying for the repeal! of the duty on hides; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of a national park 
on the Leech Lake Indian Reservation in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Anthony Graybarkiewicz, of 
Duluth, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
erection of a monument in honor of the Polish hero, Count Puila- 
wiki; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry business men of Doug- 


las County, Granite Falls, and Princeton, and of the Retail | 


Grocers and General Merchants’ Association of Minneapolis, all 
in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Douglas, 
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| Scott. Faribault, Isanti, and Hennepin counties, all in the State 
of Minnesota, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 

| were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the keeper and crew of 
the life-saving station at Racine, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Brewers’ Asso- 
ciation, praying for a reduction of the revenue tax on beer; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of La Crosse, 
Wis., praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Milwaukee Clearing House 
Association, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the repeal of the 
revenue tax on certificates of deposit, contracts of sale, bankers’ 
capita!, surplus, etc., which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ripon, of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Rhinelander, 
and of sundry citizens, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
|} ance Union of Lake Mills, Wis., praving for the enactment of 
| legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the insu- 
lar possessions of the United States and in Army canteens; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of J. H. Danseur Post, 
No. 104, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, 
praying for the establishmentof a court of pension appeals; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. H. G. Rice and 52 citizens 
of Monticello, Ind., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
| the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the laying of a direct 
| Pacific Ocean cable under American control between the United 
| States and the Orient; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce, 
| He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
| San Francisco, Cal., praying that a vessel be substituted for the 
| regular light-ship No. 70, stationed off the port of San Francisco, 
| in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fresno, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the res- 
toration of the wharf and terminal facilities at Galveston, Tex.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fresno, Cal., praying for the construction of an isthmian canal; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the laying of a cable to Tatoosh 
| Island and for the construction of observatory buildings at Port 
| Crescent and Tatoosh, all in the State of Washington, and at 
; Canby, Oreg.; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
| ture and Forestry. 
| He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 17, Patrons of 
| Husbandry, of Santa Rosa, Cal., praying for the passage of the 
| so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
| margarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
| and Forestry. , 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fresno, Cal., and a petition of the State Board of Horticulture of 
| Sacramento, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made in the 
| interest of agriculture and horticulture on the Pacific coast ac- 
| cording to the estimates made by the Secretary of Agriculture; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
| Forestry. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Seattle, Wash., praying for the laying of a new telegraph cable 
to Tatoosh Island, in that State, and for the erection of an 
observatory building at Port Crescent, Tatoosh, and Crescent 
City; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of John F. Miller Post, No. 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Seattle, Wash., and a petition of 
Sergeant Gabriel Labell Garrison, No. 130, praying that honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors be admitted to the military, marine, 
and naval hospitals of the country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Stock Exchange of Spokane, 
Wash., praying for the repeal of the war-revenue tax on mining 
brokers; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry keepers of life-saving 
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stations in the State of Washington, praying that their salaries | regulate the speed and equipment of street cars within the District 
be increased to $100 a month; which was referred to the Com- | of Columbia. 


mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and the congregations of sundry churches, all of Cen- 
tralia, in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquor in Army can- 
teens and all the insular possessions of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Auburn, Wash., 
and a petition of the Study Club, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURNER presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Aberdeen, the Commercial Club of Hoquiam, the Business 
Men's Club of Montesano, the Improvement Club of Cosmopolis, 
the Merchants’ Club of Elma, the Commercial Club of Ocosta, and 
the Board of Trade of Westport, all of Chehalis County, Wash.., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the deepening of the 
inner channels of Grays Harbor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He aiso presented a petition of the Association of Washington 
Pioneers, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the pensioning of survivors of the Indian wars from 1817 to 1856, 
inclusive; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of sundry members of the bar 
of Macon, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for an increase in the salaries of the Federal justices and judges; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Clarks- 
ville, Tenn., praying that a soil survey be made by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture of the district known as the Clarksville to- 
bacco district in Tennessee and Kentucky; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Southern Nurserymen’s As- 
sociation, of Winchester, Tenn., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing regulations governing the transportation of 
nursery stock and other plantsin interstate commerce; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of Sterling, Kans., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in Army canteens and all the island possessions of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Clay Center, 
Kans., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Clay, Cloud, 
and Washington counties, all in the State of Kansas, praying for 
the enactment of theso-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petitions of Edwin P. Worthen, keeper, 
and sundry other members of the life-saving crew of Highland; 
of Thomas F. Landsbury, keeper, and sundry other members of 
the life-saving crew of Great Neck; of John H. Rich, keeper, and 
sundry other members of the life-saving crew of Pamet River; of 
Alonzo N. Bearse, keeper, and sundry other members of the life- 
saving crew of Nauset; of Weston‘L. Taylor, keeper, and sundry 
other members of the life-saving crew of Salisbury Beach; of 
Eugene W. Clisby, keeper, and sundry other members of the life- 
saving crew of Surfside, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the 
Life-Saving Service; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the construction of an isthmian canal; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Board of 
Trade, praying for the enactment of the so-called ship subsidy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Board of 
Trade, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon express and 
freight packages; which wasreferred tothe Committeeon Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Dudley Grange, No. 163, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Dudley, Mass., praying for the enactment of the 
so-called Grout bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of O. V. Rollins and 110 other 
citizens of Rochester, Minn., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Walter S. Cox and 30 
other citizens of the city of Washington, praying for legislation to 





The petition is signed by some of the most eminent citizens, 
large property owners and persons most interested in the general 
prosperity of this city. I desire to call it especially to the atten- 
tion of the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom I 
move it be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the J. 8. Medary Sad- 
dlery Company, and sundry other business firms of La Crosse, 
Wis., praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of George Breckenfeld, keeper, 
and 7 other members of the crew of the life-saving station of 
Racine, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to promote 
the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Wisconsin Federation of Re- 
forms, the Wisconsin General Convention of the Congregational 
Churches, and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lake 
Mills, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquor in Army canteens, or on any prem- 
ises used for military purposes by the Government, and in all the 
island possessions of the United States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of Post No. 18, 
Department of Connecticut, Grand Army of the Republic, pray- 
ing for a detail of active and retired officers of the Army and Navy 
to assist in military instruction in the public schools; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Preston Chapel, of Norwich, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to abolish slavery, opium traffic, and the sale 
of intoxicating liquor in Africa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pet- 
tis County, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called Grout 
bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas City Implement, Ve- 
hicle, and Hardware Club, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the interstate commerce law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Council, Asso- 
ciated Federation of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation regulating the hours of daily work of 
laborers and mechanics employed upon public works, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Stone Hill Wine Company, 
of Hermann, Mo., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on 
bottled wines; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on sales of 
agricultural products made on the exchanges of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presenteé petitions of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Calais, of W. P. Chapman and 56 other 
citizens of Wayne, of W. W. Woodbridge and 17 other citizens of 
North Newcastle, of Jesse McPherson and sundry other citizens 
of Winthrop Center, and of the Falmouth Quarterly Meeting of 
Friends, all in the State of Maine, praying for the adoption of an 


|amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 


were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Springvale, 
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and members of the 
crew of the life-saving station at Cross Island, Maine, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life- 
SavingService; which wasreferred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of 8S. C. Jones and 19 other citi- 
zens of Canton; of Charles N. Wells, of Auburn, and of E. E. 
Hardy, of East Wilton, all in the State of Maine, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the Missouri 
division of the Travellers’ Protective Association, praying for the 
establishment of a department of commerce and industries; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the McKinley, Roosevelt, and 
Pearre Club, of Kensington, Md., praying for the apportionment 
of Representatives in accordance with section 2, Article XIV, of 
the Constitution, in any State where citizens are deprived of their 
right to vote; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
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He also presented a petition of the State Board of Trade of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying for the passage of the so-called ship subsidy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New York and Cuba Mail 
Steamship Company and 25 other steamship lines, praying for the 
establishment of a light-house at Hillsboro Point, Florida; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of S. H. Harmer and 9 other citi- 
zens of Kane, Pa., praying for the adoption of the so-called Lodge 
resolution, providing for the universal protection of uncivilized 
races against firearms, opium, and intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the United Coopers’ Interna- 
tional Union, of New York City, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the tax on beer; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Travelers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, praying for the establishment of a department of com- 
merce and industries; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Maryland Anti-Saloon 
League, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Live Stock Ex- 
change, remonstrating against the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

. MINING LAWS OF ALASKA. 


Mr. THURSTON. I have an article prepared by L. W. Gil- 
christ, of Seattle, Wash., on the mining laws of Alaska. I con- 
sider it an important paper, and move that it be printed as a 
document and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 140) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde Dix, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5161) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to make rules and regulations governing the selection 
and renting of prospective allotments, under the act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1898, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following concurrent resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print and de- 
liver to the Department of the Interior, for the use of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, 10,000 additional copies of the Annual Report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 5331) to providean Ameri- 
can register for the barkentine J. C. Pfluger, of San Francisco, 
Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5332) for the relief of the heirs of 
Erskine S. Allin and the United States Regulation Firearms Com- 
pany, respectively; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5333) to enable the directors of | 


Providence Hospital to increase the accommodations of that in- 


stitution; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 5334) to extend the 
general land lawsof the United States to the Territory of Hawaii; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5335) to provide for the erection of 
an Indian industrial school at or near the city of Mandan, in the 
State of North Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also introduceda bill (S. 5336) toenlarge the powers and duties 
of the Bureau of Education and to create an Executive Depart- 
ment to be known as the Department of Education; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. LODGEintroduceda bill (S. 5337) providing for theconstruc- 
tion of a steam revenue cutter for service in the harbor of Boston, 
Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 5338) to correct the military record 
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of Seth Bonney; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5339) for the relief of Samuel M. 
Blair; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5340) granting a pension to James 
Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5341) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eleanor W. Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 5342) to authorize the reg- 
istration of the names of persons, firms, or corporations engaged 
in transportation business; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 5348) for the relief of John 
Whittington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5344) for the relief of the heirs of 
Andrew 8. Core, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, HOAR introduced a bill (S. 5345) to amend an act approved 
August 13, 1894, entitled “An agt for the protection of persons 
furnishing materials and labor for the construction of public 
works;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5346) making provision for the 
employment of clerical assistance in the district of Alaska; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5347) to amend section 5546 of the 
Revised Statutes providing for the transportation of criminals in 
certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5348) granting a pension to Sarah 
E, Cousens; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5349) to regulate the size, weight, 
equipment, and speed of certain street cars within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5350) for the establish- 
ment of a subport of entry at Douglas, Ariz.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 5251) permitting the build- 
ing of two dams across the Savannah River above the city of 
Augusta, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 5352) for the relief of 
B. W. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5353) granting an increase of 
pension to William Barkis; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 5354) to establish a fish-hatch- 
ing and fish station in the State of Idaho; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5355) for the relief of the Military 
Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr, PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 5356) granting a 
pension to Sara Frances Taft; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5357) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret Holland; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5358) granting a pen- 
sion to Jeanne D, De Laporte; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 5359) for the relief of 
John Truman Hartwell; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5360) granting an in- 
crease vf pension to Hiram I. Hoyt; wliich was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 5361) to appoint a memo- 
rial bridge commission for the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5362) for the relief of Frank 
E. Coe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 5363) granting a pension | 
to Lizzie Wattles; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 5364) to establish a light 
and fog station at Point Dume, Los Angeles County, Cal.: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5365) to extend the privileges pro- 
vided by an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, as amended; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5366) to provide for the establish- 
ment of light-house and fog-signal stations in Alaskan waters; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 
on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5367) to provide for the dispo- 
sition of useless papers in Executive Departments; which was read 
twice by its title,and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 5368) granting a pen- 
sion to Emeline C. Russeil; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 5369) granting an increase 
of pension to Edmond Craig; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- | 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 0) granting an increase of pension to Charles Har- 
ris (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 5871) granting a pension to Sabra S. Libby. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5872) for the relief of William | 
Courtenay, administrator de bonis non of George W. Lawrence, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5373) to remove the charge of de- | 
sertion from the military record of Charles H. Rollins; which | 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5874) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elias Brewster; which read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 53875) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jason Leighton; which was read twice by its title, and, | 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 5376) to provide | 
for a public building at Batesville, Ark.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings | 
and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5877) for the relief of the estate of Jane Milligan, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 5378) for the relief of the estates of J. H. and C. Row- | 
land, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5879) for the relief of Ella A. Hail. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a joint resolution (S. R. | 
144) to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 145) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to grant permits to the execu- 
tive committee on inaugural ceremonies for use of reservations or 
public spaces in city of Washington on the occasion of the inau- 
guration of the President-elect on March 4, 1901, andsoforth; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


ror 


ood 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 


$4,200 for three clerks of class 2 in the office of the Light-House 
Board, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, execu- | 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate | 
$225,000 for the purchase of land on Cushings Island, Portland | 
Harbor, Maine, to be used to erect additional batteries and build- | 
ings for troops, intended to be proposed by him to the fortifications | 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $264.59 to pay Henry B. Davis for surveying work done by 
im in Montana, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
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civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $91,600 for the support of the Puyallup Indian School, on 
the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment relative to the purchase 
of law books for each of the circuit courts of appeal of the United 


| States, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, execu- 


tive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $200,000 to reimburse the city of Duluth, Minn., for money 
expended by it in the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works in the harbor of said city in the years 1870, 
i871, and 1872, intended to be proposed by him to the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Cominittee on 


| Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $70,000 for improvements at Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$815.38 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Frank E. 


| Coe for wages, board, and provisions of employees engaged in 


subduing a forest fire on the public lands of the United States in 
the State of Wyoming, intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 


| ate $5,400 to enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to employ 


patrols to guard against and extinguish forest fires on the White 
Earth and Red Lake Indian reservations in the State of Minne- 
sota, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment 


iF ras to re- 
store the annuities and funds of the Sisseton an 


Wahpeton and 


| of the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota bands of Sioux Indians to 


the status they maintained prior to the act of February 16, 1863, 


| intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 


dered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit an amendment to the river and har- 
bor bill and with it a letter from the Director of the Geo!ogical 
Survey giving a geological description of the Coosa River Valley 
in Alabama, which I move be printed as a document and referred, 
with the amendment, to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (5. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 4800) to increase the efficiency of 
the military establishment of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 188, and to reduce 
taxation thereunder; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBMARINE TORPEDO BOAT HOLLAND, 

On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Ordered, That the letter of the Secretary of the Navy on the subject of the 
submarine torpedo boat Holland be printed, the injunction of secrecy having 
been removed therefrom. 

NATIONAL STANDARDIZING BUREAU. 

On motion of Mr. NELSON, it was 

Ordered, That the report of hearing on Senate bill No. 4680, to establish a 
national standardizing bureau, be printed as a document, and that 200 copies 


in addition to the usual number be printed for the use of the Senate and 500 
copies for the use of the Committee on Commerce. 


REVISION OF STATUTES RELATING TO PATENTS. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following order: 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 extra copiesof 
Senate Document No. 20, second session Fifty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have had an estimate made, 
The cost will not reach $500. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the order 
is agreed to. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following order: 


Ordered, That 1,000 extra copies of Senate Report No. 1771, second session 
Fifty-sixth Congress, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the printing come within 
the cost of $500? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are only 10 pages, and it is allin stereo- 
typed plate now. 

Mr. BACON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut what bill thatis. It is merely designated by number. Is it 
the Army bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; it isthe Army bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the 
order will be agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF NEW YORK INDIANS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate what sums of money, if any, have been paid by the 
United States upon the claim of the New York Indians for compensation for 
lands in Kansas, growing out of the treaty concluded at Buffalo Creek on 
January 15, 1838. or subsequent treaties; and if any part of said claims have 
been paid, to inform the Senate to what person or persons such sums were 
paid, and upon what authority they were paid, and to transmit to the Senate 


a copy of all powers of attorney or other authority upon which said sums, if | hour? 
| hour: 


any, were paid. 
MINING LOCATIONS, 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Whereas it is alleged that mining locations are made in great numbers 
under so-called powers of attorney, in violation of the principles of the min- 
ing laws of the United States, and also that large tracts of land where no 
mineral discoveries have been made are located as placer claims, and thereby 
monopolizing without right the public domain: Therefore, be it | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be, and it is hereby, 
directed to investigate these matters and report by bill or otherwise. 

PAYMENTS TO SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate a copy of all recommendations, requests, and papers on 
file in relation to the payment of money belonging to the Sisseton and Wah- 
peton Indians to said Indians since November 6, 1900, and to inform the Senate 


vious to November 6 that he would make said payment after that date. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 
TRANSPORTATION RATES WEST OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HARRIS. I present a resolution and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be au- 
thorized and directed to fully investigate whether there now exist any asso- 
ciation or associations of railroad companies, or of railroad officials represent- 
ing such companies, formed for the purpose of controlling and restraining 
competition in transportation rates of traffic over lines from poiuts between 


the Mississippi River and the Rocky Mountains, which operate similarly to | 


the association known as the “Trans Missouri Railway Association,” that 
was declared by the aapewse Court of the United States to be an unlawful 
combination and in violation of the ‘anti-trust law;” and if so, the manner 


of operation of said associations or association, and the extent thereof; and | 


that the said commission is directed to report the results of such investiga- 
tion, together with their recommendations in the premises, to the Senate at 
the earliest possible date. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
on Interstate Commerce, and I so move. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom RhodeIsland 


Is there objection to the pres- 


moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Inter- | 


state Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 
AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES, 
_Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to send to the Senate copies of all instruc- 
tions sent to the officers of the Government in the Philippines since May 1, 
1898, and orders issued by officers of the Government in the Philippines in 


relation to the conduct of the war and in relation to the government of that 
country. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, let the resolution go over and be 
printed. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


I offer a resolution and ask for its imme- 





The resolution ought to go to the Committee | 


i | across. 
whether he informed said Indians, or any of them, or any other person, pre- | * 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule, and it will be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 12904) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1902, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 12395) to provide for the holding of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the eastern district of 
Arkansas was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H, R. 12846) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning businessis closed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent, in pursuance of the 
notice I gave the other day, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Army bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill known as the Army bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, That request I suppose applies to the morning 


Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ing hour? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Connecticut? The Chair hears none, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the bill, which will be read by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of 
the military establishment of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with amend- 
ments to the substitute of the House of Representatives. ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Icall attention to the fact that ten pages, or 
nine and a half, the first pages of the bill, have black lines drawn 
The House dropped that practically, and the real bill for 
consideration begins in line 18, on page 10. I suggest that while 
it is being read it be subject to the amendments of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut 
asks that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that 
it be read for amendment and that the committee amendments 
first be acted upon. Is there objection? 

Mr. BACON. Dol understand the Senator from Connecticut 
to desire that the committee amendments shall be acted upon to- 
day rather than that the amendments shall be discussed? Wehave 
not even had the report of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The amendments will be acted upon if the 
Senate so authorizes. 

Mr. BACON. lIask the question with a view to the inquiry of 
the Chair whether there is any objection or not. If it is simply 
the purpose of the Senator that the bill shall be taken up in order 
that hg may give usinformation with reference to the amendments, 
that is one thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish theSenate to take the bill up for action. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if it is designed that we shall pass 
upon these amendments without even having seen the report of 
the committee,tI shall certainly object. I had no objection to the 


I did not hear the Senator. 
Isay I suppose the request applies to the morn- 


| proposition for the consideration of the bill, but I should want it 


understood that it was not withaview to acting upon the amend- 
ments before we have even had an opportunity to see the report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is evident upon reading over the first pages 
that a large number of the amendments are purely verbai. It 
seems to me that to facilitate business those amendments should 
be acted upon as they are reached, and as to any amendments of 
consequence, if the Senator from Georgia or any other Senator 
desires to have action postponed upon them it can be done, and 
they can be taken up at the convenience of the Senate at a subse- 
quent time. But the formal amendments, it seems to me, could 
be easily disposed of as the bill is being read. 

Mr. HALE. As I lookat the bill, the whole bill reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs is an amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A House amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. <A House amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The italics,indicate the action of the House. 
We take that as practically the bill, and what we strike out is 
incicated by heavy brackets. 

Mr. HALE. Exactly. Thatis as I understand. The commit- 
tee took the House bill and amended it. It comes asa House bill. 
The House amended the Senate bill. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. The House struck it all out. 

Mr. HALE. The House struck it all out, sending a new bill to 
us, and that is the only thing the committee had beforeit. And 
now the committee reports to strike out the whole House bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no, 

Mr. HALE. Uow then? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee reports amendments to it. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee propose to amend the House bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Weconcur wherever we can and amend where 
we can not concur with the action of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is too much confusion 
in the Chamber. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I ask 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Whenever the Senate is ready for it. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope, Mr. President, the Senator will make that 
statement in the beginning. I think after it is made he will find 
it very easy to get such consent as will facilitate the business 
without depriving any Senator of an opportunity of saying what 
he has to say. 

Mr. TELLER. What Iam trying to get at is, What is the bill 
before the Senate? I have not been able thus far to find out. 
From the beginning of the bill everything is stricken out down 
to the end of line 17 on page 10. Then the bill commences with 
italics: ‘‘ That from and after the approval of this bill the Army 
of the United States;” then we have in roman text, ‘‘ including 
the existing organizations,” and then there is more matter in 


italics. I can not understand from this print what the House 


unanimous consent that the House bill be considered as the text has sent to us. 


of the bill, so that we shall avoid parliamentary confusion, 
Mr. HALE. Thatisitalready. Thecommittee soconsideredit. 


I want for my own guidance, not that I am opposing the bill, to | 


understand the situation. In the first place, as the Senator in 
charge of the bill has said, all down to line 18 on page 10 is stricken 
out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By the House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. By the House. 

Mr. HALE. That is the House action on the Senate bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On Senate bill 4300. 

Mr. HALE. Now, what isit that the House sends to the Senate? 
What follows. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In italics. 

Mr. HALE. In italics, from line 18 to the end of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. An amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HALE. That isthe entire bill, and the committee’s amend- 
ments are the clauses in brackets, that are reached as we go along 
with the reading. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In brackets and in roman type. The addi- 
tions are in roman. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator, if he had time, had had the 


amendments numbered, as we do in such cases on appropriation | 


bills. That would help us very much. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will theSenator from Maine allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. The bill as it stands now is an amendment to 
our bill. It comes here as an amendment, 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand. 

Mr. SEWELL. Our amendments are amendments to that bill; 
and we shall get into difficulty about the third stage of amend- 


ments unless my suggestion is adopted, that the amendment sent | 


by the House shall be considered as the text of the bill, which it 


is not at the present time, notwithstanding some gentlemen here | 
said the contrary. It can not do any harm, and I ask unanimous | 


consent to have it so considered. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we could not hear the suggestion 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 


asks wnanimous consent that the House amendment for the pur- 
pose of amendment may be considered as the original text. 

Mr. HALE. So that the Senate amendments will be the first 
amendments in order, and they can be amended. 

Mr. SEWELL. They can be amended. “ 

Mr. HALE. That rather facilitates the business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That probably would be so in 
any event under Jefferson’s parliamentary law. Frequently, how- 


ever, such requests have been made in the Senate. Is there ob- | 
jection to the request of the Senator from New Jersey? The Chair 


hears none. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not knowthat I want to object, but I want 
to know a little more about this bill. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Is it not in order to have the bill read in | 


full? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I demand that it be read in full. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg the Senator not to ask for the reading of 
the ten and one-half pages, of which not one word is to be in the 
permanent bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that the portion stricken out 
may be restored in conference as part of the bill. Therefore I ask 
that the whole of it may be read. 

Mr. HOAR. May | be allowed to ask a question of the chair- 


man of the Committee on Military Affairs? I suppose the Senator | 
from Connecticut | Mr. HawLry], the chairman of the committee, | 


will indicate in a brief and compact statement, as all his state- 
ments are, what is the effect of this bill in important matters, to 
wit, how many changes it makes in the number of the Regular 
Army and what changes it makes in its organization. At what 
time in the proceeding does the Senator propose to make such a 
statement, if at all? 


| 





Mr. HAWLEY. The House has sent to us all that matter 
printed in italics. 

Mr. TELLER. And what is that part not in italics? 

Mr. HAWLEY. We put that in as an amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. That printed in roman text is the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The amendments of the committee are the 
parts printed in roman type and the parts inclosed in heavy 
brackets. 

Mr. TELLER. Now I think I understand it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The words included between heavy brackets 
are stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] demands the reading of the bill. The bill will 
be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator mean the part which is 
crossed by heavy black lines? Does he want it all read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota require the reading of the original Senate bill, as well as 
the House amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As I understand, that matter would be in 
conference if we should agree to the amendment striking it out, 
and therefore I desire to have the whole bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the original bill as passed by the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask some member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs to state how many men the bill as it passed 
the Senate added to the Army and in what branches of the service? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The bill passed by the Senate last winter only 
added to the artillery. The amendment adopted by the House 
adds to the artillery the equivalent of 5 regiments. The addi- 
tion is made in the form of a corps. The Senate changed that 
form and made it, correctly, 5 regiments; that is, made it 12 regi- 
ments instead of 7. The addition made by the House to the cay- 
alry was 5 regiments, from 10 to 15, and to the infantry 5 
regiments, from 25 to 30. 

The bill provides, in round numbers, that the minimum of the 


| Regular Army shall be about 58,000, and the maximum about 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey | 





98,000. That is substantially correct. 

Mr. TELLER. How will that maximum be determined? 

Mr. PROCTOR. That maximum will be determined by the 
President, without any addition of officers. It merely provides 
for the addition of enlisted men when an emergency requires it. 
The organization will be 58,000, and the President may, by in- 
creasing the number of men in each company, increase the total 
in this proportion to 98,000. 

Mr. TELLER. What number did the bill as it passed the Sen- 
ate last year, in round numbers, add to the Army? 

Mr. PROCTOR. As it passed the Senate last year the bill 
added the equivalent of 5 regiments, about 5,000 men, to the 
artillery. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as it passed the Senate did not pro- 
vide for a general reorganization of the Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR, It was not a general reorganization. 

Mr. TELLER. I discover that from reading the bill. The bill 
as it passed the Senate is a very different bill from the bill that 
comes from the House and as it now comes from the committee. 

Mr. BACON, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Vermont if 
the number of men proposed to be added to the artillery is still 
considered by the Senate committee as a sufficient number for that 
branch of the service? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Itis. That is the recommendation of the De- 
partment. It is substantially what was added last winter, when 
the matter of the artillery was very fully considered, and what 
the House has substantially incorporated in this substitute, if I 
may call itso. There has been no substantial difference in the 
action the Senate took last winter, the action that the House took 
recently, and the action of the Senate committee in reference to 
the number of the artillery. The Senate committee has changed 
the form from corps to regimental. 

Mr. BATE. Pardon mea moment. When we voted upon this 
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bill in the Senate, before it went to the House, the artillery was 
in the form of acorps. We voted forit asacorps. This bill goes 
exactly in the teeth of what we did last year, and puts the artil- 
lery back into regimental form, instead of following what we had 
decided upon last year. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly the form has been changed, but 
there is no substantial change in the number of officers and men 
in the increase of the artillery. 

Mr. BACON. Iunderstood the Senator to say that the proposed 
authority to increase the number of the Army is to provide against | 
an emergency. I want to ask the Senator in whose discretion 
that emergency is to be determined? 

Mr. PROCTOR. In the discretion of the President of the 
United States, the Commander in Chief of the Army. 

Mr. BACON. Is he to have the absolute discretion to deter- 
mine whether or not the Army shall be 58,000 or 100,000? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Aguinaldo will have something to say and 
will have some influence on that question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I asked the question in good faith, 
and not for the purpose of any such discussion as that which the 
Senator from Connecticut invites. If the occasion were proper 
for it, I might reply, but, as I understand, we are here engaged in 
amost serious business. The question of whether or not the stand- 
ing army of the United States shall be 100,000 men, and the still | 
more serious question whether or not it shall in the future be the 
recognized ooan of this Government that the Executive, in his 
unlimited, uncontrolled, and unbridled discretion, shall have the 

ower, the absolute power, to increase the standing army of the 

Jnited States, without a word of authority from Congress, from 
58,000 men to 100,000 men. I say, Mr. President, that is a serious 
question, and not one to be answered by such a reply as that in- 
jected by the Senator from Connecticut, which is unworthy of the 
occasion and unworthy of the gravity of the subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me explain a little to the Senator. I in- 
tended to say nothing uncivil. I spoke in a jocular form. 

Mr. BACON. Oh,I beg the Senator to understand that I did 
not take it as being uncivil. I took it to be decidedly inappropri- 
ate to the occasion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, I will take my responsibility for that 
part of it. The Senator wanted to know what force would be re- 
quired, and I said Aguinaldo would have something to say on 
that, meaning thereby that the conduct of the insurgents would 
determine as to the number of the Army, subject to the discretion | 
of the President of the United States. This bill does just exactly | 
what has been done by every President. In time of war— 


The President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the several 
organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this act 
during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as Congress | 
may hereafter direct. 

It then goes on with some details. The President can bring 
the Army up to about 98,000 or practically 100,000 men. I can 
show the Senator some figures if he cares to have them. 

The bill as adopted by the Military Committee of the Senate and 
reported to the Senate December 20, 1900, provides as follows: 

















Lieutenant-General........-..--.-. 1 | Voluntéer signal officers (with 
Major-generals .................. 6 rank of lieutenant)t .......... 20 
Brigadier-generals ...........--. 15 | Record and pension. ............ 2 
Adjutants-general ........--..-.. 2 —- 
Inspectors-general ......-.- i 17 1,055 
Judge-advocates -. 12 | Deducting volunteer officers... 220 
uartermasters -.......- 89 | _ 
Commisesries ..... 2.0.0. 44 Making total number of 
Medical officers. ................. ®l general and staff officers 
Volunteer medical officers (50 } in permanent establish- 
majors, 150 captains)*.-........ 200 | NE énne shtponindenniiiad 835 
pO ee Ne ae 44° Total line officers ............... 2, 222 
, 0 ae 160 | 
CRPGNEE: dducdscewdassccececcene 72 Grand total officers per- 
BIMDAL CUROCSLG 6.06. cnccccccceccvce 2 manent establishment .. 3,757 


* The commissions of 200 volunteer surgeons, authorized for service in the 
Philippine Islands, will oxpere in two years. 

+The commissions of volunteer signal officers, for duty in the Philippine 
Islands, will expire July 1, 1902. 

















. a aati ‘ Mini- Maxi- 
For the enlisted force of the Army. mum. um. 
7 eee ca 
. | 
15 regiments of cavalry, 815 each ...............00.---2--0ee 12, 225 18, 525 
12 regiments artillery, 1,156 each...............-2-..--0ee0e 13, 872 20, 592 
30 regiments of infantry, 816 each .......................... 24, 480 55, 080 


8 battalions engineers and band ...................--.------ 1,% 2, OUR 
Miscellaneous organizations, including guards for ar- | 
senals, Westpoint detachment, noncommissioned staff 








a 2, 245 2,245 | 
eh ea IR A ol a | 54,056 | 98, 444 | 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLInGer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do. 








Mr.BACON. Idonotdesireto unduly interrupt the Senator, but 
I understood that he began to read in response to an inquiry which 
Ihad made. I presume I was mistaken, and that the Senator is 
proceeding to read the report at large. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; Tthought the Senator asked how large 
the increase would be. 

Mr. BACON. No; the question I asked was this—I understood 
the reply to the inquiry which the Senator just now suggested as 
having been made by me: The point to which I directed the in- 
quiry which I took the liberty of making of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor] was as to the circumstances under which 
the emergency would be considered to have arisen which would 
authorize the President to raise the Army from 58,000, or about 
that number, to ninety-eight or one hundred thousand, and in 
whose discretion it was to determine when that emergency had 
arisen. The Senator from Vermont replied that it was in the dis- 
cretion of the President of the United States, that he was to so deter- 
mine; and at that point the Senator from Connecticut made his 
interjection, which led to the colloguy which has taken place. 

Mr. President, this is probably not the time to discuss that mat- 
ter, and I certainly should not have raised the question, but, as 
the Senator from Vermont had undertaken to make a statement 
as to that provision of the bill, I thought it was proper that the 
statement should be made complete, so that when the Senator 
stated that the power to increase the Army was to provide against 
an emergency I thought it was very proper that right in that 
connection there should be a statement as to how the existence of 
that emergency should be determined and who should determine 
it, and the Senator from Vermont very promptly replied, without 
any qualification or the suggestion of any collateral consideration, 
that 1t was in the power of the President of the United States. 

While I do not desire to continue the discussion on this line, I 
think, in order that this matter may be presented in proper con- 
nection and consequence, that the Senator from Connecticut now 
on the floor [Mr. HAwLEy] or the Senator form Vermont [ Mr. 
Proctor], either of whom I presume can answer the question, 
should inform the Senate, when Congress meets every year and is 
in session more than half the time, why it is that the bill should 
take such a radical departure, and puf within the absolute power 
of the President of the United States the right to determine 
whether the Army shall be 58,000 or whether it shall be 100,000. 
Congress is not only in regular session a large part of the time, but it 
is soeasily within the power of the President of the United States to 
‘all it in session, if an emergency should require it. Why, then, 
is it that the power to determine what shall be the Army of the 
United States should be taken away from Congress and vested in 


| the exclusive power—the absolute, unbridled power—of the Execu- 


tive? What is the reason for ity 1 am asking the Senators, will 


| they tell us what is the reason for it? 


Mr. HAWLEY. I shall read section 26 of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. On what page? 

Mr. HAWLEY. On page 37. 

Mr. BACON. We are very anxious to hear what the Senator 
says, and he speaks a little low. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator propose to read from the Sen- 
ate amendments or the House bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The number of section 32 in brackets is 
stricken out, and it is now section 26, on page 37. The numbers 
of the sections in brackets are stricken out and the sections are 
renumbered. Thatisall. But I was going to read briefly 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator now refers to the newly num- 
bered section 26. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the newly numbered section 26. It pro- 
vides: 

That the President is authorized— 

Who authorizes him? 

Mr. BACON. On what page is that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Page 37; the lower four lines on the page. 
Does the Senator find it? 

Mr. BACON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It says: 


That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the 
several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by 
this act ee the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as 
Congress may hereafter direct. 


Mr. SPOONER. Should it not read ‘until such time as Con- 
gress may hereafter otherwise direct?” Is there not a word 
omitted? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idonot know. There would be no harm in 
putting in the word “ otherwise,” but it says ‘‘ until such time as 
Congress may hereafter direct.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. That meanspermanently; in other words, we 
abdicate our power of fixing the force, and leave it to all future 
Presidents until there is an act of Congress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Unless you are going to keep Congress in ses- 
sion continuously, you have to leave somebody on guard while 
you go home; and while the Constitution perhaps is not so wise 
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as we would make it, it puts the power in the hands of the Presi- 
dent to say what shall be the minimum and maximum strength. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to disagree with my friend there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BATE. I think the Constitution puts it in the hands not 
of the President, but of Congress. I beg to differ with the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We can not in one sense put it in the hands | 
of Congress, because the Constitution is ahead of us in that respect. 
It is in the hands of Congress. 

Mr. BATE. And we can not take it out. 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand this provision, having read it 
hastily, the pending bill fixes the maximum strength of the Army | 
during the present exigency, whatever that may be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Quite true. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it leaves open hereafter to the discretion 
of Congress the number of men that may be enlisted within the 
limits of the maximum and minimum strength. 

The strength of the Army or the number of the Army must be 
decided from year to year, as I understand, by appropriations 
made by Congress. Suppose we appropriate this year, as we un- 
doubtedly will, for the maximum strength of 100,000 men, and 
that next year, in the judgment of Congress, 80,000 or 75,000 men 
are sufficient, and we appropriate for only 75,000 men. Is it to be 
supposed that this discretion and power of Congress will be taken 
away by the provisions of the pending bill, or is it not dependent 
upon appropriations made from year to year us to the number of 
men that shall be paid and provided for from the appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. BATE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? Is 
it proposed here now by your committee to advise the Senate to 


make a full appropriation for 100,000 men, or only for the 58,000? | 


You must have the money to pay them. Are you going to make 
an appropriation now for a hundred thousand men or for a less 
number? Are you going to anticipate the action of the President 
of the United States, as was the case last year, when he called out 
all the men be had the authority to call out, and they were paid? 

Mr. ALLISON. Last year we made an appropriation for 100.000 
men; but suppose under this provision Congress, in its discretion 
and judgment, believes that a hundred thousand men are not 
necessary, can it not, under the provisions of this bill, in appro- | 
priating for the pay and the support of the Army limit it to 
80,000 or 75,000 men? The enlistment is for three years, and one- | 
third of the Army goes out every year, so that there will be no 
difficulty in adjusting the number of men from year to year. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator from Jowa if his argu- | 


ment would not go to the extent of relieving Congress of the | 


necessity at any time of prescribing the number of soldiers that 
ought to be in the Army, upon the ground that if the discretion 
were invested in the President, without limit as to the size of the 
Army, his discretion, if abused, could always be controlled by the 
power of Congress in withholding the appropriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, Mr. President —— 

Mr. BACON. So that it is not limited, as the Senator indicated 
by the question as to the minimum and the maximum, but if the 
principle which he seeks to invoke is correct, it would apply to 
the entire constitution of the Army, on the ground that if the 
President should call for more men than Congress thought were 
reyuired, that act on his part could be controlled by the simple 
refusal of Congress to appropriate for more men than Congress 
thought were proper. If that is correct, then the framers of the 
Constitution were in error when they put within the lawmaking 
power the determination of the question what should be the 
number of the Army, and they ought to have put it in the power 
of the Executive, simply putting it in the power of the legislative 
branch to control the exercise of that discretion by the withhold- 
ing of appropriations in case it should be supposed that the Exec- 
utive was calling for more men or enlisting more men than were 
required. 

Mr. ALLISON, No, Mr. President, my suggestion does not 
involve that idea at all. We must have an Army composed of 
officers and men, and a staff, if you please, either detailed or pro- 
vided for specifically. Take the present Army. Turn to the Re- 
vised Statutes, and you will see that our statutory Army before 
the war with Spain was 30,000 men; and yet for years and years 
we provided in each appropriation bill for 25,000 men, including 
hospital stewards, etc.; in other words, 5,000 less men than the 
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statute required. As I understand this bill, it provides for the 
machinery of companies, regiments, corps, etc., with a minimum 
enlistment of 58,000 men—if that is the number—and it also pro- 
vides that those companies and regiments may be increased in 
times of emergency to 100,000 men. 

Mr. BACON. By the act of the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. So the bill simply provides the machinery for 
an Army with respect to the number of enlisted men, the minimum 
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of which shall be 58,000 and the maximum 100,000. That is 
always, and must be in the nature of things, within the control of 


| Congress from year to year by appropriations made. Thus, as I 


view this section, there is no difficulty about it. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecti- 


| cut will permit me, I call attention to the fact that under the 


Army reorganization act of 1868, 30,000 men were fixed as the 
standard of the Regular Army of the United States. Until about 


| 1874 that continued to be the law, and yet Congress did not atany 


time appropriate for 30,000 men, and finally, about 1874, it fixed 
the limit at 25,000, 
Mr. ALLISON. Not the statutory limit, a limit simply of ap- 


| propriation, which was that the men enlisted and paid for under 


the appropriation bill should be 25,000. 
20,000 only. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is not an appropriation bill a statute? Are 
not our statute books filled with laws ingrafted on appropriation 
bills, and do not they remain the law until they are superseded by 
other legislation? 

Mr. CARTER. An appropriation bill is temporary. 

Mr. TILLMAN. An appropriation bill is temporary, but any 
general legislation on it becomes the law and remains the law un- 
tilit is repealed by subsequent legislation, on an appropriation 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand, of course, as the Senator does, 
that an appropriation bill when it becomes a law isa statute, I 
did not need to be informed upon that subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas not trying toinform the Senator of any- 
thing. I was merely answering his contention. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I mean to say is, that in each appropri- 
ation bill after the year 1875, as suggested by the Senator from 
Montana, we appropriated for 25,000 men. We did not make ita 
permanent statute. It was only for that year, and the next year 
we could have made it 27,000, or any other number under 30,000, 

Mr. BACON. Whose discretion was exercised there—the dis- 
cretion of the President or the discretion of Congress? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The discretion of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly the discretion of Congress, 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, Suppose in that appropriation bill we had made 
no limit of 25,000 men; the President, then, under the general stat- 
ute, could have enlisted up to 30,000, 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore in the appropriation bill we limited 
the number 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. As we have been doing all the time. 

Mr. BACON. But in this instance the discretion to be exer- 
cised is exclusively that of the Executive. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not at all understand the proposition of 
the committee as the Senator from Georgia understands it. 

Mr. BACON. I hope lam wrong. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me the Senator must be wrong. 
We have now an Army of 100,000 men. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me, that he may under- 
stand me correctly? I want to set myself right. I wish to state 
that if [am wrong my error is based upon the information fur- 
nished by the Senator from Vermont. I was only acting upon 
what he stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill state my understanding of it. We have 
now in round numbers an Army of 100,000 men engaged in the 
Philippines and elsewhere. This bill proposes to fix a maximum 
limit or number for our Army of a hundred thousand. Congress 
fixes it, not the President or anybody else; but in view of the fact 
that we all hope that a less number of men may be necessary, 
owing to the change in conditions in the Philippines and elsewhere 


It often amounted to 


| in the near future, and that the Army therefore must be reduced 


and should be reduced from time to time, the President is given 
the opportunity, as Commander in Chief of the Army, to reduce it 
to 58,000 men whenever the conditions of the service are such that 
it can be reduced. Either the President or Congress can do it. 
It is not a question of increasing the Army. It is a question of 
reducing it whenever it can be done in the interest of the public 
service. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. I do not understand that there is any authority in 
this bill to the President to reduce the Army at all, except as he 
may call for men. He can not reduce it below 58,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He can reduce the number of enlisted men at 
any time when he thinks the public service will permit it. 
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Mr. BATE. Not below 58,000, 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; we fix a minimum. 

Mr. BATE. You fix the legal minimum, and the President has 
no right to reduce it below the 58,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not below 58,000 until further action by 
Congress. : 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Dol understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
to imply that the President, having reduced it, would not have 
the authority, in his discretion, thereafter to increase it? I under- 
stand the Senator to say he would have. That is the point. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to the wording of the provision. It is not a continuing 
authority to the President. I read from the bottom of page 37: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the 
several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by 
this act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as 
Congress may hereafter direct. 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me, the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Rhode Island do not agree. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Wedo. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Perfectly. 

Mr. BACON. [asked theSehator from Rhode Island whether, 
in his opinion, after the President had reduced the Army to 58,000, 
if anemergency arose which he thought justified it, he could there- 
after increase it again. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He would be obliged to. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Rhode Island said he could, 
and the Senator from Connecticut now bows his head in recog- 
nition of that as a correct statement. On the contrary, the Sena- 
tor from Vermont says that he would not have the power; that it 
is not a continuing one, but that the power was exhausted when 
he once reduced it, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When we had an Army of 30,000 men author- 
ized by law, and the Army actually was reduced by circumstances 
to 25,000, and an emergency arose on the Western plains or some- 
where else, does the Senator mean that the President could not 
have enlisted enough additional men within the limit authorized 
by law? 

Mr, BACON. That was not a matter put within the discretion 
of the President. The number was fixed at 30,000, and the only 
limitation was that pointed out by the Senator from Iowa, where 
Congress failed to make an appropriation for a greater number 
than that stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was not that a maximum limit? 

Mr. BACON, Yes; but there was no provision of law—there 
was no contemplation in law—that the President of the United 
States should be vested with the power which the Constitution 
intended Congress should exercise, to determine what shall be the 
size of the Army of the United States. There is no part of the 
Constitution of the United States in which the power of the Ex- | 
ecutive is more carefully guarded than in that part with reference | 
to the exercise of any discretion by him or any undue power by 
him with respect toan army. Even Congress itself is prohibited | 
from putting the Executive in possession of funds which will en- | 
able him to keep an army for a longer period than two years. It | 
was because of the desire that the framers of the Constitution had 
that the one who wielded Executive power should not have un- 
limited power that all these provisions were put into the Consti- 
tution of the United States; and if that document is still entitled 
to any respect from us, it seems to me its spirit requires that the 
question what shall be the size of the Army should be determined 
by Congress and not by the Executive. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, there can be no very serious con- | 
troversy with reference to the constitutional limitations in this | 


discussion, as there does not seem to be any disagreement here. | 
| was a law passed for the emergency of a war then upon us, to be 


In the first place, Congress does by this bill rigidly and absolutely 
fix the maximum limitation of the United States Army. It pro- 





vides for certain flexibility in the number of enlisted men. ‘The 
Senator from Georgia suggests that in doing this a conflict arises 
between the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Rhode 


Island in this. He contends that the Senator from Vermont says | 
that when once reduced the Army can not be thereafter increased, | 


or that the authority to increase it is not a continuing authority 


and not involved in the act, The Senator from Georgia, I think, | 
misunderstands the Senator from Vermont in that behalf. This | 


is the language: 


That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this 
act during the present exigencies of the service. 
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I will concede that the construction contended for erroneously 
in behalf of the Senator from Vermont would be correct if the bill 
stopped there, but it does not. It proceeds to say, ‘‘ or until such 
time as Congress may otherwise hereafter direct.” 

Mr. BACON, There is no ‘‘ otherwise” there. 

Mr. CARTER, That is a mere verbal omission. The word 
‘* otherwise ” unquestionably should be inserted in the text. 

Mr. BACON, That is all right. 

Mr. CARTER, It is reasonably implied. 

Mr. President, unquestionably, if the Army were reduced to 
58,000 men, in view of the passing of present exigencies of the 
service, and thereafter it should appear to the President proper to 
enlist an additional number of men, and Congress should not oth- 
erwise in the meantime direct, the power is contained in the pro- 
posed law to make additional enlistments up to the maximum 
strength of the Army. That view must obtain or else the words 
‘‘or until such time as Congress may otherwise hereafter direct” 
are meaningless and have no place at all in the proposed law. 

Mr. ALLISON, There is nothing in this measure, as I under- 
stand it, different from what has frequently been done in statutes 
heretofore. In the law we passed two years ago, whereby we in- 
creased the Army temporarily to 65,000 men, we also authorized 
the President, in his discretion, to enlist 35,000 more. He could 
have enlisted 10,000 or 5,000 instead of 30,000, but he deemed it, in 
the exercise of his discretion, a wise thing to enlist nearly all of 
the 30,000, which I believe he did. 

Mr. CARTER. As a matter of fact, at different times during 
the intervening periods the number has decreased far below 
100,000, and occasionally has reached very near to the maximum 
limit. We occasionally have had 3,000 men short, sometimes, I 


believe, 5,000, and then again the number would be increased until 
only about a thousand short of the maximum limit happened to 
be the Army at the time. - 


This matter of flexibility is an absolute necessity in connection 
with the operations of anarmy. Enlistments vary from time to 
time as conditions change, and to undertake to fix, by Congres- 
sional enactment, an absolutely inflexible and unvarying number 
of troops for the Army is, in the practical affairs of the country, 
absolutelyimpossible. Congress discharges its full functions when 
fixing the maximum number. In this case it fixes a minimum 
number as well, exercising its judgment to the effect that the con- 
dition of the country is such that less than 58,000 men can not be 
safely depended upon for an ordinary police force. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield. 

Mr. SEWELL. I beg pardon of the Senator from Connecticut. 
I forgot that he had the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis quite right. My colleague on the com- 
mittee knows that. 

Mr. SEWELL. When we were framing the bill last year, I 
think it was, in order to put a sufficient number of troops in the 
field we were obliged to give way to the section which required 
them to be mustered out on June 30 of this year. I wish to say 
that if it had been left to the Executive we would probably have 
saved in the service of these men and in their transportation 
$40,000.000, because we can not get a regiment to the Philippines 
and bring them back under a certain amount of money. That 
amendment, which was forced on the Military Affairs Committee 
at that time, has cost the country at least $40,000,000. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Connecticut pardon me 
for just a moment? 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. I recognize the courtesy of the Senator, and I 
will not intrude upon him further. I think possibly an apology 
is due him. I had no idea of precipitating a debate when I asked 
the question of the Senator from Vermont. I simply wanted to 
have the information in connection with what he had previously 
stated. I wish to say this in reply to what the Senatorfrom Mon- 
tana has stated. I think the Senator from Iowa also had some- 
thing to say on the same subject. 

There is no parallel between the law which was passed in view 
of the Spanish-American war and the present proposedlaw. That 





in force only during that war, with the intention that it should 
immediately cease to be the law upon the termination of that war. 
But this does not propose to be an emergency bill. It proposes to 
be a bill which shall constitute the Regular Army of the United 
States. . 

If what the Senator from Vermont said, or what I understood 
him tosay, is the proper construction of the bill, the feature which 
so much excites my opposition would not present to me the enor- 
mity which to my mind it does present. Of course I say that 
with all due respect to those who entertain a different opinion. 
If it were true, as stated by the Senator from Vermont, or as I 
understood him to state, that while the maximum is fixed ata 
hundred thousand it is not a continuing power vested in the Pres- 
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ident, and that the only power conferred upon him is a power to 
reduce, then I should have nothing to say about that feature. 

3ut I asked the question whether or not, after having reduced it, 
he could at any time, so long as this law stayed upon the statute 
book, increase the Army from 58,000 to a hundred thousand, and 
the Senator from Rhode Island said he could, and the Senator 
from Connecticut, the chairman of the committee, says he could. 

I understand the Senator from Montana to say he could, So 
that. so far from it being, as in the case of the bill or for 
the emergency of the Spanish-American war, a bill limited to a 
certain specific occasion and for a specific purpose, to end when 
that occasion ceased to demand it, it is now proposed to put upon 
the statute book a law which shall be there for all time, until 
there shall be a Congress which shall have the power and the in- 
clination to repeal it or to modify it. Therefore, if the Senator 
from Rhode Island and the Senator from Connecticut are correct, 
for all time it becomes a fixed policy of the Government, the fixed 
law of the Government, that it shall be within the power of the 


President to determine whether the Army shall be 58,000 or | 


whether it shall be a hundred thousand, and there is no limit to his 
discretion and no check upon his discretion, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me? 
What difference isthere in principle between Congress abdicating 


to the President the right to reduce the Army to a minimum and | 


the power to increase it toa maximum? I understand the Sena- 
tor to say that he would not object if the President were author- 
ized to reduce it; that what he does object to is that Congress 
authorizes him to increase it. I should like him to explain the 
difference in principle between the President exercising the Con- 
gressional function of reducing the Army and his exercising the 
Congressional function of increasing it. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator understood me to say I would 
have no objection to a feature of that kind in the bill, or even if I 
said it, I did not properly express myself. What [ mean is that 


the fact of reduction would not be a matter to which I should ob- | 


ject. Ithink, as suggested by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
it is the province of Congress to determine not only as to an in- 
crease, but as to a decrease; but the question of increase is a very 
much more serious one than the question of decrease. I am op- 
posed to an increase of the standing army beyond what may be 
absolutely necessary, because I am opposed to a large standing 
army. I think it threatens the institutions of this country. But 
an increase is a very much more serious matter in its effect, 
whether or not there is a difference in the principle. 

But there is this to be said about it, in the practical feature of 
it, that if it were, as suggested by the Senator from Vermont, a 
— which is not a ee ee while the principle might 

e violated, the great danger and the great evil to which we are 
opposed would be minimized, because, so far from the evil being 
increased, it would be éne which would be diminished, and after 
having once been diminished it could not be again brought to con- 
front us. But if the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator 
from Connecticut and the Senator from Montana are correct, two 
of whom are members of the Committee on Military Affairs, then 
it is a most serious matter, not that there shall be for one time or 
for one year, but for all times, the power in the Executive to de- 
termine whether the Army shall be 58,000 or whether it shall be 
100,000—to be determined in his discretion, without any check or 
without any power or control or influence by anybody else. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Connecticut will consent I 
will. I am on the floor by his courtesy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think I have any rights here. 

Mr. BACON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ‘TILLMAN (to Mr. Bacon). You have the floor. 

Mr. BACON. 
Connecticut. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May [I ask the Senator a question? Does the 
Senator from Georgia seriously contend, supposing the Army was 
fixed at 30,000 under the old law, and that by reason of some mis- 
fortune in battle or otherwise it was decimated to one-half that 
number, and an emergency arose where it was necessary to use 
the full strength of the Army, that the President ¢f the United 
States would have to consult Congress? 

Mr. BACON. By no means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the same case. 

Mr. BACON. No, it is not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the same case that he is now dis- 
cussing. 

Mr. CARTER. With the permission of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, I wish to state that the suggestion of the Senator from 
Georgia, that this proposed legislation embodies a departure in 
principle from the legislation which is now the statute law of the 
country on this subject, is open to question. The Senator sug- 
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gests that the legislation to which this is not parallel provided for 
the raising of an army of volunteers to fight the Spanish war, an 
emergency in the country’s history having arisen. Now, at the 
time the existing statute was passed the Spanish war had ceased. 
a BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I alluded to the act 
of 1898. 

Mr. CARTER. 
| Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I was not alluding to the law that we passed 
| after the expiration of the Spanish war. I was illustrating by the 
| act which we passed authorizing the President to call out troops 

to meet that necessity. 

Mr. CARTER. Then the Senator from Georgia must concede 
| that the present proposed legislation does notin principle or spirit 
| differ from the existing law upon the question of the Army. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Georgia does not concede 
| that. On the contrary, he distinctly disputes it. 
| Mr. CARTER. Then, upon what basis is the question? 

Mr. BACON. Because in the one case it was limited to July 1, 
| 1901, 

Mr. CARTER. And in the other case it was limited to such 
time as Congress might otherwise direct. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, but limited to 1901, anyhow. 

Mr. CARTER. Congress in one case fixed a definite limit. In 
| the other case Congress reserves the right at any time to fix any 
limit it may see fit, and until such limit shall have been fixed by 
| Congress the law itself fixes a maximum and a minimum for the 

Army of the United States. 

In 1898, after the treaty of peace had been signed at Paris, con- 
| ditions were not dissimilar from conditions confronting us now. 
| In order to meet the conditions then existing it was proposed that 
| the Regular Army should consist of 65,000 men, or thereabouts, 
| and that in addition to the 65,000 men of the Regular Army we 
| should have 35,000 volunteers. The President was not required to 
call out a single volunteer; he was not required to keep the Army 
at 65,000, but if, in his opinion, the 35,000 volunteers were neces- 
sary to supplement the Regular Army, in that event the right was 
| given to the President to call out the 35,000 volunteers or any num- 
| ber of volunteers less than 35,000 that in his judgment might be 

necessary. 
Mr. BACON. Does the Senator from Montana recognize no dif- 
ference between the authority of the President to call out volun- 
teers and the authority of the President to determine, until the law 
shall be otherwise changed, no limit being fixed, what shall be the 
size of the Regular Army? 
| Mr. CARTER, Buta limit is fixed, Mr. President, at 100,000 
men. 
Mr. BACON. Suppose we fix it at a million and state that the 
| President shall have it from 58,000 to 1,000,000, he would have all 
| the discretion he wanted. 

Mr. CARTER. Congress may do it, if Congress shall see fit. 
| The number of men does not in any sense change the principle 
involved, no more than was the principle changed when the Army 
was fixed at 30,000 and allowed in the ordinary course of muster 
out to be reduced below the number of 30,000 men, the condition 
of the service not requiring any greater number. It has been 
27,000 at one time, 25,000 at another, and I believe while the stat- 
ute remained allowing 30,000 men to be enlisted our Army drifted 
down to the point of about 17,000 in numbers at one time. 

Now, in this case we make a departure from the former statutes 
| only in this, that the minimum is fixed. The maximum number 
of the Army has been a feature of our legislation from the begin- 
ning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator pardon me just there? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator speaks of the discretion of the 
President as to our maximum limit, which was 30,000, was it not? 
Congress reduced it to 25,000 by limiting the appropriation. Cen- 
gress makes a limit 30,000; then Congress itself limits the Regular 
| Army to 25,000 by reducing the appropriation just as effect- 
| ively as a change made by statute. So it was not the discretion 
of the President; it was the action of Congress. 

Mr. CARTER. In reply to the Senator from North Carolina, I 
will say that there never was a time when the President was 
absolutely required, irrespective of the public service, to main- 
tain the Army at 30,000. He could permit the enlistments to drop 
down to 20,000 and the appropriations for the maintenance of 
30,000 would thereupon lapse and go back into the Treasury. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was not a matter of express discretion 
given to the President. It was one of those accidents of situation 
that Congress did not complain of and which could not be con- 
sidered an infraction of the law. But here we are giving an 
express discretion. 

The Senator frequently referred to section 26 as limiting the dis- 
cretion of the President, and as limiting the terms of this bill. 
He says that the language, ‘“‘until Congress may otherwise here- 
after direct,” limits the provision. Instead of limiting it, I should 
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like to ask the Senator if it does not make it a perpetual provision, 
because the wording as now arranged means the same as if it 
read— 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlistment force of the 
several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by 


this act. 

and stopped right there. The remaining words simply state until 
the present exigency shall cease or until Congress shall otherwise 
direct. We passed the gold-standard act. Is that perpetual? 
Can not Congress repeal it? Does it affect it at all that we state 
in the act that the act shall stand until Congress shall otherwise 
direct? That has no effect at all. The only effect it has in this 
case is to make it a perpetual law, just like any other law is until 
Congress shall see fit to repeal it. : 

We are to-day fixing a standing army. All of the other legis- 
lation referred to has been temporary. I take it that there will 
be no trouble now in making any temporary provision that the 
Administration asks for while the present exigencies exist; and 
if the committee and the majority here shall ask for a temporary 
provision without increasing the standing army, giving this dis- 
cretion as we construe it, I take it this bill could be passed in an 
hour. It does seem that is all the Administration could want. If 
the interests of the country demand anything more, I should like 
to hear some Senator address himself to that and tell us what we 
need beyond a temporary army for the present emergency. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me to take the floor 
fora moment? I think I can help him out a little. On page 40, 
beginning in line 22, the bill says: 

The total number of enlisted men in said native organizations shall not 
exceed 12,000, and the total enlisted force of the line of the Army, together 
with such native force, shall not exceed at any one time 100,000. 

There is your limitation, Now I should like to read another 
citation: 

Sec. 26. That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of 
the several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed 
by this act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time 
as Congress may hereafter direct. 

Now, the President of the United States is not left there to be 
ausurper. Abraham Lincoln was a great usurper when the Sen- 
ator from Georgia—he may have been there himself—fired upon 
Fort Sumter. 

Mr. BACON. What is that the Senator said? I want to get it 
exactly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was only jocularly spoken. 

Mr. BACON. I know, but I want to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When they fired upon Fort Sumter—— 

Mr. BACON. When I did? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Possibly the Senator might have been there. 
That is all I said. 

Mr. BACON. No; in that exact place I was not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, no matter. Abraham Lincoln did not 
wait the #hort time that it would take, comparatively, to get a 
quorum of Congress together. He immediately issued a procla- 
mation calling for 75,000 men. Thank God, I was the first man 
in my State to count myself in, and he got them all without any 
trouble, and could have continued getting them up to this time, 
statute or no statute, while the flag was in danger. 

Mr. BATE. I beg leave to state 

Mr. SPOONER. There was a statute. 

ir. HAWLEY. Of course there were statutes already. 

Mr, BATE, They were volunteers, not regulars, and they were 
not put in the Army permanently. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, | hope that in the discussion of 
this bill we may limit ourselves, as far as possible, to conditions in 
which we are not in antagonism and where we may all be consid- 
ered as representing a common interest. 

I have no desire to reply to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut as to the conditions of forty years ago, or to say any- 
thing concerningthem. Ithink the time has come, possibly, when 
the statute of limitations, if it would not bar anything else, would 
bar a discussion of them in the Senate in the absence of any very 
strong provocation. I certainly would not myself be led into it 
unless the Senator insists upon it, and I do hope that in the dis- 
cussion of this bill we may be recognized as all of us representing a 
—- interest and all of us designing to accomplish a common 
end. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, may I ask a ques- 
tion? Where in this bill is the President given any power to re- 
duce the number of enlisted men? I have been looking for it, and 
I do not find any power given to the President to reduce the 
number. 

Mr. BACON. DoI understand the Senator to ask me the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, Iam in an unfortunate position. 
I have been myself trying to get light from the Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber, and in endeavoring to give me that 
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light they contradict each other, and I do not know who is right 
and who is wrong. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no specific power here 
given to the President to reduce, is there? ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a maximum limit. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
says there is; the Senator from Rhode Island {[ Mr. ALDRICH] says 
there is; the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] says there is; 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] says there is. The only 
difference is this: Senators on the other side of the Chamber differ 
among themselves as to what will be the status when it is once 
reduced—whether it must stay reduced or whether the President 
will have thereafter the power again to increase. The Senators 
differ on that point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I speaka word? Even my colleague is 
mistaken, which is very seldom. The word ‘‘ exigencies” implies 
that there is an uncertain condition of things. There may bea 
million men wanted and there may be 10,000 men wanted, The 
word ‘‘ exigencies” answers my purpose. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator from 
Connecticut by a reference to the proviso in section 3, well-nigh 
the bottom of page 12, Thisappearsin the bill. Theprovisoreads 
as follows: 

Provided, That the President in his discretion may increase the number 
of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8 and the number of privates to 76; but 
the total number of enlisted men authorized for the whole Army shall not at 
any time be exceeded. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That does not answer my ques- 
tion. That is not a power to reduce. Thatisa power to increase 
beyond the minimum. 

Mr. CARTER. That is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understood the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to say that the President had power given 
here to reduce. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does he not? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Where does he? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He must have. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the Senator turn to section 26 and read it 
carefully: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this 


act during the present exigencies of the service or until such time as Con- 
gress may hereafter direct. 





That is only an authorization. There isa maximum limit and 
a minimum limit, and it authorizes the President to maintain the 
force during an exigency. That certainly would carry a very 
clear implication that after the exigency had passed he was author- 
ized to reduce it, would it not? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
make a suggestion to the Senator from Wisconsin? This debate 
has proceeded upon the theory that the only flexibility provided 
foris that to be found in section 26 as renumbered, at page 37. 
‘rhe flexibility that is provided for is one of the attractive features 
to me of this bill. I think the power can be safely lodged with 
the President to enlarge the Army within a fixed limitation, as 
this maximum provides, in cases of exigency. Now, it is found, 
when you come to examine the bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Ohio 
yield one moment, while the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business? It will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and 
increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask that the regular order may be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and the discussion continued. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iexpected that. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the pending Army bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
moves that the Senate proceed to what is known as the Army bill, 
Senate bill 4300. 

Mr. BACON. Mr, President, I should like to make an inquiry, 
if you please. I want to know the effect of this motion. Will it 
displace the shipping bill? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It'will. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. HawLey), 

The motion was agreed to. , 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to call attention, Mr. President, 
to the fact that flexibility is provided for by a number of provi- 
sions in the sense of lodging with the President power to increase 
the Army to a maximum at his discretion. On page 12, at the end 
of section 2, is one of the provisions to which I refer. That is the 
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section in which it is provided what the cavalry organization shall 
be, and it provides among other things, that— 

Each troop of cavalry shall consist of 1 captain, 1 first lieutenant, 1 second 
lieutenant, 1 first sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 6 sergeants, 6 corpo 
rals, etc., and 43 privates. 

Then there is a proviso added: 

That the President, in his discretion, may increase the number of corpo 
rals in any troop of cavalry to 8, and the number of privates to 76. 

On page 16 is found the provision as to the organization of the 
artillery, and it is provided that in each company of foot artillery 
the number of privates shal! be 52—that is the minimum—and in 
each battery of field artillery the number of privates shall be 51, 
and then is added a proviso empowering the President in his dis- 
cretion to increase the number of privates in any company of foot 
artillery to 85 and in any battery of field artillery to 133. 

Then at page 18, in the renumbered section 6, is found a provi- 
sion as to the infantry organization and a provision that there 
shall be in each infantry company 48 privates, with power given 
to the President in the proviso added to increase that number to 
127. A similar provision is found as to the Corps of Engineers on 
page 19. The number of privates of the first class shall be 38 and 
of the second class also 388 in each company, with power to the 
President to increase the number to 64 in each company. 

In other words, Mr. President, not looking further than this. 
the bill provides for an Army of 58,000, and that is the minimum, 
There shall be the requisite number of men in each company pre- 
scribed in the bill, and the total is shown by computation to 
amount to 58,000 officers and men. Then the power is given to 
the President, at his discretion, to increase this number, as I have 
already pointed out, as found in these several provisions, with a 
limitation, however, that in no event shall the aggregate of the 
Army exceed a certain maximum limit of 100,000. So before you 
reach renumbered section 26, at page 37, this power is already 
conferred upon the President to increase the Army from the mini- 
mum to the maximum. 

At page 37, in renumbered section 26, the authority given to 
the President is but a reaffirmation really of the authority already 
conferred upon him, having special reference to existing condi- 
tions, making it clear that he is now by Congress given authority 
to maintain the power at the maximum during these existing con- 
ditions, with power to Congress to fix another time shorter than 
the termination of these existing conditions, or beyond their ter- 
mination, as the Congress may hereafter see fit to direct. 

I call attention to that in order that it may be made perfectly 
plain that the bill provides for flexibility as to the size of the 
Army, and that that power is lodged with the President, and | 
say that is to me one of the very great merits of this bill, that we 
maintain now a minimum, that is required, but that it may be 
increased, if there is any emergency, by the President exercising 
the discretion which we confer upon him. I think it is perfectly 
safe to confer upon him that discretion. I think if he may in- 
crease, he may also reduce, because it is at the discretion of the 
President that he increases beyond the minimum, 

Now, if trouble should suddenly arise, it is within the power of 
the President to increase the Army, subject to the condition that 
he does not exceed the maximum, sufficient to meet it, and if 
that emergency subsides, the President may reduce. It seems to 
me that would follow without any express provision to that effect. 


Mr. HOAR. May lLask the Senator a question? Suppose the | 


President on the alarm of an approaching war or threat of war 
increases this Army to 100,000 men. The alarm goes by. Weare 


as far as we know anything about it. Can the President dismiss 
those 42,000 men from the Army, and if so, where does he get his 
authority? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under the general law. 


Mr. HOAR. Can he do it under the general law without cause 


and before the soldiers’ term of enlistment expires? That is what 
I want to know. 

Mr. FORAKER. It may be that this may be made more ex- 
plicit, but it seems to me that the power to increase within his 
discretion would carry with it the power, when the danger had 
yassed away, to reduce. But if there is any doubt about it, it can 
be placed beyond doubt by providing that he shall undoubtedly 
have that power to reduce again. There is not any question 
that is all | am trying to point out—but that the President is em- 
powered to increase the minimum size of the Army to its maxi- 
mum size whenever,in his discretion, he thinks it is necessary for 
the public welfare or the common defense, and | think that carries 
with it the power to reduce it when the emergency passes. But 
if there is any doubt— 

Mr. CARTER. May I makea suggestion to the Senator at that 
point? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Inasmuch as one-third of the enlistments ex- 
pire each year, there will not be any difficulty in Congress at any 
time in the reduction of the Army by a mere failure to reenlist. 
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Mr. HAWLEY rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have said all I care to say. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I intended to read some remarks of Secretary 
Root before the committee. He said: 

We do not any of us expect that for any considerable period an army of 
100,000 men will be maintained, and for an army of 60,000 men the provisions 
you made are certainly sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary resumed the reading at line 18, page 10. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that at least these minor verbal amend- 
ments may be agreed to as they are reached in the reading of the 
bill, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The word “acts.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. The first line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it would be better to let that go by. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That amendments not objected 
to may be acted upon when reached. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 object to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, which was to strike ont all 


‘after the enacting clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert 


the following: 


That from and after the approval of this bill the Army of the United States 
shall consist of 15 regiments of cavalry, a corps of artillery, 30 regiments of 
infantry, 1 Lieutenant-General, 6 major-generals, 15 brigudier-generals, an 
Adjutant-General’s Department, an Inspector-General's Department, a 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department, a Quartermaster's Department, a 
Subsistence Department, a Medical Department, a Pay Department, an En- 
gineer Corps, an Ordnance Department, a Signal Corps, the officers of the 
Record and Pension Office, the chaplains, the officers and enlisted men of the 
Army on the retired list, the professors, corps of cadets, the army-service Je- 
tachment and band at the United States Military Academy, os such other 
officers and enlisted men as may hereinafter be provided for: Provided, That 
when a vacancy shall occur through death, retirement, or other separation 
from active service in the office of storekeeper, now provided for by law in 
the Quartermaster’s Department and Ordnance Department, respectively, 
said office shall cease to exist. 

Sec. 2. That each regiment of cavalry shall consist of 1 colonel, 1 lieuten- 
ant-colonel, 3 majors, 15 captains, 15 first lieutenants, and 15 second lieuten- 
ants; 2 veterinarians, 1 sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 1 commis- 
sary-sergeant, 3 squadron sergeants-major, 1 color-sergeant with rank, pay, 
and allowances of squadron sergeant-major, 1 band, and 1” troops organized 
into 3 squadrons of 4 troops each. Of the officers herein provided 3 captains 
shall be available for detail as adjutant, quartermaster. and commissary, 
and 3 first lieutenants shall be available for detail as squadron adjutants, and 
3 second lieutenants shall be available for duty as squadron quartermasters 
and commissaries. Squadron adjutants shall receive $1,800 per annum and 
the allowances of first lieutenants; squadron quartermasters and commis- 
saries shall receive $1,600 per annum and the allowances of second lieuten- 
ants. Each cavalry band shall be organized as now provided by law. Each 
troop of cavalry shall consist of 1 captain, 1 first lieutenant, 1 second lieuten- 
ant, 1 first sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 6 sergeants, 6 corporals, 2 
cooks, 2 farriers and blacksmiths, 1 saddler, | wagoner, 2 trumpeters, and 43 
privates; the commissioned officers to be assigned from among*those herein- 
before authorized: Provided, That the President, in his discretion, may in- 
crease the number of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8, and the number 
of privates to 76, but the total number of enlisted men authorized for the 
whole Army shall not at any time be exceeded. 

Sec, 3. That the regimental organization of the artillery arm of the United 
States Army is hereby discontinued, and that arm is constituted and desig- 
nated as the Artillery Corps. It shall be organized as hereinafter specified 
and shall belong to the line of the Army. 

Spec. 4. That the Artillery Corps shall comprise two branches—the coast 
artillery and the field artillery. The coast artillery is defined as that por- 
tion charged with the care and use of the fixed and movable elements of 


: | land and coast fortifications, including the submarine mine and torpedo de- 
looking forward to a condition of peace for the next twenty years | i - ) ; 
s | field, and including field and light artillery proper, horse artillery, siege 


fenses; and the field artillery as that portion accompanying an army in the 


artillery, mountain artillery, and alsomachine-gun batteries: Provided, That 


| this shail not be construed to limit the authority of the Secretary of War to 


order coast artillery to any duty which the public service demands or to pre- 
vent the use of machine or other field guns by any other arm of the service 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Suc. 5. That all officers of artillery shall be placed on one list, in respect 
to promotion, according to seniority in their several grades, and shall be 
assigned to coast or to field artillery acccording to their special aptitude for 
the respective services. 

Se. 6. That the Artillery Corps shall consist of an Inspector of Artillery, 
who shall be selected and detailed by the President from the colonels of ar- 
tillery, to serve on the staff of the general officer commanding the Army, and 
whose duties shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War; 14 colonels, one of 
whom shall be the Inspector of the Artillery: 13 lieutenant-colonels, 39 majors, 
182 captains, 198 first lieutenants, 192 second lieutenants; and the captainsand 
lieutenants provided for in this section not required for duty with batteries 
or companies shall be available for duty as staff officers of the various artil- 
lery garrisons and such other details as may be authorized by law and regu- 
lations; 21 sergeants-major, with the rank, pay, and allowances of regimental 
sergeants-major of infantry; 27 sergeants major, with the rank, pay, and al- 
lowances of battalion sergeants-major of infantry; 1 electrician sergeant to 
each coast-artillery post having electrical appliances; 30 batteries of field ar- 
tillery, 126 batteries of coast artillery, and 10 bandsorganized as now author- 
ized by law for artillery regiments: Provided, That theaggregate number of 
enlisted men for the artillery, as provided under this act, shall not exceed 
18,920, exclusive of electrician sergeants. 

Sec. 7. That each company of coast artillery shall be organized as is now 
prescribed by law for a battery of artillery: Provided, That the enlisted 
strength of any company may be fixed, urder the direction of the Secretary 
of War, according to the requirements of the service to which it may be 
assigned: And provided, ‘That first-class gunners shall receive $a month and 
second-class gunners $1 per month in addition to their pay. 
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Src. 8. That each battery of field artilleryshall be organized as is now pre- 
scribed by law, and the enlisted strength thereof shall be fixed under the 
direction of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 9. That the increase herein provided for the artillery shall be made 
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as follows: Not less than 20 per cent before July 1, 1901, and not less than 20 | 


r cent each succeeding twelve months until the total number provided for 
in this bill shall have been attained. All vacancies created or caused by this 
act shall be filled by promotion according to seniority in the artillery arm. 
Second lieutenants of infantry or cavalry may,in the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, be transferred to the artillery arm, taking rank therein according to 
length of service as commissioned officers, and such transfers shall be subject 
to approval by a board of artillery officers appointed to pass upon the capacity 
of such officers for artillery service: Provided, That the increase of officers 
of artillery shall be only in proportion to the increase of men. 

Sec. 10. That each regiment of infantry shall consist of 1 colone), 1 lieu- 
tenant-colonel, 3 majors, 15 captains, 15 first lieutenants, and 15 second lieu 


tenants; lsergeant-major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, | commissary sergeant, | 


8 battalion sergeants-major, 2 color sergeants, with rank, pay, and allowances 
of battalion sergeants-major, 1 band, and 12 companies, organized into 3 bat 

talions of 4 companies each. Of the officers herein provided, 3 captains shall 
be available for detail as adjutant, quartermaster, and commissary, and 3 
first lieutenants shall be available for detail as battalion adjutants, and 3 sec- 
ond lieutenants shall be available for duty as battalion quartermasters and 
commissaries. Battalion adjutants shall receive $1,800 per annum and the 
allowances of first lieutenant, mounted; battalion quartermasters and com- 
missaries shall receive $1,600 per annum and the allowances of second lieuten- 
ant, mounted. Each infantry band shall be organized as now provided by 
law. Each infantry company shall consist of 1 captain, 1 first lieutenant, | 
second lieutenant, 1 first sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 4 sergeants, 6 


corporals, 2 cooks, 2 musicians, 1 artificer, and 48 privates: Provided, That | 


the President, in his discretion, may increase the number of sergeants in any 
company of infantry to 6, the number of corporals to 10, and the number of 
privates to 127, but the total number of enlisted men authorized for the whole 
Army shall not, at any time, be exceeded. ; 
Seco. 11. That the enlisted force of the Corps of Engineers shall consist of 


1 band and 8 battalions of engineers. The engineers’ band shall be organ- | 


ized as now provided by law for bands of infantry regiments. Each battalion 
of engineers shall consist of 1 sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, and 
4companies. Each company of engineers shall consist of 1 first sergeant, 1 
quartermaster-sergeant, with the rank, pay, and allowances of sergeant, 8 
sergeants, 10 corporals, 2 musicians, 2 cooks, 38 first-class and 38 second-class 
privates: Provided, That the President may, in his discretion, increase the 
number of sergeants inany company of engineers to 12, the number of cor- 
porals to 18, the number of first-class privates to 64, and the number of second- 
class privates to 64, but the total number of enlisted men authorized for the 
whole Army shall not, at any time, be exceeded. 

Sec. 12. That the President is authorized to appoint, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, chaplains in the Army, at the rate of ] for 
each regiment of cavalry and infantry in the United States service and 12 
for the corps of artillery, with the rank, pay, and allowances of captains of 
infantry: Provided, That no person shall be appointed a chaplain in the Reg- 
ular Army who shall have passed the age of 3 years, nor until he shall have 
established his fitness as required by existing law: And provided, That the 
office of post chaplain is abolished, and the officers now holding commissions 
as chaplains, or who may hereafter be appointed chaplains, shall be assigned 
to regiments or to the corps of artillery. Chaplains may be assigned to such 
stations as the Secretary of War shall direct, and they may be transferred, 
as chaplains, from one branch of the service or from one regiment to another 
by the Secretary of War, without further commission. When serving in the 
field, chaplains shall be furnished with necessary means of transportation by 
the Quartermaster’s Department. : 

Sec. 13. That the Adjutant-General’s Department shall consist of 1 Adju- 
tant-General with the rank of major-general during the active service of the 
present incumbent of the office and with the rank of brigadier-general there- 
after, 5 assistant adjutants-general with the rank of colonel, 7 assistant 
adjutants-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and 15 assistant adju- 
tants-general with the rank of major: Provided, That all vacancies created 
or caused by this section shall, as far as possible, be filled by promotion 
according to seniority of officers of the Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Sec. 14. That the Inspector-General’s Department shall consist of 1 In- 
spector-General with the rank of brigadier-general, 3 inspectors with the 
rank of colonel,4 inspectors with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and 9 in- 
spectors with the rank of major: Provided, That all vacancies created or 
caused by this section shall be filled, as far as possible, by promotion accord- 
ing to seniority of officers of the Inspector-General’s Department. 

Sec. 15. That the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department shall consist of 1 
Judge-Advocate-General with the rank of brigadier-general, 2 judge-advo 
cates with the rank of colonel, 3 judge-advocates with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, 6 judge-advocates with the rank of major, and for each geographical 
department or tactical division of troops not provided with a judge-advocate 
from the list of officers holding permanent commissions in the Judge- 
Advocate-General’s Department 1 jJudge-advocate with the rank, pay, and 
allowances of captain, mounted. Promotions to vacancies above the grade 
of major, created or caused by this act, shall be made, according to the rules 
of seniority, from officers now holding commission in the Judge-Advocate- 
General's Department. Vacancies created or caused by this act in the grade 
of major may be filled by appointment of officers holding commissions as 

udge-advocate of volunteers since April 21, 1898. Vacancies which may occur 
ereafter in the grade of major in the Judge- Advocate-General’s Department 
shall be filled by selection of officers of the line. 

Vacancies in the grade of captain in the Judge-Advocate-General’s Depart- 
ment shall be filled by detail from the line of the Army officers of the grade of 








captain or first lieutenant, and while so serving shall continue to hold their | 


commissions in the arm of the service to which they permanently belong. 
Upon completion of a tour of duty not exceeding four years they shall be re- 
turned to the arm in which commissioned, and shall not be again detailed 
until they shall have completed two years’ duty with the arm of the service 
in which commissioned. 

Src. 16. That the Quartermaster’s Department shall consist of 1 Quarter- 
master-General with the rank of brigadier-general, 7 quartermasters with 
the rank of colonel, 11 quartermasters with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
28 quartermasters with the rank of major, 72 quartermasters with the rank 
of captain, mounted; the military storekveper now provided for by law,and 
150 post quartermaster-sergeants: Provided, That all vacancies in the grade 
of colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and major created or caused by this section 


shall be filled by promotion according to seniority, as now prescribed by | 


law. That to fill vacancies in the grade of captain created by this act in the 
Quartermaster’s Department the President is authorized to appoint officers 
of volunteers commissioned since April 21, 1898. 

Sec. 17. That the Subsistence Department shall consist of 1 Commissary- 
General with the rank of brigadier general, 3 commissaries with the rank of 
colonel, 4 commissaries with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 9 commissaries 
with the rank of major, 27 commissaries with the rank of captain, mounted, 
and 150 commissary-sergeants who shall hereafter be known as post commis- 
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sary-sergeants: Provided, That all vacancies in the grades of colonel, lieuten- 
ant-colonel, and major, created or caused by this section, shall be filled by 
promotion, according to seniority, as now prescribed by law. That to fill 
vacancies in the grade of captain, created by this act. in the Subsistence 
Department, the President is authorized to appoint officers of volunteers 
commissioned since April 21, 1898. 

Sec. 18. That the Medical Department shall consist of 1 Surgeon-General 
with the rank of brigadier-general, 8 surgeons with the rank of colonel, 12 
surgeons with the rank of heutenant-colonel, 60 surgeons with the rank of 
major, 240 assistant surgeons with the rank of captain or first lieutenant, the 
Hospital Corps, as now authorized by law, and the Nurse Corps: Provided, 
That all vacancies in the grades of colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and major 
created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion according to 
seniority, subject to the examination now prescribed by law: And provided, 
That the period during which any assistant surgeon shall have served asa 
surgeon or assistant surgeon in the Volunteer Army during the war with 
Spain or since shall be counted as a portion of the five years’ service required 
to entitle him to rank of captain: And provided also, That nothing in this 
section shall change the relative rank for subsequent promotion of medical 
ofticers as arranged by results of competitive examination: Provided further, 
That in emergencies the Surgeon-General of the Army, with the approval of 
the Secretary of War, may appoint as many contract surgeons as may be 
necessary, at a compensation not to exceed $150 per month. 

That on or after the passage of this act the President may appoint for duty 
in the Philippine Islands 50 surgeons of volunteers with the rank and pay of 
major, and 150 assistant surgeons of volunteers with the rank and pay of cap- 
tain, for a period of two years: Provided, That so many of these volunteer 
medical officers as are not required shall be honorably discharged the service 
whenever in the opinion of the Secretary of War their services are no longer 
necessary: Provided, That the Surgeon-General of the Army, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War, be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ 
dental surgeons to serve the ofticers and enlisted men of the Regular and 
Volunteer Army, in the proportion of not to exceed 1 for every 1,000 of said 
Army, and not exceeding Win all. Said dental surgeons shall be employed 
as contract dental surgeons under the terms and conditions applicable to 
Army contract surgeons, and shall be graduates of standard medical or dental 
colleges, trained in the several branches of dentistry, of good moral and pro- 
fessional character, and shall pass a satisfactory professional examination: 
Provided, That 3 of the number of dental surgeons to be employed shall be 
first appointed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Secretary 
of War, with reference to their fitness for assignment, under the direction of 
the Surgeon-General, to the special service of conducting the examinations 
and supervising the operations of the others; and for such special service an 
extra compensation of $60 a month will be allowed: Provided further, That 
dental college graduates now employed in the Hospital Corps who have been 
detailed for a period of not less than twelve months to render dental service 
tothe Army and who are shown by the reports of their superior officers to 
have rendered such service satisfactorily may be appointed contract dental 
surgeons without examination. 

Sec. 19. That the Nurse Corps (female) shall consist of one Superintendent, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of War, and whose term of office may be 
terminated at his discretion, whose compensation shall be $1,800 per annum, . 
and of as many chief nurses, nurses, and reserve nurses as may be needed. 
Reserve nurses may be assigned to active duty when the emergency of the 
service demands, but shall receive no compensation except when on such 
duty: Provided, That all nurses in the Nurse Corps shall be appointed or re- 
moved by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Secretary of War; 
that they shall be graduates of hospital training schools, and shall have passed 
a satisfactory professional, moral, mental, and physical examination: And 
provided, That the Superintendent and nurses shall receive transportation 
and necessary expenses when traveling under orders; that the pay and 
allowances of nurses, and of reserve nurses, when on active service, shall be 
$40 per month when on duty in the United States and $50 per month when 
without the limits of the United States. They shall be entitled to quarters, 
subsistence, and medical attendance during illness, and they may be granted 
leaves of absence for thirty days, with pay, for each calendar year; and, 
when serving as chief nurses, their pay may be increased by authority of the 
Secretary of War, such increase not to exceed $25 per month. Payments to 
the Nurse Corps shall be made by the Pay Department. 

Sec. 20. That the Veterinary Corps shall consist of 

A Chief Veterinarian with the rank, pay, and allowances ofa colonel, United 
States Army. 

An assistant chief veterinarian with the rank, pay, and allowances of a 
major, United States Army, to be promoted in 1905, after competitive satis- 


| factory examination, from the grade of veterinarian and captain. 


Four veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a captain of cav- 
alry,to be promoted in 1908, after competitive satisfactory examination, from 
the grade of assistant veterinarian and first lieutenant. 

Ten assistant veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a first 
lieutenant of cavalry, to be promoted, after satisfactory examination, from 
the grade of assistant veterinarian and second lieutenant after one year's 
service in this grade. 

Twenty assistant veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a 
second lieutenant of cavalry, to be appointed after satisfactory examination: 
Provided, That these 20 positions shall include the veterinarians, first class, 
provided for in the act of March 2, 1899, who have passed satisfactory exami- 
nations, and also the 6 veterinarians, second class, who are now employed in 
the Army ander said act of March 2, 1899. 

All rules and regulations governing the Veterinary Corps shall be made 
by the Secretary of War, and the chief veterinarian shall report directly to 
that officer. 

For pay of officers of the Veterinary Corps, $33.5v0. 

Sec. 21. That the Pay Department shall consist of 1 Paymaster-General 
with the rank of brigadier-genera), 4 paymasters with the rank of colonel and 
assistant paymaster-general, 5 paymasters with the rank of lieutenant-colonel 
and deputy paymaster-general, 2) paymasters with the rank of major, and 
25 paymasters with the rank of captain: Provided, That all vacancies in the 
grade of colonel and lieutenant-colonel created or caused by this section 
shall be filled by promotion according to seniority, as now prescribed by law, 
and no more appointments to the grade of major and paymaster shall be 
made until the number of majors and paymasters is reduced below 20: And 
provided, That persons who have served in the Volunteer Army since April 
21, 1898, as additional paymasters may be appointed to positions in the grade 
of captain, created by this section. So long as there remain surplus majors 
an equal number of vacancies shall be held in the grade of captain, so that 
the total number of paymasters authorized by this section shall not be ex- 
ceeded at any time. 

Sec. 22. That the Corps of Engineers shall consist of 1 Chief of Engi- 
neers with the rank of brigadier-general, 7 colonels, 14 lieutenant-colone|s, 28 
majors, 40 captains, 40 first lieutenants, and 30 second lieutenants. The en- 
listed force provided in section 11 of this act and the officers serving there- 
with shall constitute a part of the line of the Army: Provided, That Chief of 
Engineers shall be selected as now provided by law, and hereafter vacancies 
in the Corps of Engineers in all other grades above that of second lieutenant 
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shall be filled, as far as possible, by promotion according to seniority from 
the Corps of Engineers: And provided also, That vacancies remaining in the 
grades of first and second lieutenant may be filled by transfer of officers of 
the Regular Army, subject to such professional examination as may be ap 
proved by tbe Secretary of War. Vacancies in the grade of second lieuten- 
ant not filled by transfer shall be left for future promotions from the corps 
of cadets at the United States Military Academy. 

Sec. 23. That the Ordnance Department shall consist of 1 Chief of Ord 
nance with the rank of brigadier-general, 4 colonels, 6 lieutenant-colonels, 12 
majors, 24 captains, and 24 first lieutenants, the ordnance storekeeper, and 
the enlisted men, including ordnance sergeants, as now authorized by law. 
All vacancies created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion 
and appointment, as now prescribed by law. 

Src. 24. That the Signal Corps shall consist of 1 Chief Signal Officer with the 
rank of brigadier-general, 1 colonel, 2 lieutenant-colonels, 5 majors, 19captains, 
19 first lieutenants, 80 first-class sergeants, 120 sergeants, 150 corporals, 200 first 
class privates, 150 second-class privates, and 10cooks: Provided, That vacancies 
created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion of officers of the 
Signal Corps according to seniority, as row provided by law. Vacancies 
remaining after such promotions may be filled by appointment of persons 
who have served in the Volunteer Signal Corps since April 21, 1898. 

Sec. 25. That the officers of the Record and Pension Office of the War De- 
partment shall be a chief of said office with the rank of brigadier-general and 
an assistant chief of said office with the rank of major: Provided, That any 
person appointed to be Chief of the Record and Pension Office after the pas- 
sage of this act shall have the rank of colonel. 

Sec. 26. That so long as there remain any officers holding permanent ap- 
ointments in the Adjutant-General’s Department, the Inspector-General's 
department, the Quartermaster’s Department, the Subsistence Department, 

the Pay Department, the Ordnance Department, and the Signal Corps, they 
shall be promoted according to seniority in the several grades, as now pro- 
vided by law, and nothing herein contained shall be deemed to apply to va- 
cancies which can be filled by such promotions. 

Sec. 27. That whenever there shall occur a vacancy, which can not be 
filled by promotion or appointment under the provisions of preceding sec- 
tions of this act, in offices of the grades of lieutenant-colonel and major in 
the Adjutant-General’s and Inspector-General’s departments: of captain in 
the Quartermaster’s, Subsistence, and Pay departments, and of first lieu- 
tenaut in the Signal Corps. such vacancy shall not be filled by a permanent ap- 
pointment, but shall be filled by the detail, by the Secretary of War after 
competitive examination, as hereinafter provided, of an officer of the line, 
who shall serve for the period of four years unless sooner relieved, and shall 
not again be eligible tor detail in any staff corps or department until he shall 
have rendered actual service for two years with troops of the arm in which 
he is commissioned. Any officer detailed for staff duty under the provisions 
of this section shall be selected from the grade corresponding to, or from the 
grade next below, that to which the detail is to be made, and shall have the 
rank, pay, and allowances of the grade to which detailed. No detailforstaff 
duty as herein provided shall be made in the case of any officer until he has 
actually served with troops for at least four years if his rank is above that of 
a second lieutenant, and for at least two years if he is a second lieutenant; 
and no such detail shall be made in the case of any officer until he shall have 
passed a satisfactory competitive examination by an examining board com- 
posed of three officers, of whom one may be a line officer and two shall be 
permanent or detailed officers of the department or corps in which the de- 
tail is to be made, said examination to be conducted under regulations to be 
prescribed by the President, and to be announced in general orders to the 
Army. Examining boards, to be constituted as herein prescribed, for the 
various departments and corps in which details are to be made shall be con- 
vened by the Secretary of War at such times and places as the exigencies of 
the service may require, and said boards shall examine and report upon, as 
far as practicable, all line ofticers who may be applicants for details to staff 
duty, and who shall have been recommended by their commanding officers 
for such details. A separate list of officers reported on favorably by such 
examining boards shall be kept for each department or corps in which de- 
tails are to be made, the officers on said list to be arranged in accordance with 
the ratings given them by the examining boards, and to be detailed for duty, 
in the department or corps to which the list pertains. in the order of their 
standing upon said list, beginning with the officers having the highest rating; 
but no ofticer shall remain eligible for detail for more than two years unless 
he shall again successfully pass the examination hereinbefore prescribed. 

Sno. 28. That whenever there shall occur a vacancy, which can not be filled 
under the provisions of preceding sections of this act by the promotion of 
officers holding permanent appointments, in offices of the grades of colonel 
in the Adjutant-General's and Inspector-General's departments, of major in 
the Quartermaster’s and Subsistence departments, of major in the Pay De- 

yartment after the number of paymasters of that grade shall have been re- 
Sead below 20,and of captain in the Signal Corps, such vacancy shall be 
filled by the appointment of an officer to be selected from among those who 
have served by detail, under the provisions of this act, in the next lower 
grade in the department or corps in which the vacancy occurs. 

Sec. 29. That each position vacated by officers of the line, transferred to 
any department of the staff for tours of service under this act, shall be filled 
by promotion in the line until the total number detailed equals the number 
authorized for duty in each staff department. Thereafter vacancies caused 
by details from the line to the staff shall be filled by officers returning from 
tours of staff duty. If under the operation of this act the number of officers 
returned toany particular arm of the service at any time exceeds the number 
authorized by law in any grade, promotions to that grade shall cease until 
the number has been reduced to that authorized. 

Sec. 30. That vacancies in the grade of field officers and captain, created 
by this act,in the cavalry, artillery,and infantry shall be filled by promotion 
according to seniority in each branch, respectively. Vacancies existing after 
the promotions have been made shall be provided for as follows: A sufficient 
number shall be reserved in the rank of second lieutenant for the next graduat- 
ing class at the United States Military Academy. Officers now holding com- 
missions in the Volunteer Army may be ordered before boards of officers for 
such examination as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. Volunteer 
officers who establish their fitness before these examining boards may be ap- 
pointed to the grade of first or second lieutenant in the Regular Army. Vol- 
unteer officers so appointed to the grade of first or second lieutenant shall be 
arranged according to rank, on a separate list. All vacancies then existing 
in the grade of first lieutenant in each arm of the service shall be filled from 
this list and the lineal lists of second lieutenants, according to seniority, as 
determined by length of prior commissioned service; but nothing herein con- 
tained shall change the relative rank of officers heretofore commissioned as 
second lieutenants in the Regular Army. 

When the vacancies in the grade of first lieutenant shall have been filled 
from the two lists, the names of the remaining second lieutenants shall then 
be placed on one list in eavh branch, arranged as to seniority, according to 
the dates of their commissions, and promotions thereafter shall be made as 
provided for in existing law. That the present restrictions of law or regu- 
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lations as to age shall not apply to those who have served as volunteers since 
April 21, 1898, so far as appointment to the grades of second or first lieuten- 
ant of the line are concerned. 

Sec. 31. That to fill vacancies occurring from time to time in the several 
organizations serving without the limits of the United States with trained 
men, the President is authorized to enlist recruits in numbers equal to 4 per 
cent in excess of the total strength authorized for such organizations. 

Sec. 32. That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of 
the several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed 
by this act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as 
Congress may hereafter direct: Provided, That in the event of the enlist- 
ment of a soldier in the Army for the period required by law, and after the 
expiration of one year of service, should either of his parents die, leavin 
the other solely dependent upon the soldier for support, such soldier may bé 
honorably discharged from the service of the United States upon due proof 
being made of such condition to the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 33. That the Secretary of War is authorized to detach from the Army 
at large such number of enlisted men as may be necessary to perform duty 
at the various recruiting rendezvous, and while performing such duty one 
member of each party shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of sergeant, 
and one the rank, pay, and allowances of corporal of the arm of the service 
to which they respectively belong. 

Sec. 34. That when the exigencies of the service of any offiver who would 
be entitled to promotion upon examination require him to remain absent 
from any place where an examining board could be convened, the President 
is hereby authorized to promote such officer, subject to examination, and 
the examination shall take place as soon thereafter as practicable. If upon 
exumination the officer be found disqualified for promotion, he shall, upon 
the approval of the proceedings by the Secretary of War, be treated in the 
same manner as if he had been examined prior to promotion. 

Sec. 35. That when in the opinion of the President the interests of the serv- 
ice will be benefited thereby, he is empowered to place upon the retired list, 
by Executive order, any officer who has been suspended from duty, either by 
sentence of court-martial or by virtue of an Executive order in mitigation of 
such sentence, for a period extending to or within one year of the time of his 
compulsory retirement for age. 

Src. 36. That all officers who have served during the war with Spain, or 
since, as officers of the Regular or Volunteer Army of the United States, and 
have been honorably discharged or resigned from the service, shall be enti- 
tled to bear the official title and, upon occasions of ceremony, to wear the 
uniform of the highest grade they have held by brevet or other commission 
in the regular or volunteer service. 

Src. 37. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause preliminary examinations and surveys to be made for the 
purpose of selecting sites with a view to the establishment of permanent 
camp grounds for instruction of troops of the Regular Army and National 
Guard, one each for the North, South, East and West, to be fully equipped 
and fitted with all modern appliances, and for this purpose is euthoriasd to 
detail such officers of the Army as may be necessary to carry on the pre- 
liminary work; and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated for the neces- 
sary expense of such work, to be disbursed under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. That when in his opinion the conditions in the Philippine Islands 
justify such action the President is authorized to enlist natives of those islands 
for service in the Army, to be organized as scouts, with such officers as he 
shall deem necessary for their proper control, or as troops or companies, as 
authorized by this act, for the Regular Army. The President is further au- 
thorized, in his discretion, to form companies organized as are companies of 
the Regular Army, in squadrons or battalions, with officers and noncommis- 
sioned officers corresponding to similar organizations in the cavalry and in- 
fantry arms. The total number of enlisted men in said native organizations 
shall not exceed 12,000, and the total ehlisted force of the line of the Army, 
together with such native force, shall not exceed at any one time 100,000. 

The majors to command the squadrons and battalions shall be selected by 
the President from captains of the line of the Regular Army, and while so 
serving they shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of the grade of major. 
The captains of the troops or companies shall be selected by the President 
from first lieutenants of the line of the Regular Army, and while so serving 
they shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of captain of the arm to which 
assigned. Thesquadronand battalion staff officers, first and second lieuten- 
ants of companies, shall be selected from the noncommissioned officers of the 
Regular Army of not less than two years’ service, or from officers or non- 
commissioned officers serving, or who have served, in the volunteers during 
or since the war with Spain, and officers of those grades shall be given pro- 
visional appointments for periods of four years each, and no such appoint- 
ments shall be continued for a second or subsequent term unless the officer's 
conduct shall have been satisfactory in every respect. The pay and allow- 
ances of provisional officers of native organizations shall be those authorized 
for officers of like grades in the Regular Army. The pay of the enlisted men 
shall be one-half that authorized for the Regular Army, and rations and 
clothing allowances to be authorized shall be fixed by the Secretary of War. 

When, in the opinion of the President, natives of the Philippine Islands 
shall, by their services and character, show fitness for command, the Presi- 
dent is authorized to make provisional appointments to the grades of second 


and first lieutenants from such natives, who, when so appointed, sball have 


the pay and allowances to be fixed by the Secretary of War, not exceeding 
those of corresponding grades of the Regular Army. 

Seo. 30. That the President is authorized to organize and maintain one 
proyisional regiment of not exceeding three battalions of infantry, for serv- 
ice in Porto Rico, the enlisted strength thereof to be composed of natives of 
that island. The regiment shall be organized as to numbers, pay, and aliow- 
ances as authorized for infantry regiments of the Regular Army. The field 
officers shall be selected from officers of the next lower gradesin the Regu- 
lar Army and shall, while so serving in the higher grade, have the rank, pay, 
and allowances thereof. The company and regimentai and battalion staff 
officers shall be appointed by the President. The President may, in his dis- 
cretion, continue with their own consent the volunteer officers and enlisted 
men of the Porto Rico regiment, whose terms of service expire by law July 
1, 1901. Enlistments for the Porto Rico regiment shall be made for periods 
of three years, unless sooner discharged. The regiment shall be continued 
in service until further directed by Congress. 

Sec. 40. The sale of, or dealing in, beer, wine, or any intoxicating liquors by 
any person in any post exchange or canteen or army transport, or upon any 
premises used for military purposes by the United States, is hereby prohib- 
ited. The Secretary of Waris hereby directed to carry the provisions of 
this section into full force and effect. 

Sec. 41. That nothing in this act shall be held or construed so as to dis- 
charge any officer from the Regular Army or to deprive him of the commis- 
sion which he now holds therein. 


During the reading of the amendment, when the Secretary 
reached line 8, on page 29, section 21, 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I notice that the latter part of page 28, 





whe 


of 


=a 


ue 





1901. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





marked section 16, was skipped by the clerk inthereading. Ishe 
reading only the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ment only. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
a proposed amendment to the bill. 

fr. PETTIGREW. On the part of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the partof the Committee 
on Military Affairs of the Senate. 

The reading of the amendment having been concluded— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask now, the Senate being willing, to go 
back to page 10 and begin acting upon the amendments. The 
bill has been read through. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not insist 
on that. I think we are certainly entitled to see the report of the 
committee before we are called upon to vote on any part of the 
bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It should be on the Senator’s desk now. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator to call for a print of it 
this morning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; I called for a reprint—an additional 
print. 

: Mr. BACON. I was misled by that and I did not know that 
the report ishere. I thought that the Senator had just called for 
a print of the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a pamphlet also containing a very 
considerable body of evidence that we have heard. We have 
been compelled to yield graciously to a good many people the 
privilege of making arguments. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator when the 
report was furnished to the Senate? 

Mr. PROCTOR. December 20. 

Mr. BACON. I never saw it before. 
ever to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut 
asks for action upon an amendment which will be stated. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itisin line 19 on page 10. 
from South Dakota want the floor? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that some one in charge of 
the bill ought to state to the Senate and the country the reason 
for the existence of an Army of 100,000 men at this time. We are 
left entirely ignorant of all official knowledge that there is any 
war going on at present. No war has been declared by Congress, 
and if there is any necessity for an Army of 100,000 men it ought 
to be stated, and that necessity ought to be shown. Is therea 
war going on, or have we peace within our borders? It seems to 
me the facts and circumstances from an official source ought to 
be furnished before we proceed to enlarge the Army of the United 
States to the extent provided by the bill. 1 should like to know 
whether we are to have any information on this subject. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator who 
has just spoken that we have had as high as 79,000 men in the 
Philippines, and that they are divided into 420 posts. 

Mr. HOAR, How many men? 

Mr. SEWELL. We have hadas highas79,000. Wehave taken 
away some of them. We have probably 76,000 there now. If we 
are to hold the Philippines—and I[ think the majority of the Senate 
are in favor of doing it, under the circumstances—we shall have to 
have a large army there, not alone this year, but next year, and 

srobably for several years to come, until it is pacified and until we 
1ave confidence enough inthe people there to raise a provisional 
army or employ police there who will keep order. We are to-day 
in the situation of facing the exigency under the law passed last 
year, by which we have not alone to discharge the 35,000 volun- 
teers who are there, but to reduce the Regular Army to 29,000 men, 

It is perfectly apparent to anybody who will look into the situ- 
ation that we have got to continue about the same number of men 
for some time tocome. It ~— be for one or two years or three 
years, but it ought not to be limited. It ought to be left toa 
maximum and a minimum number, in the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, to avoid the present condition of affairs, by which we send 
35,000 men to the Philippines, taking six months to get there, and 
after six months’ service requiring practically six months to get 
back. So the men who ought under ordinary circumstances, as 
we do in the Regular Army, to have three years’ service abroad 
will not have any more than six months’ active service. 

Senators who do not look into the question of organizing and 
transporting troops have no idea what it costs. It is a tremen- 
dous tax on the country. Instead of enlisting men for three 
years, and letting them serve out their time, we muster these out 
in eighteen months, and we are to-day withdrawing from some of 
the posts in the Philippines men in order to start them home to 
comply with the law. If we do not give immediate relief, then 
many more men will have to be withdrawn, because transportation 


Heis reading the House amend- 


I supposed he was reading the bill. 
That is the bill. Section 16 is 


I have had no time what- 


Does the Senator 
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isa governing quantityin this case. It will take all the time from 
now until the 30th of June to get back those 35,000 men of the 
volunteers alone, and unless we havethis law enacted we shall have 
to do the same with the regular troops, and practically abandon 
the posts. I trust that no Senator is desirous of abandoning the 
flag under fire. 

Let me say to the Senator from South Dakota that there is a war 
going on, a very serious war. It is not in great shocks of battle, 
which may occur one day in a month, but the loss is equal to it, 
taking the aggregate in a month or three months. Our troops 
to-day are being denuded by losses which grow out of the little 
posts, where they are turned out as scouts and where they are am- 
bushed, and all that kind of thing. The country has got to face 
the situation boldly as to whether we are to uphold our flag in the 
Philippines or not. If we are—and I take it that we shall—we 
certainly must provide the men with which to do it. 

The Senator from Georgia will remember that when this mat- 
ter was up for discussion a year ago I said, to the astonishment of 
everyone, that it would take fifty or sixty thousand men several 
years in the Philippines. Nobody believed it at that time, but it 
has turned out to be correct, and it will continue to be so. 

The bill as proposed by the Secretary of War, which has been 
discussed very freely in the Military Committee, proposes a mini- 
mum of 54,056 men, to be included in 15 regiments of cavalry at 
815 each, 12 regiments of artillery at 1,156 each, 30 regiments of 
infantry at 816 each, 3 battalions engineers and band, 1,234, and 
miscellaneous organizations, including guards for arsenals, West- 
point detachment, noncommissioned staff officers, etc., making « 
minimum of 54,056, to be increased at the discretion of the Presi- 
dent up to 97,964 enlisted men. 

The bill as proposed by the Military Committee on those lines, 
gives | Lieutenant-General,6 major-generals,15 brigadier-generals, 
28 adjutants-general, 17 inspectors-general. All of these are slight 
increases, butnot very much. It gives forthe enlisted force of the 
Army a minimum of 54,056 men and a maximum of 98,444, 

It seems to me that we ought to allow discretion in the matter 
to the President and not fix an arbitrary line, as we did last year, 
by which we have to bring these men back without the service 
that we intended they should perform. 

It is always subject to an act of Congress, as a matter of course, 
and if he abuses the powerand keeps men longer in the field than 
they ought to be kept, Congresscan stopit atany time. But during 
the interim of Congress we ought not to have the Army denuded. 
We ought not to have the flag assaulted, as it will be. We ought 
to keep up our power and prestige in the Philippines. No matter 
how we got ihere, we are there, and we should remain there. 

There are now in the service of the Regular Army, generals and 
staff officers, 544. The bill, as submitted by the Secretary of War. 
provided for 855 generals and staff officers. The increase proposed 
is to take the place of the volunteer staff and the general officers 
who will be discharged the 30th of June. The bill as it passed the 
House allowed 1,135. That is nearly 200 more than the number 
reported by the committee of the Senate. 

The main question, though, raised by the Senator from South 
Dakota, is, Have we a war and do we need any increase in 
the Army? We are simply increasing the Army, or allowing the 
President to increase it, as a temporary measure to the extent of 
the absolute discharges that will have to be made under the pres- 
entlaw. That is the situation. I think the Military Committee 
have given it very full consideration. They have reported a bill 
as lowin numbers as they think will be satisfactory. They think 
that every man and every officer that they have reported will be 
required to keep up the dignity of our Government and hold the 
posts we have acquired, no matter how. 

Mr. BACON. -Mr. President, something said by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] suggests to me the propriety of adding 
a word to prevent what might be otherwise misconstrued in what 
I have already said. 

The Senator speaks of the necessity of maintaining the flag in the 
Philippines, and of doing our full duty there, whatever that may 
be, and of the consequent necessity of a large army there. Iam 
utterly opposed to the present bill, not because it gives the requi- 
site number of men to maintain the authority of the United States 
in the Philippine Islands and elsewhere, but because that which 
is recognized and stated to be simply an emergency is taken ad- 
vantage of to ingraft upon the statute books of this country a law 
which will create a permanent standing army, which shall not be 
required after the emergency is passed, but which is only required 
during the continuance of the emergency. 

Now, Mr. President, Senators here will probably remember 
that when this question was before the Senate two years ago I 
voted and spoke for the bill which is now upon the statute book, 
which provided a temporary force sufficient to meet the emer- 
gency which was then upon us. I am ready to do so now, Mr. 

resident. I am ready now to vote for a bill which shall be lim- 
ited as to time and which will meet the necessities of the present, 








ee Ae A OS PT TS I AOE ETT 


OR AQ OR EF oae 


012 


and in so doing I donot in any manner waive the objections which 
I have expressed to the policy which has led to this war. 

| took the position two years ago that whether that policy was 
one of which I approved or not, having been adopted by the Gov- | 
ernment and our Army being there, it was our duty to sustain it; | 
that we must defend the soldiers who were there from the destruc- 
tion which, would await them if they were not supported by 
proper reenforcements, whether they were sent there under a pol- 
icy which we approved or not. I say that now. 

Mr. President, under no possible circumstances, from a variety 
of points of view, could I be induced to withhold the requisite 
number of men to maintain the authority of the United States in | 
the Philippines. Aside from the duty which I hold (of course I | 
know some Senators differ from me on the subject) or from the 
duty which [ recognize as imposed upon every Senator to main 
tain the authority of theGovernment in its enterprise when it has 
been legally determined upon, whether he approves of that enter- 
prise or not, there are some matters which come closer home to | 
me than that. Of the soldiers who are in the Philippine Islands 
my State has its full proportion, if not a greater proportion. In 
the Army which was raised for the Spanish-American war the 
State of Georgia furnished more men in proportion to its popula- 
tion than any other State of the United States, and of the whole 
State the town in which I live furnished a greater proportion, ac- 
cording to population, than any other community in that State. | 
The Twenty-ninth Kegiment, now in the Philippine Islands, was 
raised almost exclusively in my State. Among its officers and in 
its ranks are men who are my personal friends. They are the 
sons of my neighbors. Mr. President, in that army in the Philip- 
pines there are to-day men of my own blood and those of my own 
household. 

Nothing is further from me, Mr. President, than to suggest that 





we should fail to put in the Philippine Islands whatever men may | 


be necessary to maintain the policy that the Government has en- 


san not change it—as the Government is there committed to it 
as our soldiers are there, we must maintain the Ariny. 

But that is not to be made the excuse for a permanent army, 
and that is my objection tothis bill. I recognize that the present 
discussion is to some extent premature and that the time for gen- 
eral debate has not come; but | want some Senator during this 
debate to answer the question which has been propounded here 
to-day, that if the necessity for this great Army isa necessity 
growing out of the present emergency, why is it that the bill pro- | 
poses not to provide an army for an emergency, but to provide 
an army for all time of this magnitude? 

Mr. President, there are several ways in which it seems to me 


we could proceed, and by which we could accomplish the desired | 


end and at the same time avoid the great evil of a great standing 
army in this Republic. Wedo not need any great standing army 
in this Republic, for the only necessity for any great armament 
to-day grows out of the anomalous condition of affairs which 
now exists. 

We can meet the question by providing, as we did two years 
ago, for a temporary force, and we will do no violence to our in- 
stitutions. We will make no threat against the peaceful struc- 
ture that our forefathers erected and under which they hoped we 
would live in peace and security, the guardians of our own safety, 
ourselves our own rulers, and not ruled by anyone or menaced by 
any army. 

Mr. President, it has been brought to my attention to-day that 
one of our great metropolitan dailies has made a suggestion which 
it seems to me has great pith in it and the idea might be practi- 
cally elaborated, It might be perfected in such a way as to meet 
the emergency and at the same time put away from us what to 
me is a horrible specter, not only of an army of 100,000 men, but 
of an army of several hundred thousand men. 

Mr. President, that is not a mere fancy. I have not seen the 
article myself, but I saw in a newspaper an article quoting the 
New York Tribune (whether it quoted it correctly or not I do not 
know) in the month of November. in which it stated that the 
number of 100,000 was in all probability not that which this Gov- 
ernment would be called upon to maintain as an army, but that 
with the new career upon which we had entered it might be, and 
probably would be, several hundred thousand. Did anyone ever 
see it in the New York paper? I do not say it was there. | 
expressly disclaim having seen it. lcan only say that I saw in 
euother paper an editorial which charged that it had said it. 

But, Mr. President, it does not depend upon the New York | 
paper. It does not depend upon the fact that it suggested it. It | 
stands to reason that if we are to enter upon this policy and to pur- | 
sue it there is no reason why we should be limited to 100,000; and | 
J say to me that is a horrible specter in this free Republic, which | 
Was never designed to be maintained by force and which was | 
never intended to rest under the threat of the menace of a great 
standingarmy. Itisto mea horrible specter that there should be 
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gradually imposed upon us, never to be released from it, a great 
standing army by which we would sooner or later be dominated. 

I repeat, that 1 have been struck by a suggestion which I under- 
stand (I have not seen this, either: I have been told it to-day) has 
been made in one of our metropolitan papers, and that is that if 
the emergency in the Philippine Islands calls for a great army, let 
us raise an army for the Philippine Islands. Let the standing 
army of the United States remain at the number that our domes- 


| tic requirements will make necessary, and let the Military (om- 


mittee of the Senate prepare and present to the Senate a bill which 
will provide a special army for the special needs of the Philippine 
Islands. Then while we might have the increased expense, which 
is very much to be deprecated, we would be freed from that which 


| is very much more to be deprecated, the incubus and the menace 
| of a great standing army which, when once put upon us, we will 


never be relieved from. 
But, Mr. President, I did not rise for the purpose of going into 


| this discussion. I have been led further into it than 1 ought pos- 


sibly to have gone. Il rose simply for the purpose of answering 
the suggestion of the Senator from New Jersey {Mr. SEWELL]. 


| So far as I know, while I have had no consultation with Sen- 


ators on this side of the Chamber, I believe I speak what is the 
general sentiment, that whatever is necessary to be done for the 
emergency we are ready to do, but we are not to be forced to do 
that which we disapprove: we are not to be forced to the support 
of a bill which shall impose upon this country for all time a great 
standing army, by the alleged necessities of the present, under an 
emergency, and under any suggestion as to a failure to support 
the flag, and to support the authority of the United States in the 
Philippine Islands. For one, and I believe I echo the sentiments 
of others, we are ready to do what is necessary for the emergency, 
but we are not ready that that emergency shall be used as an ex- 
cuse for fastening upon this country a standing army which will 


| not be needed when the emergency has passed. 
tered upon, whether that policy be right or wrong. I would | 
change that policy if I could, and change it promptly; butas I! 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SEWELL] would state a little more fully the evidence on 
which he bases what he said to the Senate just now, that we are 


| at war; that it is a war likely to continue for several years, and to 


demand the number of troops he stated, which he says has been at 
one time 79,000 in the Philippine Islands, if I understood him cor- 
rectly, and is likely to remain or should remain undiminished for 
some years to come. 

Now, Mr. President, here is what the President says in his mes- 
sage, and I shon!d like to understand the situation if Ican. I re- 
gard the Senator from New Jersey as a great military authority, 
and as a high authority also as one of the great committee which 
has this special subject in charge. Here is what the President 
said four weeks ago: 

Our forces have successfully controlled the greater part of the islands, 
overcoming the organized forces of the insurgents and carrying order and 
administrative regularity to all quarters. 

Then he goes on, the ordinary administrative regularity having 
been established all over the islands: 

By the spring of this year the effective opposition of the dissatisfied Tagals 
to the authority of the United States was virtually ended, thus opening the 
door for the extension of a stable administration over much of the territory 
of the Archipelago. 

I did not suppose that that was consistent with the prospect of 
a great war requiring at least 79,000 men for a great many years 
to come. 

Mr. SEWELL. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts 
I will state that I did not say it would require 79,000. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator said they had been there, and the 
number would have to remain. 

Mr. SEWELL. We sent some to China, and we brought the 
sick home, in accordance with the law requiring the sick and dis- 
abled to be brought home. But I say there are 420 posts or towns 
that the Army occupies in the Philippines, which is an immense 
country, as you all know, probably fifteen hundred miles !ong and 
with numerous islands, eight hundred or a thousand; I do not be- 
lieve they have ever been able to arrive at the number as yet. 
There the flag floats and there are two companies at a post. But 
if you send outa scouting party of ten or twenty men they are 
immediately attacked from the outside. They are in very many 
cases either captured or annihilated, and that is going on all 
through the islands. That makes war, because if you will look 
at the reports of the general commanding you will find that every 


| two weeks or every four weeks there were so many men killed, so 


many wounded, and so many died of disease in hospital. Theyare 
becoming reduced at all times. Thatisthesituation. LIhavesaid, 
and I think it is the view of the Secretary of War, thatit will take 
60,000 men in the Philippines for some time to come. 

Mr. HOAR. But the substance of the question I have put to 
the Senator is this: According to his information, is the exp].na- 
tion we have received from the President within four weeks correct 
or not? Let me readitagain, That— 


The effective sppestticn * * * to the authority of the United States 
was virtually ended. 
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That— 


Our forces have successfully controlled— 
Not a few military posts, but— 
the greater part of the islands 
And have ever since last spring— 
overcoming the organized forces of the insurgents and carrying order— 
Carrying order— 
and administrative regularity— 
Which is the power of administering laws regularly— 
to all quarters. 


Mr. SEWELL. 
when he made the statement. 
some of the officers in command. 

Mr. HOAR. Have those conditions changed in four weeks to 


I think the President meant that that was so 
I think he probably got it from 
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the conditions described by my honorable friend from New Jersey? | 


Mr. SEWELL. They have very materially changed of late. 
We have more skirmishes now than we have had almost since the 
commencement of that war. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator how many 
men he thinks will be required in the Philippines during the com- 
ing year? 

Mr. SEWELL. Not less than 60,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Through the whole year? 

Mr. SEWELL, Yes; I think 60,000 men would be quite short. 
We would have to abandon a great many posts, and we would 
have to throw the people in the vicinity of those posts open to 
murder and rapine for having defended us, and that ought not to 
be done. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator, if he will give 
me his attentiona moment, what number does General MacArthur 
say that he needs? 

Mr. SEWELL. 
he wants. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that the pub- 
lic press states that he says he wants 100,000 men. 

Mr. SEWELL, All military officers want all they can get. 

Mr. TELLER. If this bill is for that purpose, why not have it 
give 100,000 men for the Philippines? 

Mr. SEWELL. Ido not think there is a necessity for 100,000 
men in the Philippines, but there is a necessity for 60,000 or 70,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am really a little surprised 
by the alarm of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. He knows 
we have a brave and patriotic army. 
of 50,000 of them, I do not think he would make aspeech that im- 
plied that our lives or our liberties were in danger. We heard 
that talk a great deal during the latter part of the war for the 
Union; but while people were singing those mournful songs and 
prophesying all things unhappy and wicked, the boys were swing- 
ing along, singing ‘‘ Johnny comes marching home.” They wanted 
to go home. 

Do you suppose those men did not love their country? They 
gave all the evidence mankind can give of the greatest love and 
devotion. They were ready to die. They did die. They went 
into battle singing. A wounded man would tell a man to carry 
his canteen of water to the other fellow who was hurt worse. 
I have seen four men going along, each holding one corner of a big 
blanket, and carrying a 175-pound man 5 or 6 miles. Every- 


I have not seen his statement as to the number 


thing in the world that exhibits beautiful valor, courage, gentle | 


feeling, patriotism, was in that Army at the close of the war. 
And if during the war at any time our Confederate friends had 
marched out and extended their hands, they would have been em- 
braced by the entire United States Army. There was no one who 
desired to kill anybody unnecessarily there; but we were so situa- 
ted that we were obliged to kill some of our dear friends. There 
was no real murder in it. 

I do not think that the Senator was afraid of the liberties of his 
country when he saw a million and a quarter men going home to 
be peaceably mustered out, returning to their old vocations, de- 
lighting to get home, singing patriotic songs, and worshiping the 
old flag. Our liberties in danger! Why, his own troops, three 
months after Appomattox, would have come out to defend the 
United States with every drop of their blood against a foreign 
enemy. They sad so, and I believe them. They have endeav- 
ored to prove it to a very considerable extent in the late war with 
Spain and in all this guerrilla and brigand war in the Philippines. 
It is a slander upon the soldiers of the war for the Union, and 
this war, too, to say that the liberties of their country are to be 
endangered. Make the number half a million, so far as that is 
concerned, and you know you would not have any apprehension. 
Who is to lead them to an empire and a dictatorship? Pickout a 
man in the Army against whom the bitterest enemy can get up a 
single suspicion of the doubt of his merit or of his sense of duty. 
Nobody can specify the man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator recall that one of the gen- 
erals of the Army, I have forgotten whom, at a banquet in New 
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York stated that the Constitution had been worn out; that it was 
outgrown and did not apply to the present condition? 

Mr. HAWLEY, I did not read it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It was Merritt or Merriam, I have forgotten 
whom. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not read of any such foolish man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The newspapers, you know, will tell lies. I 
do not know whether that was one of them or not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think they must have listened to some of tho 
exaggerations of the Senator from South Carolina and have been 
a little stimulated to talk severely about their country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But this was the report of a banquet. The 
Senator from South Carolina sometimes possibly isa little erratic 
and wildin his talk, but he generally tries to say what he thinks 
and to tell the truth as he understands it, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, if the Senator really thinks the country 
is to be torn down and anarchy is to prevail, I suggest that the 
Senate adjourn and that we all go home and blockade our doors 
and clean ourrifies. [am,.even at my age, quite ready to fight in 
an emergency like that, and I presume every man on that side is. 
He can not see an enemy in sight, and he never will, with 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is trying to belittle a great prin- 
ciple involved here, which we have inherited from our fathers, to 
beware of large standing armies and depend rather upon volun- 
teers in cases of emergency; and because we can not agree with 
him he ought not to undertake to eject into this debate these allu- 
sions to the war between the States forty years ago. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not allude to that unkindly at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why bring it in at all? We are discussing 
the future policy of the Government and not the past actions of 
people who were as honest and patriotic as the S« nee from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was telling the Senator that all his people 
down South are just about as patriotic as we are, and the Union 
is not in the slightest danger from them. 

By a law enacted March 2, 189, the President was ‘‘authorized 
to maintain the Regular Army at astrength not exceeding 65,000 
enlisted men, to be distributed among the several branches of the 
service, including the Signal Corps, and raise a force of not more 
than 35,000 volunteers, to be recruited as he may determine from 
the c ountry at large or from the localities where their services are 

needed.” ‘We were entreated to send our recruiting officers to tho 


| South, and a great deal of it was done with very happy effect. 


This army of nearly 100,000 men was brought into the field and 
organized, but the law provided ‘‘that the officers and enlisted 
men of the Volunteer Army should be mustered out of the mili- 
tary service, as provided in the act of April 22, 1898.” The act 
proceeds to say: 

That each ahd every provision of said act shall continue in force until 
July 1, 1901, and = and after that date all the general staff and a ofticers 
appointed to the Army under this act shall be discharged an d the numbers 
restored in each grade to those existing at the passage of said act. 





It also provided that such increased regular and v shaatie r force 
shall continue in service only during the necessity therefor, and 
not later than July 1, 1901. That is something that the Military 
Committee was obliged, in order to raise any troops at all, to 
yield to. 

Mr. TELLER. Who obliged the committee to do it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Men who said they could not vote for the bill 
at all if we did not say that, and men who felt so, too. ‘‘Andthe 
enlisted force of the line of the Army shall be reduced to the num 
ber as provided for by a law,” as referred to there, an old law 
bringing it down to about 26,000 or 27,000 men; but with the ad- 
dition of fifteen hundred or two thousand men (the figures are 
here given) in those two artillery regiments, we call it roughly 
29.000 men. 

Now, that is certainly not more than what would be a sufficient 
guard for ourown country. There are places where we know we 
have to keep people because we are in danger of anarchistic and 
revolutionary and insurrectionary outbreaks, and our men are 
scattered throughout the country, after a great deal of study as to 
where it is worth while to put 500 men, or where to put a thou- 
sand men. It is not a matter of random at all. 

We are not altogether out of sight of some possibility of war 
yet with some European power. Wedonot know. They are in 
a great deal of trouble there, and I understand they look with ver y 

great jealousy upon our talk of a Danish island and our talk about 
ac quiring other territory. 

Now, I do not think it is possible to suppose that any intelli- 
gent citizen would pretend that an army of 29,000 is sufficient to 
meet any such requirements—that is, to cover the whole field. 
Under the existing law 69,000 seldiers must be discharged befor 
July 1, 1901. This work has commenced already. There are ships 
coming now across the ocean that are bearing from a thousand to 
fourteen hundred or fifteen hundred men. They are sick men or 
men who have been lately sick, and the Government has been 


carefully and kindly sending them away as soon as it can, for 
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they are not useful there as soldiers, and it is the desire to get 
them here into a better climate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me to make an in- 
quiry right there? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is in reference to the disposition of a num- 
ber of so'diers who have been dishonorably discharged under court- 
martial for some trivial offense. I have had information of one 


man who was convicted of something trifling in military disci- | 


pline and dishonorably discharged, and he has been turned loose 
somewhere out there in Luzon. His father knew nothing about 
it and wrote me a pitiful letter asking me to try and find out what 
had become of his boy, who was with the flag. The only answer 


I could get from the War Department was that he had been court- | 
martialed last March, had served his sentence of six months, had | 


been discharged at some interior point in the island, and that is 
the end of it. 

Is there any provision in this bill requiring that an American 
who has gone over there to serve under the flag shall be transported 


at least back to his own shores after he has done what he could for | 


the Army, or will the Senator accept some amendment which will 
require the War Department to bring back those Americans to 
their own country instead of turning them loose there among those 
Malays to be butchered? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the first intimation I have heard from 
the other side that the Malays would butcher anybody. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They have butchered about 5,000 men in uni- 


form, even with the flag, from what I have heard. They are shoot- | 


ing them, according to the statement of the Senator from New 


Jersey, every time they go out from a fortified place or a post; | 


that we hold some 400 posts and the balance of the islands belong 
to the natives, and we dare not send out foraging parties or any- 
body else without danger of being shot. That is the condition in 
which we find ourselves. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Well, Iam obliged to the Senator for taking | 


up my argument and saying just what I say and what I believe. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I did not know that I was assisting the Sen- | 


ator. Il am very much gratified that I have helped him to present 
his case. But Il present another form of it, in regard to the con- 
dition of those Americans who have volunteered and gone over there 
and who have been court-martialed by the military authorities of 
the Regular Army, and who have been turned loose there, with- 
out anything under high heaven, to the mercy of those Malays, 
who I say are savages or semisavages, and it ought not to be done. 


The United States Government owes it to itself to transport back | 


at least to this country every man who has gone there under the 
flag, if he has been guilty of some little trifling offense contrary 
to the discipline and good order of a soldier. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Government has been very generous and 
careful. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It has brought home a good many maniacs— 
I saw a notice of that—but what has it done with the other boys 
who went out there, and who were not used to military discipline 


and were guilty of some trifling breach of it, and who were court- | 


martialed and were discharged after serving their sentence? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If a man will steal and rob—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not a question of stealing, sir, 

Mr. HAWLEY. What did the man do? 

Mr. TILLMAN, It was something trivial; I do not know what. 
I have not got the casein hand. Ionly knowthat his father wrote 
to me to * please find out what has become of my son,” who be- 


longed to such and such a regiment. I wrote to the War Depart- | 


ment to inquire, and the answer returned was that he had been 
court-martialed at such and such a place last spring, that he was 
sentenced to be dishonorably discharged after six months’ im- 
prisonment, that he served his imprisonment in the Philippines 


and was discharged in October, ‘‘since which time we know noth- | 


ing about him.” 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not know—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins inthe chair), Does 


the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to know what the charge was. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It does not make any difference what the 
charge was. He ought tohave been brought back to America and 
imprisoned here. He ought to have been imprisoned among his 
own people. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator answered my question before I 
asked it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam glad Iam assisting my friends over there. 
There is telepathy here or a kind of mental connection between 
myself and the gentlemen on the other side, it seems tome. Iam 


helping the Senator from Connecticut, and the Senator from Wis- | 


consin also, to interpret his own words, 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator must not fall into the error of 
supposing that there is any mental connection between him and 
me just now. What I wanted to ask the Senator was this: If he 
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| does not know of what offense this man was court-martialed, how 
does he know that it was not robbery? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It does not matter what it was; he ought to 
have been brought home. He should have been punished in Amer- 
ica, and after his punishment was over he should have been re- 

turned to the place where he enlisted. _ 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
| is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The only course for us is to carefully collect 
the judgments of the very able and highly honorable and patri- 
otic military gentlemen at the head of our forces and at the head 
| of our different departments of the Government, and if they say 
there can not be peace there, and we know there can not be un- 
less something like the existing Army be maintained, we ought 
to be wise enough to act in accordance with it. We ought to 
raise the necessary number of troops cheerfully and take good 
care of them, and put down the crimes and insurrections and rob- 
beries and burnings that are going on there—said to be, on the 
| authority of the Senator from South Carolina—and say to the 
whole of them, ‘Stop! Throw down yourarms and gohome! If 
| you do not, we will hunt you like wild animals;” and then follow 
that or accompany that with all we have been in reality doing— 
| more than was ever done by any country, Christian or heathen. 

We have gone to work with the arts of peace to see if we can 
not win, if not affection, respect and obedience from those people, 
Weare building them wagon roads and railroads. We are cov- 
ering the islands with telegraphs, so that MacArthur in his head- 
quarters at Manila can communicate now with every post he has, 
|}and a hundred men can be started out in a hurry to relieve 
some beleaguered post. We have encouraged their schools and 
| their churches. We have given them, undoubtedly, a great deal 
| of surgical and medical care. Whenever it has been possible to 
do any work that would come near the hearts of that people we 
have done it, and we have made a very considerable impression, 
I judge, from the various circumstances. 

But I get some private letters occasionally from some very 
bright young men. I am happy to say that I was successful in 
getting a few into the military service, and they write remarkably 
good letters, and they set forth the dangers there as very serious. 
They do not believe the fight is out of those people, and they do 
not know how soon it will be out of them. They have no idea 
that it will be anything less than the greatest cruelty to withdraw 
from the islands or to reduce the force to 20,000 or anything of 
| that sort. Those people are the descendants of those who for three 

hundred years have been trampled uponand robbed, and whose gos- 

pel it is to hate their ruler. They are constitutionally enemies of 
| the man who isover them, for whatever reason. They can not be 
| cured in a week, in a month, in a year, in five or ten years, They 
will get over it as other savage peoples do, just as some of our 
ancestors in Great Britain got overit. Butitisaslow job. Ido 
not pretend to say it can be done in six weeks, or in six months, 
or ina year; but it could not be done with 6,000 men or 10,000 
men. There is no question about that. 

So the Military Committee, myself excepted, have studied this 
question with a good deal of interest. Of the eleven men on that 
committee eleven have been soldiers and officers, too, in one army 
or the other. Iam willing totrust their judgment. Ihave found 
it a kind, a just, and a determined judgment, as occasion required. 
I do not think we are mistaken about this. I think we are sure 
that there ought to be a good army kept there. As to withdraw- 
ing it, every officer from the President down to the doorkeeper 
would be only too much gratified if he could see the army relieved. 
Nobody wants unnecessary war. Nobody really likes, except some 
wild, chivalrous boy, to go off to war. Nobody likes the heavy 
taxation and the increase of debt which accompany that condition 
of affairs, 

No, Mr. President, I see no way by which the American veople 
| can escape the duty of maintaining a strong Army, according to 
| the exigencies, and not to exceed a certain figure. We have the 
limitations here. They have all been read to you; and the excess 
among those men would go home just as happily as our boys did 
| from Atlanta. 
| Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the questions presented by the 
| Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], the Senator from 

Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] require thoughtful consideration and full answer in order 
that the passage of this bill may be justified. An increase of the 
| Army of the United States upon a permanent basis to the limit of 
100,000 can not be lightly passed by as of inconsiderable moment 
if the necessity for such action does not exist. If a temporary 
force will serve the purpose the permanent force is invoked to 
serve, and serve the purpose quite as well, then, Mr, President, 
the temporary force and not the proposed permanent force should 
| be employed. 

Now, I insist that upon the face of the record, in the light of 
our experience of recent years, the necessity exists for at least an 

| Army of 100,008 men, and that the President's message, temperate 
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in tone and careful in expression, as it is, does not show that that 
necessity has passed away. I believe that the situation should be 
dealt with by a Bee rather than by a temporary force, that 


being, in my judgment, the most effective manner of dealing with 
the situation in view of the temper of the people with whom we 
are called upon to deal. 

When the treaty of Paris was ratified this body imposed upon 
the President of the United States,as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy, a duty which he could not, if he would, avoid or 
evade. 

Later on, in pursuance of the terms of that treaty, this body, 
acting in conjunction with the other branch of Congress, passed 
a law appropriating the sum of $20,000,000 to pay for the Philip- 
pine Islands, or the public property of Spain located there. From 
that day to this, aside from current appropriations to maintain 
the Army, Congress has not written one solitary word upon the 
statute books of the United States to guide or to limit the Presi- 
dent in dealing with that possession of the United States. We 
occupy the Philippine Islands by a treaty. That treaty is to the 
President of the United States, as it is to every citizen, part of the 
supreme law of thisland. He can not, without opening his con- 
duct to charges of impeachment, surrender one single foot of the 
Philippine Islands to organized forces within the islands or to 
organized forces from without theislands. Itis his bounden duty, 
under his oath of office, to protect the property of the United 
States within the islands and to maintain law and order there to 
the extent of such ability as Congress,may provide him with. 

We do know that about the time or shortly after that treaty of 

eace was ratified an insurrection broke out in the islands. The 
cieuee of that insurrection is fairly well known in a general way. 
It became known in the course of events that a sort of temporary 
or provisional government had been established by the insurgents; 
that they had what purported to be a congress; that they had 
what seemed to be an organized army, fairly disciplined and com- 
manded by competent officers. It appeared asa fact that this 
army at different times made one stand after another, and that 
engagements approaching the dignity of battles were fought with 
that organized force. It appeared that this organized force was 
receiving orders from a central government. This central gov- 
ernment moved from place to place in the presence of our ap- 
preaching army, and finally the situation came about to which 
the President refers in his message. The organized forces became 
disintegrated; the government of the Filipino republic, so called, 
disappeared; organized resistance as such, recognized in war, dis- 
appeared, and the remnant of what had been an organized army 
broke up into guerrilla bands, save and except to the extent that 
the soldiers again returned to their ordinary vocations and became 
peaceable citizens. 

A commission was appointed for the purpose of establishing 
civil government amongst a people where anarchy had prevailed, 
or where the Filipino government had theretofore asserted its 
right to rule, This commission proceeded to the Philippine 
Islands, and, according to its own report, progress has been 
steadily made not only in establishing civil government in differ- 
ent localities, but in inculcating the principles of free govern- 
ment amongst the body of the people of the island of Luzon and 
elsewhere. 

But, Mr. President, it is a fact clear, I think, from all the rec- | 
ords, not to be disputed by anyone, that where this civil strife 
existed in different islands amongst people of varying degrees of 
civilization, it was not to be expected that immediately upon the 
disintegration of the army of the Filipinos perfect order and peace 
would everywhere reign supreme. Such has never been the case 
even amongst the most highly civilized of communities. Disorder 
and lawlessness have always followed in the wake of war. The 
President of the United States, not only charged with putting 
down insurrection, but charged likewise with maintaining law 
and order, has had to deal with these refractory bodies of men 
making incursions now and then into peaceful settlements. They 
can not be fought in the open because they disappear into the | 
brush when assailed; they do not assail large bodies of troops, but 
= to waylay and ambush detached parties going from place to 

ace. 

5 Mr. President, 60,000 men will not be in action, under arms, 
from day to day, nor will probably 10,000 men be assembled at 
any one place in the Philippine Islands in the next five years, but 
that a strong police force, well established and well regulated, 
must be maintained at the 300 or 400 posts being held goes with- 
out the saying. We must police the islands with the troops of 
the United States until such time as we can educate the people 
themselves to maintain law and order, to protect life and property. 
By the concurrent testimony of all the officers having to do with 
the situation, at least 60,000 men will be required to maintain this 
lice system. 

Mr. BACON. How long? 

Mr.CARTER. That remains to be seen. 

Mr. BACON. In the opinion of the Senator, how long? 











Mr. CARTER. I have not sufficient knowledge upon which to 
base an opinion that would be worthy of any sort of reliance. I 
know as much about it probably as the Senator from Georgia, 
and no more. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator recognizes, I presume, that it will 
be for an indefinite period. I entertain a similar opinion. 

Mr. CARTER, I think the word ‘‘indefinite” would fit very 
well. 

Mr. BACON. Under present cor ditions. 

Mr, CARTER. An indefinite time would be a good classifi- 
cation. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. CARTER. Most assuredly. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to know of the Senator from Montana 
why he says 60,000 men? Why not say 80,000 or 90,000? I want 
to know if he is not aware that the officer in command has de- 
clared it would take 100,000 men? 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the Senator from Colorado in that 
behalf that it has been recently reported to the Committee on 
Military Affairs that the number of men necessary to hold the 
various stations and maintain order will be considerably dimin- 
ished by the extension of the cable and telegraph system through 
the islands. Itis at present necessary, owing to the tardy man- 
ner of communicating from one island to another, to maintain a 
force at each and every point capable of furnishing sufficient re- 
sistance to meet any force that might appear in front of a town 
or city or post. If, on the other hand, rapid communication ob-. 
tains, and telegraphic information could be sent to central points, 
the outlying posts need not be so strongly guarded as under pres- 
ent conditions. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interfere with the Senator's 
speech, but it does seem to me, as the chairman has failed to tell 
us, that somebody else ought to tell us if this is a bill for the pur- 
pose of taking careof the Philippine Islands—which I deny. Iin- 
sist that it has no connection with it whatever: that isa temyo- 
rary thing that should be dealt with separately from this. I want 
to know why the committee does not come here and tell us how 
large an army is needed over there. One Senator says 100,000, 
another says 60,000, and another 40,000. 

Mr. CARTER. In answer to the Senator from Colorado, I 
will state that probably there are those who, dealing with indefi- 
nite conditions, may be able to make positive statements. The 
Committee on Military Affairs, however, accepting the judgment 
of the Secretary of War, that being based in turn upon all the 
reports that have been received from officers in service in the 
Philippines and e!sewhere, reached the conclusion that an army of 
100,900 men would be sufficient, and that a less number would prob- 
ably be insufficient to meet the conditions with which we are con- 
fronted. As to whether 60,000, or 80,000, or 79,000 men will be 
required in the Philippines at a given time Iam unable to say, 
and therefore will not pretend to say. 

I do suggest, however, that in the light of the testimony given 
before the committee the extension of the telegraphic lines to the 
various islands will appreciably diminish the number of men re- 


| quired to hold each of the respective posts. Having this work to 


do, Congress not being prepared to relieve by proper enactment 


| the President from his responsibility in the Philippine Islands, no 


citizen of the country in or out of Congress being willing that we 
shall at this time in any ignoble or disgraceful manner shirk from 
the duty of this hour, | insist we are left with but one question to 
determine, to wit, Can this situation best be met by providing a 
temporary force or organization of 100,000 men, to be sent to the 
Philippines, or is it more wise to provide for a permanent force of 
adequate proportions to meet the requirements? 

That brings up a little history, Mr. President. About two years 
ago we undertook to have a permanent organization to deal with 
the Philippine situation. The bill was presented here very near 
the close of a session of Congress. All desired to avoid an extra 
session, and in consequence a compromise measure was presented, 
and finally passed, which provided that the Army should practi- 
cally be reduced to 27,000 men on the Ist day of July, 1901. 

Let me say now, if human nature in the Philippines is akin to 
human nature the world over, that tentative measure was a posi- 
tive detriment to the American arms and to the American Gov- 
ernment. It held out to the Filipino insurgents in arms and to 
those who sympathized with them the hope that conditions would 
arise under which our Army would be-reduced and the Philippine 
Islands abandoned to the Filipino insurrectionists. 

Temporizing with a situation of this kind is expensive and cruel. 
It would have been far better’, in my humble judgment, if two 
years ago Congress had by its action virtually said to the Filpinos 
and to the world, ‘‘ We propose to establish and maintain law and 
order and respect for the flag of the United States in the Phillip- 
pine Islands regardless of the cost and regardless of the time that 
that task may take.” To provide another temporary force now is 
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to fan into flame the slumbering embers of rebellion. Who one of the commercial ports along that vast extent of coast? We 


ioubts that? It is to give encouragement to the lawless element 
to organize again in the hope that some Congress, to be organized 
hereafter, will refuse to do the duty, which we in a temporizing 
manner do, and thus leave our army over there incapable of main- 
taining law and order or the sovereignty of the United States. 

It rests with Congress to diminish this force at any time it will 
by direct enactment or by refusing support through the appro- 
priation bills. Every section of this bill that provides for the 
enlistment of men provides that in no event shall the maximum 
number enlisted at any time exceed 100,000. The next session of 
Congress can limit this below 54,000, and make appropriation 
only for 25,000, or a smaller number. 

The ghost of a standing army, because we authorize an ade- 
quate number of troops to discharge this duty, is based, and can 
only be based, upon the theory that the Congress of the country 
will prove false to its trust when the time comes to reduce the 
Army. The Army, whether fixed temporarily or permanently, 
will be at all times within the control of Congress, 

I submit to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew] 
and to the Senator from Georgia |Mr. BAcon] that since we as a 
people are united in the belief that we can not avoid the duty of 
maintaining the sovereignty of the United States and maintain- 


ing law and order in the Philippines—since, I say, we are united | 


upon that proposition—since thereis no sentiment any where favor- 
ing a disgraceful retreat from the post of duty in that country, 
then we have but one question to determine, and that is whether 
we shall encourage the task to grow by temporary action, or seize 
it firmly and dispose of it finally, and then trust ourselves to re- 
duce our Army when the conditions warrant. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, my contention is that the pur- 
pose and the inevitable effect of this legislation is not simply to 
provide a force that may be needed by the emergency of which 
the Senator speaks, but to permanently increase the standing 
army of the United States to at least 100,000 men. The thing to 
which 1 wish to call the attention of the Senator from Montana 
is this, that before there was any conflict between the Filipinos 
and the United States forces the Secretary of War, not on account 
of the Filipinos at all—there was no such allegation—recom- 
men‘led that the standing army of the United States should be 
increased to 100,000 men, and the President in his annual message 
to Congress immediately thereafter stated that the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of War in that regard—if I do not quote his 
language correctly, these are the words which linger in my mind— 
met with his hearty concurrence, Certainly he used words to 
that effect. 

Now, I call the attention of the Senator from Montana to the 
fact that such was the recommendation of the Secretary of War, 
such was the recommendation of the President of the United 
States, and immediately thereafter a bill was introduced in the 
House of Representatives, passed the House of Representatives, 
and was sent to this body, creating an army of 100,000 men as the 
standing permanent army of the United States. I put the two 
things together—the fact that there is no limitation of time upon 
this proposed increase of the Army, which is professed now to be 
for the purpose of meeting an emergency. That fact must be 
taken in connection with the other fact I have stated, that before 
the emergency arose it not only was the purpose, as expressed by 
the Executive Department, to increase the Army to 100,000 men, 
but that the House of Representatives absolutely passed a bill 
for that purpose and sent it to the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the legislative situation to 
which the Senator refers was brought about by the Spanish- 
American war. 

Mr. BACON. It was after that war was concluded. 

Mr. CARTER. And when that war was concluded we were 
brought face to face with the conditions that practically confront 
us now. Unquestionably, sir, when the Spanish-American war 
was concluded by the ratification of the treaty of peace in this 
Chamber—— 

M:. BACON. But the treaty had not then been ratified. 

Mr. CARTER. Well, Mr. President, there was no doubt in the 
minds of Senators or people outside of the Senate that the treaty 
of peace when ratified would of necessity cast upon the Govern- 
ment the task of maintaining law and order in Cuba, and the 
possible limits to which our territorial acquisitions might extend 
were to be provided for. That war brought forth and accentu- 
ated in a very marked degree the necessity for proper coast de- 
fenses. 

Who can fail to recall the feeling of alarm that extended from 
the coast of Maine down to the coast of Florida with the possibility 
staring the people in the face of a Spanish cruiser sailing into any 





found we were not provided with coast defenses. Suddenly, with 
that remarkable energy displayed by our people and Government 


| in emergencies, we rushed into the coast-defense business with 


great vigor, with the result that we soon had aline of coast-defense 
batteries set up, requiring a marked increase of the artillery force 
of the United States, so that now 18,000 men are required in the 
artillery arm, and the original standard or maximnm of the 
Regular Army only amounted to 27,500 men in all branches of the 
service. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me right there? 

Mr, CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator will bear in mind that at the last ses- 
sion the Senate passed a bill, the original bill for which the present 
bill we are now considering is proposed as a substitute by the 
House, in which the Senate assumed and adjudged that 5,000 men 
were all that were required for increased coast defenses addi- 
tional to what we had. This morning, in order that I might be 
sure as to that point, I asked the Senator from Vermont whether 
or not, in the opinion of the Senator, that was a proper estimate 
of the increased number required for this particular branch of 
the service needed in the coast defenses, and he replied that it 
was. So that what the Senator from Montana now so eloquently 
refers to as the necessity for coast defenses is no defense for the 


| contention that we need an army of 100,000 men, when 5,000 
|} men, according to the judgment of the Senate, was all that was 


needed as an increase in order that the coast defenses might be 
properly manned by the artillery. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CARTER. I will yield to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iwas not aware that I made the statement 
just in the form the Senator from Georgia has givenit; but I will 
say that this bill provides only a slight additional increase of the 
artillery over what was provided for by the bill as it passed the 
Senatelast winter. This bill provides for five additional regiments 
of artillery. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the minimum? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The minimum is stated on the slip the Sen- 

ator has. The minimum of artillery is 13,872, and the maximum 
2n 592. 
Mr. BACON. But this requirement, as I understood, was met 
in the opinion of the Senate committee by the former action of the 
Senate by the addition of 5,000 men, as provided in the original 
bill as it passed the Senate, and by the slightly increased number 
\vhich is provided for in the present bill. So that it does not re- 
late to the 100,000. That necessity will be met by an increase of 
something like 5,000. 

Mr. CARTER, 1 well remember the bill to which the Senator 
refers as having been presented for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate. It did provide for an army of 100,000. There is no ques- 
tion about that. The Senate subsequently passed a bill providing 
for an army of 100,000, and that bill was practically passed by 
unanimous consent through this body. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, in the one case 
the bill as it came from the House was a bill providing for an 
army of 100,000 men as the Regular Army of the United States, 


} and the other bill, to which the Senator refers, was a bill which 


or 


provided for a temporary army of 65,000 regulars and 35,000 vol- 
unteers, to be disbanded, except 29,000, at the end of two years. 

Mr. CARTER. There is no doubt about that. We can not 
disagree on the facts. The bill that came to the Senate for con- 
sideration provided for an army of 100,000 men, and that was to 
be a permanent army. The Senate passed a bill providing for 
65,000 of the Regular Army and 35,000 volunteers, and put the 
limitation of time, fixing it on the Ist day of July, 1901. 

Now, it is with the principle of that tentative measure that I 
take issue. Iinsist that it was unwise in dealing with this Fili- 
pino situation to give to the Filipinos in arms, or organizing and 
endeavoring to organize, notice that this Government was only 
going to fight them just a little while, and that if they could hold 
out until Ist day of July, 1901, they would prevail over the United 
States, the Congress having given no authority to continue an 
army in existence as an effective force after that date. If you 
now pass a bill providing that this temporizing movement shall 
continue but for a little period longer, you will invite hostility 
and commotion where fair intentions and peace may now be found 
in the islands: you will give the agitator, who wants to collect 
taxes over there on his own account, a fair warrant to go to his 
people and say, ‘‘ Wake up to the situation naw; the Congress of 
the United States does not authorize the President to proceed 
beyond a certain date. Let us work up to that date.” 

Mr. President, it will be economical, it will prove humane, and 
unquestionably wise to have the Filipino — understand 
henceforth, without equivocation of any kind, that it is the set 
purpose of the United States to establish law and order in those 
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islands and to maintain our sovereignty there; and this purpose 
will be best subserved by having it understood that the Army is 
to be permanent and not temporary. 

CUBAN FUNDS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In reply toa resolution of the Senate of December 19,1900, directing the 
Secretary of War “to transmit to the Senate the report of Abraham L. 
Lawshe, giving in detail the result of his investigations, made under the 
direction of the War Department, into the receipts and expenditures of 
Cuban funds,” the Senate is informed that for the reasons stated in the ac- 
companyiug communication from the Secretary of War, dated December 238, 
1900, itis not deemed compatible with the public interest to transmit the re- 


port to the Senate at this time. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 





EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 8, 1901. 


Mr. BACON, There is another communication—the one re- 
ferred to in the President's message. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let the letter of the Secretary of War be 
read, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of 
War will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 28, 1900. 
To the President; 

I have received from the Secretary of the Senate a copy of a resolution 
adopted by the Senate on the 19th of December, as follows: 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate the report of Abraham L. Lawshe, giving in detail the 
result of his investigations, made under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, into the receipts and expenditures of Cuban funds.” 

The document referred to is a confidential report of an investigation made 
under your authority for the purpose of enabling you, through this Depart- 
ment, to properly direct the prosecution of certain offenders against the laws 
of Cuba. The prosecutions are now pending. While they are pending it is 
not, in my judgment, compatible with the public interests that the report 
should be made public. , E 

I transmit a copy of the report, together with the resolution, for your 


action or instructions. 
Very respectfully, ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that the message of the President 
and the accompanying communication may be printed and lie 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 


AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offera resolution and ask that it may be 
printed and Jie over until to-morrow, when I shall ask to call it 
up. I should like to have it read. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, to inform the Senate what necessity, if any, exists for 
increasing the Army at this time; what are the conditions in the Philippines, 
and how many men are required there. The President is also requested to 
send to the Senate copies of all communications received from our officers in 
the Philippines showing the conditions in that country and the number of 
men required now and in the future 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion will be printed and lie over. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE RICHARD A, WISE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing resolutions from the Houseof Representatives; which were 
read: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
of the death of Hon. RicHarpb A. WIsB, a Representative from the State of 
Virginia. 

Kesolved, That a committee of 17 members of the House, with such mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed toattend the funeral at 
Williamsburg, and that the necessary expenses attending the execution of 
this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the 
provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

_Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask leave to offer the resolu- 
tions which I send to the desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. RICHARD ALsop Wisk, late a Representative 
from the State of Virginia. 

Resolved, 'That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Virginia. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock 
and 16 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, January 4, 1901, at 12 o'clock meridian, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 38, 1901. 


The House met at 120’clock m. The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
CoupEN, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

O Lord God Almighty, we bless and magnify Thy holy name; 
for while months, years, centuries may come and go, Thou art 
ever the same, administering to the wants and necessities of Thy 
children, leading them when they know it not into green pastures 
and by the side of still waters, imparting unto them strength when 
they are weak, illumining their minds when they are in dark-. 
We bless 
Thee for all the achievements and successes of the past, for the op- 
portunities of the present, and for the bright hopes and promises 
of thefuture. Especially do we remember with gratitude the mar- 
velous achievements of our own nation; and we pray Thee that 
Thou wilt bless the President of the United States, all hisadvisers, 
and keep them and him in the way of truth. Let Thy blessing 
now descend in full measure upon the Speaker of this House and 


| allthemembers. Guide them in their legislative acts so that the 


history that they are now making may be pure, good, true history, 
that all the world shall be proud of it. 

Since we last met, death has entered the Congressional circle 
and taken away one of its members, known for his gentleness and 
sweetness of spirit. We pray Thee that Thou wilt be with his 
family, and comfort, guide, and sustain them. Andso, Heavenly 
Father, with confidence that Thou wilt still guide and protect us, 
we give Thee hearty thanks and rejoice in Thy presence forever- 
more, in the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the last session, December 21, 1900, was read 
and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

Marksu for two weeks, on account of important business, 
REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers the 
privileged resolution which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the continued enjoyment of full representation in this House by 
any State which has, for reasons other than participation in rebellion or other 
crime, dented to any of the male inhabitants thereof being 21 years of age and 
citizens of the United States the right to vote for Representatives in Con- 
gress, Presidential electors, and other specified officers is in direct violation 
of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which 
declares that in such case ‘“‘the basis of representation therein shall be re- 


| duced in the proportion which such male citizens bear to the whole number 


| 
| 


of male citizens 21 years of age in such State,” and isan invasion of the rights 
and dignity of this House and of its members and an infringement upon the 
rights and privileges in this House of other States and their Kepresentatives; 
and 

Whereas since the last apportionment the States of Mississippi, South 
Carolina, and Louisiana have, by changes in the constitutions and statutes of 
eaid States, and for reasons other than participation in rebellion or other 
crime. denied theright of suffrage to male inhabitants 21 years of age, citizens 
of the United States, and such denial in each of said States extends to: 
than one-half of those who, prior thereto, were entitled to vote, as appears 
from the following statistics, published in the Congressional Directories of 
the Fifty-second and Fifty-sixth Congresses, viz. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (interrupting the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is this a pro} 
for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. This is offered as a matter of privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. i make the point of order 
that it is not a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not decide that 
the document read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make th 
is no quorum in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting. ] 
One hundred and forty-one members present, not a quorum. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And on that, Mr. Speaker, [ demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The motion was agreed to; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 66, nays 2, 
answered ‘‘present” 19, counted present 2, not voting 177; as 
follows: 










ition offered 


until he hears 


nt that there 





YEAS— 6 
Adamson, Clayton, N. Y. Dinsmore, Griffith 
Atwater, Cochran, Mo. , erty, Hay, 
Benton, Cooper, Tex. Johnston, 
Brundidge, Cow herd, K 
Burke, Tex. Crowley, Kitchin, 
Burleson, Davis, Gaines, kK FS, 
Burnett, De Armond, Gilbert, Li arn, 
Clark, Mo. Denny, Gordon, Lassiter 






ols 


Lester, 
Lloyd, 
McAleer, 
McLain 
Maddox, 
Miers, Ind. 
Mor m, 
Newlands, 
Norton, Ohio 


Acheson, 
Adams. 
Aldrich, 
Allen, Me. 
Baker, 
Barham, 
Bell, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Bowersock, 
Bric k, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 
Burleigh, 
Capron, 
Catchings, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Eddy, 


Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Boutell, [. 
Burton, 
Dayton, 


Allen, Miss. 
Babcock, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Bailey. Tex. 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Barber, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bellamy, 
Berry, 
Boreing, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 

Bull, 

Burke, S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Carmack, 
Chanler. 
Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 

Cox, 
Cromer, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, 


Quarles, 

Rhea, Ky. 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 

Robb, 

Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 

Ryan, N. Y. 
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Ryan, Pa. 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stark, 


NAYS—®. 


Emerson, 
Esch, 
Fletcher, 
Fowler, 
Gibson, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Heatwole, 
wepburn, 
Hill, 


Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash 
Joy, 

Kahn, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—19, 


De Graffenreid, 
Elliott, 

Henry, Miss. 
Jones, Va. 
Livingston, 


Kerr, Md. 
Kerr, Ohio 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Lawrence, 
Linney, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morris, 
Needham, 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Packer, Pa. 
Parker, N. J. 
Payne, 


McCulloch, 
McRae, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 


Minor, 


COUNTED PRESENT-2, 


Pearre, 


The Speaker. 


NOT VOTING—177. 


Davenport, S. A. 
Davenport, 8. W. 
Davey, 
Davidson, 
Dick, 

Dovener, 
Driggs, 
Driscoll, 

Faris, 
Fitzgerald, Masa 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fordney, 

Foss, 

Foster, 

Freer. 
Gamble, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gaston, 

Gayle, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Glynn, 

Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 

Hall, 

Haugen, 
Hawley, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Howard, 

Hull, 

Jett, 

Ketcham, 
Kluttz, 

Knox, 

Lamb, 

Lane, 

Latimer, 
Lentz, 


Levy, 
Lewis, 
Littauer, 
Little, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
Ly brand, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 
McDowell, 
Marsh, 

May, 
Meekison, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Meyer, La. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Mudd, 
Muller, 
Naphen, 
Neville, 
Noonan, 
Norton, 8. C. 
Otey, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Phillips, 
Pierce, Tenn 
Polk, 
Powers. 
Ransdell, 
Ray, N. Y. 
Reeves, 
Rhea, Va. 
Riordan, 
Robertson, La 


Robinson, Nebr. 


Rodenberg, 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 


The motion to adjourn was rejected. 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 
from Iowa, Mr. Hepar, vote? 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I am paired with him. 
to withdraw my vote and be recorded ‘ 
Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, I am 


from Kansas, Mr. BAILEY. 


He did not. 


recorded ‘‘ present.” 
Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 


from Connecticut, Mr. HENRY, 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky, 


He did not. 


and be recorded ‘‘ present.” 


Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. 
gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
vote and be recorded ** present.” 


GRIGGs, 


Stephens, Tex. 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Turner, 
eluate, 
Jnderwo 
Zenor. 


Pearson, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Smith, Ill, 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, lowa 
Tongue, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
arner, 
Weeks, 
White, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Woods. 


Ridgely, 
Shafroth, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Sibley. 


Shackleford, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Spalding, 
Sprague, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala 
Terry. 
Thayer, 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Vandiver, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, W. E. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Ziegler. 


Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman 


I desire 


‘ present.” 
paired with the gentleman 
I wish to withdraw my vote and be 


Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman 
vote? 


Then I desire to withdraw my vote 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the 
I wish to withdraw my 


JANUARY 3, 


Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be recorded as “ pres- 
ent.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name 
was called? 

Mr. PEARRE. I believe I came in after my name was called, 
May I not be recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be at present, 
certain contingency he may be. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. MORRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. BRENNER. 

Mr. WEAVER with Mr. WILSON of New York, 

Mr. RODENBERG with Mr. RHEA of Virginia, 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. WATERS with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. THRopp with Mr. TaYLor of Alabama, 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. Smiru with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr, Cooney. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. McRar. 

Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. NAPHEN, 

Mr. BorEING with Mr. SmitH of Kentucky, 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr, Henry of Texas. 

Mr. MAksH with Mr. Brantiey. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. McDowe tu, 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. S. W. DAVENPORT, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SmiruH with Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS, 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. ForDNEY with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. CRAMER with Mr, Cox. 

Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. Pox. 

Mr. Situ of Iowa with Mr. SALMON, 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. BAILEy of Texas. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. Dr GRAFFENREID, 

Mr. YouNG with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY with Mr. THayer. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Driggs, 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. CHanter. 

Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. FirzGERa.p of New York. 

Mr. DriIscoLu with Mr. RUPPERT, 

Mr. GILLEt of New York with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

Mr. Cocurane of New York with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. RoBinson of Nebraska, 

Mr. Bourret of Illinois with Mr. GRIGGs, 

Mr. MEsIcK with Mr. Lenrz. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Riorpan. 

Mr. Henry C. Smita with Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Tawnry with Mr. Suuzer. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. BALL. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Nevie. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. RoBerts« N of Louisiana, 

Mr. Tompkins with Mr. CLayTon of Alabama. 

Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. STOKEs. 

Mr. REEVEs with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

Mr. GILL with Mr. BeLuamy. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. PEaRcE of Missouri with Mr. RANSDELL, 

Mr. Powers with Mr. Lamp. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. Pierce of Tennessee, 

Mr. FREER with Mr. Cusack. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. Noonan, 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. Hatt. 

Mr. HEDGE with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

Mr. KetcuaM with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. Howarp until January 6. 

Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. Norton of South Carolina 
until January 7. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky until 
January 4, 

Mr. BaiLey of Kansas with Mr, RipGe.y until January 4, 

Mr. Ray of New York with Mr. Terry until January 16, 

Mr. PHILLips with Mr. BREAZEALE until January 7, 

For this day: 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. BARBER. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Foster. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. E..iorr, 
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On this vote: 

Mr. Faris with Mr. Kiurrz. 

Mr. LiIrTavER with Mr, BARTLETT. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. McCULLocu. 

Mr. CruMPACKER with Mr. LITTLE, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notes as present the gentleman from 
Maryland, Mr. PEARRE, and the Speaker. On this vote the yeas 
were 66; and the nays were 92; answering ‘“‘present,” 19; noted pres- 
ent, 2; making a total of 179 members—a quorum—and so the 
House refuses to adjourn. — ; 

The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the resolution pro- 

osed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

The Clerk continued to read, as follows: 

In the seven districts of ga the total vote cast for all Congressional 
candidates in 1890 was 62,652; in 1898, 27,045. In the seven districts of South 
Carolina the total vote in 1890 was 73,522, and 28,831 in 1898. In the six dis- 
tricts of Louisiana 74,542 in 1890, and 33,161 in 1898. . <¥ 

One member of the present House, representing ten counties in Missis- 
sippi, with a population in 1890 of 184,297, received only 2,068 votes. One mem 
ber of the present House, representing six counties in South Carolina, witha 
population in 1890 of 158,851, received only 1,765 votes, and one member repre- 
senting thirteen counties in Louisiana, with a population of 208,802, received 
only 2,494 votes; and 

Vhereas it is a matter of common rumor that other States have, for rea- 
sons other than those specified in the Constitution of the United States, denied 
to some of their male inhabitants 21 years old and citizens of the United 
States the right to vote for members of Congress and Presidential electors, 
as well as executive and judicial officers of said States and members of the 
legislature thereof, and no reduction has been made in the representation of 
any State in this House because of such denial; and 

Whereas the President of the United States has, by message, recommended 
“that the Congress, at its present session, apportion the representation among 
the several States as provided by the Constitution:" Therefore, __ 

Resolved, SECTION l. Thatthe Committee on Census shall be, and is, author- 
ized and directed, either by full committee or such subcommittee or subcom- 
mittees as may be appointed by the chairman thereof, toinquire, examine, and 
report in what States the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors 
for Presidentand Vice-President of the United States, Representatives in Con- 

ress, the executive and judicial officers of a State, or the members of the legis- 
Ecures thereof is denied toany of the male inhabitants of such States 21 years 
of age and citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, except for par- 
ticipation in rebellion or other crimes, and the proportion which the number 
of such male citizens sball bear to the whole number of male citizens 21 years 
of age in each such State. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
oint of order that the resolution proposed by the gentleman from 
Fonusstventa is not a privileged resolution; and if the Chair de- 
sires it, I wish to submit a remark or two on that question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 
point of order that the resolution is not privileged, and the Chair 
will hear the gentleman on the proposition he submits. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the question 
of the apportionment of members of the House has been held, I 
am aware, to be a privileged question, as I understand it, more 
than once. Ordinarily the question would not be privileged, as I 
understand the rules; but inasmuch as it is claimed, and the claim 
is undoubtedly true, that the Constitution requires the apportion- 
ment of members to be made at stated times by law, a resolution 

roviding for such apportionment under the Constitution would 
privileged under our rules. It is something that is required to 
be done by the Constitution itself, and hence is privileged, and 
necessarily so, under the rules of the House. But this is a differ- 
ent proposition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no other reason why a measure pro- 
viding for the apportionment of members of the House is privi- 
leged under ourrules. There isnothing mandatory in the Consti- 
tution, there is nothing that requires Congress to legislate along 
the lines that is proposed by the pending resolution, and it seems 
to me that there is nothing under the rules of the House and un- 
der the laws adopted under the Constitution and in pursuance of 
the Constitution which makes this proposition at all a matter of 
privilege under our rules. If,then, it is not privileged, and I hold 
it is not, it can not be called up at this stage of the proceedings of 
the House without unanimous consent, and will have to be re- 
ferred to a committee of the House for consideration and report. 

I make the point of order, therefore, that it is not privileged and 
that it must go to a committee as any other resolution providing 
for general legislation has to go. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I have offered this resolution not 
from any partisan or sectional standpoint, but from the standpoint 
of the Constitution itself, and I maintain that it presents a ques- 
tion of the highest possible privilege. 

The mandate of the Constitution that Congress shall apportion 
representation among the various States of the Union has been 
held, as the learned gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. aed 
has just stated, to involve a question of the highest privilege; anc 
it was held in the Forty-seventh Congress (it seems to have been 
held frequently before, but in the Forty-seventh Congress a point 
of order was made and insisted upon, and a ruling was had upon 
the question—it was insisted that the previous rulings were bad 
precedents) that as apportionment affected a subsequent House, 
the bill then presented providing for such apportionment was not 
privileged in the House where it was offered. 





That question was elaborately discussed by many members, and 
Speaker Keifer distinctly ruled that an apportionment bill was 
of the highest possible constitutional ee It is worth while 
to call the attention of the House and of the Chair to the reasons 
which he gave, which I shall do very briefly. 

The Chair will state briefly that it is of opinion that the rules of the 
House are always subject to any constitutional provision that may be found. 
It may be true that under the rules, strictly speaking, this bill may not be in 
order. The Chair is, however, of opinion that the consideration of an 
apportionment bill by this on xing the representation in the next 
Congress under the last census, is one of high constitutional privilege. 

He then referred to the duty of Congress to make th¢ apportion- 
ment, and finally decided that in view of the constitutional man- 
date to apportion, the apportionment bill and matters relating to 
the apportionment of the next Congress become questions of the 
highest privilege in the present Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was that decision appealed from? 

Mr. OLMSTED. And although the question had been hotly 
debated, that ruling was not appealed from. And I desire to say 
that so eminent a Democrat as Mr. Randall took the same view. 
A special order had been fixed for that day, and other members 
were insisting upon the special order, but Mr. Randall declared 
that the motion to take up the apportionment bill raised a ques- 
tion of the highest possible constitutional privilege. 

Now, differing from my distinguished friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. RicHaRpson], I claim that the constitutional mandate in 
pursuance of which my resolution is offered is just as binding as 
the command found in the Constitution toapportion. Itis found 
in the same article, in the same section, and in the same sentence. 
For where we find the language making it the duty of the House 
to apportion, saying— 

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States, etc. 

We also find: 

But when the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors for 

President and Vice-President of the United States, Representatives in Con- 
grem. the executive and judicial officers of a State, or the members of the 
egislature thereof, is denied to any of the male inhabitants of such State, 
being 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, or in any way 
abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other crime, the basis of 
representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion which the number 
of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citizens 21 
years of age in such State. 

Now, as the constitutional mandate to apportion raises a ques- 
tion of such high privilege in this House, surely the mandate to 
reduce representation in proportion to the denial of suffrage to 
citizens 21 years old is of an equally high order. 

The command is equally plain and is equally binding upon the 
consciences and acts of the members, not of some subsequent 
House, but of this House. And how shall the House act intelli- 
gently and perform its constitutional duty unless itis advised in 
what States the right of suffrage has been denied and to what 
extent and in what proportion it has been denied? It isin order 
to enable this House to perform its plain constitutional duty that I 
have offered this resolution authorizing and directing the Com- 
mittee on the Census to inquire in what States and to what extent 
suffrage has been denied to male citizens 21 years of age for reasons 
other than participation in rebellion or other crimes. 

It is just as plainly in the line of the constitutional mandate as 
is the apportionment bill itself. Speaker Reed, in the Fifty-first 
Congress, when the question was again raised, ruled that matters 
relating to the apportionment were of the highest privilege, and 
his decision was not even appealed from. And the present hon- 
orable occupant of the chair ruled, during the last session, that 
matters relating to the census were privileged, because of the 
mandate of the Constitution upon this House to provide for the 
taking of the census. 

This resolution is directly in the same line and is equally privi- 
leged upon that ground. As will be seen, the principal object of 
the resolution is to afford data for the performance by this Con- 
gress of its duties in the matter of apportionment. But if it were 
necessary I might go further and say that this resolution touches 
the dignity of the present House in another way; because, if these 
States, some of them or all of them, have reduced or restricted 
the right of suffrage without informing this House and without 
there having been any reduction in membership, there is to-day 
upon the floor of this House an unconstitutional representation 
from several States, an invasion of the rights and dignity of the 
House and of its membership. AIl that will be disclosed by the 
data called for by this resolution, although my object in offering 
it is to enable us to perform our duty under the Constitution. 

Representation in the electoral college follows the representa- 
tion in this House and rests uponit. It never was intended by 
the Constitution that in one State 20,000 men should elect seven 
members of Congress and nirle members in the electoral college. 
The Constitation requires that apportionment shall be based, to a 
certain extent, upon the proportion and extent to which male 
citizens 21 years of age are permitted to have the right of suffrage. 

_ Where that is denied you have this mandate of the Constitu- 
tion, that in such State the basis of representation shall be reduced. 
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This affects or may affect the election of a President of the United 
States, It has been ruled in this House to be a question of the 


highest privilege that a member may arise in his seat and call for | 


the impeachment of the President of the United States. Surely 
the election of a President is of equal importance with his im- 


peachment. Once, in an attempt to impeach a United States | 


marshal, touching a question of introducing a resolution for the 
purpose of ascertaining the facts that might impeach him, it has 
been held to be a matter of privilege. I could recount several 
other precedents; but it seems to me unnecessary to go further. 
In a case which my friend from Iowa will recollect, Mr. LaAcEy 
offered a resolution providing for the investigation of the alleged 


assassination of a man not a member of the House, but one who 


was merely claiming a seat here against the sitting member, and 
that resolution was held to affect the dignity and privileges and 
rights of the House, and to be privileged. 

Here is one that may affect the right of ten or twenty members 


upon this floor directly and all members indirectly. But I am | 


willing to rest it upon the single proposition that this resolution is 
offered in obedience to the mandate of the Constitution, to ascer- 
tain data to enable the House to perform its constitutional duty; 
and it is offered in part because yesterday when I inquired of the 
distinguished chairman of the committee what, if anything, had 
been done upon this subject, he stated that the committee was 
without sufficient data upon this subject, which seemed a very 
pertinent reply; and it is to enable the committee to obtain that 
data that this resolution is offered. I maintain that either as 
relating to apportionment or to the rights of individual members 
of the House and the dignity of the House itself this is a question 
of the highest possible privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a word in re- 
ply to the argument of the gentleman. I conceded in what I had 
to say that a bill, or a joint resolution either, providing for the 
apportionment under the Constitution was a privileged matter 
under our rules. And the gentleman said that it had been so 
held more than once—once by Speaker Keifer, in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and once by Speaker Reed, in the Fifty-first Congress. 
Now, these were propositions to do that which the Constitution 
required should be done; that is, to apportion or reapportion the 
members under the Constitution. This matter now presented is 
not a proposition to reduce the representation. The resolution 
merely recites certain alleged facts, and then follows a resolution 
of inquiry. It does not do what the Constitution provides, if it 
provides anything in the amendment which the gentleman re- 
ferred to, the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution. This 
resolution does not set out that there has been any denial of the 
right of suffrage by reason of any matter alleged in this amend- 
ment which authorizes a reduction of representation. It issimply 
a resolution of inquiry to ascertain facts, which the gentleman 
says may or may not be true. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that 
this kind of a resolution does not come within the rule prescribed. 
it does not provide for an apportionment—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will.the gentleman permit me one question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The recital is that in certain States there had 
been a restriction of the right of suffrage without reduction of 
the representation, and the purpose is to find out to what extent 
that has been done in other States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The resolution is just what 
Ihave said. 1t simply directs an inquiry to be made by the com- 
mittee or subcommittee, and report the facts. Now, that is nota 
privileged question under the Constitution. I submit that no 
authority can be adduced which makes a resolution of inquiry 
such as this privileged. Itcan not be confounded with resolutions 
of inquiry, which, of course, the Chair very well understands are 
not of themselves privileged matter under our rules; that is, 


they are not privileged until they have been before a committee a | 


week and the committee has failed to report them within the 


week. Then they are privileged, not because of what is in the | 


resolution, but because the committee has failed to report the res- 
olution. Then it becomes privileged under our rules, the reso- 
lution itself not being privileged. Now, I submit that there can 
be no authority adduced which makes a resolution such as this 
privileged. 

Mr. MAHON, Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion, for information? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not know the gentle- 
man had risen to ask a question. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MAHON. How can we apportion the members, under the 
requirements of the Constitution, until we first ascertain the con- 
stitutional data upon which we are to make the apportionment; 
to ascertain the facts on which we are to make the apportionment? 
lf it is true that a hundred thousand men have been disfranchised 
in a State under the Constitution, how shall we ascertain the facts 
so as to make the apportionment of members? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no difficulty in 
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ascertaining the facts. Leta resolution be referred,and the let 
| committee report upon it; and if you want to pass legislation you 
can doit. But that is not a privileged question under our rules. 
|} Mr. MAHON. That is what I am trying to get at. Why is one 
not as much privileged as the other? 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Your question does not re- 
| late to theapportionment. It is competent for Congress to make 
| aninvestigation. I am not saying that Congressshould not make 
| an investigation, but that it should be made under the rules. 

Mr. OLMSTED. May I[ call the attention of the Chair to one 
| further precedent? 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman from ‘Tennessee has sug- 
| gested that a resolution of inquiry can not be privileged. The 
| Chair will find that this is not a mere question of inquiry. In the 
Forty-ninth Congress Mr. Wallace of Indiana offered a resolution 
only of inquiry instructing the Committee on the Judiciary to 
inquire whether there had been an infringement by the treaty- 
making power of the constitutional right of the House to originate 
revenue measures, which was simply a resolution of inquiry, and 
yet, against the objection of Mr. Dingley of Maine, Speaker Car- 
lisle ruled that it was a question which involves the constitutional 
powers of the House to originate such measures, and which has 
always been held to be a privileged question in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to pass upon the question, 
The matter seems to the Chair clearly settled by Article XIV, sec- 
tion 2, of the Constitution. The Clerk will read the section re- 
ferred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States 
according to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of per- 
sons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote 
at any election for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial 
ofticers of a State, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied toany 
of the male inhabitants of such States, being 21 years of age and citizens of 
the United States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebel- 
lion, or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in 
the proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole 
number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 

TheSPEAKER. This is a most important section and gravely 
touches the very vitals of the Republic as such, and makes manda- 
tory upon Congress certain things that shall be done by Congress 
if certain conditions exist. This resolution alleges that certain 
things exist, expressly provided for by the section just read by 
the Clerk. The resolution and the preamble must be considered 
together. What is the object of the resolution providing for the 
investigation to be made by the Committee on the Census? It is 
to ascertain the truth of these facts and lay them before Congress 
so that proper action may be taken by this body. 

The resolution is— 

That the Committee on Census shall be, and is, authorized and directed, 
either by full committee or such subcommittee or subcommittees as may be 
appointed by the chairman thereof, to inquire, examine, and report in what 
States the right to vote atany election for the choice of electors for President 
and Vice-President of the United States, Representatives in Congress, the 
executive and judicial officers of a State, or the members of the legislatures 
thereof is denied to any of the male inhabitants of such States of years of 
age and citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, except for 
participation in rebellion or other crimes, and the proportion which the 
number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citizens 
21 years of age in each such State. 

Can any wiser course be suggested for carrying out the clear 
mandates of the Constitution than by the provision of this pre- 
amble and the resolution? The grave charges are made, and the 
resolution to carry out the proper investigation and treatment is 

| before us. The whole matter, waiving all discussion of the rules 
| of this House, comes under the higher rule than our rule, the 
constitutional rule which is here absolutely mandatory, and the 
Chair is unable to see why we should wander even among 
the precedents, which the Chair has looked over to some extent 
| and which are all one way, when we have the plain language of 
the Constitution before us. The resolution is evidently caretully 
drawn in pursuance of the language of the Constitution. The 
Chair only hopes that he will never have occasion to settle a more 
| difficult question than this, which seems to him so simple. The 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama raises the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. MADDOX, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will state his in- 
quiry. 

, Mr. MADDOX. Is this resolution subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER, Not until the House decides the question of 
| consideration. 

The question of consideration was taken; and on a division (de- 
mantel by Mr. UNDERWOOD) there were 69 in the affirmative and 
70 in the negative. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 83, 


answered ‘‘ present ” 10, not voting 182; as follows: 
YEAS—80 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Baker, 
Barham, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Capron, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Curtis, 


Adamson, 
Atwater. 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 


Allen, Ky. 
Boutell, IL 
Dayton, 


Allen, Miss. 
Babcock, 
Bailey, Kans. 
ae Tex. 


Barber, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Beilamy, 
Berry, 
Boreing, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 

Bull, 

Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chanler, 
Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Cochrane, }. ¥ 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wi. 
Corliss, 

Cox, 
Cromer, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, 


Davenport, S. A. 


Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Fletcher, 
Gibson, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Heatwole, 
Hepburn, 
Hill. 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Jack, 


Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 

Kahn, 

Kerr, Md. 
Kerr, Ohio 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
Linney, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
Minor, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morris, 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 


NAYS—83. 


Finley, 
Fleming, 
Fox, 
Gaines, 
Gilbert, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 


Hay, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lanham, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 


McAleer, 
MeCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Newlands, 
Norton, Ohio 
uarles, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker. 
Ryan, N. Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Shafroth, 


ANSWERED ‘'PRESENT’’—10. 


De Graffenreid, 
Henry, Miss. 
Landis, 


Mahon, 
Mann, 
Ridgely, 


NOT VOTING—1&. 


Davenport, S. W. 
Davey, 
Davidson, 
Dick, 
Dovener, 
Driggs, 
Driscoll, 
Faris, 
Fitzgerald, Mass, 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 

Foster, 
Fowler, 
Freer. 
Gamble, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gaston, 
Gayle, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Glynn, 

Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 

Hall, 

Haugen, 
Hawley, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Howard, 
Hull, 

Jett, 
Ketcham, 
Knox, 

Lamb, 

Lane, 

Lentz, 

Levy, 

Lewis, 
Littauer, 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 
gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEDGE, has voted? 


The SPEAKER, 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 


‘ea? 


He has not. 


Little, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
Lybrand, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McDowell, 
McRae, 
Marsh, 

May, 
Meekison, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Metcalf, 
Meyer, La 
Miller, 
Mondell, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Mudd, 
Muller, 
Naphen, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Noonan, 
Norton, 8. C. 
Otey, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, N. J. 
Pearce, Mo. 
Phillips, 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Polk, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Ransdell, 
Ray, N. Y. 
Reeves, 
Riordan, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rodenberg, 
Ruppert, 
Russell, 
Salmon, 


I am paired with him. 
I desire to withdraw that vote and be recorded ‘‘ present. 


Packer, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pearre, 
Pugh, 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tongue, 
Warner, 
Weeks, 
White, 

W oods. 


Sheppard, 
Sibley, 

Sims, 

Slayden, 
Small, 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Turner, 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Vandiyer, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, Miss. 
Zenor. 


Wanger. 


Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Spalding, 
Sprague, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, Minn 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 
Tawney, 
Terry, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, W. E. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Wright. 
Young. 
Ziegler. 


I would like to know whether the | 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. BARTLETT, 
Mr, LITTAUVER with Mr. ScuppER, 





TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 81, the nays 83, 
answering “present” 5. No quorum has voted. The doors will 
be closed 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER (having put the question). The ayes appear to 
have it. 

Several MemBers. Division! 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 72, noes 54, 

Mr. OLMSTED. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 44 voting in favor thereof. 





I voted | 


The question was taken; and there were 


yeas 78, nays 74, 


answered ‘‘present”’ 10, not voting 193; as follows: 
YEAS—78. 


Adamson, 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 

Benton, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Gre ffenreid, 
Denny, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 


Acheson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Baker, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Bric k, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Capron, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cousins, 
Curtis, 


Allen, Ky. 
Atwater, 
Boutell, IL 


Adams, 

Allen, Miss. 

Bal «eK ck, 
Bailey, Kans. 

B. tiley , Tex. 

Ball 

Barber, 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bellamy, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 

Bull, 

Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Carmack, 
Chanler, 
Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 

Cox, 

Cromer, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 

Dahle, 
Davenport, 8. A. 


Davenport, S. W. 


Davey, 





Finley, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fox, 
Gaines, 
Gilbert, 
Gordon, 
Griffith, 
Hay, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 


Lloyd, 
McAleer, 
Met ulloch, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Moon, 
Newlands, 
Norton, Ohio 
Quarles, 
Khea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, Ala. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Ridgely, 
Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 


NAYS—74. 


Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Eddy, 
Esch, 
Fletcher, 
Gibson, 
Graff, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hepburn, 
Hopki 
opkins, 
Tae 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 


Kahn, 


Kerr, Md. 
Kerr, Ohio 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Linney, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 

Loud, 
McCall, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Moody, Mass. 
Morris, 
Needham, 
Olmsted, 
Packer, Pa. 
Parker, N. J. 
Payne, 
Pearson, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—10. 


Dayton, 
Dinsmore, 
Gillett, Mass. 


Henry, Miss. 
Mahon, 
Mann, 


NOT VOTING—193. 


Davidson, 

Dick, 

Dovener, 
Driggs, 

Driscoll, 
Emerson, 

Faris, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fleming, 
Fordney, 

Foss, 

Foster, 

Fowler, 

Freer, 

Gamble, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gaston, 

Gayle, 


Gill, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Glynn, 


Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Griggs, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Haugen, 
Hawley, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Huil, 

Jett, 
Ketcham, ’ 
Knox, 
Lane, 
Lawrence, 
Lentz, 
Levy, 
Lewis, 
Littauer, 


Little, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
Lybrand, 
McCleary, 
McClellan, 
McDermott, 


McDowell, 
McRae, 
Marsh, 
May, 
Meekison, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Meyer. La. 
Mondell, 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Mudd, 
Muller, 
Naphen, 
Nevill 

N nan 
Norton, 8. C. 
> ¢ 

q)* ‘ 

Ot 

Ove et 
Pear Mo 
Philliy 

Pier Tenn. 
Polk, 
Powers 

Rar : 
Ray, N. Y. 
Reeves 
Riordan, 
Rober n, La 
Robinson, Nebr 
Rodenberg, 
Ruppert 
Russell, 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 
Shackleford 
Shelden 


Showalter, 


Ryan, N. Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 

Slayden, 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Taylor, Ala. 
‘Turner, 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, Miss. 


Pearre, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Shattue, 
Shaw, 
Sibley, 
Snodgrass, 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Tayler, Ohio 
Tongue, 
Wanger, 
White. 


Metcalf. 


Small, 

Smith, Ml 

Smith, lowa 
Smith, Ky 

Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Spalding, 

Spight, 

Sprague, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, Minn 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 


Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 

ert, 
Tawney, 
Terry, 
T) r 
T! Iowa 
I N.C. 
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So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. LEvy. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. GLYNN, 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated; and ac- 
cordingly (at 2 o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for subsistence of 
the Army—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting, with a letter 
from the Adjutant-General of the Army and a draft of a bill, 
recommendations as to the disposition of useless papers in the War 
Department—to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers 
in Executive Departments, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of W. W. Small- 
wood. sheriff, committee administrator Benjamin Starkey, de- 
ceased, against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Elizabeth Cur- 
tis, administratrix of estate of John A. Curtis, against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Jacob Rohr- 
back, administrator of estate of Norman B. Harding, against the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Elijah Sides 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the enlargement of Gov- 
ernors Island, New York Harbor—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department submitting the claim of O. J. Salisbury—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting letters 
relating to the claim of the Pacific Coast Steamship Company for 
transportation of destitute miners in Alaska—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Galveston Bay, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting addi- 
tional estimates of appropriations required by that Department 
to complete the service of the fiscal years ending June 30, 1900 
and 1901—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

; A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy of 
the report of the board on the desirability of constructing a dry 
dock on the Columbia River, Oregon—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
annual inspection of branches of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Hendersons Point, Portsmouth Harbor, New Hampshire—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of San Joaquin River, California—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Oakland Harbor, California—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of John Rison, 
administrator de bonis non of estate of John W. Nance, against 
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the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for continuing construction 
of military post at Sheridan, Wyo.—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting state- 
ment of property of the United States leased under authority of 
law of March 3, 1872—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from the delegates to the International Marine Confer- 
ence inclosing draft of proposed amendment to the rules for pre- 
venting collisions at sea—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
submitting a bill for the relief of certain parties made liable for 
— taxes—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for care and treatment of 
insane of the Navy and Marine Corps on the Pacific coast—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting recommendations relating to reimbursement of certain light 
keepers for losses of personal property in storms—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the chairman of the Light- 
House Board submitting an estimate of appropriation for light- 
houses, beacons, fog signals, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Director of the Mint submit- 
ting additional estimates of appropriation for the service for the 
year ending June 30, 1901—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for commission on grant of 
land to the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior submitting an estimate of appropriation for the Hooe Build- 
ing, occupied by the Geological Survey—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for construction of storehouse at Nor- 
folk Navy- Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting acopy 
of a communication from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisher- 
ies submitting an estimate of appropriation for completing the 
work of certain fish-cultural stations—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, that part relating to new vessels; re- 
— to Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a de- 
tailed statement of the refunds of customs duties for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1900—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of William M. 
Mays, administrator of estate of Zillah Hall, against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DRIGGS, from the Commit- 
tee on Invaiid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 5121) granting an increase of pension to Frank W. 
Paige, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 2135); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HAY, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 12648) for the relief of H. D. Bonnet, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 2134); which said bill and 
report were ordered to lie on the table, 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. Also, a bill (H. R. 13116) granting an incr.ase of pension to 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from | Henry M. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 13117) gransving an increase of pension to 
upon referred, as follows: Ida R. Siegfried—to the Committee on Pensicns. 


A bill (H. R. 13081) for the relief of John Welty, of Portsmouth, | , By Mr. BROWNLOW: A Dill (H. R. 13118) granting a pension 
Ohio— Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to | to Rebecca J. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 13119) granting a pension to 

A bill (H. R. 13082) for the relief of Jacob Shela, of Portsmouth, | Augusta Ohne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ohio—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R, 13120) granting an increase of 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. — to Albert L. Duddleson—to the Committee on Invalid 

A bill (H. R. 8745) granting an increase of pension to John W. | *®msions. — a ? ; : 
Moore—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred | By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 13121) granting an increase of 
to the Committee on Pensions. pension to John Flood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
oon a bill (H. R. 13122) granting an increase of pension to 
, as ts ridget Fallon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS _ Also, a bill (H. R. 12123) granting an increase of pension to 

INTRODUCED. Charles Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 13124) granting an increase of 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | pension to Thomas Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
follows: Also, a bill (H. R. 13125) for the relief of the legal representa- 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 13099) to maintain the legal-tender tives of John A. Stephens, deceased—to the Committee on War 
silver dollar at parity with gold—to the Committee on Coinage, | Claims. . , 
Weights, and Measures. By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 13126) granting a pension to 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 13100) providing for the erection Angeline Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of a public building at Blandinsville, Tito the Committee on} _ By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13127) granting a pension to 
Public Buildings and Grounds. Isaac A. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 13101) to provide for the | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 13128) granting an increase of pension to 

urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at | William Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Waterloo, in the State of Iowa—to the Committee on Public Also, a bill (H. R. 13129) removing the charge of desertion stand- 





Buildings and Grounds. ing against the military record of Valentine F, Ferguson—to the 
By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 13102) for the estab- | Committee on Military Affairs. ; 
lishment of a subport of entry at Douglas, Ariz.—to the Commit- | Also, a bill (H. R. 15130) removing the charge of desertion 


tee on Ways and Means. against George W. Knotts—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 13103) to provide for and Also, a bill (H. R. 13131) removing the charge of desertion 
establish a Naval Reserve for the Navy of the United States—to , against Johnson Gilbert—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H.R. 13132) granting a pension to 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13104) to tax manufactures from | D. H. Wills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the wood of the Sequoia gigantea, or “ big trees”—to the Commit- | _ By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 13133) grantinga pension to 
tee on Ways and Means. Capt. Joseph V. Hoffecker —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13105) requiring the Metro- By Mr. JOHNST\ IN: A bill (H. R. 13134) granting an increase 
olitan Railroad Company of the District of Columbia to extend | Of pension to William P. Rucker—to the Committee on Invalid 
its Ninth street line, and for other purposes—to the Committee on | Pensions. 





the District of Columbia. | Also, a bill (H. R. 13135) granting a pension to Anna L. Baxter— 
By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13106) to estab- | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

lish a life-saving station at Salem Willows, Massachusetts—tothe | By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 13136) granting an increase 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | of pension to Ambrose Burton—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13107) to provide for improve- By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 13137) granting a pension to 
ments in the office of the assessor for the District of Columbia— | Georgianna Eubanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ; Also, a bill (H. R. 13188) granting a pension to John A, McDan- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13108) toamend an act to regulate gas works, | iel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
approved June 23, 1874—to the Committee on the District of Also, a bill (H. R. 13159) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbia. James Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 13109) to authorize the registra- Also, a bill (H. R. 13140) granting an increase of pension to 


tion of the names of persons, firms, or corporations engaged in Richmond KF. Hammond—to the Comunittee on Invalid Pensions. 

transportation business—to the Committee on Patents. Also, a bill (H. R. 13141) granting a pension to Ruth E. 
By Mr. BRICK: A concurrent resolution (H. Con, Res. 62) Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
roviding for the printing and distribution of the record and all Also, a bill (H. R. 13142) granting an increase of pension to 

briefs in the cases of John H. Goetze vs. The United States, and | William A. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Fourteen Diamond Rings (Manuel Pepke, claimant) vs. ‘the! , Also, a bill (H, R. 13143) for the relief of James M. Campbell— 

United States, being cases Nos. 340 and 419, respectively—to the to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Committee on Printing. : Also, a bill (H. R, 1314 1) for the relief of James George—to the 
By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A resolution (H. Res. 324) authoriz- | Committee on Military Affairs. es 

ing the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to inquire | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 13145) for the relief of John Carrington—to 

into the prices for small packages transmitted through the mails, | the Committee on Claims. : ; * . 

and so forth—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 13146) granting a pension to Fred W. Boyd— 
By Mr. SHATTUC: A resolution (H. Res. 325) directing the | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Director of the Census to furnish certain information to the| Also, a bill (H. R, 13147) granting a pension to Irvin M. Ivey— 

House of Representatives—to the Select Committee on the Census, | to the Committee on Pensions, _ ; 
By mr MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13148) granting an in- 

ase of p . Dd. — y ittee rali 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. —s pension to L. D. Trent—to the Committee on Invalid 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 13149) granting a pension to 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as | James D. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








follows: Also, a bill (H. R. 13150) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 13110) granting an in- | Willis Manasco—to the Committee on Pensions. 

crease of pension to Hiram Van Ormen—to the Committee on In- Also, a bill (H. R. 13151) for the relief of the estate of L. M. 

valid Pensions. | Epperson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13111) for the relief of Wil- | Also, a bill (H. R. 13152) granting a pension to Lizzie C, Young— 
liam Courtenay—to the Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13112) granting a pension to By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H.R. 13153) granting a pension to Ly- 
Andrew Denton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. man A. Smolk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 13118) for the relief of George R. Also, a bill (H. R. 13154) granting a pension to Ernestine La- 








Frye—to the Committee on Claims. : : | vigne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13114) granting an increase of pension to} Also, a bill (H. R. 13155) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Florian V. Sims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13115) granting an increase of pension to| By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 13156) granting a pension to James 
John B. Cozzens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Bintliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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3y Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 13157) granting 
of pensi n to John P. Wishart—to the Committee 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 13158) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver P, Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 13159) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Wailace—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

by Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13160) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah M. Lowell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13161) granting an increase of 
pension to William Nine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13162) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Abraham A. McRobie—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13163) to pay James F. Barnsley a sum of 
money for quartermaster stores—to the Committee on WarClaims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13164) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Zittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 13165) grarting a pension to Andrew Mul- 
holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13166) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Koch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13167) for the relief of the vestry | 
of Lambs Creek Protestant Episcopal Church—to the Committee | 
on War Claims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13168) for the relief of Christian Nisewaner— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


an increase 
on Invalid 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13169) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Church at Marshall, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A biil (H. R. 13170) granting an | 
increase of pension to Charles Dunn—to the Committee on Inva- | 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13171) granting an increase of pension to | 
Jane A, Butts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13172) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bedford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13178) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13174) granting an increase of pension to | 
Ann Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 13175) granting an increase of | 
pension to George Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 13176) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gilbert J. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13177) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Dole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13178) granting an increase of pension to | 
Henry P. Malcom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13179) granting an increase 
of pension to Willis J. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13180) granting a pension to Orla E. Adams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13181) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Remington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13182) for the relief of H. C. | 
Nixon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 13183) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13184) for the relief of William 
Co'e—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12185) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Moyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13186) restoring and 
granting an increase of pension to F. M. Thompson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 13187) for the relief of the 
Laird-Norton Company, of Winona, Minn.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 13188) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. H. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the Retail Grocers’ Associa- | 
tion of Dabuque, Iowa, against the parcel-post system—to the 


Bai 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, resolutions of Howard University faculty, Washington, 
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D. C., for the exclusion of spirituous liquors from portions of 
Africa. etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Philadelphia Chapter of the 
American Institute of Architects, in behalf of a railroad station 
southward of the Mall, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 


| the District of Columbia. 


Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Coraopolis, 
Pa., urging the passage of House bill No. 12551, for the protection 
of native races in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Philadelphia Chapter of the 
American Institute of Architects, in relation to a railroad sta‘ ion 
on the Mall, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, letter of Charles H. Cramp, of Philadelphia, Pa., protest- 
ing against the registration of foreign-built vessels beyond the 
date fixed in the bill now pending in the House—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Kansas City Imple- 
ment and Hardware Club, favoring the passage of House bill No. 


| 1439, amending the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee 
| on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BRICK: Petition of L. D. White and 2 other citizens 
of South Bend, Ind., in relation to salaries and holidays for rural 
route carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of South Bend, Ind., to 
ratify treaty between civilized nations relative to alcoholic trade 
in Africa—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of the heirs of Joseph S. Ed- 
mondson, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn., for reference of 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: Papers in support of House bill for the relief of 
George R. Frye—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 


| pension to George W. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Henry M. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Dodge & Canfield, of Providence, R. I., for the 
repeal of the duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Farragut Association of Naval Vet- 
erans, for the passage of Senate bill 3422—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of keepers of Rhode Island life-saving stations, 
for the passage of the bill to increase their pay—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of South Deer Isle, Me., againstisland saloons and 
canteens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No, 13098, granting a pen- 


| sion to Melvin C. Wadsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

Also, petition of keepers of Rhode Island life-saving stations, 
for the passage of the bill to increase their pay—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Hawkins—to the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Good Roads Convention, held in 
Chicago, Ill., asking for an appropriation of $150,000 for the office 
of Public Road Inquiry—to the Committee on Argiculture. 

Also, resolutions of the directors of the California Club, for the 
purchase of the Calaveras Big Tree Grove, California, by the 
Government—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of La Crosse, Wis., for the repeal of 
the tax of 15 per cent ad valorem on imported hides—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the Twenty- 
second Congressional District of Pennsylvania, and resolutions of 
the Home Missionary Society of Allegheny and Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade for such leg- 
islation as will strengthen our maritime position—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of 8S. Ewart & Co. and John Daub & Sons, of 
Pittsburg, Pa., for the repeal of the duty on tea—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of 200 citizens of Pittsburg; also, of sundry citi- 


| zens of the Twenty-second Congressional District of Pennsylva- 


nia, favoring the exclusion of the liyuor traffic in Africa—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolutions of the faculty of the Uni- 
versity of Minnesota, favoring the passage of House bill No. 11350, 
to establish the national standardizing bureau—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. _ 

Also, petition of leather manufacturing companies of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., urging the repeal of the tax on hides—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the Home Missionary Society, 
of Pittsburg and Allegheny districts, Pennsylvania, in favor of 
the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the National Good Roads Convention, Chi- 
cago, Ill., in relation to road improvement—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Fidelity Mutual Life Insurance Company, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., in relation to the construction of a break- 
water at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Anna Forbes Goodyear, of Boston, Mass., in 
favor of House bill No. 11819, to provide homes and employment 
for the homeless poor and make them self-sustaining home own- 
ers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition adopted at a meeting in the Central Presbyterian 
Church, also, petition of 50 citizens of Allegheny, Pa., urging the 

assage of House bill No. 12551, for the protection of native races 
in our islands against intoxicants and opium—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of vessel owners 
and others interested in navigation of Onset Bay, Massachusetts, 
for survey of said harbor—tothe Committeeon Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Boston Superintendents’ Association, urging the 
passage of the post-office reclassification bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Paint and Oil Club and 
Boston branch of the National League of Commission Merchants, 
favoring the repeal of stamp tax on checks, drafts, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the County Street Auxiliary of Board of Home 
Missions, New Bedford, Mass., favoring anti-polygamy amend- 
ment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Board of Trade, favoring 
Senate bill No. 727, known as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of New England railway postal clerks, favoring 
the bill for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Woman's Missionary Society of 
the Presbyterian Church of Pleasant, Ind., in favor of the anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Richard Nash and 90 others, Wallace Jackson 
and 92 others, all citizens of Bethlehem, Ind,, in opposition to any 
measure prohibiting steam vessels from using gasoline—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brown County, Ind., to accompany | 
House bill granting a pension to Johnson Gilbert—to the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Adams County, | 
Iowa, against the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending the 
oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of citizens of Freeport, Ill., and resolu- | 
tions of the Christian churches and citizens of Orangeville, [1l., 
for the exclusion of intoxicants from all countries inhabited by 
native races—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Papers to accompany House bill rela- | 
ting to the claim of Joseph V. Hoffecker—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of life-saving crews of Long 
Branch and Squan Beach, New Jersey, favoring bili to promote 
efficiency of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LONG: Resoiutions of Women’s Societies on Home and 
Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian Synod of Kansas, in favor | 
of an amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 11082 | 
granting an increase of pension to Same Bintliff—to the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of F. P. Kirkendall & Co., and | 
other leather dealers of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the reduction of | 
the war-revenue tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, letter of A. H. Rawlitzer, of Omaha, Nebr., favoring legis- | 
lation in regard to irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

Also, resolution of the T Square Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., in | 
relation to proposed changes in the White House—to the Com- | 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron 








Shipbuilders of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of the ship 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill 
No, 11754 granting an increase of pension to Hiram Lawson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutionsof Convention of Fruit Growers 
of California, in relation to the tariff on citrus fruits—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARRE; Petition of James F. Barnsley, of Baltimore, 
Md., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RLXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Christian Nisewaner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Marshall, Fauquier County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Lambs 
Creek Protestant Episcopal Church, King George County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany letter of inquiry of R. P. Barry, of 
Warrenton, Va.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

3y Mr. SHATTUC: Petitions of the Wefugo Company and 
commissioner of waterworks, Cincinnati, Ohio, for the defeat of 
a bill granting an extension of patent to I. S. Hyatt—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Cincinnati Museum Association for the re- 
peal of section of the inheritance law relating to museums—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of George V. Morris and others, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution against polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 12720 for the relief of 
James Mantack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House Dill granting an 
increase of pension to George Shepherd—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Gilbert J. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers toaccompany House bill No. 
13057, for the relief of Ferdinand Hansen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 4, 1901. 

Prayer by the Chapiain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 

DONELSON CAFFERY, @ Senator from the State of Louisiana, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr, LopaGr, and »y unanimous.con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the Four- 
teenth Annual Report of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 


| and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The National Academy of Sciences requests 
me to present to the Presiding Officer of the Senate the annual 
report of the operations of the National Academy for the year 
1900. No action need be taken upon it. The statute provides for 
the printing of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and, under the law, printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution requesting the President of the United 


The report will be received, 


| States to return to the House the bill (H. R. 2955) providing for 


the resurvey of township numbered 8, of range numbered 30 west 
of the sixth principal meridian, in Frontier County, State of 
Nebraska, in order to correct an error whereby the bill has been 
enrolled as an act of the first instead of the second session of the 
Fifty-sixth Congress; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the board of directors of 
the Locktown Dairymen’s Association, of New Jersey, praying 
for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the 
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manufactureand sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Vineland, 
N. J., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on proprietary 
medicines, cosmetics, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Plainfield, Den- 
nisville, South Orange, and Jamesburg. all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of East Millstone, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
transmission by mail or telegraph of devices used in gambling, 
racing, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of East Millstone, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation regulating divorce 
laws in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of East Millstone, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Philippines; which was referred | 
to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of East Millstone, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to give to the capi- | 
tal of the United States protection against Sunday traffic, etc.: 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Atlantic High- 
lands, N. J., and a petition of sundry citizens of East Millstone, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale | 
of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to 
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lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of Asher Wardell, keeper, and | 
10 other members of the life-saving crew of Long Branch; of | 
Robert F. Longstreet, keeper. and 14 other members of the life- 
saving crew of Squaw Beach; of Francis Hoffman, keeper, and 7 
other members of the life-saving crew of Turtle Gut; of John M. | 
Corson, keeper, and 7 other members of the life-saving crew of | 
Ocean City; of William E. Rogers, keeper, and 8 other members 
of the life-saving crew of Toms River; of R. 8. Godfrey, keeper, 
and 7 other members of the life-saving crew of Corsons Inlet; of 
Isaac W. Truex, keeper, and 7 other members of the life-saving 
crew of Ship Bottom; of A. K. Herbert, keeper, and 7 other mem- 
bers of the life-saving crew of Mantoloking, and of Harry L. 
Smith, keeper, and 12 other members of the life-saving crew of | 
Thousand Inlet, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the life-saving 
service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the New York | 
Academy of Medicine, of New York City, praying that an appro- | 
priation be made providing additional shelving for the library in 
the Surgeon-General’s Office in the city of Washington; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. } 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and members of the | 
crew of the life-saving station of Amagansett, N. Y., praying for | 
the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the life- | 
saving service and encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Clearing House Association, 
of Youngstown, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax 
upon the capital of banks; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of Friends, of New | 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Philippines; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of C. A. Stupplebeen, of Glens 
Falls; of Thomas Smith and sundry other citizens of Jamestown; 
of the congregation of ‘the Methodist Episcopal Church of Eden | 
Center, and of sundry Methodist Episcopal ministers of Roches- 
ter, all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of | 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native | 
races in Africa; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Great South Bay Oystermen’'s 
Union, No. 8201, of Sayville, Long Island; of the Central Federa- 
tion of Labor, of Troy; of the International Ladies’ Garment 
Workers’ Union, of New York City; of the Coal Handlers’ Union, 
of Utica; of Laundry Drivers’ Union, No. 7201, of Buffalo: of the 
Central Labor Council, of Jamestown; of the Schenectady Label 
League, of Schenectady, and of the United Trades and Labor 





Council of Buffalo, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the hours of daily work of 
Jaborers and mechanics; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 


JANUARY 4, 


He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New York and 
a petition of the Chemung Valley Tobacco Growers’ Association, 
of Addison, N. Y., praying for the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, toregulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agricultureand Forestry. 

He also presented the petitions of Howard R. Ware and sundry 
other citizens of New Rochelle, Charles Griffen and sundry other 
citizens of Mamaroneck, C. W. Dunn and sundry other citizens of 
New York, James Ham and sundry other citizens of Brooklyn, 
Lewis S. Cost and sundry other citizens of Harrisville, Rev. C, Ed- 
ward Fay and sundry other citizens of Binghamton, L. D. Mason 
and sundry other citizens of Brooklyn, the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Dunkirk, George Schroeizer and sundry 
other citizens of Brooklyn, R. 8. Sherman and sundry other citi- 
zens of South Glens Falls, W. E. Hintz and sundry other citizens 
of Brooklyn, the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oneida, 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Oneida, A. E. Hornberg 
and sundry other citizens of Brooklyn, E.S. Benedict and sundry 


| other citizens of New York City, W. W. Atterbury and sundry 
| other citizens of New York City, J. H. Benedict and sundry other 


citizens of New York City, J. Belle D’Arville and sundry other 
citizens of Port Jefferson, H. E. Perrin and sundry other citizens 
of Brooklyn, and of Edward Poppke and sundry other citizens of 


| Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, praying for the adoption 


of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented petitions of Rev. J. E. Mallman, of Shelter 


| Island; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Brooklyn; 


the Young People’s Prohibition League of Saratoga Springs; the 


| Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Hunt; Rev. C. G. 
| Stevens, of Gainesville; C. P. Tiffany, of Candor; Charles S. 


Kemble, of Nyack; Edwin H. Hannel, of Buffalo; Daniel Mc- 
Dougall, of Pattersonville; F. W. Bradley, of Poughkeepsie; the 
Universalist Young People’s Christian Union, of Syracuse; A. M. 
Fowler, of New York City; James Wilkinson, of New York City; 
E. K. Kane, of Kushequa; the Woman's Christian Temperance 


| Union of Fleming: the Rochester Radiator Company; Francis B. 


Hall, of Plattsburg; the Methodist Episcopal Ministers’ Associa- 
tion of Buffalo; the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Jamestown: the General Assembly of the United Presbyterian 
Church of North America; the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of East Syracuse; Rev. G. A. Kratzer, of Middleport, and 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Poughkeepsie, all in the State 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 


| the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was 
| ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. LODGE. I present a petition of societies and individuals 
of 23 States and the District of Columbia and Hawaii, praying for 
the protection of native races in all parts of the world by laws 
and treaties against firearms, intoxicants, and opium. I also 
present a letter from ex-President Harrison on the same subject, 
which I ask may be printed asa document. I also present the 
petition of Gen. E. Whittlesey and Dr. Merrill E. Gates in aid of 


| the same subject. I ask that the petitions be referred to the 


Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that the letter of ex-President Harrison be printed as a docu- 
ment, and that it be referred, with the accompanying petitions, to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. Without objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Reed and Rattan Work- 
ers’ Union No. 8693, American Federation of Labor, of Brattleboro, 
Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the hours 
of daily work of laborers and mechanics; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Church, of Klamath Falls, Oreg., the First Methodist Epis- 
copal, the Associate, and the First Baptist Churches, all of Re- 
vere; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Spencer, 
and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Bellingham, 
allin the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the memorial of J. R. Smyth and 
67 other citizens of Jeffersonville, Ind., remonstrating against the 


| enactment of legislation to prevent boats from carrying gasoline; 


which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Wayne Shoe Company of 
Indiana, praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Albany, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors and opium in Africa, and also for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented the petition of H. E. Eaddy and 
sundry other citizens of Williamsburg County, 8. C., praying 
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n appropriation be made to provide for the dredging and 
eee Lynohs River in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. : 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 8499, American 
Federation of Labor, of Charleston, S. C., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the hours of daily labor of work- 
men and mechanics; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. KENNEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of New- 
castle County, Del., praying for the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of the keepers and crews of the 
life-saving stations at Corsons Inlet, Ship Bottom, Ocean City, 
Squaw Beach, Tatteras, and Mantoloking, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to promote the 
efficiency of the life-saving service and to encourage the saving of 
life from shipwreck; which were referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lamberton, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale | 
of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was ordered to | 
lie on the table. | 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Paterson, 
Union, Rochelle, and of the Ladies’ Aid Society of the Calvary 
Methodist Episcopal Church of East Orange, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the | 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of Local Union No. 8499, 
American Federation of Labor, of Charleston, 8. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the hours of daily work 
of laborers and mechanics; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a letter from Elbert Wheeler, of 
Nashua, N. H., protesting against the passage of the bill (S. 5089) 
for the relief of the widow of Isaiah Smith Hyatt. The bill pro- | 
poses to extend a patent by special act, and as I have on one or 
two occasions undertaken to accomplish that result for constit- | 
uents of mine and have failed upon the ground that it was con- 
trary to the policy of Congress to extend patents in this way, I 
beg to refer the letter to the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Mary Ann Page 
and Susan Elizabeth Page, of Atkinson, N. H., praying that an 
appropriation be made to purchase the land at Valley Forge camp | 
ground, and to make it a national park and military reservation; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of A. P. Preston, of Portsmouth, 
N. H., praying for the repeal of Schedule B of the war-revenue 
act; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Main 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Nashua, N. H., and the | 

etition of Frederick D. Power, secretary of the Congressional 

emperance Society, the Reform Bureau, and a member of the | 
Anti-Saloon League, praying for the enactment of legislation to | 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in Africa; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of J. M. Durrell, of Nashua, William 
Hurlin, of Antrim, the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of | 
Lempster and Franklin, all in the State of New Hampshire, and | 
the petition of W. F. Mallalien, bishop of the Methodist Episcopal | 
Church of Auburndale, Mass., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
teens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the New Hampshire State Grange; 
of George W. Peirce, of Winchester, B. C. Morse, of Lakeside, 
H. L. Lyster, of Gilmanton, Arthur E. Straw, of Quaker City, 
J. L. Gerrish, of Contoocook, and of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Newport, all in the State of New Hampshire, | 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate | 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of the Clearing House Asso- | 
ciation of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the repeal of the revenue | 
tax imposed upon the capital and surplus of banks; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- | 
ance Union of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment of legis- | 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; | 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of members of the Life-Saving 
Service in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and 
to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
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Temperance Union of Castle Rock, Colo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Army canteens; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on mining stock; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Clearing House Asso- 
ciation of Dubuque, lowa, praying for the repeal of the war- 
revenue tax on checks, telegrams, contracts of sale, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution of Marshalltown, Iowa, praying for the establishment 
of a university of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee to Establish the University of t se United States. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. N. G. O. Coad and 26 
other citizens of Hull, lowa, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commmerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the establishment of a national 
park on the Leech Lake Indian Reservation, at the head waters of 
the Mississippi; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Shelby Norman Post, No, 231, 
Department of lowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muscatine, 


— 


| lowa, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation for the 


removal of all disabilities from those who deserted their post of 
duty during the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Ganymede Wheel Club, of 
Council Bluffs, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect the song birds of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the United 
Brethren, the United Evangelical, the Reformed, and the Metho- 
dist Episcopal churches, all of Lisbon, Iowa, and a petition of 800 
citizens of Mount Vernon, lowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of pictures or descriptions of prize fights; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of S. K. Rice and 28 other citizens 
of Northwood, G. W. Butterworth and 47 other citizens of Rad- 
cliffe, Hugh Hay and 19 other citizens of Spencer, and of the 
Presbytery of Dubuque, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of William Bevear Post, No. 110, De- 


| partment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Tipton; of 


Kinsman Post, No. 7, Department of lowa, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Des Moines; and of James C. Taylor Post, No. 165, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Algona, all 


| in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation 


giving preference to veterans in the public service; which were 


| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also presented petitions of the Federation of Labor of Cedar 
Rapids; of the American Federation of Labor, No. 8215, of Clin- 
ton; of Federal Labor Union No. 7310. of Walsh; of the Trade 
and Labor Assembly of Des Moines; of the American Mine Work- 
ers’ Association of Avery; and of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Ottumwa, all in the State of lowa, praying for the enactment 
of legislation toregulate the hours of daily service of laborers and 
mechanics; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 

He also presented petitions of the Iowa State Sabbath School 
Association; thecongregations of the United Brethren, the United 
Evangelical, and the Methodist Episcopal churches, all of Lisbon; 
of the Friends’ Church, of Marshalltown; of G. A. Lewis and 51 
other citizens of Scranton; of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
unions of Mount Vernon and Scranton, and of the Christian En- 
deavor Society of Paullina, all in the State of lowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of J. A. Johnson and 10 other citi- 
zens of North County, B. V. Stanley and 60 other citizens of Linn 
County, A. T. Dillie and 19 other citizens of Allamakee County, 
U. Joyce and 53 other citizens of Audubon County, John New- 
comer and 87 other citizens of Newburg, of Henry Hein and 16 
other citizens and of sundry letter carriers of Burlington, all in 
the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, toregulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented memorials of the Retail Grocers’ Assoviation 
of Cedar Rapids, the Retail Grocers’ Association of Ames, the 
Retail Grocers’ Association of Dubuque, the Itetail Grocers’ As- 
sociation of Burlington, and the lowa State Retail Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation; of C. W. Lane and 60 other citizens of enterville, and of 
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D. M. Rowland and 45 other citizens of Marengo, all in the State 
of Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 


post bill; which were r¢ ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of A. S. Mo’ampy and 3 other 
po tal cle 
railway mail clerks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ Association 


of Des Moines. lowa, remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for sending merchandise through the mail at 


reduced rates: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices | 


and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Master Plumbers’ Associa- 
tion of Dubuque, Iowa, and a petition of Plumbers’ Union No. 66, 
of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the 
pay of letter carriers; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of 110 citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 


the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of 15 citizensof Holdredge, 


Nebr., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to } 
reculate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was 


referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a petition of the Fremont Brewing Company, | 


of Fremont, Nebr., praying for a further reduction of the revenue 
tax on beer: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. MASON presented a petition of the Saloon Keepers’ Asso- 


ks of Le Mars, lowa, praying for the reclassification of | 
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ciation of Blue Island, lll., praying for the repeal of the war- | 


revenue tax on beer; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ilinois, 
remonstrativg against the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the United States Army; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the West Side Woman's Chris- 


tian Temperance Union, of Chicago, Ill., and a petition of sundry | 
citizens of Camp Point, Ill.. praying for the enactment of legisla- | 


tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in 


Africa: which were referred tothe Committeeon Foreign Relations. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Marissa. Chi- | 


cago, and Austin, of the Woman's Missionary Society of the Pres- 


byterian Church of Woodstock, and of the Home Missionary | 


Society of the Sixth Presbyterian Church of Chicago, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 


Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Maine State Grange, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Yarnell and sundry other 
citizens of New York City, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in certain islands 
of the Pacific: which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 53, Coopers’ 
International Union, of New Athens, Ill., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to amend certain sections of the Re- 
vised Statutes relative to the internal-revenue tax on fermented 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oak Park, IIl., 
and the petition of Henry B. Metcalf, of Pawtucket, R. I., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors to native races of Africa; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5006) granting an increase of pension to John 
T. Comegys, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R, 12291) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
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The resolution, which had been submitted by Mr. LopGs 
December 6, 1900, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this body the time has come when the 
principle, twice affirmed in international treaties for Central Africa, that 
native races should be protected against the destructive traffic in intoxicants 
should be extended to all uncivilized peoples by the enactment of such laws 
and the making of such treaties as will effectually prohibit the sale to abo- 
riginal tribes and uncivilized races of firearms, opium, and intoxicating 

everages. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is the resolution reported from a committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. LODGE. [stated that I reported it from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations andthat I was instructed to ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. Itisa resolution simply expressing the opinion 
of the Senate that it is desirableto extend the provisions as fast as 
may be of the international agreement in regard to Central Africa 
by laws and treaties, so as to prevent the sale of opium and in- 
toxicating liquors to aboriginal races, It is merely an expression 
of opinion. 

Mr. SEWELL. It would not apply to the Filipinos, I take it, 
You would not call them aboriginal? 

Mr. LODGE. It is merely an expression of opinion. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have the resolution lie over 
until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. SEWELL. I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The objection is withdrawn, 


and the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am instructed by the Committce on the 
Library, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 144) to 
fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, to report it favorably without amendment. I ask for its 
immediate consideration. It is very short and will only take a 
sect md. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution of the class other than members of Congress, caused by 
the death of William Lyne Wilson, of Virginia, shall be filled by the appoint- 
ment of George Gray, a resident of Delaware 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5380) for 
the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Army who suffered loss on account of the cyclone at Galveston, 
Tex., September 8, 1900; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5381) for the relief of the 
estate of John Rist, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5382) for the relief of the estate of 
William Parker, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 5383) granting a pension to 
Theopolis Goodwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5384) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew A. Mathews; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5385) granting a pension to 
Anna E, Best; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5886) to remove the charge of ae- 
sertion from the military record of Alfred S. Cook, alias Alfred 
Seymour, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5387) referring the claim of the 
legal representatives of William T. Duvall, deceased, against the 
United States to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 5388) to increase the limit of 
cost for the purchase of site and erection of a mint building thereon 


| at Denver, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


referred the bill (S. 5211) to fix the compensation of district su- | 


perintendents in the Life-Saving Service, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
PROTECTION OF NATIVE AND UNCIVILIZED RACES, 
Mr. LODGE, I report back favorably from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations a resolution, and I am instructed to ask for its 
present consideration. 


| twice by its title, and, with t 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 5389) for the relief of Jackson 
College, of Columbia, Maury County, Tenn.; which was read 
bo accompanying papers, referred to 


| the Committee on Claims. 


i 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 5390) granting a 
pension to John R. Homer Scott; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5391) to provide for a United States 
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jail at Little Rock, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 146) for the 
printing as a Senate document of so much of the hearings before 


the Committee on Military Affairs as relates to the post exchange | 
or canteen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


companying paper, referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 147) pro- 
viding for the printing annually of the Report on Field Operations 
of the Division of Soils, Department of Agriculture; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment fixing the salaries of 
the superintendents in the Life-Saving Service, intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed, 
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He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 


$2,856.11 to pay balance due various merchants of Cloquet and 
Fond du Lac, Minn., for supplies furnished to certain Indians, 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,100 for paving Columbia road from Fourteenth street west, in the 
District of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CLAIMS. 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (5. 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
which was reterred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABRAM G, HOYT. 


Mr. WARREN. I move that the bill (S. 1981) for the relief of 
Abram G. Hoyt be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BENJAMIN R. WILEY. 


Mr. KENNEY. I move that the votes by which the bill (S. 
5128) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin R. Wiley was 
ordered to a third reading and passed be reconsidered, that the 
bill may be indefinitely postponed. Since its passage through 
this body the claimant has died. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill 
will be postponed indefinitely. 

CHARGES AGAINST COLONEL HEISTAND. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I submit a resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be directed to inquire 
upon what alleged facts the charges made by Maj. Erastus L. Hawkes against 
Colonel Heistand are based, and to report to the Senate whether there are 
any allegations which, in the opinion of that committee, should be investi- 
gated by the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER, I move the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think if the Senator will listen to 
the reading of the resolution, as it simply goes to that committee 
for the committee to determine what shall be done by it, he will 
see that its adoption would be the same as a reference. 

Mr. SPOONER, I did not so understand it. 1 withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall renew the motion if the Senator withdraws 
it. Ithinkif the Senator will listen to the resolution again he will 
adhere to his motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the resolution should not pass, but on 
grounds entirely distinct from those perhaps to which the Senator 
refers. I will make the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems tome that it puts the Senate of the United 
States in a very extraordinary position—this great body, represent- 
ing 45 sovereign States and dealing with great national and inter- 
national affairs. Now, without anything to show a large public 
interest, without anything to show any great matter of principle, 
there is a resolution proposing that a committee shali inquire 
whether John Smith properly charged John Jones. We do not 
know what the charges are, or who John Smith is, or who John 
Jones is. Thatis the whole of the resolution. I object toit. I 
do not object to its being referred to the committee. I renew the 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. That is the question before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 understood the Senator from Wisconsin to with- 
draw his motion, 
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Mr. SPOONER, I renewed it. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I should like to say a 
word in this connection. There are a number of statements in 
newspapers of charges being preferred by one man, who has been 
an Army officer heretofore, against another man, who is an Army 
officer—charges of a very grave character. Rumors of facts of a 
very grave character in connection with the matter have found 
their way into newspapers and are presented on all sides to Sena- 
tors. The ex-Army officer has been removed from the public serv- 
ice, as the newspapers state, and, it is stated by one of the Secre- 
taries, on account of his being guilty of some bad conduct. The 
rumors are that the other man was as guilty as he was in connec- 
tion with those things. If it is true that the man who remains in 
the public service has been equally as guilty as the man who has 
been removed, the facts ought to be known, and if there has been 
any infamous conduct of that sort, it shou'd be understood. 

The resolution which I offer simply proposes to direct the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to inquire into the facts and to deter- 
mine whether, on the face of the papers, or whatever is presented 
to that committee, there is ‘any ground for any investigation. 
W hether there is any truth in any of it I do not know, but I do 
believe that the charges made are of sufficient gravity to warrant 


| their being looked into by a committee to determine whether there 


ought to be an investigation. I have no objection to the resolu- 
tion taking the course suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOAR. My objection is to the form of the procedure. The 
Senator proposes that the committee shall inquire whether there 
is any truth in charges made by A against B. For one. I do 
not know what the charges are, or who A is, or who Bis. I have 
never heard of the matter before, tomy knowledge. I have heard 
something privately since the Senator's resolution wasread. But 
it does seem to me that it should be a very grave and serious mat- 
ter before the Senate of the United States unlimbers its heavy ar- 
tillery, and that we should know whether it is a matter that should 
be settled by a suit before a justice of the peace, settled by a court, 
or by impeachment brought before the Senate by the House of 
Representatives, or settled by legislation, or in some other way. 
But the committee will have the whole matter before them if the 
resolution isreferred. They will supply any defect in the form of 
the resolution, and will know what to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF ABRAHAM L. LAWSHE, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ioffera resolution, and I ask that it may be 
printed and lie over until to-morrow under the rule. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolv 







ed, That the Senate hereby expresses its condemnation of the refusal 
of the Secretary of War, under whatever influence, to nd tothe Senate 
copies of papers called for by its resolution of the 19th of December, 1900, re- 
questing the Secretary of War to send to the Senate the report of Abrabam 
L. Lawshe in relation tothe receiptsand expenditures in Cuba, as in violation 
of his official duty and subversive of the fundamental principles of the 
Government and of a good administration thereof 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the rule, 


The resolution will go over 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee*to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and 
it hereby is, authorized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until other- 
wise provided for by law. 

REPORTS ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed of the Compilation of Reports of the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senate from 1789 to 190. pr 
pared under the direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations, as auth 
zed by the act approved June 6, 1%, entitled ‘An act making appro ~ 


to supply deficiencies in the appropriati for the fiscal year en 
1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes,”’ 500 copies, of 
ber 35 copies shall be for the use of the committee. 


RESURVEY OF LANDS IN NEBRASKA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
President of the United Statesis hereby requested to return to the Ho 
bill (H. R. 2955) entitled “An act providing for the resurvey of township 1 d 
bered 8, of range numbered 30 west of the sixth principal meridian, in Fron 
tier County, State of Nebraska,” in order to correct an error whereby the 
bill has been enrolled as an act of the first instead of the second session of the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, 
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AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to send to the Senate copies of all instruc 
tions sent to the officers of the Government in the Philippines since May 1, 
1898, and orders issued by officers of the Government in the Philippines in 
relation to the conduct of the war and in relation to the government of that 
country. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, that is a very sweeping resolution. 


It covers a great many matters which have already been sent in. | 
It would be useless labor to send them in again. lI think it had | 


better be referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
the Philippines. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I think perhaps it would | 
be proper to amend the resolution by providing that the President | 


shall send all those papers not heretofore transmitted to the 


Senate, which would cover the objection of the Senator from | 


Massachusetts, 
The information desired is for the purpose of giving the Senate 


a chance to determine whether a large army is necessary or not. | 
The President says there is no war; that it closed some months | 
ago. The Military Committee seem to disagree with the Presi- | 


dent. It is hard to tell what the chairman of that committee 


means by his statement, while the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. | 


SEWELL]| clearly states that there is a war of large proportions, 


requiring an army of not less than 60,000 men, and perhaps a hun- | 


dred thousand, for an indefinite period. 
Owing to the fact that the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the President disagree as to what the facts are, it seems to me it 


would facilitate the passage of the Army bill for us to have pos- | 


session of the official data upon the subject, and that we have a 
right to know and to judge for ourselves before we determine so 
great a question as the permanent enlargement of the Army of the 
United States to a hundred thousand men, for it is idle to pretend 
that the bill now under consideration for the enlargement of the 


Army does not make a permanent army of 100,000 men. No one | 


pretends that it shall be less as far as its quota of officers is con- 


cerned, It can be less only as to its private soldiers and the cor- | 


porals. , : 
Therefore, as we have to consider the question whether the Army 
shall be increased from less than 30,000 to 100,000, and the reason 


given for the increase by the Committee on Military Affairs is that | 
we are engaged in a war in the Philippines which the President | 
says does not exist, it seems to me important that we should have 


this information. 

I think it will facilitate very much the passage of the Army bill 
if it can be secured in as prompt a manner as possible. I have no 
faith in the Committee on the Philippines reporting the resolution, 
and I have a right to suspect that they will not do it, for the rea- 


son that last year, and whenever we have tried to get the facts in | 


regard to the Philippines, the information has been denied. The 
resolutions seen to the Committee on Foreign Relations were 
never reported back to this body. Weare in ignorance and the 
public is in ignorance as to the instructions given to our peace 
commissioners at Paris except such information as was given by 
the President in a campaign document during the last campaign; 
and we have a right to suppose that they were garbled extracts. 
Under the circumstances we have a right to this information and 
the whole of it, and yet it is denied to the American people and to 
the Senate of the United States. 

Therefore I hope the resolution will be passed rather than re- 
ferred to that graveyard of resolutions as to the facts of the mis- 
erable business in which we are engaged, the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

Mr. j 
not be adopted. It would take some months of copying in the 


Philippines and copying here, and it would take a good month to | 


send the manuscript over from Manila. Whether the object of 


the resolution be to delay the passage of the Army bill or not, it | 


is very obviously the immediate effect, and the Senator who offers 
it, being quite an intelligent and experienced member and know- 
ing precisely what the resolution will do, is liable to the legal doc- 
trine that when a man knows what the effect of his action is to 
be he is held to be responsible or guilty as the case may be. If he 
should discharge a musket down a crowded street, the law takes 
it for granted that he intends to kill somebody. This is quite an 
analogous case. I move 

Mr. ALDRICH, There is a motion pending. 

Mr. HAWLEY. To refer it to the committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope that action will be taken. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on the Philippines. 

The motion was agreed to, 


IAWLEY. Mr. President, I hope that the resolution will | 
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PAYMENTS TO SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 

| PETTIGREW, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate a copy of all recommendations, requests, and papers on 
| file in relation to the payment of money belonging to the Sisseton and Wah- 

peton Indians to said Indians since November 6, 1900, and to inform the Senate 
whether he informed said Indians, or any of them, or any other person, pre- 
vious to November 6 that he would make said payment after that date. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to haye the resolu- 
tion go over one day more. I understand that the Senator who 
introduced it is willing that it shall go over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is entirely satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining its place? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Retaining its place. 

T ae Speen pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 





AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
| ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, to inform the Senate what necessity, if any, exists for 
| increasing the Army at this time; what are the conditions in the Philippines, 
and how many men are required there. The President is also requested to 

send to the Senate copies of all communications received from our officers in 
| the Philippines showing the conditions in that country and the number of 
men required now and in the future. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I should like to know the 
| purpose of the reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
| should like to know whether it is for the purpose of reporting it 
| back, or for the purpose of keeping it there, or what is the pur- 

pose in referring it to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to be referred for the consideration of 
| that committee. 
| Mr. PETTIGREW. For the information of the committee, I 

should like to ask? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; for the consideration of the committee, 
in order that the committee may state to the Senate whether they 
think it a proper resolution to pass. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Can I ioe any assurance from the Sen- 
| ator that the committee will meet at once and act upon it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chairman of the committee is present. I 
have no doubt it will be acted upon within a reasonable time. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the chairman if he 
can give any assurance of early action upon the resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iintend to call a meeting of the committee 
| to-morrow morning at about haif past 10, and that paper, among 
many others will be laid before it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HENRY O. MORSE. 

Mr. HALE. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
| the bill (H. R. 163) for the relief of Henry O. Morse. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
| ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
| It proposes to remove the charge of desertion now standing 

against the name of Henry O. Morse, late of the United States 
ship Alleghany, and to issue to him a certificate of discharge from 
the service. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Army bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the mili- 
| tary establishment of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill was read through—the whole of it— 
| what the House struck out, what the Senate inserted, etc., and I 

suppose it is now in order to begin where the House bill begins, on 
page 10, line 18, and act upon the amendments of the committee. 
; Am I correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Amendments are in order. 
The bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the report of the committee on 
the bill be read. If there is more than one report, I want to have 
both read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Da- 


j kota demands the reading of the report. The Secretary will 


read it. 
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The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. HAWLEY 
December 20, 1900, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom said bill was referred, report 
it with sundry amendments and recommend that it do pass as thus amended. 

By a law bearing the above title enacted March 2, 1899, the President was 
“authorized to maintain the Regular Army at a strength not exceeding 
65,000 enlisted men, to be distributed among the several branches of the serv- 
ice, including the Signal Corps, and raise a force of not more than 35,000 vol- 
unteers, to be recruited as he may determine from the country at large or 
from the localities where their services are needed.” 

Under the authority of this statute very nearly 100,000 men were brought 
into the field and organized, but the law provided ‘that the officers and en- 
listed men of the Volunteer Army should be mustered out of the military 
service, as provided in the act of April 22, 1898."" But the act of March 2, 1898, 
proceeds to say: ; 

“That each and every provision of said act shall continue in force until 
July 1, 1901, and on and after that date all the general staff and line officers 
appointed to the Army under this act shall be discharged and the numbers 
restored in each grade to those existing at the passage of said act.” 

It isalso provided that such increased regular and volunteer force shall con- 
tinue in service only during the necessity therefor and not later than July 1, 
1901, “and the enlisted force of the line of the Army shall be reduced to the 
number as provided for by a law prior to April 1, 1898," excepting the addi- 
tion to the artillery regiments. 

Briefly, all the volunteers must be discharged and the entire Army reduced 
to about 29,000 unless some remedial legislation shall be enacted before the 
ist of July, 1901. 

It is impossible to suppose that any intelligent citizen would pretend that 
an army of 29,000 is sufficient to meet existing requirements. Sixty-nine 
thousand soldiers must be discharged before July 1, 1901. The work has nec- | 
essarily commenced already. Invalid soldiers are brought home first. A 
ship is now on the way with its complement, and ships are to leave twice a 
month until all are brought home, except those who desire to remain in our 
island possessions as citizens. 

If no legislation shall interfere, on the 30th of June the men who enlisted 
= me Regular Army for three years will have to be mustered out before 

eir time. 

To fail now to preserve the Army substantially at its present strength 
would be to plunge our present position into chaos and to let loose all shames 
and crimes. 

The bill S. 4800, d the Senate last session. The House in considering 
the bill this session struck out all after the enacting clause and substituteda 
bill with many changes. 

Section 3 of the bill as it came from the House enacted that the regimental 
organization of the artillery arm of the United States Army is hereby dis- 
continued, and that arm is constituted and designated the artillery corps. 
The Senate committee reports against this proposition, preferring to pre- 
serve the regiments, many of which have very glorious traditions. 

Fixing the number of staff officers has been a trying task. The committee 
has not been able to comply with all the recommendations of the chiefs of 
departments, but endeavored to ap them a sufficient working force. 

An amendment not reported the committee last session was inserted 
in Senate bill 4300 providing for a formidable veterinary corps. 

The Senate committee proposes to strike out the section providing for such | 
acorps, which was inserted in the House, and insert in lieu therefor section 
16, which, in the judgment of cavalry officers and quartermasters, grants to 
the Army a sufficient number of veterinarians with sufficient rank and pay. 

Care has been taken to give deserving officers of volunteers who are to be 
mustered out an opportunity for entering the Regular Army. 

The committee hopes that very considerable useful forces may be enlisted 
in the Philippine Islands, and has authorized the President to enlist such 
troops when in his opinion the condition in the ew IsJands justifies. | 

The committee respectfully invites the attention of the Senate to the fol- | 
lowe comparative statement of the officers of the staff corps and the officers 
of the line: 





Staff corps of the Regular Army. 
NUMBER OF OFFICERS AUTHORIZED BY EXISTING LAW. 
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Field officers of the line. 
NUMBER IN THE REGULAR ARMY UNDER EXISTING LAW. 
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There has been a long-continued agitation in the public mind concerning 
the so-called ‘‘canteen"’ systeminthe Army. The true and legal title is the 
‘post exchange,’’ a thoroughly and carefully organized system intended to 
furnish the soldier a supply and selection of articles of food that he may 
vary his regular rations. It also furnishes articles of clothing, stationery, 
etc., and in the room containing these, newspapers of various classes. 

The existing law and custom permit the sale of beer and light wine. The 
committee has amended the House provision on this subject, making the 
section read as follows: 

“Sec. 34. The sale of or dealing in wine or any distilled spirits by any per- 
son in any post exchange or canteen or Army transport or upon any prem- 
ises used for military purposes by the United States is hereby prohibited. 
The Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of this sec- 
tion into full force and effect.” 

The committee invited and heard all who desired to speak upon this inter- 
esting subject. The post exchange, misnamed the ‘canteen,’ has been 
greatly misunderstood and misrepresented. The committee believes that 
the arguments and statistics, to which is given very liberal space, will justify 
the opinion that the post exchange is a great instrument of good and of great 
value in maintaining discipline and good order. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that that which immediately fol- 
lows is quite a long letter from the Adjutant-General of the Army, 
with statistics, etc. lt ison our table here, andis part of the 
argument concerning the canteen or the post exchange, which 
we are having printed in full. It has already gone to press. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the reading of the letter of the 
Adjutant-General be dispensed with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] having requested that the report should be read, as 
he is now absent from the Senate Chamber, it seems to me itis 
not fair to that Senator to have the order changed in his absence. 
I therefore insist that the report shall be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects, and the reading will be continued. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 17, 1900. 


Str: Referring to the request of your committee for official information 
regarding the post exchange, popularly known as the “Army canteen,” I 
have the honor to reply as follows: 

The post exchange was established in 1889 as a substitute for the traders’ 
store system, which the Department had determined to abolish. It was es- 
sentially a cooperative institution, the expense of which was met entirely by 
contributions from the enlisted men, without any assistance whatever from 
the Government, excepting permission to occupy a vacant building, and 
maintained entirely at their own expense. 

Its features were: (a) A well-stocked general store in which such goods 
are kept as are usually required at military posts and were formerly sup- 
plied by the trader; (b) a well-kept lunch counter, where such articles as tea, 
coffee, cocoa, nonalcoholic drinks, soup, fish, sandwiches, pastries, etc., are 
always on sale; {c) reading and recreation rooms, supplied with books, 
periodicals, and other reading matter, paper and envelopes, where men can 
write letters to their friends; billiard and pool tables, bowling alley, and 
facilities for other proper indoor games, as well as apparatus for outdoor 
sports and exercises, such as cricket, football, baseball, tennis, etc.; (d) a 
well-equipped gymnasium, and, incidentally, (e¢) a room used for no other 
purpose in which the sale of beer and light wines was permitted whenever 
the commanding officer “is satisfied that giving to the troops the opportunity 
of obtaining such beverage within the post limdts will tp them from 
resorting for strong intoxicants to places without such limits and tends to 


| promote temperance and discipline among them.” 


No spirituous liquors, such as whisky, brandy, gin, and high wines, have 
ever been sold in the canteen, their sale ing positively prohibited; the sale 
of beer limited to week days and must be consumed upon the premises; the 


| practice of treating and every form of genliing ot lutely forbidden. The 
| sale of beer was authorized for two reasons. Fi 


rst, as above cited, to keep 
the men away from the drinking saloons and low dens of vice that fringe 
every large military post, and, second, that through the profits the soldier's 
ration could be supplemented by such extras as milk, eggs, butter, lard, ice, 
and such other articles regarded as indispensable by the poorest family in 
civil life, but which, for obvious reasons, are not a part of the Army ration. 
The establishment, in a few words, embodies the features of a cooperative 
store and an enlisted man’s club. 

Following the year 1889, the development of the exchange was gradual and 
always progressive. In the beginning a great many officers were opposed to 
it, but this opposition, as isshown by official tecorda, during the four or five 
following years, almost entirely disappeared, so that by the beginning of the 
year 189 there were exchanges at every military post, and the result of the 
experiment was so fully demonstrated that it was recognized everywhere as 
a most important feature of army administration. No complaints of any 
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le against it, and every report from commanding offi- | better judges of what is best for their men than outsiders, who, however 
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nent commanders was highly commendatory 
ut of the war with Spain, the sending of the Army intothe 
raising of volunteer regiments developed unexpected and, per- 
sonable, conditions. It being impossible tocarry into the field 
creation room, the gymnasium, and such like sections of the 
i with the desirability of keeping the men away from the 
ops and saloons which followed the Army into the field, as well as the 
niliarity of the volunteer troops with the system, necessarily confined 


hange to little more than a canteen, pure and simple, thus bringing | 


bjectionable part of the exchange into »minence 

It is not of record that there was any al of the canteen privilege by any 
regiments of the Regular Army, but at some of the volunteer camps this 
abuse became so apparent as to create an opposition upon the part of tem 
perance people and others having the interest of our soldiers at heart, and 
to these conditions, which lasted during the greater part of 1898, is to be at 
tributed tl ng opposition to the canteen, which culminated in the action 
of Congr« of March 2, 1892, popularly known as the “anti-canteen amend 
ment to the Army appropriation bill. 

There are at the present time about 75 post exchanges within the limits 
of the United States which embody all the features above cited. Against 
the <changes there has never been any special complaint, their operations 
being entirely satisfactory. They have resulted in driving away from the 
vicinity of the posts the saloons and dens of vice which formerly surrounded 
them, and by their profits they have enabled the soldier to supplement his 
ration with such extra articles as give him the best table fare accorded the 
soldiers of any nation in the world; and the abolition of the exchange, which 
would be the natural result from prohibiting the sale of beer, if we are to 
judge from the practically unanimous sentiment of the Army, would prove 
a most serious detriment, not only to military discipline, but to the well-be- 
ing and contentment of the enlisted men. 

About a year ago, for the purpose of informing the Secretary of War as 
to the views of the Army on the subject, a very careful canvass was made. 
Every commanding officer of regiments, battalions, troops, batteries, and 
companies, and the noncommissioned officers of longest service, were called 
upon for their opinions. The opinions of general officers were not called for, 
for the reason that their views on the question were already of reéord. The 
views of staff officers were not required, for the reason that very few of them 
were serving with troops; nor of lieutenants. for the reason that the greater 
number of them had entered the service since the exchange system was in 
troduced, and obviously had no knowledge of earlier conditions. 

The result of this canvass, together with the information already in pos- 
session of the Department. shows that the advocates and supporters of the 
canteen system embraced every general officer except two, every colonel of 
cavalry, every colonel of artillery, every colonel of infantry but one, 504 of 
the 516 commanding officers of organizations, and fully 95 per cent of the non- 
commissioned officers of oldest service. The practical unanimity of senti 
ment was so apparent as to leave noroom whatever for doubt. It developed 
the fact that 908 commanding ofticers and noncommissioned officers out of 
the 1,019, whose opinions were received, said that it has improved the disci 
pline of the Army; 739 that it has decreased desertion; 825 that it has lessened 
the number of trials by court-martial for petty offenses; 909 that it has les- 
sened drunkenness; 90 that the selling of beer at the post prevents the men 
from going outside to procure whisky and other strong intoxicants. 

it was further developed by a careful investigation made by Assistant 
Surgeon Munson, U.8. A., that the effect of the canteen system upon the 
sick rate has been so marked as to have attracted the attention of medica! 
experts: that the percentage of cases of hospital treatment for alcoholism 
and its direct results, which for the ten years preceding the introduction of 


the canteen system, averaged 64.28 per thousand, had gradually decreased | 


during the ten years following the introduction of the canteen to 44, 46, 44, 
44, 41, 87, 34, 32, 31, 30; that cases of delirium tremens had been reduced 31 per 
cent, and that the cases of insanity due to intoxicants had been reduced 31.7 
per cent. 

In the face of this testimony of the men who are in direct contact with the 
system, and of expert investigation, it is safe to presume that the prohibition 
ot the sale of beer in the post exchange means an increase of whisky drinking 


and drunkenness, and the consequent necessity for medical treatment, an 


increase of the horrors of delirium tremens and insanity, an increased num 
ber of courts-martial and punishments, and of desertion, to the scandal of 
the service, no less than a decrease in discipline, health, and morals, and the 
consequent diminution of contentment, self-esteem, and self-reliance upon 
the part of the enlisted men, to say nothing about its effects on the sur- 
rounding communities 

There remains to be considered the new conditions that have grown out 
of the occupation by the United States of lands in tropical countries where 
native customs and climatic conditions have developed new and unexpected 
problems maperte from the Philippine Islands, where our troops are scat 
tered at something over 400 stations, at small towns and villages, where it is 
quite impossible to purchase anything beyond the ordinary necessities of 
life, indicate that the post exchange has become an absolute necessity. More- 


over that the sale of beer in these exchanges has prevented the soldiersfrom | 


drinking the vile native concoctions known as “anisado,” “ bino,”’ or ** vino,” 
and “ tuba,’’ which in the early days of our occupation presented a very seri 
ous problem to the military authorities. Extractsfrom afew of these re 
ports received by recent mails accompany this letter. 

Similar reports have been received from Cuba, where the conditions are 
very much like those in the Philippine Islands, several officers, including 
General Lee, having reported that drunkenness has almost entirely disap 
peared since the sale of beer has been permitted intbeircommands. In the 
Annual Report of the Adjutant-General of the Army for 1900, page 25, there 
are cited reports from the chief surgeon at Santiago de Cuba to the effect 
that owing to the outbreak of yellow fever in 1899 canteens were discontinued 
at many posts in that section, but that alcoholism and intestinal troubles in- 
creased to an alarming extent, the latter almost fourfold at some posts, and 
as the increase could Tot be traced to the food and water the surgeons attrib- 
uted it t) rum, which is easily procured at very slight cost in that section. 
The canteens were then opened and the subsidence of these intestinal 


troubles was as remarkable as their rise. In one post in one month the intes- take time to try to find it as best we can. 


tinal troubles decreased 80 per cent. 
There is also cited a report of the arene of the Department of 
Porto Rico to a similar effect. These officers conclude that to close the can- 


teen in Cuba and Porto Rico without first closing all possible avenues for the | 


procuring of rum within a radius of 10 miles would be sanitary suicide, and 
“from practical observations are led to the conclusion that the closing of the 
»0st canteen in Cuba and Porto Rico would be an unjustifiable as well as a 
angerous experiment."’ 
In the face of all this testimony to the beneficent influence of the canteen 


as an aid to morality, health, and discipline it may be easily understood why | 


the Army views with a feeling of dismay any action of Congress looking to 


its abolition. This overwhelming majority of officers, who are responsible | 


to the Government for the lives and well being of their men and dependable 
upon their good conduct, contentment, and efficiency for the correct per- 
formance of the duties enjoined upon them, reasonably feel that they are 


praiseworthy their motives in the abstract, can have no possible knowledge 
of the concrete 
Enlisted men who see the combined efforts of their officers for their bet- 
terment and contentment ineffectual and their wishes ignored become dis- 
contented and refuse to reenlist. Already are there indications that men 
proposing to enter the Army are likely to be deterred from enlisting when 
informed that their personal liberty is to be still further restricted. and that 
the table fare is to be limited to the ration, pure and simple. For these rea- 
sons this Department indulges the hope that your committee may recom- 
mend that the canteen system, as it now exists, be not disturbed, but left to 
the good judgment of the officers who are responsible for the discipline, effi- 
ciency, and contentment of the men they command. 
Very respectfully, 
H. C. CORBIN, Adjutant-General. 
Hon. Joserpn R. HAWLEY, 
Chairman Military Committee, United States Senate. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs whether this is all the report there 
is from the Senate committee on the subject? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Directly following what has been read at the 
desk are extracts from communications on the subject of the post 
exchange. They area part of the report. There are four pages 
more, containing perhaps twenty or thirty extracts and some con- 
versations between members of the committee and officers of the 
Army and others, which are really part of the report. In addi- 
tion, there are two pamphlets containing 128 pages of evidence 
presented to the committee. We heard everybody who desired to 
he heard. There were speeches, letters, and all that sort of thing. 
They are printed in two separate documents, entitled ‘‘ Hearings 
before the Committee on Military Affairs,” which are a part of the 
report. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

Mr. CARTER. If the chairman of the committee will permit 
Me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEVERIDGE. in the chair), 
Does the Senator from South Dakota yield? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido. 

Mr. CARTER, I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that it might be wise to pass over all contested amendments and 
propositions in the bill likely to lead to discussion, to the end that 
the formal amendments may be first disposed of. I can see no 
objection to that proceeding, and I think it would tend to expe- 
dite the work upon the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator means unobjected amendments, 

Mr. CARTER. Let the unobjected amendments be first dis- 
posed of. If the chairman has no objection, | will ask unanimous 
consent that we proceed to first dispose of unobjected amend- 
ments to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Would that apply to the whole bill, and pre- 
vent discussion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the cousider- 
ation of amendments which are not objected to. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. CARTER. In reply to the Senator from Colorado [Mr, 
TELLER], I will say that the proposition will not in any way 
abridge the right of discussion of the whole bill and amendments; 
but there are certain amendments which are verbal and entirely 
unobjectionable. They constitute no basis for discussion, and it 
wou!d be well to have the bill perfected and the discussion re- 
duced to the contested points, if possible. I trust the Senator from 
South Dakota will withdraw his objection, to the end that that 
mode of procedure may obtain. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishali not withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the request 


| of the Senator from Montana. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not withdraw my objection. for the 
reason that I have tried to secure information as to why the Army 
should be enlarged, and: it is refused. I tried to get it from the 
reading of the report of the committee, but that contains nothiag. 
It simply relates to the Army canteen, and contains some incoher- 
ent statements with regard to the increase of the Army without 
a reason, without an argument, without an excuse of any sort. 
From some source I propose to have this information, if it can be 
had. If the committee will not furnish it,and the Senate refuses 
to pass resolutions of inquiry seeking it, then we shail have to 


Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator was out of the Chamber 
when the first part of the report was read. The first two pages of 
the report contain carefully condensed statements of the reasons 
for these enlistments and the necessities of the service. I pre- 
sume he did not hear that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. All we find is this: 


To fail now to preserve the Army substantially at its present strength 
would be to plunge our present position into chaos and to let loose all shames 
and crimes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is part of the report, and the judgment 
of the committee. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. And for that reason we need an Army of 
000 men! 
= HAWLEY. The report has been read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose there must be another report to 
justify the committee in bringing in a bill here asking for an 
increase of 69,000 men. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will allow me one moment; I 
hope he will permit an interruption? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from South Dakota does not cor- 
rectly state the case, There is really no proposition to increase 
the Army here. The Army at present is 100,0U0men. It consists 
of 65,000 authorized regulars and 25,000 volunteers. It is true 
that it is but a temporary force, but it is so obvious to the most 
ce~ual observer in the country, to everyone reading the daily 
papers, to everyone having access to the reports of the department 
commanders, the Secretary of War.and the messages of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, that a condition exists which can not 
be fully described in any ordinary report of limited scope: that a 
report attempting to describe the conditions with which this bill 
proposes to Geal would constitute a reflection not only upon the 
intelligence of Senators, but upon the general intelligence of the 
people of the country at large. There is no doubt whatever that 


the present force of 100,000 men is scarcely an adequate force. It | 


has been said that 79,000 men were engaged in the Philippines at 
one time. Certain troops are engaged in Porto Rico; other troops 
in Hawaii; some troops in Cuba; and it is well known to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota that troops have been so far withdrawn 
from the United States as to leave public property at established 
posts, and guns connected with our coast defense, without proper 
care or attention. In the State of South Dakota, for instance, I 
doubt if there is an adequate number of troops at any one of the 


military posts there to preserve order in case of an Indian out- | 


break: and certainly scarcely enough in the State of Montana at 
one military post to take care of the public property. 
If any criticism can be offered at all to the number proposed for 


the Army in this bill, the criticism might well obtain that the | 


number provided is inadequate, and that statement, I think, is 


but the natura! result of two years’ experience and ordinary obser- | 


vation, which isasopen to the Senator from South Dakota, with his 
clear sense of public duty, as to any other person in this Chamber. 
A report can not be made to cover all of the facts and conditions 
stated in the report of the Secretary of War and the reports of the 
general commanding in the Philippines and of his subordinate 
officers. I think the report would make a volume so large that 
the Senator would be discouraged in being charged with reading 
it in order to properly inform himself of the conditions. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Montana takes his seat, I should like to ask him a question. 

Yesterday in hisremarks, if lremember correctly, he said that it 
was necessary to have a large force in the Philippines to preserve 
law and order and to uphold the dignity of the American arms 
and the American flag. In this discussion it seems to me that 
the starting point is this: What is the intent of the Administra- 
tion in regard to the Philippines? Is it the intention of the pres- 
ent Adininistration to take the Philippines and annex them per- 
manently, against the wishes of the people, by force and arms? If 
that be the intention, there is no question that a large army is 
necessary, and will be necessary for years to come. 

When this matter was first taken up we were assured by Ad- 
ministration Senators that 5,000 men in six weeks would restore 
tranquillity and make peace in the Philippines. Two campaigns 
have been fought in the Philippines, and at every stage of the 
war we have been assured that in a week or two there would be 
complete peace; and yet, notwithstanding the fuct that the Presi- 
dent in his message assures us that law and order are restored, 
the Military Committee comes here and tells us that it is neces- 
sary to keep 76,000 menin the Philippinesnow. For whatreason? 
Why, sir, because those people can not be quelled by American 
arms in the manner that you are undertaking. And, sir, it was 


said before the Presidential election that the only thing necessary | 


further was that the present Administration should receive an 
indorsement by the people; that the bilipinos would then lay 
down theirarms. Havethey doneso? No, Therevolution there, 
the rebellion, the insurrection, call it what you may, is worse to- 
day than it was before the Presidential election. 

Sir, I wish to put the question to the Senator from Montana, 
what is the purpose of the Administration? Is it the purpose to 
take these islands by force of arms and deprive the inhabitants of 
the Philippines of the right of self-government? Then I for one 
am opposed to the increase of the Army for that purpose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Army is not increased. It now stands, 
nominally, at least, at about a hundred thousand; really, I think, 
about 98,000; and the machinery is all ready for the reduction of 
it. When in the judgment of the President of the United States 
and the very able officers under him, upon the obvious facts as 
they will be laid before us by the press and by the current reports 
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of officers, there is no serious war going on, nothing but brigand- 
age and guerrilla warfare, then we shallreducethe Army. It will 
reduce itself then. It will be necessary only to stop recruiting to 
reduce it at quite a rapid rate. 

Mr. CARTER. With the permission of the Senator from South 
Dakota, in whose time I seem to be speaking—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield the floor to the Senator from Mon- 
tana. 

Mr. CARTER. I will endeavor to answer the question of the 
Senator from Maryland, which is pretty well drawn out, I must 
confess. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The Senator from Maryland begs par- 
don, but he has patterned after older associates. 

Mr. CARTER, The Senator from Montana, possibly. 

Mr. President, the pith and point of the question presented by 
the Senator from Maryland is this: The Administration must here 
and now, to satisfy his mind, declare its intention with reference 
to the future policy of this Government in the Philippine Islands. 
The Senator does not vouchsafe the information as to whether, 
that policy being declared, he would support the bill, but he thinks 
that in order to act intelligently upon the subject some pointed 
declaration should be made. The Senator can consult the record 
made by Congress for an answer to his question. 
| The President of the United States has no right to elect as to 

what he willdo inthe PhilippineIslands. I undertook briefly yes- 
terday afternoon to outline the history of the events leading up to 
the present situation. In the first instance, this body, by a two- 
thirds vote, both Houses subsequently by a majority vote, ratified 
a treaty whereby the Philippine Islands were ceded to the United 
States, and subsequently appropriated the money in conformity 
with the terms of that treaty to make the payment to Spain ot 
$20,000,000. That was not the action of the Administration, but 
the action of the Senate and the House of Representatives, the law- 
making and treaty-ratifying power of the Government. The 
| moment the treaty of peace was ratified, that moment, Mr. Pres- 

ident, it became the supreme law of this land, and had the Pres- 

ident of the United States at any time, or should he at any time 

in the future, relinquish the sovereignty of the Government over 

the Philippines when possessed of an authority to maintain that 
| sovereignty, he would lay himself open to impeachment for high 
crimes and misdemeanors. He has as much right and authority 
to withdraw the forces of the United States and to surrender 
the sovereignty over Alaska to-night as he has over the island of 
Luzon. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Has he not already surrendered the sov- 
ereignty over one part of Alaska, if I may ask the question? 

Mr. CARTER. That was in the course of an ordinary proceed- 
ing relative to a disputed boundary; and with reference to any 
cession or surrender at that point this body will finally be called 
upon to act, and the action of the President of the United States 
in the premises will only be tentative until there is a final and full 
disposition. 

Mr. SPOONER, That was a modus vivendi. 

Mr. CARTER. That was a modus vivendi—a mere temporary 
arrangement to prevent conflicts between citizens at the disputed 
point on the boundary. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Is it not true that under this modus vi- 
vendi our lines have been moved, the British constabulary have 
taken authority, have raised the British flag, and American citi- 
zens are now under Englishlawthere? Thatistrue. Thatisthe 
fact, and it is well known. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, that is the alleged fact. Ido 
not wish to be drawn into a discussion of the Alaskan boundary 
question. Certain wording of the treaty of cession, whereby the 
Territory of Alaska was ceded to the United States, was consid- 
ered ambiguous and uncertain. The contention of the British 
Government did not agree with the claims of the United States. 
The country suddenly settled up along the disputed line of de- 
marcation between the territory of the United States and the ter- 
ritory of Great Britain. For the purpose of avoiding blcodshed 
and unnecessary conflict between citizens of the respective Gov- 
ernments, the President, not making a treaty, but by commission, 
arranged a modus vivendi or temporary contract, not to be bind- 
| ing upon either party when the final adjustment should obtain. 
| That is all there is to the Alaskan boundary matter as it at pres- 
ent stands. TheSenator from Indiana | Mr. FAIRBANKS] is famil- 
iar with the conditions of that temporary arrangement. It does 
not constitute the surrender of the sovereignty of the United 
States permanently over a foot of that territory. It is onecourse 
of proceeding that has obtained under like conditions very fre- 
quently heretofore. 
| Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the Senator yield for just one mo 

ment? 
Mr. CARTER. Certainly, with the permission of the Senator 
| from South Dakota, who seems to have disappeared. 
| Mr. WELLINGTON. Isit nottrue that Alaska was purchased 
| from Russia and that our title was Russia’s title? And is it not 
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further true that the line of demarcation between Russian Alaska 
and the British possessions was marked by stones at different | 
points that had been there for over half a century and perhaps | 
over acentury? And yet notwithstanding that the Administra- | 
tion has surrendered this territory which belonged to Russia be- | 
yond dispute and became American territory by the cession of | 
Alaska to this country. It surrendered that territory under the 
modus vivendi, and the British have taken possession of it and 
are to-day controlling it by British constabulary. That is the 
fact. And American citizens have been deprived of American | 
rights there. 

Now, then, if the President should be impeached for surrender- | 
ing in the Philippines American rights that never existed, then, | 
sir, | contend that he is liable to the same impeachment for sur- | 
rendering American territory that belonged tous beyond dispute. 
You say it has not been finally done. Why havethe British taken | 
possession? They hold it to-day; and I venture to say that unless 
there is a revolution or an uprising of sentiment in this country 
they will never return it to America. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator now permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. If 1, for the purposes of the argument, admit 
his premise, to wit, if the President has surrendered some of our 
territory to Great Britain, does he approve of that act? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Ido not. 

Mr. CARTER. If he does not approve of the surrender of ter- 
ritory in Alaska by the President, would he approve of the sur- 
render of territory in the Philippines by the President? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Itis quite a different matter entirely, 
because I happen to know thatit was not the intention of the Ad- 
ministration under the treaty of Paris to acquire permanently the 
Philippine Islands, and I do not think that treaty was adopted 
with that intention. I do not think that the Philippine territory | 
can be compared to the Alaskan difficulty. I think it is quite an- 
other matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from South Dakota is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have yielded the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from South Dakota and the 
Senator from Montana and the Senator from Maryland permit me | 
to ask the Senator from Maryland a question? 

Mr. CARTER. We all yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have yielded tke floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator speaks of the intention of the 
Administration in the acquisition of the Philippines. Is it the 
Senator’s understanding that the Administration or Congress 
disposes of territory of the United States when once acquired? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The Senator's understanding would be | 
that Congress would control it, but the Senator's understanding | 
is that Congress has done nothing toward controlling it, and that 
the Executive power has controlled that territory from the time it 
was acquired. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; but the Senator spoke about the inten- 
tion of the Administration, as I understand it, as to whether the 
ownership of the Philippines should be temporary or permanent. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. My question to the Senator is this: Whether 
it is his notion that the Administration can determine the dura- 
tion of the tenure, under the treaty, of territory acquired by the 
United States. Is not that solely for Congress to determine? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Has it not resolved itself of late to the 
simple question of what the Executive wants? Does he notseem to 
have the power of controlling action, or really of not permitting 
action in the Senate of the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. In what respect? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Have you been able to have a declaration 
of what is the intention of Congress or of the President with re- 
spect to the Philippines? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Congress would not undertake probably | 
to declare the intention of the President, any more than the Presi- 
dent would undertake to declare the intention of Congress. Con- 
gress can manifest its intention only by its legislative action under 
the Constitution, and the President's intention is confined to ex- 
ecutive acts which under the Constitution he has a right to per- 
form. The President has notified Congress, not only in the mes- 
sage he sent over a year ago, but in his last message, of his purpose. 

I stated my purpose, until the Congress shall have made the formal ex- 
pression of its will 

That is for the Congress to do, and not the President— 


to use the authority vested in me by the Constitution and the statutes to up- 
hold the sovereignty of the United States in those distant islands as in all 
other places where our flag rightfully floats, placing, to that end, at the dis- 


| 
| 
| 
! 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
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| that if the President happens to be, as he asserts, derelict in duty 
| with reference to the Alaskan Territory, then and in that event 


| Philippine Archipelago. 


| gress in the most clear and explicit manner. 
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posal of the Army and Navy all the means which the liberality of the Con- 
gress and the people have provided. 

Now, can the Senator conceive of a place—-of a spot acquired by 
the United States under the treaty, belonging to the United 


| States under the Constitution—in which it is not the duty of the 


President to enforce the sovereignty of the United States and to 
resist lawlessness against the United States or its sovereignty? 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Doesthe Senator pretend to say that the 


| Philippines now are and have been fully acquired? 


Mr. SPOONER. Ihavesaid nothing of the kind, except to this 
extent, that in my judgment the Philippine Archipelago belongs 
to the United States. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. There is where we differ—right at that 
point. Ido not believe that it does belong to the United States 
for purposes of permanent acquisition. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator vote to pay for it $20,000,000? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Yes, the Senator voted to do that; buthe 
voted under a misapprehension and under misinformation by the 


| Administration itself. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator ought not to be 
governed in his vote to appropriate money by his understanding 
of what the President means to do. The Senator ought to have 
known, and undoubtedly did know, that the Government, by the 
ratification of the treaty, followed by the exchange of ratifications, 
acquired the territory, and the Senator voted for the appropriation, 
which the treaty provided, of $20,000,000 to be paid to Spain. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. How did we get title? 

Mr, SPOONER. By cession. 

Mr. CARTER. Precisely as in the case of Alaska from Russia. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Thereis the trouble; we have not posses- 
sion, Youare nowasking for 76,000 men to help you gain posses- 
sion. You have not possession of those islands, and you can not 
get it even with the increase of the Army that you now propose. 

Mr. CARTER. Somebody must be in possession of the Philip- 
pine Islands. and the United States comes a little nearer being in 
possession than any other Government of which I have any 
knowledge. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not much. 

Mr. CARTER. The digression with reference to the Alaskan 
matter ought not to divert our attention from the purposes of this 
bill. As suggested, the provision relative to Alaska was entirely 
But the Senator from Maryland readily concedes 


the President ought to be arraigned for his failure to execute the 
law and to protect the property of the United States. If that be 
true with reference to Alaska, it is pertinent to inquire wherein 
the Philippine situation differs from the Territory of Alaska. 
Alaska was ceded by Russia to the United States by a treaty of 
cession. The amount to be paid was stipulated in the treaty. 
The Senate in the first instance ratified the treaty and thereafter 


| the two Houses of Congress appropriated the necessary money to 


make payment in conformity with its terms. In the Philippine 
situation Spain ceded sovereignty to the United States over the 
The Senate of the United States ratified 
the treaty of cession. Thereafter both Houses of Congress united 
in making an appropriation to make payment of the amount stip- 
ulated in the treaty as the purchase price. I can not perceive 
any difference in these two matters in principle or in fact. 

Further answering the Senator, I say that the manifest purpose 
of the Administration must be drawn from the obligations of the 
Administration and its action under its obligation. There has not 
been a time since the moment that treaty was ratified and sov- 
ereignty obtained when it was not the duty of the President of 
the United States to maintain the sovereignty thus ceded and 
acquired. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? For what other 
purpose did we give him the army which is now there? 

Mr. CARTER, I can not conceive what we made the large 
appropriation for in support of the Army and the Navy. It was 
known to Congress full well that a large portion of the fleet of 
gunboats and cruisers and battle ships were in Asiatic waters pa- 
trolling the seas round about the Philippine Islands, assisting in 
regulating intercourse between the islands and in preventing 
goods contraband of war from entering upon those islands or 
being shipped there. It was known that transports were engaged 
day in and day out, week in and week out, in shipping supplies 
and troops to sustain and reenforce the army in the Philippines. 

In the face of this knowledge, known of all men, Congress has 
without hesitation made the necessary appropriations to maintain 
sovereignty, keep the Army in its place, and keep the Navy sup- 
plied in those waters. This was the plain duty of the President, 
and his action in performing the duty has been ravified by Con- 
What, then, I pray, 
becomes of the question, What is the intention of the Administra- 
tion? The intention of the Administration is to protect the prop- 
erty of the United States, to execute the laws of the United States, 
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and to spend the money provided by Congress in the common de- 
fense and for the protection of the property of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that there are 
two phases of this proposition. One is, Are we to have an Army 
of 100,000 men in time of peace? The other is, How many men do 
we need now in this temporary force that we supposed we had? 
It seems to me we might discuss these questions without drag- 

ing in all the outside questions. 

What I complain of with respect to the committee is that they 
come here with a bill that is not to meet the present exigency. It 
is a system to be put upon the people of the United States that 
will last probably as long as the Government lasts. Especially is 
that true if we need the Army for the reason suggested yesterday 
by the chairman, a reason he gave that has no possible connec- 
tion with the present difficulty in the Philippine Islands. 

It is possible that our condition in the Asiatic seas is such that 
we will always want a great army there. If it is, the committee 
should have come here and presented the case to us upon that 
theory. On the contrary, the profession from everybody is that 
the condition over there is temporary and will be disposed of in a 
short time. We hope so, at least. 

The Senator from Montana |Mr. CARTER] gets into heroics and 
becomes excited and charges that somebody wants the President 
of the United States to do that which he says he can not do with- 
out being liable to impeachment. Nobody asked that the Presi- 
dent of the United States withdraw the Army from the Philip- 
pine Islands. Every proposition to give him power to put down 
what youcall the rebellion has met with the approval of Congress. 
When we speak of the Administration, for myself, I do not speak 
of the President. I understand the Administration of this coun- 
try consists at the present time of Congress—the Senate and the 
House—and the Executive. The Administration is now, I think 
unfortunately for the country, in the hands of the Republican 
party. When we speak of the policy of the Republican Adminis- 
tration we speak of the policy of the two Houses of Congress and the 
President. We havea right to ask before we pass this bill what 
is the policy of the Administration, not the President, but the 
Senate, as dominated and controlled by the Republicans, the House 
of Representatives, as dominated and controlled by the Repub- 
lican majority, and the Executive. What is to be the policy? 
Are you to attempt to maintain a government there without the 
consent of those people? If you are, you need not talk about 
100,000 men. You will want 200,000 men. You will want them 
for one hundred years, I fear, if their future shall be in conso- 
nance with their history. 

Mr. President, we are told that we have 76,000 soldiers there 
now. Ithinkthatperhapsisexaggerated. We have notso many. 
Some have gonetoChina, But wehave probably not less than 65,000 
or 70,000 soldiers there now, and we do not maintain there now 
the peace and order that we are talking about. Not long since a 
Regular Army officer returning from there—I think about six 
months ago—said to me that 200,000 men will be required there. 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] says we have 420 
stations or posts. If we put 200 men at a post—and surely no one 
would — us to put less than that number—you will need 90,000 
men; anc 


bill is not to meet an emergency, the existing condition over there. 


It is to put upon this country an army, a perpetual army, of 98,000 | 


men and over. 

I think when you come to discuss the question here you ought 
to discuss it fairly, without the usual attributes of a political 
campaign. Letusbefrank. The Senator from Montanasays and 
the chairman says that we are not increasing the Army. Technic- 
ally that may be true, but everybody knows that it is not true in 


the ordinary sense. Youareincreasing the Army. Your present | 


Army isa temporary Army of 100,000 men. It expires by force 


of law in a few months. I want to challenge now what was said | 


here yesterday by the chairman, that the party in power was 
compelled to limit the existence of this Army until the Ist of July. 
You were given carte blanche. You were told on this floor that 
any number and for any time you wanted you could have; and 
you know it. If you had said you wanted them for five years, you 
could have had it. You can have it now. Youcan pass a bill 
here within forty-eight hours for this emergency that will give 
you a hundred or a hundred and twenty-five or two hundred thou- 
sand men, and you may keep them as long as the war there lasts. 


You are making a pretense of the condition there to put upon the | 


people of this country 100,000 men when peace shall come, if peace 
ever comes over there. 

I believe that this question is big enough and we are concerned 
in it enough to have a fair debate upon it. Weought to have had 
a report from the committee that proposes such a radical depar- 
ture from what has been the policy of this country since its organ- 
ization. We have not got it. It is not here. Look at it, Mr. 
President. What is the great question in this report? The can- 
teen question. Whether we shall sell beer to the soldiers of our 


if you put 300, which would be a small force, you | 
would need more men than you provide for the whole Army. This | 


Army or whether we shall not. The chairman tells us he has 
the evidence taken before his committee. Here [exhibiting] is the 
evidence, and, so far as I know, itisallthereisofit. Itdealsnotat 
all withthe question, What shall bethestrengthof the Army? It 
deals with the canteen question and the reorganization of the 
Army. It does not deal with the greater question whether we 
are to add $75,000,000 a year for all time to the expense of the 
Army. 

I think we are entitled to all the evidence which has not been 
reported to the Senate and has not been printed. I got, by the 
courtesy of the clerk of the committee, a copy of the report of the 
hearings, and to me, as a civilian, it is of little value, 

Mr, HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Weare limited in printing for the use of the 
committee, I believe, to 50 copies. We begged for some more and 

| got them printed, perhaps in disobedience to orders, and now we 
| have passed a resolution for 15,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis true; butif the 15,000 are to be of value, 
| they should have been here now. We are to pass upon this ques- 
tion which is to cost this country millions and hundredsof millions 
| of dollars, and, what is of more consequence, Mr. President, is a 
| departure from the policy of this country for one hundred years 
and more, in fact ever since it was a nation, that the fighting 
force of this people shall be the volunteer and not the regular. 
Mr. President, our friends who are in control can not get away 
| from the serious character of this undertaking by saying that there 
| is a war inthe Philippine Islands. The President says that for 
many years you will need probably from 45,000 to 60,000 men 
there. You have more than that number now, and you have not 
begun to get control of anything but an inconsiderable portion of 
those great islands. 

I have not agreed with everybody who has been in fear of impe- 
rialism. I said two years ago last month in the Senate that there 
would not be any imperialism there, for the American people 
would not allow it. Since that I have seen in those islands an im- 
perial government that has had no equal on the face of the earth, 
| an imperial government that has not a counterpart anywhere un- 
der the heavens, an imperial government with five men, and five 
men only, strangers to the language, strangers to the country, 
unacquainted with the interests of the people, sitting there and 
| administering government, taking the money of the people and 
appropriating it without their consent, ignoring the people en- 
tirely. 

Mr. President, the Czar of Russia in an absolute czar. He has 
a counsel of 60 men who sit with him and consider public affairs, 
but the 60 men are Russians. They are people of that country. 
They have their sympathies and their ambitions for Russia. 
These men in the Philippine Islands are strangers. Under the 
| military law they have aright there undoubtedly, but under God’s 
| law, which is higher than that, they have no place there at all. 
| And so Itake back what I said two yearsago. Imperialism has 
come; it is there in its worst |form, and what I want to know, 
| like the Senator from Maryland {|Mr. WELLINGTON], is, What are 
| you going todo now? Are you going to keep up thisimperialistic 
government? Are you going to continue to govern 12,000,000 
people contrary to their wish, without a voice, without being 
heard, when your chief actor over there, General MacArthur, 
| tells you that the people are a unit against this administration, 
when every Filipino in Europe to-day, and there are thousands of 
| them, is against our government over there? 

I say to the gentlemen who are so ready to charge us with a de- 
sire to withdraw the Army and dishonor the flag that it does not 
involve that when we demand that you give to those people a gov- 
| ernment of theirown. General Otis said to the President of the 
United States: ‘‘These people want conditional independence.” 
| There has never been a proposition from any Filipino authority 
anywhere that we should withdraw our Army and leave them un- 
protected. They have said: ‘‘ We want your protection; we want 
you to keep the rest of the world off of us.” Is that inconsistent 
with giving them a government of their own? 

What did we say we would do for Cuba? We said we would 
leave the people to govern that island. Does anybody suppose 
that we are going to leave them the prey of any other nation? 
We will apply the Monroe doctrine to them. And what the Fil- 
ipino asked was that we should apply the Monroe doctrine te 
them over there in the Asiatic Sea. That is what we ought to 
have given them. That is what I, on this floor, said two years age 
| last month we were in honor bound before the world to give them. 

When we said what we said with reference to Cuba, we said prac- 
| tically to the world, ‘‘ This is not a war of aggression; it is a war 
| in the interest of liberty and of humanity and of good govern- 

ment.” We said to all the world, ‘‘It is not a war of agygrandize- 
ment; it is nota war of acquisition; we are not going intoit fora 
| profit; we are going into it for the greatest good to those people.” 

How stand we to-day, Mr. President, with a war on our hands, 
and no effort made for two years nearly to compose it? Nearly 
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two years ago I said in this body it is not beneath the dignity of of this unfortunate condition. I regret the condition more than 


this great nation to call about our authority over there the lead- | 
ing men of that rebellion, if you choose so to call it, to confer with 
them and say to them, ‘‘ We will give to you what we pledged the 
world we would give to Cuba.” Irepeat, we are in morals bound 
to give it to every man we took from under the Spanish flag after 
we made that declaration. 

Now, Mr. President, that brings me back to the Army bill it- 
self. 1 want to drop, for the time being. the Philippine question, 
because there is no reason why it should be connected with this 
measure. Then I want the chairman of this committee, or some 
Senator who defends the bill, to tell me what you want an Army 
of 100,000 men for in time of peace in the United States. Do you | 
want it to meet foreign foes? If you do, you will want a million. 
Do you want to put down internecine struggles? They do not 
exist and they can not exist in our system of government, It is 
the State that must do that, and the Government oniy does it 
when the revolution gets too big for the State. Have not 30,000 
men been enough for us in the past? Will some one here get up 
and tellus why we wantthisgreat Army? Will the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont |Mr. Proctor], who has been at the heac 
of the War Department of this country, tell us what is the exi- 
gency that demands now that we should have 100,000 men? If he 
repeats it is for the Filipinos, I want to tell him that his Army is not 
big enough for that: but if he wants 200,000 men, with a limit as 
to time, he can get them. 

Nobody wants to deprive the Administration of the power to put 
down that so-called rebellion if they have the ability to do so, but, 
Mr. President, | believe you can compose affairs in that country 
by asimple declaration, made in a proper manner by the House 
and the Senate and signed by the President, that you will apply the 
fourth resolution of the Cuban resolutions to them, as you have got 
to apply it to Cuba, whether you want to or whether you do not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Willthe Senator from Colorado permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the House and Senate do not pass such a 
resolution as that suggested by the Senator, is he then in favor of 
continuing the war of subjection in the Philippines? 

Mr. TELLER. I believe I should answer that as old Abraham 
Lincoln did. He said he did not believe in the Mexican war; he 
did not believe it was a righteous or a just war; and yet he voted, 
and was always ready to vote, as a member of Congress, for such 
forces as the Government insisted that it needed. So aslon g as 
our flag flies there and the Administration of this country says it | 
should remain there, I have no doubt, reluctant as I may be, I | 
shall doubtless vote to maintain ourarmies in thefield. If that is 
illogical, it is illogical because there does not seem to be any bet- 
ter way out of it. 

Mr. President, I do not want to discuss the Philippine question 
verymuch. Itisadistressing question. Isaidin December, 1898, 
the question whether we would hold them had passed the point of | 
controversy. When Dewey's guns thundered in that harbor the | 
Spanish flag went down and ours went up. Every man in this 
country knew that it meant the sovereignty of the United States, 
for the time being, at least, over those islands, I said two years 
ago, ‘The question is now, what are we going to do with those 
people.” That isthequestion. Arewe going to deny to them self- 
government? Arewe going tocontinuethisabsolutism? The word 
‘imperialism ” is not as broad asabsolutism. Youmight have an 
imperial government and have some degree of participation and 
liberty, but you have an absolute government, with five men sit- 
ting there, providing legislation, judicial determination, executive 
acts, with no responsibility to the 12,000,000 people whom they are 
governing. The President of the United States has said we need 
not be afraid of imperialism; that it would not come. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if it can ever come in a worse shape than it exists now, you 
have got to increase the ability of the human mind for abso- 
lutism. 

Mr. President, I did not intend when I got up to discuss the 
bill in its details. I am going to do that later. I got up simply 
to say that I wanted a Senator like the Senator from Secon 
| Mr. CARTER] to understand that he can not darken counsel by 
charging that we want to do what we have never proposed to do, 
and he can not darken counsel here by insisting that this is an | 
attack upon the President of the United States, If it isanattack | 
upon anybody, it is an attack upon the administration of the Gov- 
ernment, not on any individual member, but on the responsible | 
power. 

1 hope the time has not come when a Senator in this body will 
not be free to speak on a question involving so much; when, on a 
question touching directly the interest of 12,000,000 people and in- 
directly touching the interest of 80,000,000 more, he will not be 
allowed to discuss here these questions, not in the character of | 
the political foram, but in accordance with the high character | 
which ought to prevail in the discussions in the Senate. 

I have not attempted at any time to make political capital out 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 


anything that has occurred since I have beenin public life. Noth- 


| ing can compare with it in seriousness except the great rebellion 


of 1861, and with that came some advantages. With that camea 
condition that put the whole people of the United States on a har- 


| monious plane and made us homogeneous in interest; but out of 


this nothing can come that is good. 

Trade can never come to us in the condition that we are now in, 
Shooting those men, outraging them, can never bring them in a 
relation to us where their trade will be beneficial tous. But if 
their trade was worth all the trade of the world, it would not com- 
pensate for what we are likely to suffer and what we are likely to 
bear by this misconduct, if we persist in maintaining an absolute 


| government there. 


If it shall be said that it is a temporary government there, I beg 
of some man to tell me what hope I can have or what hope any 
Filipino can have that itis temporary. It may be that you will 
enlarge it; it may be that you will put the power in more hands; 
but it will be absolute power still. 

Have the Administration done a thing, have they said anything, 
that will lead the Filipino to believe that with the cessation of war 
there will come to him a participation in the Government under 
which he is to live? We,a people professing to believe not in 
American liberty, butin universal liberty, liberty that reaches the 
white man and the black man and the brown man alike—how can 
we stand before the world and in substance say we are lovers of 
liberty, but it is for us and for us alone? Who will believe that 
we are liberty loving, and what will become of that beacon light 
of ours that has stood for a hundred years encouraging the aspira- 
tions of patriotsand liberty-loving men throughout the world when 
we deny to that 12,000,000 men who, whether by the providence of 
God, as is sometimes said, or by the valor of our arms, have come 
under our dominion participation in the Government under which 
they live, when we deny to them the right of self-government? 

It will not do, Mr. President, to say that those people are inca- 
pable of self-government, for they are not. I assert what I know 
to be a fact, that in every community in the island of Luzon, out- 
side of the immediate neighborhood of Manila, to-day municipal 
governments are being conducted by the natives of that island 
independent of any control by the United States authorities, and 


| they are maintaining a decent local government there. Every 


town has its mayor and its council and its constabulary, and if it 
has not a general head, it has at least such a government there 
to-day as can afford and does afford protection to the people of 
those islands. 

I do not know what would happen if we withdrew our Army. 
I should be afraid to try it. But 1 do know, or at least I believe, 


| that we can make an arrangement with those people by which we 


can practically withdraw our Army and establish relations with 
them that shall maintain peace and order in all that country, and 
that is what I want to see done. 

Mr. HAWLEY, That is exactly what we are trying to do. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Connecticut says that is 
what we are trying todo. Mr. President, there are various ways 


| of doing various things. Yesterday the Senator from Connécti- 
| cut told us what they have done over there. I want to read it. I 
| did not intend to do so, but I will read it since the Senator has 


made that statement. I want to show what the Senator thinks. 


| Those men have aspirations for liberty. Whatever may be the 
| feeling of some men—and there are some men who believe as old 


Cicero did, that preservation of property and individual life is 


| greater than liberty—there has been at all times in the history of 


the world a class of people who believed that liberty was prefer- 


| able to all else, and were willing to die in trying to get it. Such 


people are not answered by saying, We have given you schools, 


| we have given you telegraphs, we have given you this and we 


have given you the other thing. 

What they say is, Give us liberty and we will get those things 
ourselves. The man who understands true liberty knows that iv 
isagift of God. He does not get itfrom any man living nor from 
any nation; it is his; it belongs to him. Here we are told by the 
chairman of our committee: 

We have gone to work with the arts of peace to see if we can not win, if 


not affection, respect and obedience from those people. We are building 
them wagon roads and railroads. 


Oh, Mr. President, they have been crying for bread, and we 


| give them a stone! 


We are covering the islands with telegraphs, so that MacArthur, in his 


| headquarters at Manila, can communicate with every post he has. 


Oh, how gratifying that must be, how encouraging to the as- 
pirant for liberty, that the head of our great army, such an army 
as they never saw or heard of, can communicate with every branch 


| of it everywhere! Oh, how likely that is to bring them into obe- 


dience and love! An obedient and loving relation with us will 
never be secured by simply showing our strength. We must show 
our justice. We must show that we are in favor of doing the 
right thing with them. 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the Senator from Colorado allow 


me a moment? } 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I should like to know whether, in the 
judgment of the Senator, we have any right to demand obedience 
from the Filipinos? 

Mr. TELLER. That is a question which I do not care to dis- 
cuss. We have demanded it; the nationisdemandingit now. It 
is demanding it at the point of the bayonet, with shot and shell. 
We have not been fortunate; we are not securing it. We never 
will secure it, in my judgment, in that way. 
whether we will not turn our attention to other and different 
methods. 
loving relation with us. Neither has the surgical and medical 
care that the Senator says we have given them. That has not 
done so, either. Mr. President, why? It is simply that their as- 
piration is above that. They fought for liberty against the Span- 
iards; they are fighting against us for itnow. It is possible and 
probable that we wonld give them a government better than they 


ever had, and possibly better than they ever will have, but they | 


assert their right to govern themselves, which is the fundamental 
and underlying principle of every republic, and who can stand 
here or anywhere else and not have admiration for the man who 
is ambitious for liberty and freedom, and goes out and takes his 
life in his hands in order to secure it? 

Mr. President, when I say that, [expect some one will get up and 
say that | am a traitor because I do not wish that every Filipino 
may be shot down and killed. I have read the remarkable record 
that comes to us daily of the slaughter of our own men by the 
bullets, by sickness, and the death of the insurgents, as they are 
called, at our hands. It has never gratified my heart to know 
thatif we lost ten they lostonehundred, Thoseare the men under 
our control. No matter what our relations to them may be, or 
what their relation as a people may be to us, we are under obliga- 
tions morally and legally to protect them as far as in our power 
lies. Ifthey misunderstand us, andif they believe that we are going 
to do what we could hardly do, although nobody can wonder that 
they believe it when they see this autocratic and absolute power 
over there, we might without lowering our dignity, without dis- 
honoring our flag, say to them, ‘‘Come here and commune with 
us, and we will agree with you that you may establish a govern- 
ment there of your own, and we will respect your authority there, 
so far as your local affairs are concerned.” 

Mr. President, I predict here now that that must come. There 
is no other way out of it. You can not maintain a great army 
there for any considerable length of time. In the first place, you 
must move your army every eight or nine months from that cli- 
mate to some other. We have left them there too long. 

Mr. CAR'TER. Will the Senator yield for a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. In a moment. We have left them there too 
long. They are coming back here by the scores invalided. There 
never has been an army that we have ever assembled that in pro- 
portion to its strength has in the time that has elapsed made so 
many demands upon the Pension Department as those are now 
making. You may take it that the great mass of them come back 
not as hale, healthy men, but as sick and diseased, and there are 
many cases of death. Now I will hear what the Senator from 
Montana has to say. 

Mr. CARTER. 
we should extend to the Philippine Islanders the same proposition 
relative to independence that was incorporated in the Cuban reso- 
lution. I desire to ask the Senator if, in his judgment, the Presi- 
dent of the United States has authority to extend any such prin- 
ciple to the Filipinos. 

r. TELLER. 1 have not attempted to say that the President 
had. Iam arraigning the Administration. [am arraigning the 
Senator from Montana and his associates in this body and the 
House of Representatives because they have had the power, and 
they know we have not got it on our side. 

Mr. CARTER. Now, Mr. President— 

Mr. TELLER. I want to answer the Senator. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to have the Senator, if he will, dis- 
tinctly state where, in his judgment, the authority rests in this 
Government to say to the Filipinos that they shall be respected 
hereafter as an independent people by the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. If I were President of the United States, I 
should say it rested with me to the extent that I would say to 
them: ‘*The Government of the United States, in 1898, declared 
this principle, which is the principle applied to Cuba, and that 
must apply and ought to apply to you.” 

The Senator seems to think that this is something new now 
which I have suggested. I want tocali his attention to the words 


I used on the 20th of December, 1898, two years ago last month. 
I then said: 


Mr. President, I believe in the principle which was enunciated in the 
fourth clause of the joint resolution approved April 20, 1898— 

“That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to 
exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island, except for the 


The question is | ogorts.” 


Good roads and telegraphs have not brought themin a | 
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pacification thereof, and assertsitsdetermination,when that isaccomplished, 
to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 


” 


The Senator knows very well that those were my views early on 
that question. I repeat now what I said two years ago: 

That is a declaration solemnly made by the people of the United States 
when it was apparent to us all that we were going to war. We said to the 
world, ** We are not going to war for conquest; we are going to war in the 
interest of freedom; we are going to war to relieve a people laboring under 
the plague of bad government; and when we have relieved them from this 
great burden and have secured peace in their borders, we are going to leave 
to them the management and control of their own affairs. But not until we 
have secured the pacification thereof are we to abandon them to their own 


That in terms only applied to Cuba, but in principle it applied to every 
possession of ours acquired during this war. 

I want to repeat, Mr. President, that I think we are in morals 
bound before the world to maintain that principle on every inch 
of ground that we took from Spain. 

I said further: 

If any Senator had suggested that in addition to Cuba there should be 
added the words “or any other possession we may acquire during this war,” 
it would have met, as this joint resolution met, I believe the unanimous sup- 
port of this body and of the other, and also of the President of the United 
States, as is suggested to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 
These words would have been added to the joint resolution with the appro- 
bation of all. 

The Senator. if he had recalled that debate, might have remem- 
bered that before the treaty reached us, before we had ever seen 
a copy of it, that speech was made. I supported the treaty, and 
I supported it as vigorously as I knew how. supported it be- 
cause I did not believe that any Administration in this country 
would ever think of disregarding so just a pririciple as that; be- 

sause I believed the doctrine that power comes from the people 
was ingrafted and ingrained into the great political party in 
power. It was when | was with it, and I knew tliat it was at its 
birth. That was the great contest we were making. I thought 
it was in the blood and in the heart of that party, and that no 
Republican Administration would dare ever to think of govern- 
ing a people in any other way than by recognition of their right 
of self-government. I may have been, and I fear now I have 
been. mistaken, and yet I can not at this hour see why we should 
have returned the treaty to Spain, and said to Spain, *‘ We will 
give freedom to these people,” and invited Spain to take counsel 
with us whether or not we were righteously and properly doing it. 

Mr. President, I may have been in error; | may have relied 
upon a broken reed or a crooked stick, but the record of the 
Republican party justified me in saying that no such government 
as exists there, military or otherwise, could ever exist. If any 
man had so predicted, I do not believe he would have found a 
defender on this side or the other side of the Chamber, for, while 
I know it was said that we ought to modify the treaty, yet nobody 
ever predicted so disgraceful a condition as exists there to-day. 

We do not want 100,000 men for anything unless it be to fight 
the Filipinos, and if you want an army for that add to it, meet 
the question fairly. It is not enough. Though you have 76,000 
men, you have not got control of any considerable portion of 
Luzon; you practically have no control of the great island that 
lies below it. Although you made a treaty with the Sultan of 
Sulu, you have not got any sovereignty in Sulu nor any authority 
other than you had before you made the treaty. 

Mr. President, at some other time I am going to discuss this 
question of the increase of the Army, detached, distinct, and 
separate from this other question. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am sure the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], proverbially fair and candid, universally 
so I might say, has no intention to be otherwise to-day toward 
the Military Committee. 

Mr. TELLER. None whatever. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think there is some misapprehension as to 
what this bill proposes to do. I wish to consider. in the first 
place, for a moment what it proposes to do with reference to the 
Last winter the Senate passed—no one 
contradicting, as I recall it—a measure increasing the artillery. 
Our previous force had been about 29.000. The increase that we 
then proposed was quite as muchor a trifle more than is now pro- 
posed by this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator refers to theincrease of the artillery? 

Mr. PROCTOR. To the increase of the artillery alone. The 
question then was, What was the necessary increase of theartillery 
on a peace footing? The Philippine question was not considered. 
It was made clear that that increase was necessary to suitably 
care for our seacoast fortifications. a scheme which is perhaps 
two-thirds carried out, costing $126,000,000 or thereabouts, of very 
expensive works along our seacoast. Nobody questious but what 
that increase was and is necessary. 

The present bill proposes an increase of the Army on a peace 
footing of five regiments of artillery, practically the same as was 
provided for last winter, not quite so much, and—TI deal only in 
round numbers—five regiments of cavairy and five reziments of 
infantry. That increase of artillery would have given the Army 
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about thirty-five or thirty-six thousand enlisted men. The pres- 
ent bill, at the minimum peace footing, gives a total of 54,000, the 
increase of cavalry and infantry amounting to from eighteen to 
twenty thousand men. 

Mr. TELLER. Howabout the maximum? It is the minimum 
the Senator is speaking of. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I shall get to that directly. I was very glad | 


to hear the Senator say that he proposed to drop the Philippine 
question and to discuss the Army bill. So I propose to confine 
myself strictly to that and to existing conditions, and not to in- 
dulge in any theory about what we might do or what we ought 
to do with the Philippines. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 


long enough, I will say that I did not introduce this question, It | 


was introduced by the Administration defenders here. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Not by me. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps not by the Senator himself, but by 
distinguished members of his political party. 

Mr. TILLMAN. By the Military Committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Let us consider what need we have of this 
increase aside from the artillery. I think all the members of the 
Senate are satisfied in regard to that. Now, as to this further in- 
crease of from eighteen to twenty thousand men. We have, as 
we have never had before, a use that certainly calls for all this 
increase on a peace footing. We havea regiment to-day on the 
Alaskan service, which has never been necessary before, and we 
do not know what day, in view of the great developments there, 
we may have to increase that force. Again, we must have some 
force in Hawaii, in Porto Rico, and possibly, if at their own re- 
quest,in Cuba. I see they have suggested a proposal to us to that 
effect. 

Now, take the condition in the Philippines. No man doubts 
that we must keep quite a force there for yearsto come. Even if 
we grant everything that could be asked for by the Senator from 


Colorado or any other Senator on this floor, we must keep a force | 


there to protect them from themselves and to insure good, stable 
government. 

In this service outside of this country three enlisted men count, 
at a very large estimate, not more than twoforactual service. In 
Alaska, here on our own continent, we have two battalions of a 
regiment and another battalion here, and it is quite long enough 
in any of those possessions to keep a force on duty for two years, 
relieving one battalion each year. Everyone will admit that. 


So, take the figures, and you will see that the increase on a peace | 


footing is very moderate and conservative. These figures have 
been stated at 58,000. If Senators will look on the slip which has 
been furnished them, they will see it is but 54,000 of enlisted men. 
The number 58,000 includes officers. It was less than 58,000 in- 
cluding the officers. Itis only 54,000, a reduction of 5,000 from 
the bill as it came to us from the other House. So much for the 
moderation of the Senate Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish to ask the Senator if that is the maxi- 
mum to which the Army can be raised? 

Mr. PROCTOR, Iam speaking about the minimum, I think 


the Senate must admit that with less than 20,000 troops to care | 


for all our outside possessions even in time of peace, knowing that 
not more than probably 12,000 would be available for actual serv- 
ice at any one time outside of the country, this is a very moderate 
increase. 


Now, to meet the exigency, it must be admitted by all that it is | 


much better that that should be met by the regular organization. 
The expense of a volunteer organization is a mistake which should 
not be repeated. I think the bill is sufficiently guarded to con- 
fine this increase to the present exigency. If it is not, I am en- 
tirely willing that it moult be. Ido not believe that any Admin- 
istration would take the responsibilty of maintaining this Army 
at the maximum, or anything above the minimun, unless the 
exigency existed. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire if the bill contem- 
plates having the same number of officers for the Army at the 
minimum that it will have for the Army at its maximum figure? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Precisely the same. The addition above the 
minimum of 54,000 would be entirely of enlisted men. The Army, 
as is well known, is underofficered at the best. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then, in time of peace, or on the reduced 
basis, you would have the same number of officers in the Army as 
are necessary for an army of 100,000? 

Mr. PROCTOR, It would have the same number, except as is 
provided in the bill for some temporary increase. The permanent 
organization would be the same. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator has just stated that this 


bill would only provide for this larger number of men during the | 
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present exigency. Newly numbered section 26, on page 387 of the 
bill, is as follows: 

Sec. 26. That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of 
the several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed 
| by this act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time 
as Congress may hereafter direct. 

if I understand the Senator, he thinks that this would be lim- 
| ited to the present exigencies of the service. If so, I should like 
to ask if, in his opinion, the Committee on Military Affairs would 
not strike out the other words ‘‘or until such time as Congress 
may hereafter direct,’ so as to limit this maximum size of the 
Army absolutely to the present exigency? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will answer the Senator, for one, that the 
addition there, I think, only means to state what everyone knows 
to be the fact, that Congress always has the right to reduce the 
Army. I think it isa provision in the line of reduction rather 
| than a renewal of the increase. I for one would be willing to 
| have that modified so that it should read, ‘‘ unless Congress may 
| hereafter otherwise direct.” 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that would be an improve- 
ment. Of course we all know that Congress has the power to 
reduce the Army or to abolish it whenever it sees fit todoso. But 
| this is an expression of intention which, it seems to me, will be 
hereafter used, and the argument will be made that while we said 
we were going to limit this large army to the exigencies, we pro- 
vided that this should continue until such time as Congress should 
| act to the contrary; and the argument could be made, and would 
be made, that the maximum ought to be maintained until Con- 
gress said it should not be maintained. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the wording had been that it was to be con- 
tinued ‘* while the exigency existed ”‘‘ and” *‘ until Congressshould 
otherwise direct,” I should understand it as the Senator does, but 
I think the word ‘‘ or” is a limitation rather than an extension of 
| authority. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I think exactly the reverse. 
| Mr. PROCTOR. I wish to say I think it was the purpose of the 
Administration in submitting that, so faras | know it—I have had 
| no confidential consultation on the subject—to limit the increase 
| to the existing exigency, and nothing else was suggested in com- 
mittee. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PROCTOR, Yes. 
| Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator if the words “ or until 
| such time as Congress may hereafter direct” were stricken out, 
| would not the President be compelled to return to the minimum 
| as soon as the exigency ceased? 
| Mr, PROCTOR, I think he would, clearly. 
| Mr. TELLER. Then, clearly it is intended to go beyond that. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not think that follows. 

Mr. TELLER. Then, why not have that stricken out? Will 
| the Senator agree to have that stricken out? 
| Mr. PROCTOR. I have stated that I would not object to have 





| it stricken out or modified. 
Mr. TELLER. Oh, but the modification the Senator proposes 
| is to make it stronger for his side. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do. 

Mr. BACON. I want to suggest that a modification of that 
section would not accomplish the purpose so long as the power 
| granted in the second section remains unamended or unchanged. 
| On page 12, beginning at line 17, it will be seen that there is an 
| independent authorization to the President to increase to the 
| maximum in his discretion. Sothat the striking out of the words 
as suggested, or any modification or any amendment at that point, 
unless they expressly negative the power granted in the second 
section, would not accomplish the object, because there is express 
authority given to the President; and I will read it. After going 
| on to provide what shall be the composition of each company, 
| regiment, etc., on line 17, page 12, the bill says: 

Provided, That the President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8,and the number of privates to 76, 
but the total number of enlisted men authorized for the whole Army shall 
not at any time be exceeded. 

I understand there is a similar proviso as to other branches of 
the service, so that there is an express authorization, independent 
of the clause of section 26, to the President to increase each branch 
of the service up to the maximum. 
| If the Senator from Vermont, as amember of the Military Com- 
| mittee, can carry out the suggestion which has been made, it will 
| very largely remove the objections which many of us have to this 
bill, because, as I took occasion to say on yesterday, our opposi- 

tion is not—at least, I speak for myself, and I believe in saying 
that I reflect the sentiments of others—to the fact that a necessary 
force is put at the disposition of the President for the present re- 
| quirements in the Philippines, but to the fact that thereafter this 
large standing army remains, and that thereafter there remains 








1901. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 039 


ed 


the vicious principle in the bill which enables the President to de- 
termine whether the Army shall be an army of 58,000 or an army 
of 100,000 men. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator will see that the clauses he refers 
to are plainly controlled by section 26: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army. 

The clauses to which the Senator has referred are the special 
ones for the different organizations. He will see that this general 
clause plainly controls: 


Sec. 26. That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of 


the several organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed | 


by thisact during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as 
Congress may hereafter direct. 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator and those who are acting with 
him in this matter agree with the general proposition that it is 
the design that this bill shall be so framed as to carry out the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], then it is a mere mat- 
ter of detail as to what particular language shall be used to effect 
this object. If it is the purpose to so frame this bill that the in- 
creased number shall remain as the number of the Army only 
during the emergency, then it is a very simple matter to frame 
the bill in such a way as to put it beyond doubt to accomplish that 
end. It may be that the Senator is correct in his present inter- 
pretation, but the great point is to ascertain if that is the purpose, 
and, if that is the purpose, I repeat it is a mere matter of detail as 
to what language shall be used to effect it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me first to answer 
the Senator from Georgia for a moment, I will then yield to him. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish to say distinctly that I have no au- 
thority to speak for the committee. That was a point that was 
not brought before us, and I shall say nothing to commit any one 
of the committee until that question can come before us, as it pos- 
sibly will. 

I say it did not occur to me at all but that the purpose of the 
bill was to confine this maximum increase to the present exigency. 
Further than that I have no authority to speak for the committee; 
I do not wish to be understood as assuming any, and I wish to 
keep myself free to act on the matter as may seem best when it 
comes before the committee in due form, as it will, no doubt, be- 
fore this bill is passed. 

I now yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before asking a question of the Senator 
from Vermont, I desire to read an extract from the letter of the 
present President of the United States accepting the nomination 
for the Presidency. In that document he uses this language: 


Would our opponents surrender to the insurgents, abandon our sover- 


eignty, or cede it to them? If that be not their purpose, then it should be | 


promptly disclaimed, for only evil can result from the hopes raised by our 
opponents in the minds of the Filipinos; that with their success at the polls 
in November there will be a withdrawal of our Army and of American 
sovereignty over the archipelago, the complete independence of the Tagalog 
people recognized, and the powers of government over all the peoples of the 
archipelago conferred upon the Tagalog leaders. 

The effect of a belief in the minds of the insurgents that this will be done 
has already prolonged the rebellion and increases the necessity for the con- 
tinuance of a large army. It is now delaying full peace in the archipelago 
and the establishment of civil governments, and has influenced many of the 
insurgents against accepting the liberal terms of amnesty offered by General 


MacArthur under my direction. But for these false hopes a considerable | 


reduction could have been had in our military establishment in the Philip- 
pines and the realization of a stable government would be already at hand. 


Now, I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont why it is not | 


possible to reduce rather than increase the Army in the Philip- 
pines, inasmuch as the election is now over and has gone in accord- 
ance with the President's suggestion in his letter of acceptance? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, that is not the question that I 
am discussing, [Laughter.| I do not propose to discuss the po- 
litical situation in the Philippines. I stated that the exigency 
there was certainly sufficient, and would be even if everything 
that the Senator foreshadows as possible should occur; even when 
that happy condition shall be brought about the situation will be 
such as todemand the full peace footing, and I do not believe this 
Administration or any other will continue the Army beyond that. 
No Administration would dare to assume that responsibility any 
longer than the actual exigency exists. It exists there to-day, and 
every day’s delay may cost us many lives. 

I appeal to Senators to consider the situation that actually exists, 
the facts of the case, and act promptly upon this bill. 

Mr. MONEY. Before the Senator takes his seat, I should like 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I wanted to ask the Senator a question before 
he took his seat. In the first place, admitting, for the sake of the 
argument only, the truth of all he has stated as to the situation 
and the necessity for an increase in the Army, I wish to ask him 











if it would not be quite sufficient to insert here ‘‘for the term of 
two years, unless the decrease is otherwise directed by Congress 
or is exercised by the President at his discretion?” The point of 
that is this: It is the observation in all countries that have con- 
stitutional governments that it is very much easier to increase 
the army than to decrease it, and heretofore it has been sufficient 
for any exigency to supply for a term of two years an increased 
force. Why would it not be sufficient in this contingency as well 
as in the others, that is, admitting all the necessity for the 
increase which the Senator has urged or that has been urged by 
this committee so far? 

It has been the usual thing to do, and the honorable Senator and 
his committee, distinguished committee as it is, are aware of the 
fact that the British people are so jealous of this matter that they 
never allow it for longer than two years atatime. They hold in 
their own hands the power to dissipate the whole fabric which 
they have themselves put together if they think it wise. In view 
of that fact and the sufficiency heretofore of a limited period of 
time, I should like toask him if an amendment to that effect would 
| be acceptable to the committee and himself? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Such a proposition would be unwise indeed. 
It is just the trouble we are laboring under now. We made this 
increase limited in time, and called out volunteers limited to next 
summer—June 30. Itisjustthetroublenow. Wehave our work 
to do over again. Those volunteers were sent over there at tre- 
mendous expense and must be brought back, and of course they 
were nowhere near so efficient as regulars, for the reason that 
their organization was new. The men were just as good, but 
there was not time to make them soldiers. They could not have 
the officers to teach them how to care for themselves, It is just 
the mistake we made in t'ge civil war. We enlisted men for thirty 
days, for three months, fr one year, for two years, and found by 
sad experience that an enlistment that would last through the 
emergency was a necessity and an economy. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yie!d to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator seems to ignore, in the position 
he has just assumed, that it is impossible for us, according to the 
experience of England in sending troops to the Tropics, to main- 
tain. any soldier there, with any regard for his life, any longer 
than, I will say, two years as the maximum, and that would be 
equivalent to a sentence of death to most of them, The question 

| of replacing them will come up every two years, anyhow by re- 
enlistment, unless we have an army that we can swap back and 
forth every two years or eighteen months; and if we were to 
maintain 75,000 there, under those circumstances we would have 
to have 150,000 as a permanent establishment in order to swap 
back the troops from the Temperate Zone to the Tropics. You can 
not get rid of that idea. 

Mr. MONEY. [If the Senator will permit another idea,I sug- 
gest to the Senator that he provide this increased organization for 
three years, which is the regular term of enlistment in the Regu- 
lar Army, and have it terminate at that time, to be renewed again 
if the political power of this Government sees fit that it shall be 
done, The Senator will recognize, as every Senator here will, the 

| great difficulty that will be experienced in reducing the Army. 
| We all know the ‘‘pull,” as it is called, of gentlemen who hold po- 
| sitions in the Army of great honor and some profit, and the other 
| difficulties. We know the difficulty with the great corporations, 
| their influence brought to bear here, a thousand influences 
| brought to bear in every possible direction to increase and con- 
tinue the increase. I wish to ask him, in view of that fact, if an 
amendment to limit it to three years, which is the term of enlist- 
ment for the regular soldier in the Regular Army, would not 
answer the purpose and at the same time facilitate a good deal 
the passage of this bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator is entirely mistaken in regard to 
the difficulty of reducing the Army from the maximum to the 
minimum. There are no officers to be thrown out of places, as I 
have stated here. The organization is the same. It is only the 
number of enlisted men thatisreduced. The soldiers are enlisted 
for three years, one-third of them going out every year, in addi- 
tion to those who go out on account of sickness or by favor, so 
that in any year by the natural course of events the Army could 
be reduced to the minimum. There are no officers to be reduced. 

Mr. MONEY. Ignoring that matter altogether, what about 
the other? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what is the precise question? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is a committee amend- 
ment which the Chair supposes is under consideration, although 
it has not been offered. 

Mr. HOAR, I wish to offeran amendment. I will offer it now, 
to come in at the end of the bill, or I will give notice of it now, 
as the parliamentary situation may reuire. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is in the Senate and 
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open to amendment, no consent having been given that the com- 
mittee amendments be first acted upon. 


Mr. HOAR. Then I offer an amendment to come in at the end | 


of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- | 


setts offers an amendment to come in at the end of the bill. 
‘Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire the reading of the remainder of 
the report of the committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not informed | 


that it had not been completed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It has not been completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will conclude 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make some remarks in that con- 
nection. I do not intend to filibuster against this bill if the 
Administration or the Administration Senators will furnish us 
the information which justifies the increase of the Army to a hun- 
dred thousand. I am going to try to get that information by 
every means in my power, and if Ican not get it there will be 
delay. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, perhaps, as I have the floor, awarded 
me by the Chair—I wish to speak only about six or eight min- 
utes- 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask one question. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to complete what I have to say. 

Mr.SPOONER. I was not aware that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was recognized. I merely desire to ask a question. 

Mr. HOAR. I was recognized by the Chair, and sent up an 
amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I merely wish to inquire whether the bill is 
in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not. Itis in the Senate. 
The Senator from Massachusetts offers an amendment, which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary, It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That no further military force shall be used in the Philippine 
Islands, except such as may be necessary to keep order in places there now 
actually under the peaceable control of the United States and to protect per 
sons or property to whom, in the judgment of the President, protection may 
be due from the United States, until the President shall have first proclaimed 
an amnesty for all political offenses committed against the United States in 
the Philippine Islands, and shall have, if in his power, agreed upon an armis 
tice with persons now in hostility to the United States, and sball have invited 
such number, not less than 10, as he shall think desirable of the leaders or 
representatives of the persons now hostile to the United States there to come 
to the United States and state their wishes and the condition, character, and 
wishes of the people of the Philippine Islands to the Executive and Congress, 
and shall have offered to secure to them safe conduct to come, abide, and re 
turn, and shall have provided at the public charge for the expenses of their 
transportation both ways and their stay in this country for a reasonable and 
sufficient time for such purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if this were the common Army 
appropriation bill, such as we get every year in time of peace, I 
should deem it a great presumption on my part if I were to under- 
take to act against the judgment of the Executive, or of the ex- 
verts of the War Department, or even of the Committee on 
Military Affairs who have reported it to the Senate. I do not 
know, as they do, how many soldiers we ought to have in time of 
peace. We havea vast coast line; we are tbe manufacturing, and 
are to be soon, I hope, the commercial rival of the world. The 
whole world to-day is at our doors. The great, black storm cloud 
which rose so suddenly in China, is as yet by no means scattered. 
No man knows how soon or how suddenly some great conflict 
may be upon us. 

I had supposed that a reasonable number for the Regular Army 
in time of peace would be | soldier to every 1,000 of our popula 
tion. This would make 77,000 men. 1 have thought also that 
there should be a skeleton of officers ready for the organization of 
a considerably larger force than this, so that if war should come 
upon us we should not have to repeat for the first year the morti- 
fying experience which we have gone through in the past, where 
great and difhcult duties had to be discharged by untrained men 
called suddenly into the service. This I understand from common 
report to be the opinion of the accomplished soldier now at the 
head of the Army. 

So, if we had no question before us but that of a permanent 
military policy in time of peace, I should not vote against this 
bill if the experts thought there should be an army of 100,000 men 
merely because I myself thought it ought to be but 77,000. 

But, Mr, President, the Constitution provides that no appro- 
priation of money to the use of the Army shall be for a longer 
term than two years. There is no doubt that it was meant by 
this provision that the use to which the Army shall be put shall 
be wholly under the control of Congress. If we leave it to the 
Executive to carry on war, great or small, at his sole discretion, 
or to use permanently the great military power of the country for 
any purpose of coercion in any way, we shrink from a constitu- 
tional responsibility. 

Now, the increase of the Army which is now proposed is asked 


JANUARY 4, 


| not as a general permanent pacific policy. Itis put on adifferent 
| ground—that this increased force is needed to carry on military 

operations in the Philippine Islands and to hold an unwilling peo- 
ple in the condition of enforced subjection purely by military 
power. To that policy and to that purpose Iam utterly opposed; 
| and being so opposed, it is my duty to say so—and it is the only 
opportunity I am likely to get—by voting egainst this bill, 

The President in his last message says: 

We will be required to keep a considerat le for +e in the Philippine Islands 
| for sometime tocome. From the best information obtainable we will need 

there for the immediate future from 45,000 to 60,000men. * * * It must be 
| apparent that we will require an army of about 60,000, and that during the 

present conditions in Cuba and the Philippines the President should have 

authority to increase the force to the present number of 100,000. 

So the President thinks, if I understand him aright, that but 
for the present conditions in the Philippine Islands and Cuba 
60,000 men are all we need—17,000 less than the estimate of the 

| General of the Army. 

We have therefore presented to Congress the distinct question 
whether we will raise 40,000 men for use in holding the Philippine 
Islands in subjection, 

Let no man say that it is a question of supplies for the soldiers 
now engaged in a war lawfully declared by Congress. Congress 
never has acted in this matter. This is the first occasion where 
a distinct vote has been asked of the two Houses of Congress upon 
the question of reducing this unwilling people tosubjection. The 
soldiers who are there now are to come home in accordance with 
the limitation of their enlistments. 

The President has deciared his purpose to keep order in those 
islands until Congress shali act. He has not in any official com- 
munication to us, that I can now remember, recommended that 
Congress continue a policy of subjugation. On the contrary, he 
expresses in his message the desire of — 
insuring the benefits of liberty and good government to the Filipinos, in the 
interest of humanity, and with the aim of building up an enduring, self- 
supporting, and self-administering community in those far Eastern seas. 

Mr. President, if those words mean to you what they mean to 
me, if they mean what the American people have always held 
them to mean throughout our past history, they express with the 
beauty, precision, and clearness which always characterized their 
author exactly what I think we ought todo. The Filipinos are 
entitled to ‘‘ hberty and good government;” they are entitled to be 
‘‘an enduring, se f-supporting, and self-administering commu- 
nity.” The United States, who set them free from Spain, is toin- 
sure liberty and self-government as it should, as it has done, is 
doing, and means to do in Cuba. 

But liberty is inconsistent with a foreign yoke, is it not? Is 
there any Senator who will stand up here and say that the liberty 
of a country is consistent with a foreign yoke, or that when we 
insure liberty we should act like an insurance company which 
should itself set the insured premises on fire? That government 
is not self-administering whose executive, whose judiciary, whose 
legislative powers, whose relations to other countries, in war and 
in peace, whose trade, whose commerce, whose jurisprudence, are 
at the mercy of another and a foreign authority. 

There can be no liberty, there can be no self-government, there 
can be in the end no political rights without independence. Our 
declaration of the principles of liberty, which for a hundred years 
has been to us asa political bible, is a declaration of independence. 
The dying words of John Adams, its great champion on the floor 
of Congress, were, ‘Independence forever.” No man is a free 
man who is under guardianship, and no nation and no people are 
either free or independent or self-governing while they are under 
guardianship. 

It is idle to tell us that this people is not fit for freedom. Our 
naval and military commanders themselves have more than once 
testified to the contrary. The President, in his message, says: 

The Filipinos are a race quick to learn and to profit by knowledge. He 
would be rash who, with the teachings of contemporaneous history in view-- 

By which, of course, he means what has happened within tne 
last two years— 
would fix a limit to the degree of culture and advancement yet within the 
reach of these people if our duty toward them be faithfully performed. 

Isay, Amen! Our duty to them is just to let them advance, 
The way to teach them to swim isto letthem swim. The way to 
teach them to be fit for liberty is to set them free. The way to 
help them to their advancement is to let them advance. 

Mr. President, that man has learned very little of the lessons of 
history who has not understood that every race and every people 
and every condition of men must advance in its own way and can. 
never advance in a way prescribed by another. The Indian—and 
we have made enormous mistakes in dealing with him—if he is 
ever to be anything, must develop into a consummate Indian, 
The Oriental must develop into a consummate Oriental. The ne- 

| gro must develop into the perfection of the negro, as Toussaint 
| L’Ouverture did in San Domingo. 

There wasa French philosopher some years ago of whom I heard 
who undertook to raise frogs for the market, and he concluded 
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that the tail of the tadpole was a great obstruction to the perfec- up fairly of men of the highest character and standing, represent- 
tion of the frog and that if he cut off all the tails the nutrition | ing all parties and all shades of opinion, to ascertain the truth of 


which was wasted on the tails would go into the frog's legs and 
make very good eating for the Parisian people. 

Accordingly he got a large pond and filled it with tadpoles 
with all their tails cut off. But the benevolent assimilation did 
not work. The tadpoles died, the man was unable to keep his 
contract for the frog market, and he discovered that on the whole 
if he wanted to make good frogs of his tadpoles for the market or 
for any other purpose he had better let their nature work out in 
the tadpole way. |Laughter.] And the United States will be in 
regard to all these other races than ours a miserable failure until 
we learn to let nature and natures God work out these problems 


of natural growth in foreign races in their own way, and not in | 
the way of the Puritans of Massachusetts or even of the white | 


‘ 


men of South Carolina. 

Mr. President, I have not risen at this time in this crowded ses- 
sion to debate this question before 90 gentlemen who, after hear- 
ing everything I can say, have deliberately taken their own course, 
I do not expect to make a convert, and I am too old a lawyer to 
waste my time in talking to the jury just after they have rendered 


a verdict. Idonot expect to change your opinion, but I deem | 


it a duty to myself to express my own. 

There never has been, within my knowledge, a matter of such 
vast public concern in regard to which American people seem to 
be so utterly without accurate knowledge of the important facts 
as in respect to the war in the Philippines. 1 hold it absolutely 
incredible that if the facts were known there could be any con- 
siderable difference of opinion here or anywhere else in this coun- 
try as to our duty. 

Will any man stand up in the face of any American audience, 


will any Senator rise here in his seat and affirm that if the inhab- | 


itants of the Philippine Islands or any large number of them be a 
people in the sense in which we use that word, in which it is used 


in history, in the sense in which we use it in our great Declaration | 


of Independence, if they desire independence and if they are fit 
for liberty, especially if they desire a republic and but for us 
could establish and maintain it—will any man, I say, rise and de- 
clare that wecan rightfully use our vast power to crush them out, 


to subject them to our will, and justify or excuse our conduct by | 


talking about oriental trade or military glory or by declaring that 


where the flag has once gone it must forever stay, right or wrong? | 


Gentlemen have been debating this question before the people 
and have in general left greater darkness about the matter than 
they found when they begun. One gentleman tells the people 


that the Filipinos are a race of savages and unfit totally for self- | 


government. But the President of the United States contradicts 
that. Admiral Dewey contradicts it. He says they are fitter for 
self-government than the Cubans. 

Now, another gentleman tells us—it has been said on the floor 
of the Senate—that Aguinaldo, the Filipino leader, represents but 
a small portion of the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands, one 
race among many. General MacArthur, who is now in com- 
mand there, says he thought so in the beginning, but that he has 
come reluctantly to change his mind, and he now thinks Agui- 
naldo represents that people, and that they are loyally devoted 
to him. 

Now, what is the truth about that, gentlemen? Are they fit for 
self-government or are they not? Is Aguinaldo, as all his people 
say, a loyal patriot, and as President Schurman said, the head of 
the old commission, an honest and patriotic man, as the Senator 
from Colorado said on this floor, or is he a maa who sold out lib- 
erty for a bribe? Who knows? Who knows? 

Another gentleman tells us that Aguinaldo was never promised 
independence by the representatives of the United States, and 
that Admiral Dewey says Aguinaldo lies when he says he was. 


To which General Anderson, then in command of the military | 


forces there, makes answer, twice repeated over his own signa- 
ture, that he was present when Aguinaldo had his interview with 
Admiral Dewey, and that, although Dewey did not tell Aguinaldo 
so, he did. 

We are told from another quarter that the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands are now almost wholly subdued, and that only a 
few outlaws and bandits and adventurers and criminal and un- 
scrupulous persons are against us. But we are told by returning 
soldiers and officers, we are told by letters upon letters from the 


Philippine Islands, that we hold but a single railroad, over which | 


a military patrol has to be sent before every train, and that there 
is not a place outside of Manila in the islands where an American 
officer dares to cross the street alone, unless heavily armed. 

We are told in the President's message, as I read yesterday, that 
the opposition issubstantially over. I read the exact words. And 


we are told from the Committee on Military Affairs, almost in the | 
same breath, that the rebellion was never so hot and so powerful 
as it is to-day. 

Now, which of these things is true? Who knows? It seems to 
me, Mr. President, that we ought to have now a commission made 


| the fact and make it known to Congress and to the American 

| people. 

| Men of different ways of thinking should be appointed in whose 

| declaration everybody on both sides of the question would put 

| implicit and absolute confidence. I hope, if there be an opportu- 
nity and I see a chance for success, to try to get such a commission 
appointed before the present session is over. If not, I am afraid 
we are to have another season like the last. I have no fear that 

| in the end the American people will not come to their senses on this 
subject and will not be found on the side of righteousness, justice, 
and liberty. 

Why, the Senator from Colorado just now affirmed as a matter 
within his knowledge—of course, nobody understood him to mean 
within his ocular vision, but as asserting by evidence which he 
had the right to trust implicitly as he would trust his own senses— 
that they had still over a large part of those islands local govern- 

| ment administered in peace and in order outside of the authority 
| of the United States. Did I misunderstand tiat? 

Mr. TELLER. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator and the Senate that I 
made that assertion on a statement made to me by a Regular 
Ary officer, who had been practically all over the island of 
Luzon. So thatis correct; there is not any question about it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I understood the Senator, in sub- 
| stance. Now, Mr. President, how many peopie in the United 
States believe that, and are talking and voting on this question 
with the knowledge that that is the fact? Is ittrue or is it false? 
Are we reducing a race of Oriental savages to order, or are we 
crushing out at the beginning of this new century a people of ten 
or twelve million who have established and can maintain a re- 
public, with law and peace and justice and education and schools 
and colleges and libraries? Which is the truth? 
| I shouid like to ask my friends on this side of the Chamber 

whether they think it is unreasonab!e, in the light of the history 
| of the great Republican party, to have these questions settled be- 
| fore we go on to break to pieces this fabric of liberty which, 
whether fair or beautiful or not in our eyes, is the best fabric 
that the Oriental people have yet been able to design? 

Mr. President, one thing will tend to throw light on this ques- 
| tion more than any other, and that is to give a hearing before the 
| people and Congress, as my amendment proposes, to the leaders 
| of the Philippine people themselves. 

Let them come over here and state their case. There is no 
authority under the American Constitution and laws which can 
hurt a hair of one of their heads. They can goin peace and, if 
they behave themselves, in honor from one end of this Republic 
of ours to the other; no man can dothem harm. Let them come 
over here. Let us see them. Why, even Great Britain, in the 
times before the Revolution, received the agents of the American 
colonies before the Privy Council and at the bar of the House of 
Commons. She sent her commissioners over here in the middle 
of the war to confer with the Revolutionary leaders after the war 
had been in progress longer than it has gone on in the Philippine 

| Islands, and it was we, and not they, that refused the interview. 

I think Mabini and Lopez, whose dignified answer to a pro- 
posal to bring the Filipino youth over here and educate them in 
our schools we have just seen, and Aguinaldo himself micht tell 
us something of the disposition of their people which could be of 
use to us, and could report when they went home something of the 
character and purposes of the United States, which might be well 
| for both parties to know. 

Mr. President, if we are to stand in this attitude to this people; 
if we are to say to them, ‘‘ Go down on your knees, lay your hands 
on your lips, your lips in the dust, before we have anything to say 
| to you,” then, if the Filipinos be men and not beasts; if they, too, 
were created in the image of God; if the spark which is kindled 
in every other human bosom be in theirs also, this war is to go on 
until every Filipino is destroyed of one sex, and then, according 
to an utterance which we should think sublime if it had occurred 
in our own history, the women will take it up and it will keep on 
till they are exterminated also. 
| Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the United States—and by the 
| United States I include all the departments of the Government— 
| have undertaken to suppress rebellion and enforce the laws. The 
| reason why it should not be done is said to be the right of every 

people to independence; that that right is universal, unqualified, 
| and supersedes all other rights; that the United States has no 
| right to.extend its boundaries to take in other territory and other 
| people without their consent. 

Now, that is not the way the power of this Government has 
been construed from the beginning. It is not the way it was con- 
strued by the author of the Declaration of Independence. Im- 
mediately after his inauguration as President of the United 
States, Mr. Jefferson commenced laying his plans to acquire 
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Louisiana, a vast country, which about doubled the area of the under the pretense of being a friend, that the United States must 


then United States, and inhabited by a large population, mostly 


savages, but in Louisiana there was a population sufficient to | 


make a large State at the time. 

Did he consult the inhabitants and take their advice? Not at 
all. He made a treaty purchasing the country, and Congress 
made the appropriation necessary to carry it into effect, and it 


Was years and years before those people did any voting. The | 


planters, however, and those who knew anything about it, pro- 
tested. Those who did not know anything about it and were 
savages at the time protested as best they could; they have done 
so for a hundred years, and they are at it yet. The Indian wars 
that followed from that acquisition are not entirely over, and 
many of the inhabitants still declare themselves as having inde- 
pendent governments. To say that we have no right to govern in 
the Philippines is to say that we have noright to govern in Sitting 
Bull’s country, or in the Indian Territory, or anywhere where the 
inhabitants are still claiming independence. 

Jefferson did not indorse that doctrine, nor did he indorse their 
right to rebel against the Government of the United States. 
Aaron Burr, who had been Vice-President, went down to Louisi- 
ana to set up an independent government, although it was a mere 
allegation that such was his intention, it aroused the Administra- 
tion, and Mr. Jefferson had him arrested and tried in Richmond 
for treason. The only reason why the Government failed to con- 
vict him was because they could not prove the overt act. 
people then in Louisiana had as much right to resist the power of 


the Government of the United States as they have to-day in the | 


Philippines. 


There was no consulting of the governed in Florida, The acqui- 


sition of that country was made pretty much unanimously against | 


the protest of all the inhabitants, and it was followed by a seven 
years’ war. There was no consent of the governed in the case of 
the territory acquired from Mexico, although there were hun- 
dreds of thousands of people there. Their consent was never 
asked. They protested to the last extremity, and those of them 
now living still protest, and would like to go back to their old 
country. 

We do not regard that policy as a violation of the principle of 
the Declaration of Independence. The Declaration of Independ- 
ence means that the right to liberty shall be secured by all. Jef- 
ferson devised a Territorial system which has been followed out 
in practice ever since, which secures liberty to al]. It has been 
tried for a hundred years, and the peopie there have had as much 
liberty, except in voting for President and members of Congress, 
as any other people. 

The people of the Territories are not oppressed. They have 
free government and independence in its highest sense. Thecoun- 
try that was acquired from Mexico and from France and Spain 
would have had no liberty but for the liberty we extended. Where 
the Territorial system devised by the fathers goes, there goes lib- 
erty, there goes independence, there goes self-government. When 
that system was applied to the Philippines legally and properly, 
according to all the precedents, when the territory was annexed 
by purchase and by conquest, it became the duty of the President 
of the United States to see to it that the laws were enforced. The 
statutes of the United States compelled him in the discharge of 
his duty to put down the rebellion. Both Houses of Congress rec- 
ognized that duty and made the necessary appropriations. 

Shall that rebellion be put down? What sacred rights has 
Aguinaldo? At the time Dewey entered Manila Harbor he was in 
exile; he had left the country for money, agreeing not to go back. 
He went back there in an American ship, and if he cooperated 
with the Americans he did it under a promise to aid the United 
States. It was the United States that broke the power of Spain, 


and the idea is absurd that when the United States had broken the | 


power of Spain this usurper became a sovereign and we must bow 
to him, that the United States must lower the flag to him. After 


the United States had taken him back there and broken the power | 


of Spain, what right had he to set upa rebellion and fire upon the 
flag, as he did? 


All this quibbling about a contract with him isabsurd. All | 


the officers of the Army and Navy denyit. All the circumstances 
deny it. Whowas he? An exile who had been bought off and 
had left the country. What right had he to go down there and, 
without notice to the Government of the United States, fire upon 
the flag, as he did two days before the ratification of the treaty? 
The treaty was ratified with a full knowledge that Aguinaldo 
was in rebellion, and the Senate by its vote commanded the Pres- 
ident to put down that rebellion. The appropriation made by the 
other House demanded it. Now, we have undertaken it, and it 
is proposed to surrender to Aguinaldo and send commissioners to 
him while he stands in haughty defiance. 

No, no; let him be arrested and brought here as Burr was, and 
let him be tried for his treason, if you please, or shot by military 
authority. Is it seriously claimed that the United States must 
surrender to a person who was in exile and who went back there 


When | 


The | 


| reverse all it has done, after it has pledged itself not only to Spain, 


but to all the world to protect life and property in the Philip- 
| pines and has assumed obligations that it can not avoid? After 
all this has been done shall we show weakness until the enemy 
which has defied the country, until the rebel who has fired upon 
the flag, until the treacherous foe shall have been put down? 

It is the voice of the American people that the rebellion shall be 
| put down. Any pandering to Aguinaldo will be condemned by 

the whole country at large. The people say now, ‘‘Put down the 

rebellion;” and that we will then extend liberty and independence 

there as we have done in every other territory no one doubts. 

There is no idea of oppression. The people there have had the 
| same privileges and liberties that we always extend, but we must 
| first put down the rebellion before we can administer the laws. 

That being the case, every argument against making the neces- 

sary appropriation, everything that retards prompt, unanimous, 
| and vigorous action, tends to prolong the war and tends to encour- 
| age the enemy. 

The people of the United States have passed upon these very 
questions. They, by an overwhelming vote, have approved what 
the President has done, and they have approved what Congress 
| hasdone. They expect now that the dignity of the flag shail be 

defended, and that we shall go forward until the rebels lay down 
| their arms. 

Do you talk about bringing rebels in arms here and traveling 
through the country? Let them lay down their arms. Never 
| under any circumstances shall rebels in arms, rebels who so 
treacherously betrayed the authority of the United States, be in- 
vited here. 

Aguinaldo never could have gone there but for the United 
| States. He, without consulting the Government of the United 
| States, set up a government, took charge of the whole business, 

and undertook to drive the armies of the United States from the 

islands. He has failed, and will fail.. The people of the United 

States will not tolerate any halting, any delay, any hesitation, 

after pursuing the course that has been marked out, the only 

course which honor, justice, liberty, and the independence of the 
Philippines can possibly indicate. 
Do you claim independence for them in their present state of an- 
archy? They know nothing of the word independence nor of lib- 
erty. Wewill teach it tothem. They areas ignorant of it asthe 
savages were on the plains. They are as ignorant of it as the scat- 
tered Mexicans in the land we took. They are ignorant, I say, of 
| liberty governed by law. It is our mission now, since we have 
| undertaken it, to teach it to them. Wecan not fail without being 
a standing disgrace among the nations of the world. We will not 
fail. This bill will be passed. The onward march of free insti- 
tutions will continue. Liberty will be extended to the Orient— 
| liberty governed by law, not governed by anarchy, but governed 
by a high sense of right and justice, which has been the case for a 
hundred years under our Territorial system. 
It is not a system of oppression. To call it a colonial system is 
a misnomer. To presume thatthe United States when it extends 
| itsauthority as a territory extends imperialism is absurd. Sucha 

suggestion is a reflection upon what has been done in building up 

the States of the West. in extending our territory, in extending 

the areas of liberty. The same methods will be pursued there that 
| have been pursued elsewhere, and with success equally good. Put 
down the rebellion as you put down the rebellion of Chief Sitting 
Bull or any other rebellion against the authority of the United 
States within the limits of ourterritory. That has been the policy 
of the country, under which it has grown, and that policy will 
continue. No mancan stopit. This ae is going to be 
made. The Filipino rebellion is going to be put down, and the 
people of the Philippine Islands are going to taste, under our free 
institutions and under the authority of the United States, the 
blessings of liberty. Those blessings are going to be taken to 
them, and no man can prevent it. 

I am sorry for having occupied so much of the time of the Sen- 
ate, as I am anxious that the bill shall be passed at the earliest 
possible moment. 

Mr, CAFFERY obtained the floor. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask consent to introduce a proposed amend- 
ment to the bill, which I desire to have printed. I ask the Secre- 
| tary to read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Mississippi will be read. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


In line 1, section (32) 26, page 38, after the word “ direct,’’ insert the words 
“ not exceeding the period of three years.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be printed and lie upon the table. 
Mr. BATE. I offeran amendment which I intend to propose to 


The proposed amendment will 
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the pending bill. I ask that the amendment may be read and 


rinted. s 
7 The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On page 36, section 24, line 17, after the word “Army,” insert following: 

“And those volunteer officers, not over 30 years of age, who held commis- 
sions during the war with Spain and are now serving in the Regular Army." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
be printed and lie upon the table. . ‘ 

Mr. BATE. I haveanother amendment to the bill, which I also 
ask may be read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On page 31, section 20, strike out all after the word “ colonel,” in line 6, down 
toand including the word “lieutenants” and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

‘Two lieutenant-colonels, 5 malors. 19 captains, and 19 first lieutenants. 

“ The enlisted force of the Signal Corps shall consist of 10 companies, whose 
status of service shall be the same as companies of the Corps of Engineers. 
Each company shall consist of 9 first-class sergeants, 18 sergeants, 18 corpo- 
rals, 45 privates (who may be either of the first or second class), and 1 cook.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment will be printed 
and lie upon the table. 

Mr. BATE. I have one more amendment to the pending bill, 
which I also ask to have read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On page 26, line 7, after the word ‘‘examination,’’ insert the following: 

** Provided, That the Secretary of War be authorized to appoint in the Hos- 

ital Corps, in addition to the 200 hospital stewards now allowed by law, 100 
nospital stewards: Provided, That men who have served as hospital stew- 
ards of volunteer regiments, or acted in that capacity during and since the 
Spanish-American war for more than six months, may be appointed hospital 
stewards in the Regular Army: And provided further, That all men so ap- 
pointed shall be of good moral character and shall have passed a satisfactory 
mental and physical examination.” 


Mr. BATE. I wish to state that, though I am opposed to the 
bill, I offer these amendments so as to perfect it as far as possible. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
be printed and lie upon the table. 
r. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. CAFFERY] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. Isimply want to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, if the Senator from Louisiana will pardon me. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Chair stated that “the bill is now in the 
Senate,” and I ask, not for the purpose of controverting the state- 
ment of the Chair, but for information, in what way the bill got 
into the Senate? I did not know of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original bill, the Senate 
bill, has been heretofore considered in the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole, reported to the Senate, and passed. The House of 
Representatives then sent back an amendment to the Senate bill. 
That amendment does not go into the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, but is considered in the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. I had forgotten for the moment that the original 
bill passed the Senate and went to the House. I had lost sight of 
that fact. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to me 
to offer an amendment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I offer an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the bill, which I ask to have read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The proposed amendment will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. —. That when vacancies shall occur in the position of chief of any staff 
corps or department, the President may appoint to such vacancies, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, officers of the Army at large not 
below the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and who shall hold office for terms of 
four years. When a vacancy in the position of chief of any staff corps or de- 
partment is filled by the appointment of an officer below the rank now pro- 
vided by law for said office, said chief shall, while so serving, have the same 
rank, pay, and allowances now provided for the chief of such corps or de- 
partment. And any officer now holding office in any corps or department 
who shall hereafter serve as chief of a staff corps or department and shall 
subsequently be retired, shall be retired with the rank, pay, and allowances 
authorized by law forthe retirement of such corps or department chief: Pro- 
vided, That so long as there remain in service, officers of any staff corps or 


department ——s permanent appointments the chief of such staff corps 
or department shall be selected from the officers so remaining therein. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
be printed and lie upon the table. 

r. CAFFERY. Partly, I suppose, Mr. President, in reply to 
that part of the eloquent address of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] which dwelt upon the right of the Filipi- 
nos as a people to self-government the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] has cited the caseof Louisiana. He has cited that case, 


The proposed amendment will 
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apparently, to ee sea the argument of the Senator from Massa- 
akneeties and to show that the United States in dealing heretofore 
with acquired territories and their inhabitants have paid no at- 
tention whatever to the consent of the people dwelling in those 
territories. Now, first, in order to make any kind of parallel be- 
tween the Filipinos and the inhabitants of the Territory of Loui- 
siana, it is necessary upon the part of those who contend that the 
Louisiana case is a case in point to favor the Administration’s side 
of the argument to show that there was a people in the Territory 
of Louisiana in the sense in which that word is used in interna- 
tional law. 

What are the facts iv regard to the Territory of Louisiana? 
From acensus taken shortly after the purchase of that Territory— 
out of which, by the way, some 26 States and Territories have been 
carved, forming more than one-half of the then area of the United 
States—it was shown that the sum total of white inhabitants of 
all of that vast domain, embracing about 800,000 square miles, was 
about 19,000 people—19,000 human souls outside of the scattering 
bands of Indians that roamed over that trackless waste. First, 
is there any comparison whatever between a people consisting 
of 10,000,000 inhabitants, occupying a territory not hardly the 
twentieth of the size of the Territory of Louisiana, having estab- 
lished institutions of their own, having armies of their own, capa- 
ble of municipal government, at least, of their own, capable of 
carrying on the affairs of their own government, and those scat- 
tered bands of disunited people that inhabited the expanse of the 
Louisiana Territory? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. How many people would be necessary in or- 
der to have rights? The people to whom the Senator from Louisi- 
ana refers were white people. There were several hundred thou- 
sand—nearly a million—of the inhabitants there who were not 
white. Did they not have any rights? In other words, does the 
constitutional principle change with the number of inhabitants? 
Do we have to take a census to decide as to their rights? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The rights of an individual are one thing. 
As individuals people are entitled to all the rights declared in 
the Billof Rights from our standpoint; but we are now talking of 
the right of a people to a government and not of the right of a 
people to personal security. That right is independent of govern- 
ment and precedes government. It is true that governments are 
instituted to protect those rights; but those rights exist a long 
time before government and can not be destroyed by government. 

There is no parallel whatever between thescases. This case of 
Louisiana is constantly asserted and reasserted as a parallel to 
the oppression in the Philippines. The argument of the Senator 
from Massachusetts can not be turned aside or overborne by the 
citation of the case of Louisiana. 

Again, Mr. President, the American people who inhabited the 
Territory of Louisiana were so anxious to acquire it that they 
were themselves upon the point of war with Spain to make their 
passageway down the Mississippi and intothe Gulf; andit isknown 
to history that one of Mr. Jefferson’s reasons for the acquisition 
of that ‘Territory was to obviate war between the United States 
and Spain. 

Mr. BACON. On that issue. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; on that issue. 

Mr. BACON. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. So that the case of Louisiana might as well 
be left out of the question. 

But there are other points of dissimilarity greater than the point 
of the absence of a people sufficiently large and sufficiently united 
to constitute national life. There was a territory right next to 
us; it was in the Temperate Zone. In the nature of things it 
would, like a ripe pear, after a while fall into the grasp of our 
Republic and become incorporated into it. The parallel with the 
Philippines does not meet that point of similarity. We cannever 
incorporate the Filipinos as an integral portion of our people. They 
are absolutely unassimilable. We now have evidence in the mat- 
ter of this difficulty between China and the Christian powers of 
the earth of the absolute impossibility of advancing these people 
up to modern ideas and modern civilization. They have their 
own civilization and their own ideas, and it is their right to put 
that civilization and those ideas into just that form of govern- 
ment that suits them, and not us. The idea appears to prevail, 
and to flow from such arguments as those addressed by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada to the Senate, that we are the grand apostles of 
freedom and right, 

Mr. STEWART. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And we impose the yoke of tyranny upon 
other people, to ram down their throats our liberty and our ideas 
of government. Tyranny is tyranny, come from what source it 
may. Call it “‘benevolent assimilation,” call it anything you 
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please, the superimposed yoke of a foreign country upon an inde- 
pendent people is tyranny, and nothing else. 

Now, Mr. President, take the mask off of this bill and what does 
itmean? It means that Congress shall shirk behind its duty; it 
means that Congress shall sit down and allow what in the Con- 
stitution was never contemplated, the imperialism of a Cesar to 
rule us—just that sort of imperialism against which the good 
sense and the conservatism of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER} revolted. 

If we want to make war against the Filipinos, a war of extermi- 
nation, a war of absolute waste and destruction, let the Congress 
of the United States assume responsibility and carry that war to 
its bitter end. Weare not doing that in this instance. Under 
the pretext of preserving life and property and maintaining the 
authority of the flag of the United States, we transfer over into 
the hands of the Executive all the war-making power of this body: 
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whose object and purpose are to destroy the nationality of the Fili- 
pinos. 

I never have believed, I do not now believe, that it was either 
politic or constitutional to acquire those islands, and the more I 
reflect on it the more I am convinced that the most unwise, the 
most destructive, policy that this Republic can possibly pursue is 
to incorporate within itself, whether they are to be held as citizens 
or whether they are to be held as subjects without any rights 
under the Constitution, far-distant peoples of different language, 
different race, different traditions, and different surroundings and 
inheritances. My opinion is that the strength of these United 


| States, now powerful and compact, will be frittered and lost and 


and events and facts show that it is a war of extermination that | 


we are waging, not a war to put down a temporary uprising ora 
rebellion of a discontented and dissatisfied people. That is what 
it is, and that is all that it is. 

Sir, let us boldly assume the responsibility; let us say we do 
this thing: we declare this war; we carry it on: we vote for this 


subduing the Filipinos, instead of having a mask to cover it and | 
arguing that 100,000 men are necessary for a peace footing when | 


twenty-five or thirty thousand men have heretofore proved amply 
sufficient for the peace establishment of the United States. 


that some of them are wanted in Porto Rico; that some of them 
are wanted in Cuba. Why wanted in Cuba? Are we going to 
let go our relentless grasp upon that island, or are we going to 
hold that island in perpetual subjection? Is it the purpose of the 
United States to carry out faithfully and honorably the statement 
appended to the declaration of war, that the people of Cuba are 
and ought to be independent of us? 

Mr.STEWART. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louis- 
iana yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. 

Mr.STEWART. Idonot understand the Senator when he says 
that Congress is shirking responsibility, and that we have not 
come out boldly. I donot see how we could come out more boldly 
than we have. We ratified the treaty. After the Filipinos fired 
on our flag, Congress passed an appropriation to enable the Presi- 
deut to suppress the insurrection; we made it the duty of the 
President to do so when we acquired theterritory, and both Houses 
of Congress participated in buying it. It was then our territory. 
We could not declare war, because it was insurrection, and not 
war. The statutes of the United States imposed upon the Presi- 
dent the duty to put down the insurrection. We boldly imposed 
that duty upon him; and I do not see how we could be more bold 
than we were in doing that and in making the appropriations, 

Mr. CAFFERY. 1 decline to yield further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator fom Louisiana 
declines to yield further. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 
as he is getting the worst of it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ob, that sort of a quip has no effect upon any 
sensible argument. I yielded for a question. I did not want a 
repetition of the speech of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Once is quite sufficient for me. 

Mr. BACON. Too much. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Yes; alittle too much. 

Sir, I said, and I repeat, that the purposes of this bill are not dis- 
closed upon its face: they are masked. Talk about emergencies. 
What sort of emergencies, when there is not a man, woman, or 
child in the United States who does not know that the purpose of 
this bill and the purpose of the increase of the Army is for the 
waging of this war of extermination? That isa sufficient answer. 
Why not say so? Why not incorporate into the bill that this is 
for the purpose of allowing the President of the United States to 
Wage war until it is successful in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. President, I have been honestly opposed to this whole scheme 
of spoliating territories belonging to other peoples; and I pro- 
pounded to the Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER] a question, 
if the Congress of the United States did not adopt a similar reso- 
lution to the one he offered and had adopted in the declaration of 
war against Spain, whether or not he would then support this war 
of extermination in the Philippine Islands? I think his answer | 
was rather evasive. He answered by giving me the answer of 
Mr. Lincoln to the same question propounded to him after the 
close of the Mexican war. 

But, Mr. President, I have no sort of hesitation in saying that 
I will not only vote against this bill, which conceals its ulterior 
purpose that I have adverted to, but against any and all bills | 


I should think he would decline, 


{ Laughter. ] 


destroyed by being stretched out to the extremities of the earth 
to embrace peoples and territories foreign and altogether unas- 
similable to our institutions and to our people. 

| have just arrived in the Senate. I have not had time to dis- 
sect this bill; I have not read it; but I do say, Mr. President, that 
the proponents of this bill have shown no reason why the peace 
footing of the United States should be raised to 100,000men. They 
say it is 98,000; but in round numbers it is 100,000. 

As was remarked to me by a friend during the discussion of this 


1 | bill this morning, you may not, after having increased the Army 
Army bill for a specific purpose, the purpose of exterminating or | 


up to the maximum of 98,000, decrease the officers. You may de- 
crease the number of soldiers down to the minimum; but if this 
bill should pass and there should be, fortunately. no use for the 
employment of the maximum longer than for a brief period, you 


| would have a lot of officers without any enlisted men; you would 
The pretext is that some of these troops are wanted in Alaska; | 


have officers for a hundred thousand men, and you wouid have en- 
listed men to the extent of bat 54,000. All these incongruities in 
this bill, and perhaps more—that is an incongruity, and a great 
one—could be pointed out after an analysis of its contents. But 
the subject-matter of the bill itself to me is vicious in that it cov- 
ertly surrenders the war-making power to the President and 
throws the whole weight of responsibility upon Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. Hoar] to 
the amendment. 


Mr. CARTER. In the interest of orderly business, I suggest 


| that all amendments offered be laid over until the committee 


amendments shall have been disposed of. So far as the pending 
bill is concerned, I think that is proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent that the committee amendments may 
first receive the consideration of the Senate. Is there objection? 


| The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ioffera resolution which I send to the desk. 
There isa very interesting pamphletin my hands, ‘* Hearings before 
the Committee on Military Affairs,” full of instruction, largely 
composed of statements by Secretary Root, General Corbin, and 
other leaders. We have had 50 copies printed for the use of the 
committee, which is all that is allowed when a committee secures 
printing for its own use. Sol offer a resolution which provides 


| for the printing of a thousand additional copies. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
offers a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs are hereby authorized 
to have printed 1,000 extra copies of the hearings before that committee on 
Senate bill 4300. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent; and 
agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offer an amendment to the pending 
bill and to have it printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDEN = tempore. Without objection, it will be 
received, printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. BACON, I hope it may be read, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 31 and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 

Sec. 31. Any officer of the Army below the grade of brigadier-general, who 
served during the civil war, and whose name is now borne upon the official 
Register of the Army, and who heretofore has been or hereafter may be re- 
tired by reason of wounds received or disabilities incurredin the line of 
duty, oron accountofage, orafter thirty years’ active service, shall be placed 
upon the retired list of the Army with the rank and retired pay of one grade 
above that actually held by him at the time of his retirement: Provided, 


That this section shall not apply to any officer who received an advance of 
one grade atthe time of his retirement, nor to any officer who received an 


| advance of one grade at the time or since the date of his retirement by virtue 


of the provision of a special act of Congress. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be printed 


| and lie on the table. 


Mr. HAWLEY. It had better be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. TELLER, I do not want it referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. It is an amendment to the thirty-first section. 
Practically all there is of it is to give those people who retired 


_after thirty years’ service the same chance that you gave the 


others, 
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Mr. HALE. One grade higher? 

Mr. TELLER. Onegradehigher. I donot see why a man who 
served thirty years should not have it. This section says: 

This section shall apply to officers who have been retired on or since the 
lith day of Augast, 18¥8, but shall not apply to any officer whose service on 
the active list does not exceed thirty-five years. 

He is entitled to be retired when he has served thirty years. 
That is the question I wish to raise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
committee will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. In order not to interpose hereafter, I should like 
to have an order made that all amendments which have been 
offered or of which notice has been given shall be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An order has been made that 
they shall all be printed and lie on the tahle, That includes the 
one offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is an amendment of one word in line 
18, page 10, striking out ‘‘ bill” and inserting “ act.” 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, page 10, line 18, before the words 
‘‘the Army,” it is proposed to strike out “ bill” and insert “ act;” 
so as to read: 

That from and after the approval of this act the Army, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first amendment reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
in section 1, page 10, line 19, after the words ‘‘ United States,” to 
insert ‘‘including the existing organizations;” in line 20, after the 


The first amendment of the 


word ‘‘cavalry,” to strike out ‘‘a corps” and insert ‘12 regi- | 
** Department,” to strike | 


ments;” on page 11, line 2, afterthe wor 
out ‘‘an Engineer Corps” and insert ‘‘ a Corps of Engineers;” in 
line 6, to strike out ‘‘service detachment” and insert ‘‘ detach- 
ments;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘Academy,” to insert “Indian 
scouts as now authorized by law;” so as to make the section 
read: 


That from and after the approval of this act the Army of the United 
States, including the existing organizations, shall consist of 15 regiments of 
cavalry, 12 regiments of artillery, 30 regiments of infantry, 1 lieutenant- 
general, 6 major-generals, 15 brigadier-generals, an Adjutant-General’s De- 
sartment, an Inspector-General’s Department, a Judge-Advocate-General's 

epartment, a Quartermaster’s Department, a Subsistence Department, a 
Medical Department, a Pay Department, a Corps of Engineers,an Ordnance 
Department, a Signal Corps, the officers of the Record and Pension Office, 
the chaplains, the officers and enlisted men of the Army on the retired list, 
the professors, corps of cadets, the Army detachments and band at the 
United States Military Academy, Indian scouts as now authorized by law, 
and such other officers and enlisted men as mr hereinafter be provided for: 
Provided, That when a vacancy shall occur through death, retirement, or 
other separation from active service in the office of storekeeper, now pro- 
vided for by law in the Quartermaster’s Department and Ordnance Depart- 
ment, respectively, said office shall cease to exist. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, section 2, line 22, after the 
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word ‘* provided,” to strike out ‘‘three captains shall be available | 


for detail as adjutant, quartermaster, and commissary, and three 
first lieutenants shall be available for detail as squadron adjutants, 


ron quartermasters and commissaries ” and insert ‘‘ the captains 
and lieutenants not required for duty with the troops shall be 
available for details as regimental and squadron staff officers and 
such other detail as may be authorized by law or regulations;” so 
as to read: 

Of the officers herein provided the captains and lieutenants not required 
for duty with the troops shall be available for detail as regimental and 
squadron staff officers and such other details as may be authorized by law or 
regulations. 

The amendment was agreed to. — ; 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, in the follow- 
ing words: 


Sec. 3. That the regimental organization of the artillery arm of the United 


States Army is hereby discontinued, and that arm is constituted and desig- | 


nated as the Artillery Corps. It shall be organized as hereinafter specified, 
and shall belong to the line of the Army. 

Mr. BACON, I understand the bill is now in the Senate, and 
this is the final action? 

The PRESIDENT gs tempore. The bill is in the Senate. 

Mr, BACON, And this is the final action? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon these amendments. 

Mr. BACON. Upon these amendments. 
tor in charge of the bil! that possibly while it may be very well to 
go on with the minor amendments, such ascan be acted upon—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not hear the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. I was simply saying that as this is the final ac- 
tion of the Senate upon these amendments, the bill being in the 
Senateand not asin Committee of the Whole, whileit may be proper 
to go on with the formal amendments, such as we have already 
acted upon, we should pass over an amendment like this, which 
is not a formal amendment. I do not myself know of any objec- 
tion to it, but before we get through it may be developed that this 
which relates to the constitution, the very framework of the Army, 


XXXIV—35 





I suggest to the Sena- | 
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may become a very important matter of consideration. I under- 
stood the purpose was now to goon simply with the formal amend- 
ments. Thisis not a formal amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator wish to have this remain 
open for the present? 

Mr. BACON. I do not wish to be understood as having any 
special objection to it. It seems to me to belong toa class of 


| amendments different from those on which we have been acting. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 
sider, 

Mr. BACON, That will be sufficient, if it is the understanding 
that at any time before the final vote such a motion can be entered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall not object at any time. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator simply speaks of what will be his 


It will always be open to a motion to recon- 


| personal course in the matter, but unless that is clearly under- 


stood 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about it. 
reconsider can be made at any time. 

Mr. BACON, At any time within two days. 
than two days. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
reconsider. 

Mr. BACON. With that understanding, all right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. After these amendments are-all passed 
upon, is not the bill subject to amendment or any of the amend- 
ments that remain in the bill subject to, amendment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is this the final action? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not understand 
the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. After we have gone all over these amend- 
ments and disposed of them, is not the bill or any portion of the 
amendments open to amendment? 

Mr. HALE. How can an amendment be amended that the Sen- 
ate has adopted? The infirmity of the situation, if there is any 
infirmity in it, is that we are not in Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Withan after opportunity of action in the Senate. 
It not being an original bill, but an amendment, we are consider- 
ing matters in the Senate. The only relief from any action the 
Senate has taken now is in a motion at any time to reconsider, or 
a Senator, as an amendment is reached, if he isnot ready to have 
it acted upon, may ask the chairman of the committee that the 
amendment be reserved and not acted upon. But after we have 
acted upon it in the Senate it is irrevocable unless we reconsider. 
It seems to me that is the parliamentary law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then it seems to me that as we go along 





A motion to 
It may be more 


I certainly shall not object to a motion to 


| we ought to take up the amendments which have been offered. 


There are a great many amendments pending here. There are 
Senators who wish to offer furtheramendments. Theotheramend- 
ments should be considered in connection with these. 

Mr. BERRY. I would suggest, in view of the peculiar atti- 


and three second lieutenants shall be available for duty as squad- | ttde of this bill, it being already in the Senate and not in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, that, by ananimous consent, we let the coin- 
mittee perfect the bill in the way in which they desire it, with a 
unanimous-consent understanding that it shall still be open to 
any amendment, notwithstanding amendments have been agreed 
to. Itcan be done by unanimous consent h that way. I think 
that is a fair way to do it, in view of the peculiar condition. Let 
the committee perfect the bill in the shape they want it, and then 
let it be subject, by unanimous consent, to any amendment that 
may thereafter be offered. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that is very fair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent that after the committee has perfected 
the bill by their amendments, all amendments may still be 
to further amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have substantially, so far as I am concerned, 
agreed to that by saying that I shall at any time yield toa motion 
to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


open 


There is no objection, and it 


| is so ordered. 


Mr. TELLER. These amendments of the committee indicate a 
difference—— 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Have we a right, speaking parliamentarily, to propos 
an amendment to a bill after it is in the Senate, without havin 
given previous notice? That has been the ruling heretofore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has a right by 
unanimous consent to do almost gnything. 

Mr. BATE. I understand that. 1 ask in view of the amend- 
ments already putin here. The bill is in the Senate, and, without 
nee ees notice, will amendments be in order? 

Mr. HOAR. You do not have to give notice. 

Mr. BERRY. No such notice is necessary. 

Mr. BATE, That is the question I put to the Chair. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would recognize 
aliy Senator at any time to offer any amendment germane to the 
bill. 

Mr. BATE. Is it not the custom and the parliamentary law 
also when a bill is in the Senate that no amendment can be offered 
without having given such notice? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No. 
ognize any such rule, 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the committee to | 
the large number of sections they propose to strike out, which, I 
suppose, section 3 is intended to take the place of. There seems 
to be a difference of opinion between the House and the Senate 
committee as to the character of the organization. Iam not suffi- 
ciently advised as to what that difference is, and I wish some Sen- | 
ator on the committee to explain what the difference is between | 
the House and the Senate committees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They abandoned the old regimental organiza- 
tion of the artillery. 

Mr. TELLER. They abandoned the present system? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The present system, and consolidated it all in | 
one grand corps. 

Mr. TELLER. Under the House bill all the artillery would be | 
practically made into one body? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; a loose body of single regiments, single 
batteries. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
abolish the existing 
teries in one corps. We did not like it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is a matter of detail as to which I would | 
not, of course, feel competent to speak. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Wesimply stand by the existing organization. 

Mr. TELLER. Has there been any particular complaint in 
military circles of the existing order of things? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not that I know of. This thing came like a 
surprise. So we just fell back upon the old organization. It is 
good enough for anybody. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thequestion is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment to strike out section 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
to strike out sections 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, in the following words: 


Sec. 4. That the artillery corps shall comprise two branches—the coast 
artillery and the field artillery. The coast artillery is defined as that por- 
tion charged with the care and use of the fixed and movable elements of 
land and coast fortifications, including the submarine mine and torpedo 
defenses; and the field artillery as that portion accompanying an army in 
the field, and including field and light artillery proper, horse artillery, siege 
artillery, mountain artillery, and also machine-gun batteries: Provided, That 
this shali not be construed to limit the authority of the Secretary of War to 
order ccast artillery to any duty which the public service demands or to 
prevent the use of machine or other field guns by any other arm of the serv- 
ice under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 5. That all officers of artillery shall be placed on one list, in pompest 
to promotion, accordiug to seniority in their several grades, and shall be 
assigned to coast or to field artillery according to their special aptitude for 
the respective services. 

Sec. 6. That the artillery corps shall consist of an inspector of artillery, 
who shall be selected and detailed bythe President from the colonels of 
artillery, to serve on the staff of the general officer commanding the Army, 
and whose duties shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War; 14 colonels, 
one of whom shall be the inspector of the artillery; 13 lieutenant-colonels, 
39 majors, 182 captains, 198 first lieutenants, 192 second lieutenants; and the 
captains and lieutenants provided for in this section not required for duty 
with batteries or companies shall be available for duty as staff officers of the 
various artillery garrisons and such other details as may be authorized by 
law and regulations; 21 sergeants-major with the rank, pay, and allowances 
of regimental sergeants-major of infantry; 27 sergeants-major with the 
rank, pay,and allowances of battalion sergeants-major of infantry; 1 electri- 
cian sergeant to each coast artillery post having electrical sopenpees: 30 bat- 
teries of field artillery, 126 batteries of coast artillery, and 10 bands organized 
as now authorized by law for artillery regiments: Provided, That the aggre- 
gate number of enlisted men for the artillery, as provided under this act, 
shall not exceed 18,920, exclusive of electrician sergeants. 

Sec. 7. That each company of coast artillery shall be organized as is now 
prescribed by law for a battery of artillery: Provided, at the enlisted 
strength of any company may be fixed, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, according to the requirements of the service to which it may be as- 
signed: And provided, That first-class a shall receive $2 a month and 
second-class gunners $1 per month in addition to their pay. 

nc. 8 That each battery of field artillery shall be organized as is now 
prescribed by law, and the enlisted strength thereof shall be fixed under the 
direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as section 3 the following: 


Sec. 3. That each regiment of artillery shall consist of 1 colonel, 1 lieuten- 
ant-colonel, 3 majors, 17 captains, 17 first lieutenants, and 17 second lieutenants; 
1 veterinarian, 1 sergeant-major, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 1 commissary- 
sergeant, with rank, pay, and allowances of commissary-sergeants of in- 
fantry; 3 battalion sergeants-major, 2 color sergeants, with the rank, pay, 
and allowances of battalion sergeants-major; 1 band and 12 companies of foot 
artillery, which may be organized into 3 battalions of 4 companies each, and 
2 field batteries. Of the officers herein provided the captains and lieutenants 
not required for duty with the companies and batteries shall be available 
for detail as regimental and battalion staff officers and such other details as 
may be authorized by law and regulations. Battalion adjutants shall receive 
$1,800 per annum and the allowances of first lieutenant, mounted. Each 
artillery band shall be organized as now a by law. Each company of 
foot artillery shall consist of 1 captain, 1 first lieutenant, 1 second lieutenant, 


The Chair does not rec- | 





Not into regiments? 
I do not know about that. They proposed to 
regiments of artillery and organize the bat- | 
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to be assigned from among the officers hereinbefore authorized; 1 first ser- 
geant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 8 sergeants, 12 corporals, 2 musicians, 2 
mechanics, 2 cooks, and 52 privates. Each battery of field artillery shall 
consist of 1 captain, 1 first heutenant, 2 second lieutenants, to be assigned 
from among the officers hereinbefore authorized; 1 first sergeant, 1 stable 
sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 6 sergeants, 12 corporals, 4 artificers, 2 
musicians, 2 cooks, and 51 privates: Provided, That the President, in his dis- 
cretion, may increase tbe number of privates in any company of foot artillery 
to 85, and the number of privates in any battery of field artillery to 133, but 
the total number of enlisted men authorized for the whole Army shall not 
at any time be exceeded: And provided, That the enlisted strength of each 
company of foot artillery or battery of field artillery may be fixed under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, according to the requirements of the serv- 
ice to which it may be assigned: And provided further, That in cases of emer- 
gency companies of foot artillery may be employed as field artillery. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The committee desire to strike out, beginning 
with the word ‘‘ battalion,” in line 23, on page 15, the words: 


Battalion adjatants shal( receive $1,800 per annum and the allowances of 
first-lieutenant, mounted. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


When any artillery regiment ig organized in battalionsand during the con- 
tinuance of such organizations tne battalion staff officers shall receive the 


| same pay and allowances herein authorized for those of infantry regiments. 


Mr. BACON. I desire to say to the Senator that I shall propose 
an amendment to this section, I understand we are now on sec- 
tion 3. Am I correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Section 3. 

Mr. BACON. I intend to propose an amendment to the section, 
and I do not desire that anything shall be done which shall in any 
manner interfere with the proper consideration and action thereof 
by the Senate. I desire to move to strike out part of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-consent 
agreement the right will be with the Senator at any time to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. BACON. So that the action upon it at this time will not 
interfere with the amendment which I propose to strike that out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not. 

Mr. BACON. And also a few other sections similarly situated? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be modi- 
fied, as indicated by the Senator from Connecticut. Thequestion 
is on agreeing to the amendment to insert as section 3 what has 
been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
to insert as section 4 the following: 

Sec. 4. That the President is authorized, in his discretion, to arm and equip 
the field artillery as light artillery, horse artillery, siege artillery, or moun- 
tain artillery, or with any field or machine guns which are, or may be here- 
after,adopted by the War Department as suitable forsuch service: Provided, 
That the number of electrician sergeants shall be as now authorized by law: 
And provided, That first-class gunners shall receive $2 per month, and sec- 
ond-class gunners $1 per month, in addition to their pay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, section 9 
will be renumbered section 5 and section 10 will be renumbered 
section 6. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Inline 12 of new section 5, the words ‘in this 
bill,” after the words ‘‘total number provided for,” should be 
stricken out. They are mere surplusage. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In new section 5, line 12, page 17, after the 
words ‘‘ provided for,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘in this bill.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Also in newsection 5, line 17, I move to strike 
out the words ‘*‘ length of service as commissioned officers” and 
insert ‘‘ date of commission.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
section 5: 


Second lieutenants of infantry or cavalry may, in the discretion of the 
President, be transferred to the artillery arm, taking rank therein accord- 
ing to date of commission, and such transfers shall be subject to approval b 
a board of artillery officers appointed to pass upon the capacity of such offi- 
cers for artillery service. 

It seems to me a little incongruous to authorize the President 
to perform an act of that kind and make it subject to the ap- 

roval of some subordinates. It is not a consistent thing to do. 
think we should leave the President to determine for himself 
whether they are capable of discharging the duties in the artil- 
ae aeeseR. That is rather an awkward provision to put in 
a bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, I think the pro- 
vision is only the ordinary one for an examination required for 
prometionsin the Army. The board passes upon the capacity of 
such officers for artillery service. 

Mr. TELLER. i oe this is a regulation of the War De- 
partment and that the President can transfer these people with- 
out our authority? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; not from one corps to another. 

Mr. TELLER. Hecan not? But he can promote? 


Section 3. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. They are commissioned ina particular corps— 
the artillery, infantry, or cavalry. He can not transfer. 

Mr. TELLER. He can not make anything else of them? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
in section 6, line 6, page 18, to strike out: 


Three captains shall be available for detail as adjutant, quartermaster, and 
commissary, and three first lieutenants shall be available for detail as bat- 
talion adjutants, and three second lieutenants shall be available for duty as 
battalion quartermasters and commissaries. 

And to insert: 


The captains and lieutenants not required for duty with the companies 
shall be available for detail as regimental and battalion staff officers and 
such other details as may be authorized by law or regulations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on ths same page, line 23, after the 
words ‘‘ forty-eight privates,” to insert ‘‘ the commissioned officers 
to be assigned from those hereinbefore authorized.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On the same page, lines 16 and 18, the word 
“lieutenant” should be plural. Add the ‘‘s” in each case. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. That modification will be made. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, to renumber section 11 
s0 as to read ‘‘section 7.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, to renumber section 12, 
so as to stand as section 8. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I offer from the committee an amendment. I 
move to add at the end of the new section 7 the following: 

Provided, That officers detailed from the Corps of Engineers to serve as 
battalion adjutants, battalion quartermasters, and commissaries shall, while 
s0 serving, receive the pay and allowances herein authorized for battalion 
staff officers of infantry regiments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
on page 20, line 1, at the beginning of the line, to insert the word 
‘‘ artillery.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 1, to strike out ‘“‘ and 
twelve for the Corps of Artillery;” so as to read: 


Sec. 8. That the President is authorized to appoint, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, chaplains in the Army, at the rate of one for 


each regiment of cavalry, artillery, and infantry in the United States serv- | 


ice, with the rank, pay, and allowances of captains of infantry. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 10, page 20, after the word | 


‘‘regiments,” to strike out the words ‘‘or to the Corps of Artil- 
lery;” so as to read: 

And eroetend, That the office of post chaplain is abolished, and the officers 
now holding commissions as chaplains, or who may hereafter be appointed 
chaplains, shall be assigned to regiments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. In line 5, page 20, the word “thirty-five” be- 
fore ‘‘ years” should be stricken out and ‘‘forty” inserted. That 
is a committee amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, line 5, strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” 
and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to read: 

Provided, That no person shall be appointed a chaplain in the Regular 
Army who shall have passed the age of 40 years, nor until he shall have estab 
lished his fitness as required by existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, torenumber section 13 so 
as to stand as section 9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 19, to strike out the 
word ‘‘active;” so as to read: 

Sec. 9. That the Adjutant-General’s Department shall consist of one Adju- 
tant-General with the rank of major-general during the service of the present 
incumbent of the office and with the rank of brigadier-general thereafter, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, to renumber section 14 
so as to stand as section 10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to renumber section 15 so as to stand 
as section 11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have a committee amendment, which I offer 
to section 14, new section 10, line 5. I move tostrike out “‘ three” 
and insert ‘‘four;” in the same line to add the word ‘‘ general” 
after the word ‘“‘inspectors;” in line 6, after ‘ inspectors,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ general;” in the same line to strike out “‘ nine” and insert 
* eight;” and in line 7, after “inspectors,” to insert ‘‘ general;” so 
as to read: 

Four inspectors-general with the rank of colonel, 4 inspectors-general with 
bw ae of lieutenant-colonel, and 8 inspectors-general with the rank of 

or, 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is an amendment to be voted upon nom- 
inally. It isthe insertion of the word ‘‘ general” in lines 5, 6, 








| to. 


” 


and 7, and the insertion of the word ‘‘ four” in place of ‘‘ three 
in line 5, and the word ‘‘eight” in place of ‘‘ nine” in iine 6, so 
that it will read: 

That the Inspector-General’s Department shall consist of 1 Inspector-Gen- 
eral with the rank of brigadier-general, 4 inspectors-general with the rank 
of colonel, 4 inspectors-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and 8 in- 
spectors-general with the rank of major. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 21, section 11, line 19, after the word 
‘*one,” I move to insert the word “ acting,” and on the same page, 
in line 22, after the words ‘‘ according to,” I move to strike out 
‘**the rules of;” so that it will read ‘‘ according to seniority.” 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 19, after the word ‘‘ one,” in- 
sert the word “ acting,” and on the same page, line 22, strike out 
the words ‘the rules of,” and on page 22, line 3, strike out the 
word ‘ hereafter” and insert ‘‘ thereafter;” so as to make the 
amendment of the committee, as modified, read: 


Sec. ll. That the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department shall consist of 
1 Judge-Advocate-General with the rank of brigadier-general, 2 judge- 
advocates with the rank of colonel, 3 judge-advocates with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, 6 judge-advocates with the rank of major, and for 
each geographical department or tactical division of troops not provided 
with a judge-advocate from the list of officers holding permanent commis- 
sions in the Judge-Advocate-General's Department 1 acting judge-advocate 
with the rank, pay. and allowances of captain, mounted. Promotions to va- 
cancies above the grade of major, created or caused by this act, shall be 
made, according to seniority, from officers now holding commissions in the 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. Vacancies created or caused by 
this act in the grade of major may be filled by appointment of officers hold- 
ing commissions as judge advocate of volunteers since April 21, 1808. Vacan- 
cies which may occur thereafter in the grade of major inthe Judge-Advocate- 
General's Department shall be filled by selection of officers of the line. 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
Mr. PROCTOR. In line 4 of the same section, page 22, I move 
to strike out the word *‘ selection” and insert the words ‘‘ the ap- 


| pointment;” so as to read ‘‘shall be filled by the appointment of 


officers of the line.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
in line 5, page 22, after the word ‘‘ line,” to insert: 

Or of persons who have satisfactorily served as judge advocates of volun- 
teers since April 21, 1808, and whose age at the date of appointment shall not 
exceed 40 years. 

Mr. BACON. Whatis the amendment? I see the amendment 
printed in roman text that the committee originally suggested. 
What is the amendment which the Senator from Vermont now 
offers to that? 

The SECRETARY. 
pointment.” 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon; that is a matter of form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment was agreed 
The question now is on the amendment of the committee, 
which has just been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, I offer an amendment. 
I move to strike out: 

Vacanciesin the grade of captain in the Judge-Advocate-General’s Depart- 
ment shall be filled by detail from the line of the Army of officers of the grade 
of captain or first lieutenant. 


And to insert: 


Acting judge-advocates provided for herein shall be detailed from officers 
of the grades of captain or first lieutenant of the line of the Army. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The words following should read ‘‘ who while 
so serving.” 

The SECRETARY. And strike out the word “ and.” 

Mr. CARTER. The word “and” is all right. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 12 strikeout ‘‘ and” andinsert ‘‘ who.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
so as to stand as section 12, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 21, on page 22, to strike out, 
after the word ‘*‘ brigadier-general,” the word ‘‘ seven” and insert 
‘*six;” in line 23, to strike out ‘‘eleven” and insert “‘ nine;” in 
line 23, to strike out ‘‘ twenty-eight” and insert ‘‘ eighteen,” and 
in line 24, to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two” and insert “ fifty-four;” so 
as to read: 

Sec. 12. That the Quartermaster’s Department shall consist of 1 Quarter- 
master-General with the rank of brigadier-general, 6 quartermasters with 
the rank of colonel, 9 quartermasters with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 18 
quartermasters with the rank of major, 54 quartermasters with the rank of 
captain, mounted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 8, after the words 
‘‘eighteen hundred and ninety-eight,” to insert ‘‘and whose age at 
the date of appointment shall not exceed 40 years;” so as to make 
the proviso read: 

Provided, That all vacancies in the grade of colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and 
major created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion accord- 


ing to seniority, as now prescribed by law. That to fill vacancies in the 
grade of captain created by this act in the Quartermaster'’s Department 


, 


To strike out “selection” and insert ‘‘ap- 


99 


On page 22, line 9, 


99 


wy 


to renumber section 16, 








the President is authorized to appoint officers of volunteers commissioned 
since April 21,1898, and whose age at the date of appointment shall not exceed 
40 year: 


The amendment was agreed to. 







as to stand as section 13. 
The amendment was agreed to. 









line 16, after the words ‘‘commissary sergeants,” to insert ‘‘ now 


of appointment shall not exceed 40 years;” so as to read: 


Sec. 13. That the Subsistence Department shall consist of 1 Commissary- 
General with the rank of brigadier-general, 3 commissaries with the rank of 
colonel, 4 commissaries with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 9 commissaries 
with the rank of major, 27 commissaries with the rank of captain, mounted, 
and the number of commissary-sergeants now authorized by law. who shall 
bereafter be known as post commissary-sergeants: Provided, That all va 
cancies in the grades of colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and major, created or 
caused by this section, shall be filled by promotion, accordirgz to seniority, as 
now prescribed by law. That to fill vacancies in the grade of captain, created 










age at the date of appointment shall not exceed 40 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In line 7 of that page I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘officers of volunteers commissioned since” and insert 
‘*persons who have served as volunteers subsequent to.” 

Mr. SPOONER. How will it read then? 

The SecRETARY. On page 23, line 7, strike out the words “‘ offi- 
cers of volunteers commissioned since” and insert in lieu thereof 
‘*persons who have served as volunteers subsequent to;” so as to 
read: 
















That to fill vacancies in the grade of captain created by this actin the 
Quartermaster's Department the President is authorized to appoint persons 
who have served as volunteers subsequent to April 21, 1898, and whose age 
at the date of appointment shall not exceed 40 years. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator who has pre- 
pared these amendments if he understands that under the section 
as proposed to be amended an officer who went out of service after 
April 21, 1898, is eligible to appointment by the President if of 
proper age and requisite capacity? 

Mr. PROCTOR, Certainly; persons who have served as volun- 
teers subsequent to April 21, 1898, no matter when they went out. 





















10usly served? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It does not mean that. If they have been in 
the service, it does not matter whether they are in it still or not. 

Mr. KENNEY. May I ask the Senator from Vermont a ques- 
tion? Would an officer who had served in the Volunteer Army 
since April 21, 1898, and who has been discharged and is not now 
in the Army, be eligible to appointment under the provision of the 
bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. That was my question. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That was the purpose of the amendment, and 
I think it is clearly expressed. It includes any officer or enlisted 
man who has served. 

Mr. SPOONER. Might not that be construed as involving « 
continuous service? 

Mr. SEWELL. We discussed that point in the committee and 
thought not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know, but this is to be enacted, I suppose, 
into law, and theopinion of the committee might not be the opinion 
of the administrative department. Would there be any objection 
to making it clear as to one who had at any time served as an ofii- 
cer of volunteers? 































‘* who have at any time.” 
Mr. SPOONER. All right. 









or the chairman of the committee to tell me if there is a provision 
in the bill anywhere which permits privates or sergeants or any- 
body else now serving to be examined and appointed as lieutenants 
the same as in the Regular Army, or is that provision stricken out? 
Mr. SEWELL. That is the provision of law now. 
Mr, TILLMAN. But this supersedes all previous laws, does it 
not? 












regulars 

Mr. TILLMAN. These will be regulars, I imagine, when we 
get through with it. 

Mr. BACON. 
tion for commission in the Regular Army is limited to private 
soldiers in the regular service and does not embrace the 35,000 
private soldiers who are in the volunteer service. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I simply wanted to have it understood. 

Mr. PROCTOR. We will reach later the provision in regard 
to thnt matter, and I think the Senator will find it satisfactory. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, in 
order that they may be printed I desire to submit some amend- 
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The next amendment was, on page 23, to renumber section 17 so | 


The next amendment was, on page 23, line 15, to strike out the | 
words ‘‘one hundred and fifty” and insert ‘‘ the number of;” in | 


authorized by law;” and in line 24, after the words ‘‘eighteen | 
hundred and ninety-eight,” to insert ‘‘and whose age at the date | 


by this act, in the Subsistence Department, the President is authorized to | © 
appoint officers of volunteers, commissioned since April 21, 1898, and whose | 


Mr. SPOONER, It does not mean that they must have contin- | 


Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to inserting the words 


Mr. TILLMAN. I should like toask the Senator from Vermont | 


Mr. BACON. The provision of law now relates only to the | 


The eligibility of a private soldier to examina- | 
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ments which I shall propose. I ask that they may be read and 
| printed, in order that the Senate may have an opportunity to see 
them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
submits amendments, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendments intended to be proposed by 
Mr. Bacon, as follows: 

On page 12, in section 2, beginning in line 17, strike out the following: 

Provided, That the President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8, and the number of privates to 76.” 

Second. On page 16, section 3, beginning in line 1, strike out the following: 

“Provided, That tho President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of privates in any company of foot artillery to 85,and the number of privates 
in any battery of field artillery to 133." 

And in the same section, beginning in line 17, strike out the following: 

“And provided, That the enlisted strength of each company of foot artil- 
| lery or battery of field artillery may be fixed under the direction of the Sec- 


retary of oe according to the requirements of the service to which it may 
be assigned.” 


Third. On pages 18 and 19, section 6, beginning in line 25 of page 18, strike 
out the following: 


“Provided, That the, President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of sergeants in any company of infantry to 6, the number of corporals to 10, 
nd the number of privates to 127.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
| printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In compliance with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, the amendment on page 23, line 7, should 
read ‘‘ persons who have at any time served as volunteers subse- 
quent to,” striking out the words “ officers of volunteers commis- 
sioned since.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is this a proposition to amend the com- 
mittee amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is an amendment accepted by the commit- 
tee and offered by the committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. When was it accepted by the committee? 
Was it accepted just now? Who is the committee? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator can look intothe Directory. The 
amendment was agreed toat a meeting of the committee regularly, 
Also, in line 23, page 23, section 13, I move to strike out—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know how this amend- 
ment affects men now in the service. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Chair will hear this amendment I will 
reply to the Senator’s question. In line 23, I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘ officers of volunteers commissioned since” and insert 
the same words as above. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 23, strike out ‘‘officers of 
volunteers commissioned since” and insert in lieu thereof “ per- 
sons who have at any time served as volunteers subsequent to,” 
so as to read: 

That to fill vacancies in the grade of captain, created by this act, in the 
Subsistence Department, the President is authorized to appoint persons who 
have at any time served as volunteers subsequent to April 21, 1898, and whose 

| age at the date of appointment shal! not exceed forty years. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, Ishould like to know the purpose of 
this change, and who is affected by it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I made the suggestion. I was afraid that the 
language of the section as reported by the committee would be 
construed to require a limit in the appointment to men who had 
continuously served, and I want to leave it open so that any man 
who served after the beginning of the Spanish-American war, 
although not continuously, and who is of requisite capacity and 
the proper age would be eligible to appointment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know how many people 
this would affect and who they are. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would affect everyone who is in the Army 
and would not limit it to men who have continuously served. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thatis, if he had been in but a week? 

Mr, SPOONER. That would not make any difference. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It would not limit it to officers, It opens it 
to enlisted men. 

Mr. SPOONER. As it stands, without amendment, if a man 
had been in but a month he would be eligible to appointment and 
a man who has been in for a year might not be eligible. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply wanted to know the names of 
the parties, that isall. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thereare no names, sofarasI know. I have 
no candidates. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator can take the muster rolls, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendments proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
on page 24, to renumber section 18 so as to stand as section 14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 24, line 16, section 14, I move to strike 
out the following: 

That nothing in this section shall change the relative rank for subsequent 
promotion of medical officers as arranged by results of competitive examina- 
tion. 

And insert the slip I have given the Secretary. 
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1901. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 24, section 14, line 16, strike out the 
words: ; 

That nothing in this section shall change the relative rank for subsequent 
promotion of medical officers asarranged by results of competitive examina- 
tion. 


And insert: 

That nothing in this section shall affect the relative rank for promotion of 
any assistant surgeon now in the service or who may be hereafter appointed 
therein as determined by the date of his appointment or commission and as 
fixed in accordance with existing law and regulations. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know the reason for this 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


change. Of course if the committee have not perfected their bill | 


it had better be recommitted and let them fix it up and let us have 
a report with regard to all these matters; or if it is being changed 
to cover special cases we ought to know that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Alli these amendments were fully considered 
and agreed to by the committee at a regular meeting. This 
amendment was proposed by the Surgeon-General to prevent em- 
barrassment and question about the rank. It is an old question 
that was considered before I came to the Department or to the 
Senate. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKREL1] wasentirely 
familiar with an old controversy in the Medical Corps about rank, 
which was finally settled by Congress, and he earnestly approved 
of this amendment, as it would prevent a reopening of that old 
difference, which he feared might come under the bill as it stood. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, to renumber section 19, 
so as to stand as section 15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 15, page 26, line 10, to strike 
out the word ‘‘and” and insert “who shall be a graduate of a 
hospital training school having a course of instruction of not less 
than two years;’ so as to read: 


So. 15. That the Nurse Corps (female) shall consist of 1 Superintendent, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of War, who shall be a graduute of a hospi- 
tal training school having a course of instruction of not less than two years, 
whose term of office may be terminated at his discretion, whose compensa- 
tion shall be $1,800 per annum, and of as many chief nurses, nurses, and 
reserve nurses as may be needed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 27, to strike out section 20 in | 


the following words: 

Sec. 20. That the Veterinary Corps shall consist of— 

A Chief Veterinarian with the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel, 
United States Army. : ¢ 

An assistant chief veterinarian with the rank, pay, and allowances of a 
major, United States Army, to be promoted in 1%, after competitive satis- 
factory examination, from the grade of veterinarian and captain. 

Four veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a captain of 
cavalry, to be promoted in 1%, after competitive satisfactory examination, 
from the grade of assistant veterinarian and first lieutenant. 

Ten assistant veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a first 
lieutenant of cavalry, to be promoted, after satisfactory examination, from 
the grade of assistant veterinarian and second lieutenant after one year's 
service in this grade. ; 

Twenty assistant veterinarians with the rank, pay, and allowances of a 
second lieutenant of cavalry, to be appointed after satisfactory examination: 
Provided, That these twenty positions shall include the veterinarians, first 
class, provided for in the act of March 2, 1509, who have passed satisfactory 
examinations, and also the six veterinarians. second class, who are now em- 
ployed in the Army under said act of March 2, 1899. 

All rules and regulations governing the Veterinary Corps shall be made 
by the Secretary of War, and the Chief Veterinarian shall report directly to 
that officer. ; 

For pay of officers of the Veterinary Corps, $33,500. 

Mr. KENNEY. I desire to ask the Senate to disagree to the 
committee amendment, and I ask the Chair whether I shall raise 
the question now or whether the bill should be first perfected, so 
that I may raise the question to-morrow or when the bill has been 
perfected? 

Mr. LODGE. That can be passed over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be passed over. I should think that 
would be the better course. 

Mr. KENNEY. Let the amendment bepassedover. That can 
be done under the unanimous agreement we had. 

Mr. SEWELL. We ought to perfect the committee amend- 
ments first. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is a committee amendment. 


> . . : . | 
Mr. President, I rose to make an inquiry of some member of the | 
committee concerning section 15, which creates a nurse corps in | 


the Army, and to ask whether it is in accordance with provisions 
in other armies or whether it is an entirely new departure in the 
matter of legislation? 

Mr. SEWELL. I cananswerthe Senator. We have examined 
the Surgeon-General on that point. This is what they have in 
the Army to-day absolutely. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Surgeon-General agreed to it fully and 
frankly. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is the same we have to-day in the Army 
with the exception of one principal nurse who is provided for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from New Jersey, who 
seems to be familiar with this matter, whether there are now 
chief nurses who are provided? There seem to be a superintend- 
ent, chief nurses, nurses, and reserve nurses, 











Mr. SEWELL. There are chief nurses to all hospitals. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator further whether 
the concluding lines of the section are now matters of law, that 
‘‘they may be granted leaves of absence for thirty days, with 
pay. for each calendar year.” 

Mr. SEWELL. I think they are not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. “And, when serving as chief nurses, their 
pay may be increased by authority of the Secretary of War, such 
increase not to exceed $25 per month.” Is that the law? 

Mr. SEWELL. I think that is the custom now, but the thirty 
days’ leave is not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not at all familiar 
with military matters, but it seems to me that this is a pretty 
complicated provision in the matter of establishing a nurse corps 
forthe Army. For instance,I can not see for the life of me why, 
when there is a superintendent at a large salary, we should then 
proceed to provide for chief nurses and for nurses and reserve 
nurses, and then make a further provision that the chief nurses 
may be granted, at the discretion of the Secretary of War, $25 a 
month more than the other nurses. I do not imagine there is 
going to be any difference in the duties to be performed by those 
nurses. [can not, for the life of me, understand why this large 
distinction should be made with reference to the emoluments of 
the two classes of nurses. Perhaps it can be explained. 

Mr. SEWELL. In all our great hospitals we havea chief nurse, 
who gets more pay than the ordinary nurses. It is the custom in 
all branches of business that the head of a concern gets more pay 
than others, as he has more responsibility. The superintendent 
nurse is here in the office of the Surgeon-General in Washington, 
but the chief nurses may be at Fortress Monroe or at Manila, or 
they may be at any other place where we have a large army; and 
they get more pay. I asked the Surgeon-General if this made any 
discrimination in the pay, and he said ‘‘ No; that it is what they 
are being paid now.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Surgeon-General say he pays cer- 
tain classes of nurses $25 a month more than other nurses? 

Mr. SEWELL. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I do not see the necessity of having 
this provision here; but I shall let the matter rest, inasmuch as, 
under the unanimous-consent agreement, I shall have the right to 
makeany motion concerning this matter, or to offeran amendment 
at a subsequent period of consideration. So I will say nothing 
further to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. KENNEY] has asked that section 20, relating to the veterinary 
corps, shall be passed over for the present. 

Mr. KENNEY. There was a unanimous-consent agreement 
that that portion of the bill should be passed over. 

Mr. CARTER, That request should likewise include section 16 
of the substitute, which refers to the same subject-matter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The entire sections relating to 
the veterinary corps. Is there objection to their being passed 
over for the present? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ishouid like to beinformed why it is thatin the 
provisions for the Adjutant-General’s Department and for the [n- 
spector-General’s Department there is no latitude given whereby 
any who had served in the volunteers might enter in the lower 
grades, as is provided in the other departments, the Judge-Advo- 
cate-General’s Department, and the Quartermaster and Subsistence 
departments, and the like. I should like to know why the in- 
spector-General’s Department does not have the like provision. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should say as to the Inspector-General’s De- 
partment that, as now constituted by law, the President is required 
to appoint the majors, that being the lowest grade in the depuart- 
ment, from captains of the line. We have not changedit. The 
War Department did not wantit changed. The Secretary of War 
is in favor of this measure. The Inspector-General’s Department 
is a very high grade department. Its appointees are men of high 
standing, and it is one of those departments that it has not been 


| thought well to throw open to volunteers. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I do not see why a like provision, which en- 
abled men to enter the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department, 
might not be applied. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is quite applicable to the Judge-Advocate- 
General’s Department, because we have volunteer judge-advocates- 
general who are better lawyers than those in the regular service, 

Mr. McCOMAS, I think that may be so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of tho 
Committee on Military Affairs will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, line 3, it is proposed to renumber 
**section 21,” so as to make it ‘‘section 17;” in line 5, before the 
word ‘‘ paymasters,” to strike out ‘‘four” and insert “three;” in 
the same line, after the word “colonel.” to strike out ‘“‘and assist- 
ant paymaster-general, five,” and insert ‘‘four;” in line 7, aftex 
the word “‘lieutenant-colonel,” to strike out ‘‘and deputy pay- 
master-general, twenty,” and insert ‘‘nine;” in line 8, after the 
word “twenty,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘‘seven;” inline 9, 
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after the word ‘‘captain,” to insert “‘mounted;” in line 15, after 
the word “‘ below,” to strike out ‘‘twenty” and insert ‘“‘nine;” in 
line 18, after the word ‘‘ paymasters,” to insert ‘‘and whose age 
at the date of appointment shall not exceed 40 years;” in line 20, 
after the word ‘*‘ section,” to insert ‘‘and the persons so appointed 
to the grade of captain shall be promoted according to seniority 
to vacancies in the grade of major occurring after the number of 
majors has been reduced to nine;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 17. That the Pay Department shall consist of 1 Paymaster-General 
with the rank of brigadier-general, 3 paymasters with the rank of colonel, 4 
paymasters with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 9 paymasters with the rank 
of major, and 27 paymasters with the rank of captain, mounted: Provided, 
That all vacancies in the grade of colonel and lieutenant-colonel created or 
caused by this section shall be filled by promotion according to seniority, as 
now prescribed by law, and no more appointments to the grade of major and 
paymaster shall be made until the number of majors and paymasters is re- 
duced below 9: And provided, That persons who have served in the Volunteer 
Army since April 21, 1898, as additional paymasters and whose age at the date 
of appointment shall not exceed 40 years, may be appointed to positions in 
the grade of captain, created by this section, and the persons so appointed 
to the grade of captain shall be promoted according to seniority to vacancies 
in the grade of major occurring after the number of majors has been reduced 
to%. So long as there remain surplus majors an equal number of vacancies 
shall be held in the grade of captain, so that the total number of paymasters 
authorized by this section shall not be exceeded at any time. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 3, to renumber sec- 
tion 22 so as to make it section 18; and in line 9, after the word 
‘‘ That,” to insert *‘ the;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 18. That the Corps of Engineers shall consist of 1 Chief of Engineers | 


with the rank of brigadier-general, 7 colonels, 14 lieutenant-colonels, 28 
majors, 40 captains, 40 first lieutenants, and 30 second lieutenants. The en- 
listed force provided in section 11 of this act and the officers serving there- 
with shall constitute a part of the line of the Army: Provided, That the Chief 


of Engineers shall be selected as now provided _by law, and hereafter vacan- | 


cies in the Corps of Engineers in all other grades above that of second lieu- 
tenant shall be filled, as far as possible. by promotion according to seniority 
from the Corps of Engineers: And provided also, That vacancies remaining 
in the grades of first and second lieutenant may be filled by transfer of offi- 
cers of the Regular Army, subject to such professional examination as may 
be approved by the Secretary of War. Vacancies in the grade of second lieu- 
tenant not filled by transfer shall be left for future promotions from the 
corps of cadets at the United States Military Academy. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 21, to renumber sec- 
tion 23 soas to make it section 19. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 4, to renumber sec- 


tenant-colonel;” in the same line, after the word “ lieutenant- 
colonel,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘three;” in line 7, before 
the word ‘‘ captains,” to strike out ‘‘ nineteen” and insert ‘‘ nine;” 
in the same line, before the words “‘ first lieutenants,” to strike out 
‘‘nineteen” and insert ‘ nine;” 
**1898,” to insert: 

But no such person shall be appointed until he shall have passed a satisfac 
tory examination as to his physical, moral, and professional qualifications, 
and no person not now or previously an officer of the Regular Army shall be 
appointed to the grade of captain or first lieutenant in the Signal Corps after 
he shall have reached the age of 40 years: Provided, That the President is 
authorized to continue in service during the present emergency, for duty in 
the a Islands, 10 volunteer signal officers with the rank of first lieu- 
tenant and 10 volunteer signal officers with the rank of second lieutenant 
This authority shall extend only for the period when their services may be 
absolutely necessary, not beyond July 1, 1902. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 20. That the Signal Corps shall consist of 1 Chief Signal Officer with 


the rank of brigadier-general, 1 colonel], | lieutenant-colonel, 3 majors, 9 cap- | 


tains, 9 first lieutenants, 80 first-class sergeants, 120 sergeants, 150 corporals, 
200 first-class privates, 150 second-class privates, and 10 cooks: Provided, That 
vacancies created or caused by this section shall be filled by promotion of 
officers of the Signal Corps according to seniority, as now provided by law. 
Vacancies remaining after such promotions may be filled by appointment of 
ersons who have served in the Volunteer Signal Corps since April 21, 1808, 
Pat no such person shall be appointed until he shall have passed a satisfac- 


tory examination as to his physical, moral, and professional qualifications, | __. Y : : : 3 ; 
| nication from one of your constituents making inguiry relative to his son, 


and no person not now or previously an officer of the Regular Army shall be 


appointed to the grade of captain or first lieutenant in the Signal Corps after | 


he shall have reached the age of 40 years: Provided, That the President is 
authorized to continue in service during the present emergency, for duty in 
— anene Islands, 10 volunteer signal officers with the rank of first lieu- 
enant an 

This authority shall extend only for the period when their services may be 
absolutely necessary—not beyond July 1, 1902. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 31, line 20, in the amendment just 
read, I move to strike out the words ‘‘an officer of” and insert 
the word ‘‘in;” so as to read ‘‘not now or previously in the Regu- 
lar Army.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
on page 32, line 5, to renumber section 25, so as to make it sec- 
tion 21. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 11, to renumber sec- 
tion 26, so as to make it section 22, and in line 19, after the word 
** promotions,” to insert: 

Or to the periods for which the officers so promoted shall hold their ap- 
poiutments, and when any vacancy, except that of the chief of the depart- 
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and in line 17, after the date | 1 
| which led me into that error. 
| Corbin and his answer sent to me, upon which I based my criti- 


10 volunteer signal officers with the rank of second lieutenant. | 


JANUARY 4, 


ment or corps, shall occur it shall be filled by detail from the line of the 
Army, and no more permanent appointments shall be made in those depart- 
ments or corps. Such details shall be made from the grade in which the 
vacancies exist, under such system of examination as the President may from 
time to time prescribe. 

All officers so detailed shall serve for a period of four years unless sooner 
relieved, at the expiration of which time they shall return to duty with the 
line, and officers below the rank of lieutenant-colonel shall not again be eligi- 
ble for selection in either staff department until they shall have served two 
years with the line. 

So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 22. That so long as there remain any officers holding permanent ap- 
ee in the Adjutant-General’s Department, the Inspector-General's 
Jepartment, the Quartermaster’s Department, the Subsistence Department, 
the Pay Department, the Ordnance Department, and the Signal Corps they 
shall be promoted according to seniority in the several grades, as pow pro- 
vided by law, and nothing herein contained shall be deemed to apply to 
vacancies which can be filled by such promotions or to the periods for Which 
the officers so promoted shall hold their appointments, and when any va- 
cancy, except that of the chief of the department or corps, shall occur it 
shall be filled by detail from the line of the Army, and no more permanent 
appointments shall be made in those departments or corps. Such details 
shall be made from the grade in which the vacancies exist, under such sys- 
tem of examination as the President may from time to time prescribe. 
All officers so detailed shall serve for a period of four years unless sooner 


| relieved, at the expiration of which time they shall return to duty with the 


line, and officers below the rank of lieutenant-colonel shall not again be 
eligible for selection in either staff department until they shall have served 
two years with the line. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. SEWELL. I hope the Senator will allow us to perfect the 
bill. I hope he will let us goon at least for a few minutes longer. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. There are several controverted questions, 
and we have come to a point where | think we should adjourn. 
Mr. SEWELL. Wecan put those over until to-morrow. Let 


| us perfect the bill as far as we can. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I withdraw my motion to adjourn and 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


| business. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask the Senator from South Dakota to with- 
draw that motion for a moment, in order that I may make an ex- 


| planation, and then he can renew it. 
tion 24 so as to make it section 20; in line 6, after the word ‘‘ colo- | 
nel,” to strikeout ‘‘ two lieutenant-colonels ” and insert *‘ one lieu- 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, yesterday, in the debate on 
this bill, I made some mention of the discharge of a soldier from 
my State, and, as I thought, justly criticised the War Department 


| for turning him loose, without money or clothing or anything 


else, among the Filipinos. I have in my hand, sent me by the 
Adjutant-General this morning, a copy of the correspondence 
I ask that my letter to General 


cism, may be read for the information of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers referred to will be 
read, 
The Secretary read as follows: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., December 10, 1900. 
DeaAR GENERAL: I inclose a letter from one of my constituents, and beg 


| that you will have the case investigated at once,as the old man is very much 


worried. Please write me at once and return inclosed letter so I may send 
him your answer, and oblige, 
Yours, sincerely, 
B. R. TILLMAN. 
Gen. H. C. CorsBrn, 
Washington, D. C. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 14, 1900. 
Dear Sir: In reply to your letter of the 10th instant, inclosing a commu- 


of Company G, Eighteenth United States Infantry, I have the honor te ad- 
vise you that the latest information in possession of this office is contaiaed 


| in the muster roll of Company G, Eighteenth United States Infantry, dated 


April 30, 1900. This roll shows that the soldier was tried by a general court- 
martial, sentenced to be dishonorably discharge:i the service of the United 
States, and to be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard for the 
period of six months. The sentence of the court was promulgated in Special 
Orders, No. 92, Headquarters Visayan Military District, First Separate Bri- 
gade, Eighth Army Corps, Iloilo, P. I., April 7, 1900. The soldier was dishon- 
— sepnargee in compliance with the sentence April 7, 1900, at Saray, 
~*anay, FP 1. 

The sentence of confinement expired in October, and this office has no in- 


JOHN A. JOHNSTON, 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 


| formation concerning his whereabouts. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. B. R. TrLuMAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mailed December 14, 1900. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, you will see that I very nat- 
urally fell into the error that this soldier had been discharged in 


| the Philippines away from home, in a strange country, without 
| any knowledge of the language, and I naturally thought it was a 


very wrong thing to do. I wasinformed this morning that I was 
mistaken as to the custom or the rule which prevails, though I 
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have not yet had any information as to whether that man has been 
brought home or not. But section 5 of General Orders, No. 96, 
from the Headquarters of the Army, makes provision—and I will 
have it inserted—for the transport home free of charge of men dis- 
charged in any of our island possessions. I was naturally led to 
suppose, from the answer I received, that this man had been dis- 
charged in the Philippines, and turned loose there to the tender 
mercies of our new subjects; but I find hecould have come home, 
or may be has been sent home. I am, however, not to blame for 
having criticised the War Department, for they did not give me 
the proper information. This will show that Uncle Sam isa little 
more reasonable and civilized in his ideas than I thought. 

I ask to have section 5 of General Order No. 96 printed in the 
RECORD. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. — 

The section referred to is as follows: 

5. An enlisted man a resident of the United States serving in the islands 
mentioned in paragraph 4 hereof, who is discharged the service in those is- 
lands by transfer to another branch of the service; or on his own application, 
whether by way of favor or by purchase; or because of confinement by the 
civil authorities; or by way of punishment for an offense or for disability 
caused by his own misconduct; or on account of fraudulent enlistment, is, by 
the operation of section 1290, Revised Statutes, and the act of March 16, 189%, 
(29 Stat. L., 68), prevented from being allowed the usual traveling allow- 
ances to the place of his enlistment, enrollment, or original muster into the 
service, but he will be brought by the Government to the United States ona 
transport free of charge. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I renew my motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
January 5, 1901, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 4, 1901, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 


Capt. Henry A. Shaw, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
to be surgeon of volunteers with the rank of major, December 19, 
1900, vice Hysell, honorably discharged. 


Forty-eighth Infantry. 


Corp]. George Steunenberg, Troop A, Eleventh Cavalry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, December 20, 1900, vice 
Cabanné, Forty-eighth Infantry, honorably discharged. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
Capt. William W. Robinson, jr., assistant quartermaster, to be 


quartermaster with the rank of major, November 14, 1900, vice | 


Booth, deceased. 
Cavalry arm. 


Second Lieut. Abraham G. Lott, Eighth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 11, 1900, vice Bean, Second Cavalry, who resigns 
his line commission only. 

Second Lieut. Edward L. King, Eighth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 11, 1900, vice Hart, Seventh Cavalry, who re- 
signs his line commission only. 

Artillery arm. 

First Lieut. John K. Cree, Sixth Artillery, to be captain, De- 
cember 11, 1900, vice Chamberlain, First Artillery, who resigns 
his line commission only. 

First Lieut. Lucien G. Berry, Seventh Artillery, to be captain, 
December 15, 1900, vice Chase, Fourth Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William W. Hamilton, Second Artillery, to be 


= en December 11, 1900, vice Cree, Sixth Artillery, pro- 
moted. 


Second Lieut. William E. Cole, First Artillery, to be first lieu- | 


tenant, December 15, 1900, vice Berry, Seventh Artillery, pro- 
moted. 


Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. Matthias Crowley, Seventh Infantry, to be captain, 
December 11, 1900 (subject to examination required by law), vice 
Kerr, Seventeenth Infantry, who resigns his line commission only. 

First Lieut. Jacques de L. Lafitte, First Infantry, to be captain, 
December 11, 1900, vice McCain, Fourteenth Infantry, who resigns 
his line commission only. 

First Lieut. John J. Bradley, Fourteenth Infantry, to b® cap- 
tain, December 17, 1900, vice Parker, Eighth Infantry, deceased. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 

First Lieut. Edwin D. Bricker, Seventeenth Infantry, to be first 

lieutenant, January 3, 1901, to fill an original vacancy. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 

First Lieut. Arthur W. Yates, Fourth Infantry, to be assistant 
quartermaster, with the rank of captain, January 3, 1901, vice 
Robinson, promoted. 

Subsistence Department, 

First Lieut. Alexander M. Davis, Fourth Cavalry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence, with the rank of captain, January 3, 1901, 
vice Davis, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Forty-third Infantry. 

First Lieut. Henry J. Stewart, Forty-third Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, December 31, 1900, vice Dow, honorably discharged. 

Second Lieut. Walter S. Price, Forty-third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 31, 1900, vice Stewart, promoted. 

Forty-sixth Infantry. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Wonson, Forty-sixth Infantry, to be 
captain, December 30, 1900, vice McKenna, appointed inspector- 
general of volunteers. 

Second Lieut. Frank S. Leisenring, Forty-sixth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, December 30, 1900, vice Wonson, promoted. 

Forty-seventh Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Paul W. Harrison, Forty-seventh Infantry, to be 

first lieutenant, December 25, 1900, vice Slack, deceased. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 

First Lieut. Edward C. Brooks, Sixth Cavalry, United States 
Army, to be quartermaster of volunteers with the rank of major, 
January 3, 1901, vice Robinson, who vacates by reason of promo- 
tion to major and quartermaster, United States Army. 

Capt. Charles Willcox, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
to be surgeon of Volunteers with the rank of major, January 3, 
1901, vice Thomason, honorably discharged. 

PROMOTION IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Forty-eighth Infantry. 

Second Lieut. John K. Rice, Forty-eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 23, 1900, vice Parker, honorably discharged, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 

Thirtieth Infantry. 

First Sergt. William B. Wallace, Company G, Thirtieth Infan- 
try, to be second lieutenant, January 3, 1901, vice Cochnower, 
resigned. 

Thirty-fourth Infantry. 

First Sergt. John F. Murphy, Company G, Thirty-fourth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant, January 3, 1901, vice Dunn, pro- 
moted. 

Forty-first Infantry. 
| Battalion Sergt. Maj. Reuel E. Sherwood, Forty-first Infantry, 
| to be second lieutenant, January 3, 1901, vice Bailey, honorably 
discharged. 
Forty-eighth Infantry. 
. M. Sergt. William L. Gee, Forty-eighth Infantry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant, January 3, 1901, vice Rice, promoted. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY—GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be brigadier-generals, 

Col. Samuel M. Whitside, Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, 
January 3, 1901. 
| Lieut. Col. James R. Campbell, Thirtieth Infantry, United States 

Volunteers, January 3, 1901. 

Maj. Charles Bird, quartermaster, United States Army, Janu- 
ary 3, 1901. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Clinton D. MacDougall, of New York, to be marshal of the 
United States for the northern district of New York, vice Theo- 
dore L. Poole, deceased. 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF PORTO RICO, 

James F. Harlan, of Illinois, to be attorney-general of Porto 
Rico, vice John A. Russell, resigned. 

James S. Harlan, of Illinois, tg be attorney-general of Porto 
Rico, vice John A. Russell, resigned. 

The name of James F. Harlan, which was delivered to the Sen- 
ate January 3, 1901, is hereby withdrawn. 


AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Frederick E. Rittman, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment, in place of Frank H, Morris, deceased. 
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DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Nolen L. Chew, of Indiana, to be deputy auditor for the Post- 
Office Department, to succeed Abram L. Lawshe, resigned. 

ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 

Cyrus F. Adams, of Illinois, to be assistant register of the 

Treasury, to succeed Nolen L. Chew, transferred. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 

Oscar F. Williams, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Singapore, Straits Settlements, vice W. Irvin 
Shaw, deceased. 

CONSUL. 

Frank R. Mowrer, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 

Antigua, West Indies, vice Henry M. Hunt, deceased. 
TRANSFER IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Augustus G. Kellogg, United States Navy, retired, 

to be transferred from the furlough to the retired pay list, in ac- 


utes, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander John J. Hunker, to be a captain in the Navy, from | 


the 11th day of December, 1900, vice Capt. John Lowe, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Clinton K. Curtis, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the lith day of December, 1900, vice Commander 
John J. Hunker, promoted. 

Lieut. John G. Quinby, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 11thday of December, 1900,vice Lieut. Commander 
Clinton K. Curtis, promoted. 

Surg. Walter A. McClurg, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 19th day of November, 1900, vice Medical Inspector Paul 
Fitzsimons, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry C. Davis, to be acaptain in the United States 
Marine Corps, from the 23d day of July, 1900, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade. 

Second Lieuts. Leof M. Harding, Richard M. Cutts, Harold C, 


Snyder, Olof H. Rask, Julius 8. Turrill, George Herbert Mather, | 


Henry L. Roosevelt, Jay M. Salladay, Macker Babb, and Harold 
C. Reisinger, to be first lieutenants in the United States Marine 
Corps, from the 23d day of July, 1900, to fill vacancies existing in 
that grade. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Herbert Orlando Shiffert, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 2éth day of December, | 
1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 

John F. Hatch, a citizen of Vermont, to bean assistant paymas- 
ter in the Navy, from the 2d day of January, 1901, to fill a vacancy 
existing in that grade. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William B. Nichols, jr., to be postmaster at Lafayette. in the 
county of Chambers and State of Alabama. 

William E. Reading, to be postmaster at Bodie, in the county 
of Mono and State of California. 

Daniel T. Carlton, to be postmaster at Arcadia, in the county of 
De Soto and State of Florida. 

Thomas A. Cleary, to be postmaster at Gulfport, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Mississippi. 

Orville T. Putnam, to be postmaster at Pathfinder, in the county 
of Washington, District of Columbia. 

Louise Alvarez, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of St. Tammany and St.te of Louisiana. 

Robert W. Hinton, to be postmaster at Lumberton, in the county 
of Pearl River and State of Mississippi. 

C. J. Howard, to be postmaster at Cottage Grove, in the county 
of Lane and State of Oregon. 

Edwin R. McCune, to be postmaster at Fayette City, 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania 

Edmund P, Denton, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Illinois, in the place of J. A. Anderson, 
whose commission expired March 19, 1898. Mr. Denton is now 
serving under a temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate. 

John J. West, to be postmaster at Willow, in the county of 
Glenn and State of California, in the place of Lizzie M. Calder, 
whose commission expired March 18, 1900. 

J. H. Dungan, to be postmaster at Woodland, in the county of 
Yolo and State of California, in the place of C. E. Dingle, whose 
commission expires February 4, 1901. 

Mary P. Dixon, to be postmaster at Westpoint, in the county of 
Troup and State of Georgia, in the place of Mary P. Dixon, whose 
commission expires January 26,1901. Reappointed. 

Edwin N. Bailey, to be postmaster at Britt, in the county of Han- | 
cock and State of Iowa, in the place of J. G. Duff, whose commis- | 
sion expires February 18, 1901. 

A. R. Dyche, to be postmaster at London, in the county of Lau- 
rel and State of Kentucky, in the place of J. M. Young, whose 
commission expired March 10, 1900. 


in the 
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Lou S, Flournoy, to be postmaster at Ruston, in the parish of 
Lincoln and State of Louisiana, in the place of Lou 8S. Flournoy, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1900. Reappointed. 

Euphemie Aucoin, to be postmaster at Thibodaux (late Thibo- 
deaux), in the parish of Lafourche and State of Louisiana, in the 
place of Jennie Curtis, whose commission expires January 28, 1901. 

Henry L. Lovell, to be postmaster at East Weymouth,4n the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
J. L. Lincoln, whose commission expired May 18, 1900. 

Felicie Louise Delmas, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Mississippi, in the place of Felicie 
Louise Delmas, whose commission expired December 22, 1900, 


wn, 


| Reappointed. 


Solomon R. McKay, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Missouri, in the place of J. H. Alexander, 


| whose commission expires February 18, 1901. 


Rodney G. Clarke, to be postmaster at Deming, in the county 


_ . : : : ; | of Grant and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Sarah 
cordance with the provisions of section 1594 of the Revised Stat- | 5,5. : oe 


Hodgdon, whose commission expired January 9, 1900. 

Thomas Liddle, to be postmaster at Amsterdam, in the count 
of Montgomery and State of New York, in the place of E. 7. 
Shanahan, whose commission expired December 22, 1900. 

William B. Bundy, to be postmaster at Andover, in the county 


| of Allegany and State of New York, in the place of J. E. Can- 


non, whose commission expired December 22, 1900. 


Ezra C. Ferris, to be postmaster at Croton on Hudson, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of 
J. &. Hunt, whose commission expires February 9, 1901. 

Johnson D. Neely, to be postmaster at Derry Station, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
of H. M. Bennett, whose commission expires February 15, 1901, 

Samuel C. Seaber, to be postmaster at Lititz, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the placeof I. G. Pfautz, 
whose commission expires January 28, 1901. 

J. L. Hickson, to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the county of 
Cooke and State of Texas, in the place of A. L. Fairchild, whose 
commission expires January 12, 1901, 

William F. Wieland, to be postmaster at Weatherford, in the 
county of Parker and State of ‘f[exas, in the place of L. W. Chris- 
tian, whose commission expired May 29, 1900. 

Ernest A. de Bordenave, to be postmaster at Franklin,in the 


| county of Southampton and State of Virginia, in the place of 


A. M. Brownley, whose commission expired June 8, 1900. 

Francis M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in the place of J. C. Wilson, 
removed, 

George W.Summers, to be postmaster at Gunnison, in the county 
of Gunnison and State of Colorado, in the place of M. C. Deering, 
resigned. 

James M. Ranstead, to be postmaster at Bremen, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Indiana, in the place of O. F. S. Miller, 
dece: sed, 

Charles D. Davidson, to be postmaster at Whiting, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry Schrage, jr., 
resigned, 

Aibert R. Kullmer, to be postmaster at Dysart, in the county 
of Tama and State of Iowa, in the place of John Kuillmer, jr., re- 
sizned 

John H. Rowland, to be postmaster at Cloverport, in the county 
of Breckinridge and State of Kentucky, in the place of J. D, Wil- 
son, deceased. 

James 8. Thomson, to be postmaster at Lake Charles, in the 
parish of Calcasieu and State of Louisiana, in the place of G. H. 
W oolman, removed, 

Walter 8. Leum'ng. to be postmaster at Cape May, in the county 
of Cape May and State of New Jersey, in the place of F. L. Rich- 
ardson, deceased. 

William H. Jernee, to be postmaster at Jamesburg, in the connty 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place of H. L. Jaques, 
resigned, 

Felix R, Bray, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of 
Madison and State of Tennessee, in the place of W. M. Moss, re- 
mov “dd. 

Willard G. Saltsiman, to be postmaster at Charlottesville, in the 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia, in the place of Mary 
H. S. Long. deceased, 

Howard P. Dodge, to be postmaster at Manassas, in the county 
of Prince William and State of Virginia, in the place of Mildred H, 
Davis, removed, 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn January 4, 1901. 


First Lieut. John K. Cree and Second Lieut. William H. Ham- 
ilton, nominated to the Senate on the 19th instant, for promotion 
in the artillery arm, for the purpose of renominating these officers 
with an earlier date of rank. 





/ 
: 
- 
: 
Fi 


ce a 















HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 4, 1901. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk, Hon. ALEXANDER 
McDowELL, who directed the reading of the following communi- 
cation: 

SPEAKER’s Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 4, 1901. 


To the House of Representatives: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


REPRESENTATION, 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I— 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


that there is no quorum present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 


The Chair will count, 


After counting the House, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
142 members, not a quorum, present. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


| how adjourn. 


I hereby designate and name Mr. Joun DALZELL, a Representative from | 


the State of Pennsylvania, to perform the duties of the Chair during this 


day, January 4, 1901. 
™ , D. B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DALZELL accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


RETURN OF BILL TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the privileged resolution | | 


which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The resolution will be read. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the | 


President of the United States is hereby requested to return to the House 


Mr. STEELE. 


Speaker, 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 


Let us have the yeas and nays at once, Mr. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 105, 
answered * present” 18, not voting 148; as follows: 


|} Adamson, 


the bill (H. R. 2955) entitled ‘“‘An act providing for a resurvey of township | 


No. 8 of range No. 30 west, of the sixth meridian, in Frontier County, State of 
Nebraska,” in order to correct an error whereby the bill has been enrolled as 
an act of the first instead of the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, by way of explanation, I desire to 


state that this bill was enrolled, so far as the printing was con- | 
cerned, in the last session—that is, the first session of the present | 


Congress. It was signed by the Speaker of the House, but the 
enrollment of the bill was not completed, as the President of the 
Senate did not sign it at that time. The President of the Senate 
has signed it during the present session and forwarded it to the 
Executive, who approved it. It was afterwards ascertained that 


this error in dates had occurred, and the President has erased his | 


name from it and called the attention of the Speaker of the House 
to the discrepancy in the dates. This concurrent resolution simply 
brings the bill back to the House in order to make the necessary 
correction. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not catch the entire 


statement of the gentleman from Iowa; but as I understand it, | 


this in no =. adjudicates the question presented by the bill. 

Mr, LACEY. Inno way whatever. It is simply a concurrent 
resolution asking the return of the bill from the President. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Burke of South Dakota, for ten days, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. NEVILLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. CAMPBELL, indefinitely, on account of important busi- | 


ness. 
To Mr. TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Indiana to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 





copies, papers in the case of Johnson White in the Fifty-sixth | 


Congress, there being no adverse report. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
reported a bill (H. R. 13189) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
serve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pointsof order are reserved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker,it is evident that the Committee on 
Claims will not have an opportunity to have bills considered from 
that committee to-day, and I therefore ask unanimous consent to 
set apart next Tuesday as the day on which bills may be considered 
in their proper order on the Calendar as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to re- 


Is there objection to the request 


Atwater, 
Ball, 


| Bankhead, 


Beil, 
Benton. 
Brundidge, 
sSurileson, 
Burvett, 
Caldwell, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowher l, 
Crowley 


1 lavenport, 8. W. 


Davis, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 


Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Baker, 
Barham, 
Bingham, 
Bishop 


wersock, 


y 
rownlow, 
urkett, 
urleigh, 
t 


Dalzell, 
Davenport, S. A. 
Davidson, 


| Dovener, 
| Eddy, 


Emerson, 


Allen, Ky. 


Bellamy, 
Boutell, M1 
Breazeale, 


Brenner, 


Acheson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Babcock, 


| Bailey, Kans. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Miers of | 


Bailey, Tex. 
Bar ber, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, Ma 
sradley, 
Brantley, 
Brewer, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bull, 

Burke, S. Dak. 
Butler, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Carmack, 
Chanler, 
Clarke, N. HL 
Clavton, Ala. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Cc oney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 

Cox, 

Crump, 
Crumpacker, 
Cummings, 


YEAS—84 
Finley, McAleer§ 
Fox, McClellan, 
Gaines, McCulloch, 
Gilbert, McDermott, 
Gordon, McLain, 
Griffith, Maddox, 
Hay, Miers, Ind. 
Henry, Miss. Moon, 
Johnston, Newlands, 
King, uarles, 
Kitchin, Nhes, Ky. 
Kleberg, Rhea, Va. 
Kluttz, Richardson, Ala. 
zamb, 
Lanham, 
Lassiter, 


Rixey, 


Robb, 


Lester, Robinson, Ind. 
Lewis, Rucker, 
Little, Ryan, N.Y. 
Livingston, Ryan, Pa. 
Lloyd, Salmon, 
NAYS—105. 
Esch, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Lawrence, 
Foss, Littlefield, 
Gibson, Long, 
Gillet, N. Y. Loud, 


Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 


Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 


Greene, Mass. Mann, 
Grosvenor, Minor, 
Grout, Mondell, 
Grow, Moody, Mass. 


Hamilton, 
Heat wole, 


Mor wily, ‘ reg. 
Morris, 


Hedge, Mudd, 
Hemenway, Needham, 


Hepburn, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, Packer, Pa 
Howell, Parker, N. J. 
Jack, Payne, 


O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 


Jenkins Pearson, 
Jones, Wash. Pearre, 
Joy Powers, 
Kahn, Puch, 
Kerr, Md. Reeder, 
Knox, Roberts, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—18. 
Broussard, Green, Pa. 
Burke, Tex. Jones, Va. 

De Armond, Latimer, 

Fitzpatrick, Mahon, 

Gaston, Metcalf, 
NOT VOTING-—-14& 


Cusack, Lane, 
Cushman, Lentz, 
Dahle, Levy, 


Davey, Linney, 
Dayton, Littauer, 


De Graffenreid, Lorimer, 
Dick, Lybrand, 
Driggs, McCleary, 
Driscoll, McDowell, 
Faris, McRae, 


Fitzgerald,Mass. Marsh, 
Fitzgerald, N. Y Ma 


Fleming, Meekison, 
Fordney, Merce 
Foster, Me 

Fowler, ley La. 
Freer, Mill 
Gamble, Morgan, 
Gardner, Mich. Morrell, 
Gardner, N.J. Muller 
Gayle, Na} l, 
Gill. Neville, 
Glynn, Noonan, 
Griggs, Norton, Ohio 
Halil, Norton, 8.Q 
Haugen, Ort 

Hawley, Otjen, 
Henry, Conn. QGverstreet, 
Henry, Tex. Pearce, Mo. 
Hill, Phillips, 
Hitt, Pierce, Tenn. 
Howard, Polk, 

Hull, Prince, 

Jett, Ransdell, 
Kerr, Ohio, Reeves, 
Ketcham, Riordan, 


Robertson, La 


Landis, 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Turner, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, J. R. 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Zenor. 


Russell, 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, H.C. 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Sprague, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, lowa 
Tongue, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
White, 
Williams, Miss. 
Woods, 
Young, 
Ziegler. 


Ray. N.Y. 
Ridgely, 


Williams, W. E. 


Robinson, Nebr. 
todenberg, 


Ruppert, 


Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shelden 


Sherman, 
Smith, DL. 
Smith, low: 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 


wy 








paliaing, 
Frallings, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 


hrop 
mpkins, 
Underhill, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Waneger, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weymouth, 
Wh 
WwW n, Idaho. 
Wright. 
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So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 


The 


Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 


Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. ScUDDER, 
CUSHMAN with Mr. STALLINGs. 

McCLEary with Mr. Po.Lx. 

LANDIS with Mr. DriaGs. 

Cousins with Mr. UNDERHILL. 

CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. FLEMING, 
CAPRON with Mr. Smit of Kentucky. 

BROWN with Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 

(GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr, GLYNN, 
RODENBERG with Mr. GAYLE. 

Dick with Mr. DAVEY. 

TuHrRopPp with Mr. BREWER. 

Pr arceE of Missouri with Mr. RANSDELL, 

GILL with Mr. BELLAMY, 

DAYTON with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

VAN VooRHIs with Mr. STOKEs. 

TOMPKINS with Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 
OVERSTREET with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana, 
TAWNEY with Mr. SULZER. 

MESICK with Mr. LENTz. 

BovuTELL of Illinois with Mr. GriaGs. 

HAUGEN with Mr. Roprnson of Nebraska. 
CocHRANE of New York with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 
FORDNEY with Mr. CARMACK. 

CruMP with Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 


Is the vote by which the question of consideration was raised yes- 
terday the business before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the order 
of the House ordering the yeas and nays on the motion on the 
question of consideration. The yeas and nays are already ordered, 
and if the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] calls up 
that business, that is the regular order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. As I understgnd it, the regular order is the 
calling of the yeas and nays on the question of consideration 
raised by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the regular order now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
if the gentleman will not now consent that this resolution be com- 
mitted to the Committee on the Census. I make that request. 

In order to save time, I offer that. Instead of calling the yeas 
and nays, which have been ordered on the question of considera- 
tion, I ask that the resolution be committed to the proper commit- 
tee, the Committee on Census. 

Mr. OLMSTED. When the House has voted to consider this 
resolution, then I will consider a suggestion of that kind. I may 
say that it had been my intention at the proper time—at least I 
had seriously thought of offering such a resolution; but I prefer 
that the yeas and nays be taken on the question of consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I submit to my dis- 
tinguished friend that it will take forty-five minutes of valuable 
time to take the yeas and nays on the question of consideration. 

Mr. OLMSTED. [think that this side of the House can take 
all the responsibility that it will be called upon to bear for time 


STEWART of New York with Mr. FirzGERALD of New York 
BaBcock with Mr. BaILey of Texas. 

BaRNEY with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, 
Hitt with Mr. CHANLER, 

Mr. DriscoLy. with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. Marsh with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. Mauwon with Mr. OTEyY. 

Mr. BurKE of South Dakota with Mr. NaPpHEN. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. McRae. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. Cooney, 

Mr. Hutu with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. KetTcuHaM with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. WriGHT with Mr. HA. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. NOoNnaAn, 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina, 

Mr. FREER with Mr. CUSACK. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. Prerce of Tennessee, 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. JETT. 

Mr, WANGER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. NEVILLE. 

Mr. SuULLOWAY with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. BARBER. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CocHRAn of Missouri. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. Levy. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. MEEKISON. 

Mr. LirTavER with Mr. CLAyToN of New York. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. Sirsa of Iowa with Mr, May. 

For the session: 

Mr. MORRELL with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Until January 16: 

Mr. Ray of New York with Mr. Terry. 

Until January 7: 

Mr. StEWart of Wisconsin with Mr. Norton of South Carolina, 
Mr. PHILLIPS with Mr, BREAZEALE, 

Until January 6: 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. Howarp. 

Until January 4: 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky. 
Mr. BaiLey of Kansas with Mr. RIDGELY, 

For this day: 

Mr. OTJEN with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Foster. 

Mr. FowLER with Mr. MCDOWELL, 

On this vote: 

Mr. DovVENER with Mr. LATIMER, 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. Rrorpan, 

Until 2 o'clock this day: 

Mr. Hit with Mr. Berry. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


wasted in this matter. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
gentleman will not intimate that there is any desire to waste time 
We are ready to go on with the public business. 
I have made no such suggestion; but if the 


on this side. 


Mr. OLMSTED. 


shoe fits anybody, he can wear it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


the roll. 


The question was taken: and there were—yeas 104, nays 91, 


The question is on considering 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will call 


Very good; then I hope the 


answered ‘ present” 10, not voting 150; as follows: 
YEAS—104. 


Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Barham, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Calderhead, 
Capron, 
Connell, 
Conner, 
Cromer, 
Curtis, 
Daizell, 
Davenport, 8. A. 
Davidson, 
Dovener, 
Eddy, 


Adamson, 
Atwater, 
Ball, 
Bankhead, 
Bell, 
Benton, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davenport, 8. W. 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 


Allen, Ky. 
Bellamy, 
Boutell, M1. 


Emerson, 
Esch, 
Fletcher, 
Foss, 
Gibson. 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Hepburn, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 

Kahn, 

Kerr, Md. 


Kerr, Ohio 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
Linney, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Lovering, 
McCall, 
Mann, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Packer, Pa. 
Parker, N. J. 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pearre, 
Powers, 


NAYS—9L 


Finley, 
Fleming, 
Fox, 
Gaines, 
Gilbert, 
Gordon, 
Griffith, 
Hay, 
Henry, Miss. 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 


Lanham, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Lewis, 
Little, 
Livingston, 


Lloyd, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
Maddox, 
Meekison, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Newlands, 
Polk, 
uarles, 
hea, Ky. 
Richardson, Ala. 


Robinson, Ind. 
Rucker, 
Ryan, N. Y. 
Salmon 
Shafroth, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—10. 


Breazeale, 
Mahon, 
Metcalf, 


Naphen, 
Ray. N. Y. 
Ridgely, 


Pugh, 
Reeder, 
Russell, 
Ryan, Pa. 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Showalter, 
Smith, Dl. 
Smith, H. C. 
Southard, 
Sperry, 
Sprague, 
Steele, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, lowa 
Thropp, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
White, 
Woods, 
Young. 


Sheppard, 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 

Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Taylor, Ala 
Turner, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Zenor, 
Ziegler. 


Roberts. 





1901. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


200 





adjourn, to lay on the table, for the previous question (which motions shall 
be decided without debate), to postpone to a day certain, to refer, or to 
amend, or postpone indefinitely; which several motions shall have precedence 


Bartlett, 
Bellamy, 
Boutelle, Me. 


Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fordney, 


McCleary, 
McDowell, 
McRae, 


NOT VOTING—150. Dovener, Jenkins, Moody, Mass. Southard, 
Cushman, Ketcham, Rodenberg, Eddy, Jones, Wash. Moody, Oreg. Sperry, 

, Aion Miss. Dahle, sane, Ruppert, S eee, Jor. soe cpregee, 

. Davey, zane, Scudder, “sch, abn, judd, Steele, 
Bailey. Kans. Dayton, Lentz, Shackleford, Fletcher, Kerr, Md. O'Grady, Stewart, N. J. 
} Bailey, Tex. De Graffenreid, Levy, Shelden, Foss, Kerr, Ohio. Olmsted, Tayler, Ohio 

Baker, Denny, Littauer, Sherman, Gimecn, Yy a. a ws ee lowa 
Barber, Dick, Lorimer, Sims, Gillet, N. Y. wacey, arker, N. J. Thropp, 
Barney, Dinsmore, Loudenslager, Smith, Iowa Graff, Lawrence, Payne, Tongue, 
Bartholdt, Driggs. Lybrand, Smith, Ky. Graham, Linney, Pearson, Vreeland, 
Bartlett, Driscoll, McCleary, Smith, Samuel W. | Greene, Mass. Littlefield, Pearre, Wachter, 
Berry, Faris, McDowell, Smith,Wm. Alden | Grosvenor, Long, Powers, Wadsworth, 
Boutelle, Ma Fitzgerald, Mass. McRae, Spalding, Grow, Loud, Prince, Warner, 
Bradley, Fitagerald, N. ¥. Marsh, Stallings, caniiton, paumenengee, pocdes. eee 
Brantley, ritzpatrick, ay, Stevens, Minn. edge, overing, wUSSELL, eaver, 
ey Pordney, Moree, Stewart, we a McCall, Shattuc, Weeks, 
Broussard, Foster, Mesick, Stewart, Wis Hill, Mann, Shaw, White, 
Brown, Fowler, Meyer, La Stokes, Hoffecker, Miller, Showalter, Ww oods, 
Burke, S. Dak. Freer, Morgan, Sulloway, Howell, Minor, Smith, [1 Young. 
Burton, Gamble, Morrell, Sulzer, Jack, Mondell, Smith, H.C. 
Butler, Gardner, Mich. Muller, Talbert, NAYS—98 
Campbell, Gardner, N. J. Needham, Tate, : = on 
Cannon, Gaston, Neville, Tawney, Adamson, Elliott, Lloyd, Shafroth, 
Carmack, Gayle, Noonan, Terry, Atwater, Finley, McAleer, Sheppard, 
Chanler, Gill, Norton, Ohio Thayer, Ball, Fitzpatrick, McClellan, Sims, 
Clarke, N. H. Glynn, Norton, 8. C. Thomas, N. C. Bell, Fleming, McCulloch, Slayden, 
Clayton, Ala. reen, Pa. Otey, ompkins, enton, ox, McDermott, Small, 

lay Al, G P T ki B F Mel t small 
Clayton, N. Y. Griggs, Otjen, Tongue, Berry, Gaines, McLain, Snodgrass, 
Cochran, Mo. Hall, Overstreet, Underhill, Brenner, Gaston, Maddox, Sparkman, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Haugen, Pearce, Mo. Van Voorhis, Brewer, Gordon, Meekison, Spight, 
Cooney, Hawley, Pierce, Tenn. Wanger, Broussard, Griffith, Miers, Ind. Stark, 
Cooper. 1s. eatwole hillips, aters, rundidge, ay, Moon, Stephens, Tex. 

, Wi H le, Philliy WwW B lid H M stepl T 

Corliss, Henry, Conn. Prince, Watson, Burke, Tex. Henry, Miss. Newlands, Swanson, 
Cousins, Henry, Tex. neem, weymouth, oreo, ee orem, Ohio. a : 
Cox, Hill, teeves, Vheeler, 3urnett, Jones, Va. -olk, Taylor, Ala. 
Crump, Hitt, Rhea, Va. Wilson, Idaho Caldwell, King, uarles, Turner, 
Crumpacker, oward, lordan, right. Clark, Mo. itchin, hea, Ky. nderwood, 
pack H d Riord Wright lark, M Kitchi I K Und 1 
Cummings, Hull, Robertson, La. Cochran, Mo. Kleberg, Rhea, Va. Vandiver, 

H Cusack, Jett, Robinson, Nebr. Cooper, Tex. Kluttz, Richardson, Ala. Williams, J. R. 
. The following additional pairs were announced: = Cowherd, © == amb. Gicnardoon, Tenn, Wiens vie 
} Mr. RoBerts with Mr. NAPHEN, on the Olmsted resolution. Davenport, 8. W. Lassiter, tobb, Wilson, N. Y. 

On this vote: Davis, Latimer, Robinson, Ind Wilson, 8. C. 
a cil . De Armond, sester, Rucker, Zenor, 
Mr. DAHLE with Mr. SIMs. Denny, Lewis, Ryan, N.Y. Ziegler. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. TATE. Dinsmore, Little, Ryan, Pa. 
Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. RIORDAN. Dougherty, Livingston, Salmon, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—10. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, on this resolution I demand the | 4 yen, Ky. Dayton. Metcalf. Roberts. 
previous question until its final passage. . Bontell, fl. Green, Pa. Ray, N. Y. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to commit the reso- | Breazeale, Mahon, Ridgely, 
lution to the Committee on the Census. ; NOT VOTING—144 
: i —— I make the point of order that that motion | a oheson. Cummings, Hull, Robertson, La 
1s not in order. Allen, Miss. Jusack, Jett, tobinson, Nebr. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman peneet : eee. a Bodenberg, 
from Tennessee, in the opinion of the Chair, is not in order, the | paiicy’ Tex. Dever. tg Soudier” 
demand for the previous question having precedence. The Clerk | Baker, i" De Graffenreid, Lentz, Shackleford, 
i ; Bankhea ick, wevy, Shelden, 
We thei cond es follows: Barber, Driggs. nen, Sherman, 
, Barney, Yriscoll, ,orimer, Sibley, 
When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to | Bartholdt, Faris, Lybrand, Smith, Iowa. 


Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 


in the foregoing order; and no motion to postpone to a day certain, to refer, | Bradley, Foster, Marsh, Spalding, 
or to postpone indefinitely, being decided, shall be again allowed on the same | Brantley, Fowler, May, Stallings, 
day at the same stage of the question. Brosius, ae oo | ate a 
: : + STOW D ramble, Mesick, etewart, N. xX. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the demand | j.'s. Dak. Gardner, Mich Meyer. La Stewart. Wis. 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania for the previous question. | Burleigh, Gardner, N. J. Morgan, Stokes, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to postpone the consideration | Burton Gayle, Morrell, Sulloway, 
indefinitely Butler, Gilbert, Muller, Sulzer, 
SDIK A ° . Campbell, Gill, Naphen, Sutherland, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s motion is not | Gannon, Gillett, Mass. Needham, Talbert, 
in order. Carmack, Glynn, Neville, Tawney, 


The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and | Catchings, Grings, ee ante. 
the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes appeared to | Clarke, N. H. Hall, Otey. Thomas. N.C. 
have it. Clayton, Ala. Haugen, Otjen, Tompkins, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Division Clayton, N. Y. Hawley, Overstreet, Underhill, _ 

* ¢ 7 “ ~ ‘oc < >, NN. . 3 , a, -earce, Mc t oornis 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 72. —- ss a. maine tll en 
Mr, OLMSTED. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Phillips, Watson, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. —" ee Tex. ao ’ Weymouth, 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Pending that demand, I | Guinp, Rophina, coo Wile faaho 


move that the resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. But the question is being taken on the demand 
for the previous question—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has already ordered 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for the previous question, and the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee is not in order. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 98, 
answered “present” 10, not voting 144; as follows: 

YEAS—103. 


It takes precedence over the 


Crumpacker, 


Howard, 


| Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
| first call. but did not hear my name. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore 
| listening for his name when it shou!d have been called, but did 


| not hear it? 


Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 


man’s name, 


Riordan, 


Wright. 


Mr. Speaker, I was present at the 


Vas the gentleman present and 


Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Clerk will cail the gentle- 


The name of Mr. Taytor of Alabama was called, and he voted 
‘*no,” as above recorded. 
Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker, I was present in my seat. but did not 


Adams, Bishop, Bull, Cousins, hear my name called, 

Aldrich, Boreing, Burkett, Cromer, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- 
Alexander, Bowersock, Calderhead, ‘ ares, man’s name. 

a = Connell, Davenport, S. A. Mr. GROw’s name wascalled, and he voted aye,” as above re- 
Bingham, Brownlow, Conner, Davidson, corded. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. NOONAN, 

Mr. Huw with Mr. GILBERT, 

Mr. Grout with Mr. BRADLEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote is very close, and the 
Chair prefers to have a recapitulation. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, having reason to believe that 
this resolution will be referred to the Committee on Census, and 
that ample opportunity will be given for debate. I change my 
vote from ‘*no” to * aye.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- 
man’s name. 

The Clerk called Mr. PEARSON’s name, and he voted ‘‘aye,” as 
above recorded. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SuHattTuc]. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, it has been my intention to de- 


JANUARY 4, 


there can be no possible difference of opinion as to its construc. 
tion, that where a part of the male inhabitants of the State, 21 
years old and citizens of the United States, are denied the right 
of suffrage, the right of representation in that State shall be re- 
duced accordingly. 

Mr. PEARSON. 
me a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. 

Mr. PEARSON. 


Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 


Certainly. 
Is it the opinion of thegentleman from Penn- 


| sylvania that this information can be had in time for action by 


this Congress? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no doubt that it can. It is not the 
intention of this resolution to institute any investigation of the 
elections in any State. but simply to ascertain in what States the 
right of suffrage is denied, so as to fall within the provision of 
the Constitution of the United States which requires a reduction 
in the basis of representation. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. As soon asI have answered the question of 


the gentleman from North Carolina {[Mr. Pearson] I shall be 


liver some remarks on the fourteenth amendment, but as it would | 


take about three-quarters of an hour, and I have only five minutes’ 
time, I can not express myself in the allotted time. 
intention to offer an original proposition or resolution on its own 
merits. I will have it read from the Clerk's desk and let it go as 
a substitute for the pending resolution to the Committee on Cen- 
sus by agreement with my distinguished friend from Pennsy]l- 
vania [Mr. OLMsTED]. If I can get the time before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House when it is considering the census bill, I 
will make some observations in regard to the duty of the House 
as to reapportionment under the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
from Ohio [ Mr. SHatruc] has this read in his own time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; for the information of the 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the continued enjoyment of fall representation in this House by 
any State which has, for reasons other than participation in rebellion or other 


glad to yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

I imagine that by consulting the suffrage articles in the consti- 
tutions of the various States and by ascertaining what denials of 
suffrage there are to any male citizens 21 years of age, and then 
by consulting the Director of the Census to ascertain how many 


| such citizens there are in any given State, approximate, indeed 


It was my | 


I understand the gentleman | 


crime, denied to any of the male inhahitants thereof, being 21 years of age and | 


citizens of the United States, the right to vote for Representatives in Con- 
gress, Presidential electors, and other specified officers, is in direct violation 
of the fourteenth amendment tothe Constitution of the United States, which 


very reliable, data can be obtained for the use of this House, and 
in a very short time. 

Mr. PEARSON. Will the gentleman pardon one further sug- 
gestion? I have calledat the Census Bureau and have asked both 
Mr. Hunt and Mr. Stone whether these figures would be available 
within the next ninety days, and they said no. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, then,it might be that the committee 
could not report in time for the pending apportionment bill; but 
whenever they do report it will be proper to act upon the infor- 
mation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania one question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly; but I have promised to yield next 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. McDermott}. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, the Consti- 
tution provides that the apportionment of representation in this 
House shall be madeupon the tasis of those voters who have these 


| qualifications: That they arecitizensof the United States; that they 


declares that in such case * the basisof representation therein shall bereduced | 


in the proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the 
whole number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State,” and isan invasion 
of the rights and dignity of this Houseand of its members, and an infringement 
upon the rights and privileges in this House of other States and their repre- 
sentatives; and 

Whereas the States of Massachusetts, Maine, Connecticut, Delaware, Cali- 
fornia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Wyoming, 
Oregon, and other States do, by the provisions of the constitutions and stat- 


utes of said States, and for reasons other than participation in rebellion or | . : ; 
| he has pot been convicted of crime? 


other crime, deny the right to vote for members of Congress and Presiden- 


tial electors, as well as the executive and judicial officers of such States and | 


members of the legislatures thereof, to male inhabitants 21 years of age and 
over and citizens of the United States; and such denial in certain of the said 
States extends to more than one-half of those who prior to the last apportion- 
ment of representation were entitled to vote in such States; and 


Whereas in order that the apportionment of membership of the House of | 
Representatives may be determined in a constitutional manner: Therefore, 


be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Director of the Census 
is hereby directed to furnish this House, at the earliest possible moment, the 
following information: 

First. 
of age in each of the several States of the Union. 

Second. The total number of male citizens of the United States over 21 
years of age who, by reason of State constitutional limitations or State leg- 
islation, are denied the right of suffrage. whether such denial exists on ac 
count of illiteracy, on account of pauperism, on account of polygamy, or on 
account of property qualifications, or for any other reason. 

Resoived further, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives is 
hereby authorized and directed to appoint a select committee of five mem- 
bers from the membership of the Census Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who shall investigate the question of the alleged abridgment of 
the elective franchise for any of the causes mentioned in all the States of the 
Union in which constitutional or legislative restrictions on the right of suf- 
frage are claimed to exist, and that such committee report its findings within 
twenty days from the date of the adoption of this resolution to the said Cen- 
sus Committee, and that within one week after the said report shall have 
been received by the Census Committee the Census Committee shall return 
a billto the House of Representatives providing for the apportionment of 
the membership of the House of Representatives based on the provisions of 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in reference to 
this resolution and in answer to some suggestions that have been 
made, that it was offered by me not in antagonism to nor in favor 
of any of the pending reapportionment bills, but entirety, as | 
conceive, from a constitutional standpoint. It is not aimed at 
any particular State. While | havementioned two or three States 
in the preamble, in order to lay the foundation for the resolution, 
the resolution itself is general. It is the plain meaning of the 
Constitution, the plain language of the Constitution, so plain that 


The tetal number of male citizens of the United States over 21 years | 


are citizens of the State wherein they vote; that they are males 2 

years old; and it isfurther provided that the representation of any 
State in this House shall be curtailed in accordance with the num- 
ber of persons having these qualifications who are denied the right 
to vote. Now, Iask the gentleman if there is any State in this 
Union where a man is entitled to vote merely upon probate of the 
fact that he is 21 yearsold, that he is acitizen of the United States, 
a citizen of the State where he claims the right to vote, and that 
Is there any State in this 
Union in which there are not additional qualifications required 
when the voter presents himself at the ballot box to exercise the 
elective franchise? 

Mr. PEARSON, 
rejuirements. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In that connection I want to ask—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. In answer to the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat |Mr. McDERMoTT], allow me to say that it is the 
object of this resolution to inquire into that very subject. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The question I want to ask is whether it 
is possible through any agency to obtain an answer to these inter- 
rogatories. In Ohio it is requisite for a person desiring to vote, 
if he is the head of a family, to have resided in the State one year 
and in the county thirty days; while if he isan unmarried person 
he must bave resided one year in the State, thirty days in tha 
county, and twenty days in the ward or precinct in which he oYers 
to vote. Now, is there any way to ascertain how many men were 
by those provisions of law disfranchised in the Presidential elec- 
tion of last fall? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It will be perhaps one of the duties of this 
committee to ascertain that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But can it be done? 
home on election day. 

Mr. PEARSON. Could not the resolution be amended in such 
a way as to confine the inquiries to matters possible of ascertain- 
ment? 

Mr. OLMSTED. If gentlemen will excuse me, I do not wish to 
use up all my time in answering these interrogatories. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten minutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The committee will undoubtedly find that 
there are certain qualifications required by all the States. So far 
as the required qualifications are common to all the States, that 


In North Carolina there are about ten more 


Many men stay at 
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matter will of course make no difference in the representation in 
this House; but where there are special restrictions, existing in 
some States and not in others, I have no doubt that it is the duty 
of Congress to inquire how far such restrictions exist and to put 
into operation the provisions of the Constitution applicable in 
such cases. 

Take, forinstance, the Stateof Mississippi. Imentionit, not be- 
cause I have any particular feeling in reference to that State, but 
simply because I am more familiar with the provisions of its con- 
stitution than with the constitutional provisions of other States. 
Mississippi came back to representation in this House in 1870 un- 
der an act of Congress which approved its then existing constitu- 
tion and imposed a condition that suffrage should not be to any 

eater extent restricted in that State. Some twenty years later 
Hrissiesippi adopted a new constitution which, as appears upon its 
face, cuts out from the right of voting those unable to read or in- 
terpret the Constitution, a part of which is written in Latin. Now, 
it is contended on behalf of the State of Mississippi that the act of 
Congress of 1870 imposing those conditions was unconstitutional. 
But if the State of Mississippi invokes the Constitution to enable 
it to deny suffrage, why should not the plain mandate of the Con- 
stitution be enforced so as to reduce representation to the extent 
that suffrage is thus denied? 

It is the plain intention of the Constitution that where there is 
a large wholesale restriction in the right of suffrage those ple 
who are permitted to vote shall not have the force and influence 
of their votes augmented by permitting them to elect more mem- 
bers of Congress and more Presidential electors than the same 
number of people in any other State, and it is simply to enable us 
to ascertain the facts, if possible, that this resolution is offered. 
Of course, if the committee can not ascertain facts to enable this 
House to act, then nothing comes of it; but if the data can be 
had to enable us to carry out the obligation of the Constitution 
upon us, then this report will disclose that fact, and it will be for 
the House to consider what action is necessary to be taken. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much time has the 
gentleman consumed, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. OLMSTED] has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama is 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in five minutes the issues 
involved in this case can not be discussed. I was in hopes that 
this question would not come up at this session of Congress, When 
the fourteenth amendment was originally adopted, it was the 
intention of the legislative body that enacted it and of the people 


who ratified it to force the Southern people to give the elective | 


That was the real purpose of the four- 
teenth amendment. It failed in that purpose. The fifteenth 
amendment was adopted for the same purpose. That was suc- 
cessful for the time being. It has proved a lamentable mistake, 
not only to the people of the South, but to the people of the North; 
not only to the Democratic party, but to the Republican party. 
The time has now come when the bitterness of civil strife has 
passed. The people of the South, withfairnessand justice to them- 


franchise to the negro. 


selves and fairness to that race that has been forced among them— | 
thenegrorace—are attempting to work away from those conditions; | 


not to oppress or to put their foot on the neck of the negrorace, but 


to protect their homes and their property against misgovernment | 
and at the same time give this inferior race a chance to grow up | 


and acquire their civilization. When you bring this resolution 


before this House and thrust it as a firebrand into the legislation | 
here, you do more injury to the negro race of the South than any | 
man has done since the fifteenth amendment was originally en- | 
acted, I tell you, sirs, there is but one way to solve this prob- | 


lem. You gentlemen of the North, who do not live among them 
and do not know the conditions, can not solve it. We of the 
South are trying, as God is our judge, to solve it fairly to both 
races. It cannot be done ina day or a week; and I appealto you, 
if you are in favor of the upbuilding of the negro race; if you are 


in favor of honest governments in the Southern States; if you are | 


willing to let us protect our homesand our property—yes, and the 
investments that you have brought there among us—then I say to 
you let us send this resolution to a committee whereit may dieand 
never be heard of again. 
have worked out the problem and put it upon a fair basis, then, 
if we are getting more representation than we are entitled to, five 
or six or ten years from now—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will you permit a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Just onemoment, whenI finish. Thenin 
six or ten years from now come to us with the proposition fairly 
to repeal both the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments and sub- 
stitute in their place a constitutional amendment that will put 


When we have done that, when we | 


representation on a basis that we can all agree is fair and equi- 
table. Do not let us drive it along party lines. Let party lines be 
eliminated. Let us see what we have got to do in the South first. 
It is not going to hurt you to-day. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McDermott}. 
| Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the objection is raised to 
this resolution that it will be impossible to obtain a comprehen- 
sible report underit. Thatis true. It provides that the commit- 
| tee shall investigate and report in what States certain conditions 
exist. Now, that does not make it incumbent upon the committee 
to examine the conditions in every State that regulates the use of 
the suffrage. The proposition should rather be a negative than 
an affirmative one, and the resolution which I hold in my hand, 
as a substitute, would, in my opinion, reach the heart of the mat- 
ter and enable an intelligent report to be presented to this House. 
There is not a State in this Union that has not added to or sub- 
tracted from the Federal constitutional requirements—not one. 
Take the State of Pennsylvania, represented in part by the intro- 
ducer of this resolution. 

The constitution of that State, Article VIII, section 1, provides 
that— 

Every male citizen 21 years of age, possessing the following qualifications, 
shall be entitled to vote at all elections: 

First. He shall have been a citizen of the United States at least one month. 

That is more than being 21 years old and a citizen of the State 
| and of the United States. 

Second. He shall have resided in the State one year (or if, having previously 
been a — elector or native-born citizen of the State, he shall have 
removed therefrom and returned, then six months) immediately preceding 
the election. 

That is another qualification. It is not a matter of police regu- 
lation, but a constitutional inhibition against him who has not the 
qualification. What next? 

Third. He shall have resided in the election district where he shall offer 
to vote at least two months immediately preceding the election. 

Fourth. If 22 years of age or upward, he shall have paid within two years 
a State or county tax, which shail have been assessed at least two months, 
and paid at least one month, before the election. 

This is the provision under the constitution of 1873. There may 
have been amendments adopted since. There may have been a 

| revision of the constitution, but that constitution was adopted 
after the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments had been made to 
the Federal Constitution. 

So in every State in this Union there are either additions te or 
subtractions from the Federal constitutional requirements that 
must precede the right to vote. Ithinkthe work of the committee 
| can be simplified therefore by this proposition, which, after the 
| vote is taken on this resolution, I shall, if the resolution is adopted, 








| offer as a privileged resolution: 


Resolved, That said Committee on the Twelfth Census shall report in what 
States citizens are allowed to vote at all elections for Presidential electors 
and for members of the legislatures of such States upon the only qualifica- 

tions that such citizens are 21 years of age and male citizens of the State and 
| of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is any addition, whether as a mat- 
ter of police regulation or otherwise, to the constitutional amend- 
| ments regulating the franchise and the resultant een 
then 
| those who desire to live up to this Constitution, no matter whether 
| they ruin their neighbors, no matter whether they again kindle 
the fires of sectional strife, those who in their love for the Consti- 
tution are so mentally rigid that they would demand its enforce- 
| ment though they set the Union aflame, must include every State 
inthis Union. Let the investigation be not in the line of sectional 
partisanship, but let it determine whether there is a State in the 
Union that-lives up to this constitutional requirement. I venture 
to say, with some familiarity with this question, after some re- 
search as to the qualifications that the different States impose 
| upon voters, that there is not a State in the Union that, under 
that constitutional amendment, is entitled to a single representa- 
tive in the House. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]}. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is not without 
significance that the preamble to this resolution selects three States 
in the Union and names them only as the States against which the 
| resolution is ostensibly directed, and that these three are South- 
| ern States. Itwould have been easy for the gentleman who drew 
| it up to have mentioned all the States in the Union which pro- 
vide for an educational qualification, for a poll-tax qualification, 
| or for other restrictions upon the suffrage not contemplated in the 
| amendment to the Constitution of the United States. I can tell 

the gentleman that within the last two or three years a few men 
down South have been misled by the siren voice, and have begun 


in this House—if there is addition or subtraction of oneiota 
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to believe that they could hope for justice and broad-minded non- 
partisanship from the Republican party. They have been warned 
that whenever power came in sufficient abundance the cloven hoof 
would come, too, and that they would see that the voice they were 
beginning to hear was but a siren voice, and that the Republican 
party would show itself to be still what it hitherto has always 
been politically—the black man’s party in the South and the enemy 


of the white man, of his civilization, of his commerce, of his prop- | 


erty, and of all that has made him what he is. It remains for the 
gentlemen on the other side to follow the leadership of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. OLMSTED] if they choose, and com- 
pletely pluck from the eyes of those who have been partially de- 
ceived the veil which has been attempted to be thrown over them. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, if there is anything that is more remarkable 
about this resolution than its evident sectional animus, it is its 
impracticability and its stupidity. For example, how would any- 
body find out how many people in the State of Mississippi were 
disfranchised for the reasons stated in this resolution? There is 
there an educational! qualification. How are you to determine 
how many of the men in the State of Mississippi who did not vote, 


did not vote because they were disfranchised under the educa- | 


tional qualification? Then there is a qualification in extension 
and not in limitation of the suffrage, saying that even those who 


can not read and write may still vote, provided they can give an | 


understanding interpretation of the Constitution or any part of it. 
How are you going to determine how many are disqualified 
by that? And then there is a qualification which says that those 
can not vote who shail not by a certain time have paid their poll 
tax. 

Out of the number of people who did not vote, how are you 
going to determine which of them have not voted because of the 
educational qualification? Which because of the understanding 
qualification? Which because of the poll-tax qualification? Which 
because of the registration qualification? 
of the pure Australian bailot which exists in the State of Mis- 
sissippi? As the gentleman who preceded me [Mr. McDERMoTT] 
has well said but a moment ago, there is not a State in the Union 
which does not restrict manhood suffrage in some way or other. 
There is not a State in the Union which has the Australian ballot 
which by the very fact and the necessity of voting according to 
that Australian ballot does not prevent the citizen who can not 
read and write from voting if he votes a split ticket of any sort. 

If it be the pure Australian ballot, as we have it in Mississippi, 
whether a man be allowed to vote when he can read or not, 
as amatter of fact he can not vote unless he can read, because he 
must read the names of those for whom he desires to vote, and he 
must put the mark opposite the name on the ticket. 

Mr. CURTIS. Is he not assisted by the judge or clerk? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not in Mississippi, unless he 
is blind or has lost an arm, or is otherwise physically unable. 

Mr. CURTIS. In Kansas such voters are assisted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). Inshort, can not 
see to write or feel to write. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. My colleague will allow me. If 
he is disqualified by reason of any physical disability, then he is 
assisted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If any physical disability ren- 
ders it impossible for him to do the work required, he is assisted. 
That is the pure Australian ballot as it at first came here. 

Now, a word as to the merits of this question. Any man who 
is a lover of the American Republic and who loves its civilization, 
who loves to see it go forward in the world asa great advance 
power, intellectually and otherwise, ought to be glad in his heart 
that we have resorted to constitutional and legal methods—meth- 
ods adopted in Massachusetts, Connecticut, and other States in 
this Union—for the purpose of solving as best we could a great 
and troublesome, if not insoluble, problem. He ought to be glad 
to see intelligence in control of our destiny. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My time has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much timeis remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have yielded five minutes 
to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KLutrz]. 

Mr. KLUTTZ, Mr. Speaker, coming from the good old State 
of North Carolina, one of the original thirteen, loyal as I believe 
myself to be, and as I know her people to be, to the flag that hangs 
behind the Speaker's desk, desiring only the greatness and glory 
of the whole country and the prosperity of all its people, for one 
I regret, with the gentlemen who have preceded me on this side 
of the House, that such a firebrand should have been thrown 
into legislation at thistime. I regret that the opening days of the 
new century and the era of good feelings between all sections 
should be marred by this attempt to reopen sectional bitterness 


The time of the gentleman has 
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I want to add to what has been sc 
well said by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McDermott], 
enforced by his reciting the constitutional requirements in Penn- 
sylvania—that there is not a single State in this Union, North or 
South, East or West, Democratic or Republican, which limits the 
constitutional requirements for suffrage so as to conform to the 
language of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States. . 

To live up to that amendment, ‘‘that no male inhabitant shall 
be deprived of suffrage except for participation in the rebellion or 


| other crimes,” the male inhabitant, I take it, is he who has ac- 


quired domicile in that State, and the moment that he acquires 


| domicile, and is a male, he is a ‘‘ male inhabitant” of that State, 


and entitled at once to suffrage; and yet every State in the Union, 
1 believe without exception, has requirements as to residence not 


| only in the State, but in the city, in the county, in the precinct 


and ward, and the voting place; and every one of those require- 
ments, as every gentleman on that side must admit, are in direct 
conflict with and contravention of the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States literally construed. 

I find that the States of Maine, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
South Carolina, Mississippi, Louisiana, Colorado, and Wyoming 
all have an educational qualification in addition to the require- 
ment for residence. I find that Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, Del- 

ro- 
vision requiring the payment of a tax; and I find that oan of 
those States—Delaware, Maine, Massachusetts, Missouri, New 
Hampshire, and New Jersey—have qualifications which exclude 
paupers, men upon whom God has laid His hand, who are unable 
to pay a tax and are compelled to go to homes for the poor—that 
these men in these States are excluded from the suffrage. I 
find that in Rhode Island there is a property qualification. I find 
in Delaware that no man can vote unless he has paid a registration 
fee of $1. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? I deny for New Jersey that she denies anyone 
the right of suffrage or denies that right to any American citizen. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. New Jersey has a qualification, as I have stated. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. 1 desire to correct my colleague from New 
Jersey. New Jersey does deny the right of any pauper to vote. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I deny the proposition, and 
ask the gentleman to produce the proof. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I decline to yield to the gentleman to make a 
speech in my time, but I shall insert in my remarks the provision 
of the constitution of New Jersey, kindly handed me by the gen- 
tleman from that State [Mr. McDermott]. It is as follows: 


ARTICLE IL. 


Section 1. And no pauper, idiot, orinsane person * * * shallenjoy the 
right of an elector. 


The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Stewart] is, I trust, an- 
swered. 

Now, sir, I come from the State of North Carolina, where we 
are trying in good faith, in the fear of God, and with the desire 
to do justice to all our poou™, to work out the best interests of 
all races. I find that in North Carolina in the last election, where 
we have nine Congressional districts, there was an average of 
32,555 votes in each district, showing that there was no suppres- 
sion of the vote. 

I find from the reports of the auditor of that State recently made 
that the total revenues of North Carolina for 1899 from all sources 
were $3,064,460.52, and of this sum $1,555,000, or more than one- 
half of it, was given to the cause of education, and that money 
was given pro rata with the whites to the education of the colored 
race at our doors, although they contributed but about 10 per cent 
of the taxes. I ask the majority to join us in frowning upon all 
such legislation as is proposed in this resolution. [Applause.1! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
North Carolina has expired. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that in the 
few remarks I made on the resolution I did not discuss the ques- 
tion of negro suffrage at all. That is one that has been raised on 
the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We all know what you meant. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is the result of the guilty conscience, Mr. 
Speaker. It is a matter of surprise to me that the learned and 
distinguished gentlemen who occupied so much time of the House 
at the last session endeavoring to show that the Constitution fol- 
lows into distant islands of the sea and wherever the flag goes 
should be unwilling that the Constitution should have an wl 
tunity to do business at home. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Why. in one of these States—South Carolina—there is a gentle- 
man sitting here to-day who received 1,768 votes. There must 
have been some denial of suffrage tosomebody. There are seven 
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members from Mississippi sitting here who received 22,365 votes, 
about the majority in my district this year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield to me for a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman say that 
these are all the qualified voters in the State of Mississippi? Why, 
I have 20,000 Democratic white voters on my mailing list. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is the object of this resolution, to find 
out whether they are registered and qualified voters. What is 
the gentleman afraid of? [Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to consume longer time upon 
this resolution, I find there are a jarge number of my friends on 
this side of the House who voted with me for the previous ques- 
tion, which, under the rule, limits debate to twenty minutes on 
either side, but nevertheless feel that they ought to have had an 
opportunity to discuss it at some length. Some of them claim to 
have been put in an embarrassing position by the failure to have 
an opportunity to discussit. While I am not willing toaccept the 
suggestion from the other side, to refer it to a committee, where 
it will die for the present and slumber forever afterwards, as the 
gentleman from Alabama expressed it [laughter], I am willing 
myself to move to refer it to the Committee on Census if the 
chairman of that committee, who is present here, will assure me 
that he will call his committee together for its consideration 
within a week. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am not in the mood to-day to 
make any bargains with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but I 
can say to him that the Committee on Census, up to date, has 
endeavored to discharge its duty with all business that has been 
referred to it; and I have no doubt that if this resolution is sent 
there the committee will act upon it as they have upon all other 
matters that in the regular course of business is assigned to that 
committee. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to have the gentleman go fur- 
ther and state that he will—I have no doubt that he will—call it 
up immediately. But, Mr. Speaker, with the assurance of the 
chairman of the Committee on Census that his committee is 
prompt in the discharge of business and that this will be called 
up at an early day, I move to refer this resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Census. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentieman closed his 
remarks? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have, and made the motion. 

Mr. MAHON. I think, as this is a privileged resolution, the 
gentleman himself, if the committee does not act within ten days, 
will have the right to call it up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand, Mr. Speaker, 
that debate is closed upon this question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This being a privileged resolution, will it be 
within my power to call it up after seven days if the committee 
does not act upon it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope the Chair will not 
answer questions which are merely going fishing. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1 have no doubt the gentleman 
who occupies the chair when that time comes will decide that 
question. The question now is on referring to the Committee on 
Census the pending resolution. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarTt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill of 
the following title: 

H. R. 168. An act for the relief of Henry O. Morse. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in whieh the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print and de- 
liver to the Department of the Interior, for the use of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, 10,000 additional copies of the Annual Report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions for the fiscal year ended June 20, 1900. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the United States is hereby requested to return to the House 
the bill (H. R. 2955) entitled “An act providing for the resurvey of township 
No. 8, of range No. 30 west, of the,State of Nebraska,” in order to correct an 
error whereby the bill has been enrolled as an act of the first instead of the 
second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED, 
_ Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate resolution of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee as indicated below: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print and 
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deliver to the Department of the Interior, for the use of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, 10,000 additional copies of the Annual Report of the Commie 
sioner of Pensions for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1900— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
REAPPORTIONMENT. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire,on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Census, to call up for present consideration House bill 
12740; and I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I simply call it up 
to-day for the purpose of general debate, and if the bill is consid- 
ered now I will not call the previous question until Monday, hav- 
ing general debate to-day and Saturday, and for such time on 
Monday as may be deemed proper, so that we can get a final vote 
on the bill some time before the adjournment of the House on 
that day. 

The object of that is this: Thirty-six different State legislatures 
meet this month. By constitutional limitation the session of 
some of these legislatures will expire within sixty days. After 
this bill is considered in the House it must go to the Senate. where 
necessarily its consideration will take time, so that it is impor- 
tant not only to members of the Committee on the Census, but to 
every member of this House on either side, that an early consid- 
eration of the bill be had. 

Many members of the House have not analyzed the three bills 
pending—the bill reported by the Committee on the Census, the 
bill reported by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. BuRLEIGH], and 
the bill reported by the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Crum- 
PACKER]. It is my purpose, if we take up the bill at the present 
time, to analyze these different bills, giving some facts and figures 
for the benefit of members who are not on the committee, so that 
they may better understand this question and may be prepared to 
vote intelligently, when the time shall come, on the several pend- 
ing bills which will be pending upon the report of the commit- 
tee and the amendments that will be proposed by the minority 
of the committee. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. SWANSON. To see whether we can not have some kind 
of an understanding with the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Hop- 
KINS] as to the time when this bill shall be taken up; and if not, 
I wish to raise the question of consideration on the bill at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia raise the question of consideration? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes, sir: I desire to raise that question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I trust, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, without any 
discourtesy to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], allow 
me to say I noticed that the gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. Grir- 
FITH] sought the floor; and I think it might assist us somewhat 
in reaching an agreement if that gentleman, a Democratic mem- 
ber of the committee, be accorded recognition by the Chair at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. GRIFFITH] is recognized. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker,in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], allow me to say that I think it proper to 
take up this matter now; but I believe that if we should fix Mon- 
day for taking the vote it would not allow sufficient time for dis- 
cussion. There is a very general desire on the part of members 
who favor what is known as the Hopkins bill, as well as those who 
favor what is called the Burleigh bill, to discuss both features of 
this question. I am satisfied that if the previous question should 
be called on Monday a great many who desire to be heard and 
who wish to advance special reasons in favor of certain measures 
would not have the opportunity to doso. Itherefore suggest that 
the vote be'taken, say, on Wednesday next at 1 o’c!ock; that the 
previous question be considered as ordered for that time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, that would allow five days for 
discussion. 

A MEMBER. Four days. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Allow me to say that of course this bill will 
be under the control of the House at every stage of its considera- 
tion from the moment it is taken up till the time that some bill 
on the subject passes this House. Let me say to the gentleman 
from Indiana that it is not my purpose to ask for the previous 
question until some time on Monday—at what hour I am not able 
at the present time to state. It is not my purpose, however, to 
cut off any member who may have anything to present that will 
enlighten the House as to the proyer ratio to be adopted, or upon 
any other provision that may be contained in the bill. I think it 
will be better, in the interest of legislation, that we proceed in 
the manner I have already indicated. It may be that by this 
time on Monday afternoon all members will be satisfied that we 
shall take a vote some time during that afternoon. If, however, 
it should be found that we can not do that, the matter will be ab- 
solutely under the control of the House. 
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Mr. GRIFFITH. I suggest to the gentleman that, as a matter 
of compromise, we fix Tuesday at, say, 3 o'clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest to the gentleman that it would be 
fairer to all parties not to set a definite time, either Monday or 
‘Tuesday. 

Mr. PEARSON. The gentleman from Illinois will allow me to | 
fuggest that the shortest time ever allowed in this body for the | 
discussion of an important question of this character was, as I un- | 
derstand, ten years ago, when two full days of debate were al- 
lowed, although the report of the committee was unanimous. | 
These questions heretofore have sometimes run.on through two | 
years or two Congresses. There has never beena more important 
question presented in this body than that presented in the Crum- | 
packer bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, if the consensus of opinion on 
both sides of the House is that Tuesday at 2 o'clock would bea 
proper time to call the previous question, I will say to my friend 
from Indiana that I will not call the previous question before 
that hour—that we may have debate up to that time. 

Mr. SWANSON. Make it 3 o'clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. Two o'clock will give time on that day for a 
speech of one hour on each side. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask that, by unanimous consent, the bill 
which I have called up may be considered in general debate from 
this time until Tuesday at 2 o'clock, when the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered and the House proceed to vote 
upon the various amendments that may be offered to the bill and 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman will allow 
me to say that under the agreement which he proposes there wi!l 
be no debate whatever under the five-minute rule. Would it not 
be well to have general debate until 3 o’clock Monday and then 
the five-minute debate until 3 o’clock on Tuesday? 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois be acceptable to 
the minority members of the committee, I shall not interpose any 
objection, but it will leave us absolutely without any opportunity 
to debate amendments, and that is something I have never seen 
done here. 

Mr. HAY. Which bill does the gentleman from Tennessee 
favor, the Hopkins bill or the Burleigh biil? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I[ do not know that I am 
prepared to answer that question. Iam speaking only for my- 

self 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman from Tennessee will give me 
his attention for a moment, I wish to say that so far as the mem- 
bers of the committee are concerned, they would be perfectly 
willing that a part of the time for debate be occupied under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopkins] yield to his colleague? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. MANN. I should like t ) Inquire from my colleague if he 
has made any arrangement with the gentleman from Indiana [{ Mr. 
CRUMPACKER], who filed minority suggestions, in reference to the 
time for closing debate? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I havea telegram from the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. CRUMPACKER], received a few moments ago, in an- 
swer to a telegram that I sent him saying that we would proceed 
with the debate to-day and to-morrow and up to2 o'clock Monday, 
in which he states that he will be here this evening, so that he will 
be in the House to-morrow 

Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CrumpackeEer], I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. MANN. If an arrangement can be made so that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Indiana is a member of the 
committee and will be entitled to his time. 

Mr. MANN. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Horxiys] has the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to make an inquiry, either of 
the Chair or of the chairman of the committee, and that is whether 
or not, under this arrangement, amendments to this bill can be 
offered and debated: 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nosuggestion has been made yet 
by the chairman of the committee—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want that information now. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is my intention to have it arranged so that 
amendments can be offered. I have no desire to cut off any 
amendments that will fairly express the opinion of the House, | 
and whether it be the number that is reported by the majority or | 
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by the minority, or some number that may be selected by gentie- 
men on the floor is a matter of no importance to me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I want to know definitely now 
is whether an amendment can be offered and debated, because 
I have one that I want to offer to have the District of Columbia 
have a Delegate in this House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That would not be pertinent, 

Mr. PAYNE. That would not be germane. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not care whether it is or not. I 
want to offer it if I can have the opportunity. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I very much doubt whether that would be 
proper under the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not your bill provide for Dele- 
gates from Oklahoma, Arizona, New Mexico, and Hawaii? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Imisunderstood thegentleman. I thought he 
said he wished to offer an amendment giving the District of Co- 
lumbia a Member. His proposition is to give the District of 
Columbia a Territorial Delegate? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A Territorial Delegate; yes. 

Mr. SHATTUC. You would have to have a law to do that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman that I have no 
objection to giving him an opportunity to offer such an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man from Dlinois and the House will indulge me for a moment, 
if we make an agreement that this bill shall be debated under 
general debate until 3 o'clock Tuesday and that a vote shall be 
taken, why, then, there can be no offering of amendments and no 
discussion of amendments, and that is the only point to which I 
desire to call the attention of the House. If we can make an 
agreement to fix a time at which it will be in order to offer and 
debate amendments, that is ail I desire. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When I was interrupted by my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], who objects to any time being fixed, I 
was about to say to the gentleman that I was willing to modify 
that so that we could take a certain portion of the time for gen- 
eral debate and then the other portion under the five-minute rule, 
which I think myself is preferable to using up al! the time in 
general debate. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me for just one moment? I should like to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Illinois | Mr. Hopkins] if it is not his understanding 
with the gentleman from Maine | Mr. BURLEIGH], who represents 
the minority, that the minority bill shall be understood to be 
pending as a substitute for the proposition of the majority? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Whenever the debate is ended, that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine shall be pending? 

Mr. PEARSON. And the Crumpacker bill will be an amend- 
ment to that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. And the Crumpacker bill, I suppose, will be 
an amendment to that. It will be arranged so that a vote can be 
taken on that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIFLD. But the minority bill presented by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] is in order first as a sub- 
stitute for the majority bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. As a substitute for the bill reported by the 
comnniittee. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, inasmuch as the gentleman has 


| arranged for the debate to close on Tuesday, or at least has sug- 


gested that he is willing to agree to that, I wish to ask him 
whether it would not be better to allow the debate to begin on 
Monday and to close on Tuesday instead of beginning the debate 
to-day and occupying to-morrow and Monday? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say in answer to the gentleman that it 
has been suggested that more debate should be allowed, and inas- 
much as many of the members have not had an opportunity to 
make a careful analysis of the bills, I think, in the interest of 
progress in the development of this bill, debate ought to begin to- 
day so as to analyze the bills. Iam prepared to present the views 
of the majority as to the character of the majority bill, and Il am 
also prepared to show why the House should not adopt the so- 
called Burleigh bill; and I suppose that my distinguished friend 
from Maine |Mr. LiTTLEFieLp] is equally prepared to show the 
shortcomings of the committee bill and to exploit the benefits and 
glories of the Burleigh bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman allow this further 
suggestion? The gentleman is full well aware that there are 
some members of the minority of the committee who are not here 
as yet. 

Mr. STEELE. That is not the fault of the House. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I know it is not the fault of the House; 
but then, so far as the committee are concerned, in fairness and 
courtesy they ought to be here and to have an opportunity to hear 
this debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. MAHON, 


1t will all be in the Recorp. 
Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLE- 
FIELD] will not forget that this is a short session of Congress and 
that there is a large amount of business to be transacted. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I trust I shall not forget anything so 


obvious as that. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The regular order is demanded, 
which is the reading of the bill. The Clerk will read, 
The Clerk read the bill, as: follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12740) making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress 
among the several States under the Twelfth Census. 

Re it enacted, etc., That after the 3d of March, 1903, the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be composed of 357 members, to be apportioned among the 
several States as follows: 

Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 6: California, 7; Colorado, 2; Connecticut, 4; Dela- 
ware, 1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 11; Idaho, 1; Illinois, 238; Indiana, 12; Iowa, 11; 
Kansas, 7: Kentucky, 10; Louisiana,7; Maine. 3; Maryland. 6; Massachusetts, 
13: Michigan, 12; Minnesota, 8; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 15; Montana, 1; 
Nebraska, 5: Nevada, 1; New Hampshire, 2: New Jersey, 9; New York, 35; 
North Carolina, 9; North Dakota, 1; Ohio. 20; Oregon, 2; Pennsylvania, 30; 
Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6: South Dakota,2: Tennessee, 10; Texas, 15; 
Utah, 1; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 9; Washington, 2; West Virginia, 5; Wiscon- 
sin, 10; Wyoming, 1. : 

Sec. 2. That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Represent- 
ative or Representatives assigned to it shall be in addition to the num- 
ber 357. 

Sec. 3. That in each State entitled under this apportionment. the number 
to which such State may be entitled in the Fifty-eighth and each subsequent 
Congress shall be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory and 
containing as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants. The said 
districts shall be equal to the number of Representatives to which such State 
may be entitled in Congress, no one district electing more than one Repre- 
sentative. 

Sec. 4. Thatin case of an increase in the number of Representatives which 
may be given to any State under this apportionment such additional Repre- 
sentative or Representatives shall be elected by the State at large, and the 
other Representatives by the districts now prescribed by law until the legis- 
lature of-such State, in the manner herein prescribed, shall redistrict such 
State; and if there be no increase in the number of Representatives from a 
State the Representatives thereof shall be elected from the districts now pre- 
scribed by law until such State be redistricted as herein prescribed by the 
legislature of said State; and if the number hereby provided for shall in any 
State be less than it was before the change hereby made, then the whole 
number to such State hereby provided for shall be elected at large, unless the 
legisiatures of said States have provided or shall otherwise provide before 
the time fixed by law for the next election of Representatives therein. 

Sec. 5. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with thisact are hereby 
repealed. 


The following committee amendment was read: 


In line 14, page 2, after the word “contiguous,” insert the words “and 
compact.” 


Mr. HOPKINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to inquire 
of the gentleman from Illinois, if he will yie!d for a moment, 
whether there is any arrangement or understanding as to who 
controls the time on either side? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No arrangement has been made with the 
House, but in discussing the matter with the members of the Cen- 
sus Committee it has been suggested that the chairman of the 
committee control it in favor of the committee bill and that the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. BURLE!IGH] control the time in oppo- 
sition, and, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the time 
for general debate be equally divided and that it be controlled as 
indicated. 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. PEARSON. I object in behalf—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention 
of the House, it is not my purpose to devote very much time to 
general remarks. As every member understands, the authority 
for the proposed legislation is found in the constitutional require- 
ment, which reads as follows: 


Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States accordin 
to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in eac 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at any elec- 
tion for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of the United 
States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a 
State, or the mem bers of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 
inhabitants of such State, being 21 years of age and citizens of the United 
States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other 


which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 


The bill as prepared by the majority of the committee is in 


among the people of the various States. 


In the preparation of the bill we were necessarily required to | 
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taken, and was carried on even up to 1840; but in 1832 a notable 
debate was had both in the House and in the Senate upon this 
subject. 

It was found that as new States were added and the population 
of the various States increased, that there were large fractions in 
each one of those States that were unrepresented, and it was 
finally determined that some legislation should be adopted for the 
representation of these fractions. Under the census taken in 1830 
the House pursued in the preparation of the bill for apportion- 
ment the old method that had been adopted in the first apportion- 
ment bill. When it was sent to the Senate such inequalities 
existed and such manifest injustice was apparent that the Senate 
prepared and adopted a bill based on an entirely different theory. 

Mr. Webster was then in the Senate and was upon the Census 
Committee of the Senate. He insisted that representation and 
taxation required, in order to make a proper distribution of po- 
litical power among the States, that a definite number should be 
determined on as to the membership of the House. that theaggre- 
gate population of the United States should be divided by that 
number, and the quotient thus obtained would be the ratio that 
should determine the membership in each State, allowing, how- 
ever, a member for a major fraction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, rightin that connection, 
will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am somewhat in sympathy 
with your bill, and I think if one injustice was corrected in it I 
would be with the whole of your bill if itis rectified in this partic- 
ular. Now, here is Colorado which has a major fraction of 
121,000 and something, Florida has a major fraction of 110,000and 
something, and North Dakota a major fraction of 105,000 and 
something, but they do not get an additional Representative for 
these major fractions. Why not, now, make the House 360, as it 
virtually is now, and give to these three States their additional 
members. Then you would give every State that has a major 
fraction one member, taken as a divisor for the additional member. 
It seems to me that that would make your bill mathematically 
perfect, and correct an injustice which has been done these 
States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. Speaker, that that subject is one that has been carefully con- 


| sidered by the committee, and during the progress of my remarks 


I propose to take up that question and discuss it, and shall state 
why our Committee on the Census were not constrained to in- 
crease the number beyond 357. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is a fact, is it not? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It isa fact, as stated by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One word more. Is it not a 
fact that these are the only three States that have a major fraction 
that do not get an additional Representative? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is the fact that they are the only three that 
do not get an additional Representative on major fractions. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hii a 
question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not now; and the reason I do not desire 
to be interrupted is, I will take up these various objections ra‘sed 
by gentlemen and explain them in the curse of my remarks, and 
I think I can make it clearer to members of the House upon both 
sides in that way than by these interruptions. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have conversed with the gentleman from 
Colorado, and know his point and what he desires to say, and I 
will come to it by and by. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. All right. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, at the time when the Senate, under the 
leadership of Mr. Webster. of Massachusetts, changed the method 
of determining the representation of the House, Mr. Polk, who 


crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion ; was afterwards President of the United States, as chairman of the 


Committee on Census of the House, took issue with the action of 
the Senate and insisted that fractions, under the Constitution, could 


‘ | not be represented at all; that we must take a certain population 
ebedience to that provision of the Constitution which directs that | 
representation and direct taxation shall be apportioned equitably | 


investigate what had been done by previous committees under | 
various censuses that have been taken since the adoption of the | 


Constitution. We find that in the early history they adopted a 
ratio of population that was to determine the number of Repre- 
sentatives that should be found in the several States. 

For example, they would take 33,000 as representing a district 


that would be entitled to a member of Congress, and then would | 


take the aggregate population of the State and use 33,000 as the 
divisor, and the quotient would represent the number of Congress- 
men that would be allowed to the State. No attention whatever 
was given to fractions. This was so in the first few censuses 
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as the ratio, and that under our Constitution we had no power 
whatever to make any addition for a fraction. 

At that time the views of the Senate were not fully adopted, but 
from 1840 up to the present time the suggestions first made, as I 
have indicated, by the Senate upon this subject have been adopted. 
And for more than sixty years in determining the niembership of 
the House under its apportionment bills an arbitrary number has 
been taken, and then the fractions have been considered, and a 
member assigned to each State having a majority fraction. 

Now, when we come to take up the bill suggested by the Com- 
mittee on the Census I will go into this matter more fully than I 
have at this time. I desire to call the attention of the House 
briefly, and only briefly, to the reasons that have suggested them- 
selves to the Committee on the Census as to why we have limited 
the number to 457. I find thatthe number we have now is an 
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exceedingly large body to transact business, and it was believed in 
the interests of economy and in the interests of legislation that it 
would not be wise at this time to increase that number. 

Gentleman who have served here in the House for any length of 
time are aware of the fact that right here in the center of the | 
House are a few favored seats, but those unfortunate enough to | 
get seats on the back rows or on the outer sides of the Chamber | 
are practically excluded from participating in legislation if they 
remain in their seats. This matter has become so well understood | 
that the strip nearest the west side of the Chamber has been de- 
nominated the ‘‘ Cherokee Strip,” and members when they have 
been selecting their seats have been jeered by the more fortunate 
members when they have been compelled to take their seats in that 
section. 

Another thing is that people elect members of Congress tocome 
here to legislate; not only to participate in debate, but to take an 
active interest in all the great questions presented. As the House 
is constituted, if we increase the number, it will be absolutely im- 
possible to transact the business of the House except by commit- | 
tees. It is too much so at the present time for a healthy condition 
of legislation. For example, in a few days we shall consider a | 
river and harbor bill which, I understand, carries with it appro- 
priations aggregating from sixty to eighty millions of dollars. 
Outside of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, what member | 
knows anything about the considerations that have influenced the | 
members of that committee or the reasons warranting an appro- 
priation reaching such enormous figures? 

Here the other day an appropriation bill was brought in from 
the Committee on Appropriations carrying $145.000,000, and was | 
passed in this House in eleven minutes’ time. What member of | 
this House, outside of the committee that reported the bill, knows | 
anything about the items covered by it, or can give any facts re- | 
garding any of its provisions? This is the condition now. If we 
increase the membership of the House by thirty or forty members, 
it will increase the difficulties that I have briefly and imperfectly | 
referred to at the present time. 

Not only that, Mr. Speaker, but in a legislative body with a | 
lesser number we find that the rules are not so severe, and a larger | 
liberty is given to the individual members. We see that in the 
Senate as compared with the House. There is not a Senator that 
represents in part any one of the great States that form this grand 
Republic who rises to his feet but what is entitled to the recog- | 
nition of the Chair. 

How is it in this House? Composed of 357 members, as we have | 
now, let a gentleman with any kind of a resolution, on any sub- | 
ject that interests the public, rise to his feet and address the | 
Chair, and does he get recognition under our rules? Not at all. 
The question propounded to him is, ‘‘ For what purpose does the | 
gentleman rise?” And it is left for the Speaker to determine 
whether he shall have recognition to bring that matter before the | 
House or whether he will be compelled to sit down in his seat and 
wait the action of the Speaker. That can not and ought not to | 
exist in a properly regulated legislative body. 

Now, I make no criticism of the present Speaker of the House. 
I believe he has discharged his duties with an ability and fidelity | 
that entitles him to the highest credit, and his course with every | 
member of this House has been courteous in the extreme; but | 
with this large legislative body we see the trouble and inconven- 
ience to which members are subjected. That is so with 357 mem- 
bers; and if we increase it, we increase the troubles of this kind. 
Now, you take the committees, and it is the same way. In order | 
to give members of this House proper representation on comiit- | 
tees committee after committee has been created that does not | 
meet during the entire session of Congress, and the committees | 
already in existence are increased to such numbers as to make | 
them burdensome and unwieldy; so that I think when members | 
come to look upon this subject in the spirit of patriotism, with the 
idea of the public good, not from a selfish standpoint, they will 
agree with the majority of the Committee on the Census that we 
should call a halt in increasing the membership of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it goes without saying that under the appor- 
tionment proposed by the Committee on the Census every one of 
the great States forming the Federal Republic will have the same 
relative influence, the same relative power, the same relative rep- 
resentation on this floor that it would have with a larger number 
of Representatives. Illinois under this bill, with 23 members, will 
have the same power, the same influence, that she would have with 
28 members or with 25, as proposed in the other bill. 

The great Stateof Maine that has honored thecountry byso many 
distinguished sons who have served in this House and in the other 
Chamber will, with three members, as proposed in the bill of the 
majority, have the same relative influence, the same relative power 
and position, in this House thatshe would have with four members. 
Her representation can not be increased without increasing the 
representation of all the other States. 

If, then, as I have said, we sink the personal ambition of mem- 
bers, if we will throw off the influence that is brought about by 
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localities, and look at this discussion from the standpoint of ‘ the 
greatest good to the greatest number,” and will remember our 
country and not the individual or the section, it seems to me 
there ought not to be any division among the members of this 
House upon the proposition that the membership of this House 
should not be increased. 

There are many other arguments which can be urged in favor 
of retaining the present number—357. I can well understand 
why gentlemen desiring to increase the number of Representa- 
tives in this House should refer to the English House of Commons 
with 670 members. But they must remember that in England 
there is no written constitution to control as there is in the United 
States. They must remember also that by the rules and regula- 


| tions of the English House of Commons 40 members of Parlia- 
| ment constitute a quorum for the transaction of public business 


and 20 members for the transaction of private business. 

Then, on the question of economy, England pays to her mem- 
bers of Parliament no salary whatever. She furnishes them no 
clerks, no stationery, no traveling expenses, no et ceteras such as 
become a part of the perquisites of every member of the American 
Congress. Every time we increase the membership of this House 
Gentlemen 
may say that that is a small matter, but the increase which is 
proposed in the so-called Burleigh bill wiil entail an increased 
annual expense to the Government of the United States of from 
$500,000 to $750,000, That will be a fixed expenditure which must 
be met year after year without any resultant good. 

Some gentlemen say that in order to transact business and look 
after our constituents properly it is necessary that the number of 
Representatives should be increased. I do not agree with gentle- 
men who take that view, because it seems to me that a careful 
study of the history of our country will bear out the remark that 
the legislator of to-day from any of these States has less to do than 
had his predecessors. 

It should not be forgotten that in the earlier days members of 


| Congress had no clerks such as are furnished at the present time. 


By the introduction of the railroad, the telegraph, the telephone, 
and the great mail system which has been established in this 
country communication with our constituents is made easy; all 
sections of our country have been brought into harmony, so that 


| Representatives on this floor can much more readily look after the 


interests of their constituents than they could before the days of 
railroads and telegraphs and telephones. 

As I have said, these are a fewof the considerations which have 
influenced the majority of the committee in adhering to 357 asthe 
number of Representatives, and recommending the adoption of 
that number instead of the increase proposed by the minority of 
the committee. 

I now propose, if I can have the attention of the House, to take 
up bill No. 12740, reported by our committee, and analyzeit, show- 


| ing to members of the House the methods by which we have made 


the allotments to each of the several States, the total of which 
aggregates 357 members. 

Some time before the convening of Congress the Director of the 
Census was directed, in accordance with the custom established 
for many years, to prepare tables not only for the guidance of 
the Committee on the Census, but also for the benefit of Members 
and Senators. The experts in that department have prepared a 
table, called an apportionment table, in which they commence 
with 350 members and give the figures up to 400 members, inclu- 
sive. They first give the constitutional population of every State 
in the Union and then the constitutional population of the entire 
United States. By means of these tables we can take any of these 
figures presented, and if we settle upon any number as the mem- 
bership of this House, can easily determine the representation 
that will be allotted thereby to any of the States. 

AsI have stated, the majority of the committee in preparing 
their bill selected first 357, and then in order to determine the mem- 
bership to be allotted to each State under this new apportionment 
they divided the constitutional population of the United States— 
74,565,906—by 357, getting a quotient of 208,868, so that under the 
proposition of the majority of the committee the population of a 
Congressional district should aggregate 208,868. aking that 
number as a divisor, we then took the population of the various 
Statesand made the division. For example, dividing the popula- 
tion of Alabama—1,828,697—by 208,868, it gave to the State of 
Alabama8 members, with a decimal fraction of 0.755, representing 
a population of 157,753. 

hat process was carried out with every State, the aggregate 
number reached by this process being 335 members; so that by 
this process we apportion among the several States in the Union 
335 members. ow, in order to reach the 357 members, we find 
that there are 22 members still to be allotted; but we also find 
that, by the division made in the manner that I have indicated, 
there were major and minor fractions in the 45 different States 
aggregating 4,595,126. 
Under the old rule that was adopted and maintained in this 
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country up to 1840 that population of 4,595,126 would have gone 
unrepresented, excepting the four States that under the Constitu- 
tion are entitled to one member each; but under the policy that 
has been adopted during the last sixty years these major fractions 
were represented. It was found, however, that there were major 
fractions for 25 States instead of 22, including the four States that 
under the Constitution are entitled toonemembereach. How was 
that to be remedied? Under this apportionment 335 members had 
been assigned to the several States, each on the same ratio that was 
accorded to its sister States, leaving, as I said, 22 members to be 
assigned, as I have already stated. 

Now, what was the most equitable and just way to dispose of 
these fractions? The four million and odd thousands that I have 
mentioned would be entitled only to 22 members, on the ratio 
that we have already divided among the other States. That ag- 
gregation of fractions would not be entitled to 25 members, but 
only to 22. Now, it would not be in accordance with the require- 
ments of the Constitution to give a greater representation to a 
fraction than to the integral numbers. It would not be just and 

roper to take this population that is represented by these various 
Rastions and give them an increased ap eames Then what 
is the most equitable and just way to dispose of the 22 members 
that represent the fractional numbers? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there is but one way. and that way was 
pointed out many years ago by Professor Walker, Superintend- 
ent of the Ninth and Tenth Censuses. Professor Walker not only 
agreed fully with the masterly argument that was made by Mr. 
Webster upon the subject, that we should take an arbitrary 
number for the membership of the House and have the fractions 
represented, but he insisted that where such an anomaly existed 
as we find exists at the present time the only just and proper 
way would be to take the State with the largest major fraction 
and give to that State one of the 22 members, then take the next 
State that had the next highest major fraction and give to it a 
member, and so on until the 22 members are disposed of in the 
manner that I have indicated. 

Now, these 22 members represent, as I have said, all the frac- 
tions, including the population of the four States with one member 
each; but it is more equitable and just to apportion an additional 
member to the State with the highest major fraction than it would 
be to one with a lower major fraction, because when we come to 
this question of fractions (which frequently occurs, as you will 
find by going through these figures), one State may have a major 
fraction of a thousand or two above the moiety number, and 
another State just reach the dividing line. Where would yon 
make the division there? 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Justinamoment. Now, I call the attention 
of the members of the House to this to show that in making this 
apportionment as has been provided by the Committee on the 
Census we have been unable to deal out strict and exact justice 
to all States, but, as Mr. Webster said, the Constitution does not 
require that. It only requires us to do that as nearly as it is pos- 
sible to do it in making these divisions. And I submit that when 
gentlemen come to study these figures as the Committee on the 
Census have studied them they will readily find that no other 
apportionment could be made and still preserve the harmony and 
integrity of the bill. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi, early in my remarks, sug- 
gested that we should recognize the three States that have small 
major fractions, The moment that we attempt to do that we 
change the ratio, because you will see under an apportionment of 
357 members the ratio is 208,868. Suppose we adopt the sugges- 
tion made and give these three States each an additional member. 

Then we increase the membership of the House from 357 to 360; 
and by turning over the leaf and examining the figures that have 
been prepared by the Committee on the Census we find that, 
instead of the ratio being the number that I have indicated, it 
has dropped down to 207,127, and instead of having the member- 
ship of the House as it is, at 357, we find that these fractions in 
the States are changed and that some State other than one of 
these three that have been indicated would be left exactly in the 
position now occupied by Florida, North Dakota, and Colorado. 

Mr. MORRIS. It wouldcreate major fractions in other States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; it would create major fractions in other 
States; andif you will follow this through from one point to an- 
other, you will find it will be utterly impossible to have a bill that 
will prevent that condition arising somewhere. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman now yield to me for a 
question? ‘ 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will youexplain tothe House howit is that 
if the number of Representatives in the House is 356 Colorado 

ins a member, or if it is 358 Colorado gains a member, but if it 
is 357, the number between the two, Colorado does not gain a 
member? 

Mr. PEARSON. That is the “Alabama paradox.” 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly it does not require any mathemat- 
ical genius to explain that. When you have a definite number as 
a divisor to divide the population of 45 different States, you 
change the ratio and it changes the fraction and makes the 
changes that wehave indicated. It is what was twenty years ago 
called the ‘‘Alabama paradox.” 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the gentleman recognize, also, that if 
the membership of the House is reduced to 350 Colorado gains a 
member; orif it is 351 Colorado gains a member; or if it is 352, or 
358, or 354, or 355, or 356, Colorado gains a member; but if it is 
357 Colorado does not gain a member? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman would study the figures that 
have been presented to us by the Director of the Census he would 
readily see how that occurs; and it illustrates the point that I make 
and the point that has been a stumbling block ever since we have 
had apportionment bills under the Constitution of the United 
States. You can not administer strict, exact, and impartial jus- 
tice to every State. One State may get a little advantage of 
another, but the object and purpose of the House inevery instance 
should be to minimize those inequalities, to have a ratio that will 
apply to the greatest number of States and to give to the States 
with the largest major fractions, if any such exist, representation, 
rather than those that have smaller fractions. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Right there—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not be interrupted. I know what the 
gentleman's position is and his questions do not throw any light 
on the subject. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to get some light myself. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then listen to me and do not ask questions, 

Mr. PEARSON. The gentleman should read the speech of 
**Sunset” Cox on the Alabama paradox, showing that figures 
never lie. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; I do not. Now, Mr. Speaker, right in 
connection with this subject, and in connection with what the 
gentleman from Colorado has said, I desire to call to the attention 
of the members of the House the letter of Francis A. Walker, the 
Superintendent of the Ninth and Tenth Censuses, written to Mr. 
Cox, January 15,1881. It is found on page 24 of the report. I 
trust every member of the House will read the letter. He says: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1881. 

DEAR SiR: In response to your request, I would say that I see no correct 
principle underlying the practice of giving an additional Representative to 
all States having a moiety of the number of inhabitants taken as the divisor 
in determining the number of Representatives to which each State shall be 
entitled under the census. In my view, the only logical method is to take at 
the outset the final number of Representatives, which number shall be used 
as a divisor in obtaining the ratio of Representatives to population. 

The ratio so obtained should be applied in succession to the population of 
each State. This process will yield in the aggregate a number somewhat less 
than the number of Representatives originally taken. The difference should 
be made up by assigning tothe States having the largest fractions additional 
Representatives. henever a sufficient number of additional Representa- 
tives have been assigned on account of fractions, to make up the total num- 
ber taken, such assignment should cease. 

If that number be exceeded, as in the case of the assignment of additional 
Representatives on account of a moiety, the ratio of representation is 
thereby changed, whether that excess be one or more, a new ratio is deter- 
mined, and the work has to be done all over again. It might easily happen 
that upon the new ratio another State would be found to have a.fraction in 
excess of the moiety, and therefore entitled een the same principle to an 
additional Representative. Theaddition of such a Representative, however, 
giving a new total, would again change the ratio, and the application of that 
ratio might find still another State in excess of the moiety, and so on. 

I inclose a series of tables which afford a practical illustration of this proe- 
ess. In Table I, I have taken 23 communities, which we may assume to be the 
counties of a State, named A to W, inclusive, having an aggregate population 
of 120,000. Taking the total number of Representatives at 200, we have 1 Rep- 
resentative to every 600 inhabitants. Applying this ratioin succession to the 
population of the several counties, we have 19% Representatives assigned upon 
even division, as —_ in column 3, while there is an aggregate of frac- 
tions, as shown in column 4, of 6,000. Assigning 10 additional Representatives 
according to the highest fractions, we have, in column 5, the total 200—the 
original number of Representatives taken. 

jere, according to my view, the work should stop. If, however, assign- 
ments are to be made upon a moiety, we find the county named G receiving 
an additional Representative, its fraction being greater than one-half of 600. 
The number of Representatives now, however, has become not 200, but 201, 
and the ratio is no longer 1 to 600, but 1 to 597. Applying the ratio in succes- 
sion to the population of the several counties, as in Table Il, we have an ag- 
gregate number of 192 Representatives upon even division, with an aggregate 
of fractions reaching 5,376. Assigning 9 additional Representatives upon the 
highest fractions, we have the total number 201. the number last taken. but 
there still remains one county, U, having a fraction in excess of the moiety. 

This county, therefore, upon the moiety principle, must receive an addi- 
tional Representative, which. however, would make the total number 202 and 
change the ratio to 1 to 594. Now, if G was entitled to an additional Repre- 
sentative by reason of having a fraction in excess of the moiety of 600, which 
was not the number of inhabitants to a Representative, U is equally entitled 
to an additional Representative, because it has a fraction in excess of the 
moiety of 507, which is the actual number of inhabitants to a Representative. 
But if U receives an additional Representative on account of ite moiety, then 
the number of Representatives becomes not 201, but 202, and the ratio be- 
comes | to 594, 

Applying this ratio to the population of the several States in succession, 
as shown in Table III, we have the number of 194 Representatives assigned 
upon even division. Giving § additional Representatives upon the highest 
fractions, we have the number of 22, according to the scheme; but this still 
leaves one county, Q, having a fraction in excess of a moiety of 594. Now, 
upon the moiety principle, Q has just as good right to have an additional 
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Representative as U or G in the instances previously taken. If, however, 
this claim is to prevail, the number of Representatives is again changed, 
namely, to 203, and the ratio is again changed, namely, 1 to 591; a new distri- 
bution takes place, as seen in Table IV, and again a claimant for an addi- 
tional Representative appears in I, which has a fraction of 20, being more 
than one-half the number (591) of inhabitants to a Representative. 

The result of giving I an additional Representative is shown in Table V, 
where, with a total number of 204 Representatives, yielding the ratio of 1 to 
588, there still appears a new county, O, which claims an additional Repre- 
sentative on precisely the same grounds as G, U, Q, or I, namely, as having 
a fraction equal toa moiety of the number of inhabitants to a Representa- 
tive. And so this might go on indefinitely. 

I see no rational conclusion, therefore, but that the number first taken, 
through which, as a divisor. to obtain the number of inhabitants for a Rep- 
resentative should be maintained, and so many additional Representatives, 
and only so many, be assigned upon fractions as are needed to make up the 
original number. To go beyond this is to lose all hold on any principle gov- 


erning the matter. 
Very respectfully, yours, FRANCIS A. WALKER, 
Superintendent of Census. 
Hon. 8S. 8.-Cox, 
House ef Representatives. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not be interrupted any more by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the more the members of the House study 
this question, the fairer will appear the bill suggested by the 
Committee on the Census, 
ratio for representation in all of the 45 States, excepting the four 
States that by the Constitution are entitled tomembershipalthough 
their population falls below the ratio, and then we have taken the 
fractions, as suggested by this distinguished scientist and statisti- 
cian, Professor Wa!ker, in a manner that will commend itself to 
the judgment of every man who is compelled to act in the prem- 
ises, giving each State that has the highest major fraction a Rep- 
resentative, until the entire number is exhausted, 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that it is impossible to arrive 
at any more just and equitable system of assigning the member- 
ship of this House than the one that has been suggested. 


additional inequalities in other States. So that we must take an 
arbitrary number and be guided by that; and then, when we have 
exhausted the fractions, as the committee have done in the bill 
which is reported by our committee, you must stop whether that 
leaves out Colorado, Florida, er any other State. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I wanttomakethisinquiry. If I under- 
stand the theory of your bill and the basis on which it is made, 
you allow for all major fractions until you get the requisite 
number? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And you leave out three that have this 
. major fraction, and of course all with a minority fraction? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the minority fractions are not rep- | 
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Now, will the gentleman yield right there? | 


We have absolutely given the same | 








resented? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no; we gave 22 extra men, and I supposed 
the gentleman understood that. The gentleman is entirely in | 
error. There are 4,595,126 people that are represented by frac- 
tions, including the four States with one member each, and are | 
entitled, under the ratio we have adopted, to 22 members. If you 
allow for more than 2%, as I explained earlier in my remarks, you 
allow the fraction a greater representation than the integral num- 
ber; and the only question for us to determine is how we are to 
dispose of the 22 Congressmen that represent the major fractions, 
lodindinnt the populations of the States with one member each. 

The committee understood it, and I suppose my learned friend 
from Maine must understand it. The committee believed, with | 
Professor Walker and the present Director of the Census, and all | 
the statisticians and scientists who have given this subject any | 
consideration, that the equitable way to dispose of the fraction is | 
to give a member of Congress to the State having the highest | 
major fraction, and then the next highest major fraction, and so 
on until the fractions are exhausted by the assignment of mem- 


} 
} 


‘Ts. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, perhaps the gentleman may not | 


have comprehended my question. Upon your explanation, how | 
does the major fraction of Colorado of 121,067 get representation 
under your bill by a Representative assigned to another State? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will explain that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And on the basis of your calculation, 
how do all the minor fractions get representation unless by rep- 
resentation of other States? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will explain that further on. 
pose to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, the adoption of 357 members will necessitate a de- 
crease in the membership of some of the States in the Congress 
that is organized under this apportionment bill, and if gentlemen 
will turn to page 39 of these tables I have been using during the 
course of my remarks, they will find the States there losing one are 


It is my pur- 





| members of the commitiee in reporting it. 
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Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Nebraska, Ohio, South Caro- 
lina, and Virginia. The States that gain one are Llinois, Louisi- 
ana, Minnesota, New Jersey, New York, and West Virginia. The 
State that gains two is Texas. That is on page 39 of the report. 

Mr. LLOYD. I would like to ask the gentleman if he made 
computation to ascertain whether the division is correct in the 
computation of Colorado as compared with Michigan. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer that later on. 

Mr. LLOYD. I want to call your attention to the fact that 
Colorado is entitled to three under that computation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam now speaking of results generally to the 
various States and the result of the bill as adopted. It has been 
contended by some that these apportionment bills should be made 


| so that no State shall lose any member; and some have gone so 


far as to say that in all apportionments no State ever lost any. I 
have had prepared for the benefit of the House some tables. 1 find 
by the list of precedents that it has been but rare since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution that we have framed and passed a bill 
that has continued the representation of all the States. 

When the Constitution was adopted it provided for the mem- 
bership of the States when they became a part of the Federal 
Union. The first census was taken in 1790. Under that census 
Georgia lost a member that was allowed to her at the adoption of 
the Constitution. In 1800, ten years later, an apportionment was 
provided under which there was no loss, and the same was true of 
1810; but in 1820 Connecticut lost a member, Delaware 1, Massa- 
chusetts 7, Vermont 1, and Virginia 1, making an aggregate loss 


| of 11. 


Under the census of 1830 Maryland lost a member, Massachu- 


| setts 1, New Hampshire 1, Virginia 1, making an aggregate loss in 


those States of 4 members. In 1840, underthe Sixth Census, Con- 


| necticut lost 1, Georgia 1, Kentucky 3, Maine 1, Maryland 2, Mas- 
| sachusetts 2, New Hampshire 1, 
1? you | 
follow the suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi you create | 


ew Jersey 1, New York 6, 
North Carolina 4, Pennsylvania 4, South Carolina 2, Tennessee 2, 
Vermont 1, and Virginia 6. Under the census of 1850 Maine lost 
1, New Hampshire 1, New York 1, South Carolina 1, North Caro- 
lina 1, Tennessee 1, Vermont 1, and Virginia 2, making an aggre- 
gate loss of 9 to those States under the census of 1850. 

In 1860, under the Eighth Census, Alabama lost 1, Georgia 1, 
Kentucky 1, Maine again lost 1, Maryland 1, New York 2, North 
Carolina 1, Ohio 2, Pennsylvania i, South Carolina 2, Tennessee 
2, and Virginia 2. 

Under the census of 1870—the Ninth Census—New Hampshire 
lost 1, Vermont 1, Virginia 2. 

Under the Tenth Census, of 1880, Maine again lost another mem- 
ber. Under the Eleventh Census, in 1890, they increased the num- 
ber, as is proposed under the Burleigh bill, so that no State lost a 
member. 

Gentlemen who will examine the tables which have been pre- 
pared and made a partof the report of the committee will see that 
at one time Virginia had 23 members, and then she dwindled 
down to 9 by successive losses until the last two censuses, when 
she was again restored to 10. The time was when Maine was 
represented by 8 members of Congress on this floor. But for forty 
years Maine has made no advancement in her population to 


| speak of. 


I have here a tabulated statement showing the condition of 
Maine. In 1860 the per cent of increase of population was only 
7.7. From 1860 to 1870 she decreased in population as a State. 
From 1870 to 1880 she increased only 3.5; from 1880 to 1890 only 


| 1.9 per cent, and from 1890 to 1900 only 5 per cent; so that during 
| the forty years or more the population has increased less than 10 


per cent, 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. If Congress had adopted this 
apportionment of the Eleventh Census, making the number 375 as 
the number of Representatives upon this floor, would the chair- 
man of this committee be in favor of adopting 375 as the member- 
ship of the next Congress? In other words, do you not recom- 
mend 357 because that is the present representation in Congress? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The committee recommended 357 because they 
believed that 357 is the limit where the best results for the coun- 


Will the chairman allow me 


| try can be achieved. 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Is it not a fact that that num- 
ber is taken because it is the present number? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not necessarily. That is one of the consid- 
erations undoubtedly which entered into the minds of the 
It is not necessarily 
The point is, as stated by one great 
French writer, that if you increase a legislative y beyond a 


| certain point it becomes a mob. 


Now, we know from experience in this House that you take the 
capacity of the room, the methods of legislation, and the rules 
adopted, and we can not increase the membership of the House 
wileas detriment to the interests of good legislation. 








1901. 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman 
uestion. 
" tir. HOPKINS. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask if the num- 
ber is fixed, as provided in the committee bill, at 357, what States 
will lose a member? As I understand it, Virginia and Maine—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, And Nebraska, Kansas, Indiana, Ohio, and 
South Carolina. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Would there be any objec- 
tion under the Constitution, if Congress saw fit to fix the number 
at 357 and provide that the States of Maine and these other States | 
should not lose a member, and make the number in excess of 357? 
Is there any constitutional inhibition to that? 

Mr, HOPKINS. The gentleman means toadd to the States that 
have lost? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will say, fix it at 357 mem- 
ers, as provided in the bill, and say, ‘‘ Provided, however, that | 
those States (naming them) sball not lose a member, and that the | 
members shall be in excess of 357; so as that no State shall lose.” 
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the State of Maine has for forty years been nearly stationary in 
population. It is no discredit to her that the splendid men and 
women who first see the light of day in that grand old State go to 
the West to populate and make great the States beyond the Mis- 
sissippi. 

It ought to be an honor instead of a discredit to her that this 
population of hers has taken a westward course instead of stay- 
ing up there in the pines of Maine. But is that any reason why 
Maine should have a greater representation on this floor on the 
basis of her population than is accorded to the great States of the 
Union? Is there any code of morals or ethics by which a gentle- 
man from that State is entitled to come here and sit on this floor 
with a less population back of him than a Representative from Llli- 
nois or Pennsylvania or New York? The same thing may be said 
in the case of Kansas. Let me show you what is the trouble with 
Kansas. 

Mr. CURTIS. Why not adopt a figure which will take care of 
all these States without doing injustice to any? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The trouble is not with the bill reported by 





Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman that we have no| the committee, but with the condition existing in the State of 


constitutional authority to do that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is what I am inquir- 
ing about. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is upon this principle, that representation | 


Kansas itself. Kansas has been cursed for ten long years with 
Populism, Capital has been driven from the State. Energetic, 
progressive, splendid men who sought homes there have been 
driven out and gone elsewhere. That young giant,as it was ten 


and taxation shall gotogether. Now, if direct tax were imposed, | years ago, has been a laggard in the race of the States that form 


there is no State that would submit to a tax greater than the re- | 


lation her population bore to the population of the entire United | 


States, and in making our apportionment of members we seek to 


obtain the same relative proportion between the States as com- | 


pared with the aggregate population of the entire United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. With 357 as a divisor, you have made a ratio of 
one member for 208,868 of the population, and in doing that you 
found a number of States with a majority fraction. You have 
accommodated all those States except three, Colorado, Florida, 
and North Dakota. Now, could you not, without disturbing the 


ratio and without greatly increasing the membership of the House, | 
make it 360 and do justice to three States that you deprive of | 
these members, although they have, under the rule of allowing | 
an additional member for a majority fraction, the right to those | 


additional members? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Ihavealready explained that situation, I think, 


fully to the members of the House. If the gentleman will take | 


the figures prepared by the Director of the Census and turn to the 
ratio of 360 members and run that down, he wi!l see—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I heard what the gentleman said about that, but 
what I want to ask is this: Allowing your divisor to remain as it 
is—357—you make the ratio of 1 Representative to 208,868 of the 
population, and in making that calculation you find a number of 
States with majority fractions. You have accommodated all those 
States except Florida, Colorado, and North Dairota. 


Now, without disturbing that calculation—without using any | 


new divisor at all—could you not, in justice to those States earning 


a member by reason of a majority fraction, add 3 members to your | 
aggregate of 357 without materially adding to the number pro- 
»0sed in your bill? Are you not treating those States unfairly by | 


eaving them out? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam willing toleave that matter to the House, 
I have already said all I care tosay on that point. The House can 
of course do whatever it may choose on that question. 1 have 
shown that there are only 22 members left to represent this ag- 
gregation of fractions and that when that number is exhausted the 
power of the committee in making an allotment is exhausted. 

Mr. Speaker, I have called attention to the fact that in reducing 
the representation of some States we are not starting out upon a 
new field; that those States which are losing a member, as indi- 
cated in the report here, are not suffering anything that their sis- 
ter States have not been subjected toin the past. Now, who is it 


that is taking the lead in opposition to the bill of the committee? | 


The gentleman from Maine. Why does he doit? He does it be- 
cause under the bill reported by our committee the representation 
of Maine in this House is reduced by one member. 

The gent'eman from Kansas is another gentleman earnestly in 
favor of the Burleigh biil and earnestly opposed to the commit- 
tee bi.l. Why? Because under the committee bill Kansas will 


lose a Representative. My honored friend from Nebraska is an- | 


other gentleman who is opposed to our bill. We find that under 
the bill as reported by the committee Nebraska will lose a mem- 
ber. In other words, the men who have been acting in opposition 


to the committee bill—the men who are seeking to prejudice the | 


minds of others against the adoption of that bill—are those whose 
States under the equitable method and scientific process which I 
have but briefly and imperfectly stated will suffer a loss of repre- 
sentation in this House to the extent of one member each. 

Those States are the States that wish to destroy our bill and 
present 4 bill of theirown. As I have just shown to the House, 


the Republic. Fifty-four counties in the State of Kansas during 
the ten years that the Populists have been in power in that State 
show a decrease of population. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG. Iask that the gentleman from Illinois be permit- 
ted to finish his remarks, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, in 54 
counties of the State of Kansas during the last ten years the 
population has decreased from one-half of 1 per cent to 68 per 
| cent; and taking the entire State it has increased in population 
only 3 per cent—less than the births of the State. 

How is it in the State of Nebraska? Nebraska, lying alongside 
of Kansas, is suffering not from this bill of the committee, but 
from Bryanism and Populism in that State. [Laughter.] The 
same conditions that have stagnated the energy and the enter- 
prise of Kansas are operating in the same way in the State of Ne- 
| braska. And 1 find, Mr. Speaker, the astonishing fact that the 
district in Nebraska which contains the capital of the State has, 
during the ten years that Bryan and Populism have been domi- 
nant in that community, decreased in population 11,069. 
| I find also that the Second district, including the city of Omaha, 

has decreased in population during those ten years 13,996. Thirty- 

two counties out of a total of 90 in the State of Nebraska show a 

decrease in population. Now, the States that are making the 

greatest trouble and the most persistent opposition to the bill of 
| the committee are these States. While I cansympathize with my 
Republican friends, I know no reason why they should have 
| greater privileges given to them under an apportionment of this 
kind than are accorded to auy other State. 

Mr. CURTIS. We do not ask for any favoritism. All we ask 
| is fair treatment. Give us a ratio that will save all the States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I willshow the gentleman before I get through 
that he is favoring a bill that will give special privileges to his 
State, privileges not accorded to other States. I will show that 
the gentleman is advocating a bill which can not be defended. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Based on your tables. 

Mr. CURTIS. Based on your own tables. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I beg your pardon. Now, we will see— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, let us see if they are not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, we will see whether these gentlemen 
who represent these States that are nonprogressive {laughter}, 
that have not kept up with the prccession—we will see, Mr. 
Speaker, whether they are so exceedingly fair and generous and 
just to the other States as their language indicates. Facts and 
| figures will determine that. Now, I find by referring to the Bur- 
leigh bill that it says that after the 3d day of March, 1903, the 
House of Representatives shall be composed of 387 members, to be 
apportioned among the several States as follows: 








Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 7: California, 8; Colorado, 3; Connecticut, 5; Dela 
ware, 1; Florida, 3; Georgia, 11; Idaho, 1: Hlinois, 25; Indiana, 13: Iowa, 11; 
Kansas, 8: Kentucky, 11: Louisiana, 7; Maine, 4: Maryland. 6; Massachu 
setts, 14; Michigan, 12; Minnesota, 9; Mississippi, 8: Missouri, 16: Montana. 1; 
Nebraska, i; Nevada. 1; New Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 10; New York, 33 
North Carolina, 10; North Dakota, 2; Ohio, 21: Oregon, 2; Pennsylvania, 32; 
Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 7; South Dakota, 2: Tennessee. 10: Texas. 16; 

| Utah, 1; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; Washington, 3; West Virginia, 5; Wis 
sin, 11; and Wyoming, |. . 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLEerieLp] says that thei: 
| bill is predicated upon the figures that have been presented by the 
| Directorof theCensus. I have carefully studied the figures given 
| by the Director of the Census, and I fail to agree with the gentle- 
| man. Iturn to the same figures I have been discussing in at- 

tempting to explain the bill of the committee, and I find that in 
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the so-called Burleigh bill they have given to the State of Ne- 
braska 6 n rem be rs, whereas under the figures as prepared by the 
Director of the Census Nebraska is only entitled to5 members. I | 
find that they have given tothe Stateof Maine 4 members, whereas 
under the figures prepared by the Director of the Census, under a 
representation of 386, Maine is only entitled to 3 members. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD and Mr. LonG rose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will give you an opportunity later on, 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman has referred to the wrong compu- 
tation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ihavenot. The gentleman says I am refer. 
ring to the wrong computation. I will take that up and I will 
show to the members of the House whether I am right or not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; you have simply stepped from one 
table to another. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Maine isthe one who has 
been stepping. 

Now, let us have no mistake about this. I call the attention of 
the members of the House again to the so-called Burleigh bill, 
which declares that the representation in the House shall consist 
of 386 members. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LITTLEFIELD] 


who interrupted me says that bill was prepared upon the tables | 


presented by the Director of the Census. 

I turn to the tables prepared by the Director of the Census, and 
under a representation of 386 I find that Maine, under those fig- 
ures, is entitled to only 3 members, while under the Burleigh bi Ml 
she is given 4, 
find by running down the figures a little farther that Pennsyl- 


vania is entitled to 32 members, with a major fraction of 120,515. | 


Pennsylvania is given nothing for her major fraction and Maine, 


with a major fraction less than Pennsylvania, is given an addi- | 


tional member. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What table is that? 
Mr. HOPKINS. It is the table on page 17. 
braska is entitled. under this table, to only 5 members, and they 
have given her 6. Going on down thetable, I find that New York 
is entitled to 88 members, while she is only given 37. 
Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. I will come to you pretty soon. 
Mr. LONG. I hope the gent!eman will be fair. 
Mr. PEARSON. The gentleman is reading from the wrong 
table. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


I find that Ne- 


LONG. Certainly; 


he has deliberately done that. 
HOPKINS. 


1 find that, taking the table prepared by the 


Director of the Census, these gentlemen who have prepared the | 


Burleigh bill have gone to the State of Pennsylvania and delib- 
erately taken one member from that State, under the basis of 386 | 
members, and given that member to the State of Maine. I find | 
that Maine, entitled under these figures to only 3 members, is 


given 4 in the Burleigh bill by taking a member from New York. | 


That is the way they get their 386 members. 

But gentlemen say that these are the wrong figures; that they 
are doing their business under the figures 384. Now, when you 
get the 384, you will find that after exhausting the members that 


represent the fractional numbers, as wasdone by the Committee on | 
the Census, Nebraska and Virginia have only 5 and 9 members, | 


and that without rhyme or reason, without any basis whatever, 


but by the mere exercise of arbitrary force, they add to these States | 


2 members, making 386, but still say they are figuring on the 
basis of 384, Now, that can not be done with any degree of justice 
to the other States, as I am prepared to show you to-day. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will. 

Mr. LONG. 


resented in that table of 384? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, what of that? 

Mr. LONG. 1 ask that as a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly; but what of it? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, 
jority fractions? 

Mr. HOPKINS. These gentlemen can not dodge the issue by 
calling attention to the major fractions, because, as I havealready 
shown, if they have done as they say, they have followed the sys- 
tem down through and exhausted the members represented by 
fractions before they reach Nebraska or Virginia, and then with- 
out rhyme or reason they have taken two members and given one 
———- of those States, and by doing that they make the member- 
ship 386. 

Now, if you make the membership of this House 386 on the ratio 
that they propose, the State of New York is entitled to 38 members 
and the State of Pennsylvania in entitled to 33, while the State of 
Maine is only entitled to 3 and the State of Nebraska is entitled 
to only 5; but they give Maine 4 and Nebraska 6. 

Now, I want to know if there is a member from New York here 


who loves the State of Maine so well that he is willing to have his | 


State lose a member to which she is entitled and give that member | 


Where does she get that additional member? I | 


Are not those majority fractions both in Nebraska | 
and Virginia, and are they not the only majority fractions unrep- | 


Is not your whole theory based on ma- | 
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ne-| t to the State of Maine? I want to know if there is a member here 
| from the State of Pennsylvania who thinks so much of the grand 
| old Mother of Presidents that he is willing to deprive the State of 
Pennsylvania of the representation that she i is entitled to and give 
a member to the State of Virginia to which she is not entitled? 

So much, Mr. Speaker, forthe figures. Now, let ustake another 
view. I undertake to say that a more unfair bill was never pre- 
sented to any House than the bill that is fathered by the gentleman 
from Maine. I undertake to say that with their 386 members, as 
they are figuring it, they have violated the Constitution of the 
United States and have a separate ratio for every State. 

Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of both sides of the 
House, [ desire to show up some of the shortcomings of the Bur- 
leigh bill. I desire to show to the members how it is that the 
gentlemen from Maine who have been seeking to get that bill 
| adopted here are to profit by it, to the detriment of the other 
| States in the Union. 

If there is anything that is sacred in this country, it should be 
an apportionment bill. If there is anything that should approx- 
imate equal and exact justice between all the States as nearly as 
| possible, it should be a bill of this kind. And yet I find, when I 
come to examine the Burleigh bill, as I have stated, that it pro- 
vides a different ratio for every State. Now, to show to gentle- 
| men that I am not talking without having the facts and figures 
back of me, I desire to call their attention to those figures. 

You will find that the population of the State of Maine under 
the present census is 694,466 people. They insist that for that 
population they shall have 4 Representatives in Congress. If that 
population is entitled to 4 Representatives, then I submit that 
| every other State in the Union with a population of that number 
should have an equal number of members of Congress. I recog- 
| nize the ability of the people of Maine; I recognize the splendid 
position that Maine holds in the Union; but I did not know until 
the Burleigh bill was presented that a less number of her people 
| were entitled to a member of Congress on this floor than the 
| people of other States in the Union. 
| Under the Burleigh bill they get 4 members of Congress for 
| 694,466 people. That makes a ratio of population of 173,617. Now, 
| let us see what they do with the larger States. That is the ratio 
| of population for Maine. For the State of Illinois they require us 
to have a ratio of population of 192,862. For the State of New 
York they require us in the Burleigh bill to have a ratio of popu- 
lation for every member of Congress of 196,305. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me ask the gentleman this—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Just a°‘moment. For the State of Pennsyl- 

vania they require for every member of Congress a population of 
196,941. So that you can see—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
| Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman deny that the Bur- 
| leigh bill, as to which he seems to be so exercised, is made exactly 

upon a table furnished by the Director of the Census on the basis of 
| 884 members, and that the representation of each State, Illinois 
and Maine included, is in accordance with his figures on that basis? 
Do you deny that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do youdeny that as to Maine or Illinois? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am not on the stand and do not propose to 
be cross-examined by the gentleman. I will explain the matter 
in my Own way. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very true. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman sit down? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I suppose so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You can stand if you prefer. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 1 will sit if it is not inconvenient to the 
| gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is a matter of indifference to me whether 
you sit or stand. I do not know what operated upon the mind of 
| the gentleman from Maine in preparing the Burleigh bill. Ido 
not know what figures he had. All that we could do is to take 
386 members and analyze and see whether in preparing the Bur- 
leigh bill the gentleman from Maine has treated each of the States 
of the Union as he has treated his own State. I have shown that 
he proposes that every 173,617 in the State of Maine shall be en- 
titled to a member of Congress. 

Now, in the State of Pennsylvania he does not propose that that 
number shall be entitled to a member of Congress, but that in 
Pennsylvania they shall have 196,941 people to be entitled to a 
inmember. Now, let me carry these figures out and show the injus- 
tice that comes from this Burleigh bill. New York is required 
under the Burleigh bill to have 22,688 more people in every one of 
| the 37 Congressional districts than is required in the 4 districts 

of Maine. You multiply that by 37, the districts that the Burleigh 
| bill gives, and it makes an aggregate of 839,456 people; a larger 
population would be without representation, if the ratio was the 
same as in Maine, than they have now in the State of Maine by 
nearly 200,000. 
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Mr. JONES of Washington. Along that same line, I want to 
know if it is any more unjust than the results under your bill? | 
[Laughter]. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not yield to the gentleman from Wash- 
ington to ask mea question on my bill. I am taking up these 
bills one at a time and am discussing the Burleigh bill now. If | 
he has any question to ask concerning the Burleigh bill, I will | 
answer it. 

In analyzing the bill I find that it requires 23,324 more people | 
in every Congressional district in the State of Pennsylvania than | 
in the State of Maine; or, taking the entire State of Pennsylvania, 
it aggregates a population of 746,368 people that are unrepresented | 
if the ratio should be as the ratio in the State of Maine. Now, 
how is it in Illinois? I find that in Illinois we are required to 
have a population of 19,245 more people in every one of the 25 
Congressional districts than they have in any one of the Congres- | 
sional districts in Maine, making an aggregate of more than 
481,125. Now, you take these unrepresented people in the three 
States—New York, Pennsylvania, and Ilinois—and they aggre- | 
gate 2,066,945 people who are unrepresented on this ratio in order | 
to allow the little State of Maine to have 4 Representatives in | 
Congress. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. I want to know whether you have done just right 
in your bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I decline to yield to that question. 

Mr. Speaker, my bill is not just at this moment under considera- 
tion. I will answer any question relating to the Burleigh bill. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Is not the fact to which you 
now advert due to the consideration that as the ratio is decreased | 
the major fractions are increased, and consequently larger States | 
have larger aggregate major fractions than the smaller States; | 
and is it not due to that consideration, and for this reason, that | 
you select the large States of New York and Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If Maine is entitled to a member of Congress | 
for 173,617 people, why not make that the ratio? Do you see any | 
objection to that for South Carolina? 

Now, what I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, is if 173,000 people 
in round numbers is sufficient for a member of Congressin Maine, 
why is not that number good in New York, why not in Illinois, 
why not in Minnesota, and South Carolina? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If 26,955, which is your basis in Colo- 
rado, is good for a Representative there, why not elsewhere? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It depends upon the question asked. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to be di- 
verted by any of these outside issues.. The gentleman knows very 
well I am discussing the Burleigh bill, and undertaking to show 
that it inflicts injustice on the other States. I can understand 
how an astute lawyer when he has a desperate case that he can 
not win on the mer‘ts will undertake to throw dust in the eyes of 
the jury by an outside issue. 

. a LONG. Can not we compare your bill with the Burleigh 

ill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not now. 

Mr. LONG. That is not permissible. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I find by calculation that if you 
allow to New York the same right that is accorded to Maine under | 
the Burleigh bill, if you give her a member for every 173,617 peo- 
ple, and a member for every majority fraction, instead of being 
entitled to 37 members, New York should have 42 members under 
this bill. Sheisdeprivedof 5 members, I find that Pennsylvania 
under the same ratio that Maine claims her 4 members, instead | 
of being entitled to 32 members, as is given her in the Burleigh | 
bill, is entitled to 36 members, with a fraction of 51,903 people. 

I find that Illinois, under the ratio that the gentleman from 
Maine proposes for her 4 members of Congress, would be entitled, 
instead of 25 members, to 28 members, or 27 with a fraction of 
133,000, which under their ratio gives 28, In other words, if the 
Burleigh bill treated New York, Pennsylvania, and Illinois as | 
fairly as it treats Maine, and gave them a member of Congress 
for every 173.000, in round numbers, as they do Maine, 12 addi- | 
tional members of Congress would be added to these three States. 

IT want to know, if we are dealing fairly with the large States 
as well as the smail ones, why it is that these gentlemen do not 
make the ratio for the three States I have named the same as they 
do the ratio for their States? 

I will not stop with three States. I have made a computation 
with some of the other States. Iwill take up the grand old Com- ! 
monwealth of Massachusetts, lying right along by the side of 
Maine, where their interests are almost identical, and where it is 











supposed that a man in Massachusetts is equal to a man in Maine. 
I find that under the Burleigh bill only 14 members are assigned 
to Massachusetts, with a population of 2,805,346 people. 

Now, they make the ratio of population in Massachusetts 
200,382. In other words, every Congressional district in Massa- 
chusetts under the Burleigh bill is required to have 26,765 more 
people than any of the districts in the State of Maine, and multi- 
plying that by 14, the number of members given Massachusetts 
in the Burleigh bill, makes 374,710 people unrepresented, on that 
ratio, in the State of Massachusetts. 

The next comparison I have made I want to call to the attention 
of my friend from Minnesota, who is on the committee, and who 
has signed the minority report, and who favors the Burleigh bill, 
Mr. HEATWOLE. Minnesota has a population of 1,949,626. She 
is allowed in the Burleigh bill 9 members. That makesa ratio of 
her population for a member 194,403. In other words, the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. HEATWOLE], who joined his friend 
from Maine, says to the people of Minnesota that it requires 
20,786 more people in a Congressional district in his State to equal 


| a Congressional district of the State of Maine. He says to his peo- 


ple that 187,074 people can go unrepresented in order to give Maine 
more members. 

Now, here we have this young giant from the West, her popu- 
lation increasing in a marvelous manner compared with the 
State of Maine that for forty years has not increased her popula- 
tion over 10 per cent, and yet representing the committee as he 
did, he is willing to give a member of Congress in that State for 
every 173,000 of population where 194,403 is required in the State 
of Minnesota. And in three years, by the increase of population 
in that State, that 194,000 will reach 200,000, 205,000, 210,000; and 
yet, in order that Maine may be taken care of, forgetting the 
great and growing West, he says the bill proposed by the major- 
ity of the committee, that recognizes the rights of Minnesota with 
all the other States, shall be set aside and this substitute bill, that 
takes care of the State of Maine, shall be substituted in its stead. 

I commend these figures to other members from the State of 
Minnesota and leave it for them to determine whether Minnesota, 
which would be entitled to 10 members on the ratio that Maine 
gets 4, shall be content with 9 as given to it in the Burleigh bill. 

Now, something has been said about the State of Ohio under the 
bill reported by the majority of the committee. That State loses 
1 member under the bill that is reported by the majority of the 
committee. Under the Burleigh bill they have sought to obtain 
votes from the State of Ohio to support Maine’s contention in the 

3urleigh bill by putting back 1 member and giving her a repre- 
sentation in the next Congress under this apportionment bill of 
21 members. 

Let us look at the figures and see whether Maine has dealt justly 
with Ohio. We find that Ohio has a population of 4,157,545. She 
is given, as I have said, 21 members, requiring a population of 
197,978 for every Congressman. In other words, it takes a popu- 
lation of 24.361 more in every district of Ohio than it does in the 
State of Maine toentitle her toa Representative. Ohio, onthe ratio 
of a population of 173,617, is entitled not to 21 members, as pro- 
posed in the Burleigh bill, but to 24 members. 

Can anybody say that the great State of Ohio, with her splendid 
representation on this floor, is not entitled to the same representa- 
tion on population that the State of Maine is? If Maine isto have 
4 members, why not on the same ratio give Ohio 24? Is there any 
member from Ohio who has been urged to support the BP arleigh 
bill who for a moment would be willing to sacrifice } members 
from that State and give Maine 4 members? 

Let me take up another State. Thus far in my analysis of the 

3urleigh bill I have confined myself to the Northern States. I 
now call the attention of the members of the South to the State of 
Texas. Texas has a population of 3,408,710. Under the Burleigh 
bill she is given a representation of 16 members; but we find that 
it requires under this representation 16,027 more population in 
each Congressional district in that State for a Representative to 
Congress than it does in the State of Maine, Texas, on a ratio of 
173,617, isentitled, according to population, to 18 members, instead 
of 16, as given by the Burleigh bill. 

My friend [Mr. BALL] intimated the other day that he would 
give his support to the Burleigh bill. I want to know whether he 


| is willing to support that bill when he thereby sacrifices two mem- 


bers in the State of Texas. Is there any member from the State 
of Texas who would be so unjust to that magnificent State of the 
Southwest as to deprive her, under this ratio, of two members? 
Mr. Speaker, I have some more figures here that carry out and 
illustrate just what I have said. Take the State of Iowa, that is 


| allowed 11 members under the Burleigh bill. She has a popula- 


tion of 2,231,853. Under the Burleigh bill she’is required to have 
a ratio of 202,896. In other words, it takes 29,229 more people for 
every Congressional district to elect a member of Congress in the 
State of Iowa under the Burleigh bill than it does in the State of 
Maine. 

Mr. LACEY, Will the gentleman allow me a moment? Ihave 
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here House bill 17677—the Burleigh bill, as I understand. Is not 
that the one which is intended as a substitute for the committee 
bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill gives lowa 12 members. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwill say to the gentleman that that is one of 
the anomalies of the bill. The gentlemen who prepared that bill 
gave lowa in the first place 12 members, and then, without 
rhyme or reason, took one member away from her and proposed | 
to give her only 11. 

Mr. LACEY, Is not this the correct print of the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; the substitute which they propose is in | 
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the report of the committee. The bill which the gentleman has | 
in h.s hand represents the arrangement with which those gentle- 
men first started. This matter furnishes an illustration of the 
beauties of the Burleigh bill. When those gentlemen thought | 
they could get along without Iowa they cut her down one mem- 
ber, allowing her 11 Representatives instead of 12. But if Iowa | 
is allowed representation on this floor upon the ratio of population 
which Maine insists upon, she would be entitled, instead of 11 or | 
12 members, to 13 members. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman certainly means to be fair. I call | 
his attention to the fact that according to this table of 384 mem- | 
bers Iowa has not a major fraction, while Virginia and Nebraska | 
have. Certainly the gentleman has read the report of the minor- | 
ity of the committee, in which they state that they take the com- 
putation of the Director of the Census on the basis of 884 members, 
and add these two States because they have majority fractions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that he can 
not lay that flattering unction to my soul, and say that I shall be 
bound by the 384 computation. I take the bill which says that 
the representation in this House shall be 386. If the membership 
is 386, you can not get any such figures as you propose under 384, 
You can take 384 and make a representation for a part of the 
House, and then take some arbitrary figures for the rest of your 
bill that is not in accordance with the principles of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. LONG. Did not Mr. Webster, in his report, insist that 
every State with a majority fraction should be accorded a Repre- 
sentative upon that faction? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman know why? 

Mr. LONG, ILask the gentleman whether that is not the fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will state to the gentleman that Mr. Web- 
ster. in making that report, found the major fractions were such 
that there could be an additional member for every major frac- | 
tion. The contention then was, or at least one of the contentions | 
then was, that there must be some representation for minorities | 
as well as majorities. But at the time Mr. Webster presented his 
report he fixed a definite number for the House and made the | 
apportionment for the States, and then when the question of tak- 
ing care of the fractions arose it was found that there would be 
additional members on that ratio to take care of all the major | 
fractions. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman not know that he is misstat- 
ing the facts in that case? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I know I am not. 

Mr. LONG. I know you are, and will show it to you. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is all right enough, but I know Iam not. 
I have the report in my desk. 

Mr. LONG. In regard to 1832? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
sus of 1830, 

Mr. LONG. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When the controversy was between him and 
the House, and Mr. Polk as chairman of the committee. Now, 
Mr. Webster did say just what I have said, but the reason that 
he said so was because in that instance there was a member for 
every major fraction. Is not that so? 

Mr. LONG. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Answer my question. 

Mr. LONG. I will do it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, do it, then, 

Mr. LONG. Under that amendment—- 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is not that so? 

Mr. LONG. It is not so. They started with a House of 250, | 
and by according representatives to every major fraction they | 
reached a House of 251, and the gentleman knows it if he has read 
the report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman may 
get a little excited over this—— 

Mr. LONG. Iam nota particle excited. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But nobody can be misled on a question of 
that kind. The contention of Mr. Webster, between him and the 
House at that time, was that fractions should be represented. 

Mr. LONG. What kind of fractions? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will you allow me right there for a moment? 

Mr. LONG. Yes. 


Mr. Webster made his report under the cen- | 


| time. 


| 395, 
| 

| show that you can not reach any number where you can do exact 
| and equal justice to all the States on the same ratio—mark this, 


| fractions should be taken care of. 


JANUARY 4, 


Mr. HOPKINS, Congress up to that time had never recognized 
fractions in making the apportionment. The great argument that 
Mr. Webster made was that fractions should be represented, and 
hence he did use the argument that all of these major fractions 
should be represented; but as I stated, in making their apportion- 
ment they could do that so as to take care of the members, but 
with a larger number of States, under the representation as we 
have it at the present time, we have been compelled to adopt the 
suggestion made by the Superintendent of the Census, Mr. Walker, 
to apply major fractions until the number of Representatives was 
exhausted. 

Mr. LONG, May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. This letter of Mr. Walker's was sent to the House 
in 1881, was it not? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. And in the apportionment of that year and in the 
apportionment of 1890 it was followed, was it not? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. Now, in either of those apportionments was any 
State with a major fraction denied representation on that major 
fraction? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know, just as I have 
stated tothe House, that they increased the number of Represent- 
atives? Thatis the trouble that has been brought upon us at this 
You increase the number so as to take care of all of the 
major fractions every ten years and this generation will hardly 
pass away before we shail have a House of five or six hundred 
members. 

We have come to the point where a limit must be made to the 
membership of the House. Butif you follow the suggestion of 
my friend from Kansas [Mr. Lona] and allow a member for 
every major fraction, then you must increase it, not in the arbi- 
trary way suggested by the gentleman from Kansas, but by 
increasing the other States until you reach a point where every 
State will be taken care of, 

Now, if these gentlemen representing the Burleigh bill had fol- 
lowed the suggestion of Mr. Webster in that respect, instead of 
stopping at 386, as they have in this bill, they would have gone to 
These figures presented here by the Director of the Census 


on the same ratio—and take care of the major fraction in addition 
to that short of a membership of 395. Now, is not that correct? 

Mr. LONG. The minority of this committee 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, is not that statement correct? 

Mr. LONG. The minority of this committee are following Mr, 
Webster. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is not that statement correct? 

Mr. LONG. According to your Walker process, but not accord- 
ing to the Webster process. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; it is in accordance with the Webster 
process. 

Mr. LONG. It is not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is no difference—— 

Mr. LONG. There is a great difference. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is no difference between the Walker 


| and Webster system, except this, that at that time, as I stated 
| before, Mr. Webster found that the major fractions could a!l be 
| taken care of; but that was not the burden of his argument. 


The burden of his argument was to convince Congress that the 
You will find an elaborate re- 
port made by Mr. Polk, in which he produces arguments that are a 
credit to any man to show that it is unconstitutional to represent 
fractions at all. Now, if these gentlemen representing the Bur- 
leigh bill had sought to be entirely fair to the country, entirely 
fair to the members of the House, entirely fair to all the States, in- 
stead of stopping with 386, just where they could take care of those 
States that are doing the interrupting here to-day, they would 
have carried it up to 395. Then every State would have been 
properly and equitably represented on this floor. 

But I judge from the fact that they stopped short of that, that 
they, as well as the majority of the committee, recognized the 
fact that we have reached the danger point in matters of legisla- 
tion in increasing the membership of the House. They recognized 
that this House has to-day a membership fully as large as we 


| ought to have, consistent with proper legislation, And they have 


simply adopted some method of figuring, I do not know by what 
process, by which they can get 386 and take care of their States, 
But, as I have shown, in doing that they do an injustice to Ili- 
nois, they do an injustice to New York, they do an injustice to 
Pennsylvania, to Iowa, to Indiana, and to all the great States, 
North and South. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have shown that Iowa was entitled to 2 
more members of Congress under the Barleigh bill than have been 
riven to it by the authors of that bill. I now take up the State of 
ndiana. Iam sorry that my good friend [Mr. Grirrits] from 
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the minority of the committee, has indorsed the Burleigh bill. 


I have simply given these facts and figures here to-day to arouse 


I say that instead of being entitled to 13 members, if you were | the attention and the interest of members. They have now the 
treating your State as well as you treat the State of Maine, instead | figures that are given to us by the Director of the Census, and 


of being content with 13 members you would insist upon 14. 


Do you want to treat the State of Maine better than you treat | 
your own State? Do you believe that it requires a larger popula- | 


tion in Indiana to have a member of Congress than it does in the 
State of Maine? By your vote in support of this minority report 
you say so. You say to the people of Indiana that they have not 
the intelligence, the character, the capacity, so that a given num- 
ber are entitled to the same representation on this floor that you 
give to the people of the State of Maine. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In reply to that statement I want to say 


that the Representatives from Indiana—at least part of them—and | 





| 


the people of Indiana have too much sense to pay any attention to | 


the argument made upon the basis youare making it. [Laughter. } 
Mr. HOPKINS. Well, that is all right, but I will give you the 


figures to show that I am right. Indiana has a population of | 


2,516,465 people, and on the ratio of Maine she would be entitled 


to 14 members. The gentleman can take that to himself or not, | 


as he pleases. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit, he is taking | 
Maine, where they give 1 member on a major fraction, and is | 
dividing it by 4. Now, if he will take his own bill and take the | 


State of Colorado he can make his own bill just as ridiculous as 
he is making this. f{Applause.] 
Mr. MILLER. And a great deal more so. 


Mr. HOPKINS. But I am doing that because the State of | 
Maine insists that she is entitled to 4 members, when by doing | 
that, under a fraction, she takes a member from New York with | 
a larger major fraction than Maine. You may view this from | 
any standpoint, and I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that the | 


Burleigh bill can not be defended on the representation given to 
the State of Maine. Under the Burleigh bill Michigan is entitled 
to 14 members instead of 12; Wisconsin is entitled to 12 instead 
of 11, and Virginia is entitled to 10 instead of 9. California, 
with a major fraction, is entitled to one more member than is ac- 
corded to her. 


The State of South Carolina is entitled to 8, and a fraction of | 


124,000; and if that 124,000, which is a major fraction under the 
Burleigh bill, is considered, South Carolina is entitled to 8 mem- 
bers instead of 7; Missouri is entitled to 18 members instead of 16; 
Kentucky is entitled to 12 instead of 11; New Jersey is entitled to 
11 instead of 10; Tennessee is entitled, under that ratio, to 12 in- 
stead of 10; Georgia is entitled to 13 instead of 11. 

I have not the time to-day to go into an analysis of. the Crum- 
packer bill. Before the close of the debate I shall have some ob- 
servations to submit upon that, but I desire to wait until Mr. 
CRUMPACKER has had an opportunity to present his bill. 


I have simply taken these tabulated statements to show to the | 
members of the House the necessity of carefully examining the | 
conclusions arrived at in the Burleigh bill. I have shown the | 
inequalities, and that in every State there is a different ratio of | 


i 5 oye for representation than the one adopted for Maine. 
have undertaken to show. Mr. Speaker, that by the majority 
bill we have taken a common divisor—208,868—and made it appli- 


bers on fractions, 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not a fact, under the report of the majority 
of the committee, that in the State of Illinois you require 209,632 
of a fraction to have a member, while in your bill you require 
231,488 to entitle Maine to have 1 member? 

Mr. LONG. And Colorado 269,000. 

A MemeerR. And Vermont 170,000. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Gentlemen can go into figures as they choose, | 


This fact stands out prominently, and it can not be gainsaid by 


discussing the bill, and that is this, that the common divisor is | 
208,868, We find we haveapplied it to all States where it is appli- | 


cable. Now, if there are any inequalities they are inequalities that 


come under the fact of applying it to the fractions, and the frac- | 


tions are represented by these 22 members. 

Now, if the entire population of the United States were not di- 
vided by State lines there would be no trouble whatever. But 
when I started out in my remarks I undertook to state clearly to 
the members of the House that it is impossible to do exact justice 
to every State and have the population represented. My analysis 


of the two bills has been to show that there are more inequalities | 
presented in the Burleigh bill than are presented in the bill re- | 


ported by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You have not made a single analysis of 
our own bill on the same basis on which you have examined the 
urleigh bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have given the figures full and complete. 


| 
j 





every man can go and figure for himself. 

My purpose is not so much to have 357 adopted, or 386, or any 
other number, as it is to call the attention of the members to the 
importance of the question. I do hope, however, this House will 
not be carried away by personal solicitation or by arguments of a 
political nature. 1 insist that in a great measure like this parti- 
sanship should be sunk, that personal interests should be forgotten, 
and that we should all unite, Democrats and Republicans alike, 
in framing a bill that will guard the interest of all the States in 
the most equitable and just manner that can be provided by the 
intelligence of this House. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. HAY. I yieid fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr, SHAFROTH], 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, it seems to be apparent from 
the questions which have been propounded to the chairman of 
the committee that there is something radically wrong in the for- 
mation of this bill. A bill which provides for representation in 
this House for the next ten years by the people of the various 
States of the Union should be most carefully framed. 

I have attempted to look into the inequalities of the measure, 
and | find that they result from the error of adopting a defective 
system. The system which has been adopted by the chairman of 
the committee in the formulation of this bill works gross injustice 
to a number of States in the Union. I call attention first to the 
wrong which is done to the State of Colorado, because that is per- 
haps the most apparent. We find, according tothe tables that are 
sent to us by the Director of the Census and upon which this bill 
is framed, that even if this House is reduced to the membership of 
350 Colorado is entitled to an additional member. 

If it is fixed at 351, she is entitled to an additional member. If 
fixed at 353, or 354, or 355, or 356, she is entitled to an additional 
member. But if the number 357 is picked out, then she is not 
entitled to an additional member. If the membership of the 
House goes beyond that to any extent, if itis 358 or 359 or any 
number up to 400, then she is entitled to an additional member. 
Out of the two sets of tables that are sent to this House by the 
Director of the Census, tabulating 100 illustrations, 50 under one 
system and 50 under another, there is but one number by which 
Colorado fails to get an additional member, and that is the num- 
ber fixed by the committee that has brought the bill into this 
House. [Laughter. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I maintain that any bill which is predicated 
upon a system that admits of an injustice of that kind is radically 
wrong. I want tocall attention to the fact that if the representa- 
tion is fixed at 213,000 inhabitants and for each major fraction of 
that number, Colorado is entitled to an additional member. If it 
is placed at 212,000, or 211,000, or 210,000, or 209,000 and major frac- 
tion, she is entitled to an additional member. But if it is fixed at 
208,868 and major fraction, sheis not. Canany man, according to 
principles of justice, explain that paradox satisfactorily? Is there 
any justice in a system that works such a wrong as that? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is what the chairman would not 


answer. 
cable to every State, and that under that divisor equal and exact | 
justice is given to every State in apportioning 335 members, The | 
22 unassigned members have been apportioned in the manner | 
already explained, as equitably as it is possible to apportion mem- | 


Mr. SHAFROTH. That is what I tried to get him to answer. 
It may be that the system works out in mathematics that way; 
but no man can say it is just that a State which is entitled to an 
additional member, when its people are entitled to it, according to 


| an apportionment of 213,000, is not entitled to it when that num- 


| ber is reduced to 208,000. There is no justice or fairness in select- 
ing that number, and that is the only number by which Colorado 
fails to get the representation to which she is entit!ed. 

Now, that is one illustration only as to how this system works. 
lt also works the same with some other States. It works so with 





Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to detain the House longer. | looked at.it and said, ‘‘ Colorado entitled to an additional member 


the State of Maine. Upon acertain apportionment Maine is en- 
titled to maintain 4 members in this House, and yet upon an in- 
creased membership of the House it is not entitled to but 3. If 
the membership is placed at 383, 384, or 385, Maine is entitled to 
4 Representatives, but if fixed at 386, she is entitled to only 3. If 
placed at 387 or 388, she is again entitled to 4 members, but if 
fixed at 389 or 390, she is entitled to only3. ‘* Now you see it and 
now you don’t.” Any system that works an injustice of that kind 
can not be defended by anybody upon principles of equity or fair- 
ness. If the State of Mame is entitled to 4 members upon the 
ratio of 1 Representative to each 1{4.689 inhabitants and major 
| fraction, she is unquestionably entitled to the same number upon 
the ratio of 1 member to each 191,194 inhabitants and major frac- 
tion. 

Mr. GAINES. How is that done; how does it come about? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is done by means of a system which does 
not recognize that all major fractions are entitled to representa- 
tion. The details of it are uninteresting. I went to the Census 
| Bureau and told them there must be a mistake in their first set of 
| tables. I saw the gentleman in charge of this compilation. He 
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at 350 or 351, and not entitled to one at a membership of 357? 
That must be a mistake.” He looked atit further and said, ‘I 
don't know whether it is a mistake or not.” He ran over the col- 
umn of figures, recalculated it, and at lastsaid: ‘‘ No; itis no mis- 
take.” There may be no mistake, but it shows the injustice and 
unfairness of a bill predicated upon such a system. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How did heexplain that it was produced? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. He explained it on the same theory that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] attempted to—the shift- 
ing of the major fraction upon change of ratio. But he did not 
claim that it was fair. In fact, he said that it showed a serious 
defect in the system, and that the Bureau had not recommended 
any system. 

The case of West Virginia is another illustration of the defect 
of the plan adopted by the committee. According to these tables 
West Virginia is entitled to 5 members if the membership of the 
House is placed at 351, or 1 Representative for each 212,438 inhab- 
‘itants and major fraction, but is entitled to but 4if the mem- 
bership is fixed at 352 or 353, or 1 Representative for each 211,834 
and major fraction or for each 211,234 and major fraction. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am opposed to this bill. I think it is predicated 
on a wrong basis, on a wrong theory, and I believe that if such 
iniquities as I have pointed out in the cases of Colorado, Maine, 
and West Virginia had appeared among the tables that were 
presented to Congress in 1850, when this system was first adopted, 
the Senate and House would have found that the old system of 
fixing a given number of inhabitants for each Representative and 
for each major fraction would come nearer doing equity among 
the States. 

This latter system. which forms the basis of the second compu- 
tation sent here by the Director of the Census, is, it seems to me, 
as perfect a system as it is possible to devise. The experts of the 
Census Bureau took a certain number—for instance, 200,000—and 
divided the population of each State by that number, giving to the 
State the number of Representatives determined by the quotient 
and major fraction, if one should result. In that way no State, in 
representation upon an increasing change of ratio, jumps up at 
one timeand downatanother. From the tables formed under this 
latter system you can not find—I have hunted for it in vain—an 
illustration such as Colorado, Maine, or West Virginia furnishes 
under the committee's system. It seems tome that theapportion- 
ment bill ought to be predicated upon a system that does not ad- 
mit of irregularities and injustices such as exist in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of asmaller ratio of apportion- 
ment and a larger House than is proposed by the bill presented by 
the chairman of the committee. To say that this House is going 
to cease to be a deliberative body because of 29 or 30 additional 
members is something that is preposterous. It is absurd to main- 
tain such a proposition, This House is going to be just as much 
a deliberative body with 30 additional members as it is at the 
present time. It has not been a deliberative body for fifty years, 
and it never will be a deliberative body again unless you reduce 
the membership below 150. 

When we observe the legislative bodies of the various nations of 
the world we are struck with the fact that this body, representing 
directly the people of the greatest nation on earth, is in fact a 
much smaller body than that which usually represents the people 
of other nations. The British House of Commons has a member- 
ship of 670, yet that body legislates for only 37,000,000 of ple, 
whereas we legislate for over 75,000,000, And even the British 
House of Lords has 587 members. The French assemblies are 
large. France has a population of 38,000,000—just about half the 
population of the United States—yet the Senate of France consists 
of 300 Senators and the Chamber of Deputies of 585 members. 

More than that, we find that even in the German Reichstag the 
number of members is 396, while the population of the German 
Empire is only 52,000,000. We find that Mexico, our neighbor to 
the south, has a House of Representatives in which one member is 
apportioned to every 40,000 people, making a House of 314 mem- 
bers, nearly as large as this body. Canada has a senate of 80 
members and a house of commons of 213 members. We find that 
little Switzerland has a much larger representative body than this, 
although her population is not more than one-fifteenth as great as 
ours. The popular legislative body of Italy is 508, of Austria is 
425, and of Hungary is 453. 

The objection is made that this Hall is not large enough to jus- 
tify any increase in the number of Representatives. Mr. Speaker, 
is it possible that we are going to regulate or control the member- 
ship of the greatest legislative body on earth because the confines 
of its chamber are not quite as extended as they might be? Is it 

»0ssible that we may mean to determine the membership of the 
ouse by the room in which we happen to meet? Are we going 

to fit the membership of Congress to a certain room? But even 

upon this proposition the chairman of the committee is wrong. 

This additional number of 29 Representatives can be easily ac- 
commodated in this Chamber. If you take out the lounges and 
geats in the lobby in the rear of the curtained railing, you will 
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have room for 75 more members if you wish to add that many. 
And it would be better for the House if that space were used in 
some way or other than it is at present. We know that the dis- 
order in this House results from the noise occurring in the rear 
of the curtained railing in this very lobby, which ought to be 
abolished. The lounges and the seats ought to be taken out so 
that members can not sit down and converse with each other 
there. We could accommodate 75 additional members, if neces- 
sary, instead of 29, the number provided in the bill of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BuRLEIGH], and still have convenient pas- 
sageways. 

Thus we find that the arrangements necessary to accommodate 
the proposed increased membership can be made very easily. I 
have before me a chart of the seats of the House of Representa- 
tives. I have attempted to add 30 seats, to see whether there 
would result any inconvenience in the seating capacity of the 
House. I find that by simply adding two portions of a section of 
10 in the rear and extending the last row as it now exists a little 
farther, so as to accommodate 5 more members, we should have 
an additional seating capacity of 15 seats on each side without in 
any manner interfering with convenient access to or exit from 
this Chamber. 

If we want to have good order in this House, we can never have 
it while we have places in the rear concealed from the Speaker by 
curtains for members to sit down and discuss with each other 
public questions. Thereis where the noise comesfrom. You and 
I have seen members of the House stop during their speeches and 
ask persons in the rear of these curtains to desist from loud talk- 
ing. It will never cease until the lobby is abolished. It will be 
abolished if the seats for 30 new members are placed there, and 
hence we will have better order than we do now. 

Mr. Speaker, I contend there is no argument in the position 
taken that the size of this Chamber should limit the membership 
of this House; that the number of members of a great legislative 
body like the Congress of the United States should be determined 
by whether the Hall is suitable to accommodate a proposed num- 
ber or not. But in this case the Hall is suitable—just as suitable 
for the number of members proposed in the Burleigh bill as the 
number proposed by the committee bill. 

Mr. SIMS. In other words, the gentleman thinks that the 
proper membership of the House, not the capacity of the Hall, 
should be the paramount consideration. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; it seems to me that the House, and 
not the Hall, should be paramount. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. 
tleman. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] in his remarks has at- 
tempted to prove too much in his declaration that on the ratio of 
inhabitants to Representatives for Maine given by the Burleigh 
bill Iowa loses 2; that Indiana loses 1; that New York loses 2; that 
Pennsylvania loses 2; that California loses 1; that South Carolina 
loses 1; that Missouri loses 1, and that Kentucky loses 1; in all, 21 
members. That would require a House of 407 members. The 
Hopkins bill is subject to the same objection. Colorado hasa 
population of 539,103, and yet is allowed only 2 members. It takes 
269,551 inhabitants in Colorado to be entitled to a member, while 
in New York or Illinois it takes only about 208,000. If Illinois were 
allowed members on the same terms as Colorado, she would lose 
4 members, instead of gaining 1; New York would lose 5 mem- 
bers, instead of gaining 1, and nearly all the States would lose. 
So it appears that the same logic of the gentleman from Dlinois 
applied to his own bill causes much more injustice than the Bur- 
leigh bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe the Burleigh bill is predicated 
upon a proper system, but it isa much better bill than the one 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. The number which [ 
think is the fairest number, the one that is in accordance with the 
second set of apportionment tables sent by the Director of the 
Census, would be 387. That number would cause nota single loss 
to any State and would be predicated upon an apportionment of 
194,000 inhabitants to each Representative. 

Mr. Speaker, it may be that under the number 387 of this sec- 
ond system there will be gains to some States of 2 and 3, Illinois 
gaining 3, New York gaining 3, Texas gaining 3; but no one can 
contend that that apportionment would be anything except abso- 
lutely fair to all the States of the Union. In that apportionment 


I yield five minutes’ more time to the gen- 


| the membership is determined by a basis of 194,000 inhabitants, 


by which the total aes amar of each State is divided, and then 

Representative for each major fraction re- 

maining. It seems to me that that number under the second 
system would be well for this House to adopt. 

The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hopxins] has said that this 

system which I am talking about now has inequalities. I tried to 

get the opportunity to ask him wherein the inequalities existed, 
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wherein there was any injustice done to any State, but he would 
not yield. He said that in the debates in the Senate and House 
in 1840 the injustice of the old system was denounced, but the 
debates in Congress were not upon the question of major frac- 
tions; were not upon the question of the apportionment which has 
been specified in this second set of tables sent by the Director of 
the Census. It was predicated upon the theory that nothing was 
allowed for any fraction whatever, whether it was a major frac- 
tion or not. 

You can readily see that if 200,000 were the basis of apportion- 
ment agreed upon, and a State had a fraction of 199,000 unrepre- 
sented, that could be the basis of a strong argument against such 
injustice, and you can readily see that there might be an outpour- 
ing of wrath against a system that would admit of such an out- 
rage. The allowing of representation upon major fractions did 
away with the injustice of the system. But the system that is 
proposed here by the Director of the Census, which allows a Rep- 
resentative for each major fraction, makes it as perfect a system 
as can be devised. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the bill which is proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois is a bill that has too many inequal- 
ities and works too much injustice to admit of its adoption by this 
House. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I yield to my colleague [Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the hour is so late that | 
could make but very little progress in my speech this evening, and 
for that reason I move that the House do now adjourn, Ireserve 
my place, of course, for opening in the morning. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the vote on the motion to udjourn, leave of absence 
was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Z1mGLER, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Brown, for two days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BARTLETT, until Monday, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To. Mr. Witson of Idaho, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. LirTLEFIELD was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Mary Hughes, 
administratrix of Clarissa Young, against the United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for expense of the International Bureau 
of the Permanent Court of Arbitration—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
schedules of useless papers in the files of the Department—to the 
Joint Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Execu- 
tive Departments, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of civil- 


ian engineers employed in river and harbor work—to the Com- | 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting the annual report of the commission—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BURTON, from the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, reported the bill of the House (H. R. 
13189) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 2136); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Cierk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12577) granting a 
pension to Sarah B. Schaeffer, reported the same with amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 2187); which said bill and report 
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were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tae 
bill of the House (H. R. 1148) to increase the pension of Capt. 
Isaac D. Toll, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2138); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 633) granting an 
increase of pension to Vianna Mallard, widow of John Q. Mal- 
lard, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 2139); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R. 12258) for the relief of John H. Doremus, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2140); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12616) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nancy T. Hardy, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2141); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7810) granting a pension to Robert P. 
Currin, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2142); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12415) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie Otis Wallace, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2143): which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. VREELAND, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5613) to increase the 
pension of Louis Nessell, a survivor of the Mexican war. reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2144); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R. 3232) granting an increase of pension to 
David Flinn, reported the same with amendment accompanied by 
a report (No. 2145); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11658) to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Mary I. Nelson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2146); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12294) granting a pension to Lottie M. V. 
Rankings, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2147); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12233) granting a pension to 
Ashel C, Aulick, reported thesame with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2148); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Privete Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10118) 
for the relief of Mrs. Mary Flynn, of Mississippi, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2149); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5599) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to James L. Proctor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2158); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 
A bill (H. R. 13189) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 13190) to amend the war-revenue 
act approved June 13, 1898, so.as to return to all religious, charita- 
ble, or educational institutions all moneys collected to this date 
under the provisions of the so-called war-revenue act—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 13191) providing for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Gainesville, Fla., and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13192) to authorize the con- 
struction of artesian wells in Kansas—to the Committee on Irri- 
gation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H, R. 13193) to authorize the Di- 
rector of the Census to make payments for information concern- 
ing cotton gins, and for other purposes—to the Select Committee 
on the Census. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 13194) authorizing the pur- 
chase of a building and lot for the use of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment at Asbury Park, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H.R. 138195) to amend section 5153 of 


CONGRESSIONAL 


the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 13196) to change United States 


notes into legal-tender gold certificates, and for other purposes— | 


to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H.R. 13197) to regulate the coming 
of Chinese persons into the United States, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13198) supplemental to an act entitled ‘‘An 


act to incorporate the Reform School for Girls of the District of | 
Columbia,” approved July 9, 1888—to the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 13242) to authorize the 
construction of artesian wells in Nebraska—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 13253) appropriating money to 
pave Florida avenue between First and Fourth streets NW.—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13254) for the reduction of interest penalties | 
on arrears in taxes and special assessments in the District of Co- | 


lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 287) author- | 
izing the Secretary of War to grant permits to the committee on | 
inaugural ceremonies for use of reservations or public spaces in | 


the city of Washington on the occasion of the inauguration of the 


President elect on March 4, 1901, and so forth—to the Committee | 


on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. MONDELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 288) provid- 


ing for the printing of 5,000 copies of Bulletin No. 86 of the De- | 


partment of Agriculture—to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 64) 


to print additional copies of Atlas of Chickamauga and Chatta- | 


nooga Battlefields—to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 326) that a 
sum equal to two months’ salary be paid George C. Randall, 


B. W. Armstrong, John W. Herndon, J. M. McKay, and F. B. | 
Lyon for extra services performed in the folding room, and so | 


forth—to the Committee on Accounts. 


By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A resolution (H. Res. 327) increasing | 
the salary of Howard D. Pritchard, clerk in the Clerk’s document | 


room—to the Committee on Accounts. 


By Mr. SHATTUC: A resolution (H. Res. 328) requesting in- | 


formation from the Director of the Census—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Census. 
By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 330) 


concerning the use of the Hall of the House of Representatives— 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. BURTON: A resolution (H. Res. 331) directing the 


Clerk of the House to pay $275 to such persons as may be desig- | 
nated by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, | 


for clerical services during the present session—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13199) for the relief of 
Daniel H. Towle, alias Henry Roberts—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 


By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 13200) granting a pension | 
to Thomas W. McCubbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 13201) for the relief of the 
estate of William J. Thompson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R, 13202) to remove the charge | 


of desertion from the record of Joseph G. Curtis—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13208) for the relief of the | 


estate of Emi! Rost—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 13204) granting an increase of 


pension to Henry H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 
By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 13205) granting a pension to 
Caroline Fitzsimmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13206) granting a pension to 
Luvania Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 13207) granting a pension to Martin Parker— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13208) granting a pension to Mary King—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13209) granting a pension to Frederick 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13210) granting a pension to George W. 
| Bean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13211) granting a pension to Samuel How- 
| ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13212) granting a pension to Andrew God- 
| dard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 13213) for the relief of the estate 
of J. H. Frith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 13214) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob C. Hansel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13215) granting an increase of pension to An- 
| drew R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13216) granting a pension to 
Huldah H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 13217) granting an increase of 
pension to Loyd B. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 13218) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain money to A. 
pak late postmaster at Yoakum, Tex.—to the Committee on 

Claims. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 13219) granting a pension to 
Isham Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 13220) granting an increase of pension 

Hubert Bascombe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13221) granting a pension 
William W. Isaacs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13222) granting a pension 
N. B. McKay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13223) granting an increase of pension 
| Francis O Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13224) to correct the military record of David 
Kunkle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15225) granting a pension to Albert Donald- 
| son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13226) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
| liam C. McGonigal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 13227) granting an increase of pension to 
| Lewis Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 13228) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Phifer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13229) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against John C. Jones—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13230) for 
the relief of the estate of Peter 8S. Baker—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13231) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
| McCrary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13232) for the relief of the estate of William 
| P. Tanner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13233) for the relief of Jacob A, Paulk—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13234) for the relief of James Massey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13235) granting a 
| pension to William Kyle, a soldier of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 13236) granting a pension 
to James Barton-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18237) granting a pension to Jacob Hoer:— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13238) granting a pension to Lieut. Andrew 
Litzelfelner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13239) granting a pension to John Bart- 
mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 13240) to increase 
the pension of Laban Rickets—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

3y Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13241) for the 
relief of Jesse M. Pearson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 13243) for the relief of the 
estate of Raphael Segura—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13244) for the relief of Gustave Neriaux—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13245) for the relief of Rose E. Neriault—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13246) for the relief of the estate of Adolph 
C. Orillion—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 13247) for the relief of the estate of Alexan- 
der Roth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13248) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
Ellen Morrissey—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13249) granting a pensiofi to 
Frances A. Tillotson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13250) for the relief of | 
B. W. Johnson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 13251) granting | 
a pension to James M. Alderson—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13252) granting a pension to Margaretha | 
Mossman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: | ci 


By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of keepers and surfmen of life- | 
saving station at Oak Island, North Carolina, for the passage of 
the bill to increase their pay—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petitions of Polish societies of South Bend, 
Ind., for the erection of a monument to Count Casimir Pulaski in | 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 

By Mr. CONNELL: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Republi- | 
can State committee, Harrisburg, Pa., sustaining the Burleigh | 
report relating to Congressional apportionment—to the Select | 
Committee on the Census. 

Also, resolutions of Philadelphia Chapter of the American In- | 
stitute of Architects, in relation to a railroad station on the Mall, 
Washington, D, C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 

Also, resolutions of Good Roads Convention, held in Chicago, | 
f1., aging for an appropriation of $150,000 for the office of Public 
Road Inquiry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Peck- | 
ville. Pa., favoring the exclusion of the liquor traffic in Africa, | 
etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of citizens of Scotch Grove and 
Wyoming, Iowa, to ratify treaty between civilized nations rela- | 
tive to alcoholic trade in Africa—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of Smith-Wallace Shoe Company and 
other firms of Chicago, I1l., for the repeal of the tax of 15 per cent | 
ad valorem on imported hides—to the Committee on Ways and | 
Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, Ill., against island | 
saloons and canteens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., | 
favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of Mrs. Della Sinnott and others, of | 
Tennessee, for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of E. W. Bland and others, of Rural Hill and 
vicinity, Tennessee, favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the | 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of the heirs of James A. Prater, | 
deceased, of Blount County, Tenn., for reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the League of American Munici- 
palities, favoring an appropriation in behalf of the Southern States | 
and West Indian Exposition at Charleston, 5.C.—to the Commit- | 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the T Square Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., in | 
relation to proposed changes in the White House—to the Commit- | 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the A. Colburn Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., | 
in behalf of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Agricultural Im- 
plement and Vehicle Manufacturers, of Chicago, Ill., asking for 
an appropriation for irrigation surveys and maps of irrigable pub- 
lic lands—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the United Presbyterian Congregation of New 
Alexandria, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy, and various other reform measures—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Cumberland | 
Naval Veteran Association, of New Bedford, Mass., for the passage | 
of Senate bill No. 3422—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany House bill No. 9614, 
to correct the military record of William McFarland—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Vermont State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs in favor of the forestry reserve and national park 
in Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, petition of James D. Pullen, of Brattleboro, Vt., for the 


repeal of the duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


Also, petition of the National Patriotic Federation protesting 


against the passage of Senate bills 1929 and 2329, relating to steam 
railroads that enter the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. JACK: Petition of J. T. Cole and other citizens of Derry, 
Pa., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitu- 


tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Nr. JOHNSTON: Petition of J. H. Copenhaven, adminis- 
trator of Bayless G. Farley, of West Virginia, for reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. H. Morris, of West Virginia, for reference 
of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: Petitions of Rev. H. W. McDowell and other 
citizens of Norwalk and Savannah, Ohio, favoring anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ary. 

Also, petitions of the Friends’ Sunday School of Greenwich, 
Ohio; Christian Endeavor Society and Congregational Church, of 
Norwalk, Ohio; William Behant and others, urging the passage of 
House bill No. 12551, for the ron of native races in our 


| islands against intoxicants and opium—to the Connnittee on Al- 


coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petitions of J. B. McCampbell and others, 
W. L. Rea and others, J. M. Rodrigues, O. A. Mills, S. S. Cox, 
A. P. Frick, and others, in the State of Texas, asking for the im- 
provement of Aransas Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. McALEER: Resolutions of National Association of Agri- 
cultural Implements and Vehicle Manufacturers and petition of 
Quaker City Rubber Company, of Philadelphia, Pa,, favoring 
appropriation for irrigation surveys—to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolution of National Good Roads Association, Chicago, 
Ill., favoring appropriation for good roads—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the A. Colburn Company, Philadelphia, Pa., 
in behalf of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

sy Mr. MCCLELLAN: Three petitions of citizens of New York 
City, N. Y.,in favor of an amendment to the Constitution against 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBB (by request): Petition of soldiers of the Eightieth 
Regiment Missouri Militia, asking for the passage of a bill by 
which the members of the Missouri Militia may be placed on the 


| pensionable list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also (by request), petition of citizens of Iron County, Mo., ask- 


| ing for the passage of a bill authorizing the Adjutant-General of 


the United States to grant an honorable discharge to Andy Mc- 
Cue, late of Company D, Sixty-third Regiment Missouri Militia, 
so that he may be placed on the pension roll—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of druggists of Killingly, Conn., 
for the repeal of the special tax on proprietary medicines, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Frances A. Tillotson—to the Committee on Invali.i Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of Durrell Bros. and other firms of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, urging the repeal of the tax on hides—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Paper in support of House bill for the 
relief of Andrew Litzfelner. of Company I, Fifty-sixth Regiment 
Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Petition of Laban Rickets, to 
accompany House bill granting him an increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of N. B, 
Greathouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 12720, for the relief of 
Margaretha Mossman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Republican State committee 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of the Burleigh report on Congressional 
apportionment—to the Select Committee on the Census. 

Also, letter of Charles H. Cramp, of Philadelphia, Pa., protest- 
ing against the registration of foreign-built vessels beyond the 
date fixed in the bill now pending in the House—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of John F. Betz & Son, of Philadelphia, Pa., for 
relief from the revenue tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : ; 

Also, resolution of the T Square Club, of Philadeiphia, Pa., in 
relation to proposed changes in the White House—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the National Gcod Roads Convention, Chi- 
cago, Ill., in relation to road improvement—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 
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Also, resolutions of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, Chicago, Ill., favoring 
legislation in regard to irrigation of public lands, surveys, ete.— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange and 
Quaker City Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of legislation transferring the present 
mint building to the city of Philadelphia—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the A. Colburn Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
in behalf of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 4, 1901. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsBurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONSULATE AT NIUCHWANG, CHINA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, relative to an appropriation 
of asalary of $3,000 for a consulate at Niuchwang, China; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DEBOE presented a petition of sundry citizensof Kentucky, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution and 
to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of Hop- 
kinsville, Ky., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on checks, 
telegrams, contracts of sale, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kentucky, 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving relief to certain 
State militia; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ 
Protective Association of Burlington, lowa, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Danbury, Iowa, 
praying for the repeal of the present bankruptcy law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the First National Bank, the 
National State Bank, and the Henry County Savings Bank, all of 
Mount Pleasant, in the State of lowa, praying for the repeal of 
the revenue tax on the capital and surplus of banks; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms of Du- 
buque, lowa, praying for the repeal of the duty on hides; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of S. A. Hewling and sundry 
other citizens of Webster City, lowa, praying for the enactment 
of a graded service-pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Iowa State Veterinary Asso- 
ciation, praying for the adoption of the proposed amendment to 
the Army reorganization bill relating to veterinarians in the 
Army; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Mount Pleasant, the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Whatcheer, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Nevada, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Army canteens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of Richard Kapler and sundry 
other citizens of Cresco, H. Hendrickson and sundry other citizens 
of Audubon County, John Dubner and sundry other citizens of 
Lee County, Ole Peterson and sundry other citizens of Fredsville, 
George Z. Smith and sundry other citizens of Madison County, 
Josiah Standing and sundry other citizens of Linn County, Albert 
Eligin and sundry other citizens of Worth County, William Lor- 
genfrey and sundry other citizens of Durant, and of E. Roden- 
berger and sundry other citizens of Blackhawk County, all in 
the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarga- 
rine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the petitions of Federal Labor Union No. 
7310, American Federation of Labor, of Walsh; of the Trades and 
Labor Assembly of Des Moines; of the Federation of Labor of 
Cedar Rapids; of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Ottumwa, 
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and of sundry citizens of Ottumwa, all in the State of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the hours of daily 
work of laborers and mechanics; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Garrison 
County, Mount Vernon, Jefferson, Middleton, Birmingham, and 
of the congregation of the First Westminster Presbyterian Church 
of Keokuk, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native 
races in Afrca; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Waupaca, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Barry and sundry other 
citizens of Phillips, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in 
Africa; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Hendricks- Vance 
Company and 12 other business firms of Indianapolis, Ind., pray- 
ing for the repeal of the duty on hides; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick Thum and 32 other 
citizens of Harrison County, Ind., and the petition of Edward 
Maidlow and 33 other citizens of Vanderburg County, Ind., pray- 
ing for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of the faculty of the In- 
dustrial College of the University of Nebraska, Lincoln, Nebr., 
praying for the establishment of a bureau of weights and meas- 
ures with a view to securing uniformity in standards and measur- 
ing instruments for scientific purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. e 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Valentine, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Mackey Shoe Com- 
pany and sundry other business firms of Sedalia, Mo., praying for 
the repeal of the duty on hides; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Clearing House Association 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on 
checks, telegrams, contracts of sales, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Great Atlantic and Pacific 
Tea Company and sundry other wholesale and retail grocers in 
the United States, praying for the repeal of the duty on tea; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of William Culman, representing 
the domestic wine interests of the United States, and of Henry E. 
G. Luyties, representing the wine importers of the United States, 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax on domestic and foreign 
wines; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Commercial Ex- 
ae of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratification of the so- 
— Hay-Pauncefote treaty; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Hermon Christian Endeavor 
Society, of Frankford, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 57 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., and 
a petition of 51 citizens of Wilkesbarre, Pa., praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying for the laying of a Government cable to the 
new island possessions of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the repeal of certain portions of Schedules 
A and B of the war-revenue law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Presbyterian Church of 
Allegheny; the Mount Washington Presbyterian Church, of Pitts- 
burg; the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church of Pitts- 
burg, and of sundry citizens of nT. all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in Africa; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Biddeford and Saco, in the State of Maine, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the hours of daily service of 
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laborers and mechanics; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. es ; 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Garfield, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to 
native races in Africa; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the Industrial Col- 
lege of the University of Nebraska, praying for the establishment 
of a bureau of weights and measures; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Great Atlantic and Pacific 
Tea Company and sundry other wholesale and retail grocers of 
the United States, praying for the repeal of the duty on tea; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens and associa- 
tions of Washington City, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation granting to the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company certain public lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 134) relating to leaves of 
absence granted officers of the Army, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5014) to authorize the Fourth Pool Connecting 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, reported it with amendments. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, 


Mr. SEWELL. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom were referred the amendments intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from South Dakota ! Mr. PETTIGREW] to 
the bill (S. 4800) to increase the efficiency of the military estab- 
lishment of the United States, to report them back adversely. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Let the amendments be read. 

The Secretary read the amendments, as follows: 

Strike out all provisions in this bill which place an age limit against the 
appointment of meritorious volunteers to positions in the staff and line of 
the Regular Army, and add the following at end of bill: 

“It is further provided, That one-third of the original vacancies created by 
this act, in all grades, from colonel down to second lieutenant, in both staff 
and line, shall be filled by selection from the officers of volunteers who have 
been commissioned in their respective staff corps or arm of service since 
April 21, 1898. The remaining two-thirds of original vacancies created by 
this act to be filled by selection from the officers of the Regular Army.” 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the amendments may lie upon 
the table, so that I can call them up and offer them to the bill at 
the proper time. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ments will lie on the table, with the adverse report of the com- 
mittee, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5892) granting a pension to 
Ellen Hicks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5393) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph W. Burch; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 5394) to authorize the 
Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across Red River, and to construct and 
operate a line of railway, with telegraph and telephone lines, across 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 5395) to authorize the 
United New Jersey Railroad and Canal Company and the Phila- 
delphia and Trenton Railroad Company, or their successors, to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Delaware River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 5396) granting a pension to 
Ephraim Jefferson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 5397) granting a pension to Charity McKenney; 

A bill (8.5898) granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Pilsbury; and 
. A _ (5. 5399) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
smith. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 5400) granting a pension to 
Martin Dismukes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5401) granting a pension 
to Scottie E. McClure; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5402) granting a pension 
to Sarah McCord; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the petition 
of Sarah McCord, widow of Marcus D. L. McCord, of Capt. 
Scott Terry’s Company, Tennessee Militia, Indian wars, together 
with the affidavits of A. J. Ponder, Thomas Mabrey. and David 
Bb. Young, and letters from the Pension Office and War Depart- 
ment. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5403) for relief of George C. 
Ellison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S, 5404) to extend the privi- 
leges provided by an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, as amended; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 5405) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 5406) to amend section 3296, 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5407) to amend section 19 of chap- 
ter 252, 29 Statutes at Large, approved May 28, 1896; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

My. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5408) granting a pension to Eleanor M. Laise; 

A bill (S. 5409) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 5410) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Emery; and 

A bill (58. 5411) granting an increase of pension to William 8. 
Hosack. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 5412) for the relief of Joseph M. Reed; 

A bill (S. 5413) to correct the military record of Samuel T, 
Morris; and 

A bill (S. 5414) to correct the military record of Thomas W, 
Miter. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $250,000 for improving Biscayne Bay, Florida, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment authorizing the 
disbursing officers of the Treasury to pay to the trustee, legal rep- 
resentatives, or assigns of Eli Ayres §155,200 as a final settlement 
for any claim against the United States for certain land conveyed 
to him and held by the Chickasaw Indians, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $537,007.20 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry 
out the agreement made on October 24, 1900, by United States 
Indian Inspector James McLaughlin relative to the Indians of the 
Klamath Agency, in the State of Oregon, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONING OF EX-PRISONERS, 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 5055) granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensfons, and ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION AND RETIREMENT OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1324) providing for the promotion and 
retirement of officers of the Army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the 
military establishment of the United States; which was referred 
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to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 
as follows: 

After section 41 insert the following: 

“Src. 42. That the distinctive badges adopted by military societies of men 
*‘ who served in the armiesand navies of the United States during the Spanish- 
American war and the incident insurrection in the Philippines’ may be worn 
upon all occasions of ceremony by officers and men of the Army and Navy of 
the United States who are members of said organizations in their own right.”’ 


REPORT OF ABRAHAM L. LAWSHE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
tlenate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
Je read. : ; 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 4th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate hereby expresses its condemnation of the refusal 
of the Secretary of War, under whatever influence, to send to the Senate 
copies of papers called for by its resolution of the 19th of December, 1900, re- 
questing the Secretary of War to send to the Senate the report of Abraham 

.. Lawshe in relation to the receipts and expenditures in Cuba, as in violation 
of his official duty and subversive of the fundamental principles of the 
Government and of a good administration thereof. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have the resolution go 
over until Monday next, without losing its place. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator fromSouth Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution may retain its place 
until Monday morning. Is there objection? The Chairs hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


PAYMENTS TO SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 3d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate a copy of all recommendations, requests, and papers on 
file in relation to the payment of money belonging to the Sisseton and Wah- 
peton Indians to said Indians since November 6, 1900, and to inform the Senate 
whether he informed said Indians, or any of them, or any other person, pre- 
vious to November 6 that he wonld make said payment after that date. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
resolution? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the portion of the reso- 
lution which calls for copies of papers and documents, but I 
doubt the propriety of calling upon a Cabinet officer to state 
whether he did or did not tell somebody that he would make pay- 
ment after a certain date. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose that would be a matter of pub- 
lic record only. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not treated as a matter of public record. 
It is not a call for correspondence. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection. 
to get the public record. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let that part be stricken out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have the resolution so worded 
that whatever may be there in that connection, of record, shall 
come. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the correspondence on 
record in the office on the subject, but to ask a Cabinet officer 
whether he told a man to do this or to do that at a certain date is 
certainly not the proper thing. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It certainly would not do any harm. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a good precedent. 
wants to investigate the Cabinet officer it can bring him before a 
committee and put questions to him and let him make his expla- 


All I aimed at was 


nation; but to put a specific question to a Cabinet officer in that | 


way. as if you were taking his deposition, is hardly the thing, | 
think. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will ask leave to amend the resolution 
so as to have him state whether he informed any correspondent in 
writing. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think the first part of the resolution covers 
that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithink so. I simply want the record. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam willing that any correspondence on rec- 
ord in the office on the subject shall be brought here in answer to 
the resolution. I know nothing about the matter. 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again 
reac 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes; “papers on file.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I move tostrike out all after the words “ nine- 
teen hundred.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
tion. Therefore I ask that it may go over until next Monday. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator wants to add ‘together with 
all correspondence on the subject,” I have no objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wanttocoverthe whole ground, I think 
we can amend it so as to agree. 


If the Senate | 


Of course that would destroy the resolu- 
| ted States we have reserved the title of the salt lands to the United 
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Mr. HOAR. I suggest thisform. It seems to me that the tone 
of the latter part of the resolution is the tone of a question put to 
a culprit. I donot suppose it was sointended, and probably it did 
not strike the Senator so, but I think it would strike many people 
so. It is not consistent with the decorum and courtesy which be- 
long to our intercourse with the Departments. I suggest that the 
Senator substitute something like this: ‘‘and also will inform the 
Senate of any official assurances given upon the subject.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think if the resolution goes over until 
Monday we can probably agree upon wording that will not grate 
upon the ears of Senators. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the resolution lie over until 
Monday, retainingits placeon thetable. Isthereobjection? Tho 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


EXTENSION OF MINING LAWS TO SALINE LANDS. b 


Mr. STEWART, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 8313) extending the mining laws to saline lands. It will take 
but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Mines and Mining with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam instructed by the Committee on Mines 
and Mining to withdraw that amendment and offer a substitute 
for it. The amendment I send to the desk was reported in the 
House by the House committee and recommended by the Depart- 
ment. The Committee on Mines and Mining have considered it 
and adopted the House amendment and the Department's recom- 
mendation. 1 move to strike out all afterthe enacting clause and 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert, in lieu of the amendment of the committee, the following: 

That all pene lands of the United States containing salt springs, or de- 
posits of salt in any form, and chiefly valuable therefor, are hereby declared 
to be subject to location and purchase under the provisions of the law reiat- 
ing to placer-mining claims: Provided, That the same person shall not locate 
or enter more than one claim hereunder: And provided further, That as to 
any of the public lands containing salt springs, or deposits of salt in any form, 
and chiefly valuable therefor, which have been heretofore occupied or at- 
tempted to be located, and are now claimed or improved as salt lands under 
such occupancy or attempted location, the claimants thereof shall have a 
preference right of location in conformity with this act for the period of six 
months from the passage thereof. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What does theterm ‘“‘ publiclands” 
include? 

Mr. STEWART. Lands that belong to the United States and 
are not reservations, of course, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does not include reservations? 

Mr. STEWART. It does not touch reservations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the bill may be again read. 

The Secretary again read the proposed substitute. 

Mr. CARTER, I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
a question. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill make a brief explanation of the amend- 
ment, at the request of the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson}. 

At the time the original mining laws were passed it was not 
known that there were large salt deposits in the various Western 
States, while those deposits were very extensive. It was sug- 
gested that the reservation that has pertained up to that time of 
salt springs should be continued. That was suggested by people 
in the East. There were only a few of them, and the Govern- 
ment reserved them and proposed to lease them. I do not know 
They have been reserved on the 
public land. They could be counted on your fingers. I suppose 
there were not more than half adozen. But at that time they 
did not use salt in mining; it was merely free mining. 

Subsequently all through the mining region it has been found 
necessary to use salt in reduction, and they have taken it from all 
over that country. There is an abundance of it. It is almost 
without limit. It is not as extensive as the alkali beds, but there 
is an abundance of it in every one of the mining States. Thereis 
no law by which they can get title toit, They are manufactuar- 
ing it for export. Now, the men going into the enterprise want 
title, and there is no reason why they should not haveit. This 
matter has been submitted to the Secretary of the Interior and 
the amendment that we offer is recommended by him, It has been 
thoroughly considered by the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
and there is no exception to it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose where we have admit- 
States, 

Mr. STEWART. We reserved those lands. It originated in 
the first place from the fact that there were very few salt depos- 
its, and we did not want a monopoly of them to be created. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And we have not any law by | 
which the title can be acquired? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no law by which the title can be ac- | 
quired. There are now vast fields of it in all the Western States, 
and they have been using it all the while. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And I suppose people have gone 
on without any right under the law—— 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And have commenced to develop 
the salt mines, and this is to enable them to get title? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Con- | 
necticut that in some of the Western regions they quarry salt as 
they quarry stone, and it is just about as valuable as stone when 
it is not close to a market. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was not objecting to the bill. I 
wanted to understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to ask the Senator from Nevada a ques- 
tion. On the shores of the Great Salt Lake in Utah there are de- | 
posits of salt. The waters of that lake have been recedingsteadily 
for many years past. I should like to ask the Senator if he con- 
sidered that condition in connection with the framing of the 
phraseology of the bill giving preference to persons who locate 
now under mining claims over those who have heretofore located 
homesteads, a portion of which may be embraced within the salt 
lands formerly reserved. 

Mr. STEWART. If they have located and acquired title, it is 
then withdrawn. The bill applies only to public lands. If there 
is any title to it, of course it would not apply. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand, but the homestead filing might 
be rendered invalid by a declaration to the effect that the salt 
lands constituted, for instance, a part of the shore of Salt Lake. 
I do not think that any act ought to be passed which would impair 
the right of homestead settlers. 

Mr. STEWART. I will meet that by saying ‘‘ unoccupied pub- 
lic lands.” 

Mr. CARTER. That, I think, will cover it. 

Mr. TELLER. That will cover it. 

Mr. STEWART. That meets it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CARTER. As agreed to be amended I will not object. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification proposed by 
the Senator from Nevada to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert in the amendment, before the word 
‘*public,” the word ‘‘ unoccupied,” so as to read ‘‘ that all unoccu- 
pied public lands.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the | 
amendment will be so modified. The question is on agreeing to | 
the amendment as modified. 

Mr, PETTUS. The first part of the amendment is inconsistent 
with the proviso giving preference. I move to strike out the 
clause giving preference. 

Mr.STEWART. That was recommended by the Department; 
but it is quite immaterial. Let it be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
moves an amendment to the amendment of the committee, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary. Strike out the last proviso, in the following 
words: 

And provided further, That as to any of the public lands containing salt | 
springs, or deposits of salt in any form, and chiefly valuable therefor, which 
have been heretofore occupied or attempted to be located, and are now 
claimed or improved as salt lands under such occupancy or attempted loca- | 


tion, the claimants thereof shall have a preference right of location in con- 
formity with this act for the period of six months from the passage thereof. 


Mr. STEWART. Idonotthink the proviso ought to bestricken 
out, because they are mining all around, and they would not want 
to have somebody come in and take their mines away from them. 

Mr. PETTUS. The first part of the amendment provides for 
public unoccupied lands. Now, if they are public and unoccu- 
pied, how can anyone have a preference claim? 

Mr. STEWART. This makes an exception in that particular | 
case. It is, however, all unoccupied public land except in a case 
where they are occupying it for a salt mine. That would be sim- | 
ply an exception to the general proposition. That is all it would 
amount to. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ido not think any such preference ought to be 
given at all, for the reason that if a man is on that land, using it, 
occupying it, cultivating it as a salt mine, he is violating the laws 
of the United States, and he ought not to have a preference given 
him by reason of his violation of the law. 

Mr. STEWART. I believe my friend was in California in the 
early days and was one of the violators of the law there, 

Mr. PETTUS. Never in the world. 
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Mr. STEWART. We violated the law, and the Supreme Court 
held that we had a right to violate the law. If you will look at 
8 Wallace, you will see that the court said they would shut their 
eyes to the fact that we had violated it and we might continue 
to violate it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 


| moves to strike out the proviso which has just been read. The 


question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question having been put, there were on a division—yeas 11, 
nays 28; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 


| roll. 


Mr. HOAR. Let the Chair state the question once more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama, and a rising vote in- 
dicates no quorum to be present. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Can not that difficulty be obvi- 
ated by calling for the yeas and nays at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think a 
call for yeas and nays can be made when the fact has been devel- 
oped that no quorum is present. 

Mr. TELLER and others. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dillingham, McCumber, Sewell, 
Allison, Dolliver, McEnery, Shoup, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, McLaurin, Simon, 
Bard, Foster, Mallory, Spooner, 
Bate, Frye, Martin, Stewart, 
Berry, Gallinger, Mason, Taliaferro, 
Beveridge, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Burrows, Harris, Nelson, Thurston, 
Butler, Hawley, Perkins, Tillman, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Towne, 
Chilton, Hoar, Pettus, ‘Turner, 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. Vest, 
Clay, Kean, Pritchard, Wellington. 
Cockrell, Kenney, Proctor, 

Culberson, Lindsay, Quarles, 


Deboe, Lodge, Scott, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-one Senators have re- 
sponded to their names on the roll call. There is a quorum pres- 
ent. The question ison agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] to the amendment of the com- 
mitttee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I feel obliged to move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Army bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Wait one moment, until we geta vote. Itis 
all through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I had only a minute to wait in the beginning, 
and it has taken twenty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. PETTUS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. Let us hear the amendment read. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama to the amendment will again be read. 

The Secretary again read the proviso proposed to be stricken 
out. 

Mr. STEWART. Laccept the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama is accepted by the Senator from Nevada. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read” 
the third time, and passed. 
THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Army bill. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consider- 


| ation of the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the military 


establishment of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to be con- 
sidered is on page 33 of the bill, to strike out section 27 and in- 
sert-—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. I offer from the committee an amendment to 
be inserted at the end of section 22 on page 33. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33, at the end of the new section 2”, 
insert: 


Sec. —. That when vacancies shall occur in the position of chief of any 
staff, corps, or department, the President may appoint to such vacancies, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, officers of the Army at large 
not below the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and who shall hold office for terms 
of four years. When a vacancy in the position of chief of any staff, corps, 
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or department is filled by the appointment of an officer below the rank now 
provided by law for said office, said chief shall, while so serving, have the 
same rank, pay, and allowances now provided for the chief of such corps or 
department. And any officer now holding office in any corps or department 
who shali hereafter serve as chief of a staff, corps, or department and shall 
subsequently be retired, shall be retired with the rank, pay, and allowances 
authorized by law for the retirement of such corps or department chief: 
Provided, That so long as there remain in service officers of any staff, corps, 
or department —_——s aye appointments, the chief of such staff, 
corps, or department shall be selected from the officers so remaining therein. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator who offers the amendment 
from the committee would explain what it means. Nobody can 
tell when read in that way. I know there is something about of- 
ficers being appointed for four years. I do not know what it 
means. I should like to have the Senator from Vermont ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The last clause of our original bill of last ses- 
sion, which has been stricken out by the House, beginning at line 
25, at the bottom of page 2, and continuing to the middle of page 3, 
had a provision that is practically the same as this, except that in 


the amendment just submitted we require that the head of the | 


corps shall be confirmed by the Senate. That makes the provision 
comp'y precisely with the present arrangement in the Navy, which 
has worked so satisfactorily. It is limited by the proviso, so that 


all the officers now holding permanent appointments receive their | 


regular promotion, and the selection of the chief must be made 
from them so long as any of them remain. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, 
which I ask to have printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
submits a proposed amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 


Sec. —. From and after the passage of this act it shall not be lawful to 
employ any part of the Army of the United States as a posse comitatus, or 
otherwise, for the purpose of executing the laws, except in such cases and 
under such circumstances as such employment of said force may be expressly 
authorized by the Constitution or by act of Congress; and any person willfully 
violating the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding 
$10,000 or imprisonment not exceeding two years, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
be ordered to be printed and lie upon the table. The next amend- 
ment reported by the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33 the committee propose to strike 
out section 27, as follows: 


Sec. 27. That whenever there shall occur a vacancy, which can not be filled 
by promotion or appointment under the provisions of preceding sections of 
this act, in offices of the grades of lieutenant-colonel and major in the Adju- 
tant-General’s and Inspector-General’s departments; of captain in the 
Quartermaster’s, Subsistence, and aay departments, and of first lieutenant 
in the Signal Corps, such vacancy shall not be filled by a permanent appoint- 
ment, but shall be filled by the detail, by the aveeey of War, after com- 
petitive examination, as hereinafter provided, of an officer of the line, who 
shall serve for the period of four years unless sooner relieved, and shall not 
again be eligible for detail in any staff corps or department until he shall 
have rendered actual service for two years with troops of the arm in which 
he is commissioned. Any officer detailed for staff duty under the provisions 
of this section shall be selected from the grade corresponding to, or from the 
grade next below, that to which the detail is to be made, and shall have the 
rank, pay, and allowances of the grade to which detailed. No detail for staff 
duty as herein provided shall be made in the case of any officer until he has 
actually served with troops for at least four years if his rank is above that 
of a second lieutenant, and for at least two years if he is a second lieutenant; 
and no such detail shall be made in the case of any officer until he shall have 
passed a satisfactory competitive examination by an examining board com- 
posed of three officers, of whom one may be a line officer and two shall be 
permanent or detailed officers of the department or corps in which the detail 
is to be made, said examination to be conducted under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the President, and to be announced in general orders tothe Army. 
Examining boards, to be constituted as herein prescribed, for the various 
departments and corps in which details are to be made shall be convened by 
the Secretary of War at such times and places as the exigencies of the serv- 
ice may require, and said board shall examine and report upon, as far as 
practicable, all line officers who may be applicants for details to staff duty, 
and who shall have been recommended by their commanding officers for 
such details. A eegosate list of officers reported on favorably by such exam- 
ining boards shall be kept for each department or corps in which details are 
to be made, the officers on said list to be arra in accordance with the 
ratings given them by the examining boards, and to be detailed for duty, in 
the department or corps to which the list pertains, in the order of their 
standing upon said list, beginning with the officers having the highest rating; 
but no officer shall remain eligible for detail for more than two years unless 
he shall again successfully pass the examination hereinbefore prescribed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, beginning in line 10, to 
strike out section 28, as follows: 


Sec. 28. That whenever there shall occur a vacancy, which can not be filled 
under the aes of preceding sections of this act by the promotion of 
officers holding permanent ap intments, in offices of the grades of colonel 
in the Adjutant-General’s and Inspector-General's Daparteeenen, of major in 
the Quartermaster’s and Subsistence Departments, of major in the Pay De- 
partment after the number of paymasters of that grade shall have been 
reduced below twenty, and of captain in the Signal Corps, such vacancy shall 
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be filled by the appointment of an officer to be selected from among those 
who have served by detail, under the provisions of this act, in the next lower 
grade in the department or corps in which the vacancy occurs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand that thesections which have 
been stricken out are all one amendment, or are they separate 
amendments? I think for the convenienceof aconference, if there 
ever should be one, they ought to be regarded as separate amend- 
ments, and so numbered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are treated as separate 
amendments. 

The next amendment reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was, on page 35, line 23, to renumber section 29 so as to 
make it section 24. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 9, to renumber sec- 
tion 30 so as to make it section 24, and in line 16, after the word 
‘* Officers,” to insert ‘‘ not over 40 years of age;” so as to read: 

Sec. 24. That vacancies in the grade of field officers and captain, created by 
this act, in the cavalry, artillery, and infantry shall be filled by promotion 
according to seniority in each branch, respectively. Vacancies existingafter 
the promotions have been made shall be provided for as follows: A sufficient 


number shall be reserved in the rank of second lieutenant for the next grad- 
uating class at the United States Military Academy. Officers not over 40 


| years of age now holding commissions in the Volunteer Army may be ordered 


efore boards of officers for such examination as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 21, before the words ‘‘ second 
lieutenant,” to strike out “first or;” and in line 23, before the 
words “ second lieutenant,” to strike out “first or;” so as to read: 


Volunteer officers who establish their fitness before these examining 
boards may be appointed to the grade of second lieutenant in the Regular 
Army. Volunteer officers so appointed to the grade of second lieutenant 
shall be arranged according to rank, on a separate list. 


Mr.NELSON. Those twoamendments ought not to be adopted. 
Under the bill as it came from the House appointments in the line 


| were open to volunteer officers both in the grades of first and sec- 


ond lieutenants. This amendment strikes out first lieutenants 
and limits the appointments of volunteer officers wholly to second 
lieutenants. I think that is a discrimination that ought not to be 
permitted. I think both the grades of first and second lieutenant 
ought to be open for the appointment of officers who have been 
in the Volunteer Army since the Spanish war. I trust the amend- 
ment of the committee will not be adopted. 

Mr. PROCTOR. They are open, but perhaps not quite so fully 
as in the bill as it came from the House. If the Senator will read 
further he will see that— 

Volunteer officers so papa to the grade of second lieutenant shall be 
arranged according to rank, on a separate list. All vacancies then existing 
in the grade of first lieutenant in each arm of the service— 

And there will be many— 
shall be filled from this list and the lineal lists of second lieutenants of the 
Regular Army, according to seniority, etc. 

Mr. NELSON. But the point is that none of them can be ap- 
pointed as first lieutenants in the first instance, and when they get 
in as second lieutenants they have to take their places in the line 
of promotion with the other second lieutenants. I think we ought 
to leave both the grades of first and second lieutenant open—and 
it is surely little enough—to those volunteer officers. Takea man 
who has served with efficiency in the Volunteer Army as a major, 
a lieutenant-colonel, or a colonel, and there is no reason why he 
should be limited to a mere second lieutenancy. I should be glad 
if they had been permitted to go as high as captain; but I think 
the provision in the bill as it came from the House as to first lieuten- 
ants ought to stand, and I trust no change will be made in that 


respect. 

r. TILLMAN. I asked the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
TOR] the other day to give me some information in regard to the 
provision in the bill, if there be one, permitting privates to be ex- 
amined for promotion; whether there is any opportunity offered 
to young men who served in the Spanish war as officers and who 
have joined the Army as privates with a view of getting an oppor- 
tunity to get into a lieutenant’s position, to do so by competitive 
examination—men of high character and good standing—whether 
you have barred them and shut them out from any of these ap- 
pointments or not. If not, would not the committee accept an 
amendment that would permit these privates to now get a chance 
to secure appointments as second lieutenants by the appointment 
of the President if they can stand the examination? ; 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from South Carolina 
that that is the law now, and it remains the law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is no provision in this bill for the in- 
crease of the Army looking to these appointments for that purpose. 

Mr. SEWELL. This will not interfere with the general law 
that exists to-day. We are examining to-day, in almost every de- 
partment and at almost every post, deserving privates and non- 
commissioned officers for commissions in the Army, and they get 
the promotion if they pass the examination. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Then why have a special provision in this bill 
looking to the filling of these vacancies by officers only and not by 
officers and men who served in the Spanish war? You by specific 
action here bar the privates out, and yet you say there is a general 
act which permits them to be examined. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not think it bars them out at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then are you willing to put in ‘‘officers and 


9” 


privates s 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON, I think the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL] is mistaken. It is true that privates can be examined 
and get commissions in the Army, but it is only privates who are 
in the Regular Army. It does not apply to the privates who have 
been in the volunteer service and are musteredout. They can not 
get the benefit of that law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will not the committeeaccept an amendment 
providing in this section for officers and enlisted men, so that any 
competitive examination will be open to any soldier who has en- 
listed or who is now in the Army? 

Mr. BATE. I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that 
there has been an amendment offered to this bill—I offered it yes- 
terday—which includes privates as well as officers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has that been accepted or voted on? 

Mr. BATE. No;it has not. It is upon the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Then the Senate will have an opportunity to 
pass on it hereafter, and I have nothing more to say; but [ do not 
want this to go by without those men having an opportunity of 
getting the position of second lieutenant if the bill itself prohibits 
the appointment of anybody except officers. 

Mr. TELLER. I think this is a good place to amend this bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think so, too—right here. 

Mr. TELLER. It is very easy to doit if that is the sentiment 
of the Senate. In line 16, on page 36, after the word “officers,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ and enlisted men.” 

Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] that we ought to leave open at least the first and second 
lieutenancies, for we know that we got into the Army from the 
volunteer forces in this way some very excellent men, who are 
now in the public service or who have been retired. I think it has 
been one of the defects of the Regular Army that it has not held 
out sufficient inducements to privates and noncommissioned offi- 
cers for promotion. I should like to have it broad enough to take 
in every man in the Army whom the President of the United 
States may think deserving of promotion. 

Mr. HALE. Will the phrase ‘enlisted men” include what the 
Senator desires? 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘‘Or noncommissioned officers?” 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘ Or noncommissioned officers.” 

Mr. TILLMAN, No. 

Mr. HALE. It certainly ought to. 

Mr. TELLER. The term “Officers,” I suppose, includes non- 
commissioned officers. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. TELLER. Then, we want it toread ‘ Officers, noncommis- 
sioned officers, and enlisted men.” 

Mr. MONEY. Noncommissioned officers are enlisted men. 

Mr. SPOONER. But all enlisted men are not noncommissioned 
officers. 

Mr. MONEY. Of course not. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. In the confusion which is pre- 
vailing the Chair does not know which Senator has the floor. 


Mr. TELLER. I want to amend in this way—‘“ Officers, non- | 


commissioned officers ”—— 

Mr. SEWELL. It is not necessary to putin ‘‘ noncommissioned 
officers.” The words ‘‘or enlisted men” will be sufficient. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well, ‘‘enlisted men.” There seems to be 
a difference of opinion. Let us put those words in to make the 
matter sure. When the bill goes into conference the committee 
can fix it so that it will be right. What we want is to open the 
door of promotion to noncommissioned officersand privates. There 
is no way now, as I understand, in which that can be done. 
to . LSON. Will the Senator allow me to make asuggestion 

im 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. I do not know much about it. 

Mr. NELSON. The term “enlisted men” covers technically 
both privates and noncommissioned officers, and is a better term 
than the other, and more comprehensive. 

Mr. TELLER. If it does, thatisenough. Some Senators, how- 
ever, seem to think it does not. I should have thought it did, but 
the chairman of the committee can tell us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Unguestionably the phrase ‘enlisted men” 
does include noncommissioned officers. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. Then, I will move the amendment 
in the way I first suggested it—‘‘ Officers and enlisted men.” 
Then, I want the Senate to disagree to the amendment proposed by 
the committee, and leave the positions of first and second lieuten- 


= open to these promotions if the President thinks fit to make 
them. 

Mr. MONEY. Linquire of the Chair if the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota {[Mr. NELSon] is to be voted upon 
now, or is the amendment suggested by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] or by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] the matter to be considered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was a unanimous-con- 
sent agreement that the committee amendments should be first 
acted upon, and another unanimous consent was given that that 
should not prevent the offering of any amendment hereafter. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand that; but what I want to know is 
what is under consideration. What is to be voted on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempote. The committee amendments 
under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. MONEY. [ understood the Senator from Minnesota to 
offer an amendment to the committee amendment. Is that the 
pending question? 

Mr. NELSON, I was not offering an amendment. I merely 
spoke against the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh! 

Mr. NELSON. ‘The committee amendment was under consid- 
eration, and that is an amendment to eliminate the position of 
first lieutenant from appointments that are open to volunteer offi- 
cers—limiting promotions to second lieutenancies. That is the 
effect of the amendment of the committee. I was opposing it and 
wanting the bill to remain as it came from the other House, leav- 
ing the positions of first and second lieutenants open to volunteer 


officers. 

Mr. MONEY. If that is the matter to be voted upon, I want to 
say that I entirely agree with the Senator from Minnesota. I 
think both the first and second lieutenancies should be left open 
to meritorious officers or privates if they show their competency 
before a board of examination. We have some soldiers in the 
Philippines to-day who distinguished themselves in the Cuban 
campaign during the Spanish war, and who have since distin- 
guished themselves in the Philippines. If these young gentlemen 
wish to adopt the profession of arms, after having proved their 
| thorough fitness and capacity and courage for that service, they 
ought to have left open to them a bigger place than that of second 
lieutenant. 

I have in mind a young gentleman who served with distinction 
on the staffs of General Ewers and General Wood, and he has very 
high testimonials from those generals. He has since served with 
distinction in the Philippines. He has been made adjutant of his 
regiment. He has served as judge-advocate to general courts- 
martial. He has been four times mentioned in reports for distin- 
guished and conspicuous bravery in action, and he is now recom- 
mended by the General Commanding the Army for two brevets, one 
as a major and one as lieutenant-colonel, for gallantry in action 
and general meritorious conduct. That young gentleman wants 
to quit the study and the practice of the law and be a soldier, but he 
can not very well afford to do so if he is to be but a second lieu- 
| tenant, because he has a family. That is one case I know all 
| about, and there are numbers of others that I know something 
about. 

I do not believe, if any young man has served his country, has 
| risked his life in war, and has shown his thorough capacity and 
courage and talent and everything else to make an officer, that 
he should have open to him only the lowest grade of commission, 
| that of second lientenant. In fact, I believe the bill as it came 
from the House should be amended so as to leave the grade of 
captain open to such meritorious cases. Of course, the discretion 
| of the President must come in here. No man can be appointed to 
| any position unless he has the recommendation of his superior 
officer, of his colonel, of his brigadier, his major-general, or his 
corps general, or whoever commands, and all these recommenda- 
| tions must concur in pointing out to the President the distin- 
guished ability and merits of the soldier who is trying for a 
commission in the Regular Army. So that in any event the mat- 
ter is thoroughly safeguarded. 

I believe the grade of captain should be open to these gallant 
fellows, and I am in favor of leaving it open tothem. It would 
| be no disparagement to the regulars that they would be com- 
pelled to compete with these men who are their equals in every 
respect. I hope that the committee amendment to the House bill 
will not pass. I would rather see the grade extended up to that 
of the rank of captain, so that these gentlemen might have at 
| least a chance for this promotion. 

We understand how people are appointed to Westpoint. I had 
a competitive examination for the selection of a cadet; but other 
gentlemen appoint because they know the boy, some appoint by 
special examination or selection; and all sorts of people get in 
there. All the hazing business which is brought to light does 
not do credit to the institution as it is now conducted. We cer- 
tainly will get as good material for officers, and certainly for gen- 
erals, out of the volunteer force, as we can get from the cadets at 
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Westpoint, who are to-day disgracing the whole country, or at 
least some of them are doing so, if the report of the examining 
committee can be at all trusted. 

I shall insist when the time comes to vote that there shall be 
some provision made for these men. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make no objection whatever to crossing out 
the black brackets there, and leaving the words ‘‘ first or ” in the 
bill where they occur in two places, so as to make the provision 
apply to the positions of first and second lieutenant. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that be voted on, and then I want to state 
my amendment, with which I have not yet got through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the committee amendments in lines 21 and 23, of section 
24, on page 36, which have been read. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-consent 
agreement, the next amendment of the committee will be stated. 
Later on, under another unanimous-consent agreement, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado will be clearly in order. 

Mr. TELLER. But there is nothing to prevent me from offer- 
ing my amendment now, which I propose todo. I have not had 
a chance to complete it yet. 1 have got part of it offered, but 
through the intervention of others I did not get through. Ishould 
like to complete the amendment. My motion is to insert, after 
the word *‘officers,” in line 16 of the pending section, the words 
“and enlisted men.” Now, to make that conform with the other 
part of the section we can strike out the words ‘‘ now holding com- 
missions.” That is my motion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Colorado to line 16 of the bill, which reads: 

Officers not over 40 years of age now holding commissions in the Volunteer 
Army may be ordered before boards of officers for such examination. 

That is connected with the provision which the Senator now 
proposes toamend. If the Senator will examine the two proposi- 
tions, he will see there will have to be an amendment there in order 
to make the intention clear. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Some amendment must follow if we preserve 
the words ‘‘first or” in the two places there; and my colleague 


from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is prepared to present the proper | 


amendment. 
Mr. TELLER. 
committee propose. 
Mr. SEWELL, 
strike out: 


In line 24, after the word ‘‘list,” I move to 


the service shall be filled from this list and the lineal lists of second lieuten- 
ants of the Regular Army, according to seniority as determined by length 
of prior commissioned service— 

Leaving in the words: 


But nothing herein contained shall change the relative rank of officers 
heretofore commissioned as second lieutenants in the Regular Army. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator proposes to strike out from line | 
| override that. 
| way. 
| the bill. 


24 down to and including line 5 on page 37? 

Mr. SEWELL. No. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey, 
in behalf of the committee, offers an amendment, which will be 
read, 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, line 24, after the word ‘‘ list,” it 
is proposed to strike out: 

All vacancies then existing in the grade of first lieutenant in each arm of 
the service shall be filled from this list and the lineal lists of second lieuten 
ants of the Regular Army, according to seniority as determined by length 
of prior commissioned service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishouid like to have that read again, as I did 
not catch the effect of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment proposed by Mr. 
SEWELL. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that 
we have thrown open to the volunteers promotion to the positions 
of first and second lieutenant. 


The amendment will be again 


shall be arranged, according to rank, on a separate list. 


That covers the whole thing. 

Mr. DANIEL. 1 should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question as to this bill, while he is on the floor. 

Authority is given in the bill for the appointment of commis- 
sioned officers in the volunteers to a rank inthe Regular Army as 
high as that of first lieutenant. Is it intended by the bill to pro- 
hibit the President from making any appointments whatsoever 
in the Regular Army from civil life? 

Mr. SEWELL. He could not, under this bill, above the grade 
of first lieutenant, except in the staff corps, 


I withhold my amendment until I see what the | 





Then the bill goes on to say that— | 
Volunteer officers so appointed to the grade of first or second lieutenant | 


| were not in any respect inferior to the regulars. 


JANUARY 5, 


Mr. DANIEL. He could make no appointment whatever from 
civil life in the Regular Army if this bill should become a law? 
Mr. SEWELL. Except under the present law; and that is done 


| all the time. 


Mr. DANIEL. But does not this supersede the present law? 

Mr. SEWELL. I should think not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then why is it necessary to give the President 
authority in the bill to appoint men now in the Army to the rank 
of second lieutenant if he can do it anyway? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest tothe Senator from New Jersey that 
if his amendment is adopted I think the President could appoint. 
This strikes out the restriction upon the appointing power. The 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey is to strike out the 
very clause which imposes this restriction. 

Mr. DANIEL. No; it allowsappointments ‘‘from this list and 
the lineal lists of second lieutenants of the Regular Army.” 

Mr, ALDRICH. It confines the appointments to those. 

Mr. DANIEL. To those two lists, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But if that language is stricken out, the ap- 
pointing power is not restrained by any language in the law, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it be true that this opens the entire list of 
the first lieutenants to appointments from civil life, I think it 
might create great confusion. 

Mr. DANIEL. That was not my proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the intent and purpose of the bill and 
of the House amendment is to confine at least the appointments 
of first and second lieutenants to persons who have served in the 
war with Spain. 

Mr. DANIEL. As the bill now stands there is authority given 
to appoint second lieutenants from ‘‘ officers not over 40 years of 
age now holding commissions in the Volunteer Army.” If the 
President already has the power to appoint any person a second 
lieutenant in the Regular Army from civil life, what is the neces- 
sity of putting in here authority to him to appoint one who is now 
serving in the volunteers? 

Mr. SEWELL. It is to cover the volunteer officers in the war 
with Spain. The rule of the Army, established by regulations, is 
to give vacancies as they occur, first to the graduates from West- 

,0int—— 
: Mr. DANIEL. I understand that. 

Mr. SEWELL. And to the deserving noncommissioned officers 
and privates who have passed an examination—we are constantly 


|examining them; we do not get enough of them—and then to 


; * ste. . eo” eas 2 a 7 
All vacancies then existing in the grade of first lieutenant in each arm of | ©iVilian appointments, and civilians were appointed largely last 


year and the year before in order to fill up the Army. Some of 


| them were among the brightest young men in the country, grad- 


uates of our colleges. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I want to preserve. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is preserved, and the general law is not 
interfered with by this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was afraid this bill might be construed to 
The bill. in my judgment, is too restrictive any- 
I do not sympathize at all with the spirit or structure of 
It looks like a skillful piece of military engineering by a 
Regular Army officer to keep out of the Army many of the 
brightest and best military spirits in this country. 

According to the newspapers, there is now lying before the 
Senate the nomination of a volunteer officer in the Philippines to 


| the rank of general, and while the President is recognizing, what 


every intelligent man in the country knows to be the fact, that 
we have many volunteer officers in all the States of this Union 
who are capable of comman/ing battalions, regiments, brigades, 
divisions, and armies, the Senate is engaged, after having just 
welcomed home many of our men from a successful war, in pro- 
scribing them from holding any commissions in the permanent 
service of the country save that of second lieutenant. This is 
the most proscriptive bill against the volunteers of this country 
that has ever been proposed in either House of Congress, The 


Mr. President, every war that this country has ever been en- 


| whole spirit and texture of it is wrong. 


| gaged in has been fought for the most part by volunteers—nearly 


all of them—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Without any question. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Revolutionary war, the war of 1812, the 
Mexican war, the civil war, and in the last war the volunteers 
No man can 
point to any field in the late war or to any field in the military 


history of this country on which the volunteers have not main- 


tained the American character and the American name in a 
manner worthy of this country. The regulars are skillful officers 
and good men, but for the Senate to go to work and give them a 
monopoly in the military service of the country is opposed to our 
history, opposed to precedent, and absolutely opposed to the mil- 


| itary and equitable justice of this case. 


I do not see why a volunteer officer who is fit for it, who has 
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been in the service, and who has learned something of the art of 
war in the best schoo! in which that art is ever taught—practical 


Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator from New Jersey if the ap- 
pointment of a brigadier-general from civil life, a citizen of Lli- 


experience—shall not hold, if the President thinks he is fit to hold | nois, has not been sent to the Senate, and is now pending, I believe, 


it, any commission in a regiment, or any other commission in the 
Army. We do not wish to segregate and isolate the military estab- 
lishment of this country from all sympathy with and from all re- 
enforcement from the ranks of the people. We ought to keep an 
open door between the Regular Army and the people, and have 
the people going into it all the time, carrying their views and 
their knowledge, which are something more than any young man 
acquires at Westpoint. We want the trained, technical, expert 
military element in the Army to give it certain shape and drill 
and certain elements of military science which can not be learned 
offhand; but the other element we want in the Army is a much 
greater one than that. It is the martial and adaptive spirit of a 
free people. We want to intermix men who have come fresh 
from the people with men who have been a long time segregated 
from the people, and it is in that amalgamated sentiment that we 
will find the best type of American thought and of the American 
officer. 

I shall vote to strike out these prohibitions upon the American 
people from the right to gointo the military service. I wish that 
this was a volunteer bill instead of a bill to provide for so massive 
a Regular Army. The volunteers have never failed to come for- 
ward whenever the country has said ‘‘I need you.” They are in 
the Philippines to-day, and every official in the Government, from 
the President down, has applauded their good work; and as they 
will be coming home they will find another army going there, in 
which they are proscribed from holding any commission but that 
of second lieutenant—a beautiful welcome for the Senate of this 
country to hand to the returning volunteers—a law proscribing 
them and all their officers from holding any commission in the 
army which is sent to complete that work, except the lowest com- 
mission in it—and at a time when the President of the country 
recognizes that they have amongst them men who ought to be and 
are being promoted to the rank of general. 

This is an exclusive bill, Mr. President, devised for the purpose 
of being exclusive, and to give the officers of the Regular Army a 
priority and advantage to which they are not entitled. I am glad 
to see a regular officer promoted, and there are some who ought 
to be promoted and who have been neglected, but I am not in 
favor of turning over all the military affairs of the country to the 
regulation and to the command of regular officers. The Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army to-day is not a Westpointer or an 
educated military man, excepting such education as he obtained 
in the field. The Adjutant-General of the Army, whom the Sen- 
ate has recently seen fit to promote from brigadier-general to 
major-general in consideration of his excellent service in the late 
war, was also an American volunteer who never rubbed his head 
against the walls of Westpoint. 

Mr. BERRY. He never was hazed? 

Mr. DANIEL. There are here eminent men on both sides of 
the Chamber who were major-generals and brigadier-generals and 
who are honored by their countrymen, not one of whom ever got 
his start in war from Westpoint. And this is the body which is 
asked to go back upon American history and upon the record of 
its own most distinguished military men, upon the present con- 
duct of the Senate and the present organization of the Army, and 
to say that the brightest and best and bravest and most heroic 
men in this country, who have just returned from fields red with 
their blood, shall hold no commission in its service but that of 
second lieutenant; and now we are trying to squeeze it up to a 
first lieutenancy. I would throw the whole Army open to them, 
Mr. President. The President, in the exercise of his discretion, will 
give such preference to the regular officers as the nature of the 
case will warrant. 

Mr. VEST. Will my friend the Senator from Virginia permit 
me to ask him a question for information? I am not much ofa 
military man, and I should like to understand him. I understand 
him to state that nothing but the grade of second lieutenant is 
open for appointment by the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. First lieutenant now. 

Mr. DANIEL. If we make it so. 

Mr. SEWELL. We have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Atpricuinthechair). That 
amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. My understanding, derived from my experience as 
a Senator, is that Presidents have been in the habit of appointing 
second lieutenants and brigadier-generals from civil life, and that 
the appointments are confined to those two grades. I should like 
to know from some member of the Military Affairs Comunittee if 
Iam notcorrect. I know that appointments of brigadier- generals 
from civil life have been sent to the Senate since I have been in 
service here. I think there is one pending here now. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is no prohibition. The President can 
appoint anyone if the Senate will confirm him. 


a 


| 


before the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. SEWELL. Who? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey on be- 


| half of the committee. 


Mr. DANIEL. Iask that it may be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY, 
out the following: 


On page 36, line 24, it is proposed to strike 


All vacancies then existing in the grade of first lieutenant in each arm of 
the service shall be filled from this list and the lineal lists of second lieuten- 
ants of the Regular Army, according toseniority, as determined by length of 
prior commissioned service. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, that clause certainly does confine 
the appointments by the President to the Regular Army. It 
seems to be the contention here now as to whether these appoint- 
ments ought to come from the Regular Army exclusively or from 
the volunteers also. This very amendment seems to go to the gist 
of this contention. I should myself like to see some relief to this 
embarrassment. I believe in extending it to include volunteers. 
While I have the highest opinion of the regular officers of our 
Army and think, in some instances, they should have preference 
because of their experience and education. yet I do not like to see 
the bar put up and the door closed against those who have shown 
themselves worthy in the hour of peril, and have gone forth in 
battle for the country and have come out with honor. 

Mr. President, | know such instances where it would work a 
marked injustice. There was a regiment from my own State 
which the President has on more than one occasion alluded to in 
complimentary terms in his public addresses—the First Tennessee 
Regiment. That regiment was enlisted immediately after the 
outbreak of hostilities with Spain, and wassent tothe Philippine [s- 
lands, and, instead of being sent home at the expiration of its term 
of service, was kept for nineteen months, and no murmur heard 
from them, and when orders had been received to go home and 
they were upon the vessel that was to transport them notice was 
given that the enemy was approaching. They immediately got 
off the ship, went ashore to resist the enemy,and did not return 
until the situation was relieved. Col. Frank Cheatham was then 
a@ major commanding a battalion in that regiment; and instead of 
coming home, as they had a right to do, enough of them reenlisted 
and formed a battalion in the Thirty-seventh Regiment. Major 
Cheatham has, by legitimate gradations, become thecolonel of the 
Thirty-seventh Regiment, and is with the battalion of 'lennes- 
seans still in the service. He and his command will be mustered 
out the 30th of June. This officer has been in the Army since the 
beginning of the Spanish war. 

Arguments are sometimes better undérstood when you illustrate 
them by a person. Colonel Cheatham is a military man by na- 
ture, and experienced by his command at home of the State 
Guards. He is the son of the man whose honored name he bears, 
and who was a major-general of distinction in our civil war. 
Now, that man having reenlisted, and having assisted in reenlist- 
ing a battalion for bis country’s service, and while they were in 
Manila, costing the Government nothing to take them there, he 
and those with him have done well their part; yet, under the 
terms of this bill, he and his fellow-officers have to step down 
and out; and I suppose the most that could be done for him, under 
the amendment, is a first lieutenancy. That is the case now pre- 
sented. 

We want some remedy forit. This is a restrictive measure, as 
was said by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], one that 


| meets my disapproval, Mr. President. although I am on the Com- 


| mittee on Military Affairs, from which this amended bill came. I 


| monopoly to the regulars over volunteers. 


| toric volunteer. 


am opposed to this inequality and injustice, and I shall vote 
against this bill because it is restrictive and unjust and givesa 
Indeed, it pushes aside 
volunteers altogether. I have a high opinion of our Regular 
Army, its officers and men. The regular officers. as a class, are 
educated, polished social gent!emen, attractive and winsome, and 
well calculated to impress Senators and committees with their 
way of thinking and make us feel kindly to their interests and 
sympathize with their ambition. But we can not forget the his 
This bill is restrictive; aye, isdrastic. It is mo- 
nopolizing in fact as well asin tendency. I object to it on that 
ground, as [ do on many others that I hope to have occasion to 
present to the Senate hereafter in the discussion of this bill. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I sympathize with many of the things said 
here, but we are not at present coming to any practical result. 
| | suggest that this section lie over until Monday's session. and in 


| the meantime we will have a meeting of the Committee on Military 
Aifairs and try to submit a proposition which will be acceptahle. 
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Mr. BATE. That is agreeable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to that course? 
If not, the amendment will be passed over. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to object, but I want to say to 
the committee that they will have to do more than report this 
bill as it came from the House. Unless they come here with an 
amendment which will give the enlisted man an opportunity to 
be promoted by the President as he ought to be, I shall move an 
amendment. If the committee will do that, of course it will save 
them some trouble. I have no objection to this. There must be 
other amendments to make it harmonious. 

Mr. NELSON. What is the state of the last amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been passed over until 
Monday by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It goes over until Monday. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Thenext amendmentof the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

Mr. WARREN. Before this matter is passed over, I desire to 
offer an amendment which I send to the desk. I ask that it may 
be printed, to be considered with this section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
offers an amendment, which will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, section 24, line 17, after the word 
** Army,” insert the following: 

And those volunteer officers not over 30 years of age who held commis- 
sions during the war with Spain and are now serving in the Regular Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to hearit again. It is not a commit- 
tee amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not a committee amend- 
ment. It is an amendment offered bythe Senatorfrom Wyoming 
and is not now in order. The next committee amendment will be 
stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 37 it is proposed to renumber section 
31 so that it will stand as section 25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 37 it is proposed to renumber section 
82 so that it will stand as section 26. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. What has become of the amendment on page 
87 striking out certain words? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is part of the section 
which has been passed over. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to offer an amendment to section 26, 
and I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida offers 
an amendment, which will be read for information. 

The SEecRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all of section 26 on 
nage 37. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38, line 1, after the word “ direct,” 
it is proposed to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That in the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army for 
the period required by law, and after the expiration of one year of service, 
should either of his parents die, leaving the other solely dependent upon the 
soidier for support, such soldier may be honorably discharged from the serv- 
ice of the United States upon due proof being made of such condition to the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish somebody would tell why that is to be 
stricken out. It seems to be a good provision. 

Mr. SPOONER, It ought certainly to be stricken out. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like somebody to give a good reason 
for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. For this reason: It is restrictive. 

Provided, That in the event of the enlistment of a soldier in the Army for 
the period required by law, and after the expiration of one year of service, 
should either of his parents die, leaving the other solely dependent upon the 
soldier for support. such soldier may be honorably discharged from the serv- 
ice of the United States upon due proof being made of such condition to the 
Secretary of War. 

The implication from that language would be that only in such 
case should the discharge be made, and the soldier would be 
obliged to servea year. I suppose if the wife of a soldier serving 
in the Philippines died, leaving a family of children to be taken 
care of, he could be discharged. The power of the President is 
what the power of the President ought to be, to discharge a man 
at any time when the circumstances presented to him are such as 
to warrant the exercise of that authority; and there is no sense 
whatever. to my mind, in this proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Wisconsin has made 


a = case. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
to renumber section 33 so as to stand as section 27, 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 38, section 27, line 10, tostrike 


| out the word “ rendezvous” and insert ‘‘stations;” so as to make 
| the section read: 


Sec. 27. That the Secretary of War is authorized to detach from the Army 

at large such number of enlisted men as may be necessary to perform duty 
at the various recruiting stations, and while _echennens such duty 1 member 
of each party shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of sergeant, and 1 the 
rank, pay., and allowances of corporal of the arm of the service to which they 


respectively belong. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to renumber section 34 so as to stand 
as section 28, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to renumber section 35 so as to stand 
as section 29. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to renumber section 36 so as to stand 
as section 30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In new section 30, page 39, line 11, the com- 
mittee propose an amendment, to strike out the words “‘or re- 
signed” and after “service” to insert the words “‘ by resignation 
or otherwise;” so that it will read: 

And have been honorably discharged from the service by resignation or 
otherwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont on behalf 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS. I desire to offer an amendment and have it 
printed. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
offers an amendment, which will be read for information. 

The Secretary. It is proposed, in section 17, line 5, page 29, 
to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘four;” in line 6, to strike out 
‘*four ” and insert ‘‘ five;” in line 8, to strike out ‘‘ nine” and in- 
sert ‘‘ twenty;” in line 9, to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert “ five;” 
so that lines 3 to 9 inclusive shall read: 

That the Pay Department shall consist of 1 paymaster with the rank of 
brigadier-general, 4 paymasters with the rank of colonel, 5 paymasters with 
the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 20 paymasters with the rank of major, and 25 
puymasters with the rank of captain, mounted. 

Also to strike out the word ‘‘nine,” in line 15, and insert 
‘‘twenty;” to strike out ‘‘nine,” in line 23, and insert after the 
word ‘reduced ” the words “ below twenty;” so that line 23 shall 
read: 

After the number of majors has been reduced below 20. 


Mr. ELKINS. Make that line 15; line 23 is wrong. 

Mr. BATE. What section is it? 

Mr. ELKINS. Section 15. I also wish to strike out the word 
‘* forty,” in line 19, and insert the word ‘‘ fifty.” 

Mr. HALE. How much of an increase is it? 

Mr. ELKINS. It does not increase it at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This amendment is to be passed over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was read for information, and 
will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The next amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
on page 39, to strike out all of section 37 and insert the following: 

Sec. 31. That any officer of the Army now on the active list below the 

ade of brigadier-general who served during the civil war shall, when retired, 
retired with the rank and pay of the next higher grade, except such of- 
ficers as may be retired under section 29 of this act. This section shall apply 
to officers who have been retired on or since the llth day of August, 1898, but 
shall not apply to any officer whose service on the active list does not exceed 
thirty-five years. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask the committee to let that section be passed 
over. I have an amendmenttothat section. I want to discuss it 
a little. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me to perfect it a little 
further by committee amendments? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; but 1 do not want to have it adopted now. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; I move to insert, as a committee amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the word ** war,” the words *‘ prior to April 
9, 1865.” The reason for that, as the Senator will see plainly, is 
that the war did not officially terminate until August. It is to 
limit it tothose who were in the civil war before the actual fight- 
ing ceased. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, section 31, line 5, after the word 
‘‘war,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ prior to April 9, 1865.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Further, in line 10, after the word ‘“‘ whose,” 
I move to insert “active.” 

Mr. TELLER, So as to read ‘‘active service.” 


ee 
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Mr. PROCTOR. So as to read ‘‘ active service;” and in the next 
line I move to strike out ‘“‘on the active list” and insert ‘‘in the 
Army, exclusive of service as a cadet at the United States Mili- 
tary Academy;” so that it will read: 

to any officer whose active service - 
ee we ii cl ict of tan Univod Graton Miary Aendoeny dew cnt 
exceed thirty-five years. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator that he had better 
amend that by striking out ‘‘ five” and let it stand on the statute, 
which allows a man to be retired on thirty years’ service. lf he 
will do that I think the provision will be very fair. 

There are a large number of men who have been retired after 
thirty years’ service. Instead of being retired for disability, 
many of them who have been disabled have preferred, instead of 
going before a board when they had served thirty years in active 
service, to take the retirement. Now, here the committee have 
extended it to thirty-five years, which excludes all that class of 
men. If the Senator will strike out “five” I think it will cover 
my objection to it, but I want to look at it a little further. 

Mr. ALLISON. If 1 understand this section, it does not apply 
to any officer who has hitherto been retired. It applies only to 
officers to be retired hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. In the future. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the future. 

Mr. TELLER, It says: 

This section shall apply to officers who have been retired on or since the 
11th day of August, 1898, but shall not apply to any officer whose service on 
the active list does not exceed thirty-five years. 

I want to strike that out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to make a suggestion to the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot desire to discuss it now, because I have 
an amendment to cover it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot care to discuss it either. I wish to 
suggest to the committee, however, that if they insert this section 
it will be only a year or two until all officers who have been hitherto 
retired will ask to be _ on the same list of retirement at a grade 
above the grade in which they served at tho time of their retire- 


ment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no question but that the Senator from 
Iowa is strictly correct in that statement. I suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Colorado that he allow the section to be 
then on Monday propose his entire amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not object to that course, but I want the 
Senator to goalittle further. If he does not choose to do so, it 
may be sed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, section 31, line 10, before the 
word ‘‘service” insert ‘‘active;” in line 11 strike out ‘‘on the ac- 
tive list” and insert ‘‘in the Army, exclusive of service as a cadet 
at the United States Military Academy;” so as to read: 

But shall not apply to any officer whose active service in the Army, exclu- 
sive of service asa cadet at the United States Military Academy, does not 
exceed thirty-five years. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section as amended will 
now be passed over. The next amendment of the Committee on 
Military Affairs will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
to renumber section 38 so as to stand as section 32. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, to renumber section 39 so 
as to stand as section 33. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to renumber section 40 so as to stand 
as section 34. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 4, section 34, before 
the word ‘‘ wine,” to strike out ‘‘ beer;” and in line 5, after the 
word “any,” to strike out ‘“‘ intoxicating liquors ” and insert ‘‘ dis- 
tilled spirits;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 34. The sale of or dealing in wine or any distilled spirits by any per- 
son in any post exchange or canteen or army transport, or upon any premises 
used for military purposes by the United States, is hereby prohibited. 
Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of this section 
into full force and effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [rise to oppose this amendment; but the 
Senator from North Dakota is particularly interested in this ques- 


tion, and I know that he has an amendment which he proposes to | 


submit to the committee amendment; so I trust that it may go 
over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that this section may be passed over. In the absence 
of objection that course will be pursued. 


Mr. SPOONER. Isend to the desk an amendment, which I ask 


may be printed, and which I intend to offer, to come in at the end 
of renumbered section 17, 


perfected and | 


The | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
gives notice of his intention to offeran amendment, which wil! be 
read for information. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 17, 
page 30, the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That any volunteer officer who was appointed under the 
provisions of existing law an additional paymaster and who is now in the 
service as such shall be eligible to appointment as paymaster under this act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offer an amendment and have it 
printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado gives 
notice of his purpose to offer an amendment, which will be read 
for information. 

The SECRETARY. The following amendment is intended to be 
proposed by Mr. TELLER: 

Amend section 29, page 38, by striking out the words ‘‘ has been,” 
in line 3, and inserting ‘‘ shall be hereafter.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will lie on the 
table and be printed. The next amendment of the committee will 
be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
on page 43, to renumber section 41 so as to stand as section 35, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is the last amendment of 
the committee except those that have been passed over for con- 
sideration at a later date. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave an amendment here, a copy of which 
is pasted in the bill. Isend it to thedesk. It is proposed as sec- 
tion 36, and it is desired by the Subsistence Department and the 
Secretary of War. It is followed by another short section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
proposes to amend by adding at the end of this bill a new section, 
which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
following: 

Sec. 36. That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe 
the kinds and quantities of the component article of the Army ration, and 
to direct the issue of substitutive equivalent articles in place of any such 
components whenever, in his opinion, economy and a due regard to the 
health and comfort of the troops may so require. 

Sec. 37. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment of the com- 
mittee which has been passed over will now be taken up. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 wish to inquire what was done with section 
| 84, the canteen question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was passed 
| over. The first committee amendment passed over will now be 
reported. 
| The SECRETARY. 
| out all of section 20. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
| the amendment. 
| Mr. BERRY. What is section 20? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section will be read for in- 
| formation. 
| Mr.GALLINGER,. The committee reported a substitute which 
| ought to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 27 the committee propose to strike 
out all of section 20, and to insert: 


It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 


On page 27 the committee propose to strike 


Sec. 16. That the grade of veterinarian of the second class in cavalry regi- 
ments, United States Army, is hereby abolished, and hereafter the two 
veterinarians authorized for each cavalry regiment and the one veterinarian 
authorized for each artillery regiment shall receive the pay and allowances 
of second lieutenants, mounted. Such number of veterinarians as the Sec- 
retary of War may authorize shall be employed to attend animals pertaining 
to the Quartermaster’s or other departments not directly connected with the 
cavalry and artillery regiments, at a compensation not exceeding $100 per 


| month. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to oppose the amend- 
| ment reported by the committee. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Connecticut {Mr. Haw- 
| LEY] desire to proceed further with the bill this afternoon? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to finish the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. It can not be done to-day, 

Mr. TELLER, You can not do it to-day. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session, the doors were reopened. 
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AGREEMENT WITH CREEK INDIANS, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iask unanimous consent that the 

panting business be laid aside informally and that the Senate 
yroceet 
an confirm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of 
Indians, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. Lhope I may have the order to include the judi- 
cial salary bill. I understand there is not to be much objection 
to that measure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is very important to get this 
bill out of the way, it having been held a long time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the pending order of business be laid 
aside informally and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the pending order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending order is the Army 
reorganization bill. Is there objection to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to interfere with the Senator. I 
suppose it is not expected to take up the Army bill again to-day. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. HOAR. 
the judicial bill also considered, but with the assurance of the 
Senator from Connecticut that this is something which requires 
haste I will waive it. Otherwise I would ask unanimous consent 
that then the judicial bill be taken up, if any time of the day be 
left for the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
of the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There are twoof those bills I will 
state. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and leave is granted. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent, when that is over, if any 
time be left to-day, that the judicial salary bill be taken up. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There are two of these agree- 
ments, one with the Creek Nation and the other with the Cherokee 
Nation. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Matters have been delayed and 
thrown into confusion because the bills have not been acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that after the disposition of the bill which 
is now to be taken up and another of similar character which is 
to follow the bill which has been indicated by him may then be 
considered. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. CARTER. It being the understanding that at that time 
the pending order will be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota object to all of the requests or to only one? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; to everything that requires unani- 
mous consent. Let us dispose of the pending bill and then take 
up other matters. I do not want to bind the future. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose before the unanimous consent was given to 
insist that my request should be coupled with it as one consent. 
The Chair did not state it so, but on the whole I will not inter- 
fere. It has been stated the other way, and I will letit go. Iwill 
ask for it at the end of the order secured by the Senator from 
Connecticut, 


Is there objection to the request 


to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify | 


| withdraws his objection. 





JANUARY 5, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will not displace the proposition to take up the agreements 
with these two Indian tribes. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot, but thaSenator from Connecticut waived 

If he insists on it, I shall not make any objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Your proposition is to take up the 


it. 


| bill to increase the salaries of the Federal judges? 


Mr. HOAR. I made it because the Senator from Connecticut 
first waived hisrequest. Otherwise I should not have intervened. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not waive it, but the Sen- 


| ator from South Dakota has objected to it. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from South 


| Dakota will not object to the consideration of these agreements. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I withdraw my objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from South Dakota 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HOAR,. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection being withdrawn, 


| the bill is before the Senate for its consideration, and will be read. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


| sider the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement 


I should like to have unanimous consent to have | 


with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 


| poses, which had been reported from the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs with amendments. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is it the desire of the committee 
that the amendments of the committee shall be acted upon as 
they are reached? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent thatthe 
amendments of the committee may be acted upon as they are 
reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the committee amendments shall be 
acted upon as the billisread. If there be no objection, that order 


}isentered. The reading will be proceeded with. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 8, line 20, before 
the words “laid out,” to strike out ‘‘and” and after the words 
‘laid out” to strike out the following: 


Under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, into town lots, necessary streets, alieys, and parks, conforming to exist- 
ing surveys, where made by the Creek Nation, as far as may be, giving to 
each town such territory as may be required for its present needs and rea- 
sonable prospective growth; and the surveyors shall prepare five correct 
plats of each town, under such rules as may be provided by the Soemeaney of 
the Interior, and forward same to said Secretary for his approval, and when 
approved by him he shall retain one of said plats and transmit one to the 
principal chief, one to the clerk of the United States court within the juris- 
diction of which the town is located, one to the town authorities, and one to the 
Dawes Commission: Provided, That the survey and appraisement of the lots 
in the towns in the Creek Nation for which town-site commissioners have 
heretofore been appointed shall be prosecuted and completed by said commis- 


| sions now engaged in such work under the direction of the Secretary of the 


Interior; but the payment of the purchase money for all lots and parcels of 
land shall be made and titles conveyed as provided in this agreement: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary of the Interior, where, in his judgment, the 


| public interests will be thereby subserved, may permit the authorities of any 


town in said nation, at the expense of the town, to survey, lay out, and plat 
the site thereof, subject to his supervision and approval, as in other instances. 


And to insert: 
And appraised under the po of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act 
1 


making appropriations for the currentand contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 


| for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes,” approved 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from South | 


Dakota object to the unanimous consent asked for by the Senator 
from Connecticut? 

Mr. HOAR. My bill has already been made a special order, and 
it is merely notice that it is to come up. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not see why it requires unanimous 
consent to do what the Senator from Connecticut desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It requires unanimous consent 
or a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It would lay aside the Army bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let us take a vote of the Senate, then. I 
do not know that I object to the treaties, although I did object to 
one of them in committee, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
objects to the request of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will not have the roll called. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut is, I think, going to 


sumed instantly. 
ference. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam not going to make any motion 
which will displace the Army bill or its consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the judicial salary bill. 


The displacing of the Army bill makes no dif- 


May 31, 1900. 


The amendment was agreed to. | . 
The next amendment was to strike out section 11, in the follow- 
ing words: 


1l. There shall be an appraisement committee appointed for each town, 


| who shall, after survey has been completed, appraise all town lots therein at 
| their true value at the time of appraisement, considering the location, sur- 
' roundings, and advantages of the town, but not the improvements on sach 
| town site, and shall appraise the improvements on each town lot separate'y, 


and such appraisement shall be reported to the Secretary of the Interior and 
approved by him before becoming effective. If a majority of the members 
of a committee fail to agree upon the value of any lot, the value thereof shall 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 12, in the follow- 


| ing words: 


Each appraisement committee shall consist of one member to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, one by the principal chief, and one by the 


| town authorities, neither of whom shall be interested in any town lot or lands 


move to take up the bill, for the Army bill, of course, would be re | in the town for which he is appointed, except one lot upon which he may re- 
< . . , , os 1 


| side. 


Each member of such committees shall be entitled to compensation 
only for the time he is actually employed in the discharge of his duties, and 


| may at any time, for good cause, be removed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. — The Senator from Massachusetts | 


moves to take up for present consideration a bill the title of which 
will be read. 


All controversies between claimants to the possession of any town lot or 
parcel of land in any town shall be decided by the appraisement committee. 

If the principal chief or town authorities fail to appoint a member of any 
appraisement committee, the appointment may be made by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. , ; 
The next amendment was, in section (13) 11, page 11, line 13, 
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after the word ‘‘ appraisement,” to strike out ‘‘ committee ” and 
insert ‘‘ commission;” so as to make the section read: 


11. Any person in rightful possession of any town lot having improvements 
thereon, other than temporary buildings, fencing, and tillage, shall have the 
right to purchase such lot by paying one-half of the appraised value thereof; 
but if he shall fail within sixty days to purchase such lot and make the first 
payment thereon, as herein provided, the lot and improvementsshall be sold 
at public auction to the highest bidder, under direction of the appraisement 
commission, at a price not Jess than their ee value, and the purchaser 
shall pay the purchase price to the owner oi the improvements, less the ap- 
praised value of the lot. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section (17) 15, page 12, line 18, 
after the word ‘‘appraisement,” to strike out ‘‘ committee” and 
insert ‘‘commission;” so as to read: 


15. When the appraisement of any town lot is made, upon which any per- 
son has improvements as aforesaid, said appraisement commission shall 
notify him of the amount of said appraisement, and he shall, within sixty 
days thereafter, make payment of 10 per cent of the amount due for the 
lot, as herein provided, and four months thereafter he shall pay 15 per cent 
additional, and the remainder of the purchase money in three equal annual 
installments, without interest. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section (20) 18, page 13, line 22, 
after the word ‘‘appraisement,” to strike out ‘‘ committee ” and 
insert ‘*commission;” and in line1, page 14, after the word ‘‘ said,” 
to strike out ‘‘committee” and insert ‘* commission;”soas to make 
the section read: 


18. The surveyors may select and locate a cemetery within suitable dis 
tance from each town, to embrace such number of acres as may be deemed 
necessary for such purpose, and the appraisement commission shall appraise 
the same at not less than $20 per acre, and the town may purchase the land 
by paying the appraised value thereof; and if any citizen have improvements 
thereon, other than fencing and tillage, they shall be appraised by said com- 
mission and paid for by the town. The town authorities shall dispose of the 
lotsin such cemetery at reasonable prices, in suitable sizes for burial pur- 
poses, and the proceeds thereof shall be applied to the general improvement 
of the property. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, to strike out section 50, 
as follows: 


50. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
from time to time to provide rules and regulations for the leasing of oil, gas, 
coal, asphalt, and other minerals on the unallotted and unselected portion of 
the land within the Creek country, and all such leases shall be made by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and any lease for any such minerals otherwise 
made shall be absolutely void. No lease shall be made or renewed for a 
longer period than fifteen years, nor cover the mineral in more than 160 acres 
of land, which shall conform as nearly as possible to the surveys. Les:ees 
shall pay on each oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other mineral claim at the rate 
of $100 per annum, in advance, for the first and second years; $200 per an- 
num, in advance, for the third and fourth years, and $500, in advance, for 
each succeeding year thereafter, as advanced royalty on the mine or claim 
on which they are made. Ali such payments shall be a credit on royalty 
when each said mine is developed and operated and its productioy is in 
excess of such guaranteed annual advanced payments, and all lessees must 

yay said annual advanced payments on each claim, whether developed or un 
Roveloped: and should any lessee neglect or refuse to pay such advanced 


annual royalty for the period of sixty days after the same becomes due and | 
payable on any lease, the lease on which default is made shall become null | 


and void, and the royalties paid in advance shall then become and be the 
money and property of the tribe: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall impair the rights of any holder or owner of a leasehold interest in any 
oil, coal rights, asphalt, or mineral which have been assented to by act of Con- 
gress, but all such interest shall continue unimpaired hereby, and shall be 
assured to such holders or owners by leases from the Secretary of the In- 


| by the 


terior for the terin not exceeding fifteen years, but subject to payment of | 


advance royalties as herein provided, when such leases are not operated, to 
the rate of royalty on coal mined, and the rules and regulations to be pre- 


scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and preference shall be given to | 


such parties in renewals of such leases; but if said lease covers any land 
which has been selected or allotted then the royalty for the part of said land 
so selected or allotted shall be paid to the person to whom the allotment has 
been made or to the person who has made the selection: Provided further, 
That when, under the customs and laws heretofore existing and prevailing 
in the Creek Nation, leases have been made of different groups or parcels of 
oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits, and possession has been taken 
thereunder and improvements made for the development of such oil, coal, 
asphalt, or other mineral deposits by lessees or their assigns, which have re- 
sulted in the production of oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral in commercial 
quantities by such lessees or their assigns, such leases are hereby approved 
for a period of not to exceed fifteen years from the date of the lease and for 
not more than 160 acres of land, and such parties in possession shall be given 
preference in the making of new leases, in compliance with the directions of 
the Secretary of the Interior; and in making new leases due consideration 
shall be made for the improvements of such lessees, and in all cases of the 
leasing or renewal of leases of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, and other mineral de 

»0sits preferences shall be given to parties in possession who have made 

mprovements. The rate of royalty to be paid by all lessees shall be fixed 
by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the royalty which shall be- 
come due under the terms of leases heretofore made or under new leases made 
under the provisions of this act shall be paid, if on unallotted or unselected 
lands, to the Creek tribe; but if on allotted or selected land, then the same 
shall be paid to the allottee or to the member of the tribe who has made the 
selection: Provided further, That members of said tribe who have made selec- 
tions or to whom allotments have been made may lease their selections or 
allotments for the development of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other mineral 
deposits and receive the royalty for the same, but before operations shall be 
begun upon the land owned or controlled by any person, for the development 
of oil or gas, the lessee or party operating shall pay to the allottee or owner 
of the said land the value of the use of the necessary surface for prospecting 
or mining and the damage to be done to the other land and improvements of 
said allottee or owner, the value to be ascertained under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That no lease provided for in 
this section shall be of force or effect until the consent of the allottee is ob- 
tained in writing and until the same is approved by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and in no case shall the lease provided for in this section interfere 


with allotments or cover the 40-acre homestead provided for in this bill, or in 
any case cover more land than is allotted to any one allottee, exclusive of his 
homestead. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


AGREEMENT WITH THE CHEROKEES. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The same consent extends to 
House bill 11820, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 9, section 15, line 6, after the 
word ‘* surveyed,” to strike out the word ‘“‘and;” and in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ out,” to strike out: 


Under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, into town lots, necessary streets, alleys, and parks, conforming to 
existing surveys where made by the Cherokee Nation. as far as may be, giv- 
ing to each tuwn such territory as may be required for its présent needs and 
reasonable prospective growth: and the surveyors shall prepare five correct 
plats of each town and fOrward same to the Secretary for his approval, and 
whenapproved by him heshall retain one of said plats and transmit one to the 
principal chief, one to the clerk of the United States court within the jurisdic- 
tion of which the town is located, one to the town authorities, and one to the 
Dawes Commission: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior, where in his 
judgment the public interests will be thereby subserved, may permit the au- 
thorities of any town in said nation, at the expense of the town, tosurvey, lay 
out, and plat the site thereof, subject to his supervision and approvalasin other 
instances, 


And to insert: 


And appraised under the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “ An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 190], and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 31, 1900. 


So as to make the section read: 


15. All towns in the Cherokee Nation having a present population of 200 or 
more shall be surveyed, laid out, and appraised under the provisions of an 
act of Congress entitled *‘ An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and 
for other purposes,’ approved May 31, 1900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out sections 16, 17, and 18, 
as follows: 


16. There shall be a town-site committee for each town, which shall, after 
survey has been completed, appraise all town lots therein at their true value 
at the time of appraisement, considering the location, surroundings, and ad- 
vantages of the town but not the improvements erected on such town site, 
and shall appraise the improvements on each town lot separately; and such 
appraisements shall be reported to the Secretary of the Interior and ap- 
proved by him before becoming effective. If a majority of the members of 
a committee fail to agree upon the value of any lot, the value thereof sha!l 
be fixed by the Secretary. 

l7. Each town-site committee shall consist 
Secretary of the Interior, one by the 


m shall be 
’ 


of one member to be ay pointed 
principal chief, and one by the 
interested in any town lot or 





town authorities, neither of wh 


lands in the town for which he is appointed, except one lot upon which he 
may reside. Each member of such committee shall] be entitled to compensa- 
tion only for the time he is actually employed in the dischurge of his duties, 
and he may at any time, for good cause, be removed by the Secretary of the 


Interior. In case the principal chief or the town authorities fail to appoint 
a member of any town-site committee as herein prov then and in that 
event the appointment may be made by the Secretary of the Interic 

18. All controversies between claimants for the possession of any town lot 
or parcel of land in any town shall be decided by a majority of such town-site 
committee, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section (22) 19, on page 12, line 11, 
after the words ‘approved the,” to strike out ‘‘ committee” and 
insert ‘‘ commission;” and in line 21, after the word ‘‘ town-site,” 
to strike out *‘ committee ” and insert ‘‘ commission;” soas to make 
the section read: 


i9. When the appraisement of any town lot so improved is made and ap- 
proved the commission shall notify the claimant thereof of the amount of 
appraisement, and he shall, within sixty days thereafter, make payment of 
10 per cent of the amount due for the lot, and four mths thereafter he 
shall pay 15 per cent additional, and the remainder > purchase money 
he shall pay in three equal annual installments without interest; but if the 
owner of any such lot tail to purchase »and mak tand second pay- 
ments aforesaid within the time aforesaid, the lot and improvements shall 
be sold at public auction to the highest bidder, under the direction of the 
town-site commission, at a price not less than their appraised value; and the 
purchaser shall pay the purchase price to the owner of the improvements, 
less the appraised value of the lot. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15,in section 31, line 17, after 


} 


n 


Sam 





the word ‘‘town-site,” to strike out ‘‘committee” and insert 
‘*commission;” so as to read: 

31. The town authorities may select and locate, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, a cemetery within suitable distance from each 
town, to embrace such number of acres as may be deemed necessary for such 
purpose, and the town-site commission shall appraise the same at its true 


value, and the town may purchase same by paying such value; and if ¢ 
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citizen have improvements thereon, other than fencing and tillage, they shall 
be appraised by said committee and paid for by the town. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section (35) 32, page 16, line 12, 
before the word ‘‘ appointed,” to strike out ‘‘committee” and in- 
sert ‘‘commission;” so as to make the section read: 


32. All towns now in existence where there are two or more places of busi- 
ness and less than 200inhabitants may be surveyed and laid out into town lots 
and necessary streets and alleys and platted as other towns, each to embrace 
such amount of land as may be deemed necessary, not exceeding 40 acres, 
which survey may be made in manner provided for other towns, and the ap- 
praisement of the town lots of said towns may be made by any commission 
appointed for either of the other towns having 200 inhabitants or more; and 
all lots in said towns having thereon improvements other than temporary 
buildings, fencing, and tillage may be purchased by m4 person having right- 
ful possession thereof and owning the improvements thereon by paying one- 
half the appraised value. The survey, appraisement, and sale of lots shall 
be made under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, line 6, to strike out sec- 
tion 82, as follows: 


82. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
from time to time to provide rules and regulations for the leasing of oil, gas, 
coal, asphalt, and other minerals on the unallotted and unsettled portion of 
the lands within the Cherokee country, and all such leases shall be made by 
the Secretary of the Interior; and any lease for any such minerals otherwise 
made shall be absolutely void. No lease shali be made or renewed for a longer 

riod than fifteen years, nor cover the mineral in more than 100 acres of 

and, which shall conform as nearly as possible to tHe surveys. Lessees shall 
pay on each oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other mineral claim at the rate of $100 
per annum, in advance, for the first and second years; $200 per annum, in 
advance, for the third and fourth years, and $500, in advance, for each suc- 
ceeding year thereafter, as advanced royalty on the mine or claim on which 
they are made. All such payments shall be a credit on royalty when each 
said mine is developed ond operated and its production is in excess of such 
guaranteed annual advanced payments; and all lessees must pay said annual 
advanced payments on each claim, whether developed or undeveloped; and 
should any lessee neglect or refuse to pay such advanced annual royalty for 
the period of sixty days after the same becomes due and payable on any lease, 
the lease on which default is made shall become null and void, and the royal 
ties paid in advance shall then become and be the money and property of the 
tribe: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall impair the rights of any 
holder or owner of a iconchelll interest in any oil, coal rights, asphalt, or min- 
eral which have been assented to by act of Congress, but all such interest 
shall continue unimpaired hereby, and shall be assured to such holders or 
owners by leases from the Secretary of the Interior for the term not exceed- 
ing fifteen years, but subject to payment of advance royalties as herein pro- 
vided, when such leases are not operated, to the rate of royalty on coal mined, 
and the rulesand regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and preference shall be given to such parties in renewals of such leases, but 
if said lease covers any land which has been selected or allotted, then the roy- 
alty for the part of said land so selected or allotted shall be paid to the person 
to whom the allotments have been made or to the person who has made the 
selection: Provided further, That when under the customs and laws hereto- 
fore existing and prevailing in the Indian Territory, leases have been made 
of different groups or parcels of oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits, 
and possession has been taken thereunder and improvements made for the 
development of such oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits, by lessees or 
their assigns, which have resulted in the production of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, 
or other mineral in commercial quantities by such lessees or their assigns, 
. such leases are hereby approved for a period not to exceed fifteen years from 
the date of the lease, and for not more than 100acres of land, and such parties 
in possession shall be given preference in the making of new leases, in com- 
pliance with the directions of the Secretary of the Interior; and in making 
new leases due consideration shall be made for the improvements of such 
lessees, and in all cases of the leasing or renewal of leases of oil, coal, asphalt, 
and other mineral deposits preference shall be given to parties in possession 
who have made improvements. The rate of royalty to be paid by all lessees 
shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the royalty 
which shall become due under the terms of leases heretofore made or under 


new leases made under the provisions of this act shall be paid, if on unallotted | 


or unselected lands, to the Cherokee Nation, but if on allotted or selected land, 
then the same shall be paid to the allottee or to the member of the tribe who 
has made the selection: Provided further, That members of said tribes who 
have made selections, or to whom allotments have been made, may lease their 
selections or allotments for the development of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other 
minerals, and receive the royalty for the same, but before operations shall be 
begun upon the lands owned or controlled by any person for the development 
of oil or gas the lessee 7. operating shall pay to the allottee or owner of 
the said fand the value of the use of the necessary surface for prospecting or 
mining and the damage done to the other land and improvements of said 
allottee or owner, the value to be ascertained under the direction of the Sec 
retary of the Interior: Provided further, That no lease provided for in this 
section shall be of force or effect until the consent of the allottee is obtained 
in writing and until the same is approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and in no case shall the lease provided for in this section interfere with allot- 
ments or cover the 40-acre homestead provided for in this bill, or in any case 
cover more land than is allotted to any one allottee, exclusive of his home- 
stead. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EMPLOYEES OF WILLIAM M. JACOBS, 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5324) for the relief of the employees 
of William M. Jacobs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill named by him; which will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not object to this bill, but the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] gave notice that at the end of the bills 











which have been brought here by the Senator from Connecticut 
{[Mr. PLatt] he would ask the Senate to take up the judicial 
salaries bill. I have sent for the Senator from Massachusetts. 
In his absence I shall feel constrained to object to anything else 
until he gets here, but I shall not object to the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, because he is already in. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iask to have the bill read, then, if there be 
no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. From what committee does that bill come? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported by the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have some explanation of it. 


Is there a report accompanying it? 
Mr. PENROSE. Certainly there is, This bill has already 


passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be. 

Mr. PENROSE. The factory of Mr. Jacobs was seized by the 
United States Government and sold under process of law. The 
object of this bill is to pay to the employees the wages unpaid and 
due to the date of the seizure. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Scott] was, I believe, the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue at the time of the seizure, or shortly thereafter, and he can 
explain the matter better than I can. The report of the Senate 
committee I have in my hand, which I can show to the Senator 
or have read. I ask to have the report read, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. 1 think the bill involves a principle—— 

Mr. PENROSE. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read for in- 
formation, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the reading of the 
report. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. McCumBER 
May 16, 1900, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5324) for 
the relief of the employees of William M. Jacobs, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submit as their report the report (No. 435) of 
the Committee on Claims of the House, adopting the samein fullas the report 
of this committee, as follows: 

‘The Committee on Claims. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5324) for 
the relief of the employees of William M. Jacobs, beg leave to submit the fol- 
lowing report and recommend that said bill do pass without amendment: 

“This is a bill enacting that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the employees of William M. Jacobs who were 
employed between April 10, 1899, and April 19, 1899, inclusive, in his cigar 
factory at Lancaster, Pa., such sums of money as may be respectively due 
them for their labor during such period, not exceeding $20 to any one em- 
ployee and not exceeding $2,705 for all, the said sums to be paid by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue after he shall be satisfied as to the identity of 
the various employees and the correctness of the respective amounts due 
them, and to be paid out of the moneys in the Treasury received from the 
sale of cigars seized in the factory of the said William M. Jacobs and forfeited 
for violation of the internal-revenue law. 

“In the spring of 1899 William M. Jacobs, while doing business as William 
M. Jacobs & Co., as extensive cigar manufacturers, was found to be carrying 
on fraudulent operations by means of counterfeit cigar stamps. They were 
alsoengaged in counterfeiting the securities of the Government. The amount 
of tax upon the cigars which had been marketed by the parties under counter- 
feit stamps was estimated, from the best obtainable evidence, at $143,688.49. 
Of this amount the sum of $136,811.88 was assessed against them, the balance 
being barred by the statute of limitations from assessment. William M. 
Jacobs was arrested and has been criminally prosecuted and convicted. The 
cigar factory was seized by the collector of internal revenue, with its con- 
tents, on April 26, 1899. Seizures have also been made of the product of the 
Jacobs factory in various parts of the country, which product was covered 
by counterfeit stamps. 

“The property seized in the factory of Williain M. Jacobs was distrained 
by the collector and sold. The net proceeds of this sale were $28,200, which 


| amount was credited to the assessment against William M. Jacobs & Co. 


There have also been credited amounts totaling $2,253.31, which were received 
from more than fifty customers of William M. Jacobs & Co., which custom- 
ers were indebted to the company for cigars purchased. Total amouprt se- 
cured by the Government, $30,453.31. 
* The relief asked for is for wages due to workmen and workwomen em- 

plozes by William M. Jacobs & Co. up tothe date of theseizure of the factory 

vy the collector, to wit, April 26,1899. Inasmuch as the Government has had 
the benefit of the labor of said employees, and the said William M. Jacobs & Co. 
having no property by reason of the seizure, the committee think that in 
equity those employed by this company, and under these circumstances, 
should be paid out of the moneys in the United States Treasury received 
from the sale of the cigars seized in the factory of William M. Jacobs & Co., 
as provided in the bill. 
4 * Your committee therefore report favorably and recommend that the bill 

0 pass.” 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am rather impressed with the 
notion that there may be some underlying equity in the proposition 
contained in this bill, but it is a precedent which obviously would 
have very large application. As it is a House bill and the pas- 
sage of it will not be endangered by a fair consideration of it in 
the Senate, I hope the Senator will not press it this afternoon. I 
do not mean by this to indicate any final objection to the bill, but 
it is a matter that deserves to be carefully examined—I mean with 
reference to the principle. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it go over one day. 
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Mr. PENROSE, Of course I will have to let it pass over if the 
Senator desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without losing its place on the Calendar. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES, 


Mr. HOAR. I now ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill to fix the salaries of certain judges of the United 
States. 

Mr. QUARLES. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to 
kindly yield to me. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow the bill to be taken up, 
I will then yield to him and to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
FAIRBANKS]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A bill (S. 3450) to fix the salaries of certain 
judges of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. 

Mr. HOAR, Then I move to take up the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the bill not to be taken up by unanimous 
consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
Mr. PETTIGREW | objects to its consideration. The Senator from 
fassachusetts fea Hoar] moves that the Senate proceed to the 

consideration of the bill the title of which has just been read. 
Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. MORGAN. I make the point of order, Mr. President, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What point of order does the 
Senator make? 

Mr. HOAR. I am not going to force this bill on the Senator 
from Alabama if, for any reason, he does not want it taken up 
now. So he need not resort to points of order. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam not in the slightest degree opposed to the 
Senator’s bill, but there is acertain order of business that I do not 
want to have interrupted by a vote of the Senate. A vote of the 
Senate to take up this bill will displace the Army bill absolutely, 
and another vote will be required on Monday to take up that 


ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The discussion is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed one suggestion to the Senator 
and to the Chair? The Army bill is now taken up every morning 
after the morning hour, and there is no displacing that by any 
other bill. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator is mistaken. The Army bill has 
been taken up by a vote of the Senate, and it displaced the sub- 
sidy bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I havenot yetcompleted my sentence. The Army 
bill will be taken up, as a matter of course, on a motion in the 
morning hour on Monday, which is the legisiative to-morrow. 
This does not interfere with it. The Army bill does not stand | 
with any right until 2 o'clock on Monday, and long before that | 
time we shall have had a motion to take it up, and I presume will | 
agree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would again state 
that this discussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

me HOAR. Yes; and I am simply speaking to the question of | 
order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A question of order has not been 
submitted, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed to finish my sentence, I shall 
have finished what I had to say. 

So that if the judicial-salaries bill is taken up it will not do any 
practical injury-to the Army bill. 

I will state, however, to my honorable friend from Alabama 
that I do not want to force this bill onto a reluctant Senate or 
onto any particular reluctant Senator. If he does not, for any | 
reason, want it taken up this afternoon, I will withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. My point of order was this: The Senate was 
proceeding with the consideration of the Army bill, and by a| 
unanimous consent agreement took up the Indian contracts. 
Those bills have been acted on with the understanding, of course, 
that the Army bill was not to be superseded by anything else. 
Now comes a notion to take up the bill of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts by a vote of the Senate. If that vote is in the affirma- 
tive, it will, of course, displace the Army bill, and that will make 
it necessary to take up the Army bill again by a vote. 

Mr. HALE. Willi the Senator allow me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wiil again remind 
Senators that this discussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was only-trying to state my point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will be glad to listen 
to the Senator's point of order. 








Mr. HALE, Let me say on the point of order that the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts is not in the slightest degree 
in hostility to the consideration of the Army bill. It is simply to 
utilize the hours this afternoon in the passage of important legis- 
lation. The Senator in charge of the Army bill stated that he 
did not propose to go on further this afternoon. Everybody 
knows that when Monday comes the Senate, by a large majority, 
will take up the Army bill. 

Mr. HOAR. In the morning hour. 

Mr. HALE. In the morning hour, directly after the routine 
business shall have been concluded. That bill being temporarily 
out of the way, if anybody Objects to unanimously taking up any 
other bill, the only refuge is to make the motion which the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has made to take up the bill in his 
charge. That will not interfere with the Army bill in the least. 

Mr. BERRY. It will displace the Army bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwithdraw my objection, and will allow 
the bill to come up. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator withdraws his objection. Then let 
the bill be taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN. DoT understand now that the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is before the Senate by unanimous con- 
sent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW | has withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have the floor long enough, 
as I have got it, to at least state my proposition. I understand, 
the Senator from South Dakota having withdrawn his objection, 
that 

Mr. BERRY. I renew the objection, I will state to the Senator 
before he goes any further. I object to this increase salary bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
— BERRY] objects to the consideration of the bill which the 

nator from Massachusetts has asked to have taken up. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I make the motion to take up the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Army bill is to be displaced, I demand 
the regular order of business, which is the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the Army 
reorganization bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that can only be displaced 
by a motion or by unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill the 

title of which has been stated. The motion is not debatable. It 
is the duty of the Chair to put that motion to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 will say that I willnot ask a vote upon the judi- 
cial bill this afternoon if any single Senator objects to a vote, as I 
am informed that one does. Sol shall not ask fora vote onit, but 
only that it be taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why does the Senator want to take it up, if 
there is to be no vote upon it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. [Putting the question.] The 
‘‘aves” appear to prevail, 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts 
withdraws the motion to take up the bill. 


FREDERICK MEHRING, 


Mr. QUARLES. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6344) to remove the charges of 
desertion from the records of the War Department against 
Frederick Mehring. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion from the records of the War Department now 
standing against Frederick Mehring, late a private of Company C, 
Sixteenth New York Volunteer Cavalry.and grant him an honor- 
able discharge. 

Mr. BATE. Has the bill been before the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee of the Senate? 

Mr. QUARLES. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that 
this bill, which has been passed by the House of Representatives, 
has been reported by the Military Affairs Committee of both 
Houses. It is a meritorious measure in every way. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CALLS BY THE SENATE ON EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me, that, 
I may submit a resolution? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS, Certainly, 
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Mr. BACON. 
and laid over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia pre- 
sents a resolution, which will be read for information, subject to 
objection. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not understand that anybody objects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No bill or resolution can be in- 
troduced at this time except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. Nobody objects 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I presenta resolution, which I ask to have printed 


It will be read, subject to objec- 


tion. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate, That any and every public document, paper, or 
record on the files of any Departmentof the Government relating to any sub- 


ject w hatever « 
cor trol 
Senate for 1ts use 


»ver which Congress has any grant of power, jurisdiction, or 
under the Constitution, is subject to the call or inspection of the 
in the exercise of its constitutional powers and jurisdiction. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
entation of the resolution at this time? The Chair hears none. 
It will be considered as introduced, and at the request of the 
Senator from Georgia it will go over and be printed. 


MARION 


TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4099) for the relief of the Marion 
Trust Company, administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, 
deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator—this is 
a very old claim—what objection has been interposed by the De- 
partment to its adjustment? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The facts are stated in the report which 
the committee make, accompanying the bill. The claim has been 
pending before the Department. Its payment is recommended, as 
I recollect, by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. KEAN. Itisa very good bill. I reported it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I state that subject to correction, the re- 
port not being at hand at present. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the report a long one? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin ask for the reading of the report? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The report submitted by Mr. KEAN June 2, 1900, was read, as 
follows: 


There is a report, but it is not a very long 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4099) for | 
the relief of the Marion Trust Company, administrator of the estate of Sam- 
uel Milliken, deceased, having considered the same, hereby adopt House Re- 
port No. 207 asa part of this report, with the recommendation that the bill 
do pass. 
The report is as follows: 
“The Committee on War Claims, towhom was referred the bill (H. R. 4099) | 
for the relief of the Marion Trust Company. administrator of the estate of 
Samuel Milliken, deceased, late of Indianapolis, Ind., for services rendered as | 
mail contractor on route No. 9704, between Paducah, Ky.. and Iuka, Miss., | 
ive, have carefully considered the same 






from April 1 to June 6. 1861, inclus 
and recommend the passage of the bil 

* The facts in this case will be found stated ina letter of the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department filed with the committee, and is as follows, to 
wit 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, D.C., May 19, 1897. | 

“Sir: In reply to your letter of the 18th instant, relative to the claim of | 
Mr. Samuel Milliken, of Indianapolis, Ind., for mail service performed by his | 
father in the State of Kentucky in 186], I have the honor to inform you that 
the records of this office show that Samuel Milliken, deceased, was mail con- | 
tractor on route No. 9704, from Paducah, Ky., to Iuka, Miss., in 1861; that he 
was paid in full to March 31, 1861, and that a balance stands to his credit for | 
service from April 1 to June 6, 1861, the date to which service has been certi- | 
fied, amounting to $901.92. 

“This claim was reported to Congress in 1883 for appropriation, but no 
provision has yet been made for its payment. Many of this class of claims 
were paid by the Confederate States government, but the Confederate rec- 
ords (mutilated) now in the custody of this office do not show, so far as they | 
go, that any payment was made to Mr. Milliken for service under his contract 
with the United States. 

** Reports similar to the above have been made to Hon. Jesse OVERSTREET, 
to Hon. GrorGrE W. STEELE, House of Representatives, and to the honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury, December ]4, 1896. 

“Very respectfully, 
“HENRY A. CASTLE, Auditor. | 





“Hon. C. W. FATRBANKS, 

** United States Senate.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The bill (8S. 1778) for the relief of the 
Marion Trust Company, administrator of the estate of Samuel 
Milliken, deceased, of Indianapolis, Ind., is now on the Calendar, 
reported from the Senate committee. The bill which has just 
been passed is the House bill. In order to relieve the Calendar 
I move that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to, 
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LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, informally laying aside the regular order. 

Mr. BERRY. There are some other small bills that could be 
passed Saturday afternoon. Will not the Senator permit us to 
pass a few more bills? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the best disposition of the time for 
two hours would be to go on with the appropriation bill. If 
there is any controversy over any particular amendment, I will 
waive its consideration. I will say to the Senator that it will 
greatly relieve me if I can get the bil! on its way. 

Mr. BERRY. I will not antagonize the chairman of the Ap- 
propriations Committee under any circumstances, but a number 
of Senators have had an opportunity to pass private bills, and I 
think late Saturday evening some others ought to have an oppor- 
tunity. However, I will yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of a bill, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12291) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objects. 

PRODUCTION AND SALE OF MILK IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4804) to regulate the production and 
sale of milk and cream in and for the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia was, in section 2, page 3, line 25, before the word ‘‘ degrees,” to 
strike out ‘fifty ” and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so as to read: 

That none but pure, unadulterated milk or cream, which has been properly 
cooled and preserved at a temperature below 60° F.,shall be brought into 
said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 4, to insert the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That no person shall be convicted under the provisions of this 
section who produces evidence satisfactory to the court before which he is 
tried that he did not know and could not with due diligence have obtained 
knowledge of the condition of the cow which rendered her unsuitable for tho 
production of milk for sale within the provisions of this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 11, after the 
word “after,” to strike out ‘‘ milking’ and insert ‘‘coming into 
his possession;” so as to make the section read: 


Is there objection to the present 


The Senator from South Dakota 





Sec. 5. That no person shall in said District sell any milk or cream, or hold 
or offer any milk or cream for sale, which is not clean and wholesome and 
free from toreign substances, nor unless the same has been cooled imme- 

| diately ‘r coming into his possession to a temperature not exceeding 
50° F ; and has been coustantly kept below such temperature, nor 
under y misrepresentation in respect thereof as to name or quality, or as 





being what the same is not as respects wholesomeness, soundness, or safety, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, page 10, line 8, after the 
word * sale,” to insert: 

No person shall, in the District of Columbia, have milk or cream in bottles, 
or other receptacles intended to be left with consumers, in or about any ve- 
hich milk or cream for sale is being carried in bulk. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 23, page 14, line 24, after 


| the word ** District,” to insert ‘‘ at the instance of the health office 


so as to make the section read: 


That all prosecutions under this act shall be in the police court of 
ict, at the instance of the health oflicer of said District, upon infor- 
yught in the name of the District of Columbia and on its behalf. 


of said District;” 
Spec. 23. 
said Dist 





The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALGODONES GRANT, IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. BERRY. [ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11213) for the relief of occupants of lunds 
included in the Algodones grant, in Arizona. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bil. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkan- 


sas if he does not think a part of the preamble ought to be in the 
body of the bill? 


1901. 


Mr. BERRY. This is a House measure and has passed that 
body. It was framed in that way. The report covers it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is very badly framed. 

Mr. BERRY. I think it is entirely satisfactory to all the par- 
ties concerned. It is a just measure, to which there is no objec- 
tion from any section. I hope it will pass just as-it came from the 
House. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


EDWARD BYRNE. 


Mr. SHOUP. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 97) for the relief of Edward Byrne. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint Edward Byrne, late a captain in the Tenth Regi- 
ment of Cavalry and late a lieutenant-colonel of the Eighteenth 
Regiment of Veteran Cavalry Volunteers, State of New York, a 
captain of cavalry in the Army of the United States, with his 


original rank and date of commission, to be placed upon the re- | 


tired list of the Army with the rank of captain. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OMAHA NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. THURSTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4880) to amend an act entitled ‘* An 


act granting the right to the Omaha Northern Railway Company | 


to construct a railway across, and establish stations on, the 
Omaha and Winnebago reservations, in the State of Nebraska, 
and for other purposes,” by extending the time for the construc- 
tion of said railway. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a thirdreading, read the third time, and passed. | 


—— EASTERN NEBRASKA AND GULF RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. THURSTON. Ihave one other bill of the same kind, re- 
lating to the same reservations, and I ask for its consideration at 
the present time. It is the bill (S. 3349) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘Anact granting to the Eastern Nebraskaand Gulf Railway Com- 
pany right of way through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian 
reservations, in the State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for 
the construction of said railway. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported tothe Nenate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAUGHTERS OF AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2237) setting apart certain public grounds in the city of Washing- 
ton for the use of the Nat:onal Society of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution for the erection of a memorial building. 


rHE 
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It | 


is a bill which the Daughters of the American Revolution are very | 


anxious to have passed, and they have frequently called upon me 
and asked me to call it up. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | .. wee p 
| lief of G. G. Martin. 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire action 
upon the amendment sent up by him with the bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, in line 10, after the word “‘ cease” 
it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That from and after the passage of this act no building of any 
kind shall be erected upon any public park or reservation in the District of 
Columbia, except for the use of the Government of the United States or the 
District of Columbia. 


Mr. ALLISON. What effect will that have upon the bill itself? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is uncertain as to 
whether this is an amendment reported by the committee or an 
amendment intended to be offered to the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON, Itisa very good amendment, I will say, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. SCOTT, It is an amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Missouri, who is a member of our committee. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I suggested that amendment in the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds offers the amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object to the consideration of the bill. 
I understand that it proposes to donate some one of the public 
parks to.a society for the erection of a building. So far as lam 
concerned, I shall oppose the donation of any park for the purpose 
of erecting buildings. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
objects. 





DAM ACROSS OSAGE RIVER, WARSAW, MO, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. 5\. 11588) permitting the building of 
adam across the Osage Rivor at the city of Warsaw, Benton 
County, Mo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL PARKS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 4436) providing a means of acquiring title to two groves of 
Sequoia gigantea, in the State of California, with a view to mak- 
ing national parks thereof. 

‘Che Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
lt provides that title may be acquired by the United States for the 
purpose of establishing public parks or pleasure grounds for the 
benefit and enjoyment of the people, and for the further purpose 
of preserving the groves of mammoth trees, known as Sequoia 
gigantea, and other natural curiosities and wonders found upon 
the south half of section 15 and the north half of section 22, in 
township 5 north, range 15 east, and all of sections 29, 30, 31, and 
32, in township 5 north, range 16 east, Monte Diable meridian, in 
the State of California. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, on page 3, line 11, after 
the word ‘‘ Interior,” to strike out: 

And if in his judgment the public purpose to be subserved justifies the 
payment of the compensation so ascertained he shall, within ninety days 
after such ascertainment, notify the Treasurer of the United States thereof, 
who shall forthwith pay into said court the compensation so to be made by 
the United States to the several persons in interest, and thereupon a judg 
ment shall be. 

And to insert: 


Who shall transmit the same to Congress, when in session, with his 
recommendation. If Congress shall not act favorably thereon before final 


adjournment of such session, then such condemnation proceedings shall be 
at an end and judgment of dismissal in said condemnation proceedings be en- 
tered; but if favorable action shail be taken by Congress and upon the pay- 
ment into court of the compensation to be made by the United States to the 


several persons in interest, judgment shall be. 

The amendment was azreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 7, after the word 
‘*State,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to purchase the 
said premises at a sum not exceeding $125,000 without condemnation proceed- 
ings, in which event the sum of $125,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

G, 


G. MARTIN, 


I desire to call up the bill (S. 2470) for the re- 

It is a short bill of 4 lines. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It directs the Secretary of War to issue to G. G. Martin, late 
lieutenant-colonel First United States Colored Troops, an honor- 
able discharge as of the date he left the service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOORES CREEK BATTLEFIELD, NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2270) appropriating $10,000 to inclose and beautify the monu- 
ment on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina. 

The bill was read, it having been reported from the Committee 
on the Library with an amendment, in line 5, b word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘ ten” and insert “ five;” so as to read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury |! l,and 
he is hereby directed, bo yey to the governor of 2S ? ir : 
the sum of $5,000, out of any money } ! 
priated, to be by him transferred to the Moores Cr 3 . 
tion, incorporated by the legislature of the State of North ¢ r the 
purpose of repairing the monument alread) ected on said ttlefield and 
for inclosing and beautifying the same. 

Mr.HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senatox 
Carolina what battlefield that is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itisa Revolutionary battlefield— Moore: 

Mr. HOAR. Willthe Senator give us an account of the battle? 
It is known probably by some other name. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


Mr. WARREN. 


ore the 


er 
in the Trea | 


Creek. 


It was one of the first encounters in the South 
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during the Revolutionary war. It was fought between the Tories 
and the American patriots, and a decisive victory was won by the 
patriots. What the battle of Lexington was to the northern col- 
onies, the battle of Moores Creek was to the southern colonies. 

The British were preparing to invade the province of North 
Carolina and to suppress the spirit of independence, which was 
more forward in my State, I can say with pardonable pride, than 
in the sister States. The Tory Highland Scotchmen living at 
Cross Creek, near my home, and in what was then a part of my 
county, under General McDonald, were endeavoring to reach the 
Cape Fear for a junction with Sir Henry Clinton and Lord William 
Campbell with a large force, who, with Lord Cornwallis, expected 
every hour, were to begin the subjugation of the province, when, 
on the 27th of February, 1776, the Tories encountered at Moores 
Creek Bridge, about 18 miles from Wilmington, the American 
forces under Colonels Caswell and Lillington. A battle ensued, 
the Americans being intrenched south of the bridge, and the first 
glorious victory was won in the South. The Americans lost but 
one man, the slain of the enemy being computed at 50; 850 pris- 
oners captured, and the trophies of the day being 1,500 excellent 
rifles, 350 guns, 150 swords and dirks, 2 medicine chests, 13 wagons, 
horses, and harness, and a box of English guineas worth $75,00v. 

The effect of the victory was to give to the American soldiers 
about to enter upon a seven years’ war military experience and an 
intelligent confidence in themselves. It compelled the haughty 
oppressors to respect their skill and prowess. It frustrated the 
great scheme to subjugate North Carolina, and emboldened the 
people of this province, who already in Mecklenberg had declared 
their iadepentenes in mass meeting, to meet in a provincial con- 
gress on the 12th of April, 1776, and pass a unanimous resolution 
appointing delegates to the Continental Congress and instructing 
them *‘to concur with the delegates of the other colonies in de- 
claring independence and forming foreign alliances,” thus in 
advance of all the other colonies calling upon the nation—the 
United Provinces—to sanction by their united voice what had 
already been so nobly done by a portion of her citizens. 

The North Carolina legislature has appropriated money to help 
build the monument, and besidesa considerable amount has been 
donated by private individuals. 
and a small part of the battlefield bought, but it is now desired to 
enlarge the grounds, improve and beautify them, and to repair 
the monument, which is in need of repair. The legislature has 
incorporated the Moores Creek Monumental Association, which 
has charge of the grounds and under whose direction the money 
now asked of Congress will be spent. 

There are many precedents for the appropriation of money by 
Congress for such a purpose. I looked up fifteen or twenty such 
precedents and laid them before the Committee on the Library 
when they had the bill under consideration, 

I will not take up the timeof the Senate to make a further state- 
ment unless it is desired, for surely no one can oppose such a patri- 
otic and meritorious measure, that calls for so small an appropri- 
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR, I will not object, but the State of Massachusetts 
has built its own monuments at Bunker Hill, Concord, Lexing- 
ton, and other like places. We had some Tories, and suppressed 
them, too. But it is a little tough after paying all our own ex- 
penses to then pay the expenses of North Carolina. I think they 
ought to build their monuments also. But it is a good, patriotic 
purpose, and it is in the Senator's own county, and of course 
there ought to be a monument there, wherever the battlefield was. 
So I will not object. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on the Library. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill appropriating 
$5,000 to inclose and beautify the monument on the Moores Creek 
battlefield, North Carolina.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 7, 1901, at 12 
o'clock m. 


Is there objection to the present 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 5, 1901. 
AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Frederick E, Rittman, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the War 
Department. 


A monument has been erected | 
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JANUARY 5, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, January 45, 1901. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk, Hon. ALEXANDER 
McDowELL, who directed the reading of the following communi- 
cation: 

SPEAKER’s Room, HovuskE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1901. ° 
To the House of Representatives: 


I hereby designate and name Mr. JoHN DALZELL, a Representative from 
the State of Pennsylvania, to perform the duties of the Chair during this 


day, January 5, 1901. 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DALZELL accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

REAPPORTIONMENT. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the apportion- 
ment bill that is under consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 12740) making an ap- 
portionment of Representatives in Congress among the several 
States under the Twelfth Census. 

Mr.HOPKINS. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] 
has the right to the floor this morning. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Mr. Speaker, I look upon the pending 
measure as one of the most important that can engage the atten- 
tion of the members of this House. It provides for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives, and upon that basis is fixed the member- 
ship in the electoral college and representation in the various 
national conventions. 

I hope I may be able to approach the discussion of this question 
upon the basis that the House is disposed to act fairly, equitably, 
and justly. If the mild, courteous, disinterested, and patriotic 
speech of the chairman of this committee [Mr. Hopkins] is any 
criterion of the real purpose of this bill, its title might well be 
changed so that it might read: ‘‘An act to — the State of 
Maine in her representation on the floor of this House, and inci- 
dentally to apportion Representatives in accordance with the num- 
bers of the people elsewhere.” 

I am not aware, Mr. Speaker, that the State of Maine is not en- 
titled to the same consideration in connection with this measure 
that she would be in connection with any other that might come 
before this House. I do not feel obliged tostand here in the open- 
ing of an address in connection with this great question, the pur- 
pose of which is the support of the report of the minority repre- 
sented by the Burleigh bill, with any suggestion like that which 
the chairman was obliged to make in his speech to the House yes- 
terday, when he stated that the committee had not been able to 
report a bill that would do equal and exact justice to all the States. 
It may well be that the chairman of the committee had so much 
in his mind the purpose, apparently, of this legislation that he 
could not prepare a bill to accomplish that result. Thechairman 
has taken occasion to assault the State of Mainein connection with 
this proposition. His suggestion is that the State of Maine has 
not increased in her population; that she is unprogressive and be- 
hind the procession. 

I submit that the facts do not warrant the assertion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. The State of Maine has not decreased in her 
population. She has not confined her population within the geo- 
graphical limits of the State of Maine; but the State of Maine 
during the last few decades has been growing up throughout all 
the States of the Union. Wherever there has been occasion for 
development and progress, there Maine has been. Wherever there 
has been occasion for the manifestation of brawn and brain, there 
Maine has been. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman says I attacked Maine yester- 
day. Did I not state that Maine had not increased in her popula- 
tion to exceed 10 per cent during this period, but that her sons and 
daughters had populated the great West? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, the gentleman does not wish to get 
uneasy so early in the discussion as this. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam not uneasy, but I do not desire any un- 
fairness. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, the gentleman did state that she had 
sent her sons and daughters elsewhere, and well the gentleman 
might state it. In the thirties a son of Maine by the name of Love- 
joy went to Illinois, and there he received outrage and murder, 
and his blood watered the soil of Illinois. ; 

The State of Maine does not regret the sacrifice thus made. In- 
asmuch as the blood of the martyrs is the seed of the church, we 
trust that what has been our lossis her gain. Aye, the State of 
Maine has sent its representatives elsewhere. Later it sent into 
the State of Dlinois and the city of Chicago a distinguished citizen 
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of the Republic, who from the home of his adoption went to the 
head of the highest tribunal in the United States, where he now 
presides with great grace, dignity, and ability—Mr. Chief Justice 
Fuller, of the Supreme Court of the United States, a native of the 


State of Maine. 1 think the gentleman from Illinois will recog- 
nize the fact that Maine is not behind, but leads the procession, 
even in Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
moment—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I can well understand-— 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman need not refer to the gentle- 
man from Illinois upon that point, because in my argument on 
yesterday I took exactly the same position. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then the gentleman need not worry about 
its being a contradiction of his speech. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You say that I made an assault upon Maine. 
I deny it. 

Mr LITTLEFIELD. I say that your speech from start to 
finish was saturated with a pettifogging attack on the State of 
Maine. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, now, I deny it. 
with pettifogging as the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will prove it out of the Recorp itself. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Thatis all right enough if the gentleman from 
Maine thinks he can effect anything in that way, because if there 
is any man who knows better than another what can be done in 
that way it is the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I trust the gentleman will continue to 
stultify himself in the future. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Talk to me about stultifying myself; I deny 
having done anything of the kind. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will demonstrate that you did. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, yes; you will do wonderful things. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is not the gentleman getting a little 
touchy in that direction? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman can stand up or sit down, 
just as he likes. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is just what Iam going to do, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, That is just exactly what you are going 


o do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If you have any question to ask, ask it, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Onemoment. That is all right. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If you have any question to ask—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is all right. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD (continuing.) Propound it, but you can 
not overlook the fact that you endeavored to detract from the 
State of Maine—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is what I deny. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will not interrupt the gentle- 
man as long as he is fair, but when he undertakes to answer me, 
it is my right as a member, it is my right as the chairman of the 
committee, to call the attention of the House to the methods of 
attack that the gentleman has used on previous occasions. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You need have no apprehension that the 
House will not hear me. You need not have any trouble about 


Well, now, if the gentleman will wait one 


>. 


I am not as familiar 


t 


hat. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ihave no apprehension of any trouble from 
the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
delivered. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman think that he is going to 
drive me from the floor? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, not at all. I can well understand 
that the gentleman from Illinois wants to inject his speech into 
mine. I can well understand how there can be a feeling of envy 
on the part of some great States because the State of Maine has 
won the distinguished position that she has maintained on this 
floor by her great delegations during the last two decades, It 
may be that the chairman of this committee may have some mo- 
- that has not been clearly disclosed in his speech upon this 

oor. 

Well, the gentleman smiles. I will exclude the State of Illinois 
from the suggestion that some have occasion to inveigh against the 
State of Maine by reason of her honor, her glory, and her renown that 
she has acquired on this floor so long as the distinguished chairman 
of the committee, representing a part of the State of Illinois with 
his great skill, his supereminent ability, his great disingenuous- 


If you will sit here while the speech is 





committee is simply a diluted extract of the aurora borealis which 
clings, like the shirt of Nessus, to the State of Illinois whether she 
willor no. (Laughter. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘That is a good argument for your bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman need not worry about the 
argument. He can not disturb the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is the kind of argument to be expected 
from the gentleman from Maine, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let the gentleman keep along with his 
interruptions, So much for the present suggestions, Mr. Speaker, 
in connection with the opening of this debate. The gentleman 
can not stand here and deliver himself of his censorious criticism 
characterized by venom and spleen during a speech of an hour 
and a half and then rise on the floor and say that what he said 
was complimenting and eulogizing the State of Maine. He can 
not stand here and analyze his bill on the basis that he used classic 
and parliamentary language charging that the State of Maine is 
robbing somebody of a Representative without answer. I have 
not read the REcorRD through to see whether he edited that out of 
his remarks, but it was used in his speech. He can not stand here 
and use that argument and make that appeal without expecting 
some reply from a parliamentary standpoint. 

So much in relation to these preliminary suggestions. What 
are the two bills here before us? What is the committee's bill? 
We submit that the bill of the committee is not in accordance 
with any of the precedents since 1850. There never has been a 
reapportionment made since 1850 that did not give to every ma- 
| jority fraction a Representative in the House—in two instances 
arbitrarily, in one instance a Representative to two minority frac- 
tions—in order to equalize the Representatives, making it more 
just throughout the country. 

Let me give a few explanations of the basis upon which the bill 
is presented, and the basis also upon which the minority bill is 
founded. Take the majority bill of 357. ‘They divide the total 
population by 357 for their result of 208,868. They take thatratio 
of 208,868 and divide the population in each State and get the 
whole numbers, and they then give an additional Representative 
to each majority fraction in the order of its size. On that basis 
this bill fails to give three States a Representative for the major- 
ity fraction. The minority bill is built precisely on the same 
basis. 

I now call the attention of the House to the report, which, I sub- 
mit, the chairman of this committee has not in all probability read. 
Explaining the basis of the representation adopted by the mi- 
nority, the report reads: 








We take the computation based upon 384 Representatives, upon a ratio of 
one Representative for every 194,182 of population. As shown in Table 2 of 
the letter of the Director of the Census above referred to, Nebraska, with a 
majority fraction of 97,629,and Virginia, with a majority fraction of 106,546, 
each lose a Representative and get no representative for the majority frac- 
tion in either case. 

I submit to the members of this House that that is a plain, 
straightforward, simple, clear statement of the basis on which the 
bill of the minority was constructed. I submit that it is so plain 
and so simple that the wayfaring man, though a fool, need not err 
therein, ; 

Now, in order to illustrate the ingenuous and fair manner in 
which the distinguished chairman of this sommittee has attended 
to his duties, I want to read from the REcorD his assertion as to 
the basis of the minority report. Iquote fromthe Recorp, Here 
is what he says: 

I do not know what figures he had. 


That is his first statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What is the page? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Page 566. Now, let me read from the 
remarks of the gentleman again. I read from page 56s: 

And they have simply adopted some method of figuring. Ido not know 
by what process. 

Here is the chairman of this committee (in the face of this dec- 
laration in this report, stating clearly, plainly, the basis of the 
minority bill), stating that he does not know what that basis is; 
that the minority have adopted some method of figuring but he 
| does not know what itis. I submit that to this House as an illus- 
| tration of the ingenuousness of the gentleman from Illinois. If he 
| read that report he does know what the basis was, and if he does 
| know what the basis was he is not treating this House fairly when 
| he says he does not know. And if he has not read the report he 
| is not fit to be the chairman of this committee and present this 
| question tothis House. Now, thereis the record of the gentleman 

in his speech, compared with the report on file by the minority of 


ness and patriotism, simply overslaughs the State of Illinois with | this committee. That is, I say, simply an illustration of the in- 


glory and adds to her renown. He surfeits her withit. I do not 
old the State of Dlinois responsible for the vagaries of his argu- 
ment and, if the gentleman will excuse me when I come to reach 
the discussion, the babbling of the chairman of this committee in 
connection with this question. The State of Illinois has its Rep- 


resentatives on this floor, and the distinguished chairman of this 


genuousness of the chairman's argument. 

Now, what do these two bills accomplish? What is the result 
under each? It is necessary for me to take up this question in 
order that we may understand the practical condition before I 
proceed further in the discussion. 

The majority bill does not increase the membership of the House, 
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but it decreases the membership of Indiana and Kansas one mem- 
ber each, Kentucky, Maine, Nebraska, Ohio, South Carolina, and 
Virginia lose one member each. The following States gain one: 
Illinois—I do not suppose that the fact that Illinois under this bill 
gains one member had anything to do in accentuating the patriot- 
ism of the ingenuous chairman of thiscommittee. He stands here 
conceding that he has not been able to do equal and exact justice 
to all the States. But he succeeds in giving Llinois one additional 
member. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know that the State 
of Illinois, since the census of 1890, has increased in population 
nearly a million? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And does not the gentleman also know that 
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in the district of his colleague, who reported this minority bill, 
the population under the present census is more than 300 less than 
it was ten years ago? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very likely. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And does not that account for the fact that 
Illinois under any system of apportionment would increase her 
representation? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I noticed the fact—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will. That may account for the in- 


crease of representation; but it does not account for another fact, | 


the nonchalance and the sangfroid with which the gentleman can 
stand here and advocate the adoption of a report (no matter what 


of Illinois. It is a fair proposition; the gentleman should not get 
annoyed about it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I hope the gentleman does not think I am an- 
noyed over a fact like that. The report as presented by the 
Director of the Census—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has the gentleman a question which he 

wants to ask? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to know why it is that the gentleman 
takes up for special comment the State of Illinois, when the census 


not increase her representation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ihave made simply a brief and passing 
reference to Illinois. Later on I shall discuss Illinois upon the 
gentleman’s basis of analyzing the minority bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I rose only because the gentleman intimated 
to the House that in the framing of my bill there had been some 
reason for giving a preference to Illinois, which I deny. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
gained one member, and that I supposed that that did not detract 


| twenty-two times. 


| | left four times. 
report shows that Illinois has so large an increase in population | 
that it would be impossible to make any apportionment that would 


Well, I stated to the House that Illinois | 





from the patriotism of the gentleman from Illinois when he made 
this report; and I assume this may be a fair conclusion, notwith- 
standing the annoyance and disturbance of the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Louisiana gains 1, Minnesota gains 1. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment, please. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This is not a police court. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, then, the gentleman is not at home. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You would be at home on the frontier | 
before a trial justice in the purlieus of civilization conducting | 


your method of discussion. 


i do not care anything about the in- 
terruptions. 


They simply take a little more time. 


to propound it I willansweritif Ican. Now, lsaylIllinois gains1. 
Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. The gentleman knows that I 
do not interrupt him when he does not attempt to misrepresent. 
He undertook to convey the idea that in the majority bill I had 
treated Illinois in a manner that other States had not been treated. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No, I did not. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Andhe knows that by the Burleigh bill Illinois 


tional member by the bill that was reported by my committee. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 1 did not make any such suggestion. I 
did not make any such intimation. I simply stated that the fact 
that Illinois gained one probably accentuated the patriotism of 
the gentleman from Illinois and left him where he could support | 
this report with more nonchalance than otherwise. I did not say | 
it was improperly given to her. It is obvious enough that the 
basis does give it to her, so far as that is concerned. The gen- 
tleman might have decreased this House, and I will show him 
before I get through on his own figures and method of computation | 
that if he had served Illinois as in his bill he has served others, | 
he would decrease Illinois instead of giving her an increase, and I | 
will demonstrate that when I reach the analysis. 


Now, if the | 
gentleman has any proper question to ask. any time that he desires | 


| ingly suggested in his speech upon this floor. 
| insinuation. 
gains three additional members, while she gains only one addi- | 


Now, mark | 
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| you, I say I will demonstrate it when I reach the analysis, and I 


give the gentleman the privilege then of rising if he sees fit and 
becoming further disturbed and further annoyed. 
Mr. HOPKINS. There has been no disturbance and ne annoy- 


| ance, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. [Illinois gains 1. I repeat that, not be- 
cause it is offensive to the gentleman from Illinois, but iu order 
to have connection in the statement when I make it. Louisiana 
gains 1, Minnesota, New Jersey, and New York each 1, West Vir- 
ginia 1, Texas 2. 

What, now, is the result under the minority bill? 
minority bill the gains are as follows: 

Arkansas 1, California 1, Colorado 1, Connecticut 1, Florida 1, 
Louisiana 1, Massachusetts, Mississippi, Missouri, North Caro- 
lina, North Dakota, Washington, West Virginia, and Wisconsin 
each 1, Gaining 2 are Minnesota, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. 
Gaining 3 are Illinois, New York, and Texas. These are the re- 
sults under each of the propositions, the proposition of the mi- 
nority being that this House should be so reapportioned that no 
State should lose in its representation. 

Now, I wish to go a little further here at this stage of the dis- 
cussion and call attention to the analysis of this table upon which 
the minority based their bill. I have taken occasion to look it 
over with some care for the purpose of ascertaining whether or 
not upon mathematical principles, determined and measured by 
results, it has any scientific basis upon which to stand. I have 
already explained that the method of reaching the number of 
Representatives is, after the whole numbers are ascertained, to 


Under the 


¢ | add enough of the majority fractions in their order of size to 
the other circumstances may be) that increases the representation 


make up the number which you started with in your computation. 

I want to take this table from 350 to 400, inclusive, and show 
the House where that provision would arbitrarily stop in connec- 
tion with the whole table. I find that in one instance on this 
mathematically and scientifically correct principle they would 
have to use a minority fraction in order to complete the number, 
1 find that the number is completed and one majority fraction left 
seven times. It is completed and two majority fractions are left 
It is completed and three majority fractions 

It is completed and four majority fractions 
It iscompleted and five majority fractions are 
It iscompleted and six majority fractions are left 
twice. It is completed and a seven-majority fraction is left once, 
and the majority fractions areall taken three times. There isthe 
consistency of the arbitrary result of the table made by Mr. Walker 
and supported by the letter read by the chairman | Mr. Hopkins} 
in his speech to the House on yesterday. 

Let me call attention now to several so-called paradoxes that 
exist in connecti 1 With this peculiar and wonderful computation 
upon which this ~.llis scientifically based, and a computation that 
we follow, it is true, in the minority bill, because we do not de- 
sire to raise any contention as to the methods that are adopted by 
either bill. 

There is what is called the Alabama paradox, in connection 
with the census of 1891, not referred to by Mr. Walker in his let- 
ter, but referred to later, as I shall show the House in a few mo- 
ments, by the official who undoubtedly did the work upon the 
Walker letter itself and subsequently made a report to Mr. Cox, 
the chairman of the same committee. 

The first paradox is that Colorado gains 1 on 350 and continues 
to gain up to 356, and then loses on the basis of 357. That is 
science; that is mathematics, that Colorado can gain up to 356, 
beginning with 350, and when you strike 357, although the num- 


Ovi, 
ber of the House is larger, why Colorado loses. And then she 
Now, I do not say that there is any 


are left seven times. 
are left four times. 


immediately gains on 358. 
purpose in it, but 1 suggest that there is a coincidence in the fact 
that Colorado is excluded from her proper representation on the 


| basis of 857, which the committee have adopted as the basis of 


this majority bill. 

I do not say that the chairman of this committee adopted that 
basis of 357, the only basis that would leave out Colorado above 
350, because Populists happen to come from Colorado, as he sneer- 
I do not make that 
I call attention to the remarkable coincidence, how- 
ever, because I conceive, and I suppose the chairman now, if his 
attention were called to it, would rise and say, that he thinks that 
Colorado, even though her people are Populists, has the same right 


| to a proportional representation on the floor of this House as does 


even godlike Illinois or even Maine, that seems to be the bugbear 
in the mind of the chairman of this committee, 
Let me strike another paradox in connection with belabored 
and assaulted Maine, nonprogressive Maine, that is behind the 
yrocession, whose men in Illinois lead the procession there. Now, 
Maine loses on 382. She does not lose when the House is increased 
to 383, 884, or 385. She loses again with 386, and does not lose 
with 387 or 388. Then she loses again on 389 and 390, and then 
ceases to lose, 
Not only is Maine subjected to the assaults of the chairman of 
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this committee, but it does seem as though mathematics and sci- 
ence had combined to make a shuttlecock and battiedoor of the 
State of Maine in connection with the scientific basis upon which 
this bill is presented to this House. 

‘* Now you see it and now you don’t.” 


In Maine comes and out 
Maine goes. The House increases in size, and still she is out. It 
ineréases alittle more in size, and then, forsooth,inshe comes. A 
little further increase, and out she goes, and then a little further 
increase, and in she comes. 
mathematics reach for her and undertake to strike her down in 
this manner in connection with her representaticn on this floor 
more cruel even than the chairman of this great committee. 

Let me call the attention of the House to a suggestion made 
from the Census Office in connection with this interesting propo- 
sition involving paradoxes. Thisisa letter to Mr. Walker, Super- 
intendent of the Census. The letter of Mr. Walker is dated 
January 15,1831. The letter of his chief clerk in that office. C. W. 
Seaton, to Mr. Walker himself, prepared in answer to a verbal in- 
quiry by Superintendent Walker upon this same proposition, is 
dated October 25, 1881, more than six months after the letter of 
the Director to Mr. Cox. Let meread what Mr. Seaton, the chief 
clerk, says about this interesting mathematical proposition that is 
now out and now in, that you now see and now do not. He says: 

While making these calculations I met with the so-called “Alabama para- 
dox,” where Alabama was allotted 8 Representatives out of a total of 20, 
receiving but 7 when the total became 300. 

It struck him as a very unusual proceeding, or perhaps, as the 
great Conkling once said in an argument before the supreme 
court of New: York, as I am informed, as a “‘ vociferous and hal- 
cyon proceeding.” He says: 

Such a result as this is to me conclusive proof that the process employed- 
in obtaining it is defective, and that it does not in fact *‘apportion Represent- 
atives among the several States according to their respective numbers.” 

This conclusion has been confirmed by the discovery of other anomalies, 
and the result of my study of this question is the strong conviction that an 
entirely different process should be employed. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. That is the line of your argument. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. DolI understand that the gentleman ob- 
jects to being called a great constitutional lawyer? Let me read 
what he says and show whether his bill is constitutional from his 


| standpoint and upon his basis: 


God help the State of Maine when | 


Now. it would not bein accordance with the requirements of the Consti- 
tution to give a greater representation to the fraction than to the integral 
numbers. 

Now, then, if that is a sound constitutional legal statement, it 
means simply this, that if you give 208,868 a Representative it 


| would not be constitutional to give any less number a Representa- 


Now, it is true that, notwithstanding that statement from the | 


Census Bureau, the same process was employed. But it isfurther 
true—— 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Walker also indorsed it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, Mr. Walker indorsed this commu- 
nication of his clerk. There is the testimony of the Director of 
the Census upon which the chairman of the committee relies as 


the basis of his bill; and it is very much more reasonable than the | 


hoary-headed discussion which he referred to, in which the great 


Daniel Webster engaged some time in 1840 or 1830, as to which the | 


tive. That is the gentleman's own statement. I quote it from 
the Recorp in order that he may follow it if helikes. Now, take 
this statement and analyze the gentleman's bill upon that bas's, 
that no bill will be constitutional that gives a Representative in 
substance to a less number than the whole number. That is his 
proposition. How does his bill stand upon it? Well, he gives to 
Arkansas a Representative on the basis of 157,752. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, did I not make my position entirely clear 
yesterday that in order to make the apportionment there we were 
to deduct the fraction of 208,868 and divide the population of the 
several States, which wou!d give us 3357 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That would leave a fractional population that 
would be entitled to a representation of 22 members, including 
the four States that underthe Constitution are entitled toa member 
each. Now, does not the gentleman know that I made that clear, 
that we must make this division of the fractional number until 
the number 22 was exhausted? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That was your position. But notwith- 
standing you made that argument, you stated the bald constitu- 
tional proposition which I now read again, and which makes the 
point which I have stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will allow me, it is not nec- 


| essary to read that again. 


distinguished gentieman from Illinois and the gentleman from | 


Kansas diametrically opposed each other in their conclusions. 
Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
if the chairman of this committee made a statement that is to be 


relied upon in his speech that the bill of this committee is uncon- | 


stitutional 18 different times. Now,markwhatIstate. I say that 
if the chairman of this committee is to be relied upon as a consti- 
tutional lawyer—I am not now speaking of pettifoggers before 
trial justice courts or astute criminal lawyers, with whom my 
friend seems to be so familiar. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is since I became acquainted with my 
friend. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
man from Illinois? 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am not surprised that my friend does 
not want to hear it read, but | propose to read it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is all right. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD (reading): 

Now, it would not be in accordance with the requirements of the Consti- 
tution to give a greater representation to the fraction than to the integral 
numbers. 

You state that as a proposition of law, and it is entirely true 
that your whole argument gives to that legal proposition an abso- 
lute contradiction. or, as some people say, the lie. Because you 
can not maintain that as a legal proposition and give any repre- 
sentation either to a majority or minority traction, and your bill 


Am I making this speech, or the gentle- 


| gives representation to 1¢ majority fractions. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, sir, it would do you good to asso- | 
| sentation to fractional numbers. 


ciate with a gentleman sometimes [laughter]; and I want to tell 
you—— 


Mr. HOPKINS. There is a wide difference as to whether you | 
| is utterly out of the question to have an orderly debate in the 


are a gentleman or not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. When you find me making a statement 
on the floor of this House which is demonstrated by the report of 
the committee that I bring in to be a falsehood or that shows that 
I have not read it, then you will have occasion and some founda- 
tion for making an assault upon ‘‘the gentleman from Maine,” and 
when I have demonstrated —— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam not making an assault upon the gent’e- 
man from Maine, but if he wants to call attention to facts he is 
making a criticism ween the process of the Director of the Cen- 
sus, criticising my bill on the paradoxes that he claims to exist, 
and yet he professes in another part of his speech that he bases 
his own bill here upon the same process. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now, I was not criticising the Di- 
rector of the Census. I was calling attention to the fact that the 
chairman of this committee was undoubtedly a great constitu- 
tional lawyer. [Laughter.] That is what 1 was saying when he 
rose to object. [Laughter.] Do you object to being called a 
great constitutional lawyer? [Laughter. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. Mr, Speaker, Iam not object- 
ing to anything the gentleman says. I simply point out the fact 
— when he is making his argument in support of the Burleigh 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now, is this an argument that I 
am making or that you are? I will try to make it interesting for 
the gentleman. 


XXXIV——38 


Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. The gentleman knows that 
that was in connection with the question which came up between 
the integral number and the fraction; and | explicitly stated in 
my speech, and atiempted to make it clear to every member of 
the House, that the Committee on the Census was giving repre- 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, | object to this interruption. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wants to say that it 


House unless the rules of the House are observed. The rules of 


| the House require that when a member rises he shall first address 





the Chair, and the rules also forbid one member to address an- 
other in the second person. The Chair hopes that members will 
conform to the rules of the House. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have allowed my- 
self to be interrupted about twenty-five times in violation of the 
rule. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. And the gentleman from Maine has violated 
the rule twenty-five times by addressing me in the second person. 
{ Laughter. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It seems the gentleman from Illinois is 
getting very sensitive and technical now. [Laughter.] I will 
refer to him later in the third person. and later on | have no doubt 
I shall succeed in diminishing him so that I can refer to him in the 
fourth and fifth person. [Laughter.] And I hope to be able, dur- 
ing the progress of this debate, to eliminate him altogether. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is evidently the purpose of the gentle- 
man’s argument, and not in support of any bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I state again that the 
argument of the gentleman absolutely contradicts the proposition 
that he lays down. It simply illustrates this: It is true that no 
apportionment can be made of the membership of this House that 
is not made in a large degree in an arbitrary manner. The plan 
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suggested by Mr. Walker never has produced the results desired— 
to give toall the States an equal and fair distribution in accordance 
even with its fundamental idea—and the plan suggested is based 
altogether on an arbitrary conclusion, because in every instance | 
they stop in adding their fractions when they reach the number | 
with which they started, independent of the fact of whether the 

majority fractions are still unused, and sometimes go into the | 
minority fractions. That is precisely the proposition we maintain. | 

If the proposition set out by the gentleman so courageously in | 
his speech were sound, no fractions would have any representation. | 
If it is not sound, this committee leaves the representation to be | 
based arbitrarily upon what the House deems to be fairand reason- 
able and right and just. The conclusion to be reached either by 
Mr. Walker's method or by the fourth method which is reported | 
by the committee from the Census Office, which undertakes to 
reach results in this manner, takes an arbitrary ratio, or basis | 
of representation—194,000, for instance—divides the population in 
each State for the purpose of getting the whole numbers, and the 
fractions left are disposed of by taking the majority fractions in | 
their order until they are exhausted, and thus the membership of 
the House is reached by that method of computation, more simple, 
more plain, and more clear and direct and less subject to criticism 
than the complicated and peculiar system adopted by Mr. Walker 
and relied upon by both bills. 

The minority bill is made up precisely according to the state- | 
ment in the report of the committee; and following a precedent | 
established by this House in 1872, it takes a table that is based 
upon the representation of 384, and when we find the répresenta- | 
tion of 384 under that table we find two States with majority 
fractions left out and unrepresented—Nebraska and Virginia. 
And the minority propose to add to the number as given in the | 
384 calculation Nebraska and Virginia, because they have each a 
majority fraction and are equally entitled to representation, ex- | 
cept for the matter of the size of the fraction, as any other State | 
having a majority fraction. 

This bill stands upon a precedent which goes vastly farther 
than is necessary to justify even this legislation and this appor- 
tionment. I call attention to the report of Mr. Mercur, of the 
Committee on the Judiciary—a unanimous report—made in 1872, 
upon a bill which added to the membership of the House. 

The report says: 

The recent action of Congress in increasing the size of the House to 283, in | 
order to save 8 States from a diminution in the number of their Representa- 
tives, has inclined the committee to recommend a further increase of 9mem 
bers, making the whole number 292, which is believed to be the smallest | 
number that, upon an equitable and constitutional apportionment, will leave 
each State with at least its present representation. 

In =e this apportionment the committee have adopted the figures and 


tables which were prepared by the Interior Department and were before | 
the House on a former occasion, apportioning 200 members. 


Then follows the table, after which the committee continues: 


The committee, however, in addition to the 12 members assigned to frac- | 
tions by the above table, assign one to New Hampshire and one to Florida, 
making in all a House of 292. The reason for this is that greater injustice 
will be done each of these States by not giving it the additional Representa 
tive than to the other States by giving it. 

Those States came in at that time on a minority fraction be- 
cause the Committee on the Judiciary believed it to be proper in 
order to make the representation fair and just. 

The chairman of the committee assailed the minority report 
with great force and violence—I do not suppose he will have any 
objection to my recognizing that his argument was forcible or 
that it was violent. If those adjectives are too strong, I will with- 
draw them and modify my language somewhat in order to suit 
the tenderness and convenience of the gentleman from Illinois. | 
In order to relieve his mind from any lingering doubt that he may 
have that this apportionment suggested in 1872 by the Committee 
on the Judiciary was justified upon constitutional provisions, I 
simply read a list of the names of the Judiciary Committee that | 
reported unanimously in favor of adding two States with minor- | 
ity fractions after an apportionment had already been made. 

I think I may assume that they thought they were proceed- | 
ing in a constitutional manner; and I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois to this list of great lawyers, not for the | 
purpose of suggesting any comparison in the way of ability be- 
tween those lawyers and the gentleman from Illinois. God forbid 
that I should suggest that any of those men would in any way 
overshadow the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Committee on the Judiciary that reported this measure and 
stood behind it as a constitutional proposition consisted of John | 
A. Bingham, of Ohio; Benjamin F. Butler. of Massachusetts; John | 
A. Peters, of Maine; Ulysses Mercur, of Pennsylvania; Jeremiah | 
M. Wilson, of Indiana; Milo Goodrich, of New York; Charles A. 
Eldridge, of Wisconsin; Daniel W. Voorhees, of Indiana, and 
Clarkson N. Potter, of New York. The minority of this commit- 
tee feel that they have behind them the opinion of at least respect- 
able Jawyers that the bill they present here is based upon sound 
constitutional principles, 





| from Iowa, but I will agree to reach it. 


| chairman of the committee. 


JANUARY 5, 


the gentleman from Illinois, unaided and alone, to overwhelm even 
this list of ordinary lawyers; that is entirely possible; but we do 


| not think it probable. 


Now, what does the gentleman from Illinois do when he under- 
takes to criticise the bill of the minority? He takes the table that 
is found in the report on the basis of 386, when the report states 
that the bill is based upon the table reckoning 384 Representatives, 
adding for Nebraska and Virginia two, following the line of the 
report of the Judiciary Committee in 1872. The gentleman in- 
sists upon arguing the minority bill upon the basis of the table of 
386, when he knows (for his attention was called to it again and 
again while he was making his speech) that he was acting disin- 


| genuously and unfairly, and undertaking to confuse this House. 


He would not tolerate interruptions; he would not allow ques- 
tions. He said in his speech that he was not to be tied down to 
the report of the committee and the reasons they gave for the bill 
that they presented here. 

He insisted on arguing the question onthe basis of a bill provid- 
ing for 386 Representatives. Why? Because he wanted to appeal 
to the prejudice of the great States of Pennsylvania and New 
York, which under the apportionment that you will find under the 
head of 386 will have one additional Representative each; and then 
he claims that the minority of the committee by undertaking to 


| provide for a House of 386 members are depriving New York and 


Pennsylvania each of a Representative; and he spent half an hour 
of his speech in undertaking to analyze the report of theminority 
on a table which he knew it was not based upon, if he ever read 
that minority report. 

He wabbled in and wabbled out, 

Until the mind was left in doubt 

Whether the snake that made the track 

Was going south or coming back. 

That was the attitude of the gentleman in connection with the 
report of the minority of this committee. Now, this, I think, 
leaves these bills standing before the House upon their respective 
constitutional bases. 

I do not claim that the bill of the majority is unconstitutional. 
I say that it is based upon the same table that the bill of the mi- 
nority is based upon, and the bill of the minority has this prece- 
dent in 1872 for adding these two majority fractions in the case 
of Nebraska and Virginia. Now, this presents these bills as they 
stand before the House on their constitutional bases, each stand- 


| ing equal with the other so far as the legal propositions are con- 
| cerned, 


What are the real considerations involved here between these 
two measures? The question is whether this House shall be in- 


| creased in size to keep pace somewhat with the increase of our 
| population. 


Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman passes to the other propo- 


| sition, I should like to ask him a question. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to ask him whether he regards this as 
equality: Iowa has 2,231,853 people, while Maine has 614,466, 
Giving Maine 4 Representatives, if lowa has three times as large 
a population as Maine and 38,465 more, ought not Iowa to have 
12 members? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say in all frankness to the gentle- 
man from Iowa that neither one of these bills can be analyzed so 
as to show equality on that basis. I have clearly in mind the 
analysis made by the distinguished chairman of the committee 
{Mr. Hopkins] of the bill of the minority, and it is upon that 
analysis, if I understand the gentleman from Iowa aright, that 
his question is largely based. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; if on the same basis Iowa should not have 
12 members, with 38,000 people to spare. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Now, I want to say this to the gentle- 
man: Before I conclude my.remarks, if I have the time, I will 
enter upon an analysis of the majority bill, using the same plan 
used by the chairman of the committee. I would not like to doit 
at this stage of the discussion, if it is agreeable to the gentleman 
I intend to conclude with 
an analysis of the majority bill, made upon the same basis that 
the chairman of the committee used in his analysis of the minor- 
ity bill, and I will demonstrate vastly greater inequalities, vastly 
greater discrepancies, than appeared in the analysis made by the 
1 submit right here now, however— 
and I do not know that I may care to state it again—that that 
analysis and that method of undertaking to reach a result is, in 
my judgment, puerile, senile, and inane. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Will the gentleman allow a sug- 

estion? 
. Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY] will notice, the bill of the majority gives Vermont 2 Rep- 
resentatives with 342,640 people. On that same basis lowa would 


They do not deny that it is possible for | be given 13; but I think the majority bill gives her only 11. 





i ac 


1901. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


995 





Mr. LACEY. Certainly. It shows that these inequalities in 
figuring out results will follow any system. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They are bound to occur. Thereis no 
question about it at all. But the gentleman from Iowa will bear 
in mind this fact, that the minority bill and the majority bill are 
based upon ey the same method of computation. They 
have behind them the same mathematical principles, the same 
scientific propositions, if there are any. There is this distinction: 
The majority bill fails to give representation to three majority 
fractions. That is the result of the table. The minority bill 
gives representation to all of the majority fractions under that 
bill, and in that respect is consistent with the practice of the 
House since 1850. Am I not right in that? 

Mr. LONG. That is right, and Iowa, under the computation, 
has a large minority fraction, but not a majority fraction. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from Iowa will notice 
that. The State of Iowa under the computation based on 384 
Representatives has a large minority fraction, but not a majority 
fraction, and for that reason the State of Iowa was not included 
in the minority bill. The minority bill, in the first instance, was 
drawn upon the basis of the computation which you will find in 
Table No. 4, which I have just described as starting with an arbi- 
trary ratio and dividing the population in the States, and then 
adding to the whole numbers all of the majority fractions. DolI 
make myself clear to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, this brings us, Mr. Speaker, to the 
real question involved in this controversy. whether or not this 
House should be enlarged, whether the people of this country, 74,- 
000,000, should be represented here by 357 people or by 386, 387, or 
whatever the number may be determined to be. And I submit 
upon this proposition as fundamental that under our institutions 
with a popular government, republican in form, the representa- 
tion that is in harmony with our ideas is the largest representation, 
the largest a to represent the smallest constituencies possible, 
and that the only limit to the size of the House upon that basis is 
a condition when the House reaches an unwieldy character and is 
incompetent and unable to perform its legislative functions in an 
orderly and speedy manner. 

And I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this House has not yet reached 
that stage. 1lsubmit that our proposition to increase the repre- 
sentation so far as may be in accordance with the increase of popu- 
lation, in accordance with the increase and the diversity of inter- 
ests, is in accordance with this fundamental proposition and in 
accordance with the experience and practice of the Republic. un- 
interrupted except in one instance since the very beginning of our 
Government. AndI submit further, Mr. Speaker, that this propo- 
sition of a large basis of representation in order that therepresent- 
ative body may be near the people, may represent their interests, 
may be familiar with their desires, may be capable of protecting 
their rights and preserving their liberties, and be large enough so 
that it can not under any circumstances be subjected to improper 
or irregular control, is the principle that should dominate this 
House in reaching its conclusions, whether it benefits Maine or 
whether it satisfies the desires of the chairman of this great com- 
mittee. 

oe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
ired. 
. Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, [ ask that the gentleman from 
Maine be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the gentleman from Maine be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am greatly obliged to the gentleman. 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, that we are in harmony with the views of 
the fathers who made the Government what it is and proctred 
the adoption of the Constitution. We are not left to conjecture 
what views were entertained by the statesmen who founded the 
Republic. 

I find in the Constitutional Debates this remark made by one of 
the most distinguished men who had to do with the preparing of 
that great instrument, and who had perhaps more than any other 
man to do with inducing the people to accept and adopt the Con- 
stitution after it had been framed and sent out for ratification by 
the various States then constituting the Confederation. Mr. Ham- 
ilton, the great Federalist, who believed in the centralization of 
power, who believed in a strong and powerful government that 
could control, legislate, and regulate the affairs of a great people, 


took this = in connection with the size of the lower House, 
_ —_ elastic body that exists under our form of government, 
e said: 


He avowed himself a friend to a rigorous government, but would declare 
at the same time he held it essential that the popular branch of it should be 
on a broad foundation. He was seriously of the opinion that the House of 
Representatives was on so narrow a scale as to be really dangerous and to 
warrant a jealousy in the people for their liberties. 





The clause that he was then discussing provided for 65 Repre- 
sentatives, and was finally fixed at 60. The very Constitution 
itself, by its provisions and its terms, contemplates a gradual in- 
crease in the size of this great representative elastic body in order 
to keep pace with the development and increasing population of 
the Republic. It provides for an apportionment every ten years, 
after a census shall have been taken, and the very instrument 
contemplates an increase in the size of this House until this limit 
to which I have called attention is reached—the limit of an un- 
wieldy character, when it is incapable of properly performing its 
legislative functions. This, you have seen, was the idea of Ham- 
ilton when engaged in the discussion of the instrument itself. 

One of the great objections to the adoption of the Constitution 
was the very fact that the House was too small in number; that 
it was susceptible to improper influences and liable to be improp- 
erly controlled, and the liberties of the people were not safe when 
they were intrusted in the hands of so small a body of men; mark 
you, 1 for every 30,000. And Alexander Hamilton, in that great 
series of papers known as ‘‘ The Federalist,” entered the contro- 
versy to defend that proposition, and in his defense he gave these 
reasons for its existence and for the adoption of the Constitution, 
notwithstanding the small size of the House at the beginning of 
the Government. He says: 


[Federalist, No. 55—Hamilton.] 


The charges exhibited against it are: First, that so small a uumber of Rep- 
resentatives will be an unsafe depository of the public interests; secondly, 
that they will not possess a proper knowledge of the local circumstances 
of their numerous constituents; thirdly, that they will be taken from that 
c'ass of citizens which will sympathize least with the feelings of the mass 
of the people, and be most likely to aim at a permanent elevation of the few 
on the depression of the many; fourthly, that defective as the number will 
be in the first instance, it will be more and more disproportionate by the in- 
crease of the people and the obstacles which will prevent a correspondent 
increase of the representation. i 

At the expiration of twenty-five years, according to the computed rate of 
increase, the number of Representatives will amount to 200, and of fifty years 
to 400. This is anumber which I presume will put an end to all fears arising 
from the smallness of the body. I take for granted here what I shall, in an- 
swering the fourth objection, hereafter snow that the number of ye 
atives will be augmented from time to time in the manner provided by the 
Constitution. On acontrary supposition I should admit the objection to have 
very great weight indeed. 

The true question to be decided is whether the smallness of the number, 
asa temporary regulation, be dangerous to the public liberty; whether 6 
members for a few years and a hundred or two hundred for a few years more 
be a safe depositary for a limited and well-guarded power of legislating for 
the United States. 

{Federalist, No. 58—Hamilton.] 

The remaining charge against the House of Represertatives which I am 
to examine is grounded on a supposition that the number of members will 
not be augmented from time to time, as the progress of population may de- 
mand. It has been admitted that this objection, if well supported, should 
have great weight. 

I concede that gentlemen standing here now, in the light of the 
twentieth century, with the experience of more than a hundred 
years, are better qualified to judge of the size of this House than 
was Alexander Hamilton in 1787; but it is significant that Hamil- 
ton thought and urged as one of the reasons for the adoption of 
the Constitution that its minimum when it reached its expected 
size, when it would securely guarantee the liberties of the Ameri- 
can people, would be at least 400 members, 14 more than pro- 
posed in accordance with the bill of the minority. 

I submit that we are in line with the fathers of the Republic 
upon this proposition of increases. Let me call the attention of 
the House for one moment further to some of the considerations 
which suggested themselves to Hamilton as reasons why the House 
should not consist of a large and unwieldy number. He says: 

One observation, however, I must be permitted to add on this subject as 
claiming, in my judgment, a very serious attention. It is that in all legisla- 
tive assemblies the greater the number composing them may be the fewer 
will be the men who will in fact direct their proceedings. 


Has this House reached the size that it can truthfully be said 
that there are any few men that can direct its proceedings? If it 
be true of 350 or 340 members, we have abdicated our rights and 
privileges as representatives of this Republic; if that condition be 
not true, then its limit is not already reached in accordance with 
Hamilton's ideas, 

Again— 

In the first place, the more numerous an assembly may be, of whatever 


characters composed, the greater is known to be the ascendency of passion over 
reason. 


Now, has this House reached the size, or will the addition of 29 
members to it develop a size that will put it in a position where 
it will be controlled by passion and not by reason? Wiil the 
House stultify its own membership on the theory of Hamilton, by 
coming to the conclusion that the House has got toa size where it 
is productive of fear for this cause? 

Again— 

In the next place, the larger the number, the greater will be the propor- 
tion of members of limited information and of weak capacities. 
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Has this House reached the condition in its membership so that 
it can be properly criticised as composed of members of limited in- 
formation and weak capacity? If it has, its size ought not to be 
increased at all, and other men ought to be sent here. If 29 more 
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men are added, will it demonstrate that then it will be a House | 


composed of men of limited information and weak capacities? Is 


it necessary for me to stop here and say that this House sitting | 


here now, for intelligence and capacity and ability to discharge 
public business with economy and dispatch, has never been ex- 
ceeded by any House that ever sat, from the days of Hamilton to 
the days of William McKinley? I challenge the production of the 
proof that can demonstrate that this House can not, when it will, 
intelligently legislate for the American people unless it is loaded 
up with a tremendously increased constituency. 


That is absurd. | 


It is occupied by matters other than those connected with the en- | 


actment of legislation. 
Here he goes on further and says: 


On the same principles, the more multitudinous a representative assembly | - 
red the more it will partake of the infirmities incident to col- | 
the dupe of cunning, and | 


may be 
lective meetings of the people. Jgnorance will be 
passion the slave of sophistry and declamation. 
Does this House want to say that it must keep the membership 
at 357. and if we increase it 29 that ignorance will become the 
dupe of cunning? 
Has it reached that in the history of the Republic? 


rende 


These are 


limitations—reasonable limitations—proper qualifications sug- | 


gested by one of the greatest men, perhaps the greatest, who par- 
ticipated in the formation of the Constitution and the procuring 
of its adoption. This is Hamilton, the man with monarchica! 
tendencies. 
known, entertained even more liberal views as to the size of the 
representative body requisite for safety. He appreciated the fact 


that the smaller the body the more easily it could be corruptly and | 


improperly controlled. 
Now, I submit to this House that all its various apportionments, 
with the exception of the year 1842, have been entirely in line with 


the suggestion, with the argument, and with the reasons of these | 


distinguished men. 


The tollowing table shows the apportion- 
ments: 


| 
| Whole 
number 
Ratio. 
senta- 
tives. 


I i aiid isis tineneelinendiinianian beiniamlad 
First Census, 1798 

Second Census, 1803 

Third Census, 1813 

TS, oe cea careienneiaaeee | 
Fifth Census, 1838 .... 
Sixth Census, 1843 
Seventh Census, 1853 
Eighth Census, 1863 

Ninth Census, 1873-......... 
Tenth Census, 1883 
Eleventh Census, 1893 


65 

83, 000 

33, 000 

35, 000 

40, 000 

47,700 

70, 680 

93, 423 

127, 381 
-| 131,425 
151,911 

173, 901 


141 
181 


240 
223 
233 


243 


B25 
356 


This table shows the increase from time to time, with the per- 
centage of increase: 
Increase of House and per cent since 1789. 


. | | Per 
Number. |Increase. 
|; cent. 


| 
First Census, 1793 65 to 105 
Second Census, 1808 | 105 to 141 
Third Census, 1813 | 141 to 181 
Fourth Census, 1823 181 to 213 
Fifth Census, 1833 213 to 240 
Sixth Census, 1843. -..... 240 to 2% 
Seventh Census, 1853 | 223 to 233 
Eighth Census, 1863 238 to 243 
SI SI i he ein cindiaiainaleh enaiinn 243 to 293 
Tenth Census, 1883 


| 293 to 325 
Eleventh Census, 1893 | 825 to 356 


40 
36 
40 
32 
27 
*17 
10 
1 
50 | 
22 | 
81 | 
j oo q * Decrease. 
Average increase, 20 per cent. 
The increase proposed by the minority bill is 29, or 9 per cent. 
The percentage of increase in the size of the ratio is as follows: 
Per cent. 
First Census, 1793 ] 
Second Census, 1808 
Third Census, 1813 


Sixth Census, 1845 

i ls at enema 

Eighth Census, 1863 

Ninth Census, 1873 ....... ........... 

Tenth Census, 1883 _ ...........- 

Eleventh Census, 1893................. : eter 


*Average increase in 


cavagoves teseseneee OF 


size of ratio, 19 per cent. 
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The increase on the basis of 386 is 12 per cent. 

The increase on the basis of 357 is 20 per cent. 

The percentage of increase of population during the same period 
was: 


Per 


> ti 
Population. cont. 





7, 239,881 | 
, 633, 822 | 
2, 866, 020 
7, 069, 453 
23.191, 876 
31, 443, 321 
, 558, 371 
, 155, 783 
, G22, 250 | 
74, 565, 906 


Average increase, 31 per cent. 

The average increase in this House has been 20 per cent. It 
has been increased at every apportionment except in 1813, when 
it was decreased by i7 members on the initiative of the Senate. 


| It may be well for us to bear in mind that the Senate, that great 


Jefferson, the great Democrat of his time, as is well | 


of Repre- | 


105 | 


213 | 


| of the size of this House by 17. 





293 | 


| of properly transacting business. 


coordinate body, has the same interest in the size of this House, 
in many respects, as has the House itself; and the Senate on three 
occasions has controlled the size of this House. In 1811, with 181 
Representatives, the apportionment bill was amended by striking 
out a ratio of 37 and inserting in lieu thereof 35. The House dis- 
agreed to it. The Senate insisted, and finally the House receded 
from its amendment and the bili was passed, and the Senate broad- 
ened the representation of the House, bringing the Representatives 
nearer to their constituents. 

In 1842 they initiated the proposition that resulted in a decrease 
In 1862 the House passed a bill 
for reapportionment, making the House the size of ten years be- 
fore, without making any increase, and in the Senate they made 
the number 241, giving to Pennsylvania, Ohio, Vermont, Rhode 
Island, Kentucky, Illinois, lowa, and Minnesota one more Repre- 


| sentative each, because of the majority fraction, and the House 


concurred in the amendment. The House started out by depriv- 
ing these States of representation on the ground of majority frac- 
tions, but by amendment on the part of the Senate they were given 
representation for such majority fraction. 

It will be seen that the increase in ratio of representation or the 
basis of representation has increased gradually, very nearly equal 
to that of the percentage of the increase in the representation 
itself, The average increase in representation is 20 percent. The 
average increase in the size of the ratio is 19 per cent; but the 
increase in size of ratio on the basis of the minority bill would be 
only 12 per cent. The increase on the basis of the majority bill 
would be 20 per cent; and the increase of population during the 
whole period has been, on the average, 31 per cent, and during the 
last decade is 33 per cent. So tbat this minority bill, Mr. Speaker, 
is in line not only with the constitutional intendment and the 
theory of the fathers, but, with one exception. with the universal 
practice of this House in conjunction with the Senate in deter- 
mining the basis of representation. 

Now, I desire to call attention for a few moments to the objec- 
tions raised by the majority of the committee to increasing the 
size of this House. As I remember the statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, it was based largely oninconvenience. The re- 
port of the committee says it is kept at its present size by reason 
of economy and dispatch in business. The suggestion is made 
that the House has grown unwieldy: that it is incapable of prop- 
erly performing its functions. Thedistinguished chairman of the 
committee does not make the statement in that broad language, 
but he substantially states that it is inconvenient, that we are add- 
ing troub!e, as a reason why the basis of representation should 


| not be increased, but should be continued at its present size, asa 
| reason why there should be a reversal of the policy of the Republic 


in this beginning of the twentieth century. 
It is a singular fact that this is not the first time that the argu- 


| ment of an unwieldy character, overgrown size, and disorderly 


body has been addressed to the House. For many a year it has 
been the fashion to denounce the House of Representatives as one 
of the most disorderly bodies in the world, and as being incapable 
The suggestion is made that no 
man is heard, no man can take a part in debate and receive the 


| attention of the members, on account of the size of this great body. 


As long ago as 1842—sixty years ago—with a House of 210 mem- 


; | bers in size, 117 less than the present size, the same conditions 


were supposed to exist. I quote now briefly from a speech made 
by Mr. Wise in discussing an apportionment bill, in which he says 
that— 


Never since he had held a seat in this House had it been so inefficient a 
body as it was at thismoment. The deterioration had been constant, as well 
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in the dispatch of business as in the manner and the matter of its debate, 
owing, as he believed, to its evergrown size. 

Mr. Johnson said the Senate had stigmatized the House as a 
bear garden, and contended, for that reason, that its number must 
be reduced. Mr. Pickens, in making an answer to some sugges- 
tiow to the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Adams, said that 
insteadl of meeting here for consultation and legitimate discussion, 
if the House was increased in size, it would be a body thrown 
into confusion, and from its very numbers it would be imbecile 
for all the purposes laid down in the Constitution. 

He further said that— 

He knew not what the reasons were which had influenced the other body, 
but for himself he was influenced by a fear that this House, if a large body, 


would degenerate into a mob and break down the barriers laid down in the 
Constitution. 


Now, the gentleman from Illinois does not draw anything like 
so harrowing a picture of the condition of this House as was 
drawn by these great statesmen sixty years ago. Yet this House 
still lives; it still exists as a deliberative body; and there never 
was a time when it could transact its business with greater dis- 
patch than it can this very minute under the rules that now gov- 
ern it. We here have simply an illustration of the fact that these 
difficulties and changes are not only largely exaggerated, but to 
a great degree imaginary. 

Let me go a little further and read another quotation. 

Mr. Bowne submitted that— 

There was no necessity for this House to be told that they were not to be 
enlarged because they were a disorderly, inefficient body, that they were 
growing into disrepute with the public, and to lecture them as if they were 
a set of schoolboys coming here to learn the first rudiments of political science. 

These were the reasons urged against increasing the size of the 
House when it had only 240 members. What would those gen- 
tlemen say if they could sit here in this House, with a member- 
ship of 357, deliberately acting as representatives of the people 
and legislating, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 

In 1882, twenty years ago, Mr. Herbert stated as a reason why 
the House should not be increased that ‘‘ we all know that gentle- 
men now sit here for a whole Congress and do not know all of 
their fellow-members even by sight.” 

Mr. Springer thought that an increase of over 293 would make 
it necessary to remove the desks and make other arrangements for 
seating the members. 

And members of the House were referred to in 1882, twenty 
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years ago, by a distinguished member of the Senate, us sitting here | 


as ‘‘a dumb, uninfiuential herd.” 

Mr. Morrill said in the Senate: 

1 appeal to the knowledge of Senators who were in the House twenty 
years ago, when order was maintained there and the Speaker sat in his chair. 

It seems that after 1842 there was a period twenty years later 
when order was maintained here notwithstanding the size of the 
House had been increased, and notwithstanding terrible forebod- 
ings of the statesmen of that generation. But,continues Mr. Mor- 
rill (this is twenty years ago)— 

Now the Speaker has to stand up all the time and speak in a stentorian 
voice and constantly be rapping on his desk to maintain order in a little cir- 
cle round about the Chair; and it isa fact that very few members are able to 
participate understandingly in the transaction of business. 

That is adescription of this House twenty yearsago, whenit had 
325 members. And now the chairman of this committee is not 
able, with his knowledge of this House and its deliberations, to 
draw anything like so drastic a picture of the conditions which he 
thinks may aftlict usif the membership isincreased; and certainly 
the extreme conditions thus described do not exist to-day with a 
larger membership. 

The gentleman says that men are sent here tolegislate. Tagree 
with him. But, lask, why is it that members of this House have 
no information in detail about the river and harbor appropriation 
bill except such items as happen to concern their districts, their 
special harbor, or their special brook that is to be improved under 
that great bill? Why isitthat none of them understood the provi- 


sions or knew the terms of the bill appropriating $145,000,000 that | 


passed this House in eleven minutes during this session? 

W hy is it that so few members of this House understood fully 
the details of the bill that passed before the recess giving to two 
great railroads that enter this capital cash and property ranging 
in value anywhere from $4,000,000 to $6,000,000? Is 1t because the 
House is too large, or because the constituencies are too large? 
I submit to the candid consideration of members of this House 
that it is by reason of the size of the constituencies that the mem- 
bers of this House are not able to give the time to independent 
investigation, so that they may know whether a report that a com- 
mittee brings into this House is wise or unwise. 

How is the time of members of this House occupied? Is it oc- 
cupied in legislating upon this floor, or is it occupied from early 
morning in reading over the last mail that reaches every member 
voicing the wants of his constituents, 99 per cent of whose de- 
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Or is it because the members are obliged to read their correspond- 
ence and,in the exercise of ordinary courtesy, to answer it, and 
then to visit Department after Department during the morning 
hours and during the hours this House is in session? Or is it be- 
cause members are obliged to look out for needy constituents who 
desire to be injected into office, and who, once injected, desire to 
be promoted or to have their salaries increased, and are not will- 
ing to rest upon a letter written to a head of a Department ask- 
ing him to increase the salary or promote the needy applicant, 
but must insist upon a member making a personal visit to the 
head of the Department and pressing the claims of his constitu- 
ent? [Applause.] 
It is not the size of the House that prevents members from hav- 
ing an intelligent understanding of the legislation pending before 
this body; it is the size of the constituencies. Mediums of com- 
munication—fast mails, telegraphs, telephones, etc.—do what? 
They simply concentrate in intensified volume these applications 
and demands of every intelligent constituency upon the Kepresent- 
atives that sit here. What is the remedy of the gentleman from 
Illinois to enable this House to more intelligently legislate? Not, 
he says, that men may make speeches, not that they may take 
part in debate, but, that they may know what is going on in this 
House, increase the burden that now prevents this result, 
They are already loaded up, every member of them, with a 
wealth of constituents, with demands that can not be answered 
and leave them time to investigate these questions. How many 
men are there on this floor who even read the bills pending be- 
fore this body, much less investigate them for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether or not they are wise or unwise? 
Mr. GAINES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). Does the gen- 
tleman from Maine yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 
Mr. GAINES. Is it not a fact that the House meets every day 
at 12 o'clock, so as to give us haif a day to attend to tlese clerical 
matters you are asking about, and then we work day and night 
to attend to them? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, that is the way I understand it: in 
order to give the members a chance to go to the Pension Depart- 
| ment, to see the Secretary of the Treasury and the heads of other 
| Departments, in order to perform the office of a great errand boy, 

which could be as well performed by a man drawing a salary of 
twelve or fifteen hundred dollars. When dothe members get the 
time toinvestigate these questions? Does any man know anything 
about any question in detail except the particular question pend- 
ing before his committee? 

The gentleman says this business will be performed by commit- 
tees more hereafter than before. Load up the members of this 
House with increased constituencies, multiply these demands by 
| the swilt mails and by the telegraph and the telephone, so that 
| they can send in their requests and their demands upon members, 

and the business of the House will still more be performed by 

committees, because it will be still more impossible for any man 
| who sits on this tloor and undertakes to represent his constituency 
to have an intelligent apprehension of the business pending before 
this House. Does not every man on this floor know that state- 
ment to be absolutely true? 
| Now, let us provide for that. Let us eliminate that. How? 
| By intensifying the difficulty, increasing the size of the constitu- 
| ency, diminishing the size of the House, loading up the members 
| with this incidental business aside from proper legislation, and 
| you diminish it according to the theory of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Illinois, when the fact is that by such a course you 
inevitably aggravate instead of palliating the evil. The gentleman 
says that under the rules that now exist—let me get his exact lan- 
guage—rules— 


mands are aside from any legislation upon this floor? [Applause. ] 


That can not and ought not to exist in a properly regulated body. 


Referring now to the rules that govern the House in its delib- 
erations, I do not remember that the gentleman arose in his 
place when the question of the adoption oi these rules was pend- 
ing and protested against the adoption of the rules that ought 
not to exist in a properly regulated body. 
When it comes to the question of dispatch, every member who 
sits on the floor knows that under the control of the Speaker and 
the Committee on Rules there is no limit in this body of 357, and 
there would be no limit if it was a body of 500,to the dispatch 
that can be given to business. 
| The report of the Committee on Rules, sustained by a majority, 
| limiting debate, preventing amendments, goes through this House 
so long as the majority, whether it, be Republican or Democratic, 
stands together, and any measure under these rules can be passed 
| in unseemly haste, with undue dispatch, and the fact that there 
are 400 men sitting here has nothing whatever to dowithit. ‘The 

gentleman says these rules ought not to exist to-day. Does he 
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propose to narrow down this House in order that the rules may 
be repealed, or does he propose to allow the House to go on under 
existing rules that ought not to exist and legislate as it has legis- 
lated? 

A little farther on, he says that some committees have been cre- 
ated in order to give places to men who come here, and because it 
is inconvenient to have a largecommittee the House must not have 
its size increased, and members must be loaded up with this out- 
side incidental work to which I have called your attention. The 
size of the Hall, I submit, is a consideration that has no proper 
bearing upon this question whatever. 

The size of this great House, as the representative of a great 
and free people, is not to be circumscribed by wooden walls. We 
do not need to appeal to that proposition here upon this floor, be- 
cause the cuts that have been put in the possession of the mem- 
bers show that the size of this House can be increased and its 
seating capacity be increased by fifteen upon either side and prob- 
ably no man here discover the difference between its seats then 
and its seats now. 

And I submit with all seriousness to the members that if the 
areas in these corners that are now occupied by seats and lounging 
room, and used for purposes of consultation while debate is in 
progress, were entirely filled by seats, so that the whole auditorium 
upon this floor was occupied by seating capacity and only room 
enough left to walk upon the end and in the rear, with an aisle to 
pass back and forth, it would add vastly to the order and the quiet 
of this House. There is no objection upon the ground of the size 
of the room, even if that is an objection, that could properly be 
urged under any circumstances. 

i have but a word to say here on the question of expense, 
although I did ask the gentleman, when he made the statement 
that it would increase the expense $500,000 to $750,000, to give 
these details, which he declined to do. 1 have made a brief com- 
putation of the expense for each additional member, reckoning 
his average mileage at $348, his salary at $5,000, his stationery 
allowance at $125, and his clerk hire at $1,200, making a total of 
$6,673.88, 

Multiplying that by 29 will give in round numbers$200,000. But 
why this spasm of economy right now upon $200,000 a year when 
it is proposed to increase the sizeof this House? Why this desire 
to save that sum for the purpose of preventing an increase in size? 
Why would not some of this economy be wise in connection with 
some of the other great propositions that have been pending here? 
This House without due consideration votes vast sums of money, 
and now it begins to bear down upon the theory of economy be- 
cause it is going to cost too much to have the American people 
properly represented upon the floor of this House. That is an 
argument that the gentleman did not rely upon to any extent, 
and it isan argument that I submit is entitled to no considera- 
tion as against the interests of the people represented. 

I have gone over these matters somewhat hurriedly. I have 
called attention to the various suggestions of the distinguished 
chairman, except as to the ‘Cherokee Strip.” I do not quite un- 
derstand how that has any bearing upon the question whether 
or not this House shall or shall not be increased in size. If the 
Republican majority increases in size, the size of the ‘‘ Cherokee 
Strip” increases. If there was a Democratic majority, the ‘‘ Chero- 
kee Strip” would be located upon the other side. I do not under- 
stand that it is any special mark of reproach, and if it was it 
would be precisely the same with 200 or 300 members, if you di- 
minish the size of the seating capacity so as to have more room 
outside, as you have it and use itnow. So, I submit, there is no 
objection that can be urged with force or weight in that direction. 

Allow me, by way of comparison, to refer to the size of repre- 
sentative bodies in other countries. 

The House of Commons in England consists of 670 members, 
based upon an average ratio of, say, 53,000, with a population of 
40,188,927. That is the great representative body of England. To 
be sure, 40 members constitute a quorum. 

The Chamber of Deputies in France consists of 576 members, 
but a majority of those are required to constitute a quorum. 
Their basis of representation is about 66,000, with a population of 
38,517,975. And is it to be said that 576 people in France can meet 
in an intelligent and orderly manner and transact business and 
that 386 in America can not, because that is the argument—the 
argument of inconvenience and of an unwieldy character. 

The Reichstag of the German Empire consists of 897 members, 
and it takes a majority fora quorum. It is based on a represen- 
tation of 131,687. The population is 52,279,901. 

In Spain, degenerate, medizval Spain, 431 members constitute 
their lower house, their congress, one for every 40,719 of popula- 
tion, and it takes 7) members fora quorum. The population is 
17,550,216, 

In Italy the Chamber of Deputies is composed of 508 members, 
on a basis of 1 to every 57,000, in round numbers, and it takes a 
majority fora quorum. Population, 29,699,785, 
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In Canada the house of commons is composed of 213 members, 
or 1 for every 22,647, and it takes 20 members, with the speaker, 
fora quorum. Its population is 4,823,875. 

In Belgium the House consists of 132 members, 1 forevery 45,757, 
and a majority constitutes a quorum. Population, 6,030,043. 

In Austria it requires 100 to constitute a quorum, and the 
size of their lower body is 353. The lower house of Hungary is 
| composed of 453 members, and the basis of her representation is 1 
for every 92,000, in round numbers, and 100 members constitute 
aqguorum. The population of Austria-Hungary is 41,827,700. 

Sweden has a lower house consisting of 228 members, with a 
basis of representation of about 40,000. I have not the number 
required there for aquorum, Population, 4,784,981. 

The lower house of Japan consists of 300 members, the basis of 
representation being 1 to every 128,000, and one-third of the entire 
number is required to constitute a quorum. Its population is 
41,089,940. 

These popular branches all exist, except in France, under mon- 
archical forms of government, and yet it has been deemed neces- 
sary there, in order properly to protect the rights of constituents, 
to have in the largest instance a basis of representation not greater 
than 123,000, while the basis of representation proposed in the mi- 
| nority bill is 194,000. And I submit that the Republic can ill 
| atford, with these illustrations of popular representation under 
| monarchical forms of government before it, to diminish the size 
| of its representation or increase the ratio upon which it is based. 

Now, I will proceed with an analysis of this bill upon the chair- 
man’s plan. His plan is this: Take the population of a State and 
divide it by the number of Representatives given to it by the bill, 
and thus get the number of inhabitants per Representative. 

The following table gives the basis of representation on this 
theory under both bills: 





State. Majority. | Minority. 





Alabama 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Florida 

Georgia 

OO nT LUMP ERE Neha beens pend 
Indiana 


208, 188 
218, 504 
211, 929 
269, 551 
227, 088 
264, 271 
201, 484 
209, 193 
209, 705 
202, 79% 
210, 070 
214,717 
197, 375 
231, 488 
198, 341 
215, 795 
201, 748 
218, 703 
221,610 
207,111 
213, 707 
205, 794 
209, 296 
207, 522 
210, 423 
207, 897 
206, 768 
210,070 
214, 278 
223, 386 
195,318 
202, 061 
208, 247 
171, 820 
206, 020 
191, 760 
206, 738 


ony Foe 
woi, 7 


203, 188 
173, 080 
185, 438 
179, 701 
181, 671 
176,180 
201, 484 
192, 862 
198, 194 
202, 795 
183, 811 
195, 197 
197,875 
173, 616 
198, 341 
200, 381 
201, 748 
194, 402 
193, 908 
194, 166 
178, 089 
205, 794 
188, 366 
196, 305 
189, 381 
197,978 
206, 768 
196, 941 
214,278 
191, 472 
195,318 
202, 061 
190, 544 
171, 820 
185, 418 
191, 760 
187, 944 
171, 857 


GREG no cvdc ducdés cc cnessccecsucnccese cusses ousesoneesensé 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 


Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 


North Carolina 
Ohio 

Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island. ......-. 
South Carolina 
South Dakota 
‘Tennessee 
Texas 
Vermont 
Virginia 

West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Washington 





This table obviously does not include States with only one Representative. 


Under this bill Colorado has one Representative for every 269,551; 
Florida, for every 264,371; Washington, 257,786; Maine, for every 
231,488. Maine has the highest basis of representation of any State 
after Colorado, Florida, and Washington. Under this bill the 
smallest basis of representation is 171,820 for Vermont, and the 
highest basis 269,551, Colorado, a variation of 97,731. It takes that 
many more people to make a Congressman in Colorado than in 
Vermont; 92,451 more in Florida than in Vermont; or 85,966 more 
in Washington than in Vermont. 

Under the minority bill the lowest basis of representation is 
171,820, in Vermont, and the largest, 214,278, in Rhode Island, or 
a variation of 42,458; and the next highest is 206,768, in Oregon, or 
only about 34,000 variation, and the variation in the committee’s 
bill is morethan double that of the a bill. The distinction 
between the two bills on this point is that the committee's bill has 
a discrepancy of 97,000 and the minority only 42,000. Leaving 
out the States with but two Congressmen, the variation in the 
committee bill is: Lowest, 191,760,in West Virginia, and the high- 
est, 231,488, in Maine, ora difference of 39,728. Underthe minority 
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bill the lowest is 173,080, in Arkansas, and the highest 203,188, 
in Alabama, or a difference of about 30,000. 

How many more men does it take under the committee's bill 
to send a man from Maine than it does in some of the other 
States? Let me read alist, so that the committee can see what 
we are bearing in Maine. If there is any incongruity or dispro- 

yortion in the minority bill it only relates to four States at least. 
{aine is singled out as an illustration, but it can only relate to 
Maine, Nebraska, Kansas, and Virginia; so that only four Repre- 
sentatives would be involved if they have more than they are en- 
titled to, or there are four Representatives out of proportion, 
those States having four more than they should have in compar- 
ison with the balance of the States in the Republic. Assuming a 
disproportion, it exists only in four instances. 

Now, how many more does it takein Maine than in the balance 
of the country to send a Representative to Congress? Twenty- 
eight thousand three hundred more than in Alabama, 30,004 more 
than in Georgia, 28,693 more than in Iowa, 34,115 more than in 
Louisiana, 33,147 more than in Maryland, 15,693 more than in 
Massachusetts, 29,740 more than in Michigan, 25,694 more than 
in New Hampshire, 22,192 more than in New Jersey, 23,966 more 
than in New York, 22,295 more than in Illinois. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Illinois, is there any reason 
why, upon his theory—and I am taking his theory for this analy- 
sis—is there any reason, in equity, justice, or good faith, why it 
takes 22,000 more men in Maine to send a man to Congress than 
it does in Illinois under his bill, 21,065 more than in North Caro- 
lina, 23,591 more than in Uhio, 21,418 more than in Pennsylvania, 
36,170 more than in South Dakota, 29,427 more than in Tennessee, 
28,241 more thanin Texas, 59,868 more than in Vermont, 25,468 
more than in Virginia, 39,728 more than in West Virginia, 24,750 
more than in Wisconsin? Maine has the largest basis of repre- 
sentation of any State, as I have said, after the exclusion of 3. 
Let me analyze this bill, and see how much these other States 
have increased their representation improperly under the com- 
mittee’s bill, on the ratio that is given to Maine. I take the bill 
as it is given by the distinguished chairman of this committee. 

If these States were used in this bill as Maine has been used, 
with her ratio of 231,498, Alabama would have 8 Representa- 
tives—giving the benefit of a majority fraction in each instance— 
instead of 9, as she is allowed; California would have 6 instead of 
7, as she is allowed; Georgia would have 10 instead of 11, as she 
allowed; Illinois would have 21 instead of 23, as she is allowed. 
And right here, while I am on Illinois, let me call the attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the committee, to 
his remarks in the REcorpD. He says: 

If Maine is entitled to a member of Congress for 173,617 people, why not 
make that the ratio? Do you see any objection to that in South Carolina? 

Now, what I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, is, if 173,000 people, in round 
numbers, is sufficient for a member of Congress from Maine, why is not that 


number good in New York; why not in Illinois; why not in Minnesota, and 
South Carolina? 


Now, I turn that question on the chairman. If Maineis to have 
a Representative based on 231,488, why not make that the ratio? 
How would it do to apply that to Illinois? And if it were applied 
to Illinois she would ices two Representatives that she is allowed 
by the terms of the bill under his own analysis. I ask the chair- 
man of this committee to apply his own medicine to his own bill, 
his own analysis; and right here gentlemen will remember that I 
put this question to him: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. Hopkins. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If 26,955, which is your basis in Colorado, is good for a 
Representative there, why not elsewhere? 


And what does the gentleman do? He is avery polite gentle- 
man; he is very courteous on the floor, and when I propounded 
to him that question, which he did not dare to answer on the basis 
of the analysis he was making of the minority bill, he refused to 
answer and declined to be interrupted. I appreciate the distin- 
guished courtesy of the gentleman from Iilinois, but I ask him, 
the chairman of this committee, to apply the logic that he used as 
to the minority bill to Maine and Illinois and take out of his bill 
two Representatives that he reports here in favor of Illinois. 

Indiana on the Maine basis would have only 11 representatives 
instead of 12, asshe isallowed. Iowa would have 10 instead of 11, 
as she is allowed; Kansas would have 6 instead of 7; Kentucky 
would have 9 instead of 10; Louisiana would have 6 instead of 7; 
Maryland would have 5 instead of 6; Massachusetts would have 
12 instead of 13; Michigan would have 10 instead of 12; Missouri 
would have 13 instead 15; New Jersey would have 8 instead of 9; 
New York would have 31 instead of 35, 4 less than she is allowed. 

Now, I ask the gentlemen representing the great State of New 
York if they are prepared, if they have the power and the votes, 
to insist upon the chairman's bill, when, if the same doctrine was 
spunied to New York that the chairman undertakes to apply to 

aine, there would be 4 Kepresentatives that she could not right- 


fully claim? Now, I call the attention of the Representatives of 
these great States to this analysis, following the line of the analy- 
sis made by thechairman of the committee, and suggest that while 
it is ‘‘excellent to have a giant’s strength, it is tyrannous to use 
it like a giant.” 

But to continue. North Carolina, instead of having 9, would 
have 8; Ohio, instead of 21, would have 18; Pennsylvania, instead 
of 30, would have 27; Tennessee, instead of 10, would have; Texas, 
instead of 15, would have 13; Vermont, instead of 2, would have 1; 
Virginia, instead of 9, would have 8; West Virginia, instead of 5, 
would have 4; Wisconsin, instead of 10, would have 9, 

In other words, if this analysis which is applied to Maine were 
applied to every other State in the Union, it would demonstrate 
that the committee bill gives them 34 more Representatives than 
they are rightfully entitled to. 

Take the chairman's plan, apply it to the minority report, and 
it may be upon that analysis that four States have a disproportion- 
ate representation, four small States that stand here to-day at the 
mercy of the great States in this Republic. But on the same 
analysis applied to the majority bill they have 34 Representatives 
in 24 States to which they are not entitled, eight times as large as 
the disproportion that exists on the chairman’s theory under the 
minority bill. The outrage, if outrage there be, on this theory is 
eight times greater under the majority bill than under the mi- 
nority. This is the proposition, and that is why the chairman of 
this committee did not dare to be interrupted on this floor and 
asked to apply to his own bill the same method of analysis that he 
was applying to the bill of the minority. 

Let me go further. Upon this analysis Colorado has a Repre- 
sentative for every 269,551 people. How many Representatives 
would the State of Illinois have if that same ratio was applied to 
Illinois? I ask the gentleman in his own language, why not make 
that theratio? Do you seeany objection to that forIllinois? And 
Illinois on that basis would simply have 18 Representatives, or 5 
less than the chairman of this committee has reported to this 
House. Compare Washington on the same basis, and Illinois 
would have only 19 Representatives. Compare Florida in the 
same manner and Illinois would have only 18. 

I submit it ill becomes the distinguished chairman of this com- 
mittee, in the interest of the bill which is apparently aimed at the 
small States, on this floor to stand here and charge the State of 
Maine with robbing States of their representation under the mi- 
nority bill when the same analysis shows that he has concealed 
about his own person at least five Representatives robbed from 
other States. I submit that it is colossal, monumental, insuffer- 
able, indescribable, ineffable, infamous nerve for a man to stand 
here and thus assail the bill of the minority when his own bill on 
that analysis is so monstrous and so infamous. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said all I care to say in connection with 
this measure at this time. The State of Maine, with these other 
small States, stands here at the mercy of this House of Represent- 
atives. I do not agree with the proposition of the chairman of 
this committee, that it makes no Dilivcass to a State whether its 
representation is increased pro rata with that of other States. 

It makes no difference, perhaps, to the population of the State, 
but it makes a vast difference to the State as an entity. When 
vou cut down Maine one Representative, you cut her representa- 
tion down 25 percent. If youcutdown New York one Represent- 
ative or add one, you subtract or add only one thirty-seventh of 
the whole representation of the State. It makes a vast difference 
to a small State whether the State has four men or three to rep- 
resent it. 

I appeal from the malevolence of the chairman of this committee 
to the sense of candor, good faith, honesty, and fair-minded judg- 
ment upon the part of the members of this House on either side 
of this Chamber. TheState of Maine stands here no suppliant at 
the doors of this House, she simply asks for fair play. She has a 
record in this House of which she may well be proud, It is a 
pride in which the whole country may well join her. 

There is no line of her record that she desires to erase; there is 
no page that she has any occasion to turn down. However she 
may be treated by the House in this apportionment—whether her 
influence in this body shall be diminished 25 per cent or main- 
tained as it stands to-day—the State of Maine will always stand 
as she has ever stood, foremost among the champions of liberty 
and freedom and everything that makes for a higher Christian 
civilization. I appeal, I say, in the last resort to the sense of can- 
dor, fairness, good faith, and justice upon the part of the members 
of this House. Let no State be crippled in her representation. 
[Loud applause. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, by arrangement with the gentle- 
man from Maine [ Mr. BurLeIGcH], it has been agreed that one hour 
be given now to the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. SHatTuc}. one half 
of the time to be taken from that controlled by the gentieman from 
Maine and the other half from that controlled by myself. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SHATTUC] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, the President, in his message to 
this House, recommended that we proceed in a constitutional man- 
ner to determine the question of apportionment for the next ten 
years. 

The resolution which I have offered is designed to facilitate the 
efforts of the members of this body in clearing the way of all ob- 
stacles, so that we may proceed intelligently in the manner pre- 
scribed by the Constitution in the performance of this great duty, 
with justice to the citizens of every State of the Union and with | 
justice to Congress itself, for it involves the very structure of this 
be nly. 

There are many questions that can enter into a debate as to the | 
manner in which this House of Representatives of the people of | 
the sovereign States shall be constituted; questions which affect 
us all; questions which appeal to our own individual interests; | 
but I do not rise to speak concerning these. 

I rise to debate a question, which, paradoxical as it may seem, 
is to my mind undebatable—whether we shall proceed to appor- 
tion the representation in this body among the respective States 
in the manner prescribed by the Constitution. 

It would seem that quite a number of the members of this body, | 
probably engaged in the solution of matters of more interest to 
them, have given to this subject of apportionment but little of 
their attention, and therefore have, I may say, overlooked what 
appeals to me as being the vital part of the whole matter. 

Indeed, the only motive which prompts me now is based on the 
belief that if the real point at issue in this great question can be 
mde clear, there should not be a dissenting voice in all this body 
when the question of obeying the Constitution and its provisions 
is involved. 

I can not believe that there is a single member of this body who 
would vote in the negative if the question were put, ‘‘Shall we 
obey the plainly written terms of the Constitution?” 

Whether the fourteenth amendment or any other section of 
the Constitution affecting this matter is wise or just, or neither, 
is not for this House to determine; the question is whether or not 
we are to obey its plain provisions. 

I do not desire to invoke the spirits of the past; to summon the | 
ghosts of thirty odd years ago when these questions were the sub- 
jects of debate and discussion in these historic halls, when men 
whose places in the annals of the nation is fixed for all time in- 
dulged in brilliant argument upon these important questions. 

All that is past. 

The plain fact remains that, after all this discussion, certain | 
orovisions in regard to the manner of apportioning representation | 
in this House were placed in the Constitution and are now a part 
of the first law in the land. 

We, the constitutional representatives of the people, find them 
there. 

Are we to obey them or are we to disobey them? 

Have we the power, the right, to declare that these plainly stated 
provisions are unjust, are unwise, and that therefore we are not 
compelled to obey them? 

Have we the power, the right, to declare that these plainly stated 
provisions are contrary to the spirit of American institutions, and 
that therefore we are not compelled to obey them? 

Have we the power, the right, to declare that these plainly stated 
provisions are opposed to our political interests, and that there- 
fore weare not compelled to obey them? 

There should not be a man in this House to-day who dares take 
his stand on that position and defend it before the people whom 
he represents. 

There should not be one within the hearing of my voice who 
dares to declare: ‘‘I will not obey the Constitution of the United 
States,” an oath to support and obey which has been taken by 
every member of this body. 





I am not a lawyer, certainly not a constitutional lawyer, a va- | 


riety which, about election time, seems omnipresent. 


1 might hesitate in taking the floor and the mitiative in insisting | 


that we proceed regularly in accordance with the plain provisions 
of the law if there was any doubt as to the meaning of the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution. 

lf there was a fine question of constitutional law involved, I 
should leave the floor to the learned brethren of the legal frater- 
nity, though I must, as a layman, admit that my long service in | 
this House has not impressed me with the infallibility of judg- 
ment of any or all of these great legal lights, for I do not now re- | 
call one important subject ever presented here concerning the 
legal aspects of which more than one member entertained exactly 
the same opinion. 

But, I find that the provisions of the Constitution relating to 
this question are so plain that there can be no doubting or quib- 
bling as to their meaning. 


| House shall be made. 


JANUARY 5, 


I find that they are not only plain but mandatory in their 
phraseology and meaning. 

_Section 2 of the fourteenth amendment prescribes the constitu- 
tional manner in which the apportionment of membership in this 
It says: 

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States accordin 
to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of personsin eac 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at any elec- 
tion for the choice of electorsfor Presidentand Vice-President of the United 
States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a 
State, or the membersof the legislature thereof, is denied toany of the male 
members of such State, being 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, 


| or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other crime, 


the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion which 
the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male 
citizens 21 years of age in such State. 
No other wording, no other phrasing, could make the proposi- 
tion more lucid; no other wording could make it more mandatory. 
The Constitution declares how this apportionment ‘‘ shall” be 


| made in unequivocal terms. 


It does not say how it ‘‘may” be made, but declares how it 
‘*shall” be made, 

In making the apportionment for the next ten years, shall we 
reduce the basis of representation in those States wherein the 
right to vote has been abridged in the proportion which the num- 
ber of such male members shall bear to the whole number of male 
citizens 21 years of age? 

The Constitution says we shall. 

There is but one course before this House; there is but one man- 
ner of procedure—that prescribed by the Constitution. 

I will draw no fanciful picture of what may happen if we pro- 


| ceed to apportion the membership in the House of Representa- 


tives for ten years in an unconstitutiona! manner. 

lt may lay succeeding bodies open to the most widespread at- 
tack—a vital attack—an attack upon all or any legislation that it 
may enact, upon the ground that it was passed by a House con- 
stituted in an unconstitutional manner. Such an eventuality 
may seem farfetched, but there exists a possibility of future con- 
tention on this purely incidental question. 

We heard a great deal during the last election about the Con- 
stitution. 

The peerless leader who four years ago led the hordes of 
Democracy to a political Moscow; the heaven-sent leader who less 
than two months ago led the fanatical forces of free silver toa 
political Waterloo, still sits in his St. Helena beside the Platte 
and croaks in mystical and solemn phrase about the ‘‘ Constitu- 


| tion following the flag.” 


I do not know whether it does or not. 

I am waiting for the grave and reverend justices of the Supreme 
Court to tell me. 

3ut I do know that I followed the flag for about three years, 
and, judging from the experiences of that time, if it is decided 
that the Constitution is to follow the flag very closely the Consti- 
tution is coming in for some pretty hard knocks. 

And I remember that in those days the gentlemen who then 
composed the party of the opposition, too, used the cry that the 
‘*Constitution followed the flag,” and I remember that the Val- 
landighams, the Knights of the Golden Circle, and all the ** cop- 
perheads” of that time fought usin the rear because they said we 


| were not carrying the Constitution with us into battle; that the 
| Constitution was not following the flag, and that our acts were 
| unconstitutional. 


Aslam nota lawyer I will not decide on that point now, but 
whether we were proceeding in a perfectly constitutional manner 
in what we did or not, Ido know that when we got home again 


| we sent to this House of Representatives and to the various legis- 


latures men who placed amendments in the Constitution which 
completed the work we had done. 

One of these acts was the fourteenth amendment. 

I thought then these representatives acted wisely, and I have 
not changed my mind. 

But it appears that the fourteenth amendment has never been 
made operative. 

Each decade, when the bill for apportionment came up for ac- 
tion, it was discussed—sometimes bitterly—but no action was 
taken in conformity with it. 

Congress still proceeded in making the apportionment on the 
old plan—on the basis of population. 

At first, in 1872, after a heated discussion, it did copy the four- 
teenth amendment into the bill providing for the apportionment, 


| but it did nothing toward making it operative. 


It was simply a reaffirmation, a notice that Congress knew 
there was such a thing as the fourteenth amendment, 

Congresses of those times, I believe, were led to ignore the four- 
teenth amendment through two causes— 

First. A doubting as to what the fourteenth amendment meant 
in certain cases. 

Second. The fact that the abridgment of the electorate in any 
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State by the specific action of that State was very slight. and 
might not have affected the apportionment allotted to that State. 
When in former Congresses, before which the question of ap- 
rtionment came, it was urged that the right to vote in certain 
Southern States was being denied by the operations of the Ku- 
klux Klan—through what the Senator from South Carolina and 
the Democratic custodian of the Declaration of Independence de- 
fends as a system of ‘fraud and intimidation ”—the point was 
made by the Democratic members that these denials, these abridg- 
ments of the electorates, were the acts of individuals and not of 
States, and that in consequence the fourteenth amendment was 
not applicable and could not become so until the States acted. 
Congress seemed to take that view, for nothing was done. 

But within the last decade, in the picturesque words of the 
same statesmen I have quoted, the politicians in these States 
‘‘grew tired” of their bloody work. 

They sought to do by process of law what they had theretofore 
done in defiance of the law. 

In four of these States in the past ten years they have placed 
amendments in their constitutions and have placed laws upon 
their statute books that disfranchised from 40 to 50 per cent of 
the voters of their States. 

The defense employed in the seventies, that the abridgment of 
the electorate was the act of individuals and not of the State, no 
longer holds good. 


In four of the Southern States the denial of the right to vote to | 


40 or 50 per cent of the male members, 21 years of age or over, 


and citizens of the United States, is no longer the act of indi- | 


viduals but of the States. 

The doubts and quibbles of former years can not be said to exist 
now to obstruct the application of the provisions of the fourteenth 
amendment, 

The very argument that was presented then to defend, to-day 
convicts. 


To my mind, the first cause which led former Congresses to | 
refrain from action has now entirely disappeared in these four | 


instances, 

Coming to the second cause we find that in 1870 there were 
three States that had abridged their electorates—California, Con- 
necticut, and Massachusetts. 

In these three States there was a constitutional provision for an 
educational qualification, which disfranchised a certain per- 
centage of the electorate—namely, the illiterates. 

But, in those States, the percentage of illiteracy is very light, 
averaging about 6 per cent. 

The basis of representation would hardly have been affected in 


those States had the fourteenth amendment been conformed with. | 


An examination into the election laws of the various States re- 
veals an astonishing tendency at this time to abridge their elect- 
orates. 

When the Congress which adopted the existing apportionment 
discussed the matter ten years ago but three States had abridged 
their electorate by action of the State, and in these the percentage 
of disfranchised males was but 6 per cent. 


But since that time similar policies have been adopted by other | 
States, and to-day we face the fact that ten of the forty-five States | 


of this Union have abridged their electorates, and that in these the 


percentage of males 21 years of age and over, disfranchised, aver- | 


ages over 20 per cent. 

The constitutions of several other States permit such an abridg- 
ment. 

Besides, there are other States preparing to adopt these policies 
and to disfranchise thousands of men who to-day hold the right 
of franchise. 

In view of this remarkable tendency it is inconceivable that 
Congress can longer permit the fourteenth amendment to remain 
a dead letter, and to pass a bill making an apportionment based 
solely upon the population and neglecting the proviso which ap- 
plies to all States which haye abridged their electorate. 

We will not review the past by any discussion of the question 
as to whether the provisions of the fourteenth amendment should 


have been made effective when the last apportionment was made | 


ten years ago. 
e find to-day conditions existing which make its enforcement 
imperative. 
I do not propose to discuss at this time whether the reasons 


given for these abridgments by the people of the various States | 


are valid or not, though I have pronounced views on the subject 
and shall no doubt take occasion to express them in this House at 
some future time. 

I do not propose to enter into any long discussion on the rights 
of man at this time, for such a discussion could only befog the 
situation and render our duty less clear. 

I am simply pointing out the conditions as they exist; I am 
simply pointing out that the time has come when the tendency of 
the States to abridge their electorates has grown to such propor- 


tions as to demand that this Congress shall proceed in a constitu- 
tional manner in making the new apportionment. 

Ido not say that States have not the right to establish educa- 
tional qualifications for their électors, but I do maintain that when 
they have done so they must pay the penalty prescribed in the 
Constitution, and have their representation abridged proportion- 
ately. 

[ x0 not say that we shall punish only Louisiana; I do not say 
that we shall punish only Massachusetts; I do not say that we 
shall punish only California; but I do say and insist, as the repre- 
sentative of a State in which every male member 21 years of age 
and over is guaranteed the sacred right of franchise, that there is 
a constitutional remedy prescribed for their acts, and I do demand 
that that remedy be applied. 

In order that some understanding of the question may be gained 
I will briefly sketch the character of the electoral qualifications 
in the States comprising each of our four great geographical sub- 
divisions: 

In the eleven States comprising the North Atlantic division— 
Maine, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Vermont, Rhode Island, Delaware, and 
Maryland—are to be found four States which require an educa- 
tional qualification for suffrage. 

These are Connecticut and Massachusetts, which adopted the 
requirement in the middle of the century, and Maine and Dela- 
ware, which have adopted it within the last decade. 

An attempt to place an educational provision in the new Rhode 
Island constitution resulted in its rejection by the people in 1899. 

The old property qualifications which existed formerly in several 
| of these States have been swept away, Rhode Island, a dozen 
years ago, being the last state to wipe them out as a requisite 
| to suffrage. 
| The demand for a poll tax has also grown in disfavor in this 
section. 

In Pennsylvania, however, @ man must have paid a State or 
county tax within two years to be eligible to vote. 

In Massachusetts before a man can register he must prove that 
he has been assessed to the payment of a poll tax. 

In New Hampshire a man who has been excused at his own re- 
quest from the payment of a tax may not vote unless he first 
| make a tender of the amount of the tax. 

In the Central Northern States—Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wis- 
| consin, lowa, Michigan. Minnesota, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, 
and Kentucky—are to be found no abridgment of the electorate. 

On the centrary, we find extensions not found in the Southern 
| or Atlantic States in regard to Indian citizenship and suffrage. 

Michigan and Wisconsin grant a vote to Indians not in the 
tribal relation. Minnesota admits to the sufirage persons of 
mixed white and Indian b'ood who have adopted the customs and 
habits of civilization, and also pure-blooded indians, who upon 
| examination before any district court of the State may prove that 
| they have adopted the language, habits, and customs of civili- 

zation and shall be pronounced by the court capable of enjoying 
| the rights of citizenship within the State. 

It may be interesting to note that the number of Indians and 
half-breeds in Minnesota entitled to vote under this provision is 
1,342. 

Another peculiarity is the extension of the right of suffrage on 
| State affairs in five of these States—Indiana, Wisconsin, Missouri, 
Kansas, and Nebraska—to aliens. There are no poll-tax require- 
ments in the States of this division. 
| Indiana alone of this division disqualifies United States soldiers, 

sailors, and marines from the right of suffrage. 
| Inthe western division of States—California, Oregon, Nevada, 
| Colorado, North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Washington, 
| Idaho, Wyoming, and Utah—we again find a multitude of diverse 
| provisions for an abridgment of the electorate, seemingly depend- 
| ent upon local conditions. 
| California and Nevada exclude all natives of China; Idaho, ‘‘ Chi- 
| nese or persons of Mongolian descent not born in the United 
| States.” 
Oregon, ‘* No negro, Chinaman, or mulatto shall have the right 
| of suffrage,” the disqualification so far as it refers to negroes and 
mulattoes being obsolete. 
| Washington, Idaho, and North Dakota specifically exclude from 
suffrage Indians who have not renounced the tribal relation. 

The constitution of Idaho disqualifies any person ‘‘ who is a 
bigamist or polygamist, or is living in what is known as a patri- 
archal, plural, or celestial marriage,” or who ‘‘in any manner 
| teaches, advises, counsels, or contributes to the support of any 
| order, organization, association, corporation, or society” which 
| gives countenance to them. 

Wyoming has a constitutional limitation of the suffrage to 
those who can read the constitution. 

California requires that voters be able to read the constitution 
and write their names. 
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In 1896 Washington adopted an amendment disqualifying future 
applicants for the suffrage who should not be able to speak and 
read the English language, but the amendment is not in force, as 
the legislature has passed ng law prescribing a method by which 
this ability may be determined. 

The Colorado constitution authorizes the general assembly to 
prescribe an educational qualification, stipulating, however, that 
no qualified voter shall be thereby deprived of the right to vote. 

North Dakota last year adopted a constitutional amendment 
providing not only that ‘‘the legislature shall by law establish an 
educational test as a qualification,” but also that it ‘‘may pre- 
scribe penalties for failing, neglecting, or refusing to vote at any 
general election.” 

In none of these States is the payment of a poll tax made a pre- 
requisite to voting, although Nevada's constitution authorizes 
such a requirement. 

The precedent established in the New England States of requir- 
ing educational qualifications of the elector during the past decade 
developed rapidly in the Southern mind, seeking coatly for some 
method to shake off the so-called negro problem. 

It developed in various forms, as will be shown later, but no- 
where to the extent of wholesale disfranchisement as in four of 
the States—Mississippi, Louisiana, South Carolina, and North 
Carolina. 

Even in the South these four States occupy a position of their 
own in this matter which requires discussion. 

Mississippi led the way. 

She had refused to accept a suggestion from President Johnson 
that the ballot be given to negroes who possessed a little property 
and who could read and write, and was forced to accept a consti- 
tution which not only admitted to the suffrage all male citizens of 
the United States possessing certain age and residence qualifica- 
tions, but which also prohibited the imposing of any property or 
educational qualifications before 1885. 

Acotinaiy, a few years after this proscription had expired we 
find her naturally turning to a new constitution in which the de- 
sired changes could be made. 

It is consequently no surprise that the constitution adopted in 
1890 contains the qualification for an educational test, in the re- 
quirement that on and after January 1, 1892, every elector, in 
addition to the other qualifications, should be ‘‘ able to read any 
section of the constitution of this State,or * * * to under- 
stand the same when read to him, or give a reasonable interpre- 
tation thereof.” (Article XII, sec. 244, Constitution of Missis- 
sippi.) The payment of a poll tax is also required. 

his provision was upheld in the State courts and in the 

Supreme Court of the United States, in which it was held that— 

The provisions * * * in section 244 of the constitution of Mississippi, 
making the ability to read any section of the constitution, or to understand 
it when read, as a necessary qualification to a legal voter * * * do not 
amount to a denial of the equal protection of the law secured by the tour- 
teenth amendment tothe Constitution, and it hasnot been shown that their 
administration was evil, but only that evil was possible under them. 

Encouraged by the decision of the Mississippi courts, for the 
United States Supreme Court decision was not rendered until 
April 25, 1898, South Carolina called a constitutional convention 
for asimilar purpose. 

Its convention of 1895 adopted substantially the same provi- 
sions for immediate effect, but only as a temporary measure. 

Up to January 1, 1898, all males of voting age— 

Who can read any section of this constitution submitted to them by the 


registration officer, or understand and explain it when read to them by the 
registration officer, shall be entitled to register and become (permanent) 


electors. 

After that period these qualifications were replaced for all new 
applicants for registration by the following: 

The applicant must be able to read and write any section of the constitu- 
tion submitted to him by the registration officer, or show that he owns and 
has paid taxes collectible during the previous year on property within the 
State assessed at $300 or more. 

Inspired by the success of Mississippi and South Carolina in 
abridging the negro vote by these measures, in 1898 Louisiana 
called a constitutional convention to deal with the matter. 

As South Carolina had exceeded Mississippi by providing a prop- 
erty qualification, so Louisiana outdid both by making a new con- 
tribution to this class of legislation. The educational test was 
made more rigorous by requiring the writing out of an applica- 
tion for registration, involving an elaborate formula of 75 words, 
while the property option was made the same as fixed by South 
Carolina. 

Then came the new provision, which allowed three months and 
a half for any man to secure his registration as a voter for life 
who, while possessing neither the property nor the educational 
qualifications, could prove that— 


On January 1, 1867, or any date prior thereto, he was entitled to vote under 
the constitution or statutes of any State of the United States wherein he 
then resided, or that he was the son or grandson of some such person not 
less than 21 years of age at the date of the adoption of this constitution. 
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North Carolina followed in August, 1900, by adopting an amend- 
ment to the constitution which requires that the candidate for 
registration shall be able to read and write any section of the con- 
stitution in the English language, unless he registers as one who 
was a legal voter on or before January 1, 1867, or as ‘‘a lineal de- 
scendant of any such person.” 

The payment of a poll tax for the previous year is required, but 
no property qualification. ; 

‘‘Lineal descendants” are allowed until December 1, 1908, for 
their registration. ad 

Two other Southern States, Alabama and Virginia, are prepar- 
ing tocall conventions for the purpose of effecting similar abridg- 
ments of the electorate. Georgia defeated the proposition, but in 
the new legislature a bill for the same purpose has been introduced. 

In 1890 in Mississippi the colored males of voting age were 150,- 
436 and the white males of voting age 121,504, a total electorate of 
271,940. 

The workings of the new constitution reduced the registered 
colored electors to 16,234 and the registered white electors to 
109,337, or a total electorate of 125,571. 

This is an abridgment of 146,369, or 54 per cent. 

There is a vagueness to these statistics, because it is not shown 
how many voters eligible to register under the new law failed for 
reasons other than legal to do so. 

They show, however, the extent of the abridgment. _ 

In 1897, under the operations of the old law in Louisiana, we 
find there was a registration of 164,088 white electors and 130,344 
colored electors. 

Under the new law the registration in 1898 was 74,133 white and 
62,402 colored electors. 

This is an abridgment of the 294,432 voters of 1897 to 136,535, 
or of 157,897, or 53 per cent. 

Having shown a general abridgment, irrespective of sectional 
lines, of the electorate in a number of the States, it is of moment 
to inquire into the manner in which the applications of the pe- 
nalizing provisions of the fourteenth amendment would affect the 
representation in Congress. 

It is the purpose of my resolution to secure information through 
official channels that is needed. Estimates can be made from 
incomplete and scattered data, but these are not sufficient for 
Congress to act upon. : 

From such as have been available I estimate the proportion of 
males over 21 and citizens of the United States who have been 
disfranchised by the action of the States to be as follows: _ 

California, 7.7; Connecticut, 5.3; Delaware, 14.3; Louisiana, 
45.8; Maine, 5.5; Massachusetts, 6.2; Mississippi, 40; North Caro- 
lina, 35.7; South Carolina, 45; Wyoming, 3.4. 

The Committee on Census has prepared majority and minority 
reports to this House on this matter. ‘ 

o my mind neither answers the requirements of the Constitu- 
tion. 

The majority report is one which is absolutely in defiance of the 
Constitution in that it makes population alone the basis of repre- 
sentation, while it ignores the fact that in 10 States the electorates 
have been abridged an average of 21 per cent. 

The minority report is defective in that, while it is based upon 
the fourteenth amendment, the information which Congress must 
have upon the matier before it can proceed has not as yet been 
gathered. 

It is incomplete, and therefore unsatisfactory, but it is far pref- 
erable to the other, because it attempts, though in a crude fashion, 
to comply with the requirements of the Constitution. 

The resolution I offered is as follows, viz: 

Whereas the continued enjoyment of full representation in this House by 
any State which has, for reasons other than participation in rebellion or other 
crime, denied to any of the male inhabitants thereof, being 21 years of age 
and citizens of the United States, the right to vote for Representatives in 
Congress, Presidential electors, and other specified officers, is in direct viola- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
which declares that in such case ‘‘ the basis of representation therein shall be 
reduced in the proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear 
to the whole number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State,’ and is an 
invasion of the rights and dignity of this House and of its members, and an 
infringement upon the rights and privileges in this House of other States and 
their Representatives; and 

Whereas the States of Massachusetts, Maine, Connecticut, Delaware, Cali- 
fornia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Wyoming, 
Oregon, and other States do, by the provisions of the constitutions and stat- 
utes of such States, and for reasons other than participation in rebellion or 
other crime, deny the right to vote for members of Congress and Presiden- 
tial electors, as well as the executive and judicial officers of such States and 
members of the legislatures thereof, to male inhabitants 21 years of age and 
over and citizens of the United States; and such denial in certain of the said 
States extends to more than one-half of those who prior to the last apportion- 
ment of representation were entitled to vote in such States; and 


Whereas in order that the apportionment of membership of the House of 

Pappetenteqeens may be determined in aconstitutional manner: Therefore, 
e it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Director of the Census 
is hereby directed to furnish this House, at the earliest possible moment, the 
following information: 

First. The total number of male citizens of the United States over 21 years 
of age in each of the several States of the Union. 


age 


1901. 





Second. The total number of male citizens of the United States over 21 
vears of age who, by reason of State constitutional limitations or State leg- 


islation, are denied the right of suffrage, whether such denial exists on ac- 
count of illiteracy, on account of pauperism, on account of polygamy, or on 
account of property qualifications, or for —- other reason. 

Resolved further, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives is 
hereby authorized and directed to appoint a select committee of five mem- 
bers from the membership of the Census Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who shall investigate the question of the alleged abridgment of 
the elective franchise for any of the causes mentioned inall the States of the 
Union in which constitutional or legislative restrictions on the right of suf- 
frage are claimed to exist, and that such committee report its findings within 
twenty days from the date of the adoption of this resolution to the said Cen- 
sus Committee, and that within one week after the said report shall have 
been received by the Census Committee the Census Committee shall return 
a bill to the House of Representatives providing for the apportionment of 
the membership of the House of Representatives based on the provisions of 
the fourteenth amendment tothe Constitution of the United States. 


The purpose of the resolution is to enable Congress to proceed 
in a fair and just manner to comply with the Constitution. 

It is offered with the object that Congress may secure and have 
before it that information which it must possess in order that it 
may act not only intelligently but justly. 

With this information before us and guided by the Constitution 
we can do no man and no State an injustice; we will be true to 
our people, to the State, and to the Constitution. 

To those who may declare that if we proceed in a constitutional 
manner, as the President has recommended, and as is our duty, 
we will arouse the slumbering fires of sectional hate, it is but 
necessary to recall the fact that of the States which have abridged 
their electorate and which should suffer the penalty prescribed in 
the fourteenth amendment, but four are in the South. 

In the midst of a reunited nation, when many of the men who 
served the South most faithfully in the sixties are now serving 
beneath the Stars and Stripes; when the sons of men who fought 
each other years ago are serving side by side in far-off Luzon in 
support of the nation’s sovereignty, there can be no sectionalism. 

We want no South, we want no North, we want no East, we 
want no West. 

We want only one country—America! 

In a reunited country the demand that the provisions of the 
Constitution be complied with can not be construed as section- 
alism. 

The declaration that they shall not be carried out because one 
geographical section is opposed to them is the acme of section- 
alism. 

The cry of sectionalism can not come from men who are seek- 


ing to enforce provisions which apply to the whole country, to | 


every State which has abridged its electorate, no matter what its 
geographical location may be, whether East or West, North or 
South. 

Such a cry can not come from men who contend that Massa- 
chusetts as well as Louisiana shall be subjected to the provisions 


of the Constitution, that California must be amenable to the | 


same provisions as the State of Maine. 

No, the responsibility for the cry of sectionalism, if it be raised, 
must come from the other side—irom the men who would know 
only the geographical bounds of a State, who would repeat that 


what is law in California must not be applied to Maine, that what | 


is law in Massachusetts must not be applied to Louisiana. 

They are the sectionalists; not we, who seek to make the Con- 
stitution apply to every State in the Union. 

Those who would seek to find in this the old race question do 
not deserve recognition. 

The constitutionality of the ‘‘ grandfather clauses” in the con- 
stitutions of the States of North Carolina and Louisiana, which 
were openly adopted with the expressed view of annulling the 
fifteenth amendment, must sooner or later be passed upon by the 
Supreme Court. 

That body will decide whether or not they are in conformity 
with the amendment which declares that no exception shall be 
made in citizenship because of ‘‘race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude.” 

The educational qualification is not a racial one where no ex- 
ception is made in favor of ignorant white citizens over ignorant 
colored citizens. 

But in some of the States the exception is made in favor of igno- 
rant white citizens over ignorant colored citizens. 

Massachusetts disqualities the illiterate black citizen as well as 
the illiterate white one. 

The law of Mississippi disfranchises the ignorant white voter as 
well as the ignorant black one. 

The leaders of the colored race to-day do not oppose an educa- 
tional test for the citizenship, provided the law is applied univer- 
sally in the State. 

Booker Washington, the ablest living leader of his race, has 
been quoted asin favor of an educational qualification for both 
— and blacks, and is bending every effort to educate his peo- 
ple. 
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A conference of representative colored men of the country, held 
in Boston last summer, was not opposed to the educational test 
for citizenship when it was applied impartially to both whites and 
blacks. 

I do not quote this in support of any argument for an educa- 
tional test, but solely toshow that the colored people of this nation 
are not opposing an educational test when it is one of that char- 
acter and one applicable to the illiterate, no matter what may be 
the color of his skin. 

When we find the leaders of the colored race and the leaders of 
the whites agreed upon the necessity for an educational test there 
is no ground to cry that we are raising the race question. 

When such a cry is raised the responsibility must rest on other 
shoulders; it must rest on those who would seek to cloak their 
real purposes behind an appeal to men’s passions. [Loud ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of this great question I sin- 
cerely hope that all discussion of the matters involved may be free 
from relation to such themes as racial issues and sectionalism, 
which would but retard the progress of the investigation I have sug- 
gested. Let us keep straight to the great issue involved in this 
whole question. Let us givetoevery State inthe Union its propor- 
tionate representation in this great body guaranteed by the Consti- 
tution. To act with justice to our people, to the States, and to the 
House we must have brought here all the facts of disqualifications 
in all the States;.;we must know beyond all question of doubt what 
restrictions the electorate is subjected to in each and in all the 


| States before we can act with intelligence, wisdom, or justice upon 


this matter. Let us obey the Constitution. 
I desire to append to my remarks the following table showing 


| the restrictions of the electorate in the various States of the 


Union: 

States. EN Persons excluded from suffrage. 
Alabama ..-.- Citizen of United States, Convicted of treason or other 
or alien who has de- crime punishable by impris- 

clared intention. | onment, idiots, or insane. 
Arkansas -...-.. Citizen of United States, | Idiots, insane, convicted of fel- 
or alien who has de-| ony until pardoned, failure 
clared intention. | to pay poll tax, United States 

| soldiers on duty in State. 
| California. ...... Citizen by nativity, natu- | Chinese, insane, embezzlers of 
ralization, or treaty of | public moneys, convicted of 
Queretaro. infamous crime, person una- 
ble to read Constitution in 
English, and to write his name. 
| Colorado.......- Citizen or alien, male or | Under guardianship, insane, 


female, who has de- | 
clared intention 4 
months prior to elec- 
tion. 
Citizen of United States..| Convicted of felony or theft, 
: | unless pardoned. Person un- 
} able to read Constitution or 
ba . | statutes. 
Delaware ....... Citizen who has paid reg- | Idiots, insane, paupers, felons. 
istration fee of $1. | Person who can not read the 
English language and write 
his name. 


idiots, or imprisoned. 


Connecticut -.... 


Florida .......... Citizen of United States..| Insane, under guardianship, 
convicted of felony or any in- 
famous crime. 

| Georgia ..s...... Citizen of the United | Idiots, insane, convicted of 

States who has paidali | crime punishable by impris- 
| his taxes since Is77. onment until pardoned, fail- 
| j ure to pay taxes 

BN sacccecenc | Citizen of the United | Under guardianship, idiots, in- 
States,male orfemale. | sane, convicted of felony, 

| treason, or embezzlement of 
| public funds, polygamist or 
| bigamist. 
} Illinois ..........| Citizen of the Wnited | Convicted of felony. 
States. | 

ee Citizen of United States, | Convicted of crime and dis- 

or alien who has de-/| franchised by judgment of 
| clared intention and re- the court, United States sol- 
| sided 1 year in United |  diers, sailors, and marines. 
| States and 6 months in 

State. 

DIR accnie cnet Citizen of the United | Idiots, insane, convicted of 
States. infamous crime. 

i ee Citizen of United States, | Felons, insane, duelists, rebels, 
alien who has declared not restored to citizenship, 
intention, or treatie under guardianship, public 
with Mexico. embezzlers, offering or accept- 

ing a bribe 

Kentucky. ...... Citizen of the United Treason, felony, bribery at 

| es States. election. 

Louisiana....... Citizen of United States | Idiots, insane, convicted of trea- 


or alien who has de- 


, ‘ son, embezzlement of pabiic 
clared intention. 


funds, all crime punishable by 
imprisonment in penitentia- 
ry, persons unable toread and 
write, and not owning prop- 
. erty in the State assessed at 
$300, or not the son or grand- 
son of a citizen of the United 
States prior to Jan. 1, 1567, 
—— who has not paid poll 
x. 





Maryland 


Massachusetts 


Michigan 


Minnesota 


Mississippi 


Missouri 


Montana........ 


Nebraska ....... 


Nevada 
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: 


ship. 


Citizen of the 


States. 


Citizen of the 


States. 


Citizen of the United 


States. 


| 
Citizen or inhabitant who | 


bas declared intention 
under United States 
laws 6 months before 
election and lived in 
State 2} years. 

Citizen of United States 
or alien who has de- 
clared intention, 
civilized Indians. 

Citizen of the United 
States. 


Citizen of United States 
or alien who has de- 
clared intention not less 
than 1 year or more 
than 5 before offering 
to vote. 

Citizen of the United 
States 


Citizen of United States 
or alien who has de- 
clared intention. 

| Citizen of the 
States. 


United 


New Hampshire Citizen of United States 


New Jersey-..- 


New York . 


Nortb Carolina 


North Dakota 


Ohio . 


Oregon 


Pennsylvania 


Rhode Island 


South Carolina 


South Dakota 
Tennessee ... 


Raia d 


Citizen of the United 
States or alien who has 
deciared intention 30 
days prior to election. 

Citizen who shall have 
been a citizen for 
days. 

Citizen of 

| States. 


the United 


Citizen of the 
States, alien who has de- 
clared intention 1 year, 
and civilized Indian 

| Citizen of the 

States. 


Citizen of United States 
or alien who has de- 
eclared intention 
year preceding election. 

Citizen of the United 
States at least 1 month, 
and if 22 years old or 
more, must have paid 
tax within 2 years 

Citizen of the United 
States. 





Citizen of the United 


States. 


| 
Citizen of the United 

States or alien who has 
declared intention 

| Citizen of the United 

| States who has paid poll 

| tax of preceding year 

| Ctizen of the United 

| States or alien who has 

| declared intention. 

| Citizen, male and female 

} 

of the 


| Citizen United 


States. 


and 


United | 


United | 


one | 


| 
United | Paupers, 


United | 





| 


90 | 





i 


| Convicted 


Persons excluded from suffrage. 


rsons under guardi- 

ans ip. ndians not taxed, and 

in 1893 all new voters who 
can not read the Constitution 
or write their own names in 
English. 

Convicted of larceny or other 
infamous crime, unless par- 
doned, persons convicted of 
bribery. 

Paupers and persons under 
guardianship, person who can 
not read Constitution in Eng- 
lish and write his name. 

Indians, duelists and accesso- 
ries. 


Convicted of treason or felony, 
unless pardoned, persons un- 
der guardianship or insane. 


Insane, idiots, Indians not 
taxed, felons, persons who 
have not paid taxes, persons 
who can not read or under- 
stand Constitution. 

United States soldiers and ma- 
rines, paupers, criminals con- 
victed once until pardoned, 
felons and violators of suf- 
frage laws convicted asecond 
time. 


Felons, unless pardoned, idiots, | 


insane, United Statessoldiers, 
seamen,and marines, Indians. 
Convicts. 


Idiots, insane, unpardoned con- 
victs, Indians, Chinese. 

Paupers (except honorably dis- 
charged United States 
diers and sailors), persons ex- 


cused from paying taxes at | 
' 


their own request. 

Idiots, insane paupers, persons 
convicted of 
pardoned) which 
them from being witnesses. 


Convicted of bribery or any in- | , : 
| port the Burleigh bill, or to go even beyond that and support a 


famous crime, Indians under 
tribal relations. 

Convicted of felony or other in- 
famouscrime, idiots, lunatics, 
persons unable to read or 
write, unless lineal descend- 
ant of citizen of United States 
prior to Jan. 1, 1867, nonpay- 
ment of poll tax. 


Inder guardianship, persons | maze of figures and in the, as I think, somewhat heated and con- 


non compos mentis, or con- 


victed of felony and treason, | 


unless restored to civil rights. 

Felony until pardoned, idiots, 
insane, United States soldiers 
and sailors. 


Idiots, insane, convicted of fel- | 


y, United States soldiers 
and sailors, Chinese. 


ony, 


of some offense 
whereby right of suffrage is 
forfeited, nontaxpayers. 


Paupers, lunatics, persons non 
compos mentis, convicted of 


bribery or infamous crime | 


until restored to right to vote 
under guardianship. 

Convicted of treason, murder, 
or otherinfamouscrime, duel- 
ing, paupers, insane, idiots, 
person who has not paid poll 
tax, who can not read and 
write any section of the State 
constitution, or can show 
that he bas paid all taxes on 
property within the State 
assessed at $300. 

Under guardianship, idiots, in- 
sane. convicted of treason or 
felony, unless pardoned. 

Convicted of bribery or other 
infamous offense. 


Idiots, lunatics, paupers, con- 
victed of felony, United States 
soldiers and seamen. 

Idiots, insane, convicted of trea- 
son or violation of election 
laws 

Those who have not obtained 
the approbation of the board 
of civil authority of the town 
in which they reside. 


| West Virginia... 


sol- | 
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ship. Persons excluded from suffrage. 


States. 


| 

Citizen of the United | Idiots, lunatics, convicted of 
States. bribery at election, embezzle- 
mentof public funds, treason, 
felony and petty larceny,duel- 
ists and abettors unless par- 
doned by legislature. 

Indians not taxed, idiots, in- 
sane, persons convicted of in- 
famous crimes. 

Paupers, idiots, lunatics, con- 
victed of treason, felony or 
bribery at elections. 

Insane, under guardianship, 
convicted of treason or felony, 
unless pardoned, Indians hav- 
ing tribal relations. 

Idiots, insane, persons con- 
victed of infamous crimes 
unless restored to civil rights, 
ae to read State constitu- 

ion. 


Virginia 


Washington ....| Citizen of the United 
States. 


Citizen of the State 
Citizen of the United 
States or alien who has 


declared intention. 


Citizen of the United 
States, male and female. 


Wisconsin 


Wyoming 


' 


During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, 

Mr. GAINES said: Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr.SHATTUC. Idonotyield. If the gentleman will wait till 
I get through, I think he will find that I have covered every point 
that he desires to make, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. KLutTtTz], amember of the Census Committee, is entitled 
to time now. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Speaker, my contribution to this discussion 
shall be both brief and modest. As a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the Census, after such careful investigation as I could 
give to the subject, I joined in the majority report, and I believe 
that the adoption of that report is the best solution of the vexed 
question before this House. I heard with great interest, as we all 
did, the magnificent speech of the distinguished gentleman from 


| Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] in his vain attempt to break the force 


of the irrefutable arguments of the distinguished chairman of 
this committee |Mr. Hopkins]. I listened to him with interest. 
I would have been glad indeed, sir, if he could have changed 


| my convictions upon this subject, for I confess that it is some- 
crimes (unless | 
exclude | 


what unpleasant to stand here in the position of voting for a re- 
duction of the representation of any State upon this floor. I 
would be glad, sir, if my convictions of duty allowed me to sup- 


bill that would rationally, logically, and consistently give to every 
State in the Union at least its present membership, and to many 
of them an increase, my own among the number. 

I consider that it would be presumptuous in me to undertake to 


| answer in detail the argument of the distinguished gentleman 


from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], and I shall not follow him in the 


tradictory arguments in which he indulged; but I shall touch 
only upon some of the salient points in this controversy and upon 
some of the arguments that he has submitted. 

We plant ourselves, sir, upon distinguished authority and ap- 
proved precedent for the manner in which we have made this 
apportionment. I find that so distinguished a Senator of the 
United States as Mr. Webster, in a report to the Senate on this 
subject, said: 

The committee, indeed, are of opinion in this case that the simplest and 
most obvious way of proceeding is also the true and constitutional way. To 
them it appears that in carrying into effect this part of the Constitution the 
first thing naturally to be done is to decide on the whole number of which 
the House is to be composed, as when under the same clause of the Constitu- 
tion a tax is to be apportioned among the States the amount of the whole 
tax is in the first place to be settled. - : 

When the whole number of the proposed House is thus ascertained and 
fixed, it becomes the entire representative power of all the people in the 
Union. It is then a very simple matter to ascertain how much of this repre- 
sentative power each State is entitled to by its numbers. If, for example, 
the House is tocontain 240 members, then the number 240 expresses the “ep- 
resentative power ofall the States, and a plain calculation readily shows how 
much of this power belongs to each State. This portion, it is true, will not 
always, nor often, be expressei in whole numbers, but it may always bo pre- 
cisely exhibited by a decimal form of expression. * * And the exact 
portion of the State, being thus decimally expressed, will always show to a 
mathematical certainty what integral number comes nearest to such exact 
portion. * * * It may be applied at all times, and in ail cases, and its re- 
sult will always be the nearest approach to perfect justice. It is equally sim- 
ple and impartial. 

Mr. HILL. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, 
I wish to say that in the same volume in which the gent!eman 
finds that speech on apportionment, arguing for a representation 
based on population only, he will find a much better speech made 
by the same Senator in the constitutional convention of Massachu- 
setts, arguing for an entirely different basis. The speech from 
which the gentleman is quoting was made in favor of striking off 
one Representative from the State of New York, and was a law- 
yer's argument purely. 


Mr. KLUTTZ. Ithankthe gentleman. I content myself with 
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quoting the language in this report as Mr. Webster’s view of this 
subject. The gentleman may use another quotation which suits 
him better and which I do not happen to haveseen. Mr. Webster 
further says: 


Asa rule of apportionment, it is little other than a transcript of the words 
of the Constitution, and its results are mathematically certain. The Constitu- 
tion, as the committee understand it, says: Representatives shall be appor- 


increase largely the current cost and expenses of the Government, 
probably not less than half a million dollarsannually. The distin- 


| guished chairman of the committee puts that expense at one figure 


tioned among the States according to their respective numbers of people, as | 


near as may c 
number of the House that number shall be apportioned to each State which 


comes nearest to its exact right according to its number of people. 

This is the rule adopted by the committee as the basis of the 
apportionment under the majority report. 

It was frankly admitted by the distinguished chairman of the 
committee | Mr, Hopkins] that exact mathematical justice can not 
be done in an apportionment, and, in the language of this report 
of Mr. Webster, the rule adopted by the committee says that num- 
ber shall be apportioned to each State which comes nearest to its 
exact right according to its number of people; and not desiring 
an increase, we have adopted, therefore, the number 357 and a 
ratio of 208,868. 

I agree with the gentleman from Maine _ LITTLEFIELD] in 
the statement that the real question is whether the House should 
be enlarged. That, after all, is the real question involved here, 
and I am glad that so far in this debate we have been able to pro- 
ceed without anything of partisan bitterness, because this is a 


The rule adopted by the committee says: Out of the whole | 
t y 


and the gentleman from Maine at a much lower one. 

That is a mere matter of calculation, but we do know that the 
expenses of these legislative bodies in both ends of the Capitol are 
growing greater and greater each year as time goes on. It seems 
to me, too, that we have come toa time when a definite policy ought 


| to beadopted in regard to this question of apportionment. We in- 


question which appeais to us as representatives of the American | 


people, and we ought to be able to consider it carefully, impar- 
tially, and without partisan bias. We have South Carolina and 
Indiana standing together, we have Virginia and Maine, Kentucky 
and Kansas, with common interests; and in the person of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee [Mr. HOPKINS] and the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] we have 
Illinois and Maine at daggers’ points on this question. Iam glad 
it is thus nonpartisan. 

I favor the number 357, in the first place, because it is absolutely 
fair and nonpartisan. There is no advantage to any partyin that 
number. The losses and the gains are equally balanced, and it 
will leave both the electoral college and the status of this House 
politically just as they are to-day. 

Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Nebraska, Ohio, South Car- 
olina, and Virginia each lose 1. Lilinois, Louisiana, Minnesota, 
New Jersey, New York, and West Virginia each gain 1, while 
Texas gains 2, Under political conditions as at present existing 


the Repubiican party therefore gains 5 and loses 5, and the Demo- | 


cratic party gains 3 and loses 3—a perfect stand-off. 

This, I believe, is not true of any other ratio or of any other 
number from 350 to 400. 

It was adopted. moreover, by a nonpartisan and nonsectional 
vote in the committee, conforms to past usage, is based on scien- 
tific methods, and is sustained by reason, by justice, and by the 
highest authority. I favor it, further, because I believe that the 
House is already large enough. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 





LITTLEFIELD] says that the House is not too large now for the | be y 
| she would be entitled to 11 and have a fraction over, whereas un- 


proper dispatch of business, and he contrasts it favorably with 
other legislative bodies of other countries of the world. He says 
that we can dispatch business expeditiously when we want to do 
so. I believe thatis true, but I believe that we have about reached 
the limit when that could be said in truthfulness of this House. 


| 
j 
| 
| 


Is the House large enough now? Is the number at present con- | 
stituting it large enough for the proper dispatch of the business | 
of thecountry? Ifitis, why increaseit? If, with 357 members, we | 


can properly attend to all the wants of our constituents; if, with 
357 members, we can, as the gentleman rather ungraciously says, 
act as errand boys for our constituents at home; if, with this 


number, we can properly perform our duties and properly attend | 


to the a of public business and to the wants of our con- 
stituents, I ask why should the number be increased? 

These things being so, is not the present number the proper 
number? Instead of asking, Why should the number remain as it 
is? it seems to me we could more properly ask, Why should the 
number be increased? I believe, sir, that the comfortable and 
or. seating capacity of this Hall has been reached, and while 


would not give much importance or weight to the argument | 


that the House ought to be limited by wooden walls or by the size 
of this building, it is a fact that this is one of the most magnifi- 
cent legislative chambersinthe world, Itisa fact that itis almost 
perfect in its proportions and in its acoustics, and any alteration 


| 
| 
| 
| 


} 
| 


crease 20, 29,or 30 members. Ten years from now, with the popu- 
lation of the country very largely increased, another and greater 
increase will be necessary, and if we adopt now the policy of in- 
creasing the membership of the House in proportion to the increase 
of the population of the country, it will not be many years, as has 
been justly said by the chairman of the committee, until we shall 
have a House of five or six hundred members or more. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr,. LITTLEFIELD] complains that 
the apportionment fixing the number at 357 is not mathematically 
just and exact, and he analyzes the bill of the majority of the 
committee to show that it would work injustice to some of the 
States. But itis true, Mr. Speaker, that the bill of the majority 
adopts the historical custom. It adopts the position taken by Mr. 
Webster. It adopts what has been the custom in the last cen- 
suses, and it runs that plan out logically and consistently to its 
conclusion without reference to its effect upon particular States. 
It gives to each State which has the full number a Representa- 
tive, and then to make out the full number of 357 it gives,in the 


| order in which the moiety fractions run, the increased number to 


the States having the largest majority fractions. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘To all of them? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Tothe States having the largest fractions, until 
thenumber is madeup. Unfortunately this leaves out four States, 
but to include those four States would be to disarrange the whole 
ratio and to do injustice toa number of the other States. The 
Burleigh bill does not accomplish that. The Burleigh bill pro- 
fesses to act upon what it calls this same irrational procedure, and 
yet instead of following it out logically and consistently it makes 
arbitrary differences in it, in order to increase the membership 
from some of the States; and this it does at the manifest expense 
of others. 

I regret, as I said, to have to vote, in accordance with my con- 
viction, to reduce the representation of the great State of Virginia, 
the mother of Presidents, as well as my neighbor on the south, 
the State of South Carolina, and to reduce the representation of 
Kentucky, of Indiana, of Ohio, of Maine, and of other States; and 
yet this to me is a question of conscientious duty, a question of 
what is better for the public interest, what is better for the whole 
country, and from that I can not permit myself to be swerved for 
personal considerations or by consideration for adjoining States. 

I trust I may have credit for being entirely impartial in this 
matter, because my own State of North Carolina, under the Bur- 
leigh bill, would be increased to 10 members. Under that bill 
legitimately run out, as shown by the analysis of the chairman, 


der the bill of the majority of the committee her representation 
remains as at present, at the number 9. Iam certainly not moved 
by ill will to-any State,nor by antipathy to any Representative 
affected, for all of them are my friends and a number of them my 
personal and political associates. 

So | feel I can look at this question calmly, dispassionately, and 
without bias, because my State is not affected by it. The gentle- 
man from Maine complained that this majority bill does injustice 
to some States—-that it did injustice, perhaps, to Maine; and while 
he spoke for aboat two hours, I believe, he did not combat the 
figures of the chairman of the committee that under the Burleigh 
bill that State would have 4 members of Congress for 694,456, 
making a ratio of popuiation of 173,617, and if that ratio were 


| extended to the other States of the Union there would be a very 


large increase in agreat number of States. I shall not undertake 
toreproduce these figures. Certainly it was far from the intention 
of the committee to do any injustice to the great State of Maine, 
ma RIXEY. May I interrupt the gentleman from North Car- 
olina? 
Mr. KLUTTZ. Yes. 
Mr. RIXEY. 1 want to ask a question in regard to the phrase- 
ology of the bill, which I desired to ask the chairman yesterday, 
when he declined to yield. The bill, in section 3, provides that 


in it, I should think, would be for the worse. I believe, sir, that | the district ‘‘shall be composed of contiguous and compact ter- 


the present number is as great as this House can comfortably con- 
tain consistently with a proper transaction of the public business. 


ritory.” The words “and compact” seem to be added in this 
apportionment bill for the first time in the history of apportion- 


And then I ain in favor of retaining this number of 357 and not | ment. Up to the Tenth Census there was no provision that the 


increasing it because with the number as at present every Repre- 


| territory shall be contiguous. Inthe Tenth and the Eleventh it 


sentative here, as an individual representing his people, represents | was provided that it should be contiguous; now it provides that 
a larger constituency and has greater relative influence on the | the territory shall be ‘‘contiguous and compact.” Now, what I 


floor as 1 out of 357 than he would have as 1 out of 386 or more. 


want to know is, who is to be the judge as to when districts are 


Then I am in favor of this number because to increase it would | sufficiently compact? 
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Mr. KLUTTZ. Iadmit the force of the gentleman’s question, 
and that it has never been in an apportionment bill before, so far 
as I know. 

Mr. RIXEY. But what I ask is, Who is to be the judge as to 
when a district is sufficiently compact? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. The language has heretofore been ‘‘ contigu- 
ous.” When the committee discussed it, I will say that word 
‘‘compact” was added at the suggestion of one of the members, 


the object of it being to prevent shoe-string districts; but it will | 


raise hereafter the question which the gentleman now suggests, as 
to what is to be the determining authority of the meaning of that 
word ‘‘ compact,” and as to whether certain territory is or not 
compact. 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not a fact that this House will have to judge 
as to whether a district is sufficiently compact? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. 1 have no doubt in the ultimate the House 
would assume that power, though I am not ready to concede its 
right to do so. 

Mr. RIXEY. Willit not be a fruitful source of contest here? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Possibly so, sir; Iam not prepared to answer. 

Mr. RIXEY. Do you believe it wise that we should place in 
this bill a provision that will give rise to contests? 

a KLUTTZ. I shall not insist upon that word remaining in 
the bill. 

Mr. RYAN of New York. I will state to the gentleman from 
Virginia that that word was put in in order to give the Democrats 
of the North a fair opportunity to be returned. The legislatures 
in the Northern States are all Republican, and if they were per- 
mitted to shoestring the districts, it would be impossible for the 
few Democrats from the Northern States you have to get here. 
it was put in by the Democrats on the committee, with the con- 
sent of the chairman of the committee, to show that he intended 
to be fair with the Northern Democrats. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will say, in reply to my friend, that while it 
may save the Democrats of the N 
prejudicial to the Democrats of the South. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I must decline to yield further; but in doing 
s0 lam inclineé to agree with the gentleman from Virginia in 
regard to that part of the bill. I may add, however, that these 
words are also in the Burleigh bill, as I understand. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it will not interrupt you, will you 
allow me to give you a curious contribution in that line? Mr. 
Bland’s district, now represented by Judge SHACKLEFORD, had one 
county north of the Missouri River and a whole lot on the south. 
One time he beat a fellow named James T. Moore, and Moore got 
up a contest on the ground that that district was not made up of 
contiguous territory, because the Missouri River cut off a big 
Democratic county that made the district Democratic. So that 
you could get up a contest almost on everything. Of course no- 
body paid any attention to it. 

. Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is not that true of the gentleman’s own 
istrict? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I believe I will insist on the floor for a few 
moments, if 1 can have it. 

I am not disposed to detain the House longer upon this question, 
now that the two exhaustive and able arguments that have been 
made, one by the chairman of the committee and the other by the 
gentleman from Maine, are already before the House. This is a 
matter which, as I said before, I believe this House will consider 
from the standpoint of what is best for the public interest and for 
all the people of the eountry. 

I regret that any State is to be deprived of representation, and 
yet it is but the inexorable logic of the situation that those States 
which have not increased in population as rapidly as others, and 
especially some of those States which under the last apportion- 
ment got additional members only on account of the major 
fraction, must necessarily lose, in order that justice may be done 
to the States which have increased their population during the 
last ten years in a greater ratio. It is doing no injustice to the 
former to refuse to unduly benefit them at the expense of the lat- 
ter. To do otherwise would be flagrantly unconstitutional. 

I believe that 357 members can transact the public business with 
better advantage and with greater dispatch than the number pro- 
posed in the Burleigh bill, or any greater number. I believe that 
number is sufficient for all the purposes of legislation. 1 believe 
they can be more comfortably and beneficially seated in this great 
Hall, and I believe the consideration of expense is one that ought 
to enter into the calculation. 

When all these things are considered, and the further fact that 
absolutely no injustice is done to any State except that which falls 
from the most approved method of calculation and which is inevi- 
table in doing justice, as near as may be, to all, I believe that the 
members of this House will lay aside partisan differences, that 
they will lay aside local and selfish consideration, and join us in 
supporting the bill proposed by the majority. [Applause.] 

r. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that the 
President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On December 19, 1900: 

H. R. 8487. An act for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty 
and other members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania In- 
fantry. 

On December 20, 1900: 

Hi. R. 10834. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Dempsey. 

On December 21, 1900: 

H. R. 9043. An act granting an increase of pension to David S. 
Snyder. 

On January 4, 1901: 

H. R. 12838. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901, and for other purposes, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing title; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

S. R.144, Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H.R. 11588. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Osage River at the city of Warsaw, Benton County, Mo. 

H. R. 11213, an act for the relief of occupants of lands included 
in the Algodones grant, in Arizona; 

H. R. 6344, an act to remove the charges of desertion from the 
records of the War Department against Frederick Mehring; 

H. R. 4099, an act for the relief of the Marion Trust Company, 
administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, deceased. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate resolution of the following 


| title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro- 


priate committee as indicated below: 
8. R. 144. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee on the Library. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives (the Sen- 
ate concurring), I return herewith the bill (H. R. 2955) entitled “An act pro- 
viding for the resurvey of township No. 8 of range No. 30 west of the sixth 
principal meridian, in Frontier County, State of Nebraska.” 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 5, 1901. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution in connection with the message which has just been 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the message and House bill 2955 be recommitted to the Com- 


mittee on Enrolled Bills, with instructions that it be reenrolled as a bill of 
the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 


The resolution was agreed to, 


REAPPORTION MENT OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield twenty min- 
utes of my time to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox]. 


[Mr. FOX addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 1 may 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. ie 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from ee 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADDITIONAL FOLDERS, 

Mr.BULL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged resolution from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to employ eight additional folders in the folding room, at a compensa- 
tion at the rate of $75 each per month, to be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House, provided that all such employees shall be dropped from the 
rolls of the Doorkeeper at a period not later than one month from the expi- 
ration of the present session of Congress. 

With the following committee amendment: 

In line 3, after the word “room,” insert “from December 3, 1900." 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gen- 
tleman if this resolution has been unanimously reported by the 
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Committee on Accounts? Idonot see any member of the minority 
of that committee present. 

Mr. BULL. Iwill state to the gentleman that it is unanimously 
reported. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken on agreeing to theresolution asamended, 
there were on a division (demanded by Mr. BULL)—ayes 44, noes 2. 

Accordingly the resolution was agreed to. 


REAPPORTIONMENT. 


Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SUTHERLAND]. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I had intended to support 
the Burleigh bill without going into detail or giving any specific 
reason for it, believing it to be the most meritorious bill presented 
to this House. But yesterday the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on the Census, Mr. Hopkins, referred to the State of 
Nebraska in such a way that I feel it my duty to the State to 
reply to and correct the misstatements made by him. He said: 

Mr. Hopkins. The trouble is not with the bill reported by the committee, 
but with the condition existing in the State of Kansas itself. Kansas has 
been cursed for ten long years with Populism. Capital has been driven from 
the State. Energetic, progressive, splendid men who sought homes there 
have been driven out and gone elsewhere. That young giant, as it was ten 
years ago, has beena laggard in the race of the States that form the Republic. 

Again, referring to my own State, he said: 

How is it in the State of Nebraska? Nebraska, lying alongside of Kansas, 
is suffering, not from this bill of the committee, but from Bryanism and 
Populism in that State. [Laughter.] The same conditions that have stag- 
nated the energy and the enterprise of Kansas are operating in the same way 
in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. Speaker, let me call attention to a few facts here that will 
disprove entirely the statements made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] that the State of Nebraska is losing either 
in population or in wealth. In that splendid young State west of 
the Missouri River, in 1890, according to the returns, we had 
11,449,369 acres of improved land, with an assessed valuation of 
$45,495,813. In 1900 the acreage of improved land was 17,443.819, 
with an assessed value of $60,459,478, a gainin ten years of 5,994,- 
450 acres of improved land and a gain in the assessed value of 
$14,953,655. Yet the gentleman would have this House under- 
stand that Bryanism is destroying the splendid State of Nebraska. 

Coming to live stock, if you please, in 1890 the number of horses 
was 581,055; in 1900 it was 636,995, showing an increase of 55,920, 
Tn 1890 the number of cattle was 1,677,343, while in 1900 it was 
2,169,409, an increase of 491,066. In 1890 the number of sheep was 
178,586, and in 1900 it was 371,375, an increase in the number of 


sheep of 192,689, or more than double. All along the principal | 


lines the State of Nebraska has gained in material wealth. 

Now I want tocome to the question of population. According 
to the census returns we had in 1890 a population of 1,058.910, and 
in 1900, according to the census returns, we had a population ot 


to the vote during the last ten years in the State of Nebraska. We 
claim that we have at least 200,000 more people in the year 1900 
than we had ten years ago. At the first Presidential election fol- 
lowing the census of 1890 we polled 200,206. At the next Presi- 
dential election, in 1896, we polled 223,245 votes, an increase in the 
number of votes in four years of 23,039. 

In 1900 we polled 241,430 votes, an increase in four years of 
18,185 over the preceding election. In eight years we have gained 
41,224 votes. And yet, according to the census of 1900, the entire 
gain in population is but 9,000, while in eight years we have gained 
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Mr. HOPKINS. No; if the gentleman will look at my Con- 
gressional district he will find that it has increased 30,000. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If I were to indulge in that kind of 
argument—and I thank God very little of it has been used on 
this floor—I might say that according to the gentleman’s bill the 
State of Ohio has lost a member. Is that due to McKinleyism? 


| That argument would be just as pertinent as that Bryanism has 


lost Nebraska a Representative. [Laughter.] Isitnotso? Let 
me tell you here and now that we in Nebraska are proud of our 
citizenship; we are proud of our population; we are proud of our 
representation in both branches of Congress; we honor the two 
Republican members from our State and we respect them as well 
as the others we have here. We have no quarrels among our- 
selves, but we are asking justice to our State, and we believe it 
will be granted. 

I ask now the indulgence of this side of the Chamber. The 
gentleman from Illinois passed by the State of Ohio and attempted 
to strike a blow at what he calls ‘‘Bryanism.” In the State of 
Nebraska lives that great leader of the Democracy, the man who 
fought the great battle of 1896, the man who made the wonderful 
fight of 1900, the great statesman who is destined yet to lead or 
perhaps to influence the greatest party this nation has ever known. 
That man is an honored citizen of our State, and we are proud to 
say that Bryanism has helped the great State of Nebraska and has 
built it up as it has been built up, and will continue to help it in 
the years to come. aa on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the observations of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi {Mr. Fox] lead me to make a few remarks 
in addition to what I said yesterday and the day before with 
reference to the resolution which I introduced into this House on 
Thursday. The Constitution of the United States expressly pro- 
vides as follows: 

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States according 
to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. "Bat when the right to vote at any elec- 
tion for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of the United 
States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a 
State, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 
inhabitants of such State. being 21 years of age, and citizens of the United 
States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion, or other 


| crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion 


which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of 


| male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 


| 
| 
| 


As the constitutional mandate is plain, I introduced a resolution 
authorizing and directing the committee having this apportion- 
ment in charge to inquire and report, so that we might have offi- 
cial information, showing in what States, if any, representation 
ought to be reduced. Considering it to be necessary in order to 


| make the resolution * privileged ” and thus entitled to immediate 
| consideration, to lay a proper foundation by reciting some facts 
1,068,539, a net increase of only 9,629. Let mecall your attention | 
| Louisiana, and South Carolina, they affording very vivid illustra- 
| tions, having recently, by changes in their constitutions, disfran- 
| chised about half of the voters who were formerly entitled to 


to justify it, I referred in the preamble to the States of Mississippi, 


vote. The preamble also sets forth that it is a matter of common 
rumor that other States have by constitutional or statutory enact- 
ment disfranchised some portion of their male citizens 21 years 
old. 

We already have abundant data as to Mississippi, Louisiana, and 


| South Carolina, but North Carolina has more recently changed 


41,000 votes cast atthe polls. Out in the State of Nebraska we are | 
| setts, Connecticut, California, and, I believe, Oregon, and some 


not satisfied with the census of 1900, and I submit to the candid 
judgment of fair-minded men that when we have an increase of at 
least 40,000 votes in ten years we are justified in assuming that 
there has been a much larger increase in the population. 

The gentleman refers to the State of Nebraska and asserts that 
Bryanism has injured that State. If I had ason attending col- 
lege who in debate would use that as an argument, I would call 
that son home and immediately enter him in the kindergarten 
class, |Laughter.] If I were to indulge in the same sort of an 
argument I might call the gentleman's attention to the State of 


Illinois lose one in this apportionment and that the gain goes to 
the city of Chicago. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman that that is an 


her constitution and the change has not yet gone into effect, so 
that the figures are not readily available. Moreover, Massachu- 


other States have educational and property conditions disfranchis- 
ing some of their 21-year-old inhabitants. My resolution is broad, 
and extends toevery Statein the Union. I was therefore surprised 
to find in large headlines in a prominent newspaper this morning 


| a declaration that ‘‘ Mr. OLMSTED aims toinjure the South.” [ 


fail to see how a demand for official information to enable us to 
fairly, justly, and constitutionally apportion Representatives 
among the States can be held as indicating an intention or desire 


| to injure any particular section. I deny the proposition and dis- 
Illinois. I understand that under his bill it gains at least one | tinctly disclaim any personal feeling toward the South or any sec- 
Representative, but I am informed that the country districts of | tion of the country. 


Why, Mr. Speaker, no gentleman from the South who has ad- 
dressed the House upon this subject or upon the subject of my 
resolution has more or better or more highly prized personal 


entire mistake. The country districts have all kept pace with the | friends south of Mason and Dixon's line than myself. My dear- 
population of other sections. The additional member will go to | est human possession, dearer to me than the ruddy drops that visit 


the city of Chicago. 


my fond heart, is a gift of the South—a Virginian of Virginians— 


Mr. LACEY. Isnot that because the city of Chicago has taken | and the blood that flows in the veins of my infant son is to the 


in so much more of the country? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no; the city limits are the same. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I might argue that it is simply an illus- 
tration of the fact that the kind of representation given to the 
country by the gentleman from Illinois is driving population from 
the country into the city. 





extent of one-half, at least, of the purest and best Southern strain. 
But I am unable to see that any love that I may have for the 
South or any of her people, any morethan my love and respect for 
the people of my own State of Pennsylvania, demands that I shall 
ignore the Constitution of the United States, which, as a member 
of Congress, I am sworn to support and defend, or that I shall 
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cheerfully agree that the State of Mississippi shall have twice as 
many members upon this floor as she is entitled to under the Con- 
stitution, or that a certain number of white voters in Mississippi 
or in Louisiana or in either one of the Carolinas shall, in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, be permitted to elect two or three times 
as many members in Congress as the same number of white voters 
in other States are permitted to elect. 


A , wan ‘ | 
The gentleman from Alabama {[Mr. UNDERWOOD] said yester- 


day that if we are in favor of the upbuilding of the negro race 
and of honest government in the Southern States, ‘* when we have 
done that, when we have worked out the problem and putit upon 
a fair basis, then if we are getting more representation than we 


are entitled to, five or six or ten years from now,” he would agree | 
to a constitutional amendment that would put representation 


upon a fair basis. And the gentleman from Mississippi said that 
we ought to be glad to see intelligence in control of the destiny of 
that State. Now, the trouble with me, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FOX. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. FOX. What I was speaking about was the adoption of the 
constitution. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Irefer to the gentleman from Mississippi who 
spoke yesterday [Mr. WiLLiaMs]. 


Southern people, | do not feel that I ought to carry it to the extent 


fair as between it and other States. 
sissippi is working out its own destiny in its own way and by its 
own intelligence, as the gentleman says, there is any reason why 
the intelligent people of that State shall have an advantage in 
representation upon this floor over the intelligent people of other 
States, who are also working out their own destiny. Now, let us 
see how this works. The gentleman from Misisssippi who has 
just spoken admits that in his State, which has a population of 


Mr. FOX. One hundred and sixty thousand. 

Mr.OLMSTED. And in his district of 15 counties, with 200,000 
population, but 10,000 votes. 

Mr. FOX. Twenty-four thousand registered voters, 
sand votes cast in a general election. 

Mr.OLMSTED. ‘Ten thousand votes cast; but according to the 
Congressional Directory, he himself received only 3,431 votes, 
while his Populistic opponent received 1,020, making a total of 
4,451 votes. 


Ten thon- 


voters or the person disfranchised, but gentlemen from Missis- 
sippi practically admit, however, that the negro population is in 
the main disfranchised by the present constitution of that State. 


tion as it then existed, counted only as three-fifths—that is, each 
colored person was counted as three-fifths of a person in making 
up the enumeration upon which to base Congressional apportion- 


ment; but when they were freed and the right of voting was | 


given them they were counted wholly, each colored person count- 
ing as much as a white person in determining how many Con- 
gressmen the State shall have. Now, then, if the colored people 


are disfranchised by the very operation of the constitution of the | 


State of Mississippi, that State gains an advantage because, while 
colored people are not permitted to vote, they are counted not as 
three-fifths, but at the entire number, so that upon my friend’s 
theory Mississippi gets an increased representation in Congress 
upon the theory that her colored population is not disfranchised, 
while, as a matter of fact, it is disfranchised. The troub!e with 
me is that Iam unwilling, and the Constitution clearly forbids, 
that the comparatively tew white people who are permitted to 


vote, or do vote, in Mississippi are, by reason of the disfranchise- | 
ment of the colored population, given three or four times the ad- 


vantage, or three or four times the representation in Congress, 


are given, 
The four States of Mississippi, Louisiana, and the two Caro- 


not out of antagonism to them, as I have already explained, but 
because as to them I had the information in my possession, and 
they afford vivid illustrations of the importance of obeying the 
constitutional mandate. But the resolution is broad and covers all 
the States for the purpose of finding out in what proportion the 
right of suffrage has been denied for any cause whatever and to 
any class, so that the constitutional provision may be made ap- 
plicable toany and all of theStates which the gentleman has named. 
Of course the rule should be applied to one if it is applied to 
another. 

The four States in which these new constitutions have been 
adopted restricting the right of suffrage—that is, thetwo Carolinas, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana—have, a!l together, a population of 
6,167,021. The State of Pennsylvania has 6,322,115, or 135,004 
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more population than all four of those Statestogether. The pres- 
ent Congress was elected in 1898. I take that because I can learn 
from the Congressional Directory the facts in the several States 
and in the several Congressional districts, and I find that in the 
four States named the total vote for all Congressional candidates 
was about 417,000, 

Mr. KLUTTZ. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. 
separately? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I will be glad if you will give it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have it all except as to one district, where 
the vote was not given in the directory, there having been a con- 
test, und I suppose the vote could not be given accurately; but 


Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Yes, sir. 
Has the gentleman the vote ef North Carolina 


| estimating that district at 40,000, which is a little more than the 


others ran, the entire vote in that State in 1898 was 322,280, or an 
average of about 35,000 to each of the 9 Congressional districts, 


| whereas in South Carolina, just over the line, where its new con- 


stitution was in operation, the vote averaged oniy about 4,00) in 


| each Congressional district, clearly showing restriction of the 
| right of suffrage. 

The difficulty with me, Mr. | 
Speaker, is that while I have a great love and respect for the | 


Now, these tour States, as I was saying, have a population of 
135,000 less than Pennsylvania, and although the restr ctive con- 


| stitution of North Carolina was not yet in operation. the total Con- 
of agreeing to allow one State for six or eight or ten years to have | 
more Congressmen than the Constitution allows and more than is | 
I do not feel that while Mis- | 


gressional vote in the four States for candidates of all parties did 
not exceed 417,000, while my distinguished and venerable colleague 
who occupies the seat next to mine |Mr. Grow] received in that 


| year 532.898 votes, he having been elected as a candidate at large. 


The Democratic opponent who ran against him received 350.213, 


| and enough votes were cast in addition to make the total Congres- 
| sional vote in Pennsylvania 947,483. 


These four States have now 29 members upon this floor and 
Pennsylvania has 80. ‘The Burleigh bill gives the four States 3 


| additional members, making 82, and Pennsylvania only 2 addi- 
over a million and a half, there are only 100,000 registered voters, | 


tional members, making likewise 32, so that the 400,000 voters in 


| the two Carolinas, Mississippi, and Louisiana, will elect as many 
| members as twice that many voters in Pennsylvania, which does 
| not seem to me to be fair, and is certainly not within the meaning 


of the Constitution. 

Mr. FOX. May Linterrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. FOX. Would the gentieman base the representation of 
each State upon the vote cast at some general election? Is that 


| the basis he would take? 
My resolution makes no reference whatever to the color of the | 


Mr. OLMSTED. Not wholly. 
Mr. FOX. In my Congressional district in 1897 there were only 


| something over 3,000 votes cast, and in 1899 there were 10,000 votes 
| cast. 
While they were slaves they were, under the Federal Constitu- | 


A great many more vote at some elections than at others. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The Constitution contemplates not the num- 
ber of votes cast, but the number of people who are permitted to 
vote. I take it that the proportion of authorized voters who ac- 
tually exercise their right is about the same in one State as in 
another. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
a suggestion? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Just to prove how unjust an 
estimate that is I turn to the Congressional Directory and take the 
Sixth Massachusetts district, and I find the total vote cast was 


Will the gentleman allow me 


| 20,000; and take up the Sixth district of Ohio and find the total 
| vote is 36,000. 
| propose that one-half as many people are qualified to vote in Mas- 


Now, will the gentleman use that as a basis and 


sachusetts as in Ohio? In other words, that the number of votes 
actually cast is an index to the number qualified to be cast is ab- 
surd, is it not? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not necessarily: taking one year with an- 
other and one State with another and one district with another, 


| about the same percentage of qualified voters exercise the pvivi- 
that an e.,ual number of equally intelligent peop!e in Pennsylvania | 


lege. 


I know the Constitution does not say that we shal! ap»or- 


| tion according to the number of people that vote, but according 
| to those who are permitted to qualify and vote, 
linas—while in my resolution | referred to three of these, it was | 


Now, upon the 
statement of the gentleman from Mississippi, something over 
lam told 
that before the adoption of the new constitution of 1890 in Missis- 
sippi were years in which as many as 264,000 votes were cast. 
That was prior to 1890. There has since then been a great in- 
It is fair to assume that the change in the 
constitution cut off at least one-half of those people who would 
otherwise be entitled to vote. 

Now, it is not the intention of the Constitution of the United 
States that the people of any State who are permitted to vote shall 
have the force and strength and influence of their votes aug- 
mented by taking the disfranchised c’ass into the enumeration 
which determines the number of members of Congress which may 
be elected by those who are permitted to vote. in that particu- 
lar the Burleigh bill and the Hopkins bill are both at fault. 
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The Hopkins bill, without increasing Pennsylvania's represen- 
tation at all, gives an additional member of Congress to Louisiana, 
which aneale has more than she is entitled to under the Consti- 
tution, while the Burleigh bill gives in the four States mentioned 
a total increase of 3 and only 2 to Pennsylvania, giving those 
States an additional advantage over Pennsylvania. Now, I dis- 
tinctly disclaim any sectionalism in this matter. Certainly the 
people of Louisiana will not accuse me of it, because it was 
through my efforts that one honored gentleman from that State 
retains his seat on this floor. His was one of the hottest election 
contests that ever came before the committee. I wrote the report 
and succeeded in convincing most of the committee, although not 
all, that he wasentitled to his seat. I believed he had been fairly 
elected, and he occupies his seat here to-day. 


| atives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a State, 


| such States, 21 years of age and citizens of the United Stat 


I have never made | 


any distinction in an election case between a Democrat and a | 


Republican, or a Northern man and a Southern man. 

But I view this matter from the standpoint of the Constitution, 
and from the standpoint of what I conceive to be due to the rep- 
resentation and intelligence of my own State and other States, 
which I regard as of just as much importance as the intelligence 
of the State of Mississippi and the three other States named. [| 
do not deny the intelligence of the gentlemen who represent those 
States upon this floor. I admire the intelligence, statesmanship, 
and the geniality of the gentlemen they send here to Congress, 
but I do not feel that one-half of the number of intelligent men 
in those States are entitled to send as many Representatives here 
as may be sent by twice the number of intelligent people of other 
States. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. OLMSTED. If I have the time. 

Mr. GAINES. I notice that the gentleman in his resolution 
did not refer to his own State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLMSTED. My resolution applies to every State in the 
Union. 

Mr. GAINES. 
is one of the rottenest election places in the United States? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No, I will not, because it is not the fact. 

Mr. GAINES, And that the Philadelphia American, a Repub- 
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electors, as well as executive and judicial officers of said States, and mem- 
bers of the legislatures thereof, and no reduction has been made in the rep- 
resentation of any State in this House because of such denial; and 

Whereas the President of the United States has, by message, recommended 
“that the Congress at its present session apportion the representation 
among the several States as provided by the Constitution: *’ Therefore, 

Resolved, SECTION 1. That the Committee on Census shall be, and is, author- 
such subcommittee or sub- 
committees as may be appointed by the chairman thereof, to inquire, exam- 
ine, and report in what States the right to vote at any election for the choice 
cf electors for President and Vice-President of the United States, Represent- 
: rthe mem 
bers of the legislatures thereof, is denied to any of the male inhabitants of 
es, or in any way 
abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other crimes, and the pro- 
port ion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole num- 
ver of male citizens 21 years of age in each such State. 


In order to make the resolution ‘‘ privileged,” so as to obtain 
the immediate consideration of the House, it was necessary to set 


, 


| forth specific instances in which there was such denial, and I 


Will not the gentleman admit that his State | 


therefore mentioned Mississippi, Louisiana, and South Carolina 
as affording the most striking instances. My resolution was gen- 
eral, however, and required the investigation to extend to all the 
States of the Union. 

Massachusetts, Connecticut, Wyoming, California, North Caro- 
lina, and other States are known to have constitutional provisions 
denying the right of suffrage to some of their inhabitants, in most 
cases to those who can not read and write. The Constitution ap- 
plies to them as well as to the three States first named, but the 
proportionate number disfranchised is not nearly so great in the 
other States asin Mississippi, Louisiana, and the two Carolinas. 

The fifteenth amendment, which was adopted some time after 
the fourteenth, provided that the right to vote ‘‘ shall not be de 
nied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” I doubt if the 
fourteenth amendment can be construed as inflicting a penalty 
for the violation of the fifteenth. Any action on the part of a 
State violative of the fifteenth amendment would of course be de- 
clared a nullity by the Supreme Court of the United States. Nor 
is it, in my judgment, competent for Congress, in the passage of 
an apportionment bill, to reduce the representation of any State 


|} on account of irregularity or fraud in the conduct of elections. 


lican paper, has repeatedly so stated, and has it not been judicially | 


so determined? Has not the Philadelphia American so repeatedly 
stated in its editorial columns? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I do not admit anything of the 
kind; and even if the suggestion of the gentleman were true, it 
would have no bearing on this question. This is not a question 
of purity of elections, but of representation upon this floor—how 


Frauds, suppression of votes, or other irregularities might exist 
in one State or in one disirict in one year and not in the next. 
They are supposed to be reached and remedied in other ways. If 
they are alleged to have occurred in the election of Congressmen, 


| each particular case may, upon proper contest proceedings, be 
| brought up for the consideration of the House, and justice done 


many members each State is entitled to have. Mr. Speaker, my | 
resolution is intended simply to obtain information which may | 


afford a basis upon which we could act fairly, not only as to the 
particular States named in the preamble, but other States, my 
own included. 


Mr. GAINES. The gentleman omitted Philadelphia -and his | 


own State. He did not mention their names or say that there was 
anything wrong there, which everybody knows is a fact. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is not to be expected that in a population 
of over six millions there will at all times and in all parts of the 
State be absolute purity in the conduct of elections, but the dif- 
ference between Pennsylvania and some other States is that when 
fraud id attempted in Pennsylvania it is almost sure to be discov- 
ered, and, if discovered, is certain to be punished. 

The resolution which I offered day before yesterday read as 
follows: 


Whereas the continued enjoyment of full representation in this House by 
any State which has, for reasons other than participation in rebellion or 
other crime, denied to any of the male inhabitants thereof being 21 years of 
age and citizens of the United States, the right to vote for Representatives 
in Congress, Presidential electors, and other specified officers, is in direct 
violation of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which declares that in such case the basis of representation therein 
shali be reduced in the proportion which such male citizens bear to the whole 
number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State, and is an invasion of 
the rights and dignity of this House and of its members, and an infringement 
upon the rights and privileges in this House of other States and their Repre 
sentatives; and 

Whereas since the last apportionment the States of Mississippi, South 
Carolina, and Louisiana have, by changes in their constitutions and statutes 
of said States, and for reasons other than participation in rebellion and other 
crime, denied the right of suffrage to male inhabitants 21 years of age, citi 
zens of the United States, and such denial in each of said States extends to 
more than one-half of those who prior thereto were entitled to vote, as ap- 
pears from the following statistics published in the Congressional Directories 
of the Fifty-second and Fifty-sixth Congresses, viz: In the 7 districts of 
Mississippi the total vote cast for all Congressional candidates in 1890 was 
62.652; in 1808, 27,045. In the 7 districts of South Carolina the total vote in 
1890 was 73,522, and 28,851 in 1898. 
and 33.161 in 1898. One member of the present House, representing 10 coun- 
ties in Mississippi with a population in 180 of 184,297, received only 2,068 votes. 
One member of the present House, representing 6 counties in South Carolina 
with a population in 1890 of 158.851, received only 1,765 votes, and 1 member 
representing 13 counties in Louisiana with a population of 208,802, received 
only 2,494 votes; and 

hereas it is a matter of common rumor that other States have, for rea- 
sons other than those specified in the Constitution of the United States, 
denied to some of their male inhabitants, 21 years old and citizens of the 
United States, the right to vote for members of Congress and Presidential 


XXXIV—3i 


In the 6 districts of Louisiana, 74,542 in 1890, | : : : / ; ; 
. | but 1 am inclined to think that a State constitution is not to be 


according to the facts proved. My resolution does not call for an 
investigation of election methods in any part of the Union. 

I understand that the late President Garfield, when a member 
of Congress, was one of a committee which investigated this 
subject, and that he made a report in harmony with the views I 
have expressed, holding that it was impracticable, if not uncon- 
stitutional, to reduce representation in an apportionment bill on 
account of alleged frauds or illegal acts of individuals amounting 
toa denial of the right of suffrage. But his report was made 
before the adoption of the constitutions in the several States just 
mentioned. My resolution relates to the acts of States themselves 
through constitutional changes or statutory enactment, and not 
to the illegal acts of individuals in theconduct of elections, which 
will have to be reached in some other way. 

The right to vote is not a natural right, and, so long as a repub- 
lican form of government is preserved, any State has, undeniably, 
the right of restricting it, so long as in so doing it does not violate 
the fifteenth amendment. If, for instance, any State should enact 
that the right of suffrage should be limited to males 40 years of 
age or over, it would be a perfectly constitutional exercise of 
power; but the representation of such State in Congress would 
have to be reduced in the proportion which the male inhabitants 
thereof between the ages of 21 and 40 bear to the entire number 
of male citizens 21 years old and over, and so I maintain that 
whenever any State has, by educational or property conditions, 
partially denied the right of suffrage, to that extent the repre- 
sentation of that State must be reduced, according to the plain 
mandate of the fourteenth amendment. 

Mississippi has, admittediy, by constitutional enactment, prac- 
tically eliminated the colored vote. It was very skillfully done. 
Upon the face of the suffrage article disfranchisement does not 
appear to have been made on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. It is based upon educational and property 
conditions. It so happens that the conditions adjust themselves 
to the colored race. Doubtless that was intended by the framers, 


construed by determining whether a greater numberof one race or 
another will be affected by its provisions, provided they are fairly 
administered. It is claimed that the United States Suprem? Court 
has so decided in the Williams case. 

Assuming, then, that the Mississippi constitution is itself con- 
stitutional, it disfranchises more than one-half the voters in that 
State. How, then, are we going to avoid the command of the 
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Constitution that the basis of representation therein shall be pro- 
portionately reduced? No question of negro domination is now 
involved. The negro has been eliminated. Treating it, if you 
please, as a matter of fairness between whites only, Pennsylvania 
has, in round numbers, ten times the white population of Miss- 
issippi, equally intelligent and equally patriotic. Why, then, if 
the white men of Mississippi are to elect 7 Congressmen, shall not 
the white men of Pennsylvania elect 70, instead of 30, as at present 
allowed? Or,if Pennsylvania is limited to 30, why shall not Miss- 
issippi be limited to 3, or, at the utmost, 4, instead of 7? Does the 
Constitution intend that a white vote at the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi shall have four or five times the weight and influence of a 
white vote at the mouth of the Ohio? 

Suppose the conditions were reversed, and Pennsylvania or | 
New York or Ohio were claiming an unconstitutional or undue | 
representation upon this floor to the extent of half a dozen mem- 
bers. What would my friends from Alabama and Mississippi say | 
to that? Can we not imagine how their eloquent voices would | 
reverberate throughout this Chamber, and how they would de- | 
mand just such an investigation as they are now opposing? 

My resolution raises a question which is, as has been said, 
‘larger than the negro”—the question of constitutional and fair 
representation in Congress. 

The present Congress was elected in 1898. The votes cast for 
all Congressional candidates in the State of Mississippi aggregated 
27,045, and yet they elected 7 members in the present House, | 
In my district in Pennsylvania there were cast 31,843 votes. 
In other words, it took 4,789 more men in Pennsylvania to elect | 
1 Congressman than it did in Mississippi to elect 7. There is | 
hardly a populous district in New York or New England in which | 
the vote was not greater than in the whole State of Mississippi; | 
and there are several single districts in Pennsylvania in which | 
the vote exceeded the entire votes of Mississippi and South Caro- | 
lina, which together elected 14, 

In one district of six counties in South Carolina the sitting | 
member was triumphantly elected, although he received only | 
1,765 votes. I admit that the number of votes cast is not the 
criterion; but usually it is about in proportion to the number 
authorized, which is substantially the criterion, because under | 
the Constitution the proportion of the population represented by | 
ths proportion of those 21 years old and denied the right of voting 
is to be deducted in determining the basis of representatio®. 

This is not a matter to be determined by sectional or partisan 
considerations. Personally I certainly have no animosity toward 
the people of any Southern State. Neither can I be accused of 
undue partisanship, as at least three Democratic members from 
these same Southern States can testify, their contested election 
cases having been before the Elections Committee of which I am | 
a member. 

If, as seems to be the fact, those States which claim to fear the | 
domination of the negro are determined to suppress his vote at all 
hazards, it is probably better for him and better all around that 
his disfranchisement shall be accomplished by constitutional and 
peaceful methods. But the Constitution requires that representa- 
tion in Congress shall be reduced accordingly. When the negro | 
was enslaved he counted only as three-fifths in the enumeration, 
but since the Constitution freed and sought to enfranchise him 
his race has been given full count in determining State repre- 
sentation. The States in which he lives have actually gained in 
members of Congress by reason of his constitutional freedom and 
enfranchisement. But they can not disfranchise him and retain 
their increased membership. They can not eat their cake and 
ha.eit,too. If they disfranchise him they must accept the neces- 
sary reduction in representation. 

So far as Mississippi, Louisiana, and the Carolinas are concerned 
there is little difficulty in arriving at the proper reduction. But 
they are entitled to have the rule applied to other States as well. | 
If Massachusetts, Connecticut, California, Wyoming, and other | 
States have restricted suffrage to such an extent as to work a re- 
duction in their representation (which may or may not be the | 
case), the rule must be uniformlyapplied. The purpose of my reso- | 
lution is to cover the entire field and furnish Congress with reliable | 
data upon which to act. But the Democrats in the House unani- | 
mously (though unsuccessfully) opposed its consideration, and | 
even attempted to prevent its being read from the Clerk’s desk. 
How can their action be explained except on the theory that they | 
desire to retain an unconstitutional and unfair partisan advantage? 

Fearing that the enforcement of the Constitution will result in 
the ioss of more Democratic than Republican Congressmen, gen- 
tlemen who have argued loudly and long that the Constitution 
follows the flag and is in full force and effect in Porto Rico and the | 
Philippines objected to the securing of sufficient information to 
enable it to do business at home. 

This question is a good deal larger than the negro. It involves | 
the constitutional rights of States to be represented in Congress. 
Unless something is done the four States named will elect 15 more 
members of Congress than they are entitled under the Constitu- 
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tion to have. These 15 Congressmen, standing together, may, and 
doubtless will, often control the actions of this House upon legis- 
lation affecting local interests in various States and also upon ques- 
tions of the greatest national importance. The question is even 
larger than that. It may affect the election of a President and 
Vice-President of the United States, because under the Constitu- 
tion representation in the electoral college is based upon repre- 
sentation in Congress. 

It is not fair to Pennsylvania or New York or Missouri or to the 
grand old mother of Presidents, Virginia, that Mississippi, Loui- 
siana, and the two Carolinas shall have 15 members of Congress 
more than they are entitled to have, nor is it fair that Massachu- 
setts or California or any other State shall have undue representa- 
tion; and if the result of the investigation demanded by my reso- 
lution shows that in any of the said States there has been, for any 
reason whatever, by constitutional provision or statutory enact- 
ment, such conditions imposed as amount to a denial of the elect- 
ive franchise to an extent sufficient to require a reduction in the 
basis of representation in Congress, as provided by the Constitu- 


| tion, such reduction ought to be enforced, no matter what State 


or what political party may be affected. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. M1ERs]. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. In the brief time allowed me T can not 
enter into a very detailed discussion of these bills, yet I want to 
state a few reasons why I am in favor of the Burleigh bill rather 
than the bill presented by the majority of the committee. 

First, perhaps, I should state a selfish reason. ‘ The Hopkins 
bill,” as it is called—that is the bill of the majority of the com- 
mittee—reduces the representation of my State, Indiana, from 13 
to 12. The Burleigh bill continues the present number of Repre- 
sentatives—13. The splendid State of Indiana, with its growth 
in population and in wealth, shall not be reduced in representa- 
tion by my vote. In addition, I am in favor of the Burleigh bill 
because, in my judgment, it follows an old and well-established 
precedent. 

Let me illustrate. By the Ninth Census the population of the 
United States was 38,558,371; by the Tenth Census, 50,155,783; by 
the Eleventh, 62,622,250, and by the Twelfth Census, recently 
taken, 74,565,906. It will be observed that there has been a uni- 
form increase of about 12,000,000 each decade. Let us follow this 
matter a little farther. Under the Ninth Census there were 293 
Representatives on this floor; under the Tenth, 325; under the 
Eleventh, 356, and, as proposed by the Burleigh bill, the number 
will be 386. Following these figures, we observe a uniform in- 
crease in the membership from decade to decade. The increase 
from 293 to 825 was 32; the next increase was 31; the next 30, and 
the Burleigh bill provides for an increase of 29, thus falling alittle 
below the precedent. 

Let us go a little farther and see how this precedent holds. 
Under the Ninth Census the ratio was 131,425; under the Tenth, 
151,911; under the Eleventh, 173.901, and under the Burleigh bill 
the proposed ratio is 194,082, Here again we have a uniform in- 
crease, the increase being about 20,000 each time. The Burleigh 
bill recognizes these natural increases in population, in number 
of Representatives and ratio of representation, and follows the 
precedent of legislation on this subject. 

The Burleigh bill recognizes the growth and development of 
the country. It recognizes also, notin the same proportion but 
in a regular proportion, the propriety of increased representation 
as established by precedent and the declared purpose of the 
fathers, and I see no reason to depart from it. 

Gentlemen wiil remember the Constitution provided originally 
that the ratio of representation should not be less than 30,000. 
We have gone on from decade to decade increasing the ratioin al- 
most a uniform rate until now the Burleigh bill provides for a 
ratio of 194,182—six and a half times that provided originally. 
Then a member represented a constituency of 30,000. The Pur- 
leigh bill proposes a ratio such that a member will represent 
194,182. You can see where this steady growth has led, and yet 
the majority of the committee wants to increase the ratio so that 
a member shall represent 203,868. The majority of the commit- 
tee, not content that the ratio shall be six and a half times that origi- 
nally established, propose to make it 208,868, an addition of 14,686 
over the uniform increase,for no purpose except to reduce the 
number of Representatives. That, tomy mind, is the most serious 
objection that can be urged to the majority report. 

I ara in favor of the Burleigh bill because it proceeds along the 
line of the action of this House for more than a hundred years. 

I am in favor of it for another reason, and, to my mind, a more 
potent one, a more American one, and one which should be more 
convincing to the membership of this House than all others—it 
increases the present number of Representatives. 1 favor the bill of 
the minority because it does increase the membership of the House. 
It was not intended originally that this should be an exclusive 
body. The Senate was meant to be the exclusive body. This 
body was meant to be the direct representative of the people. 
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The intention was that it should be as near to the people as possi- 
ble—that every section, every trade interest and profession should 
be represented, not in theory, but in reality. I am in favor of 
this bill because it provides an increase in the number of Repre- 
sentatives. This is the people’s Government—they can not gov- 
ern if you exclude them from the halls of Congress. The larger 
the representation the nearer it is to the people. Some people 
seem to forget this is the people’s Government; it seems to be the 
tendency of the times to withdraw the Government from the 
eople. 

: Mark my prediction: If the majority bill, retaining the present 
number of Representatives, 357, shall pass, the next decade will 
witness an effort to reduce the membership of this body. I am 
one of those who believe in large representation. I believe in 
frequent elections. I have no patience with the crusade in favor 
of the election of the President of the United States once in six or 
eight years. I believe that the perpetuity of this Republic de- 
pends on the plain people and frequent elections, as well as all the 
people being recognized in the Government. 

The tendency of the times seems to be toward the centralization 
of wealth; of the few controlling the business of the country. 
The majority report is along the same line—to give a small num- 
ber the power to make the laws. I would calla halt and give 
more encouragement to the people who bear the burdens. I would 
not have less frequent elections. It may disturb business some- 
what, but if it does it calls the peoples’ attention to the Govern- 
ment. A campaign will always awaken the interest of the people 
in the Government. The more they knowof it andthe more they 
participate in it the more secure the Government. The Burleigh 
bill gives increased representation, and I hope it will pass, of 
course. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH], 
who is not nowin his seat, requested that the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Linnry] be accorded the floor for thirty 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, there are three 
propositions before the House. The proposition of the committee 
seems to have for its leading idea the prevention of an increase of 
the membership of this House. The proposition of the minority, 
presenting itself in theshape of the bill known as the Burleigh bill, 
seems to embody the idea that there ought to be an increased 
representation, corresponding to some extent at least to the won- 
derful increase of population throughout the Republic and its 
several States. 

There is also another proposition submitted, known as the Crum- 


packer proposition—a proposition which originated, as I take it, | 


largely in the brain of the distinguished gentleman from Indiana 


[Mr. CRUMPACKER]—and which has for its purpose the providing | 


of a remedy for an alleged lurking mischief that threatens the in- 
tegrity of some of the States of the Republic and by reason of an 
unwarranted, unlawful, unconstitutional restriction of the right 
of suffrage operates to the prejudice of the other States of the 
Union and each and every citizenthereof. I propose, Mr. Speaker, 
to examine this last proposition first, because, in my humble judg- 
ment, all the others sink into comparative insignificance. 

If there be this lurking mischief to which the very able report 
of the distinguished gentleman calls attention abiding in any por- 
tion of the Republic, even in any one State of the Republic, then 
indeed there should be a remedy. 

The first question I shall examine, then, is, Is this House com- 
petent to provide a remedy? In other words, Have we jurisdic- 
tion? In my humble judgment there is no question about the 
power of Congress to strike this lurking mischief and destroy it, if 
it exists. Section 4 of Article IV of the Constitution has this pro- 
vision: 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Uniona republican 
form of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion, and on 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








application of the legislature, or of the executive (when the legislature can | 


not be convened), against domestic violence. 


Section 2 of the fourteenth amendment, as it is called, or Arti- 
cle XIV, contains this language: 


Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States according 
to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each 
State. excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at any elec- 
tion for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of the United 
States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a 
State, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 
inhabitants of such State. being 21 years of age and citizens of the United 
States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other 
crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion 
which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of gentlemen to this very 
solemn provision of the Constitution, and which in my humble 
judgment places every single member of this House under the 
most weighty obligation to obey it even to the letter. 
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This is Article VI: 


The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both of 
the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or aflir- 
mation, to support this Constitution; but no religious test shall ever be re- 
quired asa qualification for any office or public trust under the United States. 

Then, there is another oath that we also take, which is fresh in 
the minds of every Congressman, because it was written as with 
a pen of fire in the brain and heart and conscience of every man 
here when he appeared before the Speaker to begin the duties of 
the session. He took also this additional oath: 

I, A B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will srgneet the Constitution 
of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic. 

Andsoforth. Now, Mr. Speaker, if thislurking mischief exists, 
if it can be shown to exist, we have no discretion in the matter. 
We stand not only in this high place, but before the God of the 
universe, in whose presence these oaths were registered, we stand 
bound by these oaths with this sacred obligation upon us to apply 
and administer this Magna Charta of the liberties of the people 
of these United States. So that the only question arising is, Has 
there been an abridgment of suffrage in any State? Is it a fact 
that in any of the States of the Union electors are denied the right 
to vote? 

I propose to confine myself mainly to the performances of our 
Democratic brethren in the State of North Carolina upon this 
question, and I honestly believe I can satisfy any unprejudiced 
mind of the fact that the practical operations of the laws of the 
State of North Carolina and of the Democratic organization in 
that State, through the methods they have employed, disfranchised 
hundreds, yea, thousands, of the white men of North Carolina. 

Now to the proof. Having made the charge, it is my duty to 
give verse and chapter to sustain it. I hoid in my hand a state- 
ment drawn from the official report of the August election, about 
which so much was suid in almost every State of the Union at the 
last Presidential election. Whatdoesitshow? It shows that out 
of counties containing a white population of 493,216 and 447,000 
colored, the Democrats carried that vast black belt, that African- 
ized portion of North Carolina, by 57,140 majority. Mark you, 


| 51 counties containing a white population of 493,000 and 447,000 


colored are made by the operations of a Democratic machine in 
North Carolina to record a Democratic majority of 57,000 votes, 
there being about 1 voter to every 5 of the population. 

Let me call your attention to another thing, That is the black 
belt. Here is the white belt. I have here 47 counties containing 
a population of 555,000, of whom the colored are only 119,000, 

There is a majority for the Republicans of 3,168. Now, my 
proposition was that the effect of the lawsin that State and of 
the methods employed by the Democratic machine is to disfran- 
chise hundreds, yea, thousands, of the best white men of the 
State. How dol proveit? The district that I have the honor to 
represent is overwhelmingly white. The district that my col- 
league [Mr. PEARSON] represents is overwhelmingly white. They 
are the only districts that recorded a majority for the Republican 
party. 

: = PEARSON, And nine-tenths of the voters in each are 
white. 

Mr. LINNEY. Why do they record it? Why were they al- 
lowed to record it? Because white men will force all the agencies 
of despotism and treason and take them, as it were, by the throat 
and say unto them, ‘‘ By the eternal God, justice shall be done.” 
The result was that in this white belt there was this Republican 
majority. The conclusion I reach from these returns shows the 
truth as strong as demonstrative reasoning can make it, as cer- 
tainly as twice two make four. You can not possibly escape it. 

The following counties in North Carolina have a majority of 
negroes: 


Democratic 








‘ Thita | lan 
County White. | Black. majority. 
RS oot EMint habe cde ceeaudeeccoconuées 7, 054 13, 479 1, 707 
TEES Eee itp inaieie 9, 467 19, 440 5, 381 
te eecoes 5, 857 7,904 1,010 
og eh a 10, 042 13, 983 2, 965 
sl! i a | 5, 156 5, 591 650 
OI en, os cccaneceee 10, 845 13, 194 1,543 
_ Se 5, 824 13, 526 451 
ce we 4,904 | 5, 296 490 
pL eee ‘ 59, 149 92, 503 14,197 


Aggregate Democratic majorities in the black-belt counties, 
14,197. In these eight counties the majority of negroes over the 
white population is 33,434. 

The foregoing eight counties are the only counties in North 


Carolina containing negro majorities, and by the methods em- 
ployed by our Democratic brethren in a campaign involving the 
question of the disfranchisement of negroes only the astonishing 
results of carrying these counties by the vast majority of 14,197 is 


before us for our consideration. The disfranchisement of the 
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negroin that campaign was emphasized in every conceivable way. | to fill the whole earth. 


The Democratic candidate for governor in a tempest of party rage 
filed an affidavit in Caldwell superior court ‘‘ that no white man, 
in his opinion, would be disfranchised.” 
were to be disfranchised. Our Democratic brethren come before 
the country with the laboring oar on them to prove that eight 
negro counties legally registered a majority of 14,197 votes to dis- 


ourpious Democratic brethren contend that they have been edu- 
cating these negroes for the last quarter of acentury. The imagi- 
nation of Pope alone can describe this character of education: 

Nature its model, habit its nurse, 

Wit, spirit, and faculty but make it worse; 

Reason itself but gives it edge and power 

As Heaven's blest beams turn vinegar more sour. 

My. Speaker, even the worm of the dust exercises the preroga- 
tive tosquirm when tread upon. But these educated negroes have 
less resentment than the poor worm, and, according to the election 
returns, actually voted to disfranchise themselves. 
lieve it? The white Republicans of the west appeal to the sense 
of justice in all high places of the Republic to protect themagainst 
this method of slaughtering them under the false clamor of white 
supremacy. 
in North Carolina politics, is that of the white man of the west 
against the domination of the Democracy in the black belt. 

But let me call your attention to a few more things about this. 
How is it that they vote these negroes? Why, there is not one 
out of a hundred but what wants to vote the Republican ticket. 
When this constitutional amendment was up I saw an old gray- 
headed negro walk to the ballot box, one of the few in my county, 
with a ballot in his hand and cast his ballot. As he walked up 


his eyes, knowing that by the operations of a machine as con- 
scienceless as a tiger wounded or hungry he was to be disfran- 
chised, Yet by this instrumentality you see the result to which 
I have called attention. 

But let me specify. Gentlemen say we want proof, 
It is proof beyond question. 
swear that it is not so, there is not a man who recognizes the 
existence of a God and his obligation to truth but what would 
say, ‘“* Why, it is proven beyond controversy.” Why, Mr. Best, 


Here it is. 


Only negroes, therefore, | 


| 
| 
| 


| what would be the result? 





If 10,000 witnesses were to arise and | 
| adored him, 


in his excellent work on presumptive evidence, says that the oper- | 


ations of the laws of nature outweigh the testimony of the entire 
human family. He illustrates it by saying that if A is charged 


with taking and carrying away a stick of timber belonging to B | 


and it turns out that that stick of timber weighed 10,000 pounds, 
the mere fact that the stick of timber weighed 10.000 pounds, 


being beyond the capacity of the defendant charged, rises up in | 


his defense and vindicates him against the charge. 
you here a worse case than that. [Laughter. ] 
The case of that stick of timber is mild in comparison with it. 


Let me show | 


There is a county in the State of North Carolina known as New | 


Hanover. The city of Wilmington is located in that county. 
Great men live there. Why. gentlemen, the Democrats of North 
Carolina are the smartest Democrats in the world. In other 
States the great disparagement between the population and the 
recorded vote causes simple-minded gentlemen to presume that 
there is something wrong; but you never catch a North Carolina 
Democrat in a trap of that sort. He always hasa full vote. Take 


according tothe returns, got about thirty-four or thirty-five thou- 
sand—thore were that many votes cast in his district. Let mesay 
that in the county of New Hanover, with a white population of 
10,042 and a colored population of 13,000, there were 2,967 recorded 
Democratic votes and 2 Republican votes. 

Now, does not that beat the devil? [Laughter.] 
licans! Here is a county that has been voting the Republican 
ticket, and recording a majority for the Republican ticket, ac- 
cording to my recollection, at almost every general election since 
the close of the war, running somewhere near a thousand Repub- 
lican majority. I believe Governor Russell carried it by 1,300. 
At this last election, before the constitutional amendment went 
into effect. because that does not go into effect until July, 1902, 
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Hearing the voice of the approaching 
hound, he ran to the path to see him go by. He passed him like 
a streak of greased lightning. The next time he came around he 
ran to the path, and as he passed poor old Truman was creeping 
along and had almost lost his voice, and the fox was 3 miles 
ahead, So he thought of his lubricating oil, and, said he, ** My 


| friend, I caught Truman and rubbed him all over, saturating 
franchise themselves, and that, too, in the face of the fact that 


him all over with the oil, and turned him loose. He climbed the 
mountain again with greater speed than ever and a full voice, 
When he came back I went out to see him, and, by the living 
God, he was 3 miles ahead of the fox. [Laughter.] 

Now, I donot say that our brethren down here in North Caro- 
lina steal votes. They would get madif Idid. But they havea 
kind of a machine down there that they have thoroughly greased 
with this lubricating oil. so that it runs 300 miles south of justice 
and 200 miles nearer hell than any machine was ever run in these 
United States. [Laughter.] Yet honorable gentlemen pretend to 


| say that you have no proof that everything is not all right in 
Who can be- | 


North Carolina. These figures themselves, upon their face, carry 


| with them the earmarks of fraud, 


Why, suppose, Mr. Speaker, the question was as to whether or 


é ; ) | not fraud had been done in the execution of a deed. Suppose my 
The conflict, yes, probably the irrepressible conflict, | 


distinguished friend here was a creditor of mine, and I should 
make a conveyance to a son of a piece of land worth $1,000 for the 
sum of $2, and he were to assail that under the statute of fraud, 
There is not a single member in this 
House that if sworn as a judge and had the judicial ermine placed 
on his shoulders but what could judge, from the face of the paper, 
that it was fraudulent, and the paper would be stamped in the 
judicial mind under the statute of fraud as fraudulent because 


allo / ip | of the grossly inadequate consideration; and here is a proposition 
to deposit his ballot he kissed it and walked away with the tears in | 


more grossly inadequate than the question I have put. 

Well, now, how do they doit? Ladmit I donot know. There 
is one secret that the world has never found out, if I read aright. 
It has never been known where the grave of Attila, the Scourge 
of God and the king of the Huns, is. As history tells us, after 
the night that Attila took unto himself a beautiful wife, Ndico, 
the next morning he got up dead. [Laughter.] But the Huns 
They made for him a golden coffin; they incased 
that golden coffin in a silver one; they then inclosed that silver 
casket in an ironone. Their purpose was to give their king, their 
leader, the richest burial that had ever been given. They placed 
that casket in the hands of a few captives whom Attila had in his 
charge. They charged those captives with the delicate task of 
placing that casket, that rich casket, at a place and in a way so 
that it could never be known, promising them their ransom, to wit, 
their liberation, should they execute this direction successfully, 

The poor captives bore away the golden casket and came back 
rejoicing, expecting to be liberated, but their tyrant masters slew 
them, and the fact as to where the grave of Attila is constitutes 
the world'’ssecret, never, probably, to be known. The Democrats 
of North Carolina do not take knives and butcher men, I do not 
believe, except the red shirts did kill a few down there. They do 
not do that, but they do that which is infinitely worse. They 
take, according to the best information I get, and I do not state 
it postively as a fact, but I state that it is an impression upon my 
mind, and the only means by which I think they can do it, that it 
is the only channel through which this great secret will ever be 


| found, the second one, the grave of Attila, the scourge of God, 
the returns hereand every North Carolina Congressman, I believe, | 


and this grave of liberty, in North Carolina. They take certain 


| negroes, instead of intelligent white men, whom our organization 
| suggests, and place these ignorant negroes at the polls as the rep- 


| ally with no eyes. 


Two Repub- | 
| number of negro votes. 


resentatives of their adversary’s cause, some of them blind, actu- 
Many of the rest had as well be as blind as a 
stump, because they do not know Bfrom bull'sfoot. [Laughter.]} 

They take these ignorant agencies and they count out the vast 


Bysome sort of legerdemain they trans- 


| fer this negro column from the Republican side to their side, and 


thus in that way they have murdered the conscience and the 
moral life, not only of the ignorant agencies they have employed, 
but of the community, themselves included. How else can it be? 


| If that is not the way of it, why have we these astounding, these 


this machine only recorded for the Republican party 2 Republican | 


votes, when the truth is there were more than a hundred white 
Republicans in that county to every vote that was recorded for 
them. How do they get them? 
them, because my brethren here would get mad. 

I do not know any way in the world that they got them if they 
did not steal them, except by some sort of legerdemain somewhat 
akin toa story that Captain Todd, of Ashe County, tells. He is 
one of the wittiest men I ever saw, a man of immense intellect, 
but a little eccentric. He told me that he had a friend in his 
county who had invented some lubricating oil; he said he had a 
favorite dog that he called Truman. One morning he awoke and 


voice ringing out clear, strong, and musical, and seeming to him 


It would not do to say they stole | 


damning results hanging about the glorious old State of North 
Carolina? 

There is no State more patriotic, there are no people on God's 
green earth who hate tyranny and would strike down despotism 
and treason quicker than the great bulk of the people of North 
Carolina; but with a machine like that, which they have in full 


| operation, even if we had 50,000 more white men in the Repub- 


lican column than we have got this day, we would be powerless 
because figures, yon know, in the hands of an ingenious, m 
politician, whois willing to adopt any means of acquiring a thing, 
are more prolific than all the men und women in the world, 

Mr. Speaker, this lurking mischief can not continue to exist 


calle | without great peril to the life of the State in which it occurs and 
ola Truman was climbing the neighboring mountain, with his | 


without jeopardizing the peace of the Republic. 
There are certain forces in the moral universe that all men, all 
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arty organizations, mustobey. Dr. Benjamin Franklin, in Poor 
Richard's Almanack, teaches that ‘‘ He who spits against the winds 
of heaven spits in his own face.” Every crime, I contend, against 
the ballot by any son of a State is an assault upon his mother; and 
Poor Richard further teaches that the American boy, unlike the 
Hottentot, is not expected to assault his mother as a means of be- 
ing introduced into good society. If these negroes of the East did 
not vote to disfranchise themselves, then every negro vote put in 
the Democratic column against his will, in effect, slaughters a 
white Republican voter in the West. I therefore plead for the 
rights of the white men of North Carolina, representing a large 
white district on this floor. 

The following are the counties containing 493,216 whites and 
447,309 blacks which, according to this Democratic machine, gave 
them 57,140 majority: 


































County. White. | Colored. | For. | Against. 
ye | | 
A AE aid iithiinehiiehaeinatiguniiake | 10,089 | 9,987 2,124 | 496 
ile bundutnnpn os tndditas oenentinn 11,705 9, 367 3,012 | 1, 456 
SN ci we CDi Gabwks 6506shen ancace sees 7,778 11, 389 2, 649 | 44 
BIG GOM | deeb ei 50d ccces ccscccccovsccecece 8, 500 8, 268 1, 130 | 1,220 
eae 697 4, 803 x40 992 
CIEE ode nd cwipeans vecunccosnontsda gece | 8,333 2, 334 557 | hinz 
Caswell..... | 6, 583 9,445 1, 437 1,277 
Chowan .... 8, 981 5, 236 1,188 917 
Ce eth ch die db: Rteatodnuince itu 11, 829 6, 027 2, 231 1,234 
CE het cnnitsinendiendd races ka canediknens z 13, 479 2, 662 955 
eon 6 pecs wncacceteeeucbns 14, 614 12, 658 2,713 1, 768 
Da Rth culca actstlian neces ectcuceben 11, 539 7,148 2, 072 1, 768 
DRT bi diss shades Geeceencthtedhe 10, 646 7,395 2, 689 2,212 
| TE ELE LETRAS 8, 478 15, 634 3, 781 374 
Franklin ..... sei Qbear sil ara na 10, 668 10, 422 2,970 1, 836 
Gates ........ . i 5, 516 4, 736 1,215 596 
Granville..... a | 12,307 12,175 2,459 1,610 
CN CL ccnteeuttnnadiindinaetamees wail 5, 244 4,795 1,571 666 
ar eae eee 9.467 | 19,440] 6,280 | 899 
SE WoC Gon anh toanteeessionsbvee 5, 857 7, 1,407 897 
Did diveahdondetubedetds cuscsedbuhooce 4,953 3, 950 976 S44 
CE paittwsidtnitinanhttmdndmeaanee 19,7 7,459 3, 853 1,749 
SD cision wediniticedin ibaa 8,842 3, 560 941 665 
rae uwaasd tess Gutacndoweah 8, 446 6, 433 2,122 | 916 
SE bidindacdd ce0n oe pote . 7, 768 7,458 1, 989 | 938 
Mecklenburg | 23,008 19, 664 | 5,110 1,557 
tate ith oni tagcat ieetinn wteebindiom 12, 063 8, 644 | 2, 996 1, 336 
IN Cs an < nccnn teh achimii coe 10, 042 13, 983 | 2, 967 | 2 
ED hi niin Cieuds obneeses edunuen 8, 082 12,310 2, 469 1,095 
RS ll EE EE Se Sey MERE, “SESeee, 7,282 3,021 1,531 671 
hh Ahan tiieendiinneben enn comeme 9, 648 5, 300 1,406 1, 493 
et Oe 5, 156 5, 591 1,542 892 
Pealer .. dit idedudedbedah eébent aban 5, 895 6,618 1, 255 2909 
SIMS cad5s sb esdads weeviieainSceud 4, 687 4, 606 064 679 
ER Ree ee cine kd tained in SL, ee | 1, 658 1,221 
PeeR cap unin daeties.one neatnieuneupennneinel 13, 052 12,456 | 3,414 2, O42 
IN nc 4 sek cduhaedoonc Cobwos | 10,854] 13,094) 1,686 198 
NS ee eee rer are tek 16,461 | 14,547 4,015 704 
IR on iain 2, wigtintndiie atte dapeinel 15,098 | 10,268 2, 898 2,045 
RN 17,102 7,020 3, O87 1,716 
a. SR LE eae | 15,877 9,219 | 1, 302 2, 061 
Ah cull Se .teiddbssesetiledne bowdeaiweteledws ch heen 1,083 7 
a a at chs wail 15, 673 5, 586 | 2, 306 822 
p tel lt A ene ae PE SEL be 6, 386 13,191 | 1,543 913 | 
ee eek Ee Tne awastameutbe | 25,887 23,316 | 5, 668 4,478 
RN ee Ne ce ene Sein idioe | 5, 824 13, 536 | 1, 807 1,356 
EE RE Parr 4, 904 5, 296 | 1, 087 547 
i a | 15,041 11, 058 | 3, 838 1,816 
I oe cn a a | 40,813 7,330 | 2,855 1,443 
ER  cncconeccweubs eles 9, 368 4,301 | 1, 466 1, 387 
i cies 493,216 | 447,309 | 114,844 57, 704 





How is it done? I will tell you one way it is done. The first 
thing they did was to repeal the law, so that the judicial hand 
could not be placed upon them. That is startling, I know; but 
that is what wasdone. Thereis a mandamus remedy against elec- 
tion officers. Itisabout all the remedy you have. Injunction will 
not lie. I thought it would, and I urged Senator PRITCHARD and 
others of North Carolina to try and get up an injunction to stop 
the election under the fraudulent law. I thought I was as gooda 
lawyer as the Senator up to that time, but I found out that 1 was 
not. He pointed out a number of decisions to the effect that in- 
junction will not lie against an election officer. 

The more I investigated it the more 1 became satisfied that man- 
damus was the only remedy. Mandamus had its origin in the 
court of King’s Bench five centuries ago. It was regarded as the 
flower of the King’s Bench. It was regarded asa judicial pre- 





rogative. The court had the same power to issue the writ that it | 


has in thiscountry to issue an order of contempt to preserve order 
in the court. I thought at first, and many lawyers in the State of 
North Carolina,some Democrats. concurred with me, that a statute 


repealing mandamus was unconstitutional and void; but upon in- | 


vestigation I found that the writ of mandamus was not a judicial 
prerogative, but was subject to legislative control by the State. 
Now. this grand writ, which is the twin sister of habeas corpus 
and which js as essential to the enforcement of the rights of the 
citizen against despotism or other malfeasance of an officer as the 
writ of habeas corpus is as to personal liberty; that writ which 
had existed in the State of North Carolina alongside of habeas 


RECORD—HOUSE. 613 


| corpus, without any thought of its having been abolished, in less 
| than two months from the time we held the meeting in the city of 
| Greensboro to determine what remedy we could apply, and con- 
| cluded that our only remedy was mandamus, was abolished. It 
| leaked out—some man from our meeting—some one told them of 
it, and they called the legislature together and passed this act; 
and such anact! |Laughter. | é 

The SPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman from 
North Carolina has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask that the gentleman be permitted to con- 
clude his remarks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much longer time does 
the gentleman want? 

Mr. LINNEY. Oh, about half an hour. The gentlemen on 
the other side have occupied considerable time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the gentleman from North Carolina be permitted to conclude his 
remarks. Is there objection? [Afterapause.| The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. LINNEY. Here is the statute that was passed, and I risk 
the assertion that there is not a lawyer upon this floor who knows 
anything about the writ of mandamus—and they all do, because it 
is the A B Cof the law now; then, although it was not five centuries 
old, because.it was just born—lI risk the assertion that there is no 
lawyer upon this floor thatever heard of such anact. Listentoit! 
Now, we knew that they were going to operate this machine. 
We met to consult touching the relief, the legal manner. the 
method, the means by which we should prevent these results to 
which I have called your attention. They called the legislature 
together, had what they called a moon-eyed legislature [laughter], 
adjourned to meet every moon. [Laughter.| Theytook a recess, 
which they never had done before in that State. Here aretwosec- 
tions that they passed in just two months before the election—— 

Mr. PEARSON. It was in June, I| think. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes; and the election was in August: 

Sec. 88. That uponany application being made or any action or proceeding 
of any kind commenced or had, before any judge of any court in thisState, for 
a mandamus, or order in the nature of a mandamus, injunction, restraining 
order, or orderin thenature thereof to compel, prevent, prohibit, or restrain 
the performance of any actin respect to his duties against any officer or offi- 
cers provided for in this act, the matters stated in the affidavit, petition, or 
complaint upon which such application is based or action or proceeding had 
shall be taken and deemed to be denied, and no such judge shall issue any 
such order, temporary or otherwise, until the facts have been submitted to 
and found by a jury ata regular term of the superior court of the county 
in which such officer resides. Nosuch order shall be madeor issued uponany 
case agreed or upon facts found by a jury at a special term. 

Src. 89. That when a jury has found the facts, and any judge shall issue 
a mandamus or order in the nature of a mandamus, injunction, or restrain 
ing order, or other order in the nature thereof, to compel, prevent, restrain, 
or prohibit the performance of any act in respect to his duties against any 
ofticer or officers provided for in this act, such officer or officers shall have 
the right to appeal from such order to the supreme court, upon giving bond 
in a sum not to exceed the sum of $100 conditioned to pay to appellee all such 
costs and damages as may accrue by reason of such appeal. The said bond 
shall be received and approved by the clerk of the superiorcourt. A deposit 
| of money of the amount of the penal sum named in such bond shall be re 
| ceived by the clerk in lieu of such bond. And upon filing such bond or mak 
ing such deposit, such order shall be vacated until affirmed by the supreme 
court, and until so affirmed the election officer shall proceed to perform the 
duties imposed by this act notwithstanding such order. 

Now, I challenge any lawyer on this floor, any Democrat or 
Republican, or any gentleman upon this floor to point to a single 
instance where any legislature has ever attempted to lay its hands 
upon the writ of mandamus. It can not be shown. It would 
| have produced a revolution up in Yankeedom, where the coolest 
| people in the world live. I have examined the authorities of some 
States, and I find that by this high prerogative writ the frandu- 
lent hand of a bad officer and at other times bad electors has 
been paralyzed and made harmless by the writ. Here it is re- 
pealed. Whatfor? Whathas that to do with rape committed by 
negroes on white women? What has mandamus to do with that, 
| pray tell me? What was the purpose of it? They knew as well 
as they could that the Lord of Hosts lives and presides over the 
affairs of men; that the effect and purpose of this law was to pre- 
vent the courts from interfering with their wicked designs. 

The proud white men of North Carolina, the many thousands I 
have mentioned, would not submit to their proposition which 
required any citizen in the State to read and write any section 
of that instrument in the English language, when we have Latin 
in it, when ex post facto can not be read by any lawyer on the 
floor without examining it carefully. 

You can not render those two prepositions and one verb (or 
whatever else may be the parts of speech), you can not render their 
literal meaning in a plenary way, without the insertion of numer- 
ous other Latin words. The Supreme Court of the United Stat 
required two pages of the printed reports to define ex post facto. 
Massachusetts, if I have read hiStory aright, struck out of its 
constitution those Latin words. 

But there was that proposition. Our peopleare rising up 
it. They believed in mauhcod suffrage. The Democrats knew 
that some extraordinary powers were necessary. They knew that 
for every evilin North Carolina there was a remedy. Such was 
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the perfection of the lawin that State. They commenced casting Mr. LINNEY. I donot know any such thing, and I contend 


about and they saw this grand, noble writ lying in the way of the 
execution of their purposes, and they laid their hands upon it— 
what for? The results showed what for. 

Now, let me return to Halifax. [Laughter.] Halifax county, 
the big negro county in our State, has a white population of 9,467 
and a negro population of 19,440. 
county. Andit is said they voted about 600 more votes than were 
registered. A philosophic, inquiring patriot, during the cam- 
paign, when it was alleged that the rights of the citizens were 
being enlarged instead of diminished—one of the brightest men 
in the State: a good man, unless his methods destroy him, and 
they will destroy him if he keeps on—was asked: ‘‘How did you 
carry Halifax?” Listen to the philosophic reply. Recollect the 
majority was something over 5,000. ‘The inquiry was put by a 
white man, “ How did you doit?” The answer was—an answer 
which was considered as paralyzing in its effects upon almost 
every body in the State who might afterwards have the boldness to 
repeat the question: ‘‘If you were a negro, that question might 
be essential; but as you are a white man, why do you ask, ‘How 
did we do it?’ you should ask, ‘Why did we do it?’ ” 

Gentlemen of the House, I was mighty poor once, and am still 
poor. 
stole a ham. 
to get it back. 
I said to him, ‘‘ How did you get in there?” He replied, ‘Mr. 
LINNEY, you had better ask me why—why I stole the hog. 
hungry; thatis why.” [{Laughter. | 
North Carolina was mighty hungry, and that is why it greased 
the machine with Todd’s lubricating oil in Halifax. If you talk 


Iwent for him. As I was out of meat Il was bound 


plainly about the matter and say that they stole the election they | 


will get mad and want to drive you from the State; and would 
drive you from it, I imagine, if they had the power. 

Those are some of the disreputable methods resorted to, and yet 
honorable gentlemen say that a member from a North Carolina dis- 
trict disgraces himself and his State when he exposes this rascality—- 
this lurking mischief which has crossed the line of ordinary felony 
and takes rank with treason. I say that the man who beholds in 
his own community, in his own State, a lurking mischief like this 
and fails to raise his voice against it is unworthy of citizenship. 
It is the exposure of wrong, not the covering of it up, that pre- 
vents crime. That is the view which I take. 

If these figures are true, what do they show? They write a 
chapter in the history of these United States that the representa- 
tives of foreign nations—yes, the most grinding despotisms in the 
world—could comment upon to our discredit and even to their 
credit. 

What have we? A governor-elect and all of the State officers. 
Who is behind them? They used to say that we had only 120,000 
ignorant negroes and 20,000 still worse white men. The fact is 
that the brains, the intelligence of the State arein the Republican 
party to-day. I ask who stands behind the Democratic machine? 
Not the negro, because the proposition was to disfranchise him. 
According to these returns the most unnatural, the most unrea- 


sonable proposition is presented that ever struck the human | 


mind—that here is a race of people who voluntarily went up to 
the ballot box and voted to disfranchise themselves. Does any 
man believe that? I ask again who stands behindthem? Not the 
white men, because the great majority of white men of the State 
voted the other way. 

Take the county of Madison, in which our Senator resides, I 
believe there are only a few negroes there—how many? 

A MEMBER. Sixty. 

Mr. LINNEY. And how many white voters? 

A MemBer. Three thousand. 

Mr. LINNEY. Howmany votes did the Democrats get? What 
was the Republican majority? 

A Member. Fifteen hundred. 

Mr. LINNEY. Fifteen hundred in that big white county. 

Take Wilkes and the other white counties, and wherever there 
is an overwhelming white majority the Republican party is cer- 
tain to win. Why? 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from North Carolina believe 
that the white people of those counties that he has referred to 
would commit such crimes as he has described, simply because 
they believe in free silver, or anti-imperialism, or any other doc- 
trine of the Democratic party? 

Mr. LINNEY. My dear sir, it is a mystery and a secret as 
great as the grave of Attila, the Scourge of God. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SIMS. I asked the gentleman seriously. 

Mr. LINNEY. I tell you frankly I do not know, and I now ask 
you a question. Do you believe that that vote in New Hanover 
and Halifax was honest? 

Mr. SIMS. I simply take the gentleman’s statement; but does 
not the gentleman know that there is a cause beyond mere poli- 
tics, which is to prevent the negro from gaining control of local 
affairs? 


They gave us 899 votes in that | 


| had a big hog weighing 700 pounds, and a hungry negro | 
Finding the negro whom I knew to be the culprit, | 


I was | 
The Democratic machine in | 


| that Democracy is estopped, on the plainest principles of equity 
/and fair play, from raising that question; because if the negro 
votes for them it is all right, and if they steal his vote it is all 
| right. If it is lawful, then, for the Democracy to steal the negro 
votes and count them, in God’s name, is it not lawful for the Re- 
publican party to count them when they honestly get them? 
| Laughter on the Republican side.] I will say to the distinguished 
| gentleman that I am glad he put the question, and I will say to 
| him now that the negro problem can be solved by a statute which 
| I might not be able to draw, but which the gentleman can draw 
| in ten minutes, so as to prevent any such thing as negro domina- 
| tion, if such a thing can ever exist in the State. 

Pass a statute requiring every officer to give a bond such as 
may be considered right, signed by citizens of the county in which 
he lives, to be approved by the judge of the district. In that way 
you would get rid of all officers who are incompetent and all dis- 
honest ones. But my Democratic brethren ot North Carolina 
would never think of passing that law any more than they would 
think of retiring from politics altogether, because it would re- 

| move the negro question from State politics. In a State where 
the preponderance of white men is so great over the blacks this 
idea of negro domination is the merest rot, a scarecrow with 
| which to frighten weak men. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me ask the gentleman this question, because I 
| am serious about it. 

Mr. LINNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. Why is it that these white people who would com- 
| mit such crimes as you have mentioned against the election laws 

are not criminals in any other respect? 

Mr. LINNEY. My friend, that is hard to tell. Why is it that 
this distinguished gentleman in North Carolina, whose character 
| is as good as yours or mine, or that of anybody else, would answer 
| a philosophic question put to him in that way, when asked the 

question, ** How did you doit?” Now, the question is asked not 
| how, but why. I answer, because of the love of nower. There 
| is nothing like it under the sun, Interest, says one of the great 

judges of this country, degrades the character of a witness or im- 
| peaches him. If a man has an interest ina farm and is litigating 
| about it, judges consider that fact. Interest, like infamy. im- 

peaches. And there is no interest like the love of power and the 

ambition for office. In the play of King Henry VIII, Wolsey’s 

standard of human excellence is too high— 

My robe 
And my integrity to Heaven is all. 

Honest, honorable men in all their other dealings and in their 
church relations in many instances will take the sacrament of the 
Lord’s Supper the Sunday before the election on Tuesday, and 
then on Tuesday they have got very little more sense than a 
horsefly with its head off. ee) Such is the weakness of 
human nature, and such is the tremendous power in the incentive 

| to evil deeds touching this struggle for power. Yes, Gray was 
| right when he said that men will ‘‘ wade through slaughter toa 
| throne.” 

No charge to the man thirsting for office, or those whose hearts 
are cankered with partisan rancor, can make them “ Fling away 
ambition: by that sin fell the angels.” 1 have just received an 

| interesting bit of unwritten history from one of the best men in 
North Carolina on this point. During the hot Presidential con- 
| test, a former candidate for governor in North Carolina declared: 
‘*T would vote for Bryan and against imperialism if I knew it 
| would disfranchise me forever.” 

A few days ago, in an old-time Methodist love feast, this same 
great, good man, having thrown off all his political war paint, in 
reciting his religious experience and counseling his weaker breth- 
ren as to the duty of the church, declared that he could now see 
the hand of God in expansion. This gentleman is known to me 
to be one of the most intelligent citizens of North Carolina, and a 
zealous Christian. Wild to the point of frenzy on election day, 
he was a calm, philosophic, devout Christian in the house of God. 
Mr. Speaker, without law man is a tyrant, and if any laws guard 
him with a greater vigilance than others, it should be the laws 
protecting the ballot box; because here man is weakest in his ca- 
pacity to withstand temptation. What, therefore, can be said of 
an election in any State where the only remedy against fraud, the 
writ of mandamus, has been repealed? 

Mr. GAINES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LINNEY. Why, certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. Has the Republican party ever nominated or 
elected or appointed to the supreme bench of North Carolina a 
negro? 

Mr. LINNEY. Never in this world, my dear sir, and never 
will. They have more sense than that. They have no idea of 
doing any such thing; but I should not be at all surprised, when- 
ever it becomes necessary, if the Democrats appoint a negro or a 
monkey, if necessary to pull them through. [Laughter on the 
Republican side. 
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Mr. SIMS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LINNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. You stated that the love of power is the one motive 
which will induce men to commit political crime. Is there not 
just as much love of power among the people of other counties of 
North Carolina as well as other States, and is not that just as 
much of an inducement for them to commit wrong in order to get 
into power? 





Mr. LINNEY. My dear sir, despotism must evermore be | 


strengthening its fortresses. Liberty crushed will rise, you know, 
and therefore despotism not only tries to hold the vantage ground 
it has, but here every succeeding Democratic legislature is at- 
tempting to add to it. The last stone laid upon the fortress of 
their despotism is the striking down of that grand old writ of 


mandamus. Let me ask the gentleman, and I appeal to his con- | 


science, and to his intelligence, and to his patriotism, I ask him to 


answer under the oath that he took here, was not the tearing | 


down of the writ of mandamus the act of despotism? 

Mr. SIMS. _Is a law passed by all the people despotic? 

Mr. LINNEY. Iam asking the questions now. Was that des- 
potic in your opinion, or not? 

Mr. SIMS. ‘The legislature of North Carolina passed the law. 


Mr. LINNEY. The legislature of North Carolina, nine-tenths | 


of the members, pledged the people their sacred honor, and I be- 


lieve some filed affidavits, that they would not attempt to affect | 


the franchise. They got in by false a and the very mo- 
ment they got in then they turned their backs upon the people 


and submitted these measures, the purpose of which was to make | 


more intricate and complicated the election machinery, and give 
them the opportunity of increasing their agencies for the ignoble 
purpose of destroying their honorable adversaries. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, let me ask the gentleman one more question, 
and I will not worry him further. 

Mr. LINNEY. It does not worry me at all. 

Mr. SIMS. I will ask him, if there was not a negro in North 
Carolina does he believe that law would ever have been passed? 

Mr. LINNEY. If there had not been a negro there? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Well, if there had not been a Democrat there I 
am satisfied it would not. [Laughter on the Republican side. | 
And I will go further. If every voter in the State had been a 
negro, even then it never would have been passed. Nobody buta 


Democrat and a Democratic organization was equal to the task of | 


repealing that grand writ of mandamus, The Republican party 


has pleaded for it, is pleading for it now, and is now asking the | 
legislature of North Carolina to repeal its action. Will they do | 


it? I undertake to say no; but there are threats now that they 
will impeach the judges. 

Mr. SIMS. I thought the gentleman was making a serious 
speech on a grave social question and not simply a political speech, 
or I should not have asked him the question. 

Mr. LINNEY, I am not simply making a political speech. I 
am proceeding on the question whether anybody has been dis- 


franchised in North Carolina, and calling attention to the fact | 
that if anybody has been disfranchised there, the gentleman him- | 


self is bound by the oath he has taken to afford us a remedy. 

That is why I am making thisspeech. I donot like to advocate 
this measure, but I have taken an oath, as my friend has, and I 
say to him calmly and dispassionately, with all the solemnity of 
which I am capable, and with all the solemnity with which I ever 
uttered anything, that it will trouble my friend or anybody else 
to escape the conclusion that there rests upon his soul and mine 
an obligation to the law, an obligation before high heaven, to 
furnish a remedy for these outrageous proceedings. 

I feel jt as a citizen of North Carolina. Youdonot. Itis hard 
for you to believe that any such condition could exist. It is hard 
for you to believe that in any portion of that grand Republic, 


where manhood has been elevated by the influence of the system | 


that we have and where Christianity exists, men could have re- 
sorted to any such means as these figures conclusively show they 
have. And yet it is true. Now, gentlemen, unless we stir up 
these sleeping lions of the Constitution to which I have called your 
attention, the power and duty of Congress to see that each State 
is guaranteed a republican form of government and the duty of 
Congress in making its apportionment to see that when citizens 
are deprived of their rights the representation shall be reduced— 
I say unless we stir up these sleeping lions of the Constitution, 
then there is no remedy. They have rested for a century. 

The last one has slept for a quarter of a century, but the first 


one, in the fourth article, has rested there for a hundred years, | 


sleeping like an innocent babe. Never until now has the writ of 
mandamus been repealed, and never until now has any one of the 
thirteen original States of this Union attempted to destroy the 


remedy whereby the purity of the ballot box could be maintained. | 


Having done that, the time has come when the voice of this Con- 
gress, stronger than the voice of thunder, should stir up these 
sleeping lions and invoke their power in preserving the integrity 
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of the State of North Carolina and the other States, if there be 
any that have been guilty of these infractions. 

Mr.SMALL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

tion? 

Mr. LINNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SMALL. You have spoken of the election laws in North 
| Carolina. I will ask youif there is not at present a Republican 
governor of the State? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes. 

Mr. SMALL. He was elected in 1896, and I will ask if he was 
not elected under Democratic election laws? 

| Mr. LINNEY. He was elected under the other law, on the 

| combination ticket. He was elected after the Democratic law was 

| repealed in 1895. 

Mr. SMALL. He was elected under the law which passed the 
fusion legislature? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes, sir; he carried your county by 1,300. 

Mr. SMALL. I will ask if the Republican legislature that was 
elected in 1894 passed that legislation? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes. 

Mr. SMALL. Was not that election under a Democratic elec- 
| tion law? 

Mr. LINNEY. I believe so. That is, the election of 1894 was 
| under a Democratic law. 

Mr. SMALL. How was it possible, then, if it was violated? 

Mr. LINNEY. I believe in that election they carried your own 
county by 1,300. 

Mr. SMALL. What county is that you speak of? ; 

Mr. LINNEY. I beg your pardon. You do not live there, but 
equally as good a man does. 
| Mr. SMALL. I live in Beaufort County. Do you say it was 

that county? 
| Mr. LINNEY. Oh, no; Iam talking about New Hanover. I 
| made a mistake. You favor your distinguished brother so much 
| that I can not tell you apart. You have both been attending 
Democratic conventions so long that you have become assimilated 
one with the other. [Laughter. | 

Mr.SMALL. That is not answering me. But I will ask the 
gentleman anotherquestion. Youhavemadesome charges against 
| the election laws and the administration of them in North Caro- 

lina. I wish to ask you if you have any reference to the First 
| Congressional district—my district? 

Mr. LINNEY. I have not examined. What district do you 
represent? What big negro counties have you in your district? 

Mr. SMALL. My district is composed of the counties of Beau- 
fort, Camden, Carteret. Chowan, Currituck, Dare, Gates, Hert- 
ford, Hyde, Martin, Pamlico, Pasquotank, Perquimans, Pitt, 
Tyrrell, and Washington—16 counties. 
| Mr. LINNEY. Do you know what the negro population of 

that district is? 

Mr. SMALL. Ido not know; they do not have a majority. 

Mr. LINNEY. Well, you may have squeezed through by leav- 
| ing hair on both sides of the hole without stealing. How that is 
I donot know. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. SMALL. Idesire to interrupt the gentleman further to say 
| that he has not answered my question. 

Mr. LINNEY. Iam answering your question. 

Mr. SMALL. I wish to ask the gentleman if he intends to inti- 
| mate that there was any stealing of votes or any maladministra- 
| tion in the First Congressional district? 
| Mr. LINNEY. Except that I suspect that some one used the 
lubricating oil for running the machine. 
| Mr. SMALL. I desire to know whether you make any such 
| charge. 

Mr. LINNEY. I believe there was a systematic fraud through- 

out every county in the State that has 50 per cent of its popula- 
| tion in negroes; but as to this particular case I have not exam- 
ined, 

Mr.SMALL. In no one of these 16 counties, then, you do not 
make any charge of frauds? 

Mr. LINNEY. The inference I make is founded on the official 
returns. How it is done is a hidden mystery deeper than the 
grave of Attila, ‘‘the Scourge of God.” The figures can not be 
questioned. I have not seen the witnesses, except those figures 
in the returns. 

Mr. SMALL. Does the gentleman think it is fair to make a 
| charge on the floor of this House against a State or any section 
of a State without proof to show by saying it is a mystery which 
he can not explain? 

Mr, LINNEY. I have my proof in this instance appearing on 
the face of the returns. I have stated generally in these negro 
counties, and proved it from the revord, there were 2 Republican 
votes only where there were 26,000 citizens. I will ask you, was 
not that a fraud? ; 

Mr. SMALL. In what county does the gentleman say that 
took place? 

Mr. LINNEY. In New Hanover. 
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Mr. SMALL. Ido not know of any fraud committed in New 
Hanover. 

Mr. LINNEY. Having stated the facts from the returns, state 
whether it was not fraud. Gird up your loins and answer me 
like a man, my friend. How isthat? |Great laughter. ] 

Mr. SMALL. I desire to interrupt the gentleman, 

Mr. LINNEY. I will not be interrupted further. 

Mr. SMALL. I will not interrupt the gentleman against his 
wish. 

Mr. LINNEY. I do not want to stir up any more bad blood 
with the people in the East. God knows there has been enough 
of that already. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has | 


expire d. 

Mr. SMALL. 
district? 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, tyranny and despotism can always 
assign plausible reasons for their action whenever the elective fran- 
chise is unjustly assailed. The excuse given is to protect intelli- 
genceagainstignorance; to uphold white supremacy against negro 
domination. A Democratic partisan can easily imagine that there 
is very little intelligence in a Republican community, and a Re- 
publican partisan is not likely to see all the intelligence in the 
Democratic camp. I believe that the white race in North Caro- 
lina is superior to the black race. I shall strive to protect the 


You do not make any charge against the First 


white voter of the West from the effects of vicious methods at the | 


polls in the black belt. All electors should be protected in these 
sacred rights. The enforcement of the law is the only hope of 
our common country. Quite an intelligent Democrat from the 
black belt came into the white belt of the State, where Republi- 
canism flourishes. He went away with a better opinion of his 
white Republican brother, as is seen from the following clipping 
from the Post: 

Representative BELLAMY, of North Carolina, is widely traveled and cul- 
tured, and appreciates the beauties of his own er “I have traveled,” 
he said,“ over a good portion of Europe. I have looked upon the picturesque 
scenery of Switzerland, grand and inspiring. During the past summer I 
spent but little time in my own district, obeying the wishes of the party man- 
agers that I speak in the western section of the State and tell them from the 
stump something about the conditions in our own section of Tar Heeldom. 
Thus [ had an opportunity to revisit the mountain section of North Carolina 


near the Tennessee line, and I convinced myself that there is no more beauti- | 


ful scenery in the world than that locality affords. I campaigned through 
the wonderful Johns River Valley and visited the Blowing Rock, where you 
can look down 2,000 feet and can drop your coat or your hat and see it sink a 
couple of hundred feet and then be whisked suddenly upward—I was going 
to say back upon your head or your shoulders—but it comes back again to 


where you are standing. The people there have more civilization than they | 
The men served in the Union armies during the | 


are usually credited with. 


civil war, and in many sections have steadfastly remained Republicans since | 


that time.” 

Yes; the white Republicans of Johns River Valley know how 
to treat a political adversary. Asarule the Republicans of this 
valley are splendid representatives of all the human excellencies 
belonging toa greatrace. Many of them disp’ayed the great qual 
ities of the hero in the late war between the States. Most of them 
were soldiers in the Confederate army, and followed Lee and Jack- 
son. Someof them adhered to the side of the Union at great sac- 
rifice. They heard the classic orator of the east with interest and 
that respect which commanded his approval: but in the exercise 
of the best human intelligence they said by their votes we do not 
agree with you. I indulge the belief, in common with my Repnb- 
lican associates of the white belt of North Caro’ina, that if our 
Democratic brethren of the black belt will come amongst us they 
will see more in the white communities of the west to admire. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I regret that the Crumpacker bill is not per- 
fect. For the first time many of the Republican members of the 
North have shown a disposition to enforce the constitutional reme- 
dies for the protection of all the citizens of all the States against 
the schemes of ambitious partisans. The Crumpacker bill is too 
narrow. It will be unjust to North Carolina and all the other 
States embraced in it to cut down their representation while 


there are other States equally delinquent to which it does not | 
I hope to see it so improved as to apply the remedy to all | 


apply. 
the offending States in that form. I would cheerfully vote for it 
as the very best proportion. Should we fail to apply the remedy 
now, ten years must elapse before another opportunity. Iconsider 
the Burleigh bill as coming nearer meeting the marvelous increased 
citizenship and diversified interests of the Republic than the Hop- 
kins bill. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

I ask to extend my remarks in the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Speaker, the members of this Honse 
are well aware of the fact that [ make no pretensions to oratory. 
During my membership in this body I have been content to attend 
strictly to the work of my constituents in the ordinary channels, 
and have not often trespassed upon your time and patience upon 
this floor. To-day, however, we have pending a matter which is 
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| not only of very grave importance to the people of my own State, 
whom I have the honor to represent here in part, but also to the 
| American people as a whole, who have a right to be interested in 
| a measure which concerns both the extent and the adequacy of 

their representation in this Capitol. Entertaining decided con- 

victions upon this subject, and having devoted to its consideration 
| no little time and thought, I can not permit this opportunity to 
| pass without putting upon record the conclusions I have reached. 
| Before proceeding to any general discussion of the two bills pre- 
| sented by the majority and minority, respectively, of the Census 
Committee, I desire to review briefly the general features of each. 
Both are based upon the computations of the Census Office and 
follow the general method which has there been in vogue since 
| 1840. The majority bill provides for 357 Representatives, the 

method employed by the committee in apportioning the same be- 
| ing clearly stated in its report, as follows: 

The plan adopted in making the apportionment is to divide the constitu- 
tional population of the United States, as reported to your committee by the 
Director of the Census, by 357, the proposed membership of the House. The 

| quotient, 208,868, isthe ratio of Representatives to population. This ratio is 
applied in succession to the population of each State. ‘This ratio applied in 
this manner to the population of each State will yield in the aggregate a 
number somewhat less than 357, the number determined upon as the mem- 
bership of the House. The difference, however, is made up by assigning to 
the States having the largest major fractions additional Representatives un- 
til a sufficient number of Representatives has been assigned to make up the 
total number previously agreed upon, namely, 357. 

By this computation all the States having majority fractions are 
accorded additional representation therefor except the three given 
in the list which I here submit: 


‘Represent-| — 
aaives ap- | ey 
| portioned.| FaCuon. 


Colorado 2 121, 367 


Florida 2 110, 806 
1 105, 586 


I do not purpose to dwell upon the obvious injustice which ex- 
| cludes these three States from their rightful participation in the 
apportionment or the vagaries that grow out of this method of 
| dealing with majority fractions, I will simply invite the atten- 
tion of the members of this House to the computations shown in 
| Table 3 of the apportionment figures submitted by the Census 
Office, and ask them to note how different States dodge in and 
| out of the loss column, with different ratios, through the varia- 
tions in these majority fractions. My own State, for instance, 
| which would hold its present representation with a membership 
| of 383, loses one on a membership of 386, holds its present quota 
with 385. and loses again on a membership of 389, although in 
each instance it has a substantial majority fraction. 

A method of computation which permits such uncertainties as 
this is so obviously unjust that no time need be wasted in its dis- 
cussion. Iam firmly convinced that the only fair and equitable 

| way of dealing with such majority fractions is to use all States 
exactly alike and to accord to every one of them which has sucha 
fraction an additional Representative. This view prevailed in 1872 
and is held by the six members of the Census Committee who 
signed the minority report. This report is based primarily upon 
a membership of 384 Representatives, with a resulting ratio of 
194,182. Applying this ratio to the several States in the manner 
already described, it is found that Nebraska and Virginia are the 
only States having majority fractions which fail to secure addi- 
tional representation therefor. A Representative is therefore ac- 
corded each of them, and thus full and substantial justice is se- 
cured to every State in the Union upon the broad basis of equal 
rights, 

The table which I here submit summarizes the general results 
aimed at in each of these pending measures. 


Table showing apportionment proposed by the majority and minority bit's and 
the gain or loss under each. 
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Table showing apportionment proposed by the majority and minority bills and 
the gain or loss under each—Continued. 
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Permit me to say at the outset that I do not believe it is a wise 
olicy to ignore the growth of this great country of ours by need- 
essly limiting its popular representation. The closer the individ- 
ual citizen is brought in touch with the conduct of national affairs, 
and the easier it is for him to impress his views upon those who 
make the nation’s laws, the more in harmony it is with the spirit 
of republican institutions and the stronger and better will be the 
character of the public service. Although I have read carefully 
many of the arguments pro and con that have entered into the 
consideration of former apportionment bills, and have listened 
tiently to all that has been said in favor of the measure reported 
> the gentleman from Illinois, I have yetto find onesingle cogent 
or convincing reason adduced why the number of Representatives 
in this House should not insome degree keep pace with the growth 
of the country in population and material resources. 

The Constitution simply provides that ‘‘ Representatives shall 
be apportioned among the several States according to their respec- 
tive numbers.” The determination, therefore, of the number of 
members who shall constitute this House rests wholly with Con- 
gress. The measure which will be enacted into law as a result of 
our present deliberations will fix the extent of popular represen- 
tation in Washington for the next ten years. It is of special im- 
portance, therefore, that in performing this duty it be with an eye 
single to the interests of the whole country. It should also be 
with a just appreciation of the fact that large as this Republic is 
to-day in population and in the scope and magnitude of its mate- 
rial interests, itis probably destined to an even greater growth and 
development during the period in which the new apportionment 
will be operative. Not only are the members of Congress during 
the next decade to legislate for the interests of the people who 


claimed their undivided attention during nearly all of the decade | 


that has passed, but. as a result of the war with Spain and the 
annexation of Hawaii, they will be called upon to legislate for 
11,000,000 additional people, occupying about 134,000 square miles 
of territory. 

And howshall we best meet the demands upon the time and atten- 
tion of Congress that will come from these possessions, from the 
large increase of population in our own country, and from the con- 
stantly extending and diversifying interests that grow naturally out 
of the complexities of our modern life and continually impose new 
burdens upon those charged with the responsibilities of legislation? 


Certainly not by holding at its present number the membership of | 


this House when every one of us to-day has all and quite all he 
can efficiently do in attending to the needs of his already large 


constituency. In view of existing conditions it is simply prepos- | 


terous to further burden the busy members of this branch of the 
Government by requiring them to care for the needs of over 
13,009,000 more people than they were originally intended to rep- 
resent. Moreover, it would be an exceedingly shortsighted policy 
to leave out of consideration the very large increase in population 
which may reasonably be looked for before the close of the present 
decade. Our action upon this important subject may well accord 
to the members of this House larger rather than smaller oppor- 
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tunities for the careful consideration of measures affecting the 
public welfare and for the exacting duties of constructive legisla- 
tion. 

I believe that the present House has been too small for the 
achievement of the best results in legislative work and tkat the 
larger legislative bodies of the leading European countries have 
some notable points of advantage. The larger the membership 
the better service will be given the public and the more difficult 
it becomes for any measure appropriating money to run the leg- 
islative gantlet. With a small membership logrolling schemes 
for the depletion of the Treasury are always possible; but the dif- 
ficulties attending the success of such combinations increase in 
strong ratio with the enlargement of the membership. Large 
bodies are not easily corrupted. 

They are always in closer touch with the masses and respond 
more quickly to popular conviction. The confidence which a 
people feel in a legislative body rests in no small degree upon the 
strength of its membership and the wide diversity of the interests 
represented. There is nothing which constitutes so strong a bul- 
wark of honest government as the fierce light of publicity which 
beats through a large membership in a popular legislative branch 
upon every measure for the expenditure of the public money. 
| Representatives in such an assembly are directly from the people 

and accountable to them for the manner in which they discharge 


; | the important trusts confided to their keeping. 


The work of a Representative in this House has increased vastly 
during the last few years, which have witnessed a stupendous 
| growth of our country in all departments of material progress. A 
| statement recently issued from the Treasury Department calls 
attention to the astounding fact that the excess of our exports 
over our imports for the fiscal years 1898, 1899, and 1900 was nearly 
| five times as great as the total of such excess for the previous one 
| hundred and seven years of our country’s history. The United 
| States has become a recognized world power. In every avenue of 
| industrial enterprise the American people have pushed out in 
recent years with an energy and a grasp that have been at once 
| the wonder and the admiration of the world. All this growth 
and development has put additional work upon the representatives 
| of the people in this capital, and the whole tendency of the times 
| has been to load the members of this House with a burden of de- 
tail which has steadily narrowed the time which they were physi- 
cally able to give to the great national questions constantly com- 
ing up and calling for close and careful attention. 

I know that there is always a tendency in a legislative body, es- 
| pecially among those who have had long experience in its service 
| and who have been more or less intrusted with the direction of its 
| affairs, to guard jealously its powers and privileges. to be distrust- 


ful of changes, and to cling tenaciously to the old established or- 
der of things. While this feeling isnot unnatural, it may readily 
be carried to extremes, and when it reaches a point where those 
who entertain it are willing to overlook or ignore the facts of 
progress it may easily become an impediment or a menace to the 
public welfare. The movement for a contracted House of Repre- 
sentatives—an assembly making no attempt to keep pace with the 
nation’s growth and needs—has had, so far as I have observed, its 
source and its inspiration in this Capitol and not with the Ameri- 
can people. The people of this country demand and they ought to 
have adequate and efficient representation here, and every meas- 
| ure that tends to widen the distance between the individual citizen 
and his Representative in Washington isa contraction of popular 
power and privilege and out of harmony with the spirit of our 
institutions. 
| So far from being a source of weakness a strong popular assem- 
bly is a source of strength, as the experience of other nations has 
amply demonstrated. 
| Isubmit the fo!lowing table, showing the representation in a 
number of the leading countries of the world and the ratio which 
| it bears in each instance to population: 


Ratio of 


Mem-| Mem-| repre 
ber ber- senta- 
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The comparisons afforded by these figures are certainly strik- 
ing. We have been so accustomed to think of our land as the 
home of liberty, and so gradual has been the official usurpat on of 
popular power, that it is somewhat startling for us to come face 
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to face with the fact that there is not to-day a single constitutional 
monarchy in all Europe whose people do not enjoy vastly more 
power in national legislation than 1s possessed by the citizens of 
the United States. ‘Takea member of the English House of Com- 
mons. a member of the French Chamber of Deputies, a member 
of the lower House of the Spanish Cortes, and a member of the 
Italian Chamber of Deputies, and their combined constituency is 
but 226,347—only 17,479 more than the bill reported by the gen- 
tieman from Illinois purposes to give to a single Representative 
of the great American people! 

The House of Commons, it will be seen, has a membership of 
670, representing a resident population of 37,888,439—less than 


one-hs if the total population of the United States—and it stands | Fi 
Bo ee eee 


before the world to-day as one of the most incorruptible legisla- 
tive bodies on the face of the earth, amply justifying in this 
regard the encomium of Sir William Blackstone in his masterly 
Commentaries. For more than six hundred years—almost, in fact, 
from the days of Magna Charta itself—it has been the recognized 
bulwark of English liberties. It is not the movements toward 
democracy which our country need fear, but rather those that 
tend to rob the masses of the elements of sovereignty—to take 
from them, little by little, as the majority bill reported from the 
Census Committee purposes to do, their representative strength, 


and gradually concentrate in the hands of the few the power that | 


belongs tothemany. During the first session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, when the apportionment bill based upon the Tenth 


to this tendency toward the absorption of power in our own coun- 
try, as compared with the growing democracy of the countries of 
the Old World, in language which the conditions of to-day merely 
emphasize and which is as applicable to the present discussion as 
to the one of which it formed a part. He said: 


Besides England, there are the other nations on the Continent that enjoy 
and have long enjoyed constitutional representative governments. most of 
the time for several centuries. These are Switzerland, Belgium, and Holland 
(the Netherlands). At this time every 45,000 inhabitants of Holland have a 
representative in the National Legislature; about every 43,000 people of Bel- 
gium also have a representative in Parliament, while in Switzerland 
representative for every 20,000 of the population. When we reflect on the 
large representation of the people in each of these three free States, and 
when we also remember that about every 53,000 Englishmen have an organ 
and a vote in Parliament, while only every 170,000 Americans have a repre- 


sentative in Congress, ought it to surprise anyone that we should frequently | 


hear the remark in conversation, or read it in the newspapers, that govern- 


ment in Europe is becoming more democratic every day, while in Americait | 


is tending more to the aristocratic or one-man power? 

Power is ever seeking its own increase, and political power especially 
has a constant tendency to steal from the many to the few, to guard against 
which our English ancestors, who have been slowly but steadily improving 


in their Government for the last tive hundred years, have during all that | 


time been in favor of a large House of Commons. Since the days of the Stu- 
arts, England and Wales alone have had about 500 members in the Commons. 
At the union with Scotland, nearly two hundred years ago, 45 other repre 
sentatives were added for that country, and at the union with Ireland, at the 
beginning of the present century, still another 100 were added for her quota; 
since which time the Commons has never had less than 650 members, although 
several acts reforming Parliament as to suffrage and constituencies have 
been passed 


Thus, while representation in the Commons of Great Britain has never 
been less than one member for every 53,000 inhabitants, which is the ratio | 


to-day. the people of the United States have not had as much representation 
as that in their National Legislature since forty years ago. Each member on 
this floor now represents over three times as many inhabitants as a member 
of the House of Commons. 

Hence England may be said from the very start to have established a 
maximum representation of her people to protect them against the encroach 
ments of wealth, the designs of demagogues, or the assaults of ambition. 
while the United States, on the other hand, may be said_to have commenced 
with a minimum of representation and to have adhered to it, at least since 
1832. 


There can be little doubt but what while the English House of 
Commons has been a sturdy and incorruptible conservator of the 
people’s interests, its legislative efficiency would be considerably 
increased by the rules which obtain in this body and which insure 


the orderly progress of business however large its membership | 


may be. Weare legislating primarily for our own day and gen- 
eration, and there is no reason to suppose that those who are to 
come after us will not be fully able to deal with any conditions 
that may confront them. No generation has ever had a mortgage 
upon the universal intelligence either within or without the circle 
of its own activities. 

If we shall increase the membership of the House as provided in 
the bill presented here by 6 of the 13 members of the Census Com- 
mittee it will still require nearly one hundred years of similar in- 
crease at each succeeding apportionment before this branch of Con- 
gress will equal in size the present membership of the English House 
ofCommons. It will require nearly seventy years of similar decen- 
nial progress before we shall reach the prescnt membership of the 
French Chamber of Deputies. Nor should we for one moment in 
this connection lose sight of the important fact that the popula- 
tion represented by these bodies in each instance is only about 
one-half as large as that represented by this House. I submit 
here a table showing the general basis of apportionment from the 
foundation of our Government down to the present time, includ- 
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ing the proposals of the majority and minority bills for the appor- 
tionment under the Twelfth Census: 


Apportion- | Whole 
ment. | number 

——— of Rep- 
ati, | resenta- 

Ratio. | tives. 


30,000 65 
33,000 105 
33,000 M41 
34, 000 181 
40,000 213 
47,700 240 
1843 | 70,680 23 
1853 | 93.423 233 
1863 | 127.381 241 
1873 | 131,425 283 
1883 | 151,911 325 
1893 | 173,901 356 
1903 357 


208, 868 
1903 | 194, 182 386 


Census. | 


Under. nape eenincmes 
Popula- Year. 


oa Ba a oc 


| 
1790 | 
| 


1789 
1793 
1803 
1813 
1823 
1833 


ear 
NN EE EET 
Third Census 
Fourth Census 

Fifth Census 


8, 929, 214 
5, 308, 483 
7, 239, 881 
9, 637, 822 
12, 866, 020 
17, 069, 453 
23,191, 876 
31, 443, 321 
38, 558, 371 
50, 155, 783 


1800 
1810 
1820 
1830 
1840 
1850 
1860 
1870 
1880 
1890 


1900 | 


Seventh Census 
Eighth Census 
EE GN, wiccekcdcuucuacsand 
I I ow nouns neaniiianeiia 
Eleventh Census ...............- 
Twelfth Census: 

Majority bill 

a? 


74, 565, 906 


1900 | 74,565, 906 


It will be seen from these figures that after every apportion- 
ment in the history of this country, with one single exception, 
occurring more than half a century ago, and for which the Sen- 
ate of that time was responsible, there has been an increasein the 


; | | number of members in this House, in order that it might, in some 
Census was under consideration, Representative Tillman referred | 


measure, keep pace with the increasing numbers and needs of the 
In no single instance, however, has such an increase been 


conjured up all sorts of bugaboos that were to come from it. 
Some of them have even gone so far as to profess to seein such 
increase of popular representation grave dangers tothe Republic! 


| How absurd those needless fears, that uncalled for and foolish 
| distrust of the people, appear to-day when read in the light of 


history! The verdict which we pass upon them now will be the 
verdict of the future upon the arguments of those who now seek 
to stay the progress of this House in its efforts to keep abreast of 
the country’s growth and needs, if the substitute measure reported 
by the minority of the Census Committee shall receive your 
sanction. 

And what are the arguments advanced in the majority report 
of the committee? I find but two, namely, *‘economy” and ‘‘ dis- 
patch of business.” It scarcely seems possible that anyone will 


| seriously contend here that the small additional expense that would 


be occasioned by the increase of membership contemplated by the 
substitute bill should constitute an insuperable obstacle to giving 
the people of this country the representation in Washington ren- 


| dered imperatively necessary by their increased requirements. 
| The American masses can far better afford to expend a few more 


thousand dollars a year than they can to face the vastly greater 
loss that would come to them from a further needless and arbi- 
trary concentration of official power in national affairs. 

So far as the *‘dispatch of business” is concerned, there is no 
objection which can possibly be urged against 386 members, or 


| for that matter 395 members, on the score of unwieldiness which 


could not be urged with equal force and truth against the pres- 
No fair-minded man will fora 


necessary to the orderly transaction of business under existing 
conditions would operate equally well with a membership con- 
siderably in excess of our present one. The membership of this 


| House, as a matter of fact, long ago outgrew the conditions which 


made it possible for each individual member to participate to 
whatever extent he might desire in its discussions—a privilege 
which is with much difficulty, under the great pressure of present- 
day conditions, secured to United States Senators. 

As a matter of fact, those who favor a reduction in the people's 
representation at the national capital are somewhat put to it to 
find serious arguments against the proposed increase of 29 mem- 
bers. Even the asserted lack of capacity in this Hall for such a 
contemplated increase—that prodigious argument with which the 
advocates of a contracted representation have sought in vain to 
fortify themselves in the last two apportionments—is unavailing 
now. Iconfess that I have had the temerity to suppose that the 
needs of a great people might be permitted even to override the 
limitations of partition walls; that the Capitol itself is intended 
to accommodate the people, and not the people to accommodate 
the Capitol. But, fortunately for the peace of mind of these gen- 
tlemen, the increase of membership contemplated in the bill re- 
ported by the minority of the Census Committee involves no 
enlargement of this Hall. 

A plan prepared by the Architect of the Capitol shows that such 
additional members can amply be provided for within its present 
limitations. Bereft of this old-time rock of refuge, our opponents 
are perforce driven to solicitude for the future. ‘‘If,” they say, 
‘*vou keep on in the decades of the future increasing the member- 
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ship of this House to render it in some degree commensurate with North Dakota, Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Minn2- 
the growth of the country, the time will come, alas, when we or | sota, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Illinois, New York, and Texas 


our descendants will be brought face to face with the dire neces: | 


sity of moving these partition walls!” Well, possibly; but this ter- 
rible contingency is not yet upon us, nor need wecross any bridges 
until we get tothem. We are only asked at this time to legislate 
in the lightof present-day conditions for thenextten years. Those 


who come after us may reasonably be depended upon to meet the | 
requirements of the future wisely and well. There is also more | 
than an equal chance that the growing lack of veneration may by | 


that time prove a saving grace. 

The proposition to hold the total membership of this body where 
it is for another ten years, or, in other words, to require that its 
members, each of whom during the past decade has represented 
here about 174,000 inhabitants, shall represent about 209,000 people 
each during the present decade, is practically equivalent to a re- 


~ 


duction of 72 members in the representation which the people of | 


this great country with all their gain in numbers and the multi- 
plication of interests demanding the attention of Congress are to 
have at the national capital during the next ten years. 

The bill reported by 6 of the 13 members of the committee, 
while it takes care of the legitimate interests of every State in the 
Union and deprives none of them of existing representation, in- 
creases the total membership of this House but 29, a number by 
no means unprecedented. The increase in 1870 was 42, although 


the gain in population was little more than one-half of what it | 


has been in the decade just closed. The same increase was made 
again in 1880, while in the apportionment of 1890 the increase was 
31, 2 more than that called for by the bill reported by the minor- 
ity of the Census Committee, notwithstanding the fact that our 
growth in population and in wealth between 1890 and 1900 was 
greater than in any previous decade of the country’s history. 
This bill amply provides for all the growing interests of the country 
and avoids the gross injustice of depriving States which have in- 
creased in population in the past decade of representation now 
enjoyed, and which was based upon the smaller population of ten 
ears ago. 
: Nothing can be fairly urged as a just and sufficient reason 
for depriving any State of existing representation save a substan- 
tial falling off in the population upon which it was originally 
based. Weare not confronted at this time by any such contin- 
gency. Under the bill reported by the chairman of the Census 
Committee 8 States of the Union—Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maine, Nebraska, Ohio, South Carolina, and Virginia—are de- 
prived of representation which they have had during the past 
decade, and yet not asingle one of these States has failed during 
that period to make a substantial increase in its population. IL 
submit in this connection a table showing the amount of such 
increase in each of these States: 


Population. 








State. — —— ——) Increase. 
189. | 1900. 
| 

I ete ck hoa be Gasnes senck  cintdeowae 2,192,404 | 2,516, 462 | 324, 058 | 
ee. Aes aa taeda neue bade 1,427,096 | 1,470,495 43, 399 
ES nn i 7 288, 539 
STs c Shit Like ie cacsanes SiushGaises 661, 086 | 33,380 
i cea Wied i eed 1,058,910 | 1, 9, 629 
i saan ei alia 8, 672, 316 4,157 485, 229 
a nebbenusubes 1,151,149 | 1,340,316 189, 167 
aad Bie coe ack dvcesewhesss J4aucus 1,655,980 | 1,854, 184 198, 204 

ia itiisen cnnk vindiepades sasinianaaaha 13, 677,576 | 15,249, 181 1,571, 605 








I invite special attention to the totals here shown. It will be 
seen that the total increase of population for the decade in the 8 
States which the bill reported by the gentleman from Illinois pur- 
poses to deprive of present representation is 1,571,605, which is 
nearly one-eighth of the total increase in population in the whole 
country during the same period. 

Never was a measure presented to the consideration of this 
House more unwise in its policy, more needlessly unjust in its 
provisions, or more arbitrary in its purpose than the one now 
pending for the further concentration of official power in the 
nation. By its provisions it deprives 8 States of the Union, com- 
prising one-fifth of the total population of this country—States 
which have gained a million and a half in population in the last 
ten years—of 8 Representatives at the national capital which were 
accorded them ten years ago. 

I submit in all fairness that if 80 members of this House were 
necessary for the ade uate representation of those States ten years 
ago, when they had but 13.677,576 population—and I do not think 
any man will question such necessity—it is a rank injustice to re- 


duce that representation to 72 at this time, when their aggregate | 


sf sore has reached 15,249,181. The substitute bill presented 
y the minority of the Census Committee deprives no State of ex- 
isting representation, while at the same time it cheerfully con- 
cedes to Arkansas, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Florida, 
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 


| 











that increased power in the councils of the nation that rightly be- 
longs to them as a result of their guin in population. 

If the eight States so unjustly discriminated against in the ma- 
jority report had lost in population during the decade, there might 
have been some reason for depriving their citizens of so large a 
proportion of the representative rights which they have hitherto 
enjoyed in this Capitol, but in view of their absolute gain of one 
million and a half in population the majority bill is not only a 
measure absolutely without justification, but one which inflicts 
an uncalled-for wrong upon a large proportion of the citizens of 
this country. We are met here with a propositon not only to 
ignore the needs of a growing population and of multiplied and 
diversified interests by retaining the same representation through 
two decades, but we are asked also, as a crowning act of legislative 

vandalism, to loot part of the representation of States which have 
enjoyed a steady and substantial growth in wealth and population. 

I believe that the majority bill, that turns its back upon prac- 
tically all the precedents of the past, and not only deprives 18 
great States of this Union of the increased representation which 
should rightfully come to them by their growth in population, 
but robs 8 other great States of the Union of representation estab- 
lished ten years ago upon a smaller population, has no right to 
pose in this Hall as a measure for the promotion of the public in- 
terests. It might with more propriety be entitled ‘‘A measure to 
deprive the American people of adequate representation at the 
national capital.” 

I firmly believe that no member of this House should be required 
to look after the interests of more people than it is possible to give 
a proper amount of individual attention. It is desirable not only 
that a Congressman should be in close and sympathetic touch with 
every part of his district, but also that it should not be beyond the 
range of possibility for him to know personally the majority of the 
voters who make up his constituency. Such an acquaintance and 
such a close knowledge of the needs of his district is not only 
essential to the highest type of representation, but constitutes the 
strongest safeguard which this Government can have against all 
forms of political jobbery and corruption. The people desire more 
than faithful service. They demand and they are entitled to have 
efficient service, and that kind of service you render toa large ex- 
tent impossible when you so enlarge the population of a legislative 
district as to make it a difficult matter for the individual citizen 
to reach the ear of Congress. 

In 1789 every 30,000 people in the United States had a Repre- 
sentative in this House, who usually enjoyed a personal acquaint- 
ance with practically all of the people of his district. This, too, 
was at a time when the conditions of the country were simple and 
the members of Congress, being largely free from the burden of the 
details which have grown out of the diversity of present-day af- 
fairs, were enabled to give a much closer scrutiny to and study of 
the great questions that came up for solution. ‘To-day a member 
of Congress represents in round numbers 174,000 people, and so 
great are the demands upon his time that it is difficult indeed for 
him to find opportunity for the careful consideration of general 
measures of legislation. I donot believe that any move calculated 
to unnecessarily accentuate this condition of affairs is either de- 
sired by the American people or in accord with a wise and pro- 
gressive public policy. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Brick, for one week, on account of his father’s death. 

To Mr. HALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. McCALt to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Robert Downing, Fifty-fifth Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 


| an estimate of appropriation for the U nited States service schools— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, an esti- 
mate of deficiency appropriation for pay of the Military Acad- 
emy—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the | 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
House, as follows: 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5409) 
for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2151), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6524) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Andrew Carney and grant him an 
honorable discharge, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 5152); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4742) granting an 
increase of pension to Jesse F. Gates, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2153); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8001) for the relief of Samp- 
son D. Bridgman, a soldier of the Florida war, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2154); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4834) granting a pen- 
sion to Otto Haltnorth, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2155); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged trom 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13158) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Goodwin—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10575) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Moran—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13076) granting a pension to John Laffey—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

} 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS IN- 


TRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bi ls, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 13255) to authorize Jefferson 
County, Ark., to construct and maintain a free bridge across the 
Arkansas River within 5 miles of Pine Biuff, Jefferson County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RIDGELY (by request): A bill (H. R. 13256) to provide 
for the construction of a filtration plant for purifying the Poto- 
mac water used in the District of Columbia without issuing inter- 
est-bearing bonds—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13257) to provide for the com- 
pletion of a system of sewage disposal in the District of Columbia 
without issuing interest-bearing bonds—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13258) to provide for the im- 
provement of the streets, roads, sidewalks, and highways in the 
District of Columbia without issuing interest-bearing bonds—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13259) to provide for bridging 
the Anacostia River, the Potomac River, and Rock Creek, in the 
District of Columbia, without issuing interest-bearing bonds—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13260) to provide for the con- 
struction of municipal buildings in the District of Columbia 
without issuing interest-bearing bonds—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13261) to provide for the con- 
struction of a sea wall and grand boulevard from the Old Naval 
Observatory site around the Potomac Flats, Arsenal grounds, 
navy-yard, and across the Anacostia River, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, without issuing interest-bearing bonds—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13262) to provide a grand union 
railway and shipping station in the District of Columbia without 
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issuing interest-bearing bonds—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13263) to provide for the con- 


| struction and operation of transportation, communication, mer- 


chandizing, housing, lighting, heating, electric, and other plants in 


| the District of Columbia without issuing interest-bearing bonds— 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13264) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a Commissioner for the northeast, for the southeast, 
for the southwest, and for the northwest portions of the District 
of Columbia, instead of as at present—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13265) to provide for the dike- 
age and drainage of the Anacostia Flats above the Pennsylvania 
avenue bridge, southeast, without issuing interest-bearing bonds— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 13266) to authorize the 
Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across Red River, and to construct and 
operate a line of railway, with telegraph and telephone liues, 
across the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 13267) to authorize the re- 
adjustment of the accounts of Army officers in certain cases, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 18274) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to lease suitable premises for use of the Post-Office De- 
partment—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 13276) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and 
March 38, 1887, and generally known as the Bowman and Tucker 
acts, and for other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 13294) to provide for the electric 
illumination of certain of the public buildings and grounds on the 
occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 
1901—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13295) for the erection of 
an equestrian statue to the memory of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski 
at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 289) to per- 
mit railroads in the District to occupy additional parts of streets 
to accommodate the traveling public attending the inaugural cere- 
monies—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEELE: A resolution (H. Res. 332) for the relief of 
Ora M. Enyart—to the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 333) to pay to Mary C. 
Newcomb, widow of Simon D. Newcomb, six months’ salary and 
funeral expenses—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 334) for the relief 
of William Doyle—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R, 138268) granting an increase of 
pension to J. 8. Vallet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 13269) granting a pension to 
Edward Wesner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to Calvin §S., 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13271) granting a pension to George H. Hig- 
gins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. A. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 13272) granting an 
increase of pension to Milton Love—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 13273) to correct the military 
record of Henry Finnegass—to the Committee on Military Affatrs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 13275) to increase the pension of 
Gabriel Stephens—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 13277) for the relief of William 
Shepherd—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 13278) for the relief of James E. 
Howard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13279) to enable the directors of Providence 
Hospital to increase the accommodations of that institution—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 13280) for the relief of Joseph 
White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13281) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Giles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 13282) to correct the 
military record of Leander Frost, alias James Benston—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18283) granting an increase of pension to 
H. P. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13284) for 
the relief of John Thomas Owen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 13285) for the relief of the 
heirs of George T. Howard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 13286) granting a pension to 
Henry Hinckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13287) granting a pension to Carrie Le 
Baron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13288) granting a pension to Lucie Place-—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 13289) granting a pension to John W. Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 13200) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Cosgro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13291) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Yeoman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13292) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Edmonds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13298) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lomsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 13296) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 13297) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oscar M. Peck—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13298) for 
the relief of the heirs of the estate of John Hogan—to the Com- 
inittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 13299) granting 
a pension to Milla Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13300) to increase the pension of Thomas 
Sheridan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Leadville, 
Colo., and Business Men’s Association, of Pueblo, Colo., favoring 
certain extensions of the Weather Bureau—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union. Cripple 
Creek, Colo., favoring Government ownership of railroads, etc.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Leadville, Colo., fav- 
oring Government irrigation of public lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of certain churches and Women’s Christian Tem- 
pevenes unions of Aspen, Lamar, Monument, Colorado City, 

ooper, and Montrose, Colo., against island saloons and canteens— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of Bedell Brothers and other 
citizens of Iola, Kans., against the parcels-post system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the faculty of the Industrial 
College of the State University of Nebraska, favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 11350, to establish the national standardizing 
bureau—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the General Association of the Congrega- 
tional Churches of Nebraska, in favor of the anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, in 
favor of prohibition of American traders selling intoxicants—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of keeper and surfmen of Quonoch- | 
outang life-saving station, for the passage of the bill to increase 
their pay—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GASTON: Petition of F. K. Easterwood and other drug- 
gists of Meadville, Pa., for the repeal of the special tax on pro- | 
prietary medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. F. Root and other citizens of Gresham, Pa., | 
to ratify treaty between civilized nations relative to alcoholic trade | 
in Africa—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Republican | 
State committee, Philadelphia, Pa., sustaining the Burleigh report | 
relating to Congressional apportionment—to the Select Committee | 
on the Census. 

Also, editorial comments of New York newspapers, favoring the 

assage of the Frye-Payne shipping bill—to the Committee on the 
erchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of 250 citizens of Bellevue, Pa., M. M. Sweeny, 


| of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Perri 


chairman, favoring the exclusion of the liquor traffic in Africa, 
etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of wine importers and dealers, for the repeal of 
the stamp tax on domestic and foreign wines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Fall 
River (Mass.) Board of Trade, favoring Senate bill No. 727, known 
as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill No, 11678, 
granting a pension to James Schrogham—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of Boston Paper Trade Associa- 
tion, in favor of reciprocal trade relations with Canada—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. METCALF: Resolution of the California Club, San 
Francisco, Cal., urging the Government to place certain forest 
reservations on an income-producing basis—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the city council of Oakland, Cal., for the 
improvement of Oakland Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) Paper 
Trade Association, favoring a reciprocal trade treaty with Can- 
ada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of W. V. Couch and other citi- 
zens of San Diego and vicinity, California, in favor of the anti- 
polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of Joseph White, of Virginia, for ref- 
erence of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Orthodox Friends of Macedon 
Center, N. Y., for the prohibition of the sale of intoxicants, etc.— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of Joseph Mor- 
gan. of Jackson County, Ala., for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Caroline McCrory, of Jackson County, Ala., 
for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Resolutions of Winfield Scott 
Garrison, Regular and Volunteer Army and Navy Union, No. 68, 
favoring the enactment of a law toentitle all honorably discharged 
soldiers or sailors to admission in any military, marine, Gr naval 





| hospital in the United States—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of the estate of George T. Howard—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Pas- 
saic County, N. J., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of 100 citizens.of Hawar- 
den. Lowa, in relation to the exclusion of all spirituous liquors 
from our insular possessions and favoring certain other reforms— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 7, 1901. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miupurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
s, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 

nal will stand approved. 
CREDENTIALS, 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I present a paper certifying the 
fifth election of Joun T. MorGan to a seat in this body. 

The credentials of Jonn T. MORGAN, chosen by the legislature 
of the State of Alabama a Senator from that State for the term 
ending March 8, 1907, were read, and ordered to be filed. 

PROPOSED VETERINARY CORPS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for permission to present out of order a 
resolution simply to print additional copies, which we shall prob- 
ably need this afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.- It will be received and lie on 
the table for the present. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to have an exception made and 
to have the order entered now, because it relates to the veteri- 
nary corps, which may be the first thing to be considered to-day 
on the Army bill, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the recep- 
tion of the resolution now? The Chair hears none. 

The order was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 500 copies of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
letters concerning the proposed veterinary corps be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colum- 
bus, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors to the native races in Africa; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Blackwood, 
Jacobtown, Dayton, and Plainfield, all in the State of New Jer- 
sey, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petitions of John Marshall, keeper, and 
7 other members of the life-saving crew of Bonds Station; Jarvis 
B. Rider and sundry other citizens, and of Thompson B. Pearce, 
keeper, and 7 other members of the life-saving crew of Bay Head, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to 
encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TOWNE presented a memorial of the National Patriotic 
Federation, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
relative to the authority granted steam railroads to enter the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the mayor and com- 
mon council, Board of Trade, and of sundry citizens of Vincennes, 
Ind., praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of a 
public building at that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BARD presented a memorial of the Fruit Growers’ Asso- 
ciation of Sacramento, Cal., remonstrating against any change 
being made in the present tariff on citrus fruits; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of the Methodist Preachers’ 
Association of Boston, Mass.; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union of New Bedford, Mass., and of the permanent com- | 
mittee on temperance of the Universalist Genera] Convention, | 


praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Lamanda Orangeand 
Lemon Association of California, praying for the establishment 


of a quarantine against infected fruits imported into the United | 


States; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 
He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Visalia, 


Cal., remonstrating against the further disposal of untenanted | 


Government lands, and praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement and extension of roads and trails in the Sequoia 


and General Grant national parks in that State; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and members of the 
life-saving station of Point Reyes, Cal., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to promote the efficiency of the life-saving service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of the members of the Pres- | 


bytery of Steubenville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Valley City Federal Union, No. 
8649, American Federation of Labor, of Sidney, Ohio, praying for 


the enactment of legislation regulating the daily hours of labor of | 


workmen and mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison 
competition; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Sunday school of the Con- 
gregational Church of Norwalk, Ohio, and apetition of the Young 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Bellevue, Ohio, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to native races in Central Africa, the Philippines, and 
Alaska; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented petitions of 73 citizens of Crawford County; 
of the Central Labor Union, American Federation of Labor of 
Toledo; and of the Farmers’ Institute of Piqua, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill to reg- 
ulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of 29 citizens of Norwalk, of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Congressional Church of Nor- 
walk, of the Ministerial Association of Youngstown, and of George 
VY. Morris and 15 other citizens of Hyde Park, all in the State of 
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Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Savan- 
nah, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made to secure an en- 
largement of the work made by the Geological Survey relative to 
the preservation of forests so as to include in its operations the 
forests of Georgia and Eastern States, and also for the improve- 
ment of the public highways of the country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of the Daughters of the Amer- 
ican Revolution of the State of Washington, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the purchase of the Valley 
Forge camp ground to be used as a national park and military 
reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Plymouth 
Congregational Church, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Army canteens; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the board of public 
works of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation for the relief of the widow of Isaiah Smith 
Hyatt, relative to the extension of ten years on a patent granted 
to her husband for a method of purifying water; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Marble Workers’ Union of 
Detroit, Mich,, and a petition of the Trades and Labor Council 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
regulating the hours of daily labor of workmen and mechanics, 
and also to protect free labor from prison competition; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the keeper and members 
of the life-saving station of Frankfort, Mich., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California and 
Lake City, and of the Pastors’ Union of Lapeer, all in the State 
of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ferry, South 
Lyon, Grand Rapids, Detroit, North Branch, and North Adams; 
of the Foreign Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Saginaw; of the Missionary Society of the Immanuel Church of 
Saginaw; of the Ladies’ Benevolent Circle of the Presbyterian 


| Church of Dearborn; of the Home and Foreign Missionary Society 


of the Presbyterian Church of Ann Arbor; of the Woman's Mis- 
sionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Kalamazoo; 
of the Woman’s Home and_Foreign Missionary Society of West 
Bay City; of the Home and Foreign Missionary Society of the St. 
Andrew’s Presbyterian Church of Detroit; of the Home Missionary 
Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Saginaw; of the 
Woman's Missionary Society of Homer, and of the Columbian 
Club, of Coldwater, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 


|amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation incorporating the 


| Washington Telephone Company in the District of Columbia; 


which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of Charles Webber 
and 18 other citizens of Harrison County, Ind., and the peti- 
tion of John W. McCarty and 51 other citizens of Stones Crossing, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill to reg- 
ulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
referred to che Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Port- 
age, Lewiston, Caledonia, and Pacific, ail in the State of Wiscon- 
sin, praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement 
of levees at those places, and also for the protection of the Fox 
River Valley; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Congre- 
gational Church, the Baptist Church, and the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Bloomington, and of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Providence, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented the petition of Rev. J. 
Wesley Johnston and sundry other citizens of Meriden, Conn.. 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Windham, 
Conn., and a petition of Ekonk Grange, No. 89, Patrons of 
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Husbandry, of Sterling, Conn., praying for the enactment of the 
so-called Grout bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of L. W. Gilchrist, of Seat- 
tle, Wash., praying that certain changes be made in the present 
mining laws relating to Alaska; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the G. W. Taylor Dry 
Goods Company, of Huntsville, Mo., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


ADDITIONAL REPORT ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN, I am directed by the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals to submit an additional report to accompany the 
bill (H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, Imovethat 
it be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion Was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. | also ask unanimous consent that the revort 
I have just submitted may be bound in paper, inasmuch as it is 
very voluminous and otherwise pages would be likely to get lost. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the report 
will be bound in paper. 

COURTS IN IOWA. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
{[Mr. ALLISON] to the report Iam about to make. I am directed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 12447) to amend an act approved June 1, A. D. 1800, 
entitled ‘‘An act to create the southern division of the southern 
district of iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 
place for holding court therein,” to report it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
considered. It is a local bill and of someimportance, as it affects 
our courts. It will take but a moment. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent. the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RESERVATIONS FOR PURPOSES OF INAUGURAL CEREMONIES, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 
145) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant permits to the 
executive committee on inaugural ceremonies for use of reserva- 
tions or public spaces in the city of Washington on the occasion 
of the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1901, and 
so forth, to‘report it favorably without amendment and to ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will ask that the letter of the president of 
the Board of Commissioners be read. It will explain the matter. 
This is the usual measure passed prior to inauguration, and it is 
almost word for word the same that was passed four years ago. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does not affect matters in the 
District of Columbia except for the purposes of the inauguration, 
as I understood from the reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is true. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the letter be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 3, 1901. 

DEAR Sir: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are advised by 
the chairman of the committee on legislation of the committee on inaugural 
ceremonies that the committee proposes to request the reenactment of the 
joint resolution approved February 6, 1897, entitled “Joint resolution author- 
izing the Secretary of War to grant permits to the executive committee on 
inaugural ceremonies for use of reservations or public ae in city of Wash- 
ington on the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect on March 4, 
1897, etc,” providing that the amount of $10,000 be asked for instead of $8,200, 
as in the former resolution, for the maintenance of public order and the pro- 
tection of life and property. 

The Commissioners recommend the enactment of the proposed legislation 
80 far as it contemplates the imposition of special duties upon them, and es- 

cially concur in the proposed increase of the amount of the eperceeintion 
or the protection of the public. The increase in the number o cone who 
will be in attendance, owing to the growth of population in the District and 
the influx of strangers which the event to be celebrated will induce, render 
the proposed increase in the appropriation a very moderate one for the serv- 
ice it is intended to provide. 

Very respectfully, 
HENRY B. MACFARLAND, 
President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
Hon. James McMILLan, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia 
United States Senate. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to interfere with the 
passage of the joint resolution, but I wish to take this occasion to 
say, from a pretty long experience, that I believe it would be found 
practicable to afford some shelter to the crowds who gather at the 
inauguration to hear the inaugural address of the President in the 
open air on the east front of the Capitol, by a temporary structure 
with a roof which can be taken away and perhaps saved for the 
next four years after it has been used, or at least by some structure 
which will break the force of a high wind. 

I have witnessed now seven or eight inaugurations. Two or 
three of them have been under circumstances which have occa- 
sioned great loss of life and great injury to health—injury to the 
health of thousands of persons and loss of life of hundreds of per- 
sons, I have no doubt. The second inauguration of President 
Grant and the inauguration of President Harrison were among 
them. At the second inauguration of President Grant the West- 
point cadets stood for hours exposed to one of the most savage 
storms known in the history of Washington, and several of the boys 
lost their lives, sooner or later, from the exposure on that day. 

Now, that goes on year after year. People come here from all 
parts of the country; they are eager at any rate to witness that 
most sublime of all human ceremonies, and it seems to me that 
the genius of the architects of the country and the wisdom of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia ought to be applied to the 
solution of that problem, making the inauguration ceremonial 
safe no matter what the weather may be. 

I do not wish to delay the Senate at this time, but I wish to 
emphasize that thought now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to amend the joint resolution by 
adding at the end, on page 5, the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That no temporary tracks shall be laid upon or over any 
of the parks of the city. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee why only one telegraph company, the Western Union, is 
mentioned in the joint resolution? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I suppose the service of only one is required 
for this purpose. There is no objection to putting in the other if 
it is desired. but that one is all the Commissioners asked for. 

Mr. BUTLER. If there is no objection, then, I move to insert 
on page 4, line 19, after the words ‘“‘ Western Union Telegraph 
Company,” the words ‘‘ and the Postal Telegraph Company.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 5415) for the relief of Louis 
Kahn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing affidavits, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5416) for the relief of Anna S. 
Froebel and Elizabeth D. Froebel; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5417) to amend section 1754 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the pref- 
erence in civil appointments of ex Army and Navy officers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 5418) for the relief of Mrs. 
W. F. Hardin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5419) for the relief of William M. 
Fussell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5420) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of James L. North- 
cutt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5421) granting an increase of 
pension to John Quinn; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5422) granting a pension to S. 
Josie Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5423) for the relief of R. M. 
Probsttield; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. PEN ROSE introduced a bill (S. 5424) to correct the mili- | 


tary record of David P. Morrison; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


of Patrick Morrissey; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5426) for the relief of Harlan & | 


Hollingsworth & Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (8.5427) to amend 
section 4472 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to 
permit steamboats to carry automobiles using gasoline as a 
method of propulsion; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
610nS: 

A bill (8. 5428) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Cole (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 5429) granting a pension to J. Anton Groh (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5430) providing for the pur- 
chase and making free of certain toll roads leading into and pass- 
ing over the Yosemite National Park; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5431) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ball (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (5S. 5482) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Cundiff; 

A bill (S. 5483) granting a pension to Clara G. Garretson; 

A bill (S. 5434) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Andrews (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5435) granting an increase of pension to George 8. 
Foreman; 

A bill (8. 5436) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Rhyon; 

A bill (S, 5487) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Jones; and 

A bill (S. 5488) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Lever. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 5439) to remove the charge of desertion -from the 
military record of John Maddox; 

A bill (S. 5440) for the relief of telegraph operators who served 
during the war of the rebellion; and 

A bill (S. 5441) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jesse P. Brown. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 5442) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and for the erection of a public building there- 
on at the city of Superior, in the State of Wisconsin; which was 
read twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5448) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles R. Bridgman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 5444) to en- 
courage the exportation of manufactured articles of which domes- 
tic alcohol is a constituent; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5445) to widen the Ana- 
costia road, in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 5446) to extend the pro- 
visions of theact approved March 2, 1855, entitled *‘An act for the 
relief of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands,” 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 5447) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah R. Dresser; and 

A bill (S. 5448) for the relief of Mrs. Arivella D. Meeker. 

Mr. SHOUP (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5449) authoriz- 
ing the sale of a part of the lands donated to the Territory of 
New Mexico for university purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 148) ex- 
pressing thanks of Congress to officers and men of the battle ship 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
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AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing toappropri- 


z : ee a | ate $115,000 for the construction and equipment of a dredge for 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5425) to correct the military record | dredgingand maintaining a channel depth of 30feet from theGulf 


of Mexico tothe dock line at the east end of the city of Pensacola, 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment, granting permission to 
Richard Chilcott to dredge and improve the mouth of the Snake 
River at Nome City, Alaska, and to charge tolls for such improve- 
ments, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the 
inilitary establishment of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE OLECMARGARINE BILL. 


Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 11543) to amend sections 3 and 6 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation 
of oleomargarine,” approved August 2, 1886, and also to define 
manufacturers and dealers and prescribe special taxes for them; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, and ordered to be printed. 


CALLS BY THE SENATE ON EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day and calls 
the attention of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to it. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on 
the 5th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That any and every public document, paper, or 
record on the files of any Department of the Government relating toany sub- 
ject whatever over which Congress has any grant of puwer, jurisdiction, or 
control under the Constitution is subject to the call or inspection of the 
Senate for its use in the exercise of its constitutional powers and jurisdiction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to refer the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I ask as a matter of courtesy to 
myself that the resolution may lie on the table, in order that I 
may call it up and submit some remarks upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection that that course should 
be taken, subject, however, to the motion, whenever the resolu- 
tion comes up, to refer it to the committee which I have indicated. 

Mr. BACON. Of course the Senator has the right to make that 
motion without any reservation on his part at this time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I makethe reservation simply because I should 
like to have it understood, as far as I can by any action of mine 
now, that if I am not in the Senate Chamber at the time, the mo- 
tion is to be made, 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the resolution and the motion go over 
together. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave no objection to the Senator making the 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempcre. The Senator from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution may lie on the table— 
subject to his callin the morning hour? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. And the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island will also go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The motion for reference goes with it. Let 
the whole matter go over, the motion for reference as well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Rhode 
Island made the motion to refer? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have made a motion to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is also asked that the mo- 
tion for reference shall take the same course. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave no objection. It will be practically the 
same thing at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PAYMENTS TO SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submiited by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 3d instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate a copy of all recommendations, requests, and papers on 
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file in relation to the pogment of money belonging to the Sisseton and Wah- 
peton Indians tosaid Indians since November 6, 1900, and toinform the Senate 
whether he informed said Indians, or any of them, or any other person, pre- 
vious to November 6 that he would make said payment after that date. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask leave to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words “he informed said,” in line 6, and inserting 
«‘ whether any official assurances were made to said.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has modified his 
resolution. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as mod- 
ified. ; 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

REPORT OF ABRAHAM L, LAWSHE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
on the 4th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate hereby expresses its condemnation of the refusal 
of the Secretary of War, under whatever influence, to send to the Senate 
copies of papers called for by its resolution of the 19th of December, 1900, re 
questing the Secretary of War to send to the Senate the popers of Abraham 
L. Lawshe in relation tothe receipts and expenditures in Cuba, as in violation 
of his official duty and subversive of the fundamental principles of the Gov- 
ernment and of a good administration thereof. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This resolution relates to the same sub- 
ject-matier as the resolution of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], and 1 therefore ask that it may lie on the table and fol- 
low his resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make the 
same request that the Senator from Georgia made? 

Mr. SPOONER. I make the same motion that the Senator from 
Rhode Island made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To refer to what committee? 

Mr. SPOONER. To the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Let it follow the same course, then, as the 


resolution of the Senator froin Georgia. 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution and the motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the resolution may lie on the 
table subject to his call in the morning hour, and that the motion 
to refer to the Judiciary Committee shall take the same course. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Army bill. 

There being noobjection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (8S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the military estab- 
lishment of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenfpore. The amendment under con- 
sideration would be on page 27, touching the veterinary corps. 
The Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], who is interested in 
that amendment, and the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
GALLINGER], who is also interesied in it, asked that it might be 
further passed over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection to waiting for a while. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether the hearings that were had before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have been printed for the use of the 
Senate. They are not on my desk, and I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to see them. 

Mr. SEWELL. They have been printed for some days. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am informed that the reports have been 
printed, and also that the package has been sent to the document 
room. Whether copies have been laid on Senators’ desks I am not 
sure, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that they were ordered printed, 
I think, on Saturday. 

Mr. MONEY. I did not hear what the Senator from South Da- 
kota pro . Ishould be glad if he would repeat it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He simply inguired whether 
or not the hearings before the committee had been printed, and 
was informed that they have been printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator from South Dakota desire 
to speak on the veterinary amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have a copy of the hearings before the 
Committee on Military Affairs, but it isnot printed for the use of 
the Senate. There seems to have been a very limited number of 
these copies. An order wasmadeto print a thousand copies, | un- 
derstand, for the use of the Senate, but it embraces only a part of 


the hearings. There is no information so far, official or otherwise, | 


of the necessity for this enlarged Army, and I have been seeking 
information on that subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itisall printed. The whole of the evidence 
relating to the veterinary corps is in print. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But not for the use of the Senate. There 
was a limited number for the exclusive use of the committee 
printed, but that is not enough to supply the Senate. 


XXXIV—--40 


625 


Mr. HAWLEY. I think that copies have been printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The order embraced only one of them. 
There are two pamphlets. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There was an order made for 
printing two documents for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What I want to know is whether it has 
been printed so that we can get it or not. 1 have one of the com- 
mittee’s copies, that is all. But there is another pamphlet of 
hearings before the committee which has not been printed for the 
use of the Senate. It seems to me that we are illy prepared to go 
on with the bill without this information. There ought to be 
somewhere some information with regard to the necessity for this 
enlarged Army. If there has been testimony taken before the 
committee which shows the necessity forit, we ought to have that 
testimony. If there is nothing of the sort, then the Department 
ought to furnish us this information. They have so far refused 
it not only to the Senate, but to the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What document does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I refer to the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has a copy of it in his hand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have one of the committee's copies, but 
there is another pamphlet—I do not know what it contains—of 
hearings before the committee on this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That pertains to the canteen business, I sup- 
pose. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know. Does it pertain to any- 
thing else? 

Mr. BURROWS. I willstate to the Senator that the testimony 
taken before the committee was published in two volumes, cne 
relating to the general question of the Army and the other rela- 
ting to the canteen question; and those two documents have been 
published. and the Senator has them before him. 
| Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihaveoneofthem. I have the one with 
| regard to the Army bill. These are, both alike, printed for the use 
of the committee, not for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is another pamphlet containing the 
testimony in relation to the canteen. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And that has never been printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. A joint resolution was introduced to print 
| 15,000 copies of that document, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

While I have the floor, I wish to say to the Senator, in answer 
to his statement that he has no information as to the necessity for 
| increasing the Army to 54,000, that that information is embraced 
| in the report of the Secretary of War and the report of the Adju- 

tant-General sent to the Senate, and can be gotten in the document 
room. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is also contained in the message of the 
President. 

Mr. BURROWS. And also in the message of the President, 
giving in detail the necessity for the proposed increase. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs ought to furnish us some information 
on this subject in their report. There are only two lines in their 
report regarding it. There are several pages in the report show- 
ing why intoxicating liquors should be sold in the canteen to the 
Army, and that is all there is tothe report. This other informa- 
tion does not come to us. I suppose the report is the unanimous 

| report of the committee, because the minority have made no re- 
| port, so far as I can ascertain, and seem to have no objection to 
the report of the majority. 

I should like to know where we can get this information. I 
have introduced a resolution calling on the War Department for 
information, but the resolution has been referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and not reported back. I donot see how we 
can go on with a bill of this vast importance, affecting the future 
of the country for generations and overturning our entire policy 
| as a people, without this information. | think we are entitled to 
have it.and thatthe committee should give the information to us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has had before him the mess:ge 
of the President of the United States and the reports of all the 
various branches of the Government in detail. together with the 
hearings before the committee. He has alsohad a pamphlet giving 
the numbers of the force in detail, and I do not think anything 
further could be given unless the committee should attempt to 
make an eloquent oration on the subject. All the facts are here. 
| Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I will suggest in relation to 
| this matter that Senate joint resolution 146, for the printing as a 

Senate document of so much of the hearings before the Committee 
| on Military Affairs as relates to the post exchange or canteen be 
recalled. It was introduced in the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. It directed the printing of 15.000 copies 
under the supposition that it required the action of both Houses, 
| but an estimate has been made of the cost of the printing of the 
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hearings, and it is found that it comes within the rule of the Sen- 
ate, being $495. I ask that that joint resolution may be recalled 
and a Senate resolution passed authorizing the printing. There 
is no reason why the document can not be printed by the order of 
the Senate at once. I will offer the resolution I hold in my hand 
as a substitute for the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. What isthe proposition of the 
Senator? 

Mr. BURROWS. There was a joint resolution introduced to 
authorize the printing of 15,000 copies of the hearings before the 
Military Committee on the post exchange or canteen. It is found 
upon examination that, in order to have the printing done, a joint 
resolution is not required, as the amount of the cost of the print- 
ing comes within the rule of the Senate, and the document can be 
printed simply by authority of the Senate. I ask for the passage 
of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan 
moves that the Committee on Printing be discharged from the 
further consideration of the joint resolution named by him, order- 
ing the printing of 15,000 copies of the document referred to. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I rise to inquire what the docu- 
ment is which is referred to in the resolution? 

Mr. BURROWS. The document relates to the canteen—the 
portion of the testimony taken before the committee relating ex- 
clusively to that subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I thought that the hearings 
before the Military Committee were ordered to be printed for the 
use of the Senate. I have in my hand—I have not been able to 
get a copy printed for the use of the Senate—one of the commit- 
tee reports of the hearings, but that does not contain the informa- 
tion relating to the canteen. Why is it that this information is 
in two separate documents? Why is it that it is now proposed to 
print simply the information in regard to the canteen for the use 
of the Senate, and as to the other information it is simply pro- 
posed to print the hearings for the use of the committee? 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say to the Senator that there was con- 
siderable demand for that portion of the testimony which related 
to the Army canteen. The demand was so great that it was 
thouht best to have that portion of the testimony printed sepa- 
rately; and it was supposed that of the testimony relating to the 
general bill there would not be required such a large print. There- 
fore that resolution was offered separately. 

I simply ask now to have the number of 15,000 copies of the 
hearings relating to the canteen authorized to be printed by the 
Senate. It comes within the rules. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator think that the public is only 
interested in the canteen portion of this bill—that that is the most 
important feature—and that the public is not much concerned 
about the other important question, the raising of a large stand- 
ing army of 100,000 for all time? 

Mr. BURROWS. I will state to the Senate and to the Senator 
that that was the reason given why they should be printed sepa- 
rately. It was thought a greater number of that portion would 
be required than of the general report. 

So far as I am individually concerned—and I presume the com- 
mittee has no objection—I do not object to the other testimony be- 
ing printed, to any number that may be wanted. I will amend 
the resolution, if the Senator desires, to make it 15,000 copies of 
the regular report of the testimony and hearings on the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. The thing which interests me is to know why 
it is thought that only the canteen portion of the hearings would 
be interesting to the public. The Senator said “it was thought 
that that was the only portion of the hearings that would be in- 
teresting to the public.” It is quite interesting to know why it 
was so thought, and who thought it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator's trouble arises from the 
fact that the resolution was to print a large number, and it was 
supposed to require a joint resolution. If the printing to be 
ordered costs above $500, under ‘the law it must be provided for 
in a joint resolution; but after the joint resolution had been sent 
to the Committee on Printing the Printing Office made its esti- 
mate. and it was found that the printing would come within the 
$500 limit. Sothe reference of the jcint resolution should be recon- 
sidered and asimple resolution of the Senate adopted on thesubject. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not the point at all. Here is a concur- 
rent resolution offered which we are informed would require both 
Houses to concur on account of the cost; but the resolution does 
not include the most important part of the hearings. 

The Senator from Michigan said ‘‘ it was thought” there would 
be no desire to have the information that was put before the com- 
mittee as to the most important features of the bill. He thought 
and said “ it was thought” by somebody that the public would not 
be interested in the other part of the hearings. The canteen part 
of it does not amount to the snap of my finger in comparison with 
the remainder of the bill. 

The Senator says ‘‘it was thought” there was no interest in the 
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hearings before the committee on anything but the canteen. Of 
course, if we must have a joint resolution to go before both 
Houses for the printing of that you might have had a large book 
containing all of the hearings printed instead of a partial report of a 
few pages. I want toknow why “it was thought” that the public 
ta Fi be interested in anything but the canteen provision in 
the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A resolution to print a thousand copies of the 
entire report, outside of the canteen hearings, was passed on Fri- 
day, and the report has been printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I say, if that isso, the copies are not for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Petri- 
GREW] has a copy of it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a copy, too, of a part of the hearings 
before the committee, but it is printed for the use of the committee 
only. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The copies are here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that the 
copies have just been brought in. 

Mr. BUTLER. But they have not been printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; they have been. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Secretary please send me a copy? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam advised that the information which the 
Senator seeks has been printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Was it printed as a Senate document? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator is wrong. I have not been 
able to get acopy. Will the Secretary send mea copy of all the 
hearings which have been printed for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know what detained it. It ought to 
be in the document room or in the possession of Senators. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wecan, I think, dispose of this matter in a 
very brief space of time. As I understand, the Senator from 
North Carolina and the Senator from South Dakota want all these 
documents for the use of the Senate in order to inform Senators 
of the details of this measure. The first part of the document has 
been already printed and is in the document room. I sent to the 
document room and got a copy of it. 

As to the resolution of the Senator from Michigan for printing 
the hearings on the canteen question, I suggest that the Senator 
ask to have printed also a thousand copies of that document, and 
later on we can furnish the information, suggested by the Senator 
from North Carolina to the people at large who may want to read 
all this testimony. That will enable us to go on with our work 
now without delaying the whole subject in order that we may 
furnish information to the country respecting the testimony. I 
think that would meet the approVal of the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the statement 
made by the Senator from Michigan {[Mr. Burrows] that the cost 
of printing 15,000 copies of the evidence relating to the canteen 
would be $495. If there was an addition of the other, it would 
evidently increase the cost beyond the $500, and would require a 
joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore my suggestion, in view of what the 
Senator from Michigan stated, is that we print a thousand copies 
of the hearings on the canteen question—and I think a thousand 
will be enough for us to ascertain the situation on that subject— 
and then, later on, the committee can propose an addition of fif- 
teen or twenty thousand copies of the whole testimony in the form 
of a joint resolution. I think that ought to be satisfactory to the 
Senator from North Carolina. If the Senator can get a thousand 
copies, or his portion of a thousand copies, it will enable us to go 
on with the debate on the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. What I object to is having the testimony on 
the canteen question first printed, which is insignificant compared 
tothe important features of the bill, and then to having the remain- 
der of the hearings printed in a separate document with only a 
small number for distribution. It should all be in one document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. There has been no unanimous consent to 
receive the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have not objected to the reso- 
lution. Therefore I have not objected to the unanimous consent. 
What I object to is to having a part of the testimony printed in 
one document and the remainder printed in a separate Eommet. 
The resolution before us proposes to leave out of the widely 
circulated document the most important part of the testimony. 
Here is a proposition to have printed 15,000 copies of an unim- 
portant part of the testimony. Why should not the important 
part of the testimony be included in it? 

What is the purpose of having the matter separated? Because 
a few sentimentalists, who have worthy.intentions and whose mo- 
tives are good and in the interest of temperance and good order and 








4 
ca 
bal 


1901. 





discipline in the Army, so desire, is it the purpose to have the tes- 
timony separated, so that one part can be sent to those people and 
the remainder of the information before the committee, which 
every patriotic citizen should see, can be kept from them? If 
there are some g people in this country who think the canteen 
the only important question, then they need enlightenment; for the 
fact is that there are other questions moreimportant in this bill, or 
at least equally important with that. Now, why should the tes- 
timony which would give them all the information not be printed 
in one document? 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. I simply want to answer the Senator's question 
as to why these matters are to be printed separately. I can say, 
from my own individual experience, that I have had hundreds 
of letters daily on the canteen question from large numbers of 
good people in New Jersey and elsewhere—good men and women 
who are members of the great temperance organizations of this 
country. 

It was not necessary to send them the documents containing all 
of the testimony in relation to the increase of the army in the 
Philippines and everything else connected with the subject, and 
so the matters have been printed separately. Those people were 
not particularly interested in the increase of the Army, and so 
we ordered a number of documents containing the testimony in 
relation to the canteen, so that they might be sent to those good 
people as an answer to their letters. That is the reason why the 
matter has been printed separately. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no information to me in what the Sen- 
ator says, for I knew all that before. His so-called information 
confirms me that I am right. 

Mr. SEWELL. Then the Senator does not desire to be in- 
formed. 

Mr. LODGE. What is before the Senate, Mr. President? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill say to the Senator from New Jersey that 
his remark is entirely gratuitous, because—— 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Justa moment. I will not be taken off of my 
feet at this point. I have had the same kind of requests which 
the Senator from New Jersey says that he has had. I have had 
ten requests for the hearings on the canteen questicn where I[ have 
had one request for the other hearings. Itis simply because I want 
those persons—10 to 1, or 16 to 1, if you please—to get all the in- 
formation on the subject instead of only a part of it. 

I do not want to take the time to write to each one of them long 
letters to call their attention to the importané features of the bill 
outside of the canteen provision. When they ask for a part of 
the information before the committee, I want them to get it all; 
and it is for the information of my own constituents, as well as 
for those of the Senator from New Jersey and the remainder of 
the country, that I desire to have all the information printed 
together. 


Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator desires to do that, he has all of | 


it printed to-day, and he can send both documents in the same 
envelope. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have so far only the committee hearings 
printed for the use of the committee, and not as a Senate docu- 
ment. I ask that the resolution be amended so that the two doc- 
—— may be printed together. Does the Senator object to 
that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is not before 
the Senate. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] has 
asked unanimous consent to present at this time a resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ask the Senator from Michigan to withdraw 
the resolution. It is very evident that it will lead to prolonged 
discussion. 

Mr. BURROWS. I certainly shall do that, unless it will be 
agreeable to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to 
have the resolution modified in accordance with the suggestion of 


the Senator from Iowa [ Mr, ALLISON], and have a thousand copies | 
of each of the documents printed for the use of the Senate. That | 


will bring it within the rule of the Senate. 


tee hearings printed separately. I want every person to see all of 
the hearings. Does the Senator object to that? 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
all I ask is to have the information printed together, so that a per- 
son can get it all in one book or document. 

Mr. BURROWS. _I withdraw the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution is withdrawn. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, what is now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment to the Army 
reorganization bill, presented by the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On page 27 of the bill, beginning at line 11, 
and striking out the successive paragraphs of section 20 down to 
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and including line 16, on page 23; that is to say, striking out the | this amendment, or what was ingrafted into the Senate bill by 
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whole provision made by the House of Representatives for a veteri- 
nary corps and substituting the Senate proposition, which begins 
in line 17, on page 28. The question now is on accepting the re- 
port of the committee striking out section 20. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, the junior Senator from New 
Hampshire |Mr. GALLINGER] is detained from the Senate by rea- 
son of afuneral. He notified me this morning that he would be 
back at 3 o’clock this afternoon, and requested me to ask the Sen- 
ate to pass over that amendment until he shall have returned. 
While I am myself prepared to submit some remarks on the propo- 
sition, I should very much prefer to wait until the return of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. LODGE. Why should we not goon? There is a good deal 
to be said on the subject, and I think we might as well utilize the 
intervening time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iagain call attention to the fact that the ques- 
tion is on striking out section 20, beginning on page 27 and run- 
ning down to line 16 on page 28, That strikes out the House 
proposition for a veterinary corps. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the suggestion on behalf of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], unless this is the 
last amendment to be considered by the committee, I would sug- 
gest that this had better go over. 

Mr. KENNEY. DolIunderstand from the chairman of the com- 
mittee that I can proceed with my remarks on the consideration 
of that Senate amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. [shall be very glad if the Senator will do so. 
s Mr. KENNEY. Iam prepared to go onif it is the wish of the 

enate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the question before the Senate. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
Senators to the peculiar situation in which the veterinary-corps 
amendment is placed by the action of the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs. It is well known to every member of the Senate 
that the Committee on Military Affairs, in May of last year, re- 
fused to report favorably an amendment that I sent to that com- 
mittee, establishing a veterinary corps. When the bill for the re- 
organization of the Army was before the Senate, I moved the 
adoption of thatamendment. It was agreed to by the Senate, and 
went to the other House. There it was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. The adjournment in June following shortly 
afterwards, there was no action taken in that committee until just 
before this session, and when the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the House had acted upon that bill, striking out all of the Sen- 
ate bill which was passed in May of last year, the veterinary corps 
was left out; but upon the motion of the distinguished Repre- 
sentative from Pennsylvania, General BINGHAM, the amendment 
that had been placed upon the bill by the Senate was agreed to in 
the House in every particular, in every word and sentence. 

The bill as amended by the other House came to the Senate, 
when, contrary to my understanding of parliamentary usage, it 
was referred again to the Committee on Military Affairs, and was 
not taken up for consideration by a committee of conference. 

When we examine the report of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of the Senate on the Army bill we find the veterinary corps, 
as agreed to by the amendment of the Senate and agreed to by the 
other House, stricken out, anda provision inserted whichisclaimed, 
by those whoare opposed to the proposition submitted by myself in 
the Senate amendment of last May, to be sufficient and satisfactory. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs covering that proposition and to 
invite their attention to the statement—no doubt not intentionally 
made by the committee, but nevertheless it is misleading—which 
I read from the report: 

An amendment not reported by the committee— 

This follows the report of the committee dealing with the action 
of the House on the Senate bill, leaving the impression upon the 
mind of any Senator who might examine this report that it was 
the action of the House and not of the Senate. The report reads 
as follows: 

An amendment not reported by the committee last session was inserted in 


| Senate bill 4300 providing for a formidable veterinary corps 


Mr. BUTLER. That is what I object to—having the commit- 


Mr. President, the committee says the provision was inserted 


| in the House, when, in point of fact, it was inserted in the Senate 
| on my motion to agree to the amendment establishing that corps. 


The report continues: 


The Senate committee proposes to strike out the section providing for 
such a corps, which was inserted in the House, and insert in lieu therefor 
section 16, which in the judgment of cavalry officers and quartermasters 
grants to the Army a sufficient number of veterinarians with sufficient rank 
and pay. 

Mr. President, I have twice since’I have had the nonor to occupy 
a seat in the Senate spoken in advocacy of the establishment o! a 
proper veterinary corps in the Army of the United States. In 
doing this I have been largely governed by that which obtains in 


the armies of the great European powers. What is proposed by 
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the action of the other House after the Committee on Military | In the English army, Mr. President, the proportion of veteri- 


Affairs had refused to act favorably upon the Senate amendment, 
is very much less than is the veterinary establishment in any of 
the great European armies. 

It has been contended by some Senators and by officers of the 
Army that the cavalry officers were better judges of the condition 
of the cavalry horses than veterinarians. I desire to invite the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that the horse doctor of twenty 
years ago is not the veterinarian of to-day. As I have said in this 
Chamber before, veterinarians in every State of this Union to-day 
are graduates of colleges and sons of gentlemen. They are fitted 
to be associated with oflicers of the Army in commission, whether 
they be of the line or of the staff. 


missioned class of officers, would not exceed, except by a few 
thousand doilars, that which is paid to-day for what are called the 
contract veterinarians. The contract veterinarian has no author- 
ity. He to-day does not exercise the same authority in military 
affairs that a troop sergeant or a corporal would exercise. * He has 
no rank and no authority. 

W hat we desire is an organized corps, with a responsible head, 
under theSecretary of War, of veterinarians as commissioned offi- 
cers, but only to be made such after a fit and proper examination 
under conditions to be regulated by the Secretary of War. There 
is not to-day, as I understand from those who are in a position to 
know, in the Army of the United States a veterinarian compe- 
tent to pass as an inspector of meats. 

It is well understood, in fact it has been demonstrated by our ex- 
perience during the last war this country had, which was with 
Spain, and our troubles in the Philippines, that much of the food 
that is issued to the Army of the United States is issued in bulk; 
and there are not, as I understand, in that Army to-day men com- 
petent to pass upon the condition of that food. It is well known 
that in all the great packing establishments of the United States 
there are veterinarians appointed by the Bureau of Anima! Indus- 
try to look after the condition of meat therein packed. And yet 
those who oppose the service of veterinarians in the Army of the 
United States are willing that the meat food given to the soldiers 
of our Army shall go without inspection. 

When Senators who are opposed to the establishment of this 


corps contend that the provisions made by the Senate Committee | 


on Military Affairs when they came to consider the House bill 
are ample for all purposes from a veterinarian standpoint, they 
must beignorant of the fact that section 16, which is the substitute 


or amendment for the veterinary section of the Senate bill as ap- | 


proved by the House, is in no wise a measure that would improve 
the present condition of the veterinary corps or the veterinarians 
of the Army of the United States. Under it they would simply 
be contract veterinarians or surgeons, without authority, subject 


to the control and the domination of every enlisted man, if. you | 


pleare,inthe Army. Noauthority would they have whatever. No 
matter what might be their view of this or that condition of the 
army horses and mules, they could not by any means in the 
world, under present conditions or the conditions that are to be 
imposed by the Senate amendment, exercise any control. 
Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been lost to this Govern- 
ment by the failure to have a properly organized veterinarian 
corps. Horses have been condemned and sold hundreds and hun- 


dreds of times for prices that were simply nominal. They were | do object to is the creation of a new corps, with a colonel at the head, report- 


condemned, but not by veterinarian surgeons; not by men who 


understood the condition or the diseases of these horses, bat | 


simply condemned by the Army officer who found for the time 
being that a horse or a mule was incapacitated for military duty. 


They were passed on, and when they came into the stable of some | 


great cab company by the expenditure of a few dollars they were 
made as good as they were when they were first purchased by the 
(juartermaster’s Department of the United States Army. 

I contend, that if this corps be organized as proposed, and as it 
has been indorsed by the Senate and the House, there will be 
saved tothe Government, in the care and proper treatment of 
diseased horses of the Army, not of the cavalry alone, but of the 
artillery as wellas of the Quartermaster’s Department, more money 
than would be necessary to pay for this service. 

{ hold in my hand a copy of the Veterinary Journal, printed in 
Sheffield, England, in which the question of veterinary medicine 
is treated in connection with the present war which England is 
waging in South Africa; and I desire that the paragraphs herein 
marked shall be printed in connection with the remarks Iam now 
delivering. 

The waste in horsefiesh during the South African campaign has been 
little short of appalling, and for that waste the inadequacy of the army 
veterinary department has been largely to blame. Not that the members 
of that department are responsible for its failure. With the material at 
their disposal they have done what they could; where they failed, failure 
was inevitable and could easily have been foretold. 

7 * * = * * ® 

Even were their qualifications all that could be wished, they would have 
acquired little experience in civil life to deal with the everyday contingencies 
of a cainpaign. 


narians to the number of troops is 136 to 17,586; in this country, 
under the provisions of this amendment, the proportion would be 


| 36 to 34,000; in Austria-Hungary there are 180 veterinarians to 
| 47,380 troops; in Belgium, 35 veterinarians to 6,064; in France, 


603 veterinarians to 80,000; in Prussia, 501 to 53,270; in Spain, 
286 veterinarians to 14,376. Soin the scheme now under consid- 
eration the proportion of veterinary surgeons to the troops will be 
less than that of any of the well-regulated armies of the Euro- 
pean nations. 

This is not ascheme by which any man may be given a commis- 
sion, but [ look at it from an economical standpoint, involving a 


| proposition by which this Government, under such an organiza- 
The cost of this proposition, giving it into the hands of a com- 


tion, will save many, many thousands of dollars by the proper care 
of army animals, thereby saving them to the Army instead of 
having them condemned when the disease or trouble is simply 
temporary. 

Not only that, but there is the question of meat inspection, 


| which tomy mind is most important, and there is no class of men 


so able and fitted to treat it. In fact, there are none except prop- 


| erly graduated veterinary surgeons. I1t is undoubtedly known to 


every Senator here that in the great universities of this country 


| there have been established within the last few years veterinarian 
| schools which rank very high, and among the students of those 
| schools and post-graduates of those schools there are gentlemen 


who stand among the first class in this country. It is absurd to 


| say that a veterinary surgeon should not be given the same rank 


and consideration that are given to the graduate of a medical 
school. They are gentlemen just as well. 

if there be a question as to which should be given the greater 
consideration, then to my mind he who studies that he may be 
enabled to relieve the suffering of a dumb animal should have the 
first place, not the second place, with him who studies that he 
may treat the diseases of mankind. In the one case the patient 
is able to explain and tell where his pains and troubles are located. 
In the other case it is a matter of diagnosis, and the physician of 
the horse, necessarily, if he be successful, must be superior to the 
other doctor. There is the difference, Mr. President, and I think 


| if the first place should be given either of those great professions, 


it should be given to the veterinary surgeon. There is no man 
who has a higher appreciation of the medical profession than I, 
but I desire to call your attention, Mr. President, and the atten- 


| tion of the Senate to the differences between those two classes of 


medical men, 
Mr. President, we are advised through the press that the War 
Department is opposed to the establishment of this corps. In an 


| article which I read this morning there is a letter sent by the Sec- 


retary of War, Mr. Root, to the Military Affairs Committee, and 
I desire that the letter may be incorporated in my remarks. 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 8, 1901. 


Sir: I send you herewith a copy of a letter just received by me from the 
secretary of the New York State Veterinary Medical Society, commending 
the position taken by this Department in regard tothe proposal to create a 


| veterinary corps in the Army. 


Let me also recall to your attention the paper which I left with your com- 
mittee some time since, signed by a number of the chief veterinarians now 


| in the service, taking substantially the same position. Let me restate the po- 


sition, in order that there may be no misunderstanding. This Departmentis 
not opposed to suitable recognition of veterinarians. 

It has no serious objection to giving them military rank, although I do not 
think it isa wise course to give military rank to civilian employees. What I 


ing directly to the Secretary of War, and thus necessarily creating a new 
bureau in the War Department, and a body of officers who, communicating 
directly with the Secretary of War through their chief. are necessarily inde- 


| pendent of the commanding officers of the cavalry regiments and the horse 


artillery organizations. One of the recognized defects of our present Army 
organization is that of multiple command and division of duties and re- 
sponsibilities between the officers commanding troops and territorial depart- 
ments on the one hand and staff officers responsible to a head in Washington 


| On the other. 


The result is that it is impossible to fix responsibility for any failure to 
remedy defects or abuses. The proposed organization of a veterinary corps 
is but another step in the wrong direction, and will increase the evils waich 


| ought to be remedied. The general officer in command of troops ought to be 


able to hold the officers of the cavalry and artillery regiments responsible 
for having their organizations ready for active and efficient duty at all 
times. If the horses of these organizations are under the charge of a vet- 
erinary corps, with the chief reporting directly to the Secretary of War, 
there can be no such responsibility. 

Give the veterinarians rank if you deem it wise; but I most earnestly urge 
that you do not impose upon us another bureau of the War Department, 
another independent corps, another element of disintegration, divided re- 
sponsibility, and consequent inefficiency. 

Very respectfully, 
ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 

Hon. Josern R. HAWLEY, 

Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
United States Senate. 


There is in not a single line or sentence of that letter an argu- 
ment against the incorporation into the military department of 
this Government of a veterinary corps. The only suggestion, not 
an argument, which the Secretary of War makes in this connec- 
tion is that it would create a separate and distinct bureau—some- 
body else to report to the Secretary of War. If the good results 
which I predict will follow the establishment of a veterinary corps 
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in the Army of the United States, and it is opposed only on the 

ound that it will create a separate and distinct corps in the War 

epartment of this Government, then I say that there should be 
no question about its establishment. If there be reason why some 
corps of the Army to-day should be abolished, there being too 
many corps, there must be argument to show that those corps 
ought to be abolished. We come here asking that a corps be es- 
tablished, a new corps, a departure in the military system of this 
Government, that can not mean anything else than a betterment 
of the service and a great saving of money to the Department. 

What is there in the argument that there are to-day too many 
corpsin the War Department? If that contention can be sustained, 
we contend that this ought to be established. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KENNEY. 

Mr. SPOONS R. 

Mr. KENNEY. 
Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isuppose no one contends that there should 
not be competent veterinarians connected with the cavalry. The 
bill provides for that. It also provides, does it not, for the em- 
ployment of an adequate number of responsible veterinarians in 
the Quartermaster’s Department? The difference of opinion is 
upon the question whether there should be a distinct veterinary 
staff corps. Does not the Senator think there should be a dental 
staff corps? If not, why not? 

Mr. KENNEY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not the Senator think there should be a 
staff corps of these very able and skillful men who make a spe- 
cialty of that work? 

Mr. KENNEY. [willanswer,andsay Idonotthinkso. Ithink 
there is all the difference in the world between a dentist for the 
Army and a veterinary surgeon, and if the Senator desires I will 
explain why I think there is a difference. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is part of the duties of veterinarians to look 
after teeth of horses? 

Mr. KENNEY. Undoubtedly, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. And it is the business of the dentist to look 
after the teeth of the men? 

Mr. KENNEY. Undoubtedly so. 

Mr, SPOONER. It is a specialty, not a part of the practice of 
the regular physician. This bill provides for an adequate num- 
ber of dentists, which is certainly very important. Why should 
there not be a staff of dentists? 1 will also inquire of the Senator 
why there should not be a staff corps of chiropodists? 

Mr. KENNEY. I have lived long enough to recall a time when 
I did not know a dentist in that part of the country in which I 
was reared, and when the people’s teeth were treated by surgeons 
and doctors. 

Mr. SPOONER, 
fact now. 

Mr. KENNEY. No, sir; itis not. I admit that. 

Mr. SPOONER. A great many of these regiments are to-day 
on the frontier isolated, and a good many of these regiments are, 
and undoubtedly are to be, in the Philippines. 

Mr. KENNEY. lIassume that none of the regiments that are 
on the frontier or in the Philippines will be without a surgeon—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah, but a dental surgeon! 

Mr. KENNEY. Who, I contend, is able to treat the teeth of a 
soldier in case of emergency; but the veterinarians not only treat 
the teeth or mouths of horses, but they treat every disease to 
which those animals are subject. They treat the teeth, if need be; 
they treat the glanders and all other diseases that may attack 
army animals, whether they be mules, horses, or oxen. I do not 
believe the dentists to whom the distinguished Senator from Wis- 
consin has called my attention would attempt to take a post at 
some isolated garrison or with some regiment in outlying terri- 
tory, in the Philippines, and treat men for yellow fever or mala- 


Certainly. 
I do not mean to interrupt the Senator. 
I am glad to have the interruption of the 


The Senator will agree that that is not the 


rial fever or any of those diseases that have proven so fatal to our | 


troops in the field; but the veterinarian is able to treat all diseases 
of the horse as well as he is able to treat the teeth of the horse 

Mr. President, I do not remember to have had my attention 
called to a proposition to be considered by the Congress of the 
United States that has met with such unanimous approval as has 
the establishment of a veterinarian corps in the Army of the 
United States. Iunderstand that themen whoform the veterinary 
association of the United States, made up of that class of gentle- 
men of whom I have spoken, have formany years been clamoring 
at the doors of Congress, asking that they be given that rank and 
consideration to which their profession entitlesthem. Year after 
year they have failed, and for three Congresses I have stood here 
and championed their cause. We succeededin May of last year in 
ingrafting upon the then military bill a provision for the estab- 
lishment of this corps. It went to the House, as I stated at the 
beginning of my remarks, and was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and was there stricken out. 
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When it came before the House of Representatives in the pres- 

ent session, after full and complete debate, the House reinserted 

| the amendment of the Senate bill. But notwithstanding that in 

| both Houses of Congress the proposition has been indorsed, the 

Military Committee of the Senate has seen fit to strike it out 

| under the most extraordinary circumstances of legislation that I 

have ever known, and we are here to-day asking not that this 

, . 

amendment may be again adopted, but only asking the Senate to 
stand by its record of last May. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand Pearson's Magazine, of the 
edition of June, 1900,in which there is an article written by 
| V. D'O. Noble, of the Twenty-seventh English Regiment. There 
| are certain paragraphs in it which I will not detain the Senate by 
reading, but I will ask that they may be inserted in my remarks. 
I think they are most pertinent. 

At Waterloo military veterinary surgeons first came into public recogni- 
tion and rendered valuable work when the carnage was over, being instru- 
mental in saving the lives of many animals which otherwise would have been 
dispatched by pistol bullets. They were attached to the ambulance corps, 
which in those days was in a very ere stage, and, save for a few knives 
and drugs, were totally unprovided with instruments possessed by the mod- 
| ern veterinary surgeon. ‘urthermore, they were not allowed anywhere 
near the fighting line,and had Wellington been defeated undoubtedly would 
have left the field without succoring a single animal. 

After Waterloo the war office (which had hitherto acted purely on Wel- 
lington’s suggestion in sending veterinaries to the front) resolved to pay 
greater attention to this branch of the army, and thus was the foundation 
| laid of the great establishment now known as the army veterinary depart- 
| ment. 

i * + * s * * 
| 
| 
| 





Rank is of no less importance in the veterinary department of the British 
army at the front than in the royal army medical corps, and the principal 
veterinary officer in South Africa is on the staff of Lord Roberts and advises 
him upon all points connected with the animalsin his charge. It is his duty 
toattend to a}l the veterinary arrangements of the army on active service. 
Beneath him are the officers whose work it is to administer to the wounded 
and incapacitated animals, and they are distributed in the following propor 
tion: Two officers to two batteries royal horse artillery, one cavalry brigade, 
and ammunition column. A mounted infantry battalion with a machine 
| gun is allowed three officers, and other mounted branches of the service are 

officered in proportion. 

Besides this there are other establishments of equal importance, all of 
which have to be controlled by veterinary officers of tested ability. The 
staffat the base and on the line of communication is under the control of $ 
veterinary officers; the sick-horse hospitals, whither all the wounded ani- 
mals are sent, should have 3 officers, and the various remount depots 5 officers 
each. 

Although the English veterinary department is fairly satisfactory, consid- 
ering the difficulties cast in its way through no provision being made for the 
wounded horse in the Geneva convention, the veterinary system prevalent 
in the German army is distinctly better. Up tothe Franco-German war of 
i870 (in which something like 50,000 horses were slaughtered) the veterinary 
departments of continental powers were entirely in embryo; in fact, some 
armies lacked them altogether, such attention as the wounded horse required 
being given by the farriers. At the outbreak of the war, however, lovers of 
animals in all parts of the world rose up in arms to prevent the sufferings of 
dum) creatures on the battlefield, and were, to a certain extent, successful. 

Germany's veterinary department, which for years before had been grow- 
ing in importance, was recognized, and a more perfect system of treatment 
for wounded horses was instituted, which proved of the greatest utility dur- 
ing thewar. Veterinary hospitals were formed on the line of communication, 
as is being done by the British army in South Africa, and injured animals, 
instead of being slaughtered wholesale, were treated scientifically. 

France, on the other hand, made little amendment in her system, and the 
sufferings of wounded animals were terrible to contemplate. True, they 
were collected and attended to, but not before tly had been lying incapable 
on the battlefield very often for days together. 

At the conclusion of the war the veterinary department was entirely reor- 
ganized, and when France embarks on her next campaign the wounded 
horses will be treated with as much care as are those of either the British or 
German armies. 


The English Government to-day has on hand a war in South 
Africa which I understand from my reading demands a greater 
number of army animals in order to prosecute it than possibly any 
other war in the history of the world, and this officer of the English 
| regiment calls attention to the deficiency of the English veterinary 
| corps, a corps which I have shown by the figures I have quoted 
| is well established—old—established for years. Yet in the war in 
South Africa against the patriotic Boers it has proven inade- 
quate, there not being enough of them in order to save to the 
British Government, as it should, the loss and destruction of army 
animals. 
Our war with Spain was of too short duration to tax to any 
great extent our military system. Had that war been prolonged, 
as it might have been and as we had good reason to suppose when 
it began that it would be, I would not be the only man standing 
on the floor of the Senate advocating the establishment of a vet- 
erinary corps, but we would have had the solid indorsement of 
the Military Affairs Committee of the Senate in favor of this 
| proposition, because that experience would have taught the peo- 
ple of this country and the Congress that a well-organized and 
well-governed veterinary corps is necessary to a perfect and com- 
plete military establishment in the United States. 

| Mr. President, while I had expected to submit at another time 

; some remarks on the general proposition involved in this bill, | 

| feel that it would not be out of order to present those ideas dur- 
ing my discussion of the veterinary amendment, if it may be so 
called. Iam one of those Senators who stand ready and willing 
to vote for any army the President of the United States may say 
he needs for the purposes of present conditions. But I am not 
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willing to place in the hands of the President of the United States, 
whether it be this President or some other President, the power to 


increase or diminish the Army of the United States at his pleasure. | 


If a hundred thousand men are needed to maintain the flag of our 


has been acquired by this country, whether by conquest, purchase, 
or treaty, then I will vote for that army, but not without limit. 
We understand what is asked for in this bill; what is necessary 
under the advices given us by the President; and yet I would 
limit that Army to three years, and in doing so I desire to call the 
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better condition than they are to-day or ever have been they 
would welcome us? If we said to them, ‘‘ We are not here to put 
you in thraldom; weare rot here to shackle your ankles and your 


sand i | wrists; we are not here to make you a dependent people upon a 
country in the Philippine Islands or upon any other territory that | 


great and powerful nation, but weare here to guide and help you, 
that you may be strong yourselves, and until that day comes we 
will stand by and the strong arm of the American Republic will 
ever be at your beck and call,” do you think there would be any war 


| after such adeclaration by the people of this country? Mr. Presi- 


attention of the Senate to the fact that that would be the term of | 


enlistment, and if, after the expiration of three years, it was found 
necessary to continue the Army, there would be few men occupy- 
ing seats in this Chamber or in the other who would fail to re- 
spond to the demands of our Government and the necessity that 
might be upon us at that time. 


standing army than it is to get rid of it. Let us limit its estab- 


lishment by time, so that it will not take legislation to reduce it, | 


but so that when the time expires the Army may march home, 


where the men will go back again into the counting house and | 


the store and the field. Let us not be called upon to pass laws to 
abolish the Army. On the other hand, as I have said, if it should 


be necessary to continue that Army, then the Congress of the | 


United States may be relied upon to continue it, and just for so 


| dent, there has not been a single Senator, no matter upon which 


side of this Chamber he sits, who has contended that ever within 


| the history of the world the Philippine Islands can be incorporated 
| as a State or Territory or as States or Territories into this Union. 


It is much easier to create a great | 


God forbid the day when we should see sitting in this Chamber 
one of those Asiatics in the seat of a Senator of the United States. 

The arguments used in regard to the Louisiana purchase and 
Floridaand the Mexican possessions or even Alaska go for naught 
in this discussion. The conditions in the one case can not be com- 
pared for a moment with the conditions in the Philippines. There 
is a great nation of 10,000,000 people occupying a territory so 


| small that it may be said that the population of those islands is 


long a time as may be necessary to maintain the dignity and honor | 


of this great Republic of ours. 


Mr. President, I do have misgivings as to the purposes for | 


which this Army is to be created. 
ously so, if there ever will be a time, whether you have 100,000 
or 500,000 men, when you will have overcome that spirit of patri- 
otism now dominant in those islands of the Philippines. I donot 
have any sympathy with those who contend that by mere force of 


I do doubt, and most seri- | 


dense. Those people are not roaming bands of savages with afew 
detached villages or settlements of white men, like the case in 


| Louisiana, Florida, the Mexican concessions, and Alaska. 


We are rising up, Mr. President, to-day and making ourselves 
to all the world known and understood to be a people who have 
started on a career of imperialism. Was there ever in the history 
of Rome, and you have read Froude on that subject; a case where 


| imperialism was more in force than is the case to-day in the Phil- 
| ippines? What have those people to do with their government? 


| 


arms we should go and wipe those people from the face of the | 


earth. 
setts [Mr. Hoar] who said the other day that it was a question 
as to how long it would be before the male population of those 
islands will be wiped from the territory upon which they live, 
and how long it will take to get rid of the wives and daughters 
of the men who have gone before them. If those people are im- 
oued with that spirit of patriotism which possessed our fathers 
in ‘76, then I say to you that there can not be raised within the 


them and bring them as absolute serfs under the control of a 
people who are ignorant of their customs and ignorant of their 
language. 

Mr. President, why can not this great Government rise to this 
emergency and say to those people, ‘‘Lay down your arms; no 
more war will we wage against you; we appreciate your struggle 
for liberty, that sortof a struggle which gave free America to us; 
we will be the guiding hand and will put you on the highway to 
a higher civilization and a greater freedom than even to-day, if it 
be possible, is known among our own people?” How grand and 
glorious it would be for the American 
ing and bloodshed in those islands! They are not the worshipers 
of idols. They have seen centuries of civilization, ana all during 


I agree with the distinguished Senator from Massachu- | 


We are told that they are in rebellion against the authority of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, I understand that there is certain territory within 
the Philippine Islands in which the American authority is com- 
plete, and yet we have not been advised that the inhabitants of 
those places over which the authority of the United States is un- 
questioned participate in the government that controls them. We 


'are told by the distinguished Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 


SEWELL], a soldier of distinction and renown and a member of 
the Military Committee, that the condition in the Philippines to- 


: ; | day, while it does not result in the great shocks of battle, yet has 
borders of this great Republic of ours enough soldiers to subdue | 


demonstrated that the loss of life under the conditions of the war 


| in those islands to-day equals that which would bea war in which 


ple to stop the butcher- | 


those years, going back to the time when the first Spanish ship | 


dropped its anchor in those harbors, those men have struggled to 
be free; and when they saw the most glorious banner that ever 
floated at the masthead of any ship or went in the front of a bat- 
talion landed upon their shores, + hailed it, regarding it as a 
token of that freedom for which they had struggled and for which 
their fathers had died. 


Mr. President, the American people can afford to take that | 


position. They ought to take it. 


can people to this great crime? I think not. When we are asked 


by the authorities of this Government, those in control of it, to | 


increase our Army in order that we may maintain the army in 
the Philippines according to its present strength, I think it is an 
absolute confession that there is such a struggle on the part of 
those patriotic men that it is doubtful in the minds of the authori- 
ties whether or not it can be quelled. 

Mr. President, if the spark of patriotism burns in the bosoms of 
those men as I think it does they never can besubdued. There are 
two ways in which this matter should bé treated. One of those 
ways is this: With a sufficient force, and without a gun loaded, 
we should go into those islands; we should abolish our commis- 
sion, and say to them ‘* You know what sort of a government you 
need here; we will see that that sort of a government, in the in- 
terests of all the people, in order that justice may be done, shall 
be established and maintained.” We should be thereon guard, if 
you please, and never should the hammer of a rifle be drawn back 
to fire a bullet at those men. 

Do you not believe that if we were to adopt that policy the war 
in the Philippines would end? Do you not believe if we said to 
them we were there simply asa guiding hand to put them ina 


What returns are we getting | 
for the bloodshed that we are causing those islands? Are there | 
riches flowing from those islands that shut the eyes of the Ameri- | 





| there were great shocks of battle. 


From one end of those islands to the other there is a rebellion, 
you may call it, or a revolution, or revolt, against the American 
authority, and I contend that there has never been proof sufficient 
to the Senate nor to the people of the United States that the 
United States did ever have authority over those people. WhileI 


| contend, and I so contended in some remarks that I delivered here, 


I think, in February, 1899, that the title of the United States was 
complete over those lands, yet Ido contend that the title of the 
United States has never been complete over those people, and only 
within ‘that prescribed territory where the arms of the United 
States are sufficiently strong to protect them against the attack 
and defeat of the Filipinos are the places where American au- 
thority to-day controls. 

Mr. President, I read with the greatest pleasure this morning a 


| reported —— 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair), Does 
the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Wisconsin 
for a question? 

Mr. KENNEY. I yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have the Senator from Dela- 
ware explain, if he can, the theory upon which he says the United 
States has complete title to the archipelago, but has not sov- 


| ereignty over its inhabitants. 


Mr. KENNEY. Over the people? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; sovereignty over its inhabitants. You 
say it has complete title to the archipelago. 

Mr. KENNEY. I will answer that as best I understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like the Senator to explain, if that 
be true, how it comes that the owner of the archipelago has not 
sovereignty over its inhabitants. 

Mr. KENNEY. The title to the archipelago in Spain at the 


| time of the ratification of the treaty of Paris did pass under that 
| treaty to the United States of America; but I contend that no 
| ratification of a treaty, that no grant of land, according to my 


idea of civil liberty, could give the control over human souls, and 
certainly not so long as those people repudiated any right on the 


| part of Spain to even give to the United States by that treaty right 


and title to the land. I contend that that treaty did give to the 
United States absolute control over that territory; yet I hold, on 
the other hand, that no treaty made by any nation, no grant of 
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territory made by any people or by any man, can transfer the 
souls of men to new masters. 

Mr. President, this question of a great standing army has en- 
gaged the attention not only of statesmen, but it has engaged the 
attention of men of the church, and I found to-day in the Phila- 
delphia Times of January 7, this morning's edition, a brief of a 
sermon delivered yesterday by the most distinguished churchman 
of the Roman Catholic Church in the United States, Cardinal 
Gibbons. I have not in all my reading or study of this great 
question seen so strong an argument against the establishment 
and maintenance of a great standing army as is contained in half 
a column, or thereabouts, of a brief of a sermon delivered by that 
distinguished churchman in Baltimore yesterday. I will not read 
it, but I desire that it may be incorporated in the remarks that I 
make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the re- 
quest of the Senator from Delaware will be complied with. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


And how does our own country stand on the subject of war? Although the 
corner stone of the Constitution is peace with all nations and entangling alli- 
ances with none, we have had on our hands four wars in the century just 
brought toa close. 

When we read of a great military campaign our imagination revels in the 
contemplation of the heroic achievements of famous generals. We listen 
with rapture to the clash of arms, the shouts of the victors, and the sound of 
martial music. We seem to catch the spirit of enthusiasm by which the com- 
batants were animated. 

But we take no notice of the shrieks and agonies of the soldiers weltering 
in their blood on the battlefield. We have no thought of the sick and wounded 
lying in hospitals and prisons. We are unmindful of sorrowing wives and 
mothers at home, weeping and sighing for the loved ones far away. We do 
not picture to ourselves the homes made desolate, the *‘ Rachels bewailing 
their children and would not be comforted because they are not.”’ 

Is it nota mockery of justice and a scandal to the pagan world to see two 
Christian nations cutting each others’ throats in the name of Christian civ- 
ilization? 

Is it not an outrage to contemplate one nation forcing by the sword her 
laws, her government, and political institutions on another nation in the 
interests of trade and commerce, as if merchandise and dollars and cents 
were of more value than human lives? Is it not monstrous to see a strong 
power invading a weak one, and seizing her territories on the hypocritical 
plea of rectifying her boundaries? This rectification of boundaries is a very 
old practice, and is a polite name for robbery on a large scale. 


EUROPE A HUGE MILITARY CAMP. 


It is a subject of great concern to the friends of the gospel of peace that 
Christian Europe presents to-day the spectacle of a huge military camp. All 
the nations of the Continent as well as England are armed tothe teeth and are 
living in mutual dread and distrust of each other. They are devoured by an 
insatiable ambition of conquest and dominion or by fear of invasion. When 
you see heavy clouds surcharged with the electricity of war hanging over 
these nations, you may expect the thunderclap of battle to resound at any 
moment. Armed nations, like armed individuals, are a constant menace to one 
another and are easily provoked to fight. 

And these military forces, instead of diminishing, are unhappily increasing 
every year. As soon as one nation augments its armament its neighbor feels 
impelled to do likewise in self-protection. 

Vhen we consider the immense number of men that are torn from the 
bosom of their families in the prime of life, that are withdrawn from active 
industrial pursuits; whem we see these young men vegetating in idleness in 
time of peace, and luxuriating in license and dissipation in time of war, we 
may form some idea of the moral, material, and social evils resulting from 
such a system. In contemplating the standing armies the calm observers 
might be forced to conclude that European governments were primarily es 
tablished to destroy, rather than to save life, to foster happiness, and develop 
the resources of a country. 


LET US NOT IMITATE FOREIGN POWERS. 
May God so guide our legislators and statesmen that they may never be 


midable standing armies. God forbid that we ourselves, flushed with recent 

victories, should ever become intoxicated with the wine of imperialism or 

a, but may we always follow the traditions of the fathers of the 
epublic. 

Hitherto we have presented to the world a beautiful spectacle. Europeans, 
accustomed at home to meet a soldier or gendarme at every street corner, on 
arriving in this country have been filled with surprise and admiration that 
a nation of so vast an extent and with such an immense population contains 
an army of only 25,000 men. 

They have been forcibly impressed with the fact that they can travel 
from Maine to California without meeting a single soldier. They see that 
every citizen of the United States is a soldier without uniform, engaged in 
the active pursuits of life, and ready ata moment's notice to defend his coun- 
try. They would feel that we are a strong nation because we cheerfully bow 
to the majesty of the law, and are not confronted and intimidated by mili- 
tary satraps. May this fair picture never be defaced. 

God grant that the new century which has just dawned upon us may in- 
augurate a new era of peace, fulfilling the prophecy of Isaiah, ** They shall 
beat their swords into plowshares, and their spears into pruning hooks: 
nation shall not lift up sword against nation, neither shall they learn war 
any more.”’ 


Mr. KENNEY. When the Administration Senators (and I 
understand that is a term which may be used when we want to 
distinguish the Senators on the other side of this Chamber) come 
to this side of the Chamber and say 100,000 men are needed in 
order to maintain the dignity and honor of the American flag all 
over the world, and when they are willing to say to us that three 
years is enough to subdue the revolution in the Philippines, that 
three years is enough time to end the troubles in Cuba, that three 


years is enough time when Porto Rico will be so pacified that it | 
will not take asingle American rifle in that island, then I am one | 


of those whose votes will go to give to the American Republic an 
Army of 100,000 men, And if I were to be here three years 








thereafter and it should be demonstrated that it was necessary to 
continue that Army or to have an Army of 75,000 men for another 
three years, my vote would be cast in favor of such an establish- 
ment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will allow me, I offer an amendment 
in the way of a new section to the pending Army bill, which I ask 
may be read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ceived and read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. VEsT. 

Add the following: 

“The officers in charge of Westpoint Military Academy shall make and 
enforce such rules and regulations as will prevent the practice of hazing, 
and any cadet found guilty of participating in such a shall be expelled 
from the Academy, and shall not be reappointed to the corps of cadets 
therein.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. KENNEY. [ask that the veterinary corps matter may go 
over until 3 o’clock. when the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
GALLINGER] will arrive. I donot propose tolimit the debate; the 
debate can goon; but I ask that no final action be taken until 
after the hour I have named. 

Mr.SEWELL. Ihavenoobjectiontothe request. After Ihave 
spoken on the subject, if no other gentleman here present wishes 
to speak, we will not press it to a vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to 
offer an amendment now? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to insert after the last part of section 29 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after section 29 the following: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to select from the 
brigadier-generals of volunteers two volunteer officers, without regard to 
age, and appoint them brigadier-generals, United States Army, for the pur- 
pose of placing them on the retired list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I do not mean to go into the 
general question, but will confine myself at the present time 
simply to the proposition to establish a veterinary corps. 

The veterinarian of the Army has grown up from men employed 
at posts originally; the old farrier of the troop has become a vet- 
erinarian. But the real veterinarians, the men who educate them- 
selves under the Government, commencing at West Point, are the 
officers of the cavalry and the light batteries. The man who is 
the veterinarian of the troop par excellence is the captain of that 
troop. The man who has spent twenty years in the service attain- 
ing that rank, most of his study being devoted to the horse; the 
ofticer who every morning at stable call goes down and examines 
every horse from its head to its fetlocks and applies whatever is 
necessary to cure him of any disease that he may have, is the vet- 
erinarian that we have to depend upon. 

Gentlemen who, like the distinguished Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. KENNEY], will draw on the stories of others in relation to the 
veterinary service do not know from practical personal experience 


) » guide y | what the situation is as to the control and care of a horse in the 
betrayed into imitating European governments by the establishment of for- | ; 


service. However, they may make very fine speeches on the sub- 


| jec 5, and all that. 


The horse is an animal that costs $125. He is a great friend of 
man. Nowhereis he better taken care of thanin atroopof cavalry, 
because the officer who controls that troop knows that his life is 
at stake at all times, and that his horse may save him or his men. 

This is a proposition to inject into the Army a new corps, com- 
mencing with colonel. AsI have said, the accomplished veteri- 
narian of the Army, who has made a study of the horse all his 
life, takes twenty years to be a captain, but the officer who is to 
have charge of this veterinary corps comes into the service with 
the rank of acolonel. The others are lieutenant-colonels, majors, 
captains, first lientenants, men who have practically never ridden 
a horse, who never have stood the shock of battle, who do not 
know anything about a horse except what they have learned at a 
college. I believe the class of veterinarians is improving all the 
time, because the class of horses in private life is improving. It 
does not apply to the Army a particle. 

Here it is proposed that we shall have 1 colonel, an assistant 
chief, with the rank, pay, and allowances of a major, to be pro- 
moted in 1905; 4 veterinarians, with the rank, pay, and allowances 
of a captain of cavalry; 10 assistant veterinarians, with the rank, 
pay and allowances of a first lieutenant of cavalry. and so on. 

he colonel of this corps must reside in the city of Washington. 
He reports to the Secretary of War. The officers of it are to be 
scattered all over the country. The major goes to a post of two 
companies. Where there is a second lieutenant in command, he 
takes charge. A man who has never had any experience with 
men or horses so far as they are applied to war absolutely takes 
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control of officers who have been in the service for years, manag- 
ing their own commands under the authority of their post com- 
mander and their regimental commander. 

Mr. President, anything that interferes with the right of a cap- 
tain, a major in command of a post, the colonel of a battalion or 
regiment, the senior officer of a light battery, to say what horses 
shall go out on a given day, inflicts a serious attack on the Army 
of the United States. We have seen in times gone by, and prob- 
ably will not see as much of it again, when an isolated Army post 
has been notified by a scout that a raid of Comanches was ap- 
proaching them, when every horse was needed. That would be a 
nice time for a veterinary surgeon to say, ‘‘ I have reported to the 
Secretary of War through the chief of this corps that this horse 
can not leave here today, or that horse, or a dozen horses.” The 
lives of the men are at stake; the honor of the Army is at stake. 
The officer in command, if the horse is able to go at all, orders him 
and rides him to death, if necessary, and he has the approval of 
the whole Army in doing so. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from New Jersey a 
question for information. Did I understand him to say that the 
highest rank a veterinary surgeon in the Army can aitain now is 
captain? 

Mr. SEWELL. No; he can not attain that. He has no rank 
now. 

Mr. VEST. Can he not be a lieutenant? 

Mr. SEWELL. He gets the pay of a second lieutenant. 

Mr. VEST. Without the rank? 

Mr. SEWELL. Without the rank. He is a contract veterina- 
rian, the same as a contract surgeon. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon for interrupting the Senator. I did 
not understand it. 

Mr. KENNEY. Did I understand the distinguished Senator to 
say that a veterinarian is a second lieutenant? He has no rank. 

Mr. SEWELL. He gets the pay of a second lieutenant. 

Mr. KENNEY. And no rank. 

Mr. SEWELL. He gets the pay and allowances, but no rank. 
That was agreed to only two years ago in the bill we then passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the committee now proposes 
to give him the rank of a second lieutenant, I =ndunend. 

Mr. SEWELL. No; they propose to give him the pay and 
allowances of a second lieutenant, and they propose to increase 
the number10 more. We have two classes, which were made two 
years ago, one getting the pay and allowances of a second lieu- 
tenant and the other, the old veterinarian, getting the Pay and 
allowances of a sergeant-major. It is proposed in this bill,as a 
substitute for the bill that came from the House, to make them all 
of one class, with the pay and allowances of a second lieutenant. 

But, Mr. President, I desire to impress upon the Senate the 
great injustice that is proposed to be done by injecting into the 
Army a new corps without any reason for it, without the Army 
desiring it, without the Secretary of War, the General Command- 
ing, or anybody else practically desiring it. It was stated here 
two years ago, I think, by the Senator from Delaware, that sev- 
eral officers were very much in favor of it. Some officers said 
they were in favor of veterinarians; as a matter of course, they 


were all in favor of veterinarians, but they were notin favor of | 


a veterinary corps. 
Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I desire to interrupt the Sena- 
tor just one moment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from New | 


Jersey yield? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNEY. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator's speech, 
but in reply to what the distinguished Senator has just said I 
desire to call his attention to the opinions which have been given 
by Major-General Merritt, General Brooke, General Wilson, Gen- 
eral W heeler, Colonel Hein, General Randolph, Brig. Gen. Charles 
King, and Colonel Pullman, Quartermaster’s Department; and in- 
asmuch as I have been called upon to reply to the Senator's state- 
ment that no officers have approved of the proposition, I shall ask 
that these opinions may be incorporated in my remarks. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to it, Mr. President. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

PRESIDENT M'KINLEY. 


I am very much interested in this veterinary matter, and you have my 
best wishes for success. June 26, 1900. 


MAJ. GEN, WESLEY MERRITT (RETIRED). 


* * * Tam heartily in favor of the organization of a veterinary corps for 
the United States Army. The need of a properly organized corps has long 
been recognized, especialy by officers whose service i been with mounted 
troops. The cost of such a corps would be small compared with the increase 
in the efficiency of the animals of the mounted and trapsportation services 
and the value of what it would save to the Government. To make sucha 
corps properly effective, the veterinarians composing it should, of course, 
have commissioned rank. * * * 

MAJ. GEN. JOHN R. BROOKE. 


* * * T have always favored more scientific care of our Army transpor- 
tation as well as cavalry mounts, and believe it would be to the interest of 
the Government to establish a veterinary corps on the lines set out by you. 
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AH efforts heretofore set forth in this direction seem to have failed, but the 
results of the last war and the large, possibly unnecessary, loss of animals 
for want of proper care would seem to make this a proper time to bring the 
matter up for the consideration of Congress. I assure you | am heartily in 
sympathy with your project and would be glad to see it successful * * * 


MAJ. GEN. J. H. WILSON. 


* * * There is no branch of the service so neglected as that of veteri- 
nary science and attention to the animals used in connection with the Army. 

lL heartily join in giving my commendation to the measure which is pro- 
posed in reference tothe organization of a permanent veterinary corps 
as a part of the war establishment of the United States. Every encourage- 
ment should be given to this branch of the service. The officers should 
duly commissioned, have promotion in their own corps, and be paid as high 
salaries as the corresponding grades in the Medical Department. They 
should, of course, be rigidly examined, not only for admission into the serv- 
ice, but for each promotion which might be made in their own corps. * * * 


BRIG. GEN. JOSEPH WHEELER. 


* * * For many years while in Congress I urged improvement of the 
veterinary service of the United States. An efficient cavalry force can not 
be maintained without an efficient veterinary service. * * 

COL. 0. L. HEIN, COMMANDANT OF CADETS, WESTPOINT. 
* * * Tam heartily in accord with the views expressed * * © onthe 


| necessity of a proper veterinary corps in our Army and your ppopoged or- 
me 


ganization of thesame. * * 
BRIG. GEN. WALLACE F. RANDOLPH, COLONEL FIRST ARTILLERY, 

* * * Tt would be a greatsaving to the Government. * * * 

BRIG. GEN. CHARLES KING. 

* * * Until we have such acorpsas you contemplate our mounted forces 
will continue to be seriously handicapped in the future as they have been in 
the past. I wish you every success. * * * 

COL. JOHN W. PULLMAN, QUARTERMASTER, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

* * * Tconsider an army organization seriously incomplete without an 
efficient veterinary corps. Modern European armies have them, why shoud 
not the United States? We are modern and progressive and leading in all 
military matters, skill, and competency, Why should we be behind in this? 

Our veterinary corps to be efficient should ‘be complete, and it can not be 
complete unless it is independent. Therefore it should be a separate corps— 
like the Medical Corps, the Quartermaster’s Corps, and the other separate 
and independent staff corps—necessary for a complete working military 
establishment. 

+s ¢ The coneeate and aptepentons eugeuiariien is necessary to enable 
its chief to intelligently and effectively direct individual assignment of 
members of his corps to positions, stations, and duties fitting the special skill, 
experience, and reputation of each member, and permitting useful changes 
and transfers when necessity arisesand the needs of the service and altering 
circumstances develop. In no other way and under no other system can this 
be advantageously accomplished. 

I trust the bill you have outlined will be speedily passed intolaw. * * * 
_ Mr. SEWELL, I will only say that the Senator was mistaken 
in thinking so. Here the Secretary of War says positively that 
General Merritt did not approve it, nor General Brooke either, I 
think that neither of them meant anything of the kind. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator please give me the reference to 
the page of the statement of the Secretary of War in the report? 

Mr. SEWELL. It is in the hearings on the Army bill, page 90. 

Mr. President, this — goes back of the Army and outside 
of the Army. It isadeliberate attempt, and I do not blame them 
for it, of the American Veterinary Medical Association to get com- 
missions in the Army, to be recognized and to have acorps of their 
own. I ask the Secretary to read the marked paragraphs in relation 
to the meeting of the American Veterinary Medical Association 
held at Detroit, Mich., on the 4th, 5th, and 6th of September, in the 
year 1900. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In order that we may make an intelligent campaign before the reconven- 
ing of Congress, our State secretaries, in conjunction with the officers of the 
State veterinary associations, will appoint committees and subcommittees 


for each State and Congressional district. You will be furnished with a list 
of Senators and Congressmen in your State, and you are begged to join with 


| the committees in obtaining from them, when they have leisure at home, an 


interview to place the subject before them and secure from them renewed 
promise of support for our bill next December. 

For any misunderstanding of the subject or argument in opposition we 
will send you at once the necessary facts in answer. 

Here in Washington your Representatives are too busy to go into details 
and leave matters to committees. Obtain their interest while they have 
time at home. 

In the coming election remember: An old Representative is worth five 
new ones if your friend, and is worse than ten new ones if against you. 
Experience teaches them how to legislate. 

a) the members of your State legislature and obtain their influence 
to secure a fair hearing from your Senators. 

We demand an organized veterinary corps as provided for in S. 4300 when 
this bill passes, or as a part of the first Army bill which does pass in its place 
when Congress reconvenes. 

Any compromise, simply of rank, without reorganization, will not increase 
the efliciency of the Army, and will set back the proper recognition of the 
profession a quarter of a century. 

This is a question of morss,cocnemy one necessity for the efficiency of the 
Army, and is not a political one, as the following names of some of our sup 
porters show: 

Senators: ALLISON, FRYB, GALLINGER, HALE, WoLcort, BAcoN, CLAY, 
Kenney, MCENERY, and MorGAN, 

Congressmen; CAPRON, HuLL, Joy, Mercer, TAWNEY, ALLEN (Missis- 
sippi), CLAYTON (New York), Garnes, Lenz, and SULZER. 


Mr. SEWELL. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the Senator proceeds, will he pardon 
me if I ask him a question? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I feel as the Senator does about the creation 
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of this staff corps of veterinarians, but I wish to ask the Senator 
what objection there is to giving to the requisite number of vet- 
erinarians the rank, so that if a man serves twenty years or more 
as a veterinarian he may retire on the pay of a first or second 
lieutenant? . 

Mr. SEWELL. I will answer that. The veterinarians are 
emerging from what _ may be called the obscurity of their stand- 
ing in the Army, and from the fact that we have already given 
one class of them the pay and allowances of a second lieutenant, 
and are likely to do the same with the others, we are gradually | 
getting to give them commissions of the lower grade. We have | 
not reported it yet, but it will gradually grow in that direction. 
There is no recommendation from the War Department to do it. | 

Mr. SPOONER. I notice that in this hearing, on page 91, Sen- | 
ator Proctor put the following question tothe Secretary of War: | 


It is getting to be treated more and more as a profession, and they have 
colleges, one quite prominent one in Canada; and so I ask, in view of the fact | 
that the House has passed this outrageous provision—as I think it is—though 
I do not suppose there is any substantial difference in the committee—would 
it not be well, Mr. Secretary, in this bill, to havean alternative proposition— 
there is nothing in your bill about them—say, giving them a rank of first or 
second lieutenants, second lieutenants for the time, and then first lieuten- 
ants? I ask for information. 

| 
| 


To that the Secretary of War responded: 

I think that is very reasonable. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that in the letter of the Secretary of War dated 
January 3, 1901, and just now laid upon our desks, he concludes | 
by making a similar statement? 

Mr. SPOONER. The objection of the Secretary of War is not | 
to giving them rank. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; hesaysgive the veterinarians rank if you | 
deem it wise, but he opposes the establishment of a separate 
corps. 

Mr. SEWELL, I will state that he never recommended it, and 
the Military Committee have got to get their recommendations 
largely from the War Department. They come from the officers | 
of the Army, from the different forces, and from the War Depart- 
ment. We take from the Department, from the recommendation 
of the Secretary of War. our cue as to the governing elements of 
the Department. I should like to have read the remarks of the 
Secretary of War on page 90 of the hearing before the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. Well, I think we are ready to go to something else. 

Secretary Root. We pass to the veterinary corps. You will remember 
after you reported the bill at the last session the clause providing for a vet- 
erinary corps, with a colonel at its head, was put in on the floor of the Senate. 
The same thing has been put in by the House and in the sameway. The 
House committee was opposed to it, as you were opposed to it, and it was 
put in on the floor of the House. It was put in on statements made, unques 
tionably in entire good faith, to the effect that there wasa general agreement | 
| military authoritiegin favor of it. The statement was made on the floor | 
of the House that the President was in favor of it. The President and his 
Secretary of War certainly are not at issue on that_question. He is not in 
favor of it. The statement was made that General Miles was in favor of it. | 
The statement was a mistake; he is not; I have herea written statement to 
that effect. The statement was made that the Quartermaster-General, Gen- | 
eral Ludington, who has charge of purchase of horses for the Army, was in 
favor of it. The statement was a mistake; he is not. I have his written 
authority to that effect. The statement was made that General Merritt was 
in favor of it. 

General Merritt made a statement, and it appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RecoRD last session, that he is in favor of a veterinary corps, but totally 
opposed to the creation of a new bureau in the War Department, and that is 
what this creates. The provision is for a colonel, 4 majors, 10 captains, 10 
first lieutenants, and 20 second lieutenants. The colonel is to report directly | 
to the Secretary of War. Now, take the full force and the strength of that. | 
What does it mean? Whereis the officeof this colonel tobe? Heistoreport 
to the Secretary of War. That means he is to be in the War Department. 
And you have got another bureau of the War Department. The officers of 
the corps will under the direction of a colunel, just as the officers of the 
Engineer Corps are under the direction of the Chief of Engineers. 

The colonel of cavalry, who, when he is ordered out, ought to be held re- 
sponsible for baving not only his men but his horses fit for duty, is relieved | 
from that responsibility because the Secretary of War is charged with it, 
through this new bureau of the War Department—through this chief of the | 
veterinary corps. And I protest against it as being the reversal of all the 
principles of sound administration and an increase of the evil that now op- 
presses the American Army, which is an excess of multiple command—too 
many bureaus and too much staff control. I do not object to having compe- 
tent veterinarians, I do not object to their having rank which will enable them 
to take places in the nares and be treated on a different basis from 
the enlisted man; but I submit that the officer who has charge of the horses 
of a regiment should be under the command of the colonel of the regiment, 
and not an independent officer, receiving constant instructions and com- 
munications from the Secretary of War through the headof the bureau, | 
which will be superior to the control and the directions and the discipline of | 
the colonel of the regiment. 

Senator COCKRELL. Suppose the colonel of cavalry was ordered to make 
a certain movement, to tale with him a certain number of men. His veteri- 
narian examines the horses, we will say, and finds a certain number unfit 
for duty, and his commands prohibit those horses from being used. What 
would the colonel do? ; 

Secretary Roor. I do not know; he could not do anything. 

Senator Procror (addressing Senator COCKRELL). You would shut the | 
veterinarian up in the guardhouse; that is what you would do. 

Senator COCKRELL. Suppose the veterinarian says the horses are unfit to | 
be ridden, and the eolonal then orders them out anyway and the veterinarian | 


stops them, there would be a little collision. Weall know what would be the 
result if there was a good colonel in command. But suppose those men are 
commissioned and the veterinarian in a regiment has equal authority with 
the colonel of covey then it would be a difficult matter to settle. 

Secretary Roor. do not know any -— so important in administra- 
tion as that responsibility shall be fixed. It does not make much difference 
how you change leaders if you can fix the responsibility on somebody—hold 
somebody responsible. You will then get along. But just as soon as you 
begin to divide up responsibility, so that you shift it off on to somebody. else, 
you are gone. 

Senator WARREN, Is there any law under which these veterinarians of 
long service could be retired or in any way Stent for in their old age? 

Secretary Roor. If you make them second lieutenants, they can be retired, 
ot course. 

Senator WARREN. I know of one who has been in thirty-eight or thirty- 
nine years as a veterinarian. When you provide for your examination and 
the raising of certain ones to the rank of second lieutenant, he may fail to 
pass, although he is looked upon, and I guess as a matter of fact he is, one of 
the most competent men in the Army in the West. But bis book learning is 


| not up tothe point. There is a man who has spent his entire life in the serv- 


ice and he will receive no benefit by this proposed legislation. There is no 
way of providing for him? 

becretary Root. No; not that I know of. I believe there are six of them. 

Senator CocKRELL. Is there no way of providing for these clerks that have 
been in the Departments all their lives? 

Secretary Root. None; andit would bearash committee that would report 
in favor of such a measure. 

Senator Procror. Itis getting to be treated more and more as a profession, 
and they have colleges, one quite prominent one in Canada; and so I ask, in 
view of the fact that the House has passed this outrageous provision, as I 
think it is—though I do not suppose there is any substantial difference in the 
committee—would it not be oon. Mr. Secretary, in this bill, to have an alter- 
native proposition—thereis nothing in your hillabout them—say, giving them 
arank of first or second lieutenants, second lieutenants for the time, and then 
first lieutenants? I ask for information. 

Secretary Root. I think that is very reasonable. 

Senator WARREN. It seems to me that the second man ought to be pro- 
vided for. If a man is worth anything as a veterinarian, he is worth more 


| than $75 per month. 


Senator SEWELL. The chief man gets $125 per month now. There are two 
in each regiment. You might give him the pay and allowances of second 
lientenant; that would allow him to retire. 

Senator WARREN. Your second man has to be wholly in charge of certain 
horses; he has got to be a good veterinarian or else he is nothing at all, and 
I do not think $75 a month is enough for him. 

Senator SEWELL. The captain of the troop must be a good horseman; he 
must know all about horses. He hastaken twenty years toarrive at his rank, 


| and when the troop is taken to an isolated position the captain has to see to 


it that every horse is in condition to be ridden, and it is not right that they 
should be under the control of anybody who can say “ You can not take those 
horses." Asa matterof fact, they have to be ridden to the death if necessary 

Secretary Roor. Here is a proposition signed by four veterinarians of 
the first class, from the Fifth Cavalry, the Tenth Cavalry, the Seventh Cay- 
—. and the Sixth Cavalry. Itis a letter tothe Adjutant-General. I will 
read it—— 


Mr.SEWELL. Mr. President,I do not desire that the reading 
shall be further continued. , 

I would say in relation to the question of rank for these officers, 
that I personally sympathize with them. I believe they ought to 
be encouraged after what has been done about educating them. 
I would not myself have any objection to making them second 
lieutenants, with the pay and allowances of second lieutenants of 
cavalry. 

I a however, to present some other papers in this connec- 
tion. Iask to have read the letter of Claude D. Morris, V.S., 
secretary of the New York State Veterinary Medical Society, 
which society does not take any part in this contention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

Mr. SEWELL., I will present the whole document, beginning 
with the letter of the Secretary of War, which contains the letter 
of Dr. Morris, and then letters from General Miles and General 
Ludington, all of which are contained in the Secretary’s letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey desire the letter of the Secretary of War to be read? 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have the letter of the Secretary 
of War read, and also those I have mentioned contained in the 
same document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
rejuested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 3, 1901. 
Sir: I send you herewith a copy of a letter_just received by me from the 
secretary of the New York State Veterinary Medical Society, commending 


the position taken by this Department in regard tothe proposal to create a 
veterinary corps in the Army. 

Let me also recall to your attention the paper which I left with your com- 
mittee some time since, signed by a number of the chief veterinarians now in 
the service, taking substantially the same position. Let me restate the posi- 
tion, in order that there may be no misunderstanding. This Department is 
not opposed to suitable recognition of veterinarians. It has no serious objec- 
tion to giving them military rank, although I do not think it is a wise course 
to give military rank to civilian employees. What I do object to is the 
creation of a new corps with a colonel at the head, reporting directly to 
the Secretary of War, and thus necessarily creating a new bureau in the 
War Department. and a body of officers who, communicating directly with 
the Secretary of War through their chief, are necessarily independent of 
the commanding officers of the cavalry regiments and the horse artillery 
organizations. One of the recognized defects of our present Army organi 


zation is that of multiple command and division of duties and responsibilities 
between the officers commanding troops and territorial departments on the 
one hand and staff officers responsible to a head in Washington on the other. 


The result is that it is impossible to fix responsibiity for any failure to 
remedy defects or abuses. The proposed organization of a veterinary corps 
is but another step in the wrong direction, and wili increase the evils which 
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ought to be remedied. The general officer in command of troops ought to 
be able to hold the officers of the cavalry and artillery regiments —— 
for having their organizations ready for active and efficient duty at all times. 
If the horses of these organizations are under the charge of a veterinary 
corps, with the chief reporting directly to the Secretary of War, there can 
be no such responsibility. 

Give the veterinarians rank if you deem it wise, but I most earnestly urge 


that you do not impose upon us another bureau of the War Department, 
another independent corps, another element of disintegration, divided 
responsibility, and consequent inefficiency. 


ELIHU ROOT, 
Secretary of War. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. JosepH R. HAWLEY, a , 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


New YORK STATE VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCTETY, 
Binghamton, N. Y., December 81, 1900. 
Hon. Exvinv Roor, 

Secretary of War, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Srr: The position you take in relation to the veterinary-corps 
bill is quite in accord with the sentiments of many of the best veterinary 
practitioners in the country. 

The profession at large is not at heart asking for the enactment of this 
measure. It is not clear to the minds of many the necessity for a veterinary 
bureau, while we all agree as recognizing the importance of a high-grade 
service for the cavalry. The profession all over the country has been urged 
by the gentlemen who are fathering the scheme to render every possible aid 


in the endeavor to obtain a favorable consideration by Congress, and nodoubt | 


much of the request in behalf of the bill from constituents to Senators and 
Representatives is in obedience to this solicitation. 

Our society at its annual meeting September last did not consider this 
matter, although Dr. Huidekoper was present, and it is presumed he was 
there for the purpose of enlisting support, but learning there was some oppo- 
sition no doubt considered that no indorsement from the society was safer 
than an average resolution. 


J am not speaking for the society as against the bill, but simply to say that | 


the State society is not on record in behalf of the bill. Asa private practi- 
tioner I have written our Senator, Hon. CHAUNCEY M. DEPEW, stating my 
objections to this measure. 

Vith sincere consideration and esteem, I beg to be, 


Very respectfully, 
‘CLAUDE D. MORRIS, V. S., 
Secretary. 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1900. 

My views concerning the veterinary surgeons for the Army are shown by 
my letter to the Secretary of War dated February 22, 1896 (copy inclosed 
herewith), together with draft of bill suggested at that time (copy also 
inclosed ). 

Since that time we have had a large army scattered in two hemispheres, 
including a large number of public animals requiring the services of veter- 
inarians. It is my opinion that an adequate number of skilled veterinary 
surgeons is necessary for the Army, but { have never recommended the crea- 
tion ofa seperate corps or bureau and do not think such would be advisable, 
and Iam of the opinion that whatever number of veterinary surgeons is 
authorized they should be subject to assignment to duty where they may be 
required, in a manner similar to that provided for officers of artillery in sec- 
tion 7 of Senate bill 4300 as it originally passed the Senate. 

The question as to whether these veterinary surgeons should have the as- 
similated rank of second lieutenants, first lieutenants, captains, and, possi- 
bly, that of major I have always left for the consideration of the Department 


or Congress. : 
NELSON A. MILES, 
Lieutenant-General. 


WaR DEPARTMENT, 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 8, 1900. 
To the honorable the SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of the 7th instant relating to the establishment of a veterinary corps, in 
which you state that I was spoken of on the floor of the House, the other 
day, together with some other military authorities, as being in favor of the 
establishment of a veterinary corps for the Army, and, presumably upon the 
strength of these authorities, the House voted for a corps composed of a colo- 
nel, a major, 4captains, 10 first lieutenants, and 20 second lieutenants, the chief 
of the corps to report direct to the Secretary of War, and asking whether I 
favored the establishment of such a corps. 

In reply I have the honor to state that I have not expressed my views fa- 
voring the establishment of such a veterinary corps as indicated above, and 
therefore there is no warrant or authority for anyone to quote me as favor- 
ing such a measure, nor do I recommend such a corps. 


Very respectfully, 
M. I. LUDINGTON, 
Quartermaster-General, U. S. A. 

Mr. SEWELL. Now, Mr. President, I desire to have read the 
request of the veterinarians at present in the service, a short state- 
ment on page 92 of the hearings before the Military Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Srr: Believing that the War Department is in favor of recommending leg- 
islation favorable to the Army veterinarians during the coming session of 
Congress, and knowing that our views on this subject have never been 
sought, we, the undersigned, first-class veterinarians of the United States 
Army. with years of experience in the service and being conversant with the 
‘conditions surrounding animal transportation and treatment from amilitary 
standpoint, oo y submit our views solely with the object of being 
thoroughly understood in this connection. 

First. We believe that the number of veterinarians to a regiment as now 
organized is ample, and that the light artillery should be provided with a 
proportionate number. 

Second. We are not now, nor never have been, in sympathy with a move- 
ment by certain individuals who are at present endeavoring, through legisla- 
tion, to establish a veterinary corps in the Army of the United States, 
knowing as we do that such a corps is unnecessary and superfluous. 
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Third. We respectfully request that the War Department recommend that 
the veterinarians of the first class now in the service, who have successfully 
passed the recent examinations, be appointed as first lieutenants of cavairy, 
previous service as veterinary surgeon and veterinarian in the Army to be 
allowed in computing pay and retirement. 

That the veterinarians of the second class now in the service be appointed 
second lieutenants of cavalry, subject to examination, and that some pro- 
vision be made for continuing in the service or retiring those with twenty 
years’ service or over who fail to pass such examination, and that previous 
service be allowed those of the second class who pass the prescribed exami- 
nation. 

Fourth. That hereafter all appointments to vacancies be made after a 
competitive examination. 

Respectfully submitted. 

GERALD GRIFFIN, 
Veterinarian First Class, Fifth Cavalry, Mayaguez, P. R. 
Cc. D. McMURDO, 
Veterinarian First Class, Tenth Cavalry, Manzanillo, Cuba. 
DANIEL LEMAY, 
Veterinarian First Class, Seventh Cavalry, Habana, Cuba. 
WILLIAM V. LUSK, 
Veterinarian First Class, Second Cavalry, Matanzas, Cuba. 


Mr.SEWELL. Mr. President, Ihave but very little more to say 


| on thissubject. Imerely wish to endeavor to impress upon the Sen- 


atethis one idea: That the discipline of the Army and the safety 
of the cavalry and artillery as represented by their live stock de- 
pends upon the troop and battery commanders. It does not depend 
on a veterinarian, and no veterinarians should be sent to a post 
hereafter if he holds a rank higher than that of the commanding 
He ought not to be able to distribute the horses of that 
command as against the wishes and desires of the man who has 
to fight them. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] spoke of the custom 
in the English army and of the large war they have now on hand. 

Yes, Mr. President, they have had 100,000 horses and mules 
from this country alone, and they are here now buying 50,000 
more. They brought them from Europe and they brought them 
from the East Indies, and and it is too bad that the veterinarian 
corps of 108, or a regiment, or whatever it is, should allow all 
these horses to die off in such a short period. The horse that has 
gone to South Africa up to this time has lived but six weeks after 
he was landed. The fact is that the English have a large veteri- 
nary corps, but the officers of the English army—and I think this 
remark will apply to the French; not so much to the Germans, 
possibly, because {there is too much discipline there—never do 
anything at the stables, whilst our officers do. Their education 
and their daily labor is to look as much after the horses as after 
the men, and consequently in the service of European armies, 
like the English, it is left to the veterinary corps, and the result is 
100,000 horses and mules were killed in one campaign. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words upon 
this proposed amendment. I do not think that anyone doubts or 
is disposed to question the immense importance of the veterina- 
rian to the modern army, nor doI think anyone is disposed to 
question that there has been an enormous advance in veterinary 
science of late years, and that the work of the men engaged in the 
care of horses has changed from a very rude to a very scientific 
practice. I must say I think everyone, so far as I am aware, is 
anxious to do everything that is proper for the veterinarians of 
the Army, to give them suitable rank and suitable pay; but, Mr. 
President, what is proposed here is something very different from 
that. It is proposed by the House amendment to make a great 
corps of the veterinarians; to take some man, some doctor, out of 
civil life or who has never been in the service more than six 
months, perhaps, in the Spanish war, bring him down here to 
Washington, put him in a bureau in the War Department, cover 
him with gold lace, and make him a colonel of the Regular Army 
over the heads of men who have served this country all their lives 
long. 

There is no justice in that, Mr. President; there is no justice to 
the veterinarians, and there is bitter injustice tothe men who are 
in the line and have given their entire lives to the service. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. KENNEY. I will ask the Senator from Massachusetts upon 
what authority he says that this bill proposes to bring some man 
out of private life, make him a colonel of this corps, and cover him 
with gold lace? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, Mr. President, the proposition leaves the door 
open for that. We all know what is behind this bill. 

Mr. KENNEY. I want to know if the Senator would suppose 
that the President of the United States would go outside of those 
veterinarians who to-day have made themselves distinguished in 
the Army of the United States, appoint some man from civil life, 
and cover him with gold lace instead of appointing one of those 
men who have shown their ability to perform the duty? 

Mr. LODGE. Idid not yield to the Senator to discuss what the 
President of the United States would do. The point is that this 
can be done. A man can betaken from civil life who never served 
in the Army at all; a man can be taken who perhaps has seen six 
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months’ service in the Spanish war, or you can take a veterina- 
rian from the Army or anywhere you please and put him at the 
head of this proposed corps. The door is open to do just that—to 
take some man, place him here at Washington, give him a lot of 
rank and gold lace, and also authority over men who have served 
in the Army for years. We wish todo justice to the veterinarians. 
We desire to give them, I think, proper rank and proper pay; but in 
doing that we do not want to do an injustice to other men. 

The most vicious part of this scheme is the proposition to estab- 
lish a new corps. Ican not add anything on that point to what 
has been said by the Secretary of War in the admirable letter 
which has just been placed upon our desks. The whole thing is 
there. 

We are making a great struggle in this Army bill to get an im- 
proved organization of the Army, to get rid of some of the disper- 
sion and confusion and disorganization which now exist under 
our present system and to replace it with concentration and better 
organization. This is a proposition to add to the existing evils 
which we all feel are in the present organization. It is to make 
another corps, another bureau, and more dispersion, when our 
object ought to be concentration and simplicity. 

If I should talk for an hour I could not put it better than it is 
put in the single sentence with which the Secretary of War closes 
his letter. He says: 

Give the veterinarians rank if you deem it wise, but I most earnestly urge 
that you do not impose upon us another bureau of the War Department, 
another independent corps, another element of disintegration, divided re- 
sponsibility, and consequent ivefficiency. 

We know from the letter to which that is a reply that the vet- 
erinarians of the country are by no means united on this matter. 
They have been skillfully organized; they have been skillfully 
instructed where to write and howto move. There never has 
been a better managed campaign than the one that has been made 
in behalf of this measure. Letters have been poured in on us 
from all sources. But the veterinarians of the Army—and now it 
appears many of the veterinarians outside—see the absurdity of 
building up this new corps. Do them justice, give them rank, 
give them proper pay, give them all that belongs to men of scien- 
tific training and proper education, but do not put them in a posi- 
tion where they are going to enter into immediate conflict with 
the regular line of the Army, and cause confusion and lack of 
proper organization everywhere. It seems to me that it is a bad 
principle. 

Mr. President, I desire to say something which goes a little far- 
ther than the question of this veterinary corps with regard to the 
bad principle which I think this proposition illustrates. Lam not 
going to discuss the question of standing armies. I do not believe 
there is anybody in his sober mind who imagines for a moment 
that the liberties of this country are going to be destroyed by a 
hundred thousand men. I do not believe there is any intelligent, 
sober-minded man who thinks that the American citizen who 
loves his country, and who is ready to die for her one minute, 
becomes an easy tool of tyranny the moment he puts on that 
country’s uniform. I do not believe that anybody really thinks 
in his heart that the American Republic is in danger if we have 
an Army of 100,000 men here. This was all very well as one of 
the humors of the campaign, but it is not worth while to con- 
sider it seriously here. The American people are against large 
standing armies. But a hundred thousand men is a very small 
one for a nation of 70,000,000 people—too small, if they need 
more; too large, if they need less. 

The whole principle of our people is against standing armies, 
and there is no danger that we shall ever go back on that principle. 
There is no danger that we shall ever build up an army volun- 
tarily in Congress, which appropriates money for its support every 
year, in order to overthrow the liberties of the country. I think 
we may neglect that part of the question. 

Nor, Mr. President, do I mean to enter at any length into a 
discussion of the Philippine question. ‘That is a vast subject, | 
which we discussed here at the last session by and large, up and | 
down, for days and days, with great elaboration. I do not think | 
there is any need of traveling over that ground again, and if I 
desired to do so, I could not find anything to add to the terse, ad- 
mirable, and vigorous statement which was made by the Senator 
from Montana | Mr. CARTER] the other day. 

We all know really what the condition there is. We know that 
organized resistance isended; that the local ‘‘ George Washington” | 
is in hiding: that his cabinet is mostly in prison. There isa great | 
deal of disorder throughout the Philippine Islands, and there is a | 
great deal more than usual owing to the fact that there has been | 
a war there. I believe myself—and I have a great many letters | 
from those islands, owing tomy being chairman of the Committee | 
on the Philippines—that those troubles are declining, and that | 
they will die out. That it will take a good while for them to do 
so I have no question, but that affairs are tending that way now I 
am equally without question. 

Now. Mr. President, such being the situation, the question of 
what shall be done in the Philippines is one for the best judgment ! 





of the military authorities, of the President, and of Congress, and 
the Military Committee has formed its opinion on the best infor- 
mation it can get. That it is going to take us some time to deal 
with the disorders in the Philippines I have already said, and if 
Senators will take the trouble to read the history of the Philip- 
pines they will find that there have been outbreaks and troubles 
among those people during the past three centuries, ranging from 
great uprisings and massacres by the Chinese, and of the Chinese, 
down to the chronic war which Spain carried on with the Moham- 
medans, the Moros of the southern islands. There has been pe- 
riodic fighting in those islands, disorders among savage tribes, 
fighting of the Moros, troubles—sometimes of great magnitude 
and sometimes slight—from the time of the Spanish settlement. 
There has been just the same result there that there is everwhere 
where you bring a high civilization—an outside civilization—into 
contact with people more or less civilized or more or less savage. 
There is sure to be conflict. 

It does not lie in our mouths to speak of it as such a horrible 
surprise. We have been fighting the Indians at short intervals 
ever since we landed here, nearly three hundred years ago. The 
fight has been going on steadily, and it only ended when our East- 
ern and Western frontiers came together and the Indians passed 
finally into the body of the population. So I say that the ques- 
tion in the Philippines is a practical one—one as to how many men 
are needed—and it is one for experts to decide. I am willing to 
trust men who have given it consideration, both in the Depart- 
ments and in the Senate, the Secretary and the committee, the 
President and the men who understand it, and who are specially 
charged with this great responsibility. 

What to me is infinitely more important than the number of 
men to be voted is that we should now make a good organization 
of our Army. Far more important than the number of men is it 
that we should make an army, which, whether it be 25,000 or 
100,000, shall be the most perfect instrument of its kind in the 
world, and one which we can expand at any moment, whenever 
the hour of danger comes, into a great weapon of the highest 
efficiency. What we need is an army organization highly effect- 
ive, perfectly composed, above all things elastic, and which can 
adapt itself to our system of calling on volunteers when danger 
comes to the country. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I do so for the purpose of getting the views of 
the Senator, who is chairman of the Committee on the Philip- 
pines. I venture to ask the Senator whether or not I am to under- 
stand from what he has stated, in view of our experience in the 
Philippines (and considering the history of that people for the 
past three centuries) and our experience with the Indians, both 
of which have been stated by him, that it is the opinion of the 
Senator that we are to have a similar experience with the Philip- 
pines in the future: in other words, that for an indefinite time in 
the future, as the Filipinos have had with Spain and as we have 
had with the Indians, we are to have continuous war with those 
people? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do believe that we shall in a very 
short time, comparatively speaking, have peace and order through- 
out the great body of the Philippine Archipelago. I do not be- 
lieve that under our Government, or their own government, or 





| anybody else’s government there will ever be atime, within reason- 


able range, when you can expect that there will never be out- 
breaks from men like the Moros of the southern islands or the 
totally wild tribes of the interior of the other islands. For in- 
stance—to explain what I mean—if we should take off our hands 


| and takeaway our gunboats, I have not any doubt that the piracy 


of the Sulu seas would break out again at once. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean to have me understand, 
in reply to my inquiry, that, with the exception of piracy upon the 
Philippine seas, he thinks within any reasonable time there will be 
such peace in those islands as will not makea large standing army 
necessary? 


Mr. LODGE. My judgment is that within a very short time— 


| comparatively speaking, a very reasonable time—those islands will 


be in greater peace and order than they have ever known. If the 


| Senator will allow me, I do not want to discuss the Philippine 


question. I expressly said so. I said only a few words about it. 
I should like to goon with what I do wish to say. 

Mr. BACON, I did not ask the question with reference— 

Mr. LODGE. I tried to answer the Senator. 

Mr. BACON, I did not ask the question with reference to the 
Philippine problem, but with reference to its application to the 
question before us. ° 

Mr. LODGE. Iintended to answer the Senator to the best of 
my ability. I understood he wanted my opinion. 

Mr. BACON. I wanted it for the purpose of drawing a conclu- 
sion as to whether or not a large standing army would be neces- 
sary for an indefinite time in order to maintain our authority 
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there, or whether that necessity would, in the opinion of the Sen- 
ator, within a very short time disappear. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator and | differ so hopelessly on the first 
terms that I do not think any answer I can make would be of use. 
He talks about a large standing army. I do not call 100,000 men 
a large standing army, if the necessities of the country require it. 
For a people of 80,000,000 it isa small standing army. I should 
be glad to see it 25,000 men. Ido not believe in the principle of 
standing armies any more than the Senator does, but 1 donot call 
thisalarge one. This bill, as I understand, provides for 54,000. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore, as I understand the Senator, inde- 
pendent of any needs in the Philippines, the Senator would be in 
favor of the present bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Notintheleast. I have said over and overagain, 
and I am sorry I can not make the Senator understand—— 

Mr. BACON. It is, of course, my want of understanding. 

Mr. LODGE, That if an army of 54,000—what this bill calls 
for—is too large, I want it reduced; if not large enough, I want 
it increased. I think all this talk about our liberties being endan- 
gered by 100,000 men—well, I can not say what I do think about it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me for making a re- 
mark, and I will not interrupt him any more. The Senator has 
been selected by his party as chairman of the committee having 
particular charge of legislation in respect to the Philippine Is- 
lands. I have ventured to seek some light from the Senator, but 
as he is unwilling to give it, and attributes—— 








Mr. LODGE, Oh, Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator to let me finish the sen- 
tence, and I will not again disturb him. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is on the floor by my courtesy. 

Mr. BACON. Iwill not further trespass upon the Senator if 


he puts it on that ground. 

Mr. LODGE. Notatall. Iam perfectly willing, if the Sena- 
tor will allow me to say a word, that is all. 

Mr. BACON, I shall not interrupt the Senator, 
ceed. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam perfectly willing to yield. 

Mr. BACON. I have not interrupted him very frequently in 
the past, and I never have interrupted him with any result which 
was at all satisfactory. I am notin the habit of unduly interrupt- 
ing Senators. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, I can easily understand that I have never 
been able to satisfy the Senator. I have never known anyone 
who could, and I pretend to no special talent. What I said was 
that I tried to answer hisquestion. His question, as I understand 
it, was what my opinion was on a certain point. I have given 
that opinion. lam ready to give it again if the Senator desires. 
I do not care to go into the whole range of the Philippine question. 

Mr. BACON. Well, as the Senator changes his aspect and in- 
vites it, I should like to have his opinion, the Senator being now 
in a frame of mind where he is willing to give it. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator kindly tell me just what he 
wants? 

Mr. BACON. 
will permit me 

Mr. LODGE, 

Mr. BACON. And not resent interference. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not resent it in the least. 
to learn what the Senator wants to know. 

Mr. BACON. What I wish to know of the Senator is this: The 
Senator is chairman of the Committee on the Philippines, selected 
as such with a view to his presenting to this body matters relating 
to that subject. What I desire to know of the Senator in order 
that the Senate may determine whether or not an army of a hun- 


He can pro- 


Yes; I will with pleasure, provided the Senator 
to do so-—— 
Certainly. 


I merely desire 


dred thonsand men is needed, not only for a temporary time, but | 
for an indefinite time, is whether, from the knowledge of the con- | 


ditions which the Senator has stated he has with reference to af- 
fairs in the Philippine Islands, the prospect, in the opinion of the 
Senator, is such that the Army, now consisting of 76,000 men over 
there, as we are told by the Senator from New Jersey, will be 
needed there for a short time, or whether, in the opinion of the 
Senator, it is to be needed there for an indefinite time? Now, that 
is a very plain question, it seems to me. 

Mr. SPOONER (to Mr. LopGr). What does he mean by a 
short time? 

Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. BACON, 


What does the Senator call ashort time? 
Well, two years. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am now giving only my own 
opinion. Of course the Senator understands that I am not on the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and so far as the military side of 
the problem goes I have no special means of knowledge. My own 
opinion, from all the knowledge I have of the existing conditions 
there is, that in two years we shall be able to reduce the Army 
very largely. That is my belief. How many thousand men we 
can cut off I can not say. I believe we shall be able to reduce the 
Army. I believe at the end of a period twice as long we shall 
probably get the Army down to only that which is necessary to 
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be kept there, whatever that may be, which I assume will not be 
a large force. 

Mr. BACON, 
Senator. 

Mr. LODGE, 
on that point? 

Mr. BACON. Indeed I do. 

Mr. LODGE. Spain had 15,000 men in the archipelago and 
kept order very badly indeed. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; and occupied comparatively small territory. 

Mr. LODGE. And occupied comparatively little territory. I 
believe that in ordinary and normal times with 25,000 men—very 
possibly with 15,000—the number of the Spanish force, we could 
keep everything in a great deal better order and have the islands 
properly policed and have law and order and prosperity there as 
they never have been before. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore, as I understand the Senator, the only 
increase of a permanent character necessary for this Army on ac- 
count of the Philippine Islands will be from fifteen to twenty-five 
thousand men, and the other increase must be charged up to other 
needs than those of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say that we now needed only fifteen to 
twenty-five thousand men. 

Mr. BACON. No; 1 did not say that, either. Ido not mean to 
be understood as representing the Senator as saying that; but 
within two years. 

Mr. LODGE. Assuming that in normal times we need 20,000 

| nen in the Philippines, that would leave, as I understand, 34,000 
regulars, which | consider totally inadequate to take care of the 
fortifications of the United States, which I consider utterly inad- 
equate to guard the canal that everybody wants to build. You 
have taken on yourselves the policing of the canal. You will be- 
gin, I hope, pretty soon to build it. 

Mr. BACON. We will begin whenever your side of the Cham- 
ber says so. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. Pass the bill to-day. 

Mr. LODGE. Wewill begin to build the canal verysoon. You 
have to pour in there a great mass of labor gathered from every 
part of that tropical region. 

There will be thirty or forty, perhaps fifty thousand laborers at 
work on that canal. You have topolice it. When it is done, you 
have to guard it. You must have men for that. I merely men- 
tion that as one of the demands which will soon be made. I am 
not a military expert, but it seems to me that 34,000 men to take 
care of all that and of the fortifications and of Alaska and of posts 
all over this great country is a very small force. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I will not inter- 
rupthim further. The object of myinquiry was to ascertain from 
him, as chairman of the Philippine Committee, what, in his opin- 
ion, after, say, the space of two years from now, would be a rejui- 
site increase of the Army which would be required on account of 
the conditions in the Philippines; and I understand from the Sen- 
| ator—if I misrepresent him I do not wish to do so—that in his 
| opinion after the space of two or three years 15,000 to 20,000 men 
| will be sufficient for that purpose. 
| Mr. LODGE. Idonotthink I quitesaid that. What Iintended 

to say was this: Two years was named by the Senator, and I be- 
| lieve that within a short time, at the end of two years, we shall 
be able to reduce the present force very much. In four or five 
years I believe we shall be able to bring it down to fifteen or 
twenty thousand men. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
| me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has expressed the opinion that 
| we may in a short time be able to reduce the army in the Philip- 
| pines to fifteen or twenty thousand men. Is it not the Senator's 
| opinion that we should be able to reduce the army to the mini- 
| mum number he has named at a much earlier date if we could 
| have the unanimous support for the Army bill and the other meas- 
| ures looking to the suppression of the insurrection in the Philip- 
pines? 
j 





That is exactly what I want to know from the 


Does the Senator want to know my judgment 





Mr. LODGE. I entirely agree with that opinion. Every de- 
bate of this sort simply makes the time of the strife longer in the 
| Philippines. 
| Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me one more question? 
| If it be true that the necessity for this large Army is to be lessened 
in so short atime, would it not be more in accordance with the 
proper procedure that the Army should be increased for the tem- 
| porary time during which, in the opinion of the Senator, this large 
| force is going to be needed there, rather than to fasten upon the 
| country for all time an army the necessity for which, according 
| to his own statement, will not continue to exist in the same degree 
| that it does now? 
Mr. LODGE. That is the whole theory of the bill, as I under- 
stand it. It certainly is my theory. And if we need a hundred 

































































thousand men to do the work imposed on the United States at 
any given moment, we will have them. 


need more than 25,000, we will have but 25,000. 
Mr. President, what I wanted especially to speak about, and the 


expand easily if danger comes to the country, to make it, as I 
have already said, the best possible instrument, a framework 
which we can fill in rapidly with volunteers when the time comes. 

Mr. President, anyone who has studied carefully the history of 
the Spanish war and events connected therewith knows perfectly 


well that all the troubles which befell us at that time in the way | 


of transports, in the way of organization, all the things that led 
to the outcry here, were owing to defective organization. I never 


shared, I never had any sympathy with, the wolfish cry which went | 


up to punish individuals for faults which were due to a system. 

The system wasbad. It was owing to us—to Congress—to the 
lack of interest in the newspapers, to the lack of interest among 
the people, that we had a bad system. 


suddenly transform a bad system into a good one. 
to say that there were not plenty of men who fell short just as 
there were plenty of men who went beyond what we had a right 
to expect, but the trouble was in the system; and if we fail to 
remedy this system and war comes again and brings the same evils 
we shall have no one but ourselves to blame, and this time we 
shall do it with our eyes open. What before was a blunder, if it 
happens again will be little short of a crime. 


We know where the troubles were. We know that we suddenly | 


called on the departments here, filled with men who in many 
cases had been so far away from military life that they had 
become practically civilians again, to transport and to feed and 
to clothe and to set forth a great army of 225,000 men; and they 
broke down under it in a great many points. They broke down 
because the system was thoroughly had, and if we continue that 
bad system it is our fault and not theirs, for it lies at our doors 
to remedy it. 

Mr. President, there is a clause in this bill providing for the 
substitution of details instead of permanent bureaus, and it has 
been further amended by the Senator from Vermont, with the 
approval of the committee, so as to carry this reform up to the 
heads of the bureaus and to put the War Department organiza- 
tion of bureaus on the same footing as that of the Navy. It is one 
of the best things, in my judgment, that has been done for a long, 
long time. I had a great deal rather see Congress come together 
in extra session than to lose that provision in the bill. 

My objection to the proposed veterinary corps is that it is in 
direct contradiction to this central principle, the whole object of 
which is to get rid of these permanent bureaus. You never can 
have a general staff, you never can get elasticity into your system, 
you never can have your officers in constant touch with the line— 
men who have gone back to it every three or four years and come in 
touch with the men they have to manageintimeof war. Younever 
can have these things, I say. unless you break down the system of 
permanent organization and put men in there as they are put in in 
the Navy—to serve their turn of duty and then go back to their 
men, returning again, if you like, to the particular work, but al- 
ways in touch with the line of the Army. 

Mr. President, I am no alarmist; I have no wars to predict; I 
do not believe we are in danger of war with anybody, and I do 
not believe there is a nation on the face of the earth which has 
any desire to attack us. But no man can tell what may happen 
at any time, and before I sit downI should like in a very few words 
to call the attention of the Senate, in connection with this matter, 
to the situation in which this country is to-day. 

We have proceeded in the process of our development until we 
have expanded far beyond our own markets commercially, and 
we are breaking into every market in the world, 
our economic development. We are marching fast toward the 
economic supremacy of the world. 
and compare it with the United States—Europe, a small continent, 
thrust out like an outspread hand from the great Asian continent 
into the waters of the Atlantic and the Mediterranean, made up of 
peninsulas, broken up into small states. 

It has been worked over for a thousand years atleast by menin 
the endeavor to draw out allits resources. It was a poor con- 
tinent at best, compared to the others, and it has been worked for 
centuries. Now, look at ours. Here we are, holding all the best 

part of the North American continent, all in the temperate zone. 

ook at your map, a great symmetrical country, all under one 
flag, all under one roof, no separate governments, your railroads 
running in steady connections and carrying freight from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific, and from the Lakestothe Gulf. That means 
the greatest saving of cost in transportation imaginable. Europe 
can not meet it. It is impossible. 
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If, in the judgment of | 
the President and Congress and the War Department, we do not | 


| out at a price which Europe can not meet. 
point upon which I started, is the importance of having the Army | 
rightly organized, to have it organized in such a way that it can | 


It was not fair to pick outa | 
man here and aman there and hold him up and crucify him before | 
the American people and before the world because he could not | 
I do not mean | 





It isa part of | 


Mr. President, look at Europe | 





Every separate State system, every separate railroad that she 
has, enhances the cost of her articles. Her mines are old. Ours 
are butjust opened. Weare beating her in all the great products. 
We have beaten her already in iron and steel. Wecanturn them 
Weare going to sur- 
pass her in other articles. She wiil have to take her coal from us. 
It is a mere question of time when her last stronghold, the carry- 
ing trade, will be invaded. Already we can make steamship plates 
cheaper than shecan makethem. Only the other day | read in the 
newspapers that we had taken a contract in Glasgow for steel 
plates for commercial steamships against all competitors, and we 
underbid them £50,000 on that one contract. We have taken it, 
and there are to-day in Glasgow 14 furnaces, they say, damped 
down. What happens there will happen in the carrying trade. 
We shall build ships cheaper than theydo. We shallin some way 
or another offset their subsidies to their steamships by our sub- 
sidies and put our ships on aneven plane of competition. Thus we 
shall invade their last great stronghold. 

Mr. President, before our eyes is a splendid picture of the in- 
dustrial future of this country. [ believe it is inevitable—that 
the great economic forces are all working that way. But d 
anyone suppose that the other people like it? They are gasping 
for breath in parts of Europe. They are struggling everywhere 
to get an opening for an overcrowded population, for an over- 
production. That is why they have seized Africa. That is why 
they have seized the islands of the Pacific. China gotintotrouble, 
and in a moment the European nations thought that there would 
come a new division and that they could ali get in there and find 
economic relief. It has been stopped. The Chinese Empire is 
going to be held together and its markets opened, | believe, to all 
the nations of the world; and I do not think | say anything im- 
proper or that I boast unduly when I say that it was owing to the 
United States that that policy was adopted instead of the other 
one. It is a great policy. We believe in it; we are all in sym- 
pathy with it; but do you suppose the other countries like it? I 
doubt it very much. 

Anyone who has read the newspapers lately will have noticed 
that in the Vienna papers and elsewhere there has been continual 
talk about an economic federation to shut out the United States 
from Europe; and only the other day M. Leroy Beaulieu, who is 
one of the greatest, perhaps the greatest, of French economists, 
had a long article in one of the Vienna papers, urging a combina- 
tion of Europe against us. In other words, they fee! the economic 
pressure which we are putting upon them. They are feeling it 
more and more every day. They will try to meet us undoubtedly 
in the great field of economic rivaly. I believe that with our re- 
sources, with the character of our people, with our new country, 
with our great continent, the victory can only be with us, and that 
there can be but one end to that conflict of economic forces. 

Mr. President, if anyone will take the trouble to look back into 
the history of modern times, since the great economic movements 
began, he will see how many of the wars came originally, never 
ostensibly but actually from economic causes. The league of 
Cambray was nothing in the world but the attempt of banded Eu- 
rope to break down Venice, the center of exchanges and the great- 
est economic force of Europe at that time. There is no doubt in 
the world that Colbert, whose whole principle for the administra- 
tion of Louis X1V was to keep the country at peace and build it 
up finally, found himself forced tomake war on the Dutch because 
he felt that if they did not France would be economically ruined 
by the commercial supremacy of Holland and England; and those 
wars, which ostensibly were dynastic, followed oueafter the other. 
France failed, the economic pressure intensified,and the French 
Revolution arrived in due t'me. 

Now, Mr. President, we occupy a great position economically. 
We are marching on to a still greater one. You may impede it, 
perhaps, by legislation; you may check it; but you can not stop 
the work of the economic forces. You can not stop the advance 
of the United States. We may blunder here in the legislation 
which we may pass for this thing or that thing, but the American 
people and the economic forces which underlie all are carrying us 
forward to the economic supremacy of the world. It is a great 
position, but, dazzled by its splendor, do not forget its perils. We 
look on at this great development, and we all take deep pride and 
pleasure in it, but it carries its dangers with it, and I want to see 
the United States always prepared to meet those dangers. .We 
have no quarrel with any nation, and I hope we shall have none. 
I bave said already that I see none who would wish to attack us; 
but [ wish to see the United States so prepared that under these 
new conditions she will always be safe by sea and by land. 

The control of the ocean is vital to us. That is why I have al- 
ways advocated a Navy, and a powerful Navy, we must have. I 
wish to see our Army, whether it is ten thousand or twenty thou- 
sand or a hundred thousand strong, organized with the utmost 
skill and the utmost science, so that if the hour of peril ever does 
come we shall have asystem which we can expand on the instant, 
one which will not immediately produce disaster and trouble, 
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stumbling and hesitation, as it did at the beginning of the Span- 
ish war. Make your Army large or small, as circumstances de- 
mand, but make your organization of that Army the best, the 
most flexible, the most elastic in the world. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, if the discussion of the chief 
features of the bill under consideration and the wars of past ages 
by the junior Senator from Massachusetts have not entirely re- 
sulted in losing sight of the amendment that is really before the 
Senate, I should like to speak a few minutes touching that amend- 
ment. 

It is a matter of regret to me that I was unavoidably kept from 
the Senate Chamber during the first two hours of the session to- 
day, and that I was from that circumstance denied the privilege 
of hearing the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], who is 
thoroughly acquainted with this subject, and also the first part of 
the speech of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

When this bill came before the Senate I called attention to the 
fact that in my opinion it presented an anomalous parliamentary 
situation, and I want to emphasize that matter in connection with 
this proposed amendment. 

On the 4th day of May last, if I have the date correct, we passed 
a bill and sent it to the House of Representatives which contained 
a provision in reference to the establishment of a veterinary corps 
precisely as it stands in the bill to-day, without the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. That bill went 
to the House of Representatives. The Military Committee of the 
other House, as the Military Committee of the Senate had done, 
advised against that amendment, but the House overruled the 
committee, precisely as the Senate had overruled its committee. 

Now, Mr. President, both Houses of Congress have acted affirm- 
atively on this proposition; both Houses of Congress have given 
their sanction to it, and yet by some legislative fiction the propo- 
sition is again before the Senate for discussion and for vote. 

Mr. President, we have in our rules a provision that when a 
matter has once passed this body a motion to reconsider within 
two days shall be in order. There is a reason for that. The rea- 
son is that those who have taken part in that discussion and in 
that vote are supposed to be present, and they will have an oppor- 
tunity again to record their votes on the question of reconsid- 
eration. 

But in this case this body is asked to vote again upon a propo- 
sition that was affirmatively passed upon some eight months ago. 
I am not at all sure that a point of order would lie against the 
amendment. Indeed, I am pretty well persuaded that if a point 
of order should be made it would be overruled; but nevertheless 
I am firmly convinced that this is a vicious way of bringing a 
proposition before this body a second time, and that it may in the 
future come back to trouble us in the consideration of other 
important measures. 

I say, then, Mr. President, that both Houses of Congress have 
acted affirmatively upon this proposition, and the provision that 
is in this bill as it came from the House of Representatives is 
word for word the provision that was put in it by the Senate on 
the 4th day of May last. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know how many Senators have 
changed their minds on this question. It is barely possible that 
the vote that resulted in incorporating that provision in the Army 
bill some eight months ago may be reversed by vote to-day, but, 
for one, I have not changed my mind in the least, and I am here 
to give my voice and vote in opposition to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Senator from New Jersey laid great stress upon a letter 
from the Secretary of War, a letter that was laid upon my desk 
as I entered the Chamber, a letter that seems to have been or- 
dered printed this very day, and undoubtedly it was marked 
** Rush,” and it is back here to influence our votes on this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, the opinion of the Secretary of War is 
well known and it is barely possible that in the debate last May 
the opinions of some of the high Army officers may have been 
misstated. I do not know how that may be. I do know that 
Army officers change their minds. I do know that the Adjutant- 
General of the Army not long ago wrote a letter in opposition to 
the Army canteen, and that he has now given testimony in favor 
of it; and it is just possible that some of these other Army officers 
have changed their minds in reference to this veterinary pro- 
Vision. 

But what the Senator from New Jersey seemed to lay great 
stress upon was a letter from Dr. Claude D. Morris, a veteri- 
narian living in Binghamton, N. Y., who seems to be the secretary 
of the New York State Veterinary Medical Society. 

Now, Mr. President. if I am correctly informed, this secretary 
might be called an * accidental” secretary, and the representa- 
tions he makes here are not the views of the society of which he is 
secretary. As I understand the matter, the New York Veterinary 
Medical Society has given its sanction to this bill by vote, and it was 
not necessary for that society to pass another series of resolutions 
indorsing it, as Dr. Morris seems to think ought to have been 
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done. 


I say, Mr. President, that Claude D. Morris does not rep- 
resent the New York State Veterinary Medical Society on this 


subject. AslIentered the Senate Chamber, I was handed some tel- 
egrams. Ido not know why they were sent to me, but they were 
sent to me, and I want to read two telegrams bearing on this very 
point. The first is dated Brooklyn, N. Y., January 7, 1901. 
BROOKLYN, N. Y., January 7, 1901. 
Senator GALLINGER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

_ Letter of C. D. Morris, secretary New York State Veterinary Medical So- 
ciety, to Secretary Root, published in morning papers, stating society not in 
accord with amendment to Army bill creating veterinary corps, is without 
authority and absolutely false. Profession of State almost to a man has 
worked night and day for it and will be struck staggering blow if does not 


pass. 
ROSCOE R. BELL, 
President New York State Veterinary Medical Society, 
Editor American Veterinary Review. 
The next telegram reads as follows: 


ALBANY, N. Y., January 7, 1901. 
Senator GALLINGER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


The New York State Veterinary Medical Society is in favor of a veterinary 
corps in the Army reorganization bill. Secretary C. D. Morris individually 
is against it, but not the society. 

WM. H. KELLY, 


Chairman Legislative Committee New York State Veterinary Medical 
Society and State Secretary American Veterinary Medical Association. 
Now, Mr. President, if I had been here and these telegrams had 
been on my desk when this document was ordered printed I would 
have asked that those telegrams might have been printed in con- 
junction with it, because it shows that while this one man has 
made haste to write a letter to the Secretary of War, which the 
Senate has made haste to print, to show that the New York State 
Veterinary Medical Society is opposed to this bill, the president of 
that society and the chairman of the legislative committee of that 
society, speaking for the society with more authority than a sec- 
retary could possibly speak, say that his statements are false and 
that the society is in favor of this measure. 
I have three other telegrams which I desire to place in the 
Recorp. They are as follows: 
WEsT PHILADELPHIA, PA., January 7, 1901. 


Hon. JAcos H. GALLINGER, 
Washington, D. C.: 


All veterinarians in Pennsylvania and good veterinarians everywhere are 
in favor of the Army veterinary bill. 
8S. J. J. HARGER, 


President State Veterinary Society, University of Pennsylvania, 





WeEsT PHILADELPHIA, PA., January 7, 1901. 
Hon. JAcoB H. GALLINGER, 
Washington, D. C.: 


The veterinary organizations and schools of the country all desire Army 
veterinary bill to become law. 
W. HORACE HOSKINS, 


Ex-President American Veterinary Association. 


West PHILADELPHIA, PA., January 7, 1901. 
Hon. JAcoB H. GALLINGER, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The veterinary profession, with 8,000 members, is solidly for the Army vet- 

erinary bill. Sincerely hope, for good of Army, it will pass to-day. 
LEONARD PEARSON, 
Pennsylvania State Veterinarian, 

Now, Mr. President, I read these telegrams to show that this 
document that has been placed upon our desks and upon which so 
much stress has been laid-is of no earthly consequence whatever. 
Claude D. Morris, secretary of the New York State Veterinary 
Medical Society, seems to speak for himself and for nobody else. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], when discussing 
this amendment, said that everybody is in favor of giving the 
veterinarians suitable rank and suitable pay. The Senator ought 
to have made an exception, and that exception ought to have 
been the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate of the 
United States, which has reported an amendment which does not 
give them any rank whatever. 

It is true that during this debate since I entered the Senate 
Chamber some members of that committee have said that they are 
willing to yield this question of rank and give veterinarians rank 
of some kind. That reminds me of what a distinguished judge in 
my State once said. He was chief justice of the supreme court, 
and alluding to a certain matter, he said it was “late, reluctant, 
and unimportant.” That is precisely the situation that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs finds itself in to-day in reference to this 
matter. They have taken the ground that these men should not 
have rank. They have insisted upon that in season and out of 
season, and now they say that they are willing to give them rank, 
doubtless provided the rank suits the committee. e fought that 
battle here last May, and we succeeded in putting a provision in 
the bill which gave these men rank. Nowthey say to-day, Why, 
we are in favor of giving them rank of some kind; but notwith- 
standing that fact—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. I beg pardon; the committee did not say that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some members of the committee. The 
Senator from Vermont says that the committee does not say that. 
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I stand corrected to that extent. Some members of that com- 
mittee have said that during the discussion this afternoon. 

Great stress is laid upon the fact that we have too many bureaus 
in the War Department already, and that this is adding another 
bureau to make further complication and further trouble in the 
administration of that great Department of the Government. 

Well, Mr. President, Ido not know much about this question 
in a technical sense; I am not a military man; but it does seem to 
me that the addition, not of a bureau, but of a corps, will not 
create very much trouble and will not be very apt to disrupt mili- 
tary matters or to make any very serious trouble in the adminis- 
tration of the War Department. 

The Senator from Massachusetts io LODGE] says that the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] has offered an amendment 
that is going to remedy the troubles that already exist because of 
this multiplicity of bureaus. If that isso, why can not they rem- 
edy the difficulty that they claim will arise from this so-called 
bureau, which is not a bureau at all, in connection with the other 
bureaus of the War Department? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that there is no real substantial 
argument in the contention that giving these men some additional 
rank, giving them some additional pay, recognizing them as edu- 
cated medical men, which they are at the present time, some of 
them, Mr. President, standing as high in the medical profession 
as any in this country, will result in any harm or will do more 
than justice to adeserving class of men who have given years and 
years of valuable time in preparing themselves for the discharge 
of their duty. 

It will not do, Mr. President, to talk about these men as they 
have been talked about in the discussion of this question, perhaps 
not to-day but formerly, as horse doctors; it will not do to say 
that we are proposing to give rank and increased pay to a class of 
men whoare mere horse doctors. It will not do in the year 1901 to 
talk that way about these men. The men who would receive 
these commissions are just as highly educated men as the men 
who are at the head of the Medical Department of our Army at 
the present time, and they are just as deserving, in my judgment, 
of recognition as are those men. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senate, of course, will have another op- 
portunity to pass upon this question, and it is possible that the 
Senate may reverse the action it took a few months ago, but for 
my part I esteem it a privilege to stand here and say a good word 
for these men and to cast my vote against the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

I believe they are entirely deserving of the recognition they ask, 
I believe it will do no harm whatever to the Army, but, on the 
other hand, that it will result in much good to a very important 
branch of the Army, which needs as careful supervision as any 
other branch of the service. 

The Senator from New Jersey talked about the destruction of 
the horses in South Africa, the fact that thousands, tens of thou- 
sands, and hundreds of thousands of them died shortly after they 
reached the African shores. But, Mr. President, the Senator 
from New Jersey of course did not mean to say that the death of 
those animals resulted from the fact that England has an educated 
veterinary — that Englund does give these men rank and 
recognition and proper pay. He surely did not mean to say that. 
Because we put the horses in our Army under a more competent 
corps of veterinarians, giving them proper rank, it can not be pos- 
sible that disasters will come to the cavalry arm of our service in 
consequence of our doing that sensible thing. 

Mr. President, 1 do not want to delay the consideration of this 
bill. I am very anxious that a vote should be taken upon it. For 
that reason I shall content myself with saying the few words I 
have said and of casting my vote against the proposed amendment 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, PROCTOR. Mr. President, I wish Senators would con- 
sider the question, What is the need of this addition? Has there 
been any complaint that the animals in the Army are not properly 
cared for now under the present system? 

The measure proposed by the committee extends that. It in- 
creases the pay. The system now pursued brings into the service 
scientific, educated men, all that are required, and at the present 
pay, and this measure gives them an increased pay. When veteri- 
narians are needed notice is given that an examination will be held. 
One was held not very long ago. A skilled veterinarian from the 
Agricultural Department was a member of the examining board. 
Veterinarians—educated ones—from all parts of the country were 
examined and appointments were made. The Quartermaster- 
General testified that there was no difficulty in getting for every 
transport which went to the Philippines that carried animals 
skilled, educated veterinarians, and their pay was considerably 
less than that authorized by this measure. 

Now, on the question of rank, one point against it is that there 
is no occasion for it. Another one is that there is endless confu- 
sion and trouble when rank is given to officers in the Army with- 
out command, I ask Senators to consider what might be the 
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effect of the measure proposed by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 


KENNEY]. The highest cavalry officer, the highest artillery ofti- 
cer,isacolonel, Itis proposed to give the veterinarian the rank of 
colonel. Supposehe is located at our great cavalry post, Fort Riley. 
The highest officer in command there of the cavalry is a colonel. 
The cavalry officer is the commander of the post. There is a set 
of quarters, especially built for the commander, assigned to him. 
But if his commission is dated a little later than that of the veter- 
inarian, if the veterinarian ranks him, he can say to him, ‘‘ Colonel, 
I want your quarters,” and there is no way under the sun but that 
the commander of the post must move out. So I say the matter 
of rank is not only not needed, but it would lead to great embar- 
rassment. It is wrong in theory and wrong in practice to give 
rank without command. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNEY. The distinguished Senator from Vermont has 
stated that the chief of this bureau would be a colonel, and it 
might be that he should be stationed at Fort Riley, and on that 
occasion, if his commission was dated a little prior to that of the 
cavalry officer commanding, he would take possession of the quar- 
ters assigned to the commander of that post. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no such proposition. All the rules and regulations 
that govern this corps are to be made by the Secretary of War, 
and if it is to be acorps of course the head of that corps would 
not be at Fort Riley, but he would be in the city of Washington, 
in the War Department. That is the only officer with the rank 
of colonel named in this entire provision. The next rank is that 
of major. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, Iam very glad that the Sena- 
tor has stated that it is the purpose of the provision to put the head 
of this proposed corps in Washington in the War Vepartment. 
He has admitted the very greatest objection to the bill. The De- 
partment is now overloaded with bureaus. What we have been 
seeking to do was to reduce the influence of the staff corps some- 
what. They are here and have the ear of Congress; and now it 
is proposed to create another which has shown in advance even of 
its creation that it has greater facility and power in the way of 
influencing legislation than any of the old ones which we have 
had to contend with for years. I think its very exhibition of 
a in that direction is reason enough for not having this legis- 

ation. 

Mir. KENNEY. May I ask the Senator two questions? First, 
I will ask him whether there is a corps in the present Army that 
has not its headquarters in Washington? Second, I will ask him 
whether the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate has abol- 
ished any corps of the Army, and whether, in point of fact, it has 
not increased them by creating a nurse corps? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The proposition of the Committee on Military 
Affairs is not to abolish any corps directly, but it is to commence 
gradually at the foot of several corps the system of detail which 
when carried out fully (itcould not be done at once without in- 
justice to the men holding permanent appointments) will make 
all the officers of these several staff corps what they ought to be, 
line officers, what every officer in the German army is, and what 
General Sherman recommended. That is the purpose of it, to 
prevent the increase of new corps and the permanency of the 
present ones. 

Ishouldthink it very strange if the Senate would adopt a proposi- 
tion that was against the action of the committees of both bodies 
of Congress, against the unanimous and very earnest judgment 
of every member of the Senate Committee on Military Affairs, 
against the judgment of the President, the Secretary of War, the 
ee General of the Army, and the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I sympathize thoroughly with 
what has been so well said by the Senator from Vermont [| Mr. 
Proctor], and I beg to assure the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] that he is very much mistaken if he thinks that 
opposition to the new military establishment proposed is confined 
to the Military Committee. It is a wholly unnecessary proposi- 
tion to the health, safety, or efficiency of the Army. The veteri-: 
narians are a very proper adjunct tothe Army, but they are essen- 
tially no part of the Army; and a bill which would provide that 
the privates, colonels, majors, and captains who have been in the 
service of the United States fighting its battles for two years 
should not be eligible to any office but that of second lieutenant, 
and then go out and scour the country for veterinarians to make 
colonels and majors, would bring our Army into ridicule amongst 
the people. 

There is no propriety, Mr. President, in givimg to these gentle 
men, however learned they may be, however scientific they may 
be, military rank. To salute a colonel and to find out that your 
colonel was a person who had nothing to do with military affairs, 
and whose whole function and profession in life was to attend to 
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the health of a soldier's or an officer's horse, is to bring the whole | Department. 


military establishment of the United States into ridicule. 

It is to be regretted, Mr. President, that any adjuncts to the 
Ariny except those who are fighting men should have military 
rank. Military rank should imply something. It should mean 
that the man who held it was a soldier and that he was expected 
to share not only the hardships of the Army, but the dangers of 
the Army. 

Now, out of convenience and out of consideration for those who 
are the fighting men of an army, the laws do confer military rank 
upon the surgeons who attend them. If you will look at the 
function the surgeon is expected to perform, however, you will 
perceive that it is essentially different in its nature from that which 


| 


the attendant of the horse is expected to perform. The surgeons 
goa ‘immediately in the rear of the line of battle. They are | 
often cuiled upon to exercise more courage than the man who has 
got a gun or asword in his hand, for, while he is occupied in his 
task as a soldier, the surgeon must be present and look on without 


doing anything. He has not the excitement or the duties and 
exercises of the field to divert his mind that the soldier has. If an 
exception should be made in any case, it onght to be made, in the 
interest of humanity, in behalf of those persons like the surgeons 
who do not go tofight, but who must be present close to the man 
whois wounded to relieve him if he is stricken. 

Does anyone expect horse doctors to be marshaled upon the field 


with the general in chief to serve him as staff officers during a 
fight? Does anyone expect them to go along with the regiments 


and to expose human life right up in the méléeof a battle in order 
to heal instantly the broken bone of a horse or to apply any kind 
of a bandage to his wounds? Certainly not. 

These gentlemen are going entirely out of their element and out 
of ‘their appropriate function, however wise, however learned, 


however scientific they may be, to come and ask the Government | 
of the United States to install them in a bureau in Washington, | 


to make them colonels and majors,to have them going around 
with all the glory of the armamentof war, when their whole duty 
in life is to go back and look at the hoofsof the horses before they 
go upon a march, or to relieve a sick horse, if he is taken so from 
too mach feed or the lack of it. 

I regret that the Senate has ever passed such an amendment to 
a military bill. We are acting justly and generously by the vet- 
erinarians by giving them the rank and pay of second lieutenants. 
It is a place of becoming dignity and it is a place of sufficient pay, 
according to the judgment of those who preside over the Army 
and who areattentive toits concerns. The General Commanding 
the Army is against this proposition; the Secretary of War is 
against this proposition; the President of the United States is 
against this proposition, and there is no sound basis of military 
history or of common sense for it to stand upon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, only a word. I am quite pre- 
pared to believe what the Senator from New Hampshire [{ Mr. 
GALLINGER] is prepared to prove, that the Veterinarians’ Asso- 
ciation of the United States is unanimously in favor of this bill, 


secure recognition of the association, or that specialty of the pro- 
fession. 

W hen this proposition was before the Senate last session I voted 
against it. 
mind about it. Iagree with the Senator from New Hampshire 
that ‘in the progress of medical development the veterinarians 
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We can engage ourselves in no better way than in 
affording flexibility and elasticity to the Army organization, and 
eliminating, as far as it can reasonably be done, fixed bureaus. 
To me the notion of appointing veterinarians, with a colenel at 
the head of them, a distinct corps. who is independent of the 
colonels of cavalry, independent entirely of the colonels of artil- 
lery, is intolerable. I can see no reason for it. 

Another thing which has been disclosed here, Mr. President, by 
the Senator from Delaware {Mr. KENNEY|—and it could very 
easily have been foreseen without any inference being made from 
his observations—is that this is only a beginning in this develop- 
ment. They may have such acorps in foreign armies. It may 
be useful to them orit may not be useful. Weare notcalled upon 
to pattern our organization upon foreign armies, unless, after con- 
sideration, we regard it as important to the organization of our 
Army. Once established, this bureau and its function will be to 
increase and enlarge itself. The same pressure which has been 
brought to bear upon both Houses of Congress to secure its estab- 
lishment will be brought to bear upon every Congress to give it 
additional power and additional importance. If we establish it, 
with its head a colonel, in the next Congress our attention will be 
called to the fact that we have recognized this bureau as of im- 
portance; we have created it, and that it is the only staff of all 
the staffs at the head of which is only a colonel. ‘‘ Why this dis- 
crimination?” we will be asked. The Quartermaster-General is a 


| brigadier-general, the Adjutant-General is a brigadier-general —— 


Mr. KENNEY. No; he is a major-general, 
Mr. SPOONER, The Adjutant-General is a brigadier-general, 
except temporarily—I had not finished the sentence—the Commis- 


| sary-General is a brigadier-general, the Surgeon-General is a brig- 


adier-general—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And the Chief Signal Officer. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the Chief Signal Officer is a brigadier- 
general. ‘‘Now, in the name of all that is decent,” the veterina- 
rian will say to you, ‘‘ why discriminate against this corps of scien- 
tific gentlemen?” 

The next step will be to make him a brigadier-general. Then 
from that promotion the four majors will become colonels and the 
four captains will become majors. That will not be the end of it 
by any means. The next proposition will be that the meat pur- 
chases for the Army shall be made by this corps, because of their 
peculiar qualifications to determine whether meat ought or ought 
not to be used in given cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that will be sensible. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of couree it will be sensible. There will bea 
good many men who will insist that it will be sensible, 

The next proposition will be that if this corps is organized for 
the purpose of looking after the horses of the Army, they should 
be charged with the function of buying horses forthe Army. The 
next proposition will be that it is nonsense to havea scientific 
corps looking after the health of the horses of the Army and pur- 
chasing horses for the Army and have some other department 


| purchasing the feed and prescribing the diet for the horses of the 
I think not so much, perhaps, for the good of the Army, as to | 


Army. So it will be claimed, and it will be asked with some show 
of reason, I admit. that this new department or new corps should 


| be given the function of purchasing the forage for the Army. 


Nothing in the debate has occurred to change my | 


have contributed their share; and, in tavoring the amendment | 


proposed by the committee, I would not be willing to be under- 
stood as underestimating their importance, their fitness in that 
specialty of the medical profession, or as being willing to cast any 
imputation whatever upon their dignity. But we are to reorgan- 
ize the Army for the good of the Army, and not for the purpose of 


So you go; and it will be a well-developed staff corps after the 
usual fashion in a short time. If that were proposed to-day. not 
five men, I think, in this Senate would vote for it: and yet there 
are not five men in this Senate who do not know that what I say 
is to follow in time if we reject the amendment proposed by the 


| committee and create this new staff corps, and create it, Mr. Presi- 


giving recognition to any class of people in the country, however | 


deserving or however learned. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] said that it was an 
unfortunate thing to have officers with rank without commands. 
Of course the doctor—the surgeon—has rank, but he has no com- 
mand; the chaplain has rank, but he has nocommand. But the 
Senator from Virginia {[Mr. DANIEL],in what he has said, has very 
clearly expressed the distinction in function between the surgeon 
and the veterinarian. He might have gonea little further by way 
of illustration. When a man receives a wound in the leg which 
renders it impossib!e for him to recover without the amputation 
of the leg, the surgeon amputates it; but when a horse's leg is 
broken, they amputate the horse. [{Laughter.] That is the dif- 
ference. 


dent, against the protest of the Secretary of War—lI will not say 
**protest,” but the Secretary of War in his statement before the 
committee said the President was not in favor of it. He hada 
right to say that, because of the unique circumstance that had 
been stated in advocacy of this provision in another place that the 
President favored it. The Secretary of War is opposed to it; the 
General of the Army is opposed to it, and the whole theory, as has 


| been repeatedly said here this afternoon, upon which we are pro- 


| veterinarians. 


I think it would be a very extraordinary thing for Congress, | 


against the protest of the Secretary of War, against the protest of 


the General of the Army, to incorporate into this bill this pro- | 


posed veterinary corps. There has been great pressure for it. 


One objection I have to it, and the principal objection I have to | 


it, is that I am utterly opposed, unless the necessity for it is 


| 
| 


ceeding in the reorganization of the Army is opposed to it. 

For one, I would not seriously object, I think, although I am 
not certain it would be wise, to giving veterinarians some rank. 
To do that does not involve at all the creation of a staff corps of 
Iam not certain that they ought to be given rank; 
but I am certain, Mr. President, so far as 1 have been able to 
consider this subject, that we ought not to establish a new staff 
corps in the Army, and that the amendment proposed by the 
committee striking this proposition out should be adopted by the 
Senate. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I will offer but a word in con- 
tribution to this debate at this late hour. 

i have favored fair recognition of the veterinarians in the Army. 
The constant increase of knowledge has reached the veterinary 
surgeons of the country, and great progress has undoubtedly been 
made in that line of investigation and scientific research; but I 


demonstrated, to establishing a new corps or bureau in the War | am unalterably opposed to the establishment of an additional corps 
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in the Army. First, it will result, as the Senator stated, in the 
establishment of an additional bureau here, which, with the cus- 
tomary grasping disposition of new bureaus, will begin to reach 
out, octopus like, to get additional authority over affairs pertinent 
or not pertinent to the particular office of the veterinary surgeon. 

This proposed bill as it comes to us would pay a colonel $3,500 
per year, who would probably reside at Washington; a major, 
$2,500 per year, who would probably reside at Washington as the 
assistant of the colonel; four captains, at $2,000 each, or $8,000; 
making a sum total of $14,000 per year to be paid for the skeleton 
of this proposed corps establishment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where are the captains to be located? 

Mr. CARTER. I have no doubt every one would get to Wash- 
ington who could possibly get here by any hook or crook. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In that respect they would not be different 
from the balance of the officers. 

Mr. CARTER, They would not be different from the balance. 
They would fall right in line. Thereseems to be something in the 
air here that is very attractive, and I suppose the veterinary sur- 
geon would take the disease about as quickly as anybody else. 

This is but the entering wedge to a line of expense in connection 
with corps establishments. The expense should not be considered 
if it added to efficiency, though the expense should be somewhat 


commensurate with the amount of the outlay; but, according to | 


my judgment, based upon what has been said by those well in- 


; ; 7 | 
formed upon the subject, this new corps would be a disorganizing 


rather than a reorganizing force. 

It will be remembered that when Cortez invaded Mexico his 
victories were for atime chiefly due to the belief among the na- 
tives there that the horse and the man were inseparably joined 
together and constituted some sort of a creature of which they 
had theretofore no knowledge. Fright seized them in consequence 
of the appearance of the horse with the rider upon him, and from 
that time to this the horse and the rider have been very potent 
factors in battle, but when commanded by the same person. Now, 
this veterinary corps would put one man in command of the horse, 
while the Army regulations would put another man in command 
of the rider. The rider would be useless as a cavalryman unless 
the horse could go forth; and yet the veterinary officer might say, 
‘*That horse shall not go into battle to-day. I think that he has 


the influenza or he is threatened with pneumonia, or his hoofsare | 


not in proper order.” A conflict of authority in the progress of 
military operations is simply intolerable; it leads to inefliciency 
and conflict where direction and the utmost efficiency is needed 
when action is called for at all. 

It has been suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GALLINGER] that this body is estopped, practically speaking, 
from a reconsideration of the view expressed on the 4th day of 
last May. I have before me the report of the proceedings of this 
body upon that day, and I find, on page 5117 of the Recorp, a 
statement of the vote as cast. Twenty-five Senators voted in the 
affirmative and 23 Senators voted in the negative, making 48 votes 
cast, Out of the 48 votes cast the proposition was carried by : 
majority of only 2. Thirty-nine Senators are reported as not 
voting upon that occasion. Now, Mr. President, it is barely pos- 
sible, I indeed think quite probable, that the 39 Senators who did 


not vote upon that occasion may have views upon this subject | 


which, in a parliamentary sense, is before the Senate for consid- 
eration and disposition now. It was carried by a bare majority 
in a Senate where the attendance was light. I doubt not thata 
motion to reconsider upon the following day, with a very slight 
change of the Senators in attendance, might have reversed the 
verdict based upon that light majority. 

Mr. President, reference has been made to the nurse corps estab- 
lished here. In that behalf I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator to *he fact that the nurse corps may be terminated at dis- 
cretion, The language is as follows: 

That the nurse corps (female) shall consist of 1 superintendent— 

Not acolonel; no person of rank— 

1 superintendent, to be appointed by the Secretary of War, who shall be a 
es of a hospital training school having a course of instruction of not 
sed than two years, whose term of office may be terminated at his discre 

At the discretion of the Secretary of War. The Secretary of 
War may appoint a superintendent of nurses to-morrow and dis- 
continue that office on the day after, or revoke the order within 
an hour. There can be no just analogy drawn between this tem- 
porary arrangement for the organization of the nurses of the 
Army without rank, without authority, without any menace of 
conflict in the organization and command of the Army, with the 
proposition here to start out a corps, with a colonel selected, per- 
chance, as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. 
LopcGe}, from private life, placed in this high position in prefer- 
ence to officers who have served a lifetime to reach a lieutenant- 
colonelcy. There can be no just comparison. The fact that the 
nurse corps was provided for in this tentative and temporary 
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manner certainly ought not to constitute any basis of criticism 
upon the committee in view of its position here and now taken. 
The nurse corps, I am advised by the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. SEWELL], is organized at present precisely as suggested in 
this bill, except that under it a superintendent of nurses may be 
| provided by the Secretary of War to hold the position at the dis- 
| cretion of the Secretary of War and to be discontinued when he 
may think fit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALDRICH in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. KENNEY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. President, is this amendment subject 
to an amendment at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Isthereanyru'e that will prevent an amend- 
ment to the amendment at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is nowinformed that 
this has been held to be an amendment in the first degree. It wil 
be in order, therefore, to offer an amendment in the second degree. 

Mr. CARTER. I understood that, by unanimous consent, it 
was agreed that all the amendments of the committee were to be 
first disposed of, and that thereafter any Senator might offer an 
| amendment tothe billor to any amendment adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is informed that that 
was the understanding. 

Mr. McCCUMBER. Iam satisfied if the amendment be subject 
to amendment after adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been’ 
| ordered on the pending amendment of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want tosay a word or two on behalf 
of the committee amendment. 

I think it would be a great misfortune if the provision were left 
in the bill creating a new corps of the Army in the War Depart- 
ment of veterinarians, with a colonel at the head of it. It would 
introduce interminable confusion throughout the cavalry and the 
mounted artillery, where those officers would be assigned. The 
| bill as it passed the other House provides for a colonel, a major, 
{ captains, and a number of first and second lieutenants. 

Mr.CARTER. Ten first lieutenants and 20 second lieutenants, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It provides for 10 first and 20 second lieu- 


5 


tenants. That is absolutely unnecessary from a military stand- 
point. The bill as reported to the Senate gives 2 veterinarians 


to each cavalry regiment and 1 to each mounted artillery regi- 
ment. Thatisample. We give them the pay of second lieuten- 
ants, which I myself think is a mistake. I think we ought to give 
them a fixed salary. They ought not to be placed as officers. In 
my judgment they ought to be civilian employees, just as the den- 
tal surgeons are civilian employees. We do not give those men 
any rank. 

Mr. DANIEL. They have no rank. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say they have no rank; and it would be a 
great mistake, in my judgment, if we adopt the provision in the 
House bill as it comes to us. I hope the Senate will agree tostrike 
out the entire section in regard to veterinarians, and then we shall 
| bave provided in the bill 2 veterinarians for each cavalry regi 
ment and 1 veterinarian for each artillery regiment. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator in regard to salaries can then be 
made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I agree with the several state- 
ments that have been made about the undesirability of having a 
| conflict between colonels for men and colonels f As has 
been suggested, the colonels for men might one day want the men 
who are mounted on horses to move and move rapidly, and the 


r norses. 





colonels for horses might think it would be cruelty to animals to 
| double-quick them on that day: and then the colonels for horses 
mightreport the matter tothe Society for the Prey nof Cruelty 
| to Animals, and they might take it up and delus with an un- 
| limited quantity of humane and ‘‘ benevolent assimilation” matter 


| on the subject. 
Mr. GALLINGER, 
| mit me a word? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How would that be different from the 
present situation as between the colonel in the Medical De; 


Will the Senator from North Carolina 


ner. 
wa 
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| ment and the military officer? Might not the medical officer say 

| that the Army was not in condition to move? But does he do so? 

| Is not the Senator picturing a condition that is not going to hap- 

| pen? Is it not a mere visionary thought that is floating through 
the Senator's brain in reference to these colove's of horses? 

Mr. BUTLER. We have had so many things that have been 
called visionary, and then they materialize int» grim, ugly reali- 
ties—many of which we have had cited in the discussion of this 


bill—that I think a man of really sound mind 
ping to examine a thing that looks even visiona 


is justified in stop- 


, provided it is 
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at.the same time an ugly vision. I do not deny that this proposed 
amendment is inconsistent, in view of some of our past legisla- 
tion. We have been very inconsistent. Now, shall we be con- 
sistent in our inconsistency? Weare discriminating right now, 
if we vote down this amendment, against these men, if we are 
consistent in our inconsistencies. 

I was very much interested in what was said by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] who has just taken his seat—a 
venerable statesman, a wiseman. What hesays always has great 
weight with the Senate, and in this connection Iam reminded 


j 
| 


that when the last Army bill was before us we put in it a provi- | 


sion making a general—a major or a brigadier—out of a clerk. 
that occasion I asked why a man holding aclerical position was to 
be given the high rank and increased pay of a general, etc., and the 
only response I could get in the Senate from those favoring it was 
that he was probably the most efficient clerk in the War Depart- 
ment; that he handled the papers and kept them in their pigeon- 
holes and had them labeled so systematically that when a Senator 
wanted to see some musty paper he could produce it quicker than 
any other clerk they knew of. If I am not mistaken, the vener- 
able Senator from Missouri favored that proposition at that time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from North Caro- 
lina to produce the RECORD showing that I did. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will ask the Senator, then, whether or not he 
favored that provision in the last Army bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know what provision the Senator 
is talking about. 


Mr. BUTLER. It was understood that the Senator from Mis- 


_ souri was largely instrumental in having Mr. Ainsworth, who 


was the head clerk in the Record and Pension Office of the War 
Department, promoted to the position of brigadier-general, with 
the rank, pay, and perquisites of that high position for life. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, I can explain that, if you are talking 
about that matter. Ainsworth was a lieutenant-colonel, regularly 
in the Army and had been in the Army all his life, when the 
Record and Pension Office was established, and that gave him the 
rank of colonel. The present President of the United States and 
the former Secretary of War, in their official reports to Congress 
from 1897 to 1899, recommended that he should be promoted. 
That was one of the special recommendations. 

In the Army bill that was passed he was given the rank as long 
as he held the present office. I followed the President's recom- 
mendation; I followed the recommendation of the Secretary of 
War; and I was heartily, ten thousand times heartily, in favor of 
the provision. I have no apologies on earth to make for it, for if 
there is any one man in the Government service who has paid a 
hundred times, over a hundred times, for every rank and provi- 
sion he has got, it is that one man. 

Mr. BUTLER. That does not explainat all. The President of 
the United States recommends the passage of the present Army 
bill, increasing the Army to 100,000 in times of peace; also the Sec- 
retary of War recommends its pemmee. If their recommendation 
was good as tomaking a brigadier-general out of an efficient clerk 
of the War Department, it might be equally as good as to why we 
should increase the Army to 100,000 men, increase the permanent 
debt of the country, to say nothing of the other objections to 


‘adopting this measure in the shape in which it is. 


When that monstrous proposition was before us I opposed it. 
I asked for the reason for it. The only answer I could get 
was that Mr. Ainsworth was a good clerk, and that he was, by 
his systematic methods, a great help to Senators who wanted to 
get at some paper or record in his officein ashorttime. And forthis 
reason, and for this reason only, he was to be made a brigadier- 
general. When I learned that this kind of proficiency in a high- 
up clerk was a sufficient cause to produce a brigadier-general, I 

roposed that we should not make any invidious distinctions, 
yut should make also the man who had shown more proficiency 
in line than any other a brigadier-general—a man who, in fact, 
was the superior to all others in the Government service, and who 
is the greatest possiblecomfort toevery Senator. I urged that he 
should be made a general, withall the pay, rank, and perquisites 
above all other men in the Government service for that kind of 
proficiency. 

I refer to the venerable Gen. (?)Amzi Smith, who does much more 
for our comfort than all the other clerks in the Government serv- 
ice combined. The Senate deliberately and with the approval of 
the Senator from Missouri discriminated against him, and to-day 
he has not even the rank of captain. 

Mr. President, the fact that we have been inconsistent will not 
make me vote to continue the inconsistency, but I thought prob- 
ably it was not out of place simply to call attention again to this 
at this time, when it is proposed to have “horse colonels” and 
‘**men colonels,” with conflicting authority, put into this bill. I 
shall vote against the ‘horse colonels” just as I voted against the 
“Clerk-General Ainsworth,” and for the same reason. Two 
wrongs do not make a right. 

Mr. KENNEY. I will detain the Senate but a moment, 


On | 
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| from Wisconsin and Montana. 
| those distinguished Senators was that if this corps should be 
| established there would be a conflict between the officers created 


for that amendment. 
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Mr. FORAKER. I wish tomakean inquiry. Will the Senator 
from Delaware yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. KENNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to inquire of the Chair what it 
is that the roll is to be called upon. As I understand, the roll is 
to be called upon the committee amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the entire committee amendment, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Striking out section 20. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out and inserting. 

Mr. FORAKER, Striking outsection 20 and inserting section 16? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. We understand that after it has been adopted, 


| if it shall be adopted, we will have the right to move to amend it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President,only a word. I desire to submit 
a brief reply to the argument used by the distinguished Senators 
The burden of the argument of 


by this provision and the officers of the line; and the distinguished 
Senator from Montana pictured to the Senate a most grave possi- 
bility when he called our attention to the fact that on some day, 
when the American Army was about to enter into battle against 
an enemy, the veterinary surgeon, one of these majors or captains 


| or lieutenants, would go to the general commanding the Army 


and say, ‘‘We can not fight to-day, because there areso many hun- 
dreds or thousands of the horses that have the influenza, or, if you 
please, the glanders.” 

There is no man who in sober judgment will for one moment 
suppose that should this amendment carry there will ever be a 
conflict between those of the veterinary corps, if established, and 


| the officers of the line who are in the command of troops. 


These people are not to be in command of troops. These officers, 
should this provision be adopted and the corps established, would 
be there looking after the health of the horses, and instead of 
being in the way of battle, they would have put in condition the 
cavalry and artillery horses of the American Army, so that it could 
fight battles and win victories. It is the most absurd proposition 
that I have heard advanced in this argument. 

Then there is the question of having this corps established in 
the city of Washington. I appeal to the Senator from Montana 
as to where he would have the headquarters of the veterinarian 
corps, if such a corps should be established. Would he have it in 
the Philippines; would he have it in Hawaii or in Porto Rico? 
Where would he have it? Would it not be a proper place to have 
the headquarters of that corps established in the War Department 
in the city of Washington, where an officer, whomsoever he might 
be, could have direct control and direction as to the duties and 
responsibilities of the several officers under him? If the Senator 
will read the provision of this amendment, he will find that all 
the rules and regulations governing this corps are to be subject to 
the Secretary of War. Those rules and regulations could be so 
made and would be so made that there could be no question of 
conflict between the officers of this proposed corps and the officers 
in the line of the Regular Army. 

The distinguished Senator calls to the attention of the Senate 
the fact that when this amendment was agreed to in the Senate 
on the 4th day of May, last year, there was a vote of 25 for the 
amendment and 23 against the amendment. I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to the distinguished Senators who voted 
Starting off with the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], you can read the list down from top to 
bottom. I desire that the list of the members of the Senate who 
voted for the amendment may be printed in the RECORD, and let 
us see who stood for the amendment then. 

YEAS—25. 


Allison, Frye, McCumber, Taliaferro, 
Bacon, Gallinger, McEnery, Teller, 
Baker, Gear, Morgan, Turner, 
Chandler, Hale, Nelson, Wolcott. 
Clay, Hansbrough, Perkins, 
Culberson, Kenney, Quarles, 
Foster, McComas, Stewart, 
NAYS—23. 

Bard, Foraker, Pettus, Shoup, 
Bate, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Spooner, 
Cockrell, Kean, Proctor, Sullivan, 
Deboe, Kyle, Rawlins, Vest, 
Depew, Lodge, Ross, Warren. 
Fairbanks, Pettigrew, Sewell, 

NOT VOTING—99. 
Aldrich, Clark, Wyo. Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Allen, Cullom, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Berry, Daniel, McBride, Scott, 
Beveridge, Davis, McLaurin, Simon, 
Burrows, Elkins, MeMillan, Thurston, 
Butler, Hanna, Mallory, Tillman, 
Caffery, Harris, Martin, ‘Turley, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Mason, Wellington, 
Chilton, Hoar, Money, Wetmore. 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Ark. Penrose, 
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Mr. PROCTOR. I think nobody questions that if the bureau 
is established, the purpose is to establish it in the War Depart- 
ment—— 

Mr. KENNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. To keep it growing. That is what is the 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. BACON (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, WETMORE}. 
In his absence | withhold my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. In or- 
der that there may be no further misunderstanding about it, I will 
announce publicly that the conditions of the pair have been 
changed so that we protect each other only when requested to do 
so. He has not requested me to protect him on this vote. There- 
fore I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called), 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 
and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when Mr, DILLINGHAM’s name was called). 
My colleague on this vote is paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. If he were present he would vote ‘“ yea,” and the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania would vote ‘“‘ nay,” as I understand it. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Utah who is absent. Not knowing 
how he would vote, I transfer my pair to the Senator from New 
York [Mr. DEPEW], and will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general 
= with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. It has 
een arranged to transfer the pair to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN], who has a general pair with the Senator from 
Nebraska (Mr. THURSTON]. Under that arrangement I will vote. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when Mr. KEAn’s name was called). My col- 
league will return in avery few moments. He is paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER}. 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBrIDE}. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). As the senior 
Senator from Vermont has explained, I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. DiLLinacHam],. If I voted, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina |Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON }. 

Mr. MONEY (when Mr. SULLIVAN’s name was called). My 
colleague has a general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason]. Ido not know how he would vote on this matter, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ScoTT]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when hisname wascalled). Ihaveageneral 
air with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], 
mut in accordance with the transfer announced by the Senator 

from Kansas, I am at liberty to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. KENNEY (when Mr. TurRNER’S name was called). The 
Senator from Washington is detained from the Senate on impor- 
tant business. He has a pair upon this question with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Kean]. If the Senator from Washington 
were present. he would vote * nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Washington | Mr. TURNER], but by rea- 
son of its transfer, whereby that Senator stands paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Kean}, [am at liberty to vote. I 
vote ‘* yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 43, nays 5; as follows: 


I am paired with 
He is not present, 


I am paired with 


YEAS —43. 
Aldrich, Deboe, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, Dolliver, McComas, Proctor, 
Bard, Fairbanks, McCumber, Sewell, 
Bate, Foraker, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Berry, Frye, Mallory, Stewart, 
Burrows, Hanna, Morgan, Teller, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Nelson, Thurston, 
Caffery, Harris, Perkins, Turley, 
Carter, Hawley, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pettus, Warren. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Platt, Conn. 

NAYS—5. 
Ger, Hale, Heitfeld, Kenney. 
Gallinger, 





NOT VOTING—38., 


Allen, Dillingham, Martin, Sullivan, 
Bacon, Elkins, Mason, Taliaferro, 
Baker, Foster, Money, Tillman, 
Beveridge, Jones, Ark. Penrose, Towne, 
Chandler, Jones, Ney. Pritchard, Turner, 
Chilton, Kean, Quarles, Wellington, 
Clark, Kyle, Rawlins, Wetmore, 
Culberson, McBride, Scott, Wolcott. 
Cullom, McEnery, Shoup, 

Depew, McLaurin, Simon, 


So the committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to inquire whether section 
bill has been acted upon? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ber of sections? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Chair is informed, and agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not open to amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; under the unanimous 
consent given, that after the committee amendments were acted 
upon all amendments could be offered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All the committee amendments have not yet 
been acted upon. There are several reserved committee amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] to page 36 of the 
bill, line 24, The Senator offered an amendment, and it was not 
completed. 

Mr.SEWELL. That whole section has been revised by the com- 
mittee. The chairman of the committee ought to have the amend- 
ment to offer. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry of 
the Senator from Vermont in regard to this matter? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to say that I expected, indeed I am rather 
bound, unless there is some very strong reason to the contrary, to 
vote for a proposition to give the veterinary surgeons some in- 
creased Army rank, and perhaps some reasonable increase of pay. 
I had also hoped to have an opportunity to vote at some time for 
an institution which would educate this class of practitioners, 
to be under the charge and direction of the Government, here or 
somewhere else in the country, instead of the private institutions 
which now exist. 

I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont if I understand him 
correctly, that the committee do not mean to be understood as 
committing themselves against either of those propositions when 
they come up by rejecting this amendment, which is objectionable 
only for some other reason. I should like to have an assurance 
from the committee, or the Senator from Vermont, if he is ready 
to give it, that that part of the desire of the veterinary surgeons 
is not understood as condemned by this action. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The committee were opposed to granting rank 
to these people because they considered that there was no occasion 
for it. As1 stated, they believed the principle was wrong to grant 
rank where there could beno command. Their sentiment, I am 
sure, without any special action, was to give all the pay that was 
necessary to command the best equipped and most experienced 
officers, and the evidence before us was that even with the former 
pay there was no troubie in that respect. We have increased it, 
and I do not believe we should object to any increase that was 
reasonable. 

As to the educational institution, that is a matter which was not 
considered. The present appointments are made from graduates, 
on a very careful competitive examination, with an expert from 


29 


vw 


of the 


Section 32 in the revised num- 


It has been acted upon, the 


| the Agricultural Department as a member of the committee. 


| Mr. HOAR, 


I desire to be allowed to say for one that the best 
veterinary surgeon of modern times is a man of very high scien- 
tific attainments, or he should be, and there is no doubt, I sup- 
pose, that it has ceased to be a calling wherein an illiterate and 
ignorant man can do as well as anybody else. 

We ought to have in the Army arankforthem. Ido notspeak 
now of the power of command. I speak of thetitle. It seemsto 
me that the veterinary surgeon ought to have atitle which would 
imply a higher rank than that of second lieutenant. A second 
lieutenant is the lowest commissioned officer in most military ar- 
rangements. Sometimes there is a lower grade. In some armies 
in Europe they have a lower grade than that. A man who ought 
to be equal in attainments to the foremost scientific man, if he 
has any title at all which designates rank, should have, it seems 
to me, rank above that of second lieutenant. What is now the 
equivalent of a ship’s surgeon inthe Navy? It is higher than that 
of second lieutenant. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood that the Senator from Vermont 
or some other member of the committee would propose amend- 
ments to this substitute when it wasagreed to. I think whatever 
the pay is, it ought to be fixed in this bill. It is left indefinite as 
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now provided in the amendment which has been agreed to, not 
exceeding a hundred dollars a month. It oughtto bea fixed sum. 
Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, the pay of the 


regular veterinarians is that of a second lieutenant mounted. 


r 


That is fixed. There is authority given to employ others, 

Mr. COCKRELL. LhopetheSenator from Vermont will accept 
the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, which is eminently proper. 
Let the salary bea fixedsum. We are to have two for each cay- 
alry and one for each artillery regiment, I believe. 

Mr. CARTER. That is correct. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let the two for the cavalry have, say, 
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one $1,800 and the other $1,600, and let the one for the artillery | ‘ 
|} &@ mere motion. 


have $1,800. Let it be a fixed sum. 
Mr.ALLISON. Whatisthe pay of asecond lieutenant mounted? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Fifteen hundred dollars. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Fifteen hundred dollars—$125 a month. 
Mr. ALLISON. 1 think the pay should be greater for these 
skilled veterinarians, 
Mr. COCKRELL. There will be two to the cavalry regiments. 
Mr. ALLISON. Astothe other suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I should bein favor of adopting it unless it 


the Union have established veterinary colleges. We havein lowa 
a department in our State agricultural college where veterinary 


surgeons are graduated, and many of them have graduated with | 


the highest skill and attainments. 
Mr. COCKRELL, But I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa 


that there have been veterinarians employed here in the city of | 


Washington ever since I can recollect about Washington, and 





they have had no trouble in getting competent men at $100 a | 


month. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be true in Washington, but I should 
think 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idid not propose that as the salary, but if 
you give the principal one of a regiment $1,800 and the othe: 
$1,600, that is nearly the pay of a first lieutenant and a second 
lieutenant. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would give the others fixed pay. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendments 
are not yet disposed of. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish toofferan amendment. I desire to offer 
an amendment and have it printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ceived, printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read. 

Mr. TELLER. Let my amendment be read. 

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all of the bill after the enacting clause and insert 
ing the following: 

“That an act entitled ‘An act for increasing the efficiency of the Army of 
the United States, and for other purposes,’ approved March 2, 1899, be, and 
the same hereby is, continued in full force and effect for the period of three 
years from the Ist day of July, 1901.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR. From the Committee on Military Affairs I 
propose two amendments, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment will be 
read. , 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, line 14, strike out the word 
‘ rank” and insert *‘ grade.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be 
read. 

The SecrETARY. On page 36, line 16,strike out all of section 2 
after the words *‘ Military Academy,” and insert the following: 

Persons not over 40 years of age who have served as volunteers subsequent 
to April 21, 1898, mav be ordered before boards of officers for such examina 
tion as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, and who may establish 
their fitness before these examining boards, may be appointed to the grades 
of first or second lieutenant in the Regular Army, taking rank in the respec 
tive grades according to seniority, as determined by length of prior commis 
sioned service; but no officer appointed under the provisions of this section 
shall be placed above another in the same grade with longer commissioned 


cers heretofore commissioned in the Regular Army 


Enlisted men of Volunteers may be appointed second lieutenants in the | 


Regular Army under the same conditions now authorized by law for enlisted 
men of the Regular Army. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that is a very important amend- 
ment, and I ask the committee to allow it to be printed and lie 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be printed and lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam authorized by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to move to insert on page 31 the words “and fifty” after 
the words ‘‘ two hundred,” in line 9. It gives 50 additional pri- 
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vates to the Signal Corps. The chief officer of the Signal Corps 
desires the amendment very much indeed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
offers an amendment from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. On page 31, line 9, at the end of the line, 
after the words ‘‘two hundred,” insert the words ‘and fifty;” so 
as to read: 


Two hundred and fifty first-class privates. 


Mr, PETTIGREW. Ishould like to know the reason for this 
proposed increase. There ought to be some reason for it besides 


Mr. HAWLEY. The reason for it is the reason given for any 
addition of force anywhere that is needed. There is an immense 
telegraphing establishment or establishments, an immense num- 
ber of lines, and continually growing, in the Philippines and the 
near-by islands, and there is much laying of cables. There isa 
heavy expense, of course, connected with it, and there is no small 
danger to life in the Signal Service. They go out to make com- 


munication, and twoor three of them will be dropped by shots 
shall turn out, as I believe it will, that a great many of the Statesin | 


from the bushes. They are especially liable to that guerrilla war- 
fare. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. BATE. Is that the amendment which relates to the Signal 
Corps? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BATE. There is another amendment on the subject, one 
that I have offered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us dispose of this one first. 

Mr. BATE. Its adoption may defeat the one I have proposed, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ithink perhaps this is the one the Senator is 
thinking of. It gives 50 privates more in the Signal Corps. 

Mr. BATE. Oh, no; thatis notthe one. My amendment gives 
100 more. This is a very important matter. It involves the in- 
crease of some officers there, and I think it ought to go over. I 
ask that the amendment may be laid over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator desires to postpone action for 
a dav? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; because I want to see the relation it bears 
to the other amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the pro- 
posed amendment will be printed and lie on the table until to- 
morrow. Are there further committee amendments? 

Mr. ALLISON, We had under consideration a moment ago an 
amendment to section 22. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We passed it over with the others. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have been passed over. The committee 
will present them to-morrow, I hope, because I think that section 
ought to be amended, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment, as I remember it, relat- 
ing to the Army canteen or post exchange, as the committee has 
now christened it, was passed over. I rise to request that that 
may go over until to-morrow, as there are some matters I want to 
look up in connection with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the amendment known as the canteen amendment 
may lie over until to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. SEWELL. Ido not rise to object to that request, but to 
suggest to the chairman of the committee that the two amend- 
ments pending now, one for the increase of the Signal Corps by 50 
first-class privates, and the other suggested by the Senator from 
Tennessee {Mr. BATE], increasing the hospital stewards of the 
Army 100, might be acted on to-night. There is no reason why 


| they should go over. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Tennessee has 
asked that they may go over. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
there is no reason why the amendment should go over. Weare 
perfectly ready to act on it. 

Mr. BATE. I have an amendment here that I think covers it, 


and it extends muchfurther. It comes upin the morning and will 
service, and nothing herein contained shall change the relative rank of offi- | I , = 


be here printed in the morning. 

Mr. SEWELL. Your amendment proposes an increase of the 
hospital stewards from 200 to 300. 

Mr. BATE. Is that the one you refer to? 

Mr. SEWELL. Thatis the one I think might be acted upon. 

Mr. BATE. I thought you spoke of the Signal Corps. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is an increase of 50. 

Mr. BATE. And this is an increase of 100. 

Mr. SEWELL. For the Hospital Corps? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; and I should like to be heard upon it. 

Mr. FORAKER,. The Senator from New Jersey is under a mis- 
apprehension. The Senator from Tennessee has twoamendments, 
one as to the Hospital Corps and one as to the Signal Corps. 
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Mr. SEWELL. I donot think there is any objection on the part 
of the committee to either of them, and they may be acted upon 
now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator from Tennessee is willing, sup- 
pose we adopt the amendment of adding 50 privates to the Signal 
Corps. 

Mr. BATE. I prefer that to goover. I want to compare that 
in the morning. There are several other things to go with that 
proposition, and I want to put them together. I think that is 
proper to be done. lam doing it at the request of General Greely, 
the head of that corps, and I want to see it done in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was an amendment 
passed over on page 39. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, if you will allow me a minute I 
will say,in reply to the suggestion made by the Senator from New 
Jersey in regard to the Hospital Corps, that I have no objection 
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to taking up that amendment and acting upon it, for I think the | 


committee all agreed to it this morning. 
be any trouble about it wherein we increase from 200 to 250, but 
we increase the hospital stewards a hundred. 
General approached ime about it. 
appoint a hospital steward unless he has been in the service for a 
year, and then he has to be in a certain time as an assistant before 
he can be appointed. That is the substance of it. He said to me 
that he would not perform the duties properly out in the Philip- 
pine Islands now for the want of this class of men, and he asked 
me to put it in for a hundred, and it is for a hundred hospital 
stewards. There is no commission about it,as you know. The 
object is merely to get the service of these men. He wants men 
properly prepared for this place, and he wants to get some of them 
from outside, because he can not get them in the Army. 

Mr. FORAKER. ILask that the amendment be read. 

Mr. BATE. I ask to have the amendment read, if the clerks 
have it at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BATE. 


What is the request of the 


I do not think there will | 


The Surgeon- | 
As the law is now, he can not | 





Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SecreETaRY. Add to section 40, page 43, the following 
additional proviso: 

And provided further, That the President shall appoint a commission of 
nine persons, among whom shall be competent physiciansand other scientific 
men, who shall investigate and report to Congress at its next regular session 
as to the effect of the sale of beer in such exchanges, canteens, or transports 
upon the healtb, discipline, and morality of the Army; and that meantime 
the sale or dealing in beer shall only be permitted under strict regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. The Senator from lowa moves that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After nine minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 8, 1901, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January ? 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 
First Lieut. Edwin D. Bricker, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 


| first lieutenant, January 3, 1901. 


I said I had no objection to the suggestion of the 


Senator from New Jersey to taking up the amendment and dis- | 


posing of it so far as it relates to hospital stewards. 
committee this morning agreed unanimously that it should be 
done. 
Mr. SEWELL. If the amendment is at the desk, let it be read, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Tennessee will be read. 
The SecRETARY. The amendment progpsed by Mr. Barris, on 
page 26, line7, after the word ‘*‘ examination,” to insert the follow- 
ing: 
_ Provided, That the Secretary of War be authorized en in the Hos- 
vital Corps, in addition to the 200 hospital stewards now allowed by law, 100 
fospital stewards: Provided, That men who have served as hospital stew 
ards of volunteer regiments or acted in that capacity during and since the 
Spanish-American war for more than six months may be appointed hospital 
stewards in the Regular Army: And provided further, That all men so ap 
pointed shall be of good moral character and shall have passed a satisfactory 
mental and physica! examination. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the amendment? 
Mr. SEWELL. There is no objection to it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. 
to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
printed. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Idid not knowit. I have not examined 
I should like to have it go over until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous-consent 
agreement, then, the amendment will go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. MONEY. Has the amendment of the committee on page 
29 been voted upon? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has been. 
Mr. MONEY. I desire to give notice that i will refer to that 
section to-morrow and offer certain amendments to it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Under the unanimous-consent 
agreement, the Senator has that right. On page 39 there is an 


I ask to have it printed and go over until 


The amendment has been 


it. 


The Chair is informed that it 


amendment, which was passed over, striking out section 37 and | 


inserting anewsection. Thatamendment has not been acted upon. 
Mr. ALLISON. lIask that that may go over until to-morrow, 
and I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 
Mr. HOAR. 
have it printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. HOAR. 
and also printed in the RECORD, 


I should like to give notice of an amendment, and 


I think the | 


The amendment of the Sen- | 


Is there objection to the pres- | 


Does the Senator from Iowa | 


I offer an amendment and ask that it be printed, | 


Quartermaster’s Department. 

First Lieut. Arthur W. Yates, Fourth Infantry, to be assistant 

quartermaster, with the rank of captain, January 3, 1901, 
Subsistence Department. 

First Lieut. Alexander M. Davis, Fourth Cavalry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence, with the rank of captain, January 3, 1901. 

Andrew Geddes, late captain, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain of infantry, December 18, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Subsistence Department, 

Lieut. Col. John J. Clague, assistant commissary-general of sub- 
sistence, to be assistant commissary-general of subsistence with 
the rank of colonel, December 13, 1900. 

Maj. William L. Alexander, commissary of subsistence, to be 
assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, December 13, 1900. 

Capt. George B. Davis, commissary of subsistence (major and 
commissary of subsistence, United States Volunteers), to be com- 
missary of subsistence with the rank of major, December 13, 1900. 

Artillery arm. 

Capt. Constantine Chase, Fourth Artillery, to be major, De- 
cember 15, 1900. 

First Lieut. John K. Cree, Sixth Artillery, to be captain, De- 
cember 15, 1900. 

Second Lieut. William W. Hamilton. Second Artillery, to 
first lieutenant, December 15, 1900. 

Infantry arm. 

Maj. Henry C. Ward, Twelfth Infantry, to 
colonel, December 7, 1900. 

Capt. Thomas 8S. McCaleb, Twenty-third Infantry, to be major, 
December 5, 1900. 

Capt. Thomas F. Davis, Fifteenth Infantry, to 
December 7, 1900. 

First Lieut. John L. Hines, Second Infantry, to be 
December 5, 1900. 

First Lieut. Guy H. B. Smith, Fourth Infantry, to be captain, 
December 7, 1900. 

Second Lieut. George D. Jarrett, Tenth Infantry, to b 
lieutenant, December 5, 1900. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

Capt. William W. Robinson, jr., assistant quartermaster, to be 

quartermaster, with the rank of major, November 14, 1900. 
Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. Abraham G. Lott, Eighth Cavalry, to be first 
| lientenant, December 11, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Edward L. King, Eighth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, December 11, 1900. 
Artillery arm. 

First Lieut. John K. Cree, Sixth Artillery, to be captain, Decem- 

ber 11, 1900. 


be 


ke lieutenant- 


be 


major, 


captain, 


first 
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| _ First Lieut. Lucien G. Berry, Seventh Artillery, to be captain, 
| December 15, 1900. . 
| Second Lieut. William W. Hamilton, Second Artillery, to be 


| first lieutenant, December 11, 1900, 
Second Lieut. William E. Cole, First Artillery, to be fir 
tenant, December 15, 1900, 
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t lieu- 
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Infantry arm, 

First Lieut. Matthias Crowley, Seventh Infantry, to be captain, 
December 11, 1900. 

First Lieut. Jacques de L. Lafitte, First Infantry, to be captain, | 
December 11, 1900. 

First Lieut. John J. Bradley, Fourteenth Infantry, to be captain, 
December 17, 1900. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. Samuel M. Whitside, Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, 
January 3, 1901. 

Maj. Charles Bird, quartermaster, United States Army, Janu- 
ary 3, 1901, 

STAFF OFFICERS. 

First Lieut. Edward C. Brooks, Sixth Cavalry, United States 
Army, to be quartermaster of volunteers with the rank of major, 
January 3, 1901. 

Capt. Charles Willcox, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
to be surgeon of volunteers with the rank of major, January 3, 1901. 

Capt. Henry A. Shaw, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 


to be surgeon of volunteers with the rank of major, December 19, 
1900. 


LINE OFFICERS. 
Forty-fourth Infantry. 
First Sergt. Ralph W. Jones, Company H, Forty-fourth Infan- 


try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, December 
15, 1900. 





Thirtieth Infantry. 
First Sergt. William B. Wallace,Company G, Thirtieth Infantry, | 
to be second lieutenant, January 3, 1901. 
Thirty-fourth Infantry. 
First Sergt. John F. Murphy, Company G, Thirty-fourth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant, January 3, 1901. 
Forty-first Infantry. 
Battalion Sergt. Maj. Reuel E. Sherwood, Forty-first Infantry, | 
to be second lieutenant, January 3, 1901. 
Forty-eighth Infantry. 
Q. M. Sergt. William L. Gee, Forty-eighth Infantry, to be second 
lieutenant, January 3, 1901. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Forty-third Infantry. 
First Lieut. Henry J. Stewart, Forty-third Infantry, to be cap- | 
tain, December 31, 1900. 
Second Lieut. Walter S. Price, Forty-third Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant, December 31, 1900. 
Forty-sixth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Charles F. Wonson, Forty-sixth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, December 30, 1900. 
Second Lieut, Frank 8S. Leisenring, Forty-sixth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, December 30, 1900. 
Forty-seventh Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Paul W. Harrison, Forty-seventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, December 25, 1900. 
Forty-eighth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. John K. Rice, Forty-eighth Infantry, to be first | 
lieutenant, December 23, 1900. 
Corpl. George Steunenberg, Troop A, Eleventh Cavalry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, December 20, 1900. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 7, 1901. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk, Hon. ALEXANDER 
McDowELL, who directed the reading of the following communi- 
sation: 
SPEAKER'S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Washington, D. C., January 7, 1901. 
To the Iouse of Representatives: 


I hereby designate and name Mr. JoHn DALZELL, a Representative from 
the State of Pennsylvania, to perform the duties of the Chair during this 
day, January 7, 1901. 

D. B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


took the chair as Speaker pro tem- 


Mr. DALZELL accordingly 
pore. 

Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEN, 
D. D 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved, 


MESSAGE FROM TNE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

5. 3313. An act extending the mining laws to saline lands; 

S. 97. An act for the relief of Edward Byrne; 

S. 2270. An act appropriating $5,000 to inclose and beautify the 
monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina; 

S. 2470. An act for the relief of G. G. Martin; 

S. 3349. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting to 
the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian reservations, in the 
State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for the construction of 
said railway; 

S. 4436. An act providing a means of acquiring title to two 
groves of Sequoia gigantea, in the State of California, with a 
view to making national parks thereof; 

5. 4880. An act to amend an act entitled “An act granting the 
right to the Omaha Northern Railway Company to construct a 


| railway across, and establish stations on, the Omaha and Winne- 


bago Reservation, in the State of Nebraska, and for other pur- 
poses,” by extending the time for the construction of said railway; 


| and 


S. 4804. An act to regulate the production and sale of milk and 
cream in and for the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 12447. Anact toamend an act approved June 1, A. D, 1900, 
entitled ‘‘An act to create the southern division of the southern 
district of lowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and place 
for holding court therein.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 11821. Anact to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 11820. An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for cther purposes. 

€ fy 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. ” 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bills of the following titles 


| were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 


priate committees as indicated below: 
5. 4880. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting the 
right to the Omuha Worthern Railway Company to construct a 


| railway across, and establish stations on, the Omaha and Winne- 


bago Reservation, in the State of Nebraska, and for other pur- 
poses,” by extending the time for the construction of said railway— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

\A. 4436. An act providing a means of acquiring title to two 
groves of Sequoia gigantea, in the State of California, with a view 
to making national parks thereof—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

5. 3349. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting to 
the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian reservations, in the 
State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for the construction 
of said railway—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 2270. An act appropriating $5,000 to inclose and beautify the 
monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North Carolina—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 97. An act for the relief of Edward Byrne—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

S. 2470. An act for the relief of G. G. Martin—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4804. An act to regulate the production and sale of milk and 
cream in and for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

CORRECTION, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the Recorp. 
On page 652, when the gentleman from Maine on Saturday had 
the floor, this colloquy took place: 

Mr. Hopkins. Well, now, I deny it. 
ging as the gentleman. . . 

Mr. LIrrLerrevp. I will prove it out of the Recorp itself. 

Mr. Hopkins. That is all right enough if the gentleman from Maine 
thinks he can effect anything in that way, because if there is any man who 
knows better than snother what can be done in that way it is the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. LirTLEFIELD. The gentleman from Maine never yet defended a crim- 
inal, but he has preneouted several in his time and he is after one now. 

Mr. Hopkins. That is the line of argument that we would expect from 
the gentleman from Maine from his previous course upon this floor, and I 
want to say to him right now that that will not change the course of the 
majority of this committee in the least. The facts that were presented by 
me yesterday are facts that I am willing to stand by regardless of the atti- 
tude of the gentleman or his remarks to me personally this morning. 

Now, in the revision, the gentleman from Maine has stricken 
out the charge, or the statement, that the gentleman from Maine 
never yet defended a criminal, but has prosecuted several in his 


I am not as familiar with pettifog- 
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time, and has left in the answer I made so it makes my answer 
to the first proposition the gentleman made entirely out of place. 
Now, I have no desire to have that statement which the gentle- 
man made regarding the criminal in the Recorp if the gentleman 
on reflection desires to take it out; but what I insist is that the 
REcoRD shall be corrected so I shall not be put in a false attitude 
in the Recorp itself. I say to the gentleman from Maine if he 
desires to eliminate the criminal charge I am willing the Recorp 
should be corrected, and the elimination of my answer also. But 
Iam unwilling to have my answer stand without the other going in. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I found on examination of 
the remarks made by the gentleman from [Illinois on the preced- 
ing afternoon, that he had eliminated, in editing his remarks, the 
statement he made about the State of Maine robbing other dele- 
gations, and, having noticed that fact, I thought I would take the 
same course with my distinguished friend and make the elimina- 
tion which I did. I am perfectly willing, however—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me interrupt the gentleman right there. 
I will state to the gentleman that in my _— of the previous 
day there was nothing that misrepresented the gentleman from 
Maine. What Iam complaining of is that he put me in a false 
attitude in the RECORD, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman from Maine has no desire 
to do that, and had no intention of that kind. I made the elimi- 
nation to parallel the elimination made by the gentleman from 
Illinois. I do not desire to make the gentleman from Illinois 
appear improperly in the Recorp. What is the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Maine can take his own 
course, either insert his remark or eliminate my answer. 

a LITTLEFIELD. I will leave that to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; the gentleman from Maine is the one that 
must do that; whether he leaves it in the RECORD or not is imma- 
terial to me. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is entirely immaterial except that it 
may suit the distinguished gentleman from Illinois. I will make 
such amendment in the REcoRD as he thinks puts him right. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not for metosay. The gentleman made 
the charge, and it is for him to say whether it goes into the REcorp 
or not; but if it does not go in, then it is entirely proper that my 
answer should be taken out. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, I will leave it to the gentleman from IIli- 


nois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; the gentleman cansnot shift the responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, it seems to be a 
question of who shall take the initiative, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the answer of the gentleman from Illinois be eliminated 
from the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that the Recorp be corrected by 
eliminating the answer mentioned by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr, HOPKINS. 
done unless it is done by the gentleman from Maine. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have no objection to that course, if it is 
agreeable to the gentleman from Illinois. Either course is satis- 
factory tome. 1 shall not stand here to insist that the gentleman 


from Illinois shall insert in the RecorpD the charge of robbery that | 


he made in reference to the State of Maine and inferentially 
against ‘‘ the gentleman from Maine.” If he wants that to appear 
in the RecorD, or if he desires it to be taken from the REcorp 


(as he has already had it done)—if he wishes the matter to stand | 


in that way, that is agreeable to ‘‘ the gentleman from Maine.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment right there. The gentleman can 
not shift the responsibility. There is nothing in my speech that 
misrepresents the gentleman from Maine. There was no change 
made in my speech that has any such effect. And it is not entirely 
frank for the gentleman to attempt to avoid assuming the respon- 
sibility in his own case. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, [have no desire tomisrepresent the 
gentleman. The reason for making the elimination was precisely 
what I stated. If the gentleman from Illinois desired to remove 
from the REcorD a severe and harsh statement, I did not wish to 
be behind the gentleman in such a proceeding. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, it is a little remarkable, Mr. Speaker, 
that the gentleman should retain in the REcoRD my answer to a 
remark which was eliminated, the effect being to put me in a false 
attitude in the Recorp. If he desired to eliminate my answer, I 
was here all day; he could have seen me and obtained my consent 
to eliminate that answer, if he had thought fit. 

A MEMBER. He had no right to change your remarks, 

Mr. HOPKINS. But he could have seen me and asked that 
privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois a question. I could not hear his statement. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not think that ought to be | 














Are we to understand that the gentleman from Maine edited into 





the RECORD some intimation or insinuation 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; he edited out of the RecorpD a statement 
that he made, to which I had made an answer; and he left in my 
answer, the effect being to put mein a false position in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But the point was, as I 
understood, that the gentleman from Maine edited into or edited 
out of the Recorp the statement or innuendo that he was after a 
‘*criminal.” I would like to know which it was. 

Mr. HOPKINS. He took that out, but left in the Rrecorp my 
answer; and what I complain of is that this puts mein a false 
position. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman from Illinois wish 
‘* the gentleman from Maine” to suggest that that answer go out? 
Would that be agreeable to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Entirely so. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well, then, I make the suggestion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the RecorpD 
will be so amended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, we can not 
hear what is going on, and we do not know what this agreement is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman from Lllinois and the gentleman from Maine have 
agreed that the answer of the gentleman from Illinois appearing 
in the RecorD shall be eliminated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All right. 


REAPPORTIONMENT, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call up the bill 
which we have had under consideration— House bill 12740—making 
an apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the several 
States under the Twelfth Census, I have consulted with gentle- 
men on the other side about the time for closing debate on this 
bill and for taking a vote on the various propositions which will 
be submitted to the House. It will be agreeable to both sides, I 
think, so far as I have been able to get their views, that the gen- 
eral debate run on to-day and also to-morrow until 3 o'clock; 
that at 3 o'clock to-morrow the bill shall be read and considered 
in the House under the five-minute rule, subject to amendment 
and five-minute debate, but that the bill shall be finally disposed of 
before the adjournment to-morrow; the time occupied in debate 
to be equally divided between the friends of the bill of the com- 
mittee and those of the Burleigh bill; and the chairman of the 
committee to control the time in favor of their bill and the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] to control the time in oppo- 
sition. 

Mr. PEARSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry—whether 
this agreement requires unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Certainly it does. 

Mr. PEARSON. I shall be obliged to object unless some little 
hearing be given to me on this matter. I understood from the 
gentleman from Maine that I should be allowed thirty or forty- 
five minutes; but he informs me this morning that there is such a 
demand upon him that he will not be able to carry out that ar- 
rangement. I desire to say that so far as my State is concerned, 
and my district is concerned, no question has been presented in 
this Congress of more importance than this, and I can not vote 
intelligently for my people. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, there has been plenty of time for 
debate. Speakershad to be hunted up on Saturday, and the debate 
has run now longer than it ought to, in view of the other legisla- 
tion comingon. Sofaras I am personally concerned, I am willing 
that plenty of time shall be given to everybody; but the gentle- 
man must know that after general debate shall close there will be 
the five-minute debate, and then I will ask the privilege of print- 
ing speeches on this subject for ten days, so that everybody can 
have a full opportunity of having his views made known. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman from Iilinois permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Do you expect to permit only one substi- 
tute? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, there may be only one substitute; but 
I will say to the gentleman that the committee's bill is subject to 
amendment until it is perfected, and then after that the Burleigh 
bill is to be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. If that does not pass, will the gentleman 
permit another substitute? 

Mr. HOPKINS. You can have but one substitute. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand you can have only one sub- 
stitute, but if it is voted down I would like to offer an amend- 
ment, and I hope the gentleman will not demand the previous 
question before [ shall have an opportunity to'do so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will not. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Then, [ have no desire to object. 

Mr. PEARSON. Iask the gentleman from Illinois, for whom 
I havea very high regard, if he is not willing to make it half past.3? 
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I. do not ask to close the debate, but desire to have thirty min- | manner in which they shall divide their districts. During the first 


utes. I ask that with a good deal of feeling, as a heart to heart | 
thrust- 

Mr. HOPKINS. I appreciate the position of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, and I have givenaway one hour’s time more 
than I expected to in order to meet just such a demand as that of 
the gentleman from North Carolina; and I will say this, that under 
the five-minute debate, if too much time is not taken in voting, 
the gentleman can get time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is impossi- 
ble for us to hear, and we can not agree to any arrangement that 
is made unless we understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is impossible to hear at the 
desk what is being said by gentlemen, and the House will please 
be in order. 

Mr. PEARSON. I would like to have it understood that I am 
to have time. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Asthe gentleman from North Carolina | 

| 


asks time, I am sure the gentleman from I]linoisis willing that he | 
shall have it, and I hope there will be no objection to giving him 
twenty minntes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I believe that the matter can be arranged be- | 
tween the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] and myself, 

Mr. PEARSON. I want that result to be certain, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I want to say this: 
I do not desire to delay this matter, but the State of Washington | 
is deeply interested in this bill. It requires that State to have 
257,000 people to give us one Representative. Now, I want some 
time upon this bill. Ido not want the time to talk to my con- 
stituents, but to present facts to this House, and I would like to 
have twenty or thirty minutes out of this general debate. I do 
not feel like consenting to fix a time without having some under- 
standing as to what I am going to get. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I see no objection to having an 
evening session, if some of these gentlemen desire it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the request of the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to have my request put as I made it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Including an evening session? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; not unless it is asked for. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on the pending bill con- 
tinue to-day and to-morrow until 3 o'clock; that thereupon debate 
shall be had under the five-minute rule for amendment, and that 
a vote shall be taken on the bill before adjournment to-morrow, 
the time to be equally divided and controlled by the gentleman 
from Illinois on one side and the gentleman from Maine on the 
other. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, justa moment. On 
assurances that Iam to be taken care of as nearly as possible, I 
will not object. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say that Virginia is | 
very much interested in this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Virginia will be taken care of. 

Mr. OTEY. On theassurance that Virginia will be given thirty 
minutes I will not object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 1 understand that Virginia will have more 
than that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a | 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 





Mr. HOPKINS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. KircHtn]}. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a mo- 
ment to make a statement in reference toa pair. On Saturday I 
agreed to see that Mr. WANGER was paired in the Recorp. I had 


fifty years of the Republic Congress merely apportioned the Repre- 
sentatives and said nothing of districts in the States. 

In 1842 Congress said the districts should be composed of con- 
tigaous territory. While that was objectionable, yet contiguous 
has a certain meaning, and can hardly besusceptible of more than 
one interpretation. This committee amendment proposes to put 
in the words ‘‘and compact,” which, I submit,is unwise as well 
as unauthorized by the Constitutic:, because ‘‘ compact” may be 
liable to various constructions and become the cause of great con- 
fusion hereafter. Disappointed and defeated candidates, ever 
ready to complain, may base contests upon the shape of their dis- 


| tricts and give the House an opportunity to unseat the successful 


candidate, and opportunity is often deemed duty. 

The Constitution says that the Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States. After the States receive this 
apportionment, in my judgment, the powers of Congress are at 
an end, Congress should not go into the States and direct the 
creation of the districts. My colleague from North Carolina | Mr. 
KLutTtTz], a member of the Census Committee, with his usual 
ability and diligence, has fairly and fully considered the pending 
measures, and his conclusion meets my approval. 

But, Mr. Speaker, not only are the Burleigh substitute and the 
majority bill pending, but the Crumpacker bill is also before this 
body. Since the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY], 
the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. CRUMPACKER}, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania {Mr. OLMSTED] seem disposed to push 
this proposition to the front, I think it proper that it should be 
met at this time. 

As is well known, immediately after the war, when the four- 
teenth amendment was adopted, it had in view negro sufirage 
throughout the South, but it did not attempt to compel it. It 
held forth an inducement to the States to grant it. That induce- 
ment is found in the fourteenth amendment, in the second sec- 
tion, the penalty of reduced representation being declared against 
States that refused the right of suffrage to thenegrorace. Presi- 
dent Lincoln never wanted negroes to become voters. He recog- 
nized that the white race is superior to the black one, and, as he 


| said in his speech at Charlestown, these two races could not live 


upon terms of equality, that there were physica! differences which 
would prevent them from so living, and since that was a fact he 
declared himself in favor of assigning the superior position to the 
white race. 

That sound view was not altogether obliterated when the four- 
teenth amendment was adopted. But in the days of reconstruc- 
tion, and as I believe in hostility to the white people of the South, 
the opinion grew that negro suffrage should be forced upon the 
people of the eleven Southern States, and so the fifteenth amend- 
ment was presented and compelled to be adopted throughout the 
South by means that can not be approved by honest men, while 
great States in the North were voting their disapproval of it. 
Without the compulsory and vicious means used in the South it 
would not have been adopted. However, as Mr. Boutweil, who 
had charge of the fifteenth amendment while pending in this body, 
said, it was designed to carry out the powers placed in Congress 
by the fifth section of the fourteenth amendment. 

It prescribed that the right to vote should not bo denied or 
abridged on account of race, color, or previous condition of ser- 
vitude. That was the ultimate purpose of the second section of 
the fourteenth amendment, which had the penalty of reduciion of 
representation init. Mr. Speaker, that being the purpose of the 
fourteenth amendment, and the fifteenth amendment being the 
enforcement of that purpose, then unless a State violates the fif- 


| teenth amendment Congress has no power to act against her 


arranged a pair with one of my Democratic colleagues. Through | 
a mistake it failed to goin the Recorp. It will appear, however, | 


in the permanent Recorp. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
|Mr. WaANGER] has written to know why he was not paired. I 
merely make this statement so that it may go into the Recorp. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a personal 
explanation in reference to this matter myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. No; the Chair has not yet recognized me, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina is recognized as entitle to the floor for twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman proceeds, I will ask one 
more unanimous consent, and that is for Sone to print speeches 
in the Recorp for the next ten days, and also permission to ex- 
tend remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that leave to print be granted for ten days. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, | shall content myself with vot- 
ing for the majority bill in this controversy. I shall first vote 
to strike out the amendment offered by the committee, because I 
believe that Congress has no power to direct the States as to the 





under a fair and reasonaple interpretation of these twoarticles of 
the Constitution construed together. 

Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years of Congress, says: 

When therefore the nation by subsequent change in its Constitution do- 
clared that the State shall not exclude the negro from the right of suffrage 
it neutralized and surrendered the contingent right it before held to callale 
him from the basis of apportionment. Congress is thus plainiy deprived b 
the fifteenth amendment of certain powers over representation in the Sout 
which it previously possessed under the provisions of the fourteenth amend- 
ment. 

When the fifteenth amendment says that the States shall not 
deny or abridge the right to vote on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude, the mentioning of these three 
conditions, in my judgment, is an exclusion of all others, and is 
tacit permission to the States for any other cause than race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude to abridge or deny the right of 
suffrage without penalty. The United States Constitution in no 
wise deprives a State of the right to prescribe qualifications for 
her voters, nor does it,in my judgment, impose any penalty upon 
the exercise of that right, and the true meaning of the fifteenth 
amendment is that if a citizen has the qualifications prescribed by 
a State, then his right to vote shall not be denied on account of 
race, color, or previous condition. But I call the attention of 
the gentleman from Indiana to this proposition, that when the 
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State of Massachusetts has an educational qualification, and | North Carolina who will fail to vote if they so desire. He will 


the State of Pennsylvania a tax-paying qualification, it is nota 
denial of the right of suffrage. 

lf the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] will con- 
sider, he will find a vast distinction between a denial of a right 
and the qualifying of that right. The Supreme Court of the 
United States held that the act of Congress which excludes from 
the mails newspapers, etc., containing advertisements of lotteries 
and other lottery information does not abridge the freedom of the 


press. It is certainly a qualification of it. We frequently have | 


rights which are absolute in themselves, and yet in order to enjoy | 
them we must qualify ourselves. Requiring those who desire ap- | 


pointments to stand a civil service examination is not a denial of 
the right to hold office. When we say that a man must be reg- 


istered before he can vote it is not a denial of the right to vote. | 


We merely tell him that he has the right but before he can ex- 
ercise it he must qualify by registering. The law may tell him 
that he must pay his poll tax before he can exercise the right he 
already has. 

Massachusetts tells him that he must be able to read and write 


before he can exercise this right, and when Massachusetts imposes | 
the educational qualification upon a voter she has not denied him | 


the right to vote, she has not abridged his right to vote, because, 


as I gather from the dictionaries, abridgment means to cut off. | 


It practically means the same thing as to deny. You have not 
cut off a man’s right, you have not denied the man’s right to vote 
when you prescribe reasonable qualifications. 

The late Senator Charles Sumner in debating suffrage admitted 
that knowledge was a proper qualification for a voter. Hon. 


tell you that there will not be to exceed 50 per cent of the colored 
men who will not vote if they so desire. He will find that our 
reduction in any event could only be in the proportion of about 
15 to 100, as the recent census will show only about 30 per cent of 
our population to be colored—perhaps not that much. But in- 
stead of these just figures, the gentleman presented a bill which 
reduced the representation of North Carolina to 5 members, cut- 
ting off 4 of her 9, while at the same time he put up the repre- 
sentation of the State of Massachusetts to 14 instead of her present 
number of 13. And yet everyone who can qualify under the law 
of Massachusetts can qualify under the North Carolina amend- 
ment. 

A qualification, Mr. Speaker, is something that is attainable. 
If a State should say that a man should not vote unless he had 
red hair or blue eyes, since the color of his hair and eyes are fixed, 
that would be cutting off the right of others to vote: but when 
you prescribe a reasonable qualification, one that is attainab!e— 
and | am but giving you the definition of a qualification that Mr. 
Sumner gave in the Senate—when you prescribe an attainable 
thing, which is reasonable, it is a mere qualification, a qualifica- 
tion of a right that still existsin the voter. While if you deny 
the right on account of color the black man can never become a 
voter; if you deny the right to blue-eyed men, a blue-eyed man 
can never become a veter. These would not be qualifications. 
They would be denials and abridgments, but when you prescribe 


| @ poll tax or an educational test, you are prescribing reasonable 


George S. Boutwell, in answer to a direct question, said that the | 


fifteenth amendment would not prevent property or educational | 


qualifications. 


Mr. Speaker, the State of North Carolina, which has been so | 


greatly misrepresented here, in my judgment, has not denied the 
right to vote on account of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude. ButI will not now discuss this, as during the last ses- 
sion I fully discussed the North Carolinaamendment. Shehas pre- 


scribed reasonable qualifications. Chief among them is the edu- | 


cational test, the test that Massachusetts, W yoming, Connecticut, 
and other States have. After 1808 no one registers under the so- 
called ‘‘ grandfather ” clause for the first time. Iwill append the 
whole amendment to my remarks when published. Mr. Speaker, 
I think that there is a bitter sectional spirit in this proposition to 
reduce the representation of North Carolina and other States. 

While the great majority of business men in the North, and, I 
believe, its best and most patriotic statesmen, bear no sectional 
spirit hostile to the South, this proposition has shown that many 
men in the North still are ready to arouse sectionalism and create 
prejudice against the South. The time has not yet come when 
the Republican party can be considered the friend of the South. 
Let those who have thought so consider this proposition and be 
undeceived. Yet I rejoice that many of the ablest Republican 
leaders in this House do not encourage this proposition. 

| believe the record shows a partisan spirit in this attempt to 
reduce representation. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Crum- 
PACKER], in his original bill, that truly represented his purposes, 
instead of decreasing increased the representation of Massachu- 
setts and decreased the representation only of Southern States. 
The Congressional Directory, showing the vote by which members 
of this House were elected, shows that in the State of Massachu- 
setts in 1898 there were only 22,000 votes cast in each Congres- 


sional district. while in the State of North Carolina there were | 


cast in each district 36,000 votes. 


In the State of Pennsylvania there were cast only 29.000 vates | 


in each district; in the State of Maine, 18,000; in Vermont, 21.000; 
in Rhode Island, 19,000. Now, if the gentleman from Indiana 
had dealt with Massachusetts as he dealt with North Carolina, 
instead of increasing the representation of Massachusetts he 
would have reduced her representation from 13 to 6, or in about 
that proportion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if you believe that the conduct of Massachu- 
setts and North Carolina falls under the operation of the second 
section of the fourteenth amendment, how should you proceed? 
The only possible way for fair men to reach the proper result 
would be to find out, in the first place, a matter which these gen- 
tlemen on the other side have not fully considered, whether, ex- 
cept for crime, any man’s right to vote is denied, which we con- 
trovert; second, whether the fourteenth amendment in that re- 
spect was not completely merged into the fifteenth amendment, 
as I contend it was; and then, finally, if he concludes against us 
on those propositions, it would be his duty to find out exactly how 
many people of North Carolina could vote under our laws when 
they become effective, and how many would be legally refused the 
right to vote when they endeavor to comply with the election 
laws, and also the grounds of such refusal. 

The gentleman will tell you when he considers these questions 


that there will not be a thousand white men in the entire State of | spirit that thrills the white man in North Caro-ina is the same 


qualifications within which every citizen may bring himself. 

Another proposition. If, as the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
CRUMPACKER] and the gentleman from North Carolina | Mr. Lin- 
NEY] both contend, the iaws of Louisiana and North Carolina are 
unconstitutional, why should you base upon an unconstitutional 
act an attempt to deprive a sovereign State of its just representa- 
tion? Sirs, if you believe these provisions are unconstitutional, 
you should regard them as nullities, presume that they will be se 
declared, and should not attempt to cut down the representation 
on that account. 

Mr. Speaker, representation and taxation should go together. 
It has not been claimed that voting and taxation should go to- 
gether, for women, insane people, and minors pay taxes. The 
man who does not vote pays his part of the taxes just as the 
woman, the minor, and the nonvoter do. The individual! voter 
now represents the women, children, and nonvoters. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] and the geatleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] would deny representation to these 
tax-paying nonvoters. While we have only placed the nonvoter 
in the same category with the women and the children, they 
piace him upon the level of the mule and the ox, and would deny 
him representation. 

If you are going to let the number who vote determine repre- 
sentation in the House, then you will increase the representation 
of Colorado, Utah, Idaho, and those States which extend suffrage 
towomen. That would be proper asa matter of right from their 
argument, aside from constitutional provisions. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from North Carolina { Mr. 
LINNEY], in my judgment, on Saturday did his native State a 
grave injustice in his fourth or fifth annual diatri|’e against the 
Democracy of North Carolina. We have heard him often, and his 
latest revised edition perhaps contains more venom and injustice 
than any of his former efforts. It is nota new assault that he de- 
livers. He argued that the white counties of North Carolina 
were Republican. 

Ideny it. Take the election of August, 1900, and, eliminating 
every single county with a black majority in the State, it went 
Democratic by 39,000 majority. Take the election of November, 
1900, and, eliminating every county that has a black majority, the 
State went for Bryan and Democracy by 15,000. Under the elec- 
tion law that the gentleman’s own party gave our people, an elec- 
tion law that gave the Fusionists in North Carolina the absolute 
control over the election, the people of North Carolina were so 
shocked and shamed at the rule the Republican party had given 
the State that they hurled them from power by a majority of 
24,000 in November, 1898. 

The gentleman talks about the counties of Halifax and New 
Hanover. In one county he says the Democrats got a vote of 
about 3,000 and Republicans only 2, and that the other gave 
more votes than it had registered voters. Ah, Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman had been entirely candid, and, not arguing from a par- 
tisan standpoint, intended to give the members of this House a 
fair understanding of the conditions there, the gentleman would 
have gone one step further and would have told you that the 
county of New Hanover had been afflicted by his own party with 
| 86 negro officials. He might have told you tht the same spirit 
| that thrills the white man in North Carolina thrills the white man 
| in Indiana, where recently white mols lynched two negroes for 
murdering a white barber. He might have to!d you that the 
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that thrills him in Pennsylvania, the home of the gentleman who 
is so anxious to investigate these matters. 

He might have gone to Illinois and found that wherever the 
white man looks to the blue sky the spirit of superiority and prog- 
ress stirs within him. He would have told you that under the 
disgraceful and shameful régime inflicted upon the people by the 
Republican party the white men did rise in their might and hurl 
them from power. The gentleman wants to know if that is fair. 
Was the election conducted fairly? I tell you in the light of a 
sound philosophy. in the eye of civilization and justice, it was 
fairer and juster than the disgraceful régime that made that revo- 
lution necessary. [Applause. ] 

The white people there have done no more than such people 
would doin any community. Wherever the negro race numer- 
ically predominates in the South there the white men stand almost 
unanimously together. As the negroes throughout the State vote 
almost solidly together, so the overwhelming majority of the 
white race, with its superior virtue and intelligence, vote to- 
gether, and they must necessarily do so to preserve their civiliza- 
tion and theirsupremacy. Those whothink that negro majorities 
in several counties of the State should control those counties and 
their good towns may criticise Democratic successes there; but 
they can certainly deceive no one by asserting that there is no 
danger in negro domination since there are more whites than 
blacks in the State. 

One might as well have told the citizens of this city in 1864 that 
there was no danger in the Confederate army, since there were four 
times as many Federal soldiers as there were Confederates. The 
deception in the assertion is disclosed by the fact that in many lo- 
calities the black race predominates, and in those localities the 
danger is, although the State has a large white majority. Asan 
example, the county of New Hanover three years ago, when the 

Republicans were in control, had a negro register of deeds, negro 
deputy sheriffs, 40 negro magistrates or justices of the peace, a 
negro county commissioner, and its great city, Wilmington, had 
several negro aldermen, several negro policemen, and negro health 
officers. 


The Democratic party of the South is against such conditions | 


and believes it right to take constitutional steps to prevent their 
return, and the Republican party has in vain attempted, and will 
in vain attempt, to stop its progress. It has interposed against 
the Democracy 90,000 negro votes in North Carolina, but the De- 
mocracy triumphed. Its continued fight on our amendment will 
hurt itself and help us. 

Mr. Speaker, since the civil war long years have passed. Is it 


not time for the country to be given rest from sectionalism? Can | 


gentlemen still in the North grow in popularity by condemning 
the dominant element in the South? If so, let us hasten the pass- 
ing away of such conditions. I appeal to the patriotic members 
of this body, and I hope they all are patriotic, to set the seal of 
disapproval upon the Crumpacker proposition. and let the country 
know that Congress will not for prejudice or unjust cause under- 
take to strike down the power of any sovereign State. 





APPENDIX. 
The North Carolina constitutional amendment adopted by the voters at the 
general election held on August 2, 1900. 
ARTICLE VI. 
SUFFRAGE AND ELIGIBILITY TO OFFICE. 

Section 1. Every male person born in the United States, and every male 
person who has been naturalized, 21 years of age, and possessing the —— 
cations set out in this article, shall be entitled to vote at any election by the 
people in the State, except as herein otherwise provided. 

Sec. 2. He shall have resided in the State of North Carolina for two years, 
in the county six months, and in the precinct, ward, or other election district 
in which he offers to vote four months next preceding the election: Provided, 
That removal from one precinct, ward, or other election district to another 
in the same county shall not operate to deprive any person of the right to 
vote in the precinct, ward, or other election district from which he has re- 
moved until four months after such removal. No person who has been con- 
victed, or who has confessed his guilt in open court upon indictment, of any 
crime the punishment of which now is or may hereafter be imprisonment in 
the State's prison shall be permitted to vote unless the said person shall be 
first restored to citizenship in the manner prescribed by law. 

Sec 3. Every person offering to vote shall be at the time a legally regis 
tered voter, as herein prescribed, and in the manner hereafter provided by 
law, and the general assembly of North Carolina shall enact general regis- 
tration laws to carry into effect the provisions of this article. 

Sec. 4. Every person presenting himself for registration shall be able to 
read and write any section of the Constitution in the English language; and 
before he shall be entitled to vote he shall have paid, on or before the Ist day 
of May of the year in which he proposes to vote, his poll tax for the previous 
year, as prescribed by article 5, section 1, of the constitution. But no male 
person who was on January 1, 1867, or at any time prior thereto, entitled to 
vote under the laws of any State in the United States wherein he then re- 
sided, and no lineal descendant of any such person, shall be denied the right 
to register and vote at any election in this State by reason of his failure to 

»0ssess the educational qualifications herein prescribed, provided he shall 
1ave registered in accordance with the terms of this section prior to Decem- 
ber 1, 1908 

The general assembly shall provide for the registration of all persons en- 
titled to vote without the educational qualifications herein prescribed, and 
shall, on or before November 1, 1908, provide for the making of a permanent 
record of such registration, and all persons so registered shall forever there- 
after have the right to vote in all elections by the people in this State, unless 
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Steqralised under section 2 of this article: Provided, Such person shall have 
paid his poll tax as above required. 

Sec. 5. That this amendment to the constitution is presented and adopted 
as one indivisible plan for the regulation of the suffrage, with the intent and 
purpose to so connect the different parts,and to make them so dependent 
upon each other, that the whole shall stand or fall together. 

Sec. 6. All elections by the people shall be by ballot, and all elections by 
the general assembly shall be viva voce. 

Sec. 7. Every voter in North Carolina, except as in this article disquali- 
fied, shall be eligible to office, but before entering upon the duties of the 
office he shall take and subscribe the following oath: 

oe . do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and main- 
tain the Constitution and laws of the United States, and the constitution and 
laws of North Carolina not inconsistent therewith, and that I will faithfully 
discharge the duties of my office as ——— - So help me God.” 

Sec. 8. The following classes of peteons shall be disqualified for office: 
First, all petesns who shall deny the being of Almighty God. Second, all 
persons who shall have been convicted, or confessed their guilt on indictment 
pending, and whether sentenced or not, or under judgment suspended, of 
any treason or felony, or of any other crime for which the punishment may 
be imprisonment in the penitentiary, since becoming citizens of the United 
States, or of corruption or malpractice in office, unless such person shall be 
restored to the viele of citizenship in a manner prescribed by law. 

Sec. 9. That this amendment to the constitution shall go into effect on the 
Ist day of July, 1902, if a majority of votes cast at the next general election 
shall be cast in favor of this suffrage amendment. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the measure proposed by the mi- 
nority of the committee might properly be denominated *' a propo- 
sition to still further reduce the opportunity of members of the 
House to debate the questions before it.” We have just hada 
striking example of the inability of this House to debate by the 
discussion this morning as to leave to print, or the cogitation in 
the REecorD that is to take the place of debate inthe House. Why 
is this? Whyshould members be compelled to write for the dead 
RECORD instead of talking to the living members? It is because 
of the size of the House. 

If the House were 360 members, and in the short session should 
set apart one hour to each member for debate, you will find by 
computation that, including the holiday recess, there are exactly 
360 debating hours in the whole time, giving five hours session 
each day; so that the 357 members and three delegates (making 
no allowance for the delegate from Hawaii, who ought to be 





; counted)—but I take 360 because there are only 360 hours, and 


there would be just one hour apiece for each member, 

The result of this enlarged House has been that rules have nec- 
essarily been adopted to cut off debate and take away from this 
body its deliberative power. If you increase the number to 400 
you still further curtail the rights of each member. But the 
proposition is to increase itin this way, so as to keep the progress 
of the country parallel with the slow growth of population in 
Maine and Virginia. 

I have prepared a table, which I will insert in my remarks, that 


| will show what has become of the population of Virginia and 


Maine. 

From the Congressional Directory, which [ have examined for 
the purpose, I find that the Senators and Representatives repre- 
senting the various States give their nativity as follows: 


| Senators and 
| Representatives— 


State. oe 


Born in | Repre- 
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Foreign born, 22. 


Maine has to-day in this Congress, in the Senate and House, from | 
various States, 10 members. She would have under the present 
apportionment only 6. And yet Maine has on the floor of the two | 
Houses of Congress Mr. ALEXANDER of New York, Mr. RoBErrts | 
of Massachusetts, Mr. FLETCHER of Minnesota, and Mr. PERKINS 
of California, in addition to her own membership. Take the 
State of Virginia and she would be entitled to 10 Representatives | 
and 2 Senators, total 12. She has in the Senate and House to-day 
26 of her sons as members. Her population has been exported. 
Some of these wanderers have been returned to Congress. I was 
up in Maine a few years ago taking depositions in a will case with 
a distinguished Maine lawyer, and we took a team and a notary 
public along with us, and traveled over York County, in the dis- 
trict lately represented by Speaker Reed, at present represented 
by the gentleman from Maine, Mr. ALLEN. 

The six witnesses first examined, in response to the interrogatory 
‘*What is your name, age, place of residence, and occupation?” 
gave their age in each case as over 80. The seventh witness. 
when I asked him his age, said ‘‘64.” I said, “You are quite | 
a young man.” He replied, ‘Yes, for Maine.” [Laughter.] | 
The old men remain in the old homes. The young people have 
emigrated from Maine. They have ‘‘gone West to grow up with 
the country.” And they have made themselves felt wherever 
they have gone. A Maine man is like a Scotchman, of whom it 
has been said that ‘‘whenever you find anything in this world 
that is worth anything you either find a Scotchman sitting near 
waiting for it or sitting down on top of it.” Sowith Maine men; 
wherever you go in the United States you will find a Maine man 
leading the procession. Maine has now the Chief Justice of the | 
United States Supreme Court, coming by way of Illinois, in the 
person of Justice Fuller. 

Mr. OTEY rose. 

Mr. LACEY. I will say to my friend from Virginia that if the | 
same thing might be said in regard to that State modesty would | 
forbid me to say it. 

Mr. OTEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? | 

Mr. LACEY. I have but fifteen minutes, but I will yield for a | 
question. 

Mr. OTEY, You are from Virginia yourself, I believe? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OTEY. That is all I wanted to know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. I pleaded guilty to that charge, by indirection a 
least, a moment before the gentleman asked the question. 

Now, sir, we can not keep the membership of this House within 
reasonable bounds and at the same time keep the growth of the 
membership in line with the growth of Virginia. Why? Because 
people who have the honor of being born there move away to some 
place where the soil is more fertile. That is the natural course of 
the human race. 

I have given the nativity in the table of the members of all the 
States. wenty-two of them are from foreign countries, and the | 
balance were born in the United States. Now, take the State 
of Ohio. She is entitled to 23 representatives in this body and in 
the Senate. Shehas 87 nativesonsin the two Houses of Congress. 

Jalifornia has an organization known as ‘*‘ The Native Sons of Cal- 
ifornia.” Yet California has no ‘native son” in either the Senate 
or the House—because the people of that State are mainly men 
who have been born somewhere else. But we can not continue 
representation in this House upon the present ratio without mak- 
ing the House too cumbrous for the transaction of business. 

Why, sir, the very gentlemen who ask for the adoption of the 
minority report on this bill, increasing the membership to 384, 
complain constantly that even now there is no time for debate. 
The appeal is made to the chairman of the committee controlling 





| 
| 
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the present bill, ‘‘Give us leave to print our remarks in the Rec- 
orD.” Why is this? Simply because the House has outgrown in 
numbers a body in which debate can be fully, intelligently, and 
profitably carried on. 

When the number of offices of a certain class has been fixed it 
is almost impossible to ever after reduce that number. This is 
human nature. During the Spanish war complaint was made 
that some dynamite had been found somewhere in the purlieus of 
the Capitol. We immediately put on twelve additional policemen 
to protect the Capitol from the Spanish dynamiter. The Spanish 
war is over, and now the same twelve extra policemen are pro- 
tecting us from the Filipinos! [Laughter.] If we should come 
back here a thousand years from now, those twelve men, repre- 
sented by their successors, would be found watching for Spanish 
dynamite! It seems impossible to abolish an office when once it 
has been created. We have the number of Representatives now 
fixed at 357. Increase that number to 386 or 390 and it can never 
be reduced below that number. 

The proposition of the majority now is to continue the House 
at its present number—burdensome, cumbersome, and unwieldy 
as the body now is, making business and debate difficult enough. 
That is the proposition; and I think that, in the light of our expe- 
rience, we ought not make any increase. The House is already 
not only big enough, but too large. 

A State makes a mistake when it assumes that its dignity in 
Congress depends upon the number of its Representatives. Take 
Maine, for example, with only 4 members. Those 4 Representa- 
tives from the Pine Tree State in past Congresses have controlled 
and shaped the legislation of this country beyond those of States 
with four, five, or six times that number. The influence and 
power of a State in this House depend on the strength and char- 
acter of its delegation. The time must come when Maine must 
be cut down to 3 Representatives, or else this House must be- 
come still more unwieldy than it is to-day. 

Under the Constitution one-fifth of the members present may 
require a roll call and the record of the yeas and nays. At pres- 
ent calling the roll and announcing the pairs, followed by a re- 
capitulation of the vote, requires almost one hour with the present 
membership of the House. To increase the number of the mem- 
bership adds greatly to this difficulty. 

I do not think the opportunity for deliberation ought to be re- 
duced by any material addition to the present large membership. 
Under the Constitution a majority of the whole constitutes a 
quorum. In Great Britain a quorum of only 40 members of the 
House of Commons is required. 

The larger the membership the harder it is to obtain and pre- 
serve the attendance of a quorum. Let us not embarrass the 
House further by adding to the burdens of the quorum and roll 
call. 

I called the attention of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LITTLE- 
FIELD] the other day to the inequalities of the bill proposed by 
hiscolleague [Mr. BURLEIGH]. Take thepopulation of Maine, mul- 
tiply it by 3, and it does not equal the population of the State of 
Towa, an excess of over 38,000 remaining. Multiply the represen- 
tation of Maine by 3, and it would give lowa 12 members. With 
more than three times the population of Maine, lowa’s quota is 
less than three times that of Maine by one member. The Bur- 
leigh bill proposes to give Iowa 11 members and Maine4. It 
thus appears that it is not equality of representation that some 
gentlemen are seeking, but inequality. They are desiring to re- 
tain the present number of Representatives in their States in any 
way that it can be done, without much reference to the inequali- 
ties that may result elsewhere. 

This is perfectly natural. We find the same thing in Maine that 
we do in other States. Take the State of Virginia, the grand old 
‘*mother of Presidents.” She has made but slow growth. It 
must continue to be slow. With the mountains that cover her 
surface in part, and with the poverty of the soil in other parts, the 
increase of population must necessarily be tardy. Many good 
men stay in Virginia; many good men move away from it—so, 
too, with Maine. 

Then compare the States of the West. Indiana has become an 
emigrating State. So with Ohio. Ohio would be cut down one 
by this bill. But there are already 35 of her sons in Congress, 
while 23 is the limit of her own delegation under existing law. 
An Ohio man, wherever he goes, turns his face toward the capital 
of the country, and in many cases is sent here by constituencies, 
the mass of whom may be born in other States. How is it with 
the State of New York? New York has 36 of her own Members 
and Senators at present, and yet there are 48 natives of New York 
in the two Houses, because New York is a great State for emi- 
gration. Her sons will be found in every nook and corner of the 
Union. ° 

Indiana, which will lose 1 member under the proposed bill, 
has 15 members and Senators now, and yet there are 17 Indianians 
on the floor of the two Houses. 

A MEMBER. How about Massachusetts? 
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Mr. LACEY. My friendasks about Massachusetts. Massachu- 
of that State in the two Houses to-day. So, then, it is perfectly ob- 
vious that we can not take care of those States that are growing 
more slowly than the average and keep up the representation 


which they now have, and at the same time not enlarge this body | 
beyond the limits necessary for reasonable transaction of busi- | 


ness. One-third of the population of lowa are either directly or 
indirectly from Ohio. One-third of the people of Kansas are either 
directly or indirectly from the State of Iowa. The emigration is 
thus moving on first to Indiana, then to Llinois, then to Iowa, 
and then to Kansas. 

But complaint is made about the reduction of Nebraska. 
is largely due to the overcapitalization of the population of Ne- 
braska in the census of 1890. The city of Omaha has apparently 
declined 40,000 from 1890 to 1900. 


real. lt is unquestionably a result of the fierce competition be- 


tween Omaha and other cities on the Missouri River in the census | 


of 1890. 


The same condition exists elsewhere to-day. There are 


cities whose census has been taken this year that will undoubtedly | 


show unsatisfactory growth in 1910 because they have succeeded 
in some degree in padding in the year 1900. 

It is impossible to retain the present membership of all the States 
(much as we should like to do so) and at the same time recognize 
the wonderful growth of some of the other States. 

As to the reduction of the representation of Louisiana, South 
Carolina, Mississippi, and North Carolina because of the disfran- 


no room for debate. 
provides: 
Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States according 
to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each 
State, excluding Indians not taxed : 
tion for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of the United 
States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a 
State, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 


The fifteenth amendment to the Constitution 


States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other 
crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion 
male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 

The mandate is decisive and imperative. These States may, 
under the guise of requiring an educational qualification, deny 
the right to vote to a portion of their male inhabitants, but in 
doing so they must incur the penalty of a proportionate reduction 
of their representation in Congress. 

The justice of this is self-evident, and the obedience to the Con- 
stitution is required by the official oath of every member of Con- 
gress. 

If these States desire to deny the right of suffrage, they ought 
to be willing to accept the result of the reduced representation 
required by the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution. 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] is recognized for one hour. 


[Mr. CRUMPACKER addressed the House. 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, this contest, 
involving as it does very important political and public consider- 


See Appendix. | 


ations of at least ten years’ duration, centers around the Hopkins | 


bill and the Burleigh bill, the one providing a House of 357 mem- 
bers and the other a Honse of 386. 
prelude in the resolution introduced last week by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. OLMSTED] in which, like King Philip of 
old, he marched up the hill and down again, accompanied in his 
grand march by the solid vote of that side of the House, one of 
whom was the distinguished chairman of this committee, accom- 
plishing finally the result which might as easily have been attained 


by simply depositing his resolution on the desk of the House, | 


which in due course would have been referred to the proper com- 
mittee, as was ultimately done. 


he makes a very able argument upon his incongruous, imperfect, 


wild, and fantastic bill, supported by a very lengthy report, in | 


which he seeks to cut down the representation of four States— 
South Carolina, Mississippi, North Carolina, and Louisiana—to 


the extent of about 40 per cent of their present representation. | 
That | 


Of course we all understand that it is mere brutum fulmen, 
is the last this Congress will ever hear of it, except perhaps some 
formal vote at the end of these proceedings. 


whether the Hopkins bill or the Burleigh bill, either or both of 
them, with or without amendment, shall be adopted by this House 
and this Congress. 

Now, I shali not ascribe improper motives to the chairman of 
this committes. Ascriptions of that sort may be made with 
greater ease than justice. I accord to him the same candor, 
earnestness, and fairness that I claim myself. He, with a ma- 
jority of the committee with him, adopts the number 357, because, 
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| if Webster were here he would do the same thing. 
| friend, in all sincerity, of course, is simply hoodooing this House, 


That | 


3 f | we have a large enough body already. 
inhabitants of such State, being 21 years of age and citizens of the United | 


There was a very interesting | 


That is followed by the discus- | 
sion of the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. CRUMPACKER], in which 


a 


JANUARY 7, 


| in his good judgment, that is the number which he desires above 
setts has 15 members and Senators, and yet there are 21 natives 


all others to be adopted by this House. The gentleman has man- 


| aged his side of this question with the very great ability, tact, and 


skill for which he is already renowned. He has associated with 
him, as a bulwark behind which he presents his case, the titanic 
Webster. He uses him as his authority, and asks this House to 
swallow, cap, boots, and all, his number 357, because, forscoth, 
Now, my 


as I shall show you beyond all question by the figures I shall 


| present. 


I shall show that he has not followed Webster, that he has de- 
parted from Webster, and that the only thing in the world he has 


| followed is, blindly, the tracks of the Congress that adopted the 
| eleventh apportionment, ten years ago. 
That decline is apparent and not | 


if that Congress had 
said that this House should be composed of 400 members, my 
friend, with the same logic, with the same argument, with the 
same consistency, would have favored 400 now. If that Congress 
had said 350, why 350 would be his number to-day. Three hun- 
dred and fifty-seven is his Dulcinea; he levels his guns at every 
other number that would dare to compete with it. It is his pet 
number, the present number of the House, and he makes the fig- 
ures to suit it, as I shall show you. [Laughter. | 

Now, I want to tell this side of the House that 357 has been 


| adopted by the majority of this committee, led by the chairman, 
| notwithstanding its effect is most unfairly, most unjustly, and in 
| violation of every precedent of every apportionment that has ever 
chisement of the colored voters there, it seems to me that there is | 


been adopted in this country to summarily rob three States of a 
member to which each is entitled under the very system or proc- 


| ess which he ostensibly applies. 


Why does not he select 360 instead of 357? ‘:‘ Oh,” he says, 


: | **that would disturb the beauty, the symmetry, the perfection of 
ut when the right to vote at any elec- | 


my process, which is based on 357.” Why is 357 necessary? The 
answer is that 357 is the present number of the House, and that 
The whole argument, 
then. is based upon the present membership of the House and the 


| gentleman’s unwillingness, his stubborn refusal, to adopt any 
which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of | 


other numberthan 357. Has that number any special charm? Is 
there any special reason for adopting it? Is there anything 
wreathed about 357 that commends it to his mind above every 
other number in the long list cf tables? There can not be, unless 
it be that it is the present number of the House, and he would 
not deny this the other day when I put the question to him 


| squarely. 


I have stated that the gentleman does not follow his number 
consistently; and I am going to prove it. There are two systems, 
one of which must always obtain in this matter of apportionment. 


| One of these is the system by which you adopt a fixed ratio—say 


30,000 or 52,000 or 150,000, or whatever it may be; and the respec- 
tive States receive their apportionment of members in accordance 
with the quotients arising from such divisor. That system ob- 
tained until 1830—until the Sixth Census. Then there was quite 
a dispute between the committee of the House on the one hand 
and the committee of the Senate on the other, Mr. Polk and Mr. 
Vebster leading the respective sides. Mr. Polk contended that 


| the old system should obtain, by which you would adopt a fixed 


ratio and ailow the number of Representatives to be dependent 
upon the quotient which might arise in each case from the appli- 
cation of the divisor, disregarding or eliminating fractions. 

Mr. Webster in his able report, a part of which I shall read ina 
moment, contended that the number of the House should first be 
fixed and then the apportionment by population be determined by 
that divisor. Under the Fifth Census the Polk system or process 
prevailed; but under the Sixth Census the Webster process was 
adopted, with avariation. That variation was that a State which 
had a majority fraction should beallowed representation upon that 
fraction. Ever since 1840 we have adopted in this country the 
Webster process, by which we first determine upon a fixed num- 
ber of Representatives as the divisor. This system has been fo!- 
lowed, with the variation whenever necessary. For instance, 
whenever there has been a majority fraction remaining, that ma- 
jority fraction has always been treated as entitling the State toa 
Representative. My friend from Illinois in framing this bill bas 
not followed the Polk process, because that disregards all frac- 
tions; and he does not follow the Webster process, because under 
that process majority fractions are always recognized. In this 


| bill of the committee we have the first departure from the esiab- 
| lished system. 
The real issue, and to that I shall chiefly direct my attention, is | 


Now let me read what Mr. Webster says, and gentlemen will see 


| that the bill of the gentleman from Lllinois does not follow that 


system. This part of Mr. Webster's report which I shall read is in 
some unaccountable way left out of the citations which you will 
find in the report of the majority of the committee: 


The rule has been frequently stated. It may be clearly expressed in either 
of two ways. Let the rule be that the whole number of the proposed Honse 


| shall be apportioned among the several States on their respective numbers, 


giving to each State that number of members which comes nearest to her 
exact mathematical part or proportion. 
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That is the new method, the method which Mr. Webster recom- 
mended, with variations. 

Now, here is the composite method to which I shall call the at- 
tention of the House in reference to some tables which | shall 
submit: 

Or let the rule be that the population of each State shall be divided by a 
common divisor, and that in addition to the number of members resulting 
from the division a member shall be allowed to each State whose fraction ex- 
ceeds a moiety of the division. 

That is the rule which, if adopted, would give these three States 
an additional member. Thatis the rule which is invoked by the 
table of 384 presented by the Burleigh report. Mr. Webster goes 
on to say: 

Either of these, it seems to the committee, is a just and fair rule capable 
of uniform application and operating with entire impartiality. There is no 
want of a common proportion or of a common divisor. There is nothing left 
to arbitrary discretion. If the rule in either of these forms be adopted, it 
will never be doubtful how every member of any proposed number for a 
House of Representatives ought to be assigned. Nothing will be left in the 
discretion of Congress. The right of each State will be a mathematical right 
easily ascertained, about which there can bo neither doubt nor difficulty, and 
in the application of the rule there will be no room for preference, partiality, 
or injustice. 

Now, let us follow Webster. That is all we ask—let us follow 
the rule laid down by Webster, and which has been followed ever 
since with the variations which that rule permits. My friend 
from Illinois—and I ask him to correct me if [ am in error—when 
he adopts the number 357 deprives these three small States of rep- 
resentation, although they have majority fractions. He says that 
he does this because if we should allow them representation 
by majority fractions it will necessitate the adoption of a new 
table and the allowance of majority fractions for other States. 
But why follow that table atall? Why does he not follow Table 4? 
T call his attention to page 101 of the report. His ratio is 208,858— 
only 142 short of the round number 290,000. 

Now this Table 4 has been printed for the information of every 
member of the House, yet the chairman of this committee has not 
referred to it once. He has disregarded entirely the old system, 
and while he follows parts of the new system he rejects others. 
He asks this House to follow him blindly. He ridicules the ma- 
jorities of these three States by showing how possibly this rule 
might give Maine a little more than she is entitled to, because her 
majority fraction is small. 

Suppose he had started out, not with 357 Representatives, but 
with 209,000 as the ratio, what would have been theresult? Every 
one of these States that are included in his bill would have received 
the representation that they do receive by his bill, and in addition 
thereto Colorado, Florida, and North Dakota would have received 
one member each. It is an illustration of the difference between 
the old system and thenew system. The one system works fairly, 
by which there is not a single majority fraction left over, as 
Webster said should be the case, while the other gives us only 357 
members, and three majority fraction States are left out. The 
gentleman objects to a membership of 360. Why? Because if 
he does allow those three members to be added, that will break 
up the symmetry of his process. That is his reason. 

He says you can not add anything to it because it would make 
360 instead of 357, and then he says you will have to start all over 
again with 360 as the divisor and create an entirely new table. 
He is wedded to 357 and you can not get him away fromit, whereas 
if he had taken the other set of tables, if he had taken Table 4, on 
nage 101, by simply making the divisor 309,000 even instead of 
is number—208,868—every State in the Union with a majority 
fraction would have received representation. My friend can not 
answer that. The figures are there and the effect of that jug- 
glery of figures is to deprive these three States of their proper 
representation. The gentleman's only justification of it is that 
that is the process he started on and he wants us to swallow his 
process. 

Now, what about the bill of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BuRLEIGH]? It is constructed strictly in accordance with Table 
4, with the exception that Iowa is not allowed one member that 
she is entitled to. The proper number is 387 and not 386. The 
original Burleigh bill was correct. In committee it was reduced 
to 386, and Iowa in consequence lost one member. Now, how 
was that reduction made? Simply because Webster's first proc- 
ess was followed by Mr. BURLEIGH instead of his second, 

If my friend from Iowa [Mr. LAacrEy] will look at page 107 of 
the report he will see that by adopting 194,000 as a divisor, Iowa 
will have one more member, the number of members reported as 
shown in the bill originally introduced by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BuRLEIGH]. That is under the fair process by which 
évery majority fraction in every State is allowed representation. 
The reason Iowa does not get that additional member is that the 
minority of the committee attempted to follow the first process, 
and as aresult the majority fraction did not save lowa. Three 
hundred and eighty-four was the number they started with. 
They added two for Virginia and Nebraska and left Iowa out. 
But if you start with a fixed number of population instead of a 
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| fixed number of members as a divisor, it is impossibie for a major 
| fraction to be left out, and that is the system that ought to ob- 
tain in this Congress and in other Congresses hereafter in fram- 
ing apportionment bills. 

Page 107 of the report shows that with 194,000 Iowa gains one, 
| Under the Burleigh bill Iowa does not gain one, simply for the 
reason that the new process is adhered to with variations by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. BuURLEIGH]; whereas if the old proc- 
ess had been adhered to, with ‘‘majo:ity fractions” variation, 
Iowa would have gotten her just deserts, or if she lost one mem- 
ber my friend could not complain. Simply by adopting that 
method Iowa would get her full quota as indicated in the original 
Burleigh bill. 

Now, the difference between the Burleigh bill and the Hopkins 
| bill in their operation is this: In the Hopkins bill no allowance is 
| made for major fractions in three States, because, as the gentleman 
| says, the residuum of 22 is exhausted before these three States are 
reached, there being 25 States with majority fractions. Under 
the Burleigh application of the same system every State with a 
major fraction is accorded representation by simply adding to the 
original number with which he started. Both those applications 
are wrong because the system is wrong, inasmuch as it necessarily 
involves the deprivation of some of the States of representation 
| for major fractions. The proper system, indicated in Table 4, the 
adoption of which will secure almost the same ratio of population, 
does not deprive any State of representation for a majority frac- 
tion, and that is the same principle which Mr. Webster said ought 
to be adopted by Congress. 

So it strikes me that the number 357, advocated by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], chairman of the Committee on 
the Census, should not be adopted by this House. It deprivesthree 
States of representation. By any other process in the world except 
by the Hopkins process they will not be deprived of this member- 
ship. The gentleman has adhered neither to the old system or the 
new. He has not adhered to any precedent or any apportionment 
that has ever been adopted inthiscountry. The RECORD will sus- 
tain me in that statement, and the gentleman can not say to the 
contrary. Then why should we follow him blindly when his only 
reason is that it is the present number of this House, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that it admittedly deprives States of their just rep- 
resentation? 

If the people of the United States are to be represented in this 
their Government, they can nowhere be so directly represented 
as in the House of Representatives. The burden of the National 
Government far exceeds that of the State. In one year there is 
paid into the National Treasury by the people of a State more than 
their own State, county, and city treasurers collect from them in 
twenty years. They have the right to keep close to Washington 
and to closely guard legislation there enacted and government 
there administered. The House has always kept pace with the 
growth of the country, in its membership, by every apportionment 
except one, that of 1842, in which it was reduced by Senate amend- 
ment. 

Ten years ago it was fixed at 356, the population being 62,622,250, 
The country has grown to 74,565,906 of representative population, 
an increase of nearly 12,000,000. Then there were 356 Represent- 
atives to 88 Senators, about 4 to 1. According to Mr. Hopkins’s 
bill, with Arizona and Oklahoma yet to be admitted, the ratio 
will stand 360 to 94, or16 short of 4to 1. By his bill the States of 
Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Nebraska, Ohio, South Caro- 
lina, and Virginia each lose one of their present number, not with- 
standing the increase of population in those 8 States during the 
past decade is over 1,500,000. That reverses the policy of Con- 
gress in the eleventh apportionment, when this was the plan 
adopted by the committee. 

Trials were made until a number was found that would give a ratio which 
in application would secure each State against any loss in its membership and 
in no instance leave a majority. This number was found to be 356. 

The present bill proposes to blindly adopt the conditions which 
| existed ten years ago, notwithstanding the effect is to vitally in- 
jure eight sovereign States—a result which that Congress delib- 
erately and specifically refused to accomplish. 

The time has not yet come to call a halt in the size of the House. 
We do not need another Senate. If a member feels too much 
crowded and jostled here, he may ask his State to relieve him by 
sending him there. We are not in each other's way. Except on 
very rare occasions there are dozens of empty chairs. Debates 
| 








are conducted by leaders and assistant leaders, and recognition is 
not such a matter of right as to occasion tumult in its being 
sought. Chairmen of committees, one after another, have charge 
of the proceedings, with space visible everywhere. Add 29 mem- 
bers to our number and there will be no appreciable addition to 
occupied chairs, and vacant ones will, except on few occasions 
and for brief periods, always be found waiting for and welcoming 
occupants. 

It is needless to enlarge upon this universally admitted condi- 
tion. But we are seriously told that the cost of Congress will to 
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that extent be increased. This session of Congress will, if the | 


Senate confirms what you have passed, appropriate for 100,000 
soldiers. Thirty additional members of the House will be of less 


| 


cost and expense than 150 of these soldiers! The constitutional | 


monarchies of Europe accord to their people a fuller representa- 
tion in their legislative assemblies than does Congress to the citi- 
zens of this Republic, whose distinctive characteristic and proud 
privilege is that they are the source of all power, all legislation, 
and ali government. 

England's House of Commons consists of 670 members, although 
her population is only 37,888,439. Germany, with 52,279,901 peo- 
ple, has a Reichstag of 397. The Italian Chamber of Deputies is 
composed of 508, for a population of 29,699,785. The Spanish 
Cortes has 431, while Spain’s population is 17,550,216. The Re- 
public of France is far more generous to its people than the 
United States is to its citizens, its population of 38,517,975 being 
represented by 584 deputies, or 1 to every 65,955 of the popula- 
tion; whereas even with 386 members of Congress, each member 
with us will represent 194,182 people. 

The sovereign voters of the United States should be as directly 
represented as possible in their government of themselves. The 
larger the territory and the greater the population of a district, 
the farther is each person in it from personal representation. 
Their interests are each year becoming larger and more varied, as 
evidenced by the vast appropriation bills and the items compos- 
ing them, and the ever-increasing mass of the subjects of legisla- 
tion and billsintroduced. The work of their Representatives is not 
confined to these walls, but ramifies all of the departments, and 
all during the year, even when Congress is not in session, as most 
of us can certify. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to talk to this side of the House about 
another matter. It has been industriously worked upon you that 
the effect of the adoption of the Hopkins bill will be to save the 
political integrity of both parties as it now exists, and my friend, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], and others have tried 
to instill into the minds of members on this side of the House, with 
tears in their voices, the fact that if we should adopt the Burleigh 
bill here the inevitable result would be to give a Republican gain 
of 10 members. Now, gentlemen, just think about it for two 
seconds anda half. The argument that the gentleman brings to 
bear upon you is that if you donot save the Democratic party 
from the Burleigh bill the Republicans will gain 10 members of 
this House. He did it seriously and half expected you to keep 
your faces straight in listening to his argument. Just think of it, 
and the results of it—— 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Has not the same argument been used on the 
other side to whip them into line for the Burieigh bill? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. That is a correct argument, 
as Iam going to show you. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. They will gain 10. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Not by the Burleigh bill. I 
do not think that political considerations should control in this 
matter, but if there is any salvation that is ever going to come to 
the Democratic party it must come through the Burleigh bill and 
not through the Hopkins bill. Why, under the Hopkins bill two 
of our doubtful States are at the outset openly and unblushingly 
deprived of 1 member, when each is entitled to 1. Under the 
Burleigh bill here is our standing. The Republicans gain 21 and 
lose 1. Their net gain is 20. The Democrats gain 10 and lose 
none, a net Republican gain of 10. Now, what do they include in 
there? They include New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, West 
Virginia, and Indiana. There is not an intelligent Democrat in 
the United States under the light of existing conditions that does 
not know that the only chance the Democracy has to win in this 
country is by carrying those States, and unless we do carry those 
States, or most of them, we can do nothing. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Will the gentleman permit me tointerrupt him 
again? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I ask the gentleman if, under the Hopkins bill, 
the political situation does not remain as it is? Is not that the 
fact? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I say if the Republicans 
carry those States the Republicans will have a majority of 10; and 
if the Democrats carry those States the Democrats will have a 
majority of 8—a gain of 8. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Whichis the more likely to carry them? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. So I say, accepting the sur- 
rounding conditions in these States, shall we risk nothing with 
reference to them? Till we do carry them, or most of them, there 
will not be a President inaugurated by the Democratic party. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand you to assume that if the Demo- 
crats carry those States certain results will follow? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Certainly. 
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Mr. LACEY. How do you get at that result? Do you assume 
that all the States south of Mason and Dixon’s line will continue 
to be Democratic? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I am not considering any of 
the other States one way or the other. I am simply discussing 
those States. If these States go Republican, then it will be 10 
more for their majority, and if the Democrats gain those States 
they will gain 8 more for the aggregate of their majority. Do 
you not see the situation? Why should they bring this political 


| argument to bear in this House to scare us away from our duty 
| when we know that the only salvation of the Democratic party is 


in those very States, and we are therefore perfectly willing to 
make those States’ representation as large as possible. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman 
if he would discuss this feature of the bill relating to the districts, 
and the use of the word ‘‘ compact?” 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I will come to that after 
a while. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I see in the Hopkins bill 
there is an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, You mean by the addition of 
the word ‘‘ compact?” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The word heretofore used 
has been ‘‘ contiguous.” It has been changed by the addition of 
the word ‘‘compact;” and I shonld like to hear what the gentle- 
man has to say in discussing that. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I will discuss that matter 
later on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The Hopkins bill and the 
3urleigh bill both contain that, and the Crumpacker bill is the 
only one that leaves the word ‘‘compact” out. I would like to 
hear the gentleman discuss the use of the word ‘‘compact” in 
these two bills. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I will discuss it, but I only 
have an hour, and there are other matters that I must first direct 
my attention to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ifthe gentleman from South 
Carolina will permit me, and I know he is much more familiar 
with the bill than I am, I understood him to say that there are 8 
States in the Hopkins bill that will lose 1 member each if it is 
adopted. Now, is it not feasible and practicable to pass this bill 
fixing the number at 357 and insert a proviso that these 8 States 
which would lose shall have their members, so as to make the 
House 365 members? Is not that practical and constitutional? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. It is practical and constitu- 
tional, that everybody knows; but 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why not make it that way? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. It was done in 1872, under 
the Webster process ‘‘ with variation,” but while Mr. Hopkins 
adopts the Webster process he refuses to adopt it‘ with varia- 
tion.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, That would satisfy the gen- 
tleman, would it not? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. So far as the result is con- 
cerned; but I do not think the principle would be right. I think 
the correct principle is by Table No. 4, which is what was done 
from the beginning of the Government to 1842. Adopt a fixed 
number of population, and let the number of Representatives be 
determined in the quotient, allowing an additional member for 
each major fraction in a remainder. That is theonlysensibleand 
rational way, I think, of determining the matter. Itis the old (or 
Polk) process adapted to the Webster suggestion that recognition 
be given to major fractions in remainders. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like tointerrupt the gentleman with 
a question, if he pleases. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. With pleasure, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand the gentleman to make an argu- 
ment in favor of the Burleigh bill, because it gives to States that 
were carried by the Republican party in the last election an 
advantage of 7. Now I suggest to him that if his argument is 
good, and if he is going to be generous to us, he ought to go fur- 
ther and adopt 398 as the number, because under that apportion- 
ment the Republicans—that is, the States that went Republican in 
the last election—would gain 28, while the States that went Demo- 
cratic would gain 13, giving us a clear advantage of 15. Now, if 
he is going to be generous, why not go on up to that number and 
give us what we think we ought to have? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. The gentleman isin error in 
stating that my argument on the political line was in the interest 
of the Democratic perry. It was in reply to an argument assidu- 
ously pa on this side of the House by leaders of your 
side of the House who were afraid that we were going to give 
the Republican party too much. I say we do not adopt 398 be- 
cause it is not necessary in order to save every State to go beyond 
886. That is the reason we adopted 386 as the least number 
possible. 

Now, if you follow the course pursued in this country up to 
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1842 you will doit. If you adopt the course that has been pur- 
sued by this country since 1842 you will doit. The only excep- 


tion, the only milestone of the century by which unfairness will | 


be dealt to any State in the Union by an apportionment bill, will 
be by the adoption of the Hopkins bill. 

Never before in the history of this country since fractions were 
recognized has a single State been deprived of a majority fraction, 
and even in the last apportionment the change of one vote in the 
Senate would have increased the membership from 356 to 359, 


If there had been one Senator of a different mind over there the | 


present representation in this Congress would be 359 plus Utah, 


here to-day advocating 360, 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Let me suggest to the gentleman that 
Mr. Webster says in his report that it would be unconstitutional 
to deny a State a representative from a majority fraction. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Yes; I have read that. If 
members will stop to think for two and a half minutes and look 
over table 4, they will see the outrage that is sought to be perpe- 
trated by this Hopkins bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentlemanallow mea ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Do Ll understand that you are advo- 
cating the proposition involved in the minority report? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If [ understand that proposition, it 
proceeds on the same basis as the majority report proceeds upon. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Except that the majority 
fractions are allowed, while the Hopkins bill does not allow all 
majority fractions. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It seems to me the majority and 
minority have started out by taking a number arbitrarily, instead 
- fixing the population that one man can fairly represent in the 
House. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. That is the argument I made 
at the outset. The old method, with the ‘‘ majority fraction vari- 
ation,” is the correct method, and it will be secured if we will take 
387, because if you will look at page 107 of this pamphlet you will 
find that the number I mention, 194,000, will give the precise fig- 
ures in the Burleigh bill as originally introduced. ‘The difference 
between the Burleigh bill as introduced and reported is that Iowa 
is not allowed 1 additional Representative. That makes the dif- 
ference between 387 and 386, and that difference was caused by 
adopting the new method instead of the old, which should have 
been adopted with the Webster majority fraction variation, sug- 
gested by Mr. Webster in his report of 1882. 

Mr. LACEY. Why did they adopt the new method? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Well, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] can state that; because he wanted to pro- 
ceed with his bill on the same principle as adopted in the Hopkins 
bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Was not it because the Iowa delegation was 
against the increase of the membership of the House? |Laughter. | 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. No; we ought to have found 
out first how the Iowa delegation stood, but we neglected to do 
so. |{Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, that is all I wish to say 
upon that subject. 

THE NEGRO AND HIS VOTE. 

I want now to talk to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] a while. I can not make an argument in full, as I in- 
tended, for I have not the time, and I shall thereby be prevented 
from elaborating the subject as I should wish; but I shall cite him 
to decisions of the Supreme Court of this country by which he 
will understand that his ridiculous bill can not for a moment be 
sustained by that tribunal. 

His bill accords to every State its full number of Representatives 
except South Carolina, North Carolina, Mississippi, and Louisi- 
ana, and from each of these four Southern States he takes three 
Representatives, his reason for such arbitrary proceeding being 
that each of these States has denied} the right of suffrage to at 
least 40 per cent of its inhabitants, and consequently its repre- 
sentation must, under the second clause of the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution, be reduced to that extent. 

That clause provides that when the right to vote at any election 
for Representatives in Congress, etc., is denied to any male in- 
habitants of a State 21 years of age and citizens of the United 
States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebel- 
lion or other crime, the basis of Congressional representation 
therein shall be reduced in proportion which the number of such 
male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citizens 21 
years of age in such State. 

The right to vote does not come from the United States, but from 
the State. The United States Constitution nowhere confers that 
right. That is explicitly decided in Minor vs. Happersett (21 

all., 166) and United States vs. Reese (92 U.S., 215). 

The fifteenth amendment, which declares that the right of citi- 
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| zens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged 


by the United States or any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude, does not confer the right to vote. 
its only meaning, purpose, and effect was this: Before its adop- 
tion preference in suftrage could be given by a State to one race 
over another; a State could have entirely disfranchised the negro. 
But now, since its adoption, if citizens of one race having certain 
qualifications are permitted to vote, those of another having the 
same qualifications must be. The right to vote, therefore, comes 
from the State, but the fifteenth amendment forbids any discrimi- 


r 309 | nation on account of race. So says United States vs. Cruikshank 
which would make 360; and my friend from Illinois would be | 


(92 U. S., 544). 

The fourteenth amendment did not change the relations of the 
Stateand Federal governments, as held In re Kemmler (136 U.S., 
436). It did not attempt to confer the right of suffrage upon the 
negro, but citizenship only, which does not include the right to 
vote. A woman is a United States citizen, but can not vote. 
That amendment simply tried to force the States to accord suf- 
frage to the negro by imposing the penalty of loss of representa- 
tion in Congress, which I have already stated as the second 
clause. But unfortunately for the bill of the gentleman from 
Indiana, Congress did not rest content with the fourteenth 
amendment, but followed it up with the fifteenth, which de- 


| clared it to be out of the power of a State to disfranchise the 


negro as such—the very thing which the fourteenth amendment 
declares shall cut down the State’s representation. 

The only thing, therefore, which can reduce a State’s number of 
Representatives is declared by the fifteenth to be an impossible 
thing; and the gentleman is left high and dry by the last amend- 
ment of the Constitution. One of the ablest Republicans this 
country has produced, Mr. Blaine, concedes this when he writes: 


When the fifteenth amendment declared that the State shall not exclude 
the negro from the right of suffrage, it neutralized and surrendered the 
contingent right before held to exclude him from the basis of apportion- 
ment. Congress is thus plainly deprived by the fifteenth amendment of cer- 
tain powers over representation in the South which it previously possessed 
under the provisions of the fourteenth amendment. 

No one has ever denied that the fourteenth amendment was 
aimed exclusively at the South, and, that no one may ever igno- 
rantly do so upon this floor, I shall state a few featuresof the leg- 
islation which led to it. 

On January 22, 1866, the reconstruction committee of the 
House reported this amendment to the Constitution: 

Representations and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several 
States which may be included within this Union according to their respective 
numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each State, excluding 
Indians not taxed: Provided, That whenever the elective franchise shall be 
denied or abridged in any State on account of race or color, all persons of 
such race or color shall be excluded from the basis of representation. 

Mr. Blaine contended thatif any class was excluded from rep- 
resentation it should also be excluded from taxation. 

Sloan, of Washington, spoke for a basis of voters. 

John Baker drew attention to the fact that the proposed amend- 
ment leaves any State the right to narrow the suffrage as she 
pleases, so long as she steers clear of the test of race or color. 

Ingersoll offered an amendment prohibiting any State from pre- 
scribing a property qualification. 

Jenckes opposed that amendment as needlessly abridging the 
power of States. 

Schenck’s amendment based apportionment upon the namber of 
male citizens who are voters. It received but 29 votes. The res- 
olution was recommitted, and the committee reported a changed 
proviso: 

Provided, That whenever the elective franchise shall be denied or abridged 
in any State on account of race or color, the persons therein of such race or 
color shall be excluded from the basis of representation. 


It carried by 120 to 46. 

It was killed in the Senate. 

Whilein that body Senator Henderson offered this amendment: 

No State in prescribing the qualifications requisite for electors therein 
shall discriminate against any person on account of color or race. 

It received but 10 votes. 

In April, 1866, the House passed and June 13 the Senate approved 
(with anamendmentin which the House concurred) the resolution. 

Senator Doolittle offered an amendment making ‘ voters” the 
basis of representation. 1t received but 7 votes. 

The distinguished gentleman will observe that thirty-four years 
ago the effort now mads by him was essayed by Representa- 
tive Schenck and by Senator Doolittle with as little success as 
will attend his bill. There is but one way to accomplish his de- 
sire to make registration of voters the basis of representation, 
and that is by the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to the 
Constitution. But that would be disastrous to Massachusetts, 
one-fourth of whose population can not vote because of her educa- 
tional qualifications; Connecticut, California, Delaware, Maine, 
New York, and other States, whose laws practically disfranchise 
the illiterate. All States would be measured by the same stand- 
ard, and the four Southern States would not stand alone as sub- 
jects of his political pruning knife. 
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His bill is the Rip Van Winkle of the reconstruction era. It is | 


a misfit with this generation and these piping times of alleged 
good will and fraternity between the sections. Such action is out 


of accord with the sounds of jubilation over a reunited country 


Moreover, the same Congress which imposed negro suffrage as 


| a condition for the alleged ‘‘ readmission ” of the Southern States, 


which constantly regale our ears. Our people would much prefer | 


less protestations of kindlinessif accompanied with less unfriendly 
attacks upon their peace, safety, and prosperity. 


We have no apology to make for ridding ourselves of a voting | 


population which was never legally invested with the right to 
vote. In clothing the negro with suffrage the Federal bayonet 
took the place of the Constitution. The history of reconstruc- 


tion speaks for itself and removes the subject from disputation. | 


Neither Lincoln nor Johnson intended to inflict upon the South 
unrestricted negro suffrage. 


President Lincoln wrote to Governor Hahn, of Louisiana, March } 


15, 1863: 

Now, you are about to have a convention which, among other things, will 
probably define the elective franchise. I barely suggest for your private 
consideration whether s of the colored people may not be let in, as, for 
instance, the very intelligent, and especially those who fought gallantly in 
our ranks. 

In reconstructing the eleven State governments in 1865 Presi- 
dent Johnson sent a circular letter to the provisional governors 
suggesting that the elective franchise be extended to all colored 
men ‘‘who can read the Constitution of the United States and 
write their names, and also to those who own and pay taxes on 
real estate valued at not less than $250.” 

The very able and radical Senator Fessenden said in the debate 
on the Freedmen’s Bureau bill: 


I take it that no one contends—I think that-the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts himself [Mr. Sumner], who is the greatest Saneen of uni 
versal suffrage, would hardly contend—that now, at this time, the whole of 


of the right of suffrage. I presume po man who looks at the question dispas 


kept in ignorance all their lives, oppressed or more or less forbidden to ac 
quire information, are fitted at this stage to exercise the right of suffrage, or 
could be trusted to do it unless under such good advice as those better in 
formed might be prepared to give them. 

Nevertheless, the passions of the year succeeding the war forced 
upon us by Congress that condition which Fessenden said no one 
would even contend for. The reconstruction constitutions were 
adopted under the military governors by negroes and aliens; not 
by the citizens of the States. The States had not made voters of 
the recently emancipated slaves, nor had the United States made 
citizens of them, as the fourteenth amendment had not then been 
adopted. 

Our negro and carpetbag constitutions were erected under the 
initiative of the reconstruction act of 1867, which imposed mili- 
tary governments upon the Southern States, which were to sup- 
plant civil government unless and until they should adopt a 
constitution and the fourteenth amendment, also guarantees uni- 
versal suffrage, the convention therefor to be elected by all men 








over 21—whether citizens or not—except the white citizens of the | 


State, the election to be supervised by military officers and the 
registration to be conducted under military officers; the constitu- 
tion so made to be submitted to the same illegal and farcical voters 
for ratification, then reported to Congress for approval; and then 
and not till then were the States to have Representatives in Con- 
gress. In passing, I may add, that same revolutionary Thirty- 
ninth Congress passed the revolutionary tenure of office act, 
upsetting the established practice since the foundation of the 
Government. It defied all restraints. 

When the 10 States came with their new constitutions so un- 
constitutionally forced upon them this condition was imposed and 
nominally attached to their admission: 

That the constitution of the State shall never be so amended or changed 
as to deprive any citizen or class of citizens of the United States of the right 
to vote who are entitled to vote by the constitution herein recognized, except 
as a punishment for such crimes as are now felonies at common law, whereof 
they shall have been duly convicted under laws equally applicable to all the 
inhabitants of said State. 

That act was as sounding brass. Texas vs. White (7 Wallace) 
decides that the Confederate States were never out of the Union. 
So they could not be ‘‘ conditionally readmitted.” 

Blaine says in that connection: 

The Republican platform (1868) asserted that the guaranty of suffrage to 
the loyal men of the South must be maintained, but that the question of 
suffrage in the loyal States belonged to the States themselves. It was an 
evasion; a mere stroke of expediency to escape the prejudices which negro 
suffrage would encounter in a majority of the loyal States. Itwas a decep- 
tion, because every intelligent man knew that it would be impossible to force 
negro suffrage on the Southern States by national authority and leave the 
Northern States free to exclude it from their own domain. 

And that— 


The Republican majority in Congress were so well satisfied that the war 
had not carried the 11 States out of the Union, that they insisted that the 
fourteenth amendment should be ratified by three-fourths of all the States. 


Later on, while the civil rights bill was passing, on motion of 
Wilson of Iowa, this amendment was unanimously adopted: 


Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to affect the laws of any State 
concerning the right of suffrage (p. 175). 


admitted Colorado and Nebraska, notwithstanding their consti- 
tutions prohibited negro suffrage. 

While those frantic, and unfortunately successful, efforts were 
being made by Congress to fasten negro domination upon the 
South, States of the North serenely excluded the negro from suf- 
frage: Connecticut in 1865, by 6,000 majority; Kansas in 1867, by 


| 9,000; Minnesota, by 1,000; Ohio, by 50,000; New York, by 40,000, 


Nevada, Colorado, Nebraska, and Wisconsin swell the list. 

The only criticism that can justly be made of us is that we so 
long endured the outrage perpetrated upon us and delayed re- 
suming control of our governments by the intelligence and white 
manhood of the States, so forcibly and unconstitutionally wrested 
from them. So much, Mr. Speaker. for the charge of disfran- 


| chisement. I will simply say in addition, without going into de- 
| tails, that any man of ordinary intelligence in the South can qualify 
| himself to vote, just as he can in Massachusetts or California. 


The gentleman from Indiana seems very solicitous about the 
welfare of the negro in the South. I want to tell him and other 
members from the West that in New England and the Northern 
States, whose people have been brought into contact with the 
South by business intercourse and otherwise, there isan entirely 
different impression concerning the condition of the negro from 
that which prevails in some of the Western States. Out West 
people have the impression that the negro is oppressed, robbed, 


| outrageously and brutally treated. The trouble is they do not 
know. They simply stay at home and do not enjoy proper facili- 


ties of business and other acquaintance with the South. 
if they should once develop business relations with us; if they 


| o- } wey ++ ° . , ri ati 
the population of the recent slave States is fit to be .cimitted to the exercise | . ould send si ane of their men there and aoe w hat the existing 
| conditions are; if they would see the amicable relations existing 
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recently slaves (undoubtedly there may be exceptions). and who have been | pering and taking the negro along up with it, they would have 


| their eyes opened—the scales removed. There you have the great 


between the two races; if they would see how the South is pros- 


pension vote, and that vote is always cast against the South, 


| Those voters still have the idea that they are emancipating the 
|negro. Itis,I imagine, a favorite pastime with you on thestump 


out West to abuse the South for her supposed treatment of the 
negro. Well, it does not hurt us. Weare paying no attention 
to it; we are going ahead vigorously; we are devoting our time 
and attention to the development of our country, and astonishiyg 
the world by our tremendous advance in wealth and prosperity. 
You people out West who wish to abuse the South for political 
purposes may continue to do so to your bearts’ content and make 
as many votes as you may by that proceeding, We shall not pre- 
vent it; we are too busy and life is too short. 

A consideration more important than the control and elimina- 
tion of the negro vote is, that the Southern people should enjoy se- 
curity and peace and prosperity in their homes. We would not 
allow the suffrage question or anything else to stand in the way 
of the safety of our people and honest government. For eight 
long years we had a trial of negro domination under carpetbag 
leadership, and I want to give you some statistics of that reign of 
venality. 

in South Carolina prior to 1868 the average tax collections 
amounted to $400,000 per annum. During those years of negro 
government the average was $1,270,000. There were fraudulently 
issued (and the proceeds converted to the personal use of those who 
had political control) bonds to the extent of $9,000,000. The State 
was robbed of that much money. Theannual revenues were con- 
sumed in the bribery of members and senators, purchases for their 
use of furniture, supplies, and wine—keeping an open restaurant 
in the capitol day and night, and larceny by public officers. A 
public printing company was organized, composed of the clerk of 
the senate, the clerk of the house, and the comptroller-general. 
There was paid to this company for public printing during one 
year $450,000. Before that period the average was $21,000. The 
governor received $20,000 for his signature to one of the appro- 
priation bills. The general assembly had 349 clerks, 124 pages, 
and 144 messengers. In one session there were issued in pay cer- 
tificates $1,168,255. 

These figures will give you an idea of what negro government 
(which you are contending for here) did for our State. One of 
the senators—Senator Leslie—said, ‘‘A State has no right to be a 
State unless she can pay and take care of her statesmen.” That 
was the theory on which they acted. One of the United States 
Senators said that ‘‘there was in South Carolina five more years 
of good stealing.” Out of 17 negro senators 14 were proven cor- 
rupt by an investigating commission. 

Now, I want to tell you how the negro is treated in the North. 
Let me say to my friend from Indiana that one of the leading 
negroes of the South—Booker Washington—knows more about 
the negro than he does. What does Booker Washington say? I 
read from his remarks before the industrial convention: 


It is in the South that the black man finds an open sesame in labor, indus- 
try, and business that is not surpassed anywhere. It is here that that form 
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of slaverv which prevents a man from selling his labor to whom he pleases, 
on account of his color, is almost unknown—that compels him to live in idle- 
ness while his family starves. — : 

The South gives him something more merciful than sentiment—the oppor- 
tunity to earn his bread. Hecanspend his dollar with fairest opportunity in 
the opera at the North; he can earnit with fairest opportunity at the South. 
He is excluded by the labor unions of the North. 

That is what Booker Washington thinks about the negro in the 
South and in the North. Now, let me give you some facts 
in regard to our treatment of the negro in the South. The 
South evolved him from barbarism. It required slavery to do it. 
The North. aided by Europe, emancipated him; and now the 
South is bringing him up along with it. As the South grows in- 
dustriously—as it grows in wealth and education—the negro is 
being carried along. He is not allowed to control the govern- 
ment, because he has been shown to be utterly unfit for it. He is 
protected in all his dearest rights except the right of voting, and 
he does not care to vote. ; 

Why, sir, to-day every negro in South Carolina who can read 
and write may, if he chooses, go to one of the registration offices 
of the State and become a registered voter. Fifty thousand of 
them can do soif they wish. But you can not get them to do it. 
Why? Because they would rather save the dollar which would 
be required as poll tax. They know that they can not carry the 
elections. They know that nothing can be gained by their votes, 
except to fatten their leaders with Federal patronage. Nearly all 
of them belong to the ‘‘ Emancipation party,” and always will, I 
suppose. They know that the intelligence of the State is going to 
control. The know that if they vote the white people are going 
to stand together solidly, and I tell gentlemen on the other side 
that if there is anything in the world that is going to break up the 
solidity of the South it is what you term ‘‘depriving the negro of 
the right of suffrage.” 

For that reason I want a reasonable number of the negroes, 
short of a majority, toregister. It is the best thing for South 
Carolina; it will be the best thing for the other Southern States, be- 
cause there are, as all the newspapers show, signs of disintegration 
among the Democracy of the South. Various planks in the plat- 


ing Democrats away from the faith of generations, away from 
the political faith of their fathers. But they are not going to 
leave the Democratic party. Why? Because they recognize the 
force of the color menace. They know the salvation of their 
homes, ‘the prosperity of their State, depends upon white domina- 
tion, and they will surrender their national politics in order to 
secure white home government. My friend can not do the Democ- 
racy of the South a better service than he is doing to-day. I hope 
he will keep it up for at least ten years, to save us at least that 
long. [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman talks about education in the South. We are 
educating the negro. In South Carolina each year there is raised 
and applied for education, from various sources, an amount equal 
to 5 mills upon the assessed value of the property of the State; 
and there are more negroes than whites enrolled in the schools. 
During the past thirty years, according to Dr. Harris, Commis- 
sioner of Education, the South has spent more than $100,000,000 
for the education of the negro, and he has not contributed 5 per 
cent of the amount. 

Nowhere on earth is he so well or fairly treated as in the South, 
and I cheerfully do him the justice of saying that I do not believe 
that ou the face of the earth can be found more faithful or satis- 
factory servants, domestics, and farm laborers, specially adapted 
as they are to certain sections of the South. He is all right in his 

lace, and will continue to prosper and be contented with it. 
Vith us he gets work, protection, and justice: with you he gets 
nothing except his right to vote the ‘‘ mancipation ticket,” with 
— a piece of an office thrown in—your only use for him is his 
allot. 

_ Now, the plain answer to all these arguments is the way the 
South is growing. The South could not be making such tremen- 
dous progress and development as she is if the condition of dis- 
order existed there as my friend would have this House believe. 
Our factories are rapidly growing, and not wholly by Northern 
capital. The gentleman from Massachusetts {[Mr. LOVERING] can 
tell you that. Of all the capital that is invested in the mills in 
my State, not 14 per cent of itis from the North. It is Southern 
capital, and evidences the progress and development of that coun- 


try. I mention that particular industry because you are more | 


familiar with its reputation than any other. We not only make 
the cotton, but we manufacture it and we export the manufac- 
tures. The South to-day exports over one-third of the total ex- 
ports of this country, nearly $400,000,000 annually. We have got 
something else to do down there besides hunting negroes, much 
as the statement may surprise the gentleman. 

Now, I will refer to some mistakes that the gentleman made 


| 


| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 7 


is beneath her dignity, and there should be no necessity for it, 
| But I will answer some things that he refers to. He says: 


Other States than those mentioned have restrictive qualifications upon 
manhood suffrage, but they are of such a character and apply to such condi 
tions that it can not be said that in any particular State they directly and 
necessarily disfranchise a sufficient number of citizens to materially affect 
the basis of representation. 

Now, in Massachusetts in 1890, according to the census, there 
were 263,432 illiterate persons, who must be excluded from rep- 
resentation, according to my friend's position. In Connecticut 
there were 49,698. So the South is not the only country where 
that condition exists to an extent ‘‘to materially affect the basis 
of representation.”’ 

Now, here is what he says about lynchings in the South: 

The perpetrators of these crimes against civilization do not make the poor 
excuse that the penal machinery is inadequate, and the most appalling aspect 
of the situation is that in some of the most atrocious instances of mob exe 
cution the work is done in broad daylight, and no effort is made on the part 
of the perpetrators to conceal their identity. No prosecution ever follows. 

He ought not to have brought Indiana into the question in this 
indirect way in the light of what has recently occurred at Rock- 


| port, where two negroes charged with murder were hunted down 


with bloodhounds and brutally lynched, and the third pursued toa 
neighboring town the day following and murdered in cold blood. 
How can he with any regard for the fair name of his State have 
the audacity to introduce such a subject upon this floor? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Three negroes lynched in two days! 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Doesthe gentleman believe that one-half 
of the Gulf of Mexico could be polluted and the other half remain 
pure? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is just what we are talk- 
ing about; we claim your half is just as rotten as ours. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, That is simply a side remark 
which the gentleman frem Indiana has made. We say that there 
are more convictions of negroes in proportion to the number in 
the North than there are in the South, that in proportion to the 
respective populations there are more negroes to-day in the pen- 
itentiary in the North than there are in the penitentiary in the 


form of the Republican party and other considerations are entic- | South. There the negro gets protection. Do not be afraid about 


| that. Wedo not protect him in one crime; we never will. As 


| long as he commits it he will be promptly lynched, certain, sure, 


just as he will be in any other section of the country. But when 
he commits other crimes he gets his trial by jury. 

And, as if he were determined to show how utterly and monu- 
mentally ignorant he is concerning our conditions, he says: 


With their natural manufacturing resources and cheap, tractable labor, 
the field is peculiarly inviting to capital. The employer is free from the 


| annoyances that labor orgauizations sometimes give in other sections, and 


with simplified machinery and the coercive force of penal laws, the négro 
becomes as efficient a factory hand in many lines as the white man. Capital 


| will continue to be attracted by such favoraple conditions, and the products 


of cheap. servile toil will continue to be sold in competition with the products 
of intelligent, independent labor in other sections of the country. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as matters of fact,in all the Southland there 
are but two small cotton factories run with negro labor, and in 
my humble judgment and with my fervent hope both of them 
will soon cease the experiment. In none of them is there now or 
ever will bethe joint service of bothraces. The white race would 


| not permit it there any more than in the North. The negro can 


about South Carolina. Iam not going to enter into any extended | 


argument. I deny the right of any member to bring my State 


never become a competitor with our white people in the mills, for 
the simple reason that by nature he can at best make but a very 
inefficient operative, while, as I clearly established on this fioor 
two years ago, there is no mill help in the world that can compare 
in character, intelligence, blood, and efficiency with that of the 
South, composed as it is of our own people, heirs of two centuries 
of Southern spirit, independence, intelligence, and love of country. 

Nor is he any nearer the fact when he states that labor organi- 
zations are unknown to the operatives in the South, though he is 
undoubtedly correct in the collateral statement that negro labor 
is wholly unorganized, In no possible contingency will he ever 
be admitted into Southern labor organizations—the color line, to 
a dead certainty, will always bedrawn inthem. As yet the mill 
operatives have not, to any great extent, formed themselves into 
unions or organizations, but, of course, it is but a question of a 
few years at most when they will find it convenient and to their 
interests to do so—it has already begun—not because of any an- 
tagonism to capital or the mill managers and owners, for they 
now cooperate amicably, but for the same reason that has caused 
labor the civilized world over to organize—its own benefit and 
protection. No reasonable man will object to it, and no amount 
of unreasonable objection can avail against it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there are some very amusing 
features that have been presented by this debate. The gentleman 
from Illinois |Mr. Hopkins], in support of the committee bill, 
took up the bill of the minority and showed very conclusively 


upon this floor for trial—not that I am afraid to meet it, but it | that it was framed upon entirely illogical, unfair, and uncertain 
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mathematical computations, and then he blandly admitted that 
his bill was based upon precisely the same mathematical calcula- 
tions. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLEFIELD],in support | 
of the minority bill, took up that of the majority and satisfied | 
everyone that an illogical, unfair, and unsafe basis had beenadopted | 
for the construction of that bill, and then admitted that the bill 
which he advocated was based upon precisely the same principles, 
excepting that he arbitrarily injected into the bill which he sup- 
ported Representatives from three other States that were not war- 
ranted in any sense by the mathematical computation. 

A great deal of time has been spent in trying toshow the justice 
of the various bills. And yet every gentleman who stops to think 
about it knows that it is absolutely impossible for any man to 
have a scheme that will be absolutely just to the people of all the 
States. In the very nature of things it can not be done, and there- 
fore it appears to me useless to waste time in these various com- 
parisons. Take, for instance, the bill that has been lauded here by 
the minority of the committee as containing peculiarly the features | 
of essential justice. Yet that very bill, notwithstanding their | 
declarations that all major fractions are represented, leaves the 
State of lowa with a majority fraction of 106,000 without the in- 
crease that should be given to a majority fraction. 

How do you account for that, gentlemen? You get right up to 
the next number to that which would give Iowa this additional 
representation, and there you stop, yet you claim great virtue for 
yourselves because of the exact justice that is manifested by your 
bill, The truth is, gentlemen, you can not any of you be just. 
You can not divide by any divisor so as to give to every man 
exact representation in this House, and therefore we might as well 
discard that. Why should you insist about majority fractions? 
Suppose that the divisor is 200,000, and here is a major fraction 
of 100,001, which has representation. Were is another fraction, 
that is not a majority fraction, of 100,000. You deny representa- 
tion to that, and yet it may be a babe 6 months old that consti- 
tutes the major fraction. You mightsuggest that you are giving 
representation in this House to that baby. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that the whole question involved here is 
one of expediency. What is the better size? What number of 
Representatives can best perform the duties that devolve upon 
them in a deliberative body? Not this body, for I am willing to 
confess here that it presents none of the features of a deliberative 
body [laughter], but that deliberative body that we ought to 
have. The fathers gave us their opinion with regard to this mat- 
ter. When they provided for 26 Senators they provided for 65 
Representatives. That was their idea. They thought that the 

olitical power of a member of the Senate should be two and a 
half times greater than the political power of a Representative. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I would ask the gentleman 
what was the proportion in the last census? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will possess his soul in pa- 
tience he will find that Iam talking about what the fathers did, 
and the fathers did nothing with regard to the Eleventh Census, 
so far asl am advised. [Laughter. | 

That was their idea. How is it in the different States? In the 
State where 1 live there are 50 senators and 100 representatives. 
In the State of Illinois, I believe, there are three representatives 
to one senator. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Fewer than that in Ohio. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think that in the majority of the States the 
proportion is less than three to one. There is a consensus of 
opinion, at least in some degree, that might enlighten us. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I believe it is the duty of Representatives | 
here to preserve the political power with which they are invested 
as compared with Senators. Senators have on a number of occa- | 
sions increased the number of Representatives, or it has been done 
in the Senate. You have noticed, undoubtedly, that we have been 
favored with the presence of Senators during the discussion of | 
this bill as we are not on other occasions favored. A great inter- 
est, newspapers inform us, is being taken by those of a certain | 
character, attempting to influence this House in the direction of 
an enlargement of its membership. Why? Because the larger 
this House becomes the greater proportionate power does the Sen- 
ator retain as compared with the Representative. It is too much 
now, and yet the House is all the time consenting to augment it. 

Why should we, where it is unnecessary, constantly insist that 
the appointing power should be limited to control by the Senate? 
Why should all the inferior Federal officers hold their induction 
into office because of the advice and consent of the Senate? We 
are constantly augmenting the power of Senators, while they are 
constantly curtailing ours. It is unwise. I think there is some- 
thing in this for consideration. Gentlemen tell us now, who are 
advocates for enlarging this House, on other occasions that the | 
fact of an enlarged House justifies a system of government in the 
House that is destructive to the individuality of members, and | 








absolutely destructive of the representative power that the Con- 
stitution gives us and that cur people fondly think we enjoy. 
When you attack the system of rules that we have, that is 
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vicious in every degree, that is harmful to the individual charac- 
ter of the member, that is harmful to the deliberative charac- 
ter of this body, that absolutely destroys it, and puts it beyond 
the power of any individual to participate in legislation or to 
bring to the consideration of this House any measure, no matter 
how important it may be to him or to his people, without he gets 


| the consent of another person, another Representative—when 


you attack that vicious system, you are told that it is because the 
House is a mob, because it has been so enlarged that individual 
responsibility does not weigh upon the members; because there 
is no possibility in the confusion of the vast number to secure 
that deliberation that is necessary to the proper discharge of pub- 
lic business. On those occasions the House is too large. =. 
lieve it is wiser, I believe it would be better for the people, and 
it would be better for the individual membership, to decrease 
rather than increase the number of Representatives, 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if he would vote for an amendment to the Hopkins bill 
fixing the number at 350 instead of 357, and thereby reduce the 
representation of Iowa from 11 to 10? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; I would not do that. But I will say 
this, if the committee in its wisdom, after an examination of the 
whole subject, had introduced a bill of that character, I would 
have supported it. [Applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that any corresponding 
good will come to us by this enlargement. Let me remind the 
gentleman from Virginia that the time once was when the State 
of Virginia had 24 Representatives in this House. In my judg- 
ment—— 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to ask the gentleman 
what census that was. 

ae HEPBURN, I have forgotten; the number was between 
22 and 24. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Twenty-three was the highest num- 
ber of Representatives that Virginia ever had. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Icamewithinoneof it. [Laughter.] I take 
it that every argument that could be made to-day for increasing 
the Representatives of this House so that Virginia shall continue 
the Representatives that she now hascould have been made at the 
time when she had 23. Suppose that that argument had been ef- 
fective, and suppose at each recurring period when it was made it 
had influence, what would have been the number now? More 
than 800 members would have seats upon this floor. There was a 
time when the State of Maine had 8 members. 

When it was proposed to diminish that number, I have no doubt 
but that there was some eloquent son of Maine who made sub- 
stantially the same argument that was made here the other day; 
and yet if that argument had been potential, if that number had 
been continued up to the present time, and other States had the 
representation that they would have had, to-day there would be 
771 members entitled to seats upon this floor. And has Maine suf- 
fered? Certainly not. As the people have learned from time to 
time, when they must lose in quantity they have so improved the 
quality that Maine certainly to-day has no cause to blush for her 
representation on this floor. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Will the gentleman permit a question 
in that line? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, if the gentleman desires to ask me if I 
want tosay the same thing for Virginia, I will say, unhesitatingly, 
“yes.” [Great laughter. | 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would ask the gentleman if this 
apportionment had taken place two years ago instead of now— 
when Mr. Reed was Speaker and Mr. Dingley the leader of the 


| majority—if he thinks such a bill as this would ever have been 


reported here? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, Mr. Speaker, Iremember well the potency 
of the Speaker. amet I remember that a particular :ndi- 
vidual at the time mentioned had his great power as an individual 
reenforced by the surrender of my power and that of every other 
member of this House into his hands. Whether he could have 
controlled the committee I do not know, but I am inclined to 
doubt it. 

Mr. Speaker, I want this House to have the largest number of 
persons that it can to discharge the business that it has to trans- 
act; but Ido not want its number to be so augmented as will 
furnish an argument for the binding of the hands of the individual 
members of the House. And I know, and every one of you know, 


| that it will be urged, and that it will have its effect upon certain 


members who have to vote upon a question of the rules before 
they have had an opportunity to chafe under the restraints and 
tyrannies of those rules. 

And I know that when the placid gentleman now occupying 
the chair. the leader upon this side, my venerable friend on my 
right, and a corresponding number of gentlemen occupying cor- 
responding positions on that side of the House, in the early days 
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of the session, when the neophyte is here and has not been hazed 
[laughter], he sees them standing up as advocates of a retention 
of the rules without change, he naturally says to himself, ‘‘ This 
must be all right, or such leaders, who have the confidence of the 
American people, would not be their advocates,” forgetting, or 
never knowing in his innocence, that these gentlemen belong to 
the charmed circle [laughter]; that these gentlemen, because of 
their great eminence, because of their marked and recognized 
superiority, have a power in this House that is above rule, or that 
compels the amelioration of the rule in their behalf whenever they 
propose to invoke it. 

Mr. Speaker, I heard a gentleman in this debate, in support of this 
enlarged number, say that this House could do whatever it chose. 
I want to deny that statement. I make the assertion here that 
there is no proposition that affects the people of my State or of 
any one of the States that an individual member can secure even 
consideration of without he first addresses himself to another 
Representative and gets the consent of that Representative. [Ap- 
plause.] Iremember of hearing my friend on my right once say 
that under the rules of this House the House could do whatever 
it chose. I would yield to him a moment for the purpose of ask- 
ing him if, after retiection, he would contradict the statement that 
I have here so deliberately made? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. After the very high compliment that the 
gentleman from Iowa has seen fit to bestow on me I would not 
contradict anything that he would say. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thank you. I now appreciate the value of 
compliments, and I shall henceforth use them in the place of ar- 
guments. ae Mr. Speaker, the statement that I have 
made isa grave one. It ought not to be made without delibera- 
tion. I ought not to say to the American people that the whole 
scheme and plan of the Constitution with regard to this House of 
Representatives is subverted, destroyed, annihilated by the rules 
of this House without it was true. And I will ask any gentle- 
man, and I will yield to him if he will undertake to tell us, how 
any proposition can be brought before this House without it re- 
ceives the assent of the Speaker of the House. And even then, 
with reference to a great majority of propositions, how can it be 
brought to the House after it once has gone intothe bosom of a 
committee and that committee does not see fit to report it? 

Every member upon this floor, 356 of us, may be anxious for 
the adoption of a proposition, and it can not be brought to the 
consideration of the House by any possible means known to the 
law without the consent of that gentleman into whose hands you 
and I have surrendered the political power of our constituents. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the excuse for this? Mind you, I 
am not criticising the old Speakers or the new. I have nocom- 
plaint to make of the manner in which they administer their 
power. Iam quarreling with ourselves, and we will be asked to 
continue this robbery of ourselves, this wrong to our constitu- 
ents, this surrender of their political power—for it is theirs, gen- 
tlemen, and not yours or mine—we will be asked to continue this. 
Why? Because the House is so large, because it is so unwieldy, 
because the confusion is so great, that business can not be trans- 
acted without it. Therefore from time to time the surrender is 
made. 

I want that we shall act on this bill so that we will not give 
added force to declarations that are made in that behalf in the 
near future. I think that even with the number that we have 
there is confusion. My friend called attention to it to-day when 
the important matter was being settled as to when we should 
reach a vote upon this question. 


acted publicly here upon the floor he could not hear a word 
that was said. He could not tell whether to object or not, and 
the efforts which the Speaker vigorously exerted time and again 
were necessary in order to get that slight measure of order that 
would permit even the gentleman seated where he is to hear what 
was going on in the House. I do not want this number to be en- 
larged. I do not believe there is wisdom in the enlargement. 
This bill, as it is presented by the committee, seeks no political 
advantage—none. Itis fair, [think, on that question. Wewould 
gain, as Republicans, something under the bill proposed by the 
minority, but if we are going after things political, I am not con- 
tent with that. I want to go further. I want to increase the 
membership just 12 more—only 12, gentlemen, only 12. [Laugh- 
ter.] As one gentleman said a little while ago, ‘‘ Twenty-nine 
will make no appreciable difference in the manner of conducting 
the business in the House.” And if it will not, then the House 
with the addition of 12 more—only 12—will not make any appre- 
ciab’e difference in the transactions of the business of the House, 
and it will give to the poor, defenseless Republican majority here 
an advantage of 15. I take it, in some future House; and if we are 
going after political advantages, I want to go for the largest num- 
ber. That is the largest number we can possibly secure in any of 


Time and again the gentleman | 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] was compelled to rise in his | 


place and insist that although important business was being trans- | ¢ 
| taxes. 
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to be moved by political considerations, I want to tell you, gentle- 
men, my lofty soul can not be moved by a paltry 7. { Laughter. } 
I want 15. [Laughter and applause. | 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Ir. LONG. Mr. Speaker, we certainly have been much inter- 
ested and instructed by the speech of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]; but if we did not know that the bill under con- 
sideration was one to apportion Representatives, we would think 
that he had been discussing a proposed amendment to the rules of 
the House. 

I have listened before to the gentleman's criticisms on our rules, 
I listened to his great speech at the beginning of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, when I first became a member of the House, I realized 
then his power as a speaker, and the justness of some of his criti- 
cisms, but I remember that the rules were adopted in that Con- 
gress notwithstanding his objections. 

I was notin the Fifty-fifth Congress, but the REcorp shows 
that he made the same criticisms then. He omitted to make 
objection, for some reason, at the time of the adoption of the 
rules of the House in the present Congress, but makes his criti- 
cisms to-day instead, I remind the gentleman of the fact thatthe 
rules of the House under which we are now proceeding were 
adopted first in the Fifty-first Congress, when the membership of 
the House was 325 instead of 357; and I would like to know 
whether these rules are any more objectionable in a House of 357 
than they were in a House of 325. The gentleman's objection is 
to our rules and our procedure under them, not to the size of the 
House. 

I speak to-day in favor of the proposition for a larger House. I 
speak in favor of the proposition for a House that will recognize 
the increase of population in this country in the last ten years. I 
am in favor of a House that will follow the precedents of half a 
century by an increase in membership to keep pace with the in- 
crease in population. lam not willing to go back to the appor- 
tionment act of 1850 as a guide for my footsteps, even though it 
is indorsed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

But while [ differ from him in regard to the size of the House, 
I agree with him that it is impossible under the Constitution to 
do equal and exact justice to all the States in an apportionment 
bill. The members of this House were certainly convinced of that 
fact by the criticism which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS] made on the bill of the minority, that it did injustice 
to certain States; and they also realized from the speech of the 
gent!eman from Maine | Mr. LITTLEFIELD] that the bill of the ma- 
jority did injustice to some of the States. 

The statements of these two gentlemen are absolutely correct 
and show the impossibility of enacting a law that will exactly 
apportion Representatives among the several States. 

The Constitution provides that Representatives and direct taxes 
shall be apportioned among the several States according to their 
respective numbers. Direct taxes can be exactly so apportioned. 
When the amount of the tax is determined it can be apportioned 
among the States according to their respective numbers, for the 
reason that a dollar can be divided into 100 parts, and those parts, 
by the use of fractions, can be still further divided, so there is no 
difficulty about the apportionment of direct taxes to an absolute 
certainty. 

But when we come to the apportionment of Representatives, 
and assume a certain number as the size of the House, a difiieulty 
arises from the fact that the population of the different States 
varies, and it is impossible to divide a Representative. If the 
population of each State could be accurately and equally divided 
by any ratio and no remainder left, then Representatives could 
be apportioned with the same accuracy and equality as direct 
But this can not be done, and so from the organization of 
the Government up to this time, every ten years when an appor- 
tionment bill is up for consideration, this question has been de- 
bated and discussed and has been the cause of as much argu- 
ment and controversy as any nonpolitical question that has arisen 
in Congress. It has attracted the attention of the best minds of 
the century. 

From the time that George Washington vetoed the first appor- 
tionment bill, after full consultation with his Cabinet that in- 
cluded Hamilton and Jefferson, down through the century, we 
find that Madison, Webster, Clay, Trumbull, Conkling, Edmunds, 
Garfield, and many other statesmen of the country have given 
their best thought to this question of making the apportionment 
of Representatives as nearly fair and equitable as is possible under 
the circumstances. 

THE BILLS OF THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE. 

I call attention to the fact that the bill of the majority, on a 
computation of 357 members, gives on even diyision 335, while 
there are 4,595,126 persons who are unrepresented after that 
division. What does the bill of the majority do? It gives repre- 
sentation to the four States of Delaware, Idaho, Nevada, and Wy- 
oming. It is compelled to do that under the provision of the 


the propositions that are made between 350 and 400, and if weare ! Constitution which requires that each State shall have at least 
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ove Representative. Then it takes 18 of the largest fractions in | 
the different States and accords Representatives on those frac- 
tions. Then the majority, in effect, say: 

We can go no further. Our process uses fractions until we 
reach 357 only, and we are compelled to leave 23 States with frac- 
tions aggregating 1,384,468 without any representation on those 
fractions. 

What does the bill of the minority do? On even division, on 
a computation of 384, it secures 360. Then, after giving those 
4 States Representatives, which it is compelled to do under 
the Constitution, it takes 22 other States with major fractions 
and accords them Representatives on their fractions, and then 
the minority say, ‘‘ We are unable to accord representation to 
1,031,056 persons in the United States.” In their bill they accord 
representation to 253,712 more persons in the different States than 
the bill of the majority, and, in my opinion, that is getting 
nearer to exact justice, nearer to equity and the rights of all the 
States than does the bill of the majority. Now, what is the dif- 
ference between the two methods? In what respect do they differ 
in their plan of operation? 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish toask the gentleman, under his ratio— 
under the table 384—after making the divisions and aggregating 
the remainder, does he not have a larger number unrepresented | 
than under the table of 357? 

Mr. LONG. Wedonot. The difference is 253,712 in favor of | 
our proposition. We give representation to that many more 
people. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will allow me to correct 
him, under the table of 357 the remainder is 4,595,126. Under the | 
table of 384 the remainder is 4,660,386. 

Mr. LONG. If my friend from Iowa will remember, I have 
just given those figures; but the bill ofthe majority accords Repre- 
sentatives to fractions, until the remainder, 4,595,126, is reduced 
to 1,384,468. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Those are minority fractions, are they not? 

Mr. LONG. No; they are only minor fractions in Nevada and 
Wyoming which, under the Constitution, receive one Representa- 
tive each. There are major fractions in all other cases. The bill | 
of the minority accords Representatives on fractions and reduces 
the remainder, 4.460.386, to 1,031,056. This bill reduces it 253,712 | 
more than the majority bill does. The unrepresented population 
in the United States is 253,712 fewer under the minority bill than | 
under that of the majority, and I ask the gentleman from Iowa | 
whether that is not nearer to exact justice in an apportionment 
than the bill of the majority? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think it makes any difference one 
way or the other as a matter of justice. 

Mr. LONG. That is the difference between the gentleman and 
myrelf. I think Congress under the Constitution should adopt 
such method or methods, such process or processes, that will give 
representation to as many people in the different States as possi- 
ble and leave as few people in the different States unrepresented 
as possible. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then, let me ask the gentleman why he does 
not go still further, so that his divisor will bea lessnumber? The 
smaller the divisor the more certainty there is of having exact 
and equal justice in the distribution of power. Why not go to 
400 as the total membership of the House? 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman present an amendment for 400? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Youare talking about what ought to be done. 

Mr. LONG. Is the gentleman ready to proposesuch an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly not. 

Mr. LONG. If he will propose it, I will support it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But in your anxiety about doing exact jus- 
tice why do you not go still further? 

Mr. LONG. In the minority bill we have recognized the in- 
creased population in the country since the last census, as | will 
show before I conclude, and we have enlarged the House, follow- 
ing the precedents of prior apportionments. We have made no | 
greater increase than was made in the apportionment of 1882 and | 
in that of 1891, 


THE DIFFERENCE IN METHODS BETWEEN THE BILLS. 


The difference between the two bills is this: The gentleman from 
Illinois—and I would like to have the attention of my genial friend 
from that State—the gentleman from Illinois takes 357 as the fixed | 
number. He divides the constitutional population of all the States | 
by that. He gets the ratio in that manner. Then he divides the | 
population of the different States by that divisor and obtains a 
certain number on even division, and that number is 335. 

He has a number of fractions left over in the different States. | 
He accords representation to the 4 States of Delaware, Idaho, | 
Nevada, and Wyoming, as he is compelled to do under the con- 
stitutional provision that each State must have at least 1 Repre- 
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sentative, and then to the 18 States having the largest fractions he 
accords Representatives, When he reachesthe number 357 he says, 
‘*Even though I have done injustice to Colorado, Florida, and 
North Dakota in not giving them representation on their major 
fractions, yet I am compelled to refrain from doing so because my 
process will not admit of it.” 

The minority of the committee believe with him that there 
should be a certain assumed number as the size of the House, but 
they differ from him in this, that they do not believe that that 
number should be absolutely fixed and invariable. They believe 
that it is just and right to vary from that number whenever it is 
necessary to give representation to major fractions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will it trouble the gentleman if I interrupt 
him? 

Mr. LONG. Not at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not desire to interfere with the gentle- 
man atall. On that principle, if you wanted to carry that on so 
as to take care of every major fraction, is it not a fact that you 
can not stop short of 395? 

Mr. LONG. It is afact under your process. 

Mr. HOPKINS. We will not call it anybody's process, but un- 
der the figures presented by the Director of the Census, and under 
which, it is claimed by the minority of the committee, the bill is 
in part framed, is it not a fact that in order to have all the major 
fractions cared for you can not stop short of 395, with a ratio of 


| 188,774? 


Mr. LONG. It is a fact that you can stop anywhere you want 


| tostop. You can assume any number you want to assume in the 
| first instance, and then, in making your division, do it with the 


understanding all the time that you are not bound to the original 
assumed number, but that you must goon and give representa- 
tion to the major fractious until you give representation to every 
major fraction that exists. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, if my friend will allow me, under the 
bill that is advocated by the gentleman, with the number that 
they propose to fix as the membership of the House, there are ma- 
jor fractions in both the States of New York and Pennsylvania, 
and if you include those States it wi!l keep you on until your each 
the number 395, at which number you dispose of all of the major 
fractions and allow each State representation. 

Mr. LONG. I want the gentleman’s attention once more, and 
I hope that he will be fair on this question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. LONG. Thecomputation is made on the Table 384; but on 
that computation 2 States,and 2 States only, have major fractions 
unrepresented—the States of Virginia and Nebraska. When you 
take the Table 386 and attempt to give representation to ever 
major fraction on that table you find that you have 6 States wit 


| major fractions—Iowa, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Ne- 


braska, and Ohio. That is when you take 386; but when you take 
384 you only have 2 States under the table without representation 
on major fractions. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Now, right there. When you take 386, then 
there are 6 States instead of 2 that have major fractions. 

Mr. LONG. That is right; that is, when you make the compu- 
tation on 386. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then you keep on increasing in order to dis- 
pose of the major fractions until you get to 395, and at 395 no 
State loses anything and every State is treated exactly alike. 

Mr. LONG. Ido not admit that it is nece sary to go to 395. I 
hope the gentleman will understand that. He is wedded to a par- 
ticular process that recognizes only a sufficient numberof fractions 
to reach the original number. This House, in my opinion, is not 
tied to that particular precess. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman 


| unnecessarily, but I wish to say this: I have never contended that 


the House did not have the right to do whatever it chose. My 


| proposition has been that if you take a process in order to deter- 


mine the membership of the House, science and mathematics 
require you to follow it out and to treat every State alike under 


| that process. 


Mr. LONG. I want tocall the attention of the gentleman again 
to the fact that we do not believe in following his process without 
any variations. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; but the gentleman must bear in mind that 
in mathematics you have got to follow out a proposition to its 
logical result. You can not take 384 and give representation to 
part of the States, and then adopt some other process, because 
that is not treating the States fairly. Either you must take the 
process and follow it through to its logical, legitimate, and mathe- 
matical result, or you must abandon it entirely and then make up 
your representation on some system of your own. 

Mr. LONG. Not at all. The gentleman speaks of doing in- 
justice to States. I have admitted that this process of yours and 
the plan under which the minority are operating will result in 
injustice to some States. If that was not the situation we would 
not be discussing this bill here to-day. 
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THE WEBSTER REPORT OF 1832. 


I now call the gentleman’s attention to the controversy that we 
had the other day, when, during the course of his remarks, he 
claimed that he was mg bg the plan laid down by Mr. Web- 
ster, and he said that . Webster in the Senate amendment 
adopted a certain number, and that by according Representatives 
to all major fractions he reached the original number that he had 
assumed in the first instance. I want to call his attention to the 
fact that he has made a misstatement in that respect and has at- 
tempted to mislead the House. 

This question has been the subject of great and extended dis- 
cussion, simply on account of the fractions that remained after 
dividing the population of the different States by the ratio that 
was either assumed or found on some preliminary basis. 

From the first apportionment down to 1832 fractions in every 
instance were disregarded, and no representation was given 
on them. In 1832 the House i passed a bill denying repre- 
sentation on fractions. It reached the Senate and, after some 
consideration, was referred to a committee, of which Mr. Webster 
was chairman. A report was made on the bill in which the whole 
question was fully discussed. Like every other question to which 
that great constitutional lawyer and statesman directed his atten- 
tion, he proceeded to illumine the whole subject, and his report 
has formed the basis of much of the discussion on this question 
since that time. 

In the first place, in this report Mr. Webster lays down the doc- 
trine of the inability to do equal and exact justice to all. He 
states that it is impossible to make an apportionment that is ex- 
actly just and equitable to all States; and he says that part of the 
Constitution which requires us to apportion members among the 
several States according to their respective numbers means as 
near as may be; and that is what we are endeavoring to do, And 
he further laid down this proposition: 

The next thing to be observed is that the Constitution prescribes no par- 
ticular process by which this apportionment is to be wrought out. It has 
plainly described the end to be accomplished, viz, the nearest approach to 
relative equality of representation among the States; and whatever accom- 
plishes this end, and nothing else, is the true process. 

Further on he says that— 

It may be necessary to employ several processes in order to accomplish 
the nearest approach to exact justice among the different States. 

There is one proposition that Mr. Webster lays down that I want 
to call to the attention of the gentleman from Illinois, and that is 
the one we are contending for; and it runs through an entire po- 
litical system. When we apportion delegates in our political 
conventions in the different States we accord representation for 
so many votes cast for a certain candidate in a previous election 
in the township or county, and one for every major fraction. All 
over the country representation in State and district conventions 
is given to major fractions, and I insist that we should recognize 
this principle in the passage of this bill, as it always has been done, 
with the exception of the act of 1850. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now will the gentleman allow me, right there? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In your bill as you report it are there not 
States with major fractions that are unrepresented? 

Mr. LONG. There are not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know that in the 
State of Pennsylvania, under the minority bill, there is a major 
fraction of 120,515 that is unrepresented under that bill? 

Mr. LONG. The State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. The State of Pennsylvania has a fraction of 88,291, 
which is not a major fraction. 

Mr. HOPKINS. On what membership? 

Mr. LONG. On acomputation of 384, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Three hundred and eighty-four. Is your bill 
predicated on a membership of this House of 384 or 386? 

Mr. LONG. Our proposition is—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Answer my question. 

Mr. LONG. I will answerit. We finally make a House of 386. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, with 386, the tables show that there are 
120,515 people in Pennsylvania that are unrepresented. 

Mr. LONG. Weare bound by the Constitution and not by the 
gentleman's tables. 

Mr. THROPP. Will the gentleman permit me an inquiry? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. THROPP. With reference to the fraction of which the 
gentleman from Illinois has spoken. If you make your bill 388, 
which is 2 more, Pennsylvania will have 33 members, an increase 
of 3 members instead of an increase of 2 members, as she has 
under the Burleigh bill. Further than that, if the gentleman 
wishes to reach the right conclusion, the only one thatis right, as he 
says they wish to, and therefore he claims he presents the better 
method, he can reduce the total minorities from 1,300,000 to 1,000,- 
000, and by making this House 395 members every State with a 
ma,or fraction will be taken care of and 13 minority fractions 
will remain, and this will leave only 419,017 unrepresented, 





| the gentleman from [linois to the contrary notwithstanding? 


Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania present 
such an amendment? 

Mr. THROPP. I will. 

Mr. LONG. Has it thesupport of the Pennsylvania delegation? 

Mr. THROPP. I do not know whether it has or not. 

Mr. LONG. I wish the gentleman would ascertain. 

Mr. THROPP. Ionly bring up the question now, so that the 
gentleman can consider it. 

Mr. LONG. I understand we can assume any number in the 
first place as the size of the House. That is recognized in this 
report. That is the basis and has been the basis of all apportion- 
ments, but we are not bound to work out a House and stop at that 
assumed number. That is the principle we assert. I want now 
to call the attention of the gentleman from [llinois—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. You have it all the time. 

Mr. LONG (continuing), To what this report says in regard 
to major fractions: 

If the view thus taken of the rights of the States and the duties of Con- 
gress be the correct view, then the plan ee in the amendment is in 
no just sense a representation of fractions. But suppose it was otherwise; 
suppose a direct provision were made for allowin 
State in whose population, it being first divided by a common ratio, there 
should be found a fraction exceeding half the amount cf that ratio, what 
constitutional objection could be fairly urged against such a provision? Let 
it be always remembered that the case here supposed provides only fora 
fraction exceeding the moiety of the ratio; for the committee admit at 
once that the representation of fractions less than a moiety is unconstitu- 
tional, because, should a member be allowed toa State for such a fraction, 
it would be certain that her representation would not be so near her exact 
right as it was before. : 5 

But the allowance of a member for a major fraction is a direct approxi- 
mation toward justice and equality. There appears to the committee to be 
nothing either in the letter or the spirit of the Constitution opposed to such 
a mode of apportionment. On the contrary, it seems entirely consistent with 
the very object which the Constitution contemplated and well calculated to 
accomplish it. The argument commonly urged against it is that it is neces- 
sary to apply some one common divisor and to abide by its results. 

And further on in the report the rule is stated to be this: 


Let the rule be that the whole number of the proposed House shall be ap- 
portioned among the several States according to their respective numbers, 
giving to each State that number of members which come nearest to her ex- 
act mathematical part or eee or, let the rule be that the population 
of each State shall be divided by a common divisor, and that, in addition to 
the number of members resulting from such division, a member shall be al- 
lowed to each State whose fraction exceeds a moiety of the divisor. 

Unless, says the gentleman from Illinois, you reach the original 
number that you started with, and if you do, you must stop short, 
and go no further. What does Webster say? 

It is true that there may be some numbers assumed for the composition of 
the House of Representatives, to which, if the rule were applied, the result 
might give a member to the House more than was proposed. 

The same as it does in the minority bill. The same as it does 
under the majority bill. What then? 

But it will be always easy to correct this by altering the proposed number, 
by adding one to it or taking one from it; so that this can be considered no 
objection to the rule. 

What does the gentleman from Illinoissay? ‘Stop! You must 
not go any further than the number assumed in the first instance.” 

Now, what were the facts as to this amendment in the Senate, 
In 
the amendment reported, the size of the House wasin blank and the 
apportionment to the different States wasin blank. Mr. Web- 
ster demanded a vote on the principle whether or not fractions 


a Representative to every 


| should be given representation, and the vote of the Senate was a 


99 


tie, 22 to 22, and the Vice-President cast his vote in favor of the 
Webster proposition, and the principle was indorsed by the Senate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman indorse all that Mr. Web- 
ster says in that report? 

Mr. LONG. Ido not know whether I indorse all that he says 
or not. I have found nothing yet that I do not indorse, but there 
may be some things in it upon which I might take the gentleman 
from Illinois rather than Mr. Webster. [Laughter.] But on 
this proposition, and what this particular amendment was, I 
would rather take Mr. Webster. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to read a line or 
two from Mr. Webster’s report? 

Mr. LONG. If it is not too long. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is only a line or two. 

It is enough that the State presents her own representation on the floor 
of Congress in the mode she chooses to present it. If the State were to give 
one portion of her territory a Representative for 25,000 persons, and to the 
rest a Representative only for 50,000, it would be an act of unjust legislation, 
doubtless, but it would be wholly beyond the redress of any power of Con- 
gress, because the Constitution has left all this to the State itself. 

Does the gentleman from Kansas approve of that? 

Mr. LONG. Ido. 

Mr. HOPKINS. All right. 

Mr. LONG (continuing). The minority and the majority bills 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, you are prepared to take anything. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. LONG. The principle being indorsed by the Senate, what 
happened? Two hundred and fifty-six was proposed in the Sen- 
ate and voted down. Two hundred and fifty-one was proposed 
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and accepted, and that was the Senate amendment; and if the 
gentleman from Illinois had read the report that he said he had 
in his desk, he would have learned the way and manner in which 


the Senate arrived at thenumber 251. The number assumed was | 


250, and then they accorded a Representative to every major frac- 
tion,and that increased the House to 251, the same as by assuming 
384, as is done in the minority bill, and according representation to 
every major fraction you make a House of 386. When this amend- 
ment came back to the House it was referred to a committee of 
which Mr. James K. Polk, afterwards President of the United 
States, was chairman, and he made a report against recognizing 
fractionsatall. Mr. Edward Everett, of Massachusetts, presented 
a minority report. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois to the statement made in that minority report: 

But while the minority of the committee are decidedly of opinion that the 
laws of equity and the fair interpretation of the Constitution require an ap- 
portionment on the principles of the amendment of the Senate, they recom- 
mend to the House to adopt a different number, viz, 256. This number has 
the advantage of retaining to each State its present representation in Con 
gr 

A matter that does not seem toconcern the gentleman from IIli- 
nois 
an advantage not possessed by the number 251. It is an additional recom 
mendation of the number 256 that it is the exact mathematical result of the 
rule of proportion, applied according to the principles maintained in the fore 
going statement. In apportioning a House of 250, the result isa House of 251 


And that is what the Senate did— 


and if 251 be the number assumed the aggregate result would be 252. Al 
though in practice there is no inconvenience in this result and the principle 


of the nearest possible approach to exact mathematical proportion remains | . . . 
} F to assume a certain number as the size of the House; that the 


| constitutional population of all the States should be divided by it, 


unimpaired, the number 256 has the advantage of being free from this real or 
supposed objection. The minority of the committee accordingly recommend 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senate, in virtue of which the House 
will consist of 256 members, distributed in such a manner that each State will 
have that number assigned it which comes the nearest possible to the exact 
proportion which the population of the State bears to the Union. 

That is what the minority of that committee, through Edward 
Everett, said; and if the Senate had adopted 256, the gentleman 
would be right in his assumption that they utilized all the major 
fractions and reached only their original number. But the num- 
ber which the Senate adopted being 251, he was incorrect in his 
statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman has been kind enough to refer 
to the minority report in that case. Does he not know that the 
majority report, presented by Mr. Polk (subsequently President 
of the United States), said that— 

The amendment fixed the number of Representatives in this House at 251 
members; and it is to be observed that there is no ratio or common divisor 
that can be selected which will equally apply to the separate population of 
the States? 

So that the controversy between the House and the Senate was 
not so much as to whether every majority fraction should be rep- 
resented as it was whether any fractions at all should be repre- 
sented. Up to that time, from the foundation of the Government, 
fractions had been disregarded in all apportionments. The House 


prepared a bill on that basis and sent it to the Senate; and the | 


Senate. under the leadership of Mr. Webster, found the inequali- 
ties such that they adopted a new ratio to take care of major frac- 


tions. They prepared a bill for 251 Representatives, which took | 


care of the major fractions. 

Mr. LONG. They did not prepare a bill which assumed 251 in 
the first instance as the number. Their amendment assumed 250 
as the number: and if the gentleman wants any more evidence on 


that point, I will call his attention to the statement of Senator | 


Dickerson as to how that number was obtained. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not care how it originated. My proposi- 
tion is this: The Senate struck out all of the House bill and sent 
back to the House a bill providing for a membership of 251, 
which membership took care of the major fractions. 

Mr. LONG. How did they reach that number? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is immaterial for the purposes of this 
argument. 


Mr. LONG. Itisnot. Thatis the difference here between the | 


majority and minority bills. The gentleman says that because 
we exceed the number that we first assumed we are violating the 
Constitution and all the rules of mathematical certainty. We 
say no, 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman knows that by taking 251 as 
not? 

Mr. LONG. They in the first instance took 250, and then, tak- 
ing care of every major fraction, they reached a House of 251. 
Now let me read Senator Dickerson’s statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman does that, let me say 
this: When the Senate got through with the process which the 
gentleman has been talking about, they had a membership of 251, 
and every major fraction was taken care of, was it not? 

Mr. LONG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, the difference between that proceeding 
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and the proceeding adopted in your bill is this: You have delib- 
erately taken 384, as you say, and then added 2. 

Mr. LONG. We add 2 for the major fractions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But when you get 386, you leave out two 
States with major fractions, which the Senate did not do in the 
case We are arguing. 

Mr. LONG. Which the Senate did do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no; the Senate took care of all major 
fractions. 

Mr. LONG. All major fractions on their computation, not on 
a computation upon some other divisor. Here is what Senator 
Dickerson said as to the basis of the calculation: 

The basis of the calculation was for a House of 250. 

Does the gentleman understand that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I understand that fully. 

Mr. LONG. Two hundred and fifty, not 251, 

By applying a common divisor and rejecting the fractions the House was 
reduced to 240. These were the Representatives belonging to the aggregate 
fractions; those, being given to the States having the highest fractions, would 
make a House of 250, according to the original basis of the calculation. As, 
however, Alabama had a fraction less than those of ten other States, but still 
more than a moiety of the common divisor, and as this State is a new and 
rapidly growing State and possessing, without doubt, at this time a popula- 
tion sufficient to give her another Representative, it was thought but equita- 
ble that she should have such Representative. 

The House refused to adopt the amendment of the Senate. The 
Senate finally receded, and the bill was passed without recogniz- 
ing any fractions in the apportionment. 

it will thus be observed from the reading of this report and the 
proceedings under it that Mr. Webster believed that it was right 


and the result thus obtained should be used as a divisor to divide 


| the population of each State; that in addition to the result ob- 


tained by dividing the population of each State by this common 
divisor, every major fraction should be accorded a Representa- 
tive, and that this number should be added to the number ob- 
tained on even division, even though the number finally reached 
was greater than the one assumed in the first instance. 

That is the way they reached 251—by recognizing all States with 
major fractions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman state to the House—— 

Mr. LONG. I will have to ask the gentleman to desist If he 
has any further questions 

Mr. HOPKINS. The only point Iwasgoing toinquire about—— 

Mr. LONG. Iask the gentleman to remember that my time is 
limited. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Iwill not occupy the gentleman’s time further. 

THE APPORTIONMENT OF 1842. 

Mr. LONG. The arguments made in thereport of Mr. Webster 
left their impress upon Congress and the country, and the result 
was that when the next apportionment was made in 1842, for the 
first time in our history, major fractions were recognized and 
accorded representation. The act of June 25, 1842, recites the ra- 
tio of representation and then says each State shall have Repre- 


| sentatives equal to the number obtained by dividing the popula- 


tion of each State by such ratio and then says: 

And of one additional Representative for each State having a fraction 
greater than one moiety of the said ratio, computed according tothe rule pre- 
scribed by the Constitution of the United States. 

The bill of the minority does that. The bill of the majority 
excludes three States, Colorado, Florida, and North Dakota, which 
have major fractions. 

THE APPORTIONMENT ACT OF 1859. 
W hen we come to the act of May 23, 1850, we find for the first 


| time thisironclad, unyielding process followed by the gentleman 
| from Illinois. Two things were attempted to be done by that act, 


both of which have failed in every apportionment since and will 


, 


fail this time unless the gentleman from Illinois secures the pas- 


| sage of the bill of the majority and its enactment into law. The 


first was that the Congressof 1850 said that this House had become 
large enough; thatit never should be any larger; that there should 
be no attempt to keep pace with the increase of population; that 


| the membership of this House should be fixed for all future time 


at 223, and in order to avoid the temptation of adding to the num- 
ber or interfering with it they imposed upon the Secretary of the 


3 b ; , | Interior the duty of making the apportionment under the process. 
the number they took care of every major fraction. Did they 


The act instructs him to divide the population of the United 
States by 233; that the result should be the ratio of apportionment 
of Representatives, and that he should divide the population of 
each State by this ratio and that the product of this last division 
should be the number of Representatives apportioned to such 
State: that the loss in the number of Representatives caused by 
the fractions remaining in the several States on the division of the 
population should be compensated for by assigning to so many 
States having the largest fractions an additional member each for 
its fraction as may be necessary to make the whole number of 
Representatives 233. There is the beginning of the process to 
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which the gentleman from Illinois is wedded and which he de- 
clines to vary in any particular, except that he assumes the num- 
ber 357 instead of 233. 

It will be observed that this process differs from that laid down by 
Mr. Webster in this: It makes no distinction between major and 
minor fractions; it only takes a sufficient number of fractions, 
having regard to their size, beginning with the highest, which may 
be necessary, to reach the original number fixed as the size of the 
House. 

This method was known for years as the Vinton method, named 
after the gentleman who originated it. It was followed in the ap- 

ortionment of 1852 with no variations, but it has never been fol- 
owed since, for by following it major fractions would not be 
accorded representation. 
THE APPORTIONMENT OF 1862. 


In the apportionment of 1862 the Secretary of the Interior ap- 
portioned a House of 233 under the law, and submitted his report 
to Congress. The House at that time consisted of 239 members, 
by reason of the admission of new States, and promptly passed a 
bill providing for 6 additional members, so that the size of the 
House would not be decreased. 

The bill went to the Senate and was considered there. I want 
to call attention of the gentleman from Illinois and the House to 
the remarks of Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, He tells how it was 
amended. He says: 

Take the bill as passed by the House of Representatives, that they should 
have their number 239, and then take the census of 1860 and divide the repre- 
sentative population by 239, as their bill proposes; that will ascertain your 
. <<. onand give Representatives toevery State, according to that repre- 
sentative ratio Ronmned by that result, and then give to each State having 
the fractions, if by giving them you will make them nearer to the ratio than 
they would be by withholding them, and it will give to just those States 
which I have enumerated in my amendment, taking from none. 

That made a House of 241, or 233 as apportioned by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and 8 additional as apportioned by the act, 
and it was obtained just as the minority have obtained the num- 
ber 386 in this case, by taking 239, dividing the population of all 
the States, obtaining the ratio, dividing the population of each 
State by it, recognizing all major fractions, and reaching a House 
of 241, The House concurred in the amendment and it became a 
law. 

THE APPORTIONMENT OF 1872. 


The apportionment of 1872 under the Ninth Census was first 
made on the basis of a House of 283 members. It was James A. 
Garfield’s amendment in the House that finally was adopted and 
incorporated into the bill. A determined effort was made to re- 
tain the House at 243, it having increased to that size during the 
preceding decade by the admission of the States of Nevada and 
Nebraska. The attempt was a failure, and the bill provided for 
an increase of 40 in the House. Theact gaverepresentation to all 
major fractions. 

Scarcely had the bill become a law when it was realized that an 
injustice had been done the States of New Hampshire and Ver- 
mont. By increasing the House to 283 all other States had saved 
the representation that they had at that time except the States of 
New Hampshire and Vermont. A supplemental bill was intro- 
duced in the House and passed with but very little opposition, the 
report of the committee containing this statement: 


The recent action of Congress in increasing the size of the House to 283, in 
order to save 8 States from a diminution in the number of their Representa- 
tives, has inclined the committee to recommend a further increase of 9 mem- 
bers, making the whole number 292, which is believed to be the smallest 
number that upon an equitable and constitutional apportionment will leave 
each State with at least its present representation. 

The committee adopted the method followed by the minority of 
our committee, on the basis of an apportionment of 290 members. 
It is shown in the report that 278 members would be obtained on 
even division and 12 would be secured on fractions; but the com- 
mittee did not stop, as the committee that reported this bill did, 
when the original number of 290 was reached, but proceeded fur- 
ther and gave New Hampshire a Representative on a fraction of 
55,450 and Florida oneona fraction of 56,223. Theratiowas 131,425; 
so these were not major fractions; but the report stated that thg 
reason this was done was that greater injustice would be done 
each of these States by not giving it the additional Representative 
than to other States by giving it. 

The bill became a law as it passed the House. 

It will thus be seen that the apportionment of 1872, fixing the 
House at 292, which in a few years was increased to 293 by the 
admission of Colorado, was another instance in which jealous care 
was taken to accord Representatives to States with fractions, even 
though they did not amount to one-half the ratio. 

THE APPORTIONMENT OF 1882. 

In the apportionment of 1882, under the Tenth Census, several 
propositions were made as to the size of the House, and a bill was 
reported fixing the number at 320 members. Finally an amend- 
ment was proposed by Mr. Anderson, of Kansas, fixing the number 
at 325 and apportioning them under the recognized method, but 


~ 
‘ 








this number was selected largely, as is shown by the remarks of 
Mr. Anderson, because no State would have a major fraction un- 
represented and the size of the House would not be unduly in- 
creased. 

A reference to the table used at that time will show that 309 
members were obtained on even division and that the remain- 
ing 16 members in order to reach the number 325 utilized all the 
major fractions and also two minor fractions, one in the State of 
New York and the other in the State of Texas. 

THE APPORTIONMENT OF 1891. 

In the apportionment of 1891 under the Eleventh Census, the 
committee of the House reported a bill fixing the number of mem- 
bers at 356, and used the following language giving the reasons 
for taking this number: 

Trials were made until a number was found that would give a ratio which 
in application would secure each State against any loss in its membershipand 
in no instance leave a major fraction. This number was found to be 356. 
The ratio was 173,901. The numberof members obtained on even division was 
339. The additional 17 needed to make the number 356 was secured by giving 
another member to each of the States having left to it a major fraction. 

The bill passed the House and became a law. 

From this history of apportionment it will be seen that since 
1850 major fractions have always been accorded representation, 
and never in a single instance has an apportionment act failed to 
do so. Not only that, but in several instances large minor frac- 
tions were accorded representation when it was deemed equitable 
and fair to do so. 

The report of this committee, if adopted, will be the first in- 
stance in which major fractions are disregarded and where an arbi- 
trary rule or process has been adhered to, even though injustice 
is done to several States. 

The minority insists that not only should every major fraction 
be recognized in making the apportionment, but also, if possible 
without securing an unwieldy House, that a number shall be 
fixed that will not reduce the representation from any State. 
The number, 386, under the bill proposed by the minority secures 
this result. Every major fraction is recognized, and a number is 
fixed that does not reduce the representation of any State. 

KANSAS DURING THE LAST TEN YEARS. 

The gentleman from Illinois, in his remarks the other day, hatl 
this to say of Kansas, which I in part represent: 

The trouble is not with the bill reported by the committee, but with the 
condition existing in the State of Kansas. Kansas has been cursed for ten 
long years with Populism. Capital has been driven from the State. Ener- 
getic, progressive, splendid men who sought homes there have been driven 
elsewhere. That young giant, as it was ten years ago, has been a laggard in 
the race of the States that form the Republic. Fifty-four counties in the 
State of Kansas during the ten years that the Populists have been in power 
in that State show adecrease. * * * 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as 1 was saying, in 54 counties of Kansas in the last ten 
years the population has decreased trom one-half of 1 per cent to 6 per cent, 
and taking the entire State, it has increased in population only 3 per cent— 
less than the births of the State. 

It is true that Kansas has gained but 43,000 in population in the 
last ten years. But itis not fair to referto her as alaggard among 
the States simply because the last decade has shown this small in- 
crease in population. That State, from 1860 to 1870, increased 
240 per cent, and from 1870 to 1880, 173 per cent. Itis a State 
wherein progress has been made under great difficulties, and where 
at times the courage and fortitude of the people have been sorely 
tested. 

Great prosperity was apparent everywhere in the closing years 
of the decade ending in 1890; but in 1891 times became hard, and 
the prosperity that had been ours to such a remarkable extent, 
changed to adversity. In 1893 this country experienced the great- 
est panic that has been known since 1837. The prices of farm 
products decreased to the lowest point within the memory of men 
then living, and Kansas, which is usually first in prosperity, at that 
time was first in adversity, and the people of the State early in the 
decade began to leave it in great numbers, hoping that in Illinois 
and other States they could find prosperity and happiness, which 
it was not their fortune to have in the State of Kansas at that 
time. But no sooner had they left the State, and gone to Illinois 
and other States, than this general panic was upon the whole coun- 
try, and they regretted many times the change. 

If Kansas in the midst of her misfortunes attempted to correct 
and improve financial conditions by unusual legislation, it is not 
the first time in the history of the country that this has been at- 
tempted. Kansas has not taken the initiative. 

Kansas largely assisted in peopling the new Territory of Okla- 
homa, to the south, and many persons that were enumerated in 
Kansas in 1890, in 1900 were counted in making up the total pop- 
ulation of that great Territory. 

But as Kansas was first to feel the general panic that swept 
over the country early in the decade, so she was first among the 
States to feel the return of prosperity when it came, and during 
the last four years, and especially during the last two, she has 
made wonderful advancement in recuperating the wasted for- 
tunes of her people and in returning to her old-time prosperity 
and enterprise, 
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The value of the live stock and other farm products of Kansas | 
during the last year increased in value $28,000,000 over that of | 
the previous year, and the value of those products during the | 
last two years has increased $66,000,000. The banks of the State 
are overflowing with money deposited by its citizens. They | 
have not only paid off their mortgages and discharged their other | 
obligations, but they are loaning money now to the less fortunate | 
citizens of Illinois and other States of the Republic. [Applause. ] 

W hile this progress and improvement has been apparent every- 
where in the last four years, it did not come in time to bring home 
our wandering citizens who had gone to Dlinois, Missouri, Okla- | 
homa, and other States and Territories which make a better show- 
ing in the returns of the census than Kansas. 

It is unfortunate that the chairman of a great committee should | 
have referred to the political eccentricities of our great State. 
The progressive spirit of our people has always inclined Kansas 
to experiment with new plans and policies in political affairs, but 
when found of no value she has always been quick to abandon 
them. I am myself a living witness of the political uncertainties 
of our State, but I am here to-day not to represent the Repub- 
licans of Kansas, the Democrats, or the Populists, but torepresent 
the people of the State without regard to party. If we have erred 
in the past, the gentleman from Llinois should not taunt us with 
our wrongdoing, at least atter we have fully and completely 
reformed. 

There are those of us in the State who would like to forget 
some things that have happened in the last ten years in the 
history of our State, but the gentleman from I)l'nois insists on 
fixing a number for this House that will decrease our répresenta- 
tion for the next ten years: insists that every time a roll call is 
had in this House, every time a vote is taken in the Electoral 
College, we of Kansas shall be compelled to remember that 
once we had 8 Representatives in this House instead of 7, and 
once had 10 votes in the electoral college instead of 9. He wants 
this State of ours chastised, and this as an object lesson, to be 
held up before us continuously for the next ten years, lest we 
forget the occurrences of the decade just closed. 1t is not right, 
it is not just, that this situation should obtain. 

Kansas is not here as a suppliant for favor from other States. 
She simply asks that a number may be fixed asa size for the 
House for the next ten years that will recognize the increase in | 
the population of the United States. In 1870 the constitutional 
population of the United States was 38,000,000, and Congress in | 
its wisdom fixed the size of the House at 292. By 1880 the House 
had increased to 293 by the admission of the State of Colorado. | 
The population had increased 12,000,000, and was then 50,000,000. 
Congress recognized the increase of population and fixed the size 
of the House at 325, an increase of 32 Representatives, saying that | 
32 Representatives should be given to represent the 12,000,000 
people who had been born under or had willingly come tolive under 
our flag. In 1890 the population had increased 12,000,000 more, 
and was 62,000,000. Congress recognized the increase, and at- 
tempted to keep pace with it by increasing the size of the House to 
356, being an increase of 31, saying, ‘‘ We will give 31 members to 
represent the 12,000,000 people that we did not have ten yearsago.”’ 

In 1900 the constitutional population of the States had increased 
12,000,000 more, and was 74,000,000. The House has increased to 
357 by the admission of Utah. The majority of the committee, 
for the first time in a half century, going back to the precedent of 
1850, say there shall be no further increase in the size of the | 
House of Representatives; that we shall not keep pace with the 
increase in population; that 357 members represented 62,000,000 
people, and that the same number is sufficient to represent 
74,000,000. The minority of the committee say, in line with the 
precedents of a half century, ‘* We recognize the increase in popu- | 
lation by an increase in the membership of the House of Repre- 
sentatives.”" They propose the number 386, an increase of 29, and 
declare that those 29 members shall be as a recognition of the 
12,000,000 people who are now citizens of the United States but | 
who were not ten years ago. 

At this number no concession need be made to Kansas. She is | 
accorded a Representative under the table following the strict | 
process adopted by the majority of the committee. The excep- | 
tions made are in favor of the States of Nebraska and Virginia, | 
and in making these exceptions we are following the principle | 
laid down by Mr. Webster, which has formed the basis of the | 
various apportionments since that time. 

Weare tied by no process. Weare acting under the Constitution | 
in making this apportionment, and under this high authority let | 
us make an apportionment which will recognize the increase of | 
population during the last ten years by enlarging the House of | 
Representatives to keep pace with the population, and in so doing | 
treat all the States fairly and justly, as near as may be, under this | 
provision of the Constitution as interpreted by its greatest ex- | 
pounder. [{Applause. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow]. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania {[Mr. Grow] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, in the reapportionment of members 
of Congress the first question that arises should be as to the seat- 
ing capacity of the hall in which they are to meet and dobusiness, 
for everyone recognizes that there might be a greater number 
than any hall could accommodate. We have the practical experi- 
ence with a hall of this size, so it needs no theory about legisla- 
tion, no theory as to a proper ratio for representation. 

With the Hall before us, the eye settles the question as to capac- 
ity and room for doing business. A few more seats might possi- 


| bly be added, but with those we have it is the experience of 


everybody more than half the time that not half the members of 
this aaee can hear what is being said by whoever is entitled to 
the floor. 

Some one may say that it is the fault of disorder. That is par- 
tially so, but the larger the Hall and the greater the number of 
members the greater will necessarily be the disorder. But one 
thing is true. Itisnot in the power of any Speaker of this House, 
now or at any time, to keep itin perfect order. There is only one 
way that the House can be kept in reasonably good order, and that 
is by every member keeping himself in order. The greater the 
number the more difficult it is for that to be done. 

if the size of the House isincreased—I am not discussing exactly 


| what it should be—but would there be any advantage in having 


a larger Hall than this? Now we are crowded; members are 
pressing each other on either side in their seats, A few more 
seats might be added to this Hall, thus adding to its present dis- 
comfort. If that is done, and the number must beincreased with 
the increase of population, then what can be done at the next cen- 
sus? With our experience in this Hall and the old one it would 
seem to be easy to determine what would be the best number for 
the size of the House. 

The members moved from the old Hallinto this one the first ses- 
sion of the Thirty-fifth Congress. The size of the House at that 
time was 233. It was thought in that session it would be better 
to bring the members more closely together and not to have them 
spread over the whole of this Hall. The chairs and desks were 


| : : 
| removed. The next session plush benches, such as they have in 


the British Parliament, were substituted for the chairs. They 
remained through the short session, and at the end were then 
removed, 

lt was found very inconvenient to have no place to lay papers 
or books and not very convenient sitting room. I grant the 
benches would make more room, but the members of the House, 


| judging by the trial made in 1858, would not continue benches in 


place of desks and chairs. If they would not, then there is no way 
of increasing the seating capacity of this Hall to any extent. But 
even if that could be done, it would only add to the inconven- 
ience in doing business. Probably one-third of the present mem- 
bers of the House, in the ordinary course of business, can not hear 
what is doing if they retain their seats, even with great effort on 
the part of the Speaker to preserve order. 

if the Speaker undertakes to keep the House in order by the use 
of the gavel, he makes more noise than the disorderly members; 
and if by the use of his voice, it is only a few minutes and it must 
be repeated. The experience of a hundred years with the two 
Halls—the old and the new—dissipates all theories of what should 
be the ratioof representation of the people. In the old Hall there 
were 233, and I think 241 was the most that ever sat in that Hall, 

In this Hall there has been an increase; but in the first session 
of the Thirty-seventh Cangress, in July, 1861, there were about 
150 members in the House, and that was all; but the full size of 
that House was 233, but only 150 took their seats. In the twenty- 
eight working days of that session more business was done, more 
great, vital, and important legislation was passed than in any one 
session of Congress since the Government began. The circum- 
stances of that session, it is true, were peculiar. There was no 
difficulty in anyone being heard, and business was transacte? in- 
telligently. It was unnecessary for a member to leave his seat in 
order to hear all that was said in the House. With our expe- 
rience in the two Houses, why should we attempt to enlarge the 
seating capacity of this Hail, for that is what an increase of the 
membership means, when it is already too large for the intelligent 
transaction of business? It is true the Government could build a 
larger Hall, but that would not diminish the difficulty that exists 
now, but would increase it. 

Mr. Speaker, I make no attack on the rules of the House. They 
are different from those that existed in the old Hall and those that 
existed here for a few years after the House moved into this Hall. 
But under the old rules the Reporters of the proceedings of Con- 
gress kept their seats at their desk, and if the person addressing tho 
Speaker could not be heard his speech was imperfectly reported. 
Then if the Reporters could hear the speech, all the members of 
the House could hear. 

Now, at the Reporters’ desk scarcely anyone could be heard in 
the ordinary proceedings of the House, which is conclusive that 
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this Hall is quite large enough, if not larger than a hall should 
be, for the transaction of business. A member to-day takes the 
floor to discuss some question. He goes down into the area, or 


near it, and gathers around him a few members, and a colloquy is | 


carried on among them, and that is called a deliberative discussion. 
In the proceedings in the old House and under the old rules no 
member was obliged to address the House by permission of a fel- 


low-member. Now no man can address it without such permis- | 


sion except in rare cases. 


I do not think it is a deliberative body when a Representative | 


must ask the consent of a fellow-member for time to speak on 
great questions. This practice has grown up by reason of the 


great number of members. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that in other | 
days my sentiments on some of the grave questions in those times | 


were not particularly popular with the influences that controlled 


the House, and had 1 been compelled to rely upon getting the floor | 


as a favor from the Speaker, or from any member, my voice would 
have been silent, and so with every other member on a grave 
question whose views and opinions differed from those of the con- 
trolling element in the Hall. 

An increase of the members, in my judgment, would only aggra- 
vate the evils complained of in doing business inthis Hall. There 
is not sufficient room now, and the desks have been crowded to- 


gether, so that it is almost impossible to add any more, If the | 


desks are taken out, it will only last one session | am very sure. 
The seating capacity of the Hall is what ought to be the size of 
the House, and that can not vary very much from the present 
membership. If it did, the argument used to-day for an increase 
must come with redoubled force ten years from now. 


That States send their young men and women abroad into newer | 


fields of enterprise in our country is the reason why some States 
of the Union will lose in population, and consequently in repre- 
sentation. That can not be avoided, regret it as much as we will, 
These old States that belonged to the original thirteen must nearly 
all of them lose a part of their younger population. seeking their 
fortunes in the newer West, by which States spring up in the 
wilderness with but a few people to-day, and to-morrow with their 
millions. 

For a century the younger generation of New England haveleft 
the old homestead—left father and mother—and turning their 


faces toward the setting sun have gone forth to make for them- | 
selves anew home. Thatcan not behelped. Therefore, as much 

as we regret it that any State in the Union should lose a single | 
Representative in this Hail in any reapportionment of population, | 


it is inevitable. There is no such thing as having a hall large 
enough to hold all the Representatives on a ratio of increased pop- 
ulation in the next ten and twenty years. 

The population of this country so far in our existence has 
doubled every thirty years. It will probably do about the same 
in the next thirty years, growing from 76,000,000 to at least 125,- 


000,000 people. So the time is coming when it is impossible that | 


the saine ratio of representation shall continue unless you build a 
hall so large that even the members can not see each other in it. 
No scheme could be devised whereby business can be transacted 
intelligently and expeditiously with more than a certain number of 
Representatives. When you add to that number in proportion to 
the increase of population, the intelligent transaction of business 
becomes impossible. 

We might as well meet the impossible to-day as to-morrow. The 
same question must be met under the next census, and the next 


one,and the same reasons will apply in bothcases. It will be utterly | 


impossible in a short time in the advancing future that the num- 
ber of Representatives of the great Republic can be made on any 
ratio heretofore existing. Thattimemustcome. You might just 
as well meet the question to-day as then; and if your own con- 
venience for the dispatch of business during our term is to be set 
aside and inconvenience instead of convenience substituted; if we 
are to sacrifice the intelligent transaction of public business in 


order to have undiminished representation in the old States, great | 


and glorious as they are, which by the circumstances of life can 

not be helped, we might as well meet that question to-day as any 

time. As long as the younger generation seek new fortunes in 

new homes, this question is coming to us every decade, and we 

might just as well meet it to-day as any other time. [Applause. | 
| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I find that those who support 
the minority bill have used up more time than those in support of 
the majority. I would like to have the other side use some of 
their time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pearson]. 

Mr. PEARSON. May laskif Ican addtothat thetimel received 
from the gentlemen from Indiana {Mr. CrumPackER and Mr. 
GRIFFITH}? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, there is no objection to that. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I am greatly obliged to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, who has had a good many attacks made on 


him, and particularly as I am going to vote against his bill. I 
can not compress all I would like to say in the time allotted to 
me, which I believe, with that which was given to me by the 
gentlemen from Indiana, will make twenty-five minutes. I will 
not be able to make a “ contiguous and compact” speech, to bor- 
row the language of the gentleman's bill; but I desire especially 
to give to this House, and to my peop!e, the reasons which compel 
me to vote against the Crumpacker bill, so called. 

Ishall vote for what is known as the Burleigh bill, knowing that 
it will give one more seat to North Carolina, and that that seat 
will be filled by a Democrat. I shall vote against the Crumpacker 
measure, knowing that if it should become a law there would be 
seven members from North Carolina, in the present complexion of 
politics there, and every man of them a Democrat, and the seats 
now filled by Republicans and which might hereafter be filled by 
Republicans from that State would be wiped out. 

‘That may be calleda seifish reason, Mr. Speaker. I am opposed 
to that measure at this time, first, because we have not the data upon 
which to base a uniform and permanent statute. I am opposed 
to it because it bears unequaily upon certain States. I am op- 
posed to it because it inflicts a punishment on North Carolina 
which it does not inflict upon Virginia, Georgia, and Alabama, 
which States simply take a different method of disfranchising 
their voters. 

iam opposed to it because the legislation on which it is predi- 
cated, so far as my State is concerned, is manifestly unconstitu- 
tional; and it is unwise and unjust to base national legislation, to 
last for ten years, upon State legislation which is void and will be 
so declared within three years from now. 

l am opposed to it, Mr. Speaker, because it excites at an inoppor- 
tune moment sectional prejudice and race prejudice at a time 
when, thank God, and thanks to the patriotism of William McKin- 
ley, there never existed in this country a better state of feeling 
between the North and the South, and 1 would not have that feel- 
ing disturbed unless we could enact a fair, uniform, permanent 
statute, based upon fresh and accurate figures. The laws of Con- 
gress, like the laws of nature, ought to operate certainly, equally, 
and gradually—not by jerks. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CRUMPACKER] 
that the figures which he quotes in reference to North Carolina 
are manifestly inaccurate. 

The censusreturns indicate that there are seven or eight counties 
in North Carolina in which the popu'ation in the last decade has 
decreased. Howwasthat broughtabout? It was brought about by 
theemigration of the negroes; and the nezroes emigrated from that 
State because of the harsh measures of the new régime. Certain 
counties, and particularly, as my friend from North Carolina | Mr. 
KLUTTz] knows, the city of Raleigh. felt compelled to makea new 
census by local authorities. They did not credit the figures of the 
Federal census. They did make a new census, and that verified the 
Federal returns, but it was fcund the loss was due to the exodus 
of negroes, though there has been a normal increase among the 


| whites. 


Therefore, I say to the gentleman from Indiana that his bill at 
this time can not be fair, can not be made uniform, and I-dare 
to say to the American people that when men suppress the right 
of suffrage by violence or by fraud they are just as amenable to 
reduction in their representation on this floor as when they sup- 
press or restrict that suffrage under legal discriminations, under 
so-ca'led constitutional enactments. 

I should like to address my remarks at this time especially to 
| my Democratic friends. 

{f no action is taken at this time on this question, if the Crum- 
packer bill fails, I say, as a Southern man whose people on both 
| sides have lived in the South for two hundred years, we might as 
well recognize the fact that the time will come when there shall 
be an equal power given to every intelligent vote in this country. 
| The time will come when one vote at the mouth of the Mississippi 
River will not be permitted to outweigh ten votes at the source of 
that river. I prefer that we should look this matter*squarely in 
the face. 
' And let me say to my friends on the Democratic side that when 
this race issue was acute—when there was real danger of ‘‘ negro 
domination ”"—I voted with youand against the Republican party, 
in spite of the fact that I indorsed its national principles. I know 
what you understand by race prejudice. But when the time 
came in my State that the largest majorities for the Democracy 
came from those counties where there was the largest and densest 
negro population I could not be fooled any longer by that cry; 
| and then I and others joined in the movement which overturned 
| the Democratic partyin that State. And I say to my friends that 
we might as well recognize the fact that the time is coming when 
the equilibrium of this Government will not permit such a strain 
| as that which gives ten times as much power to a Southern vote 
| as is accorded to a Northern vote. We can not say precisely 
when it will come. 
Many of us will agree—there is a Republican leader of this House 
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who is sitting before me [pointing to Mr. HEPBURN], and another | 
on my right [Mr. Hopkins], who will agree—that if Abraham 
Lincoln had lived, that if that fateful bullet had not stopped the | 
throbbing of his great heart, the troubles that grew out of recon- | 
struction, the troubles that grew out of the enfranchisement of a | 
great mass of igncrant men all at once, would have been avoided. 

But it is just as true—and the historian who writes up this 
period of our history will so say—that whatever the fourteenth | 
amendment may be called, whether it be called a blunder or, as 
some of you gentlemen would say, a crime, it has failed of its | 
purpose. Its only present effect is to give 39 seats in this House | 
and in the electoral college to the Democratic party, and to throw 
upon the Republicans of the nation such charges as the Demo 
crats habitually in each campaign make on account of it. It has 
strengthened the hands it intended to curb and crippled the crea- | 
tures it intended to aid. The fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments, instead of being muniments of right, have been converted 
into instruments of injustice; instead of being pillars of the Con- | 
stitution, they have been converted into two black signposts, | 
pointing deluded believers to theirdoom. Lincoln’s death was to 
the South the loss of her best friend. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
North Carolina has expired. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, my time, as I have already 
stated, has been gathered from various quarters; but I was to 
have twenty-five minutes altogether. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. From what source docs the gen- 
tleman get his time? 

Mr. PEARSON. From the very generous gentleman from In- 
diana [ Mr. CRUMPACKER] five minutes, from the very courteous 
gentleman from Illincis ten minutes, and from my distinguished 
friend from Indiana [Mr. GrirritH] fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But neither of the gentlemen 
from Indiana had any timeto give. The debate is being conducted 
under the order of the House 

Mr. PEARSON. Then I appeal to the sense of fairness of this 
body. It will be remembered that this morning when I withdrew | 
my opposition to an arrangement then proposed, it was suggested 
that an arrangement would be made 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time is under the control of 
the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Hopxins] and the gentleman | 
from Indiana [ Mr. GRIFFITH]. 

Mr. GROW. As it is now so near time of adjournment, and as 
no other gentleman probably desires to speak this evening, I sug- | 
gest that the time of the gentleman from North Carolina be 
extended ten minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have no objection to that if the time is not | 
taken from our side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from North Carolina may have in all twenty-five | 
minutes, to be taken equally from the two sides. 

Several Mempers. That is right. 

Mr. OTEY. I desire to know whether that arrangement would | 
extend the time for general debate? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It would not. 

Mr. OTEY. Then, of course, it would have the effect of dimin- 
ishing the time already allotted to other gentlemen. Therefore I 
object. Iam perfectly willing that the general time be extended 
fifteen minutes. I ask unanimous consent that the time be so ex- | 
tended that the gentleman may conclude his speech. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the time for general debate be extended fifteen minutes. The 
Chair hears no objection; and it is so ordered. Unanimous con- 
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sent is now asked that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 
PEARSON] may preceed for fifteen minutes longer, the additional 
time to be taken equally from the two sides, Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems a pity that a matter of | 
this importance should be put through this body in such haste— | 
in such marked contrast with the process which would be fol- | 
lowed in the Senate. This is the best proof that we could have 
that under the rules of this House we could get along just as well | 
with 600 members as with 357. [Applause.] Whatever the num- 
ber of members, you can take a man off this floor, you can gag | 
him, you can turn him out of his seat here, without giving him 
an opportunity to be intelligently and intelligibly heard. 

You do not need any better answer to the gentleman from IIli- | 
nois than the mere fact which we witness now—that it is by beg- 
ging and pleading and holding up our hands that we are permitted | 
to get a few moments to express incoherently and insufficiently 
our views on the greatest question that has been presented here | 
at this term. 

Mr. GAINES. 
the House? 

Mr. PEARSON. I voted for the rules of the House, and I am 
giad to say that we have them. We can transact more business 


| 


Did the gentleman vote for the present rules of | 


JANUARY 7, 


here under those rules in two hours than they can at the other 


| end of the Capitol in ten days. 


Mr. GAINES. By gagging everybody? 

Mr. PEARSON. And that is the best argument for an increase 
in the size of the House. Its business is transacted through its 
committees. The committees are the eyes and ears and arms of 


| this body, as has been stated by Speaker Reed. 


Now, when I was so suddenly taken off the floor I was about to 
say that the bitterness which followed the war and the assassina- 
tion of President Lincoln was followed in the South by what was 
known as ‘‘the Black Codes.” The Black Codes were followed in 
the North by what was known as the fourteenth amendment. 


| Then came military government, and then the horrors of recon- 
| struction. 


Those measures were followed in the South by the secret Kuklux 
The Kuklux Klan was suppressed by rigid prosecutions 
emanating from this end of the line; and then, when the secret 
organization was suppressed, came the open, bold, unapologetic 
red-shirt violence of 1876, which captured the State governments, 
Then came an attempt at a “force bill,” which passed this House. 
are followed? A Democratic majority of 107, I think, immedi- 
ately. 

Then there was a repeal of the last vestige of Federal legislation 
on the subject of elections. And what followed that? That was 
done, as the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. RicHarRDsON ] knows, 


| by his party in the Fifty-third Congress, and it received the stout 


and almost solid antagonism of the Republican party, but what 
was the result? The next House was Republican by over 100 
majority, showing that there was a disposition on the part of the 
people that elections should be regulated by the several States. 

But the most important thing in this series of acts and counter- 
acts, of crimination and recrimination, of taliation and retaliation, 
if I may be allowed the expression, the most significant fact is a 
thing that was omitted, and that is that there has been no at- 
tempt in three Republican Congresses to reenact any Federal 
statute on the subject of elections. That is the most significant 
thing, I believe, that has occurred in six years past. 

It means that the leaders of the Republican party have deter- 
mined to leave to the several States the regulation of the fran- 
chise. It does not mean that frauds will be tolerated; it does 
not mean that unconstitutional enactments will be made and in- 
definitely allowed; but it does mean that whenever these States 
in pursuance of the provisions of the Constitution shall so regu- 
late their elections as to bear equally upon all their people, neither 
this House, this Congress, nor the President is inclined to inter- 
fere, and I am glad to recognize that fact. 

Instead of appealing to this body for punitive laws or to the 
President for troops at the polls, I prefer to appeal to the con- 


| sciences of my people, to the spirit of the old Whigs, which has 


always been for honesty and liberty, and I want no better proof 
that this appeal will not be in vain than the petitions now circu- 


| lating in my State demanding a repeal of these monstrous election 


laws and signed by Democrats all over the State. linsert below 
a copy of these petitions, and I know that the fair-minded men 


| of all parties who have signed these demands will not allow them 


to be denied or ignored. 

The race prejudice is a thing which many of our Northern 
friends here do not understand. It is not an imaginary concep- 
tion or a fancy. It is a concrete, an obdurate, an Erenstable 
fact. Iknowit. It is this that has,in my judgment, prevented 
the South—the old slave South—from giving a solitary electoral 
vote for the Republican party in these fifteen or twenty years 


| past. 


Mr. Speaker, when will there be a President of the United States 


| chosen from the South? It will be after the measure presented in 


the Crumpacker bill, perfected, based upon a uniform and fairlaw, 


| has been accepted by the South and race prejudice has been soft- 


ened or eliminated; not before. I long to see the day when South 
Carolina will honestly vote the Republican ticket and Vermort 
will voluntarily go Democratic. 

Then we will have a free circulation of the currents of political 
thought in this country, and until such a day comes there will 
not be another President elected from the Southern States. And 
this thought emboldens me, here and now, to appeal to my breth- 
ren from the South to recognize the fact that if this measure is 
now postponed the initiative would properly come from their 
States—from Louisiana, from North Carolina, from South Caro- 
lina, from Mississippi, from Virginia, which will act next month; 
from Alabama, which will act during the year; and from the 
others, saying, ‘‘ Men and brethren, we do not require that our 
representation here shall be based upon a vacuum. We do not 
require that the negro vote shall be counted in the basis of enu- 
meration if it is not counted at the ballot-box. We will delib- 
erately surrender a part of our electoral power if we can have 
peace in our homes. And when fear is banished from our homes, 
then will come charity to our hearts, then will be the wiping 
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away of this prejudice which has been the most deterrent force in 


our affairs.” ea ; : 
Why, it is stronger than religion. It is stronger than a man’s 


conception of his oath to the Constitution. It is stronger even 


than the religion of an Arab. It makes men vote contrary to their 
sentiments. There is no discussion of economic, or social, or po- 
litical questions, in the broad sense, in the overshadowing presence 
of the race issue. 

Mr. Speaker, the race prejudice will vanish, but it will take a 
long time. The solvent of the race problem will be the alchemy 
of years, the long result of time, carrying with it certain forces 
which are already at work, which will be constantly at work in 
the future—first, the gradual but constant acquisition of property 
by the negro; second, the gradual but constant acquisition of 
knowledge by the negro; third, the gradual but constant disper- 
sion of the negroes from the congested centers of the South; 
fourth, the gradual but ever increasing division of the negro vote; 
and, fifth, more than all that, the accelerating gain of the white 
population in the matter of its increase as compared with the 
negroes, which is one of the most interesting questions now be- 
fore us. 

We have a larger natural increase among the whites than among 
the blacks, but more than that the immigration naturally pour- 
ing into this country, almost all of it white, nearly doubles the 
proportion. And so it will go on gaining from year to year, and 
in the course of time, under God's providence, that question will 
be eliminated, and then will come the dawning of a grander day, 
because I know, and I believe I can speak the sentiments of my 
friends across the aisle, we are glad that the war between the 
States ended as it did. 

We are glad that slavery was abolished. 
saying in this presence that I myself wasaslaveholder. Asachild 
8 years of age I owned slaves. How could I ~~ myself? They 
came to me by inheritance. They were mine. In the course of 
my brief lifetime there is such a change of sentiment on that sub- 
ject of slavery and such an abhorrence now in my own heart and 
such a feeling against it that I dare say here in this presence and 
before the world, as God is my judge, that I, once a slaveholder, 
would rathersell myselfthis minute thanownaslave. [Applause. | 

It shows a change, a revulsion, a revolution in sentiment, and I 
hope to God that on this race question there will be, in the proc- 
ess of time, a change. We are glad that slavery was abolished. 
We are glad that we have not two flags here on this American 
continent, not two separate governments with conflicting laws 
and antagonistic commercial systems. We are glad that we have 
one flag, one country, one common and splendid destiny. 

When we look back to the life of Lincoln, we feel that we are 
moving on in the course and toward the goal for which he prayed, 
for which he longed, for which he died; and we are glad at this 
time, Mr. Speaker, to find a successor to Abraham Lincoln in the 
White House who has uttered such words as McKinley uttered at 
Atlanta. He touched the Southern heart when he proposed to 
take care of the gravesof our fathers and brothers who died fight- 
ing for a cause that we believed to be right. He touched our 
hearts when he appointed Lee and the Gordons and Wheeler into 
our Army to fight for that flag in foreign lands. He is entitled to 
the thanks of the whole country for his magnanimous course, and 
he is entitled especially to the thanks of our Southern men, who 
always appreciate magnanimity. [Applause. ] 

APPENDIX I. 
[From Asheville Daily Gazette, November 14, 1900.] 
HOW THE WRONG WAS RIGHTED—VERDICT IN PEARSON VS. CRAWFORD. 


In the campaign just ended in this district the paramount issue was the 
merits of the contest. Mr. Crawford's partisans wore flaming red badges 
bearing the inscription “ Right the wrong.”’ The color indicated wrath, the 
words expressed the impatient confidence and suppressed vengeance of the 
manly bosoms on which the ribbons fluttered. The naked returns of the 
election tell the rest. We give below the official figures in the six rejected 
precincts, which were the only precincts rejected by the House of Represent- 
atives in determining the contest: 

Vote in rejected precincts. 


I take the liberty of 








1898. 
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recinct. ‘ lan ican 

Pear- | Craw- ,| Craw-}| ©. 
son. | ford, Moody.) Fopg. | sain. 
| | 

South Waynesville...................- | 77 313} 220} 19¢ | 262 
OU BEM dlier ts Sino inde a wadda occee cence 161| 172 250 92 | 169 
IN ge i 108 136 | 112 91 49 
OO cee oT 126 187 143 168 36 
I aes 84 135 101 145 7 
Me hc nC cence caedin 21 74 | 46 84 15 
Net Republican gain.............|. ph eel ..| a 1 ae 


The above figures show that the Republicans gained in every one of the 
rejected precincts and actually reversed the Democratic majorities in three 
of them. The result shows to the world that the voters in these rejected 
precincts did not feel aggrieved, but on the contrary felt rejoiced that the 
attempted frauds upon their suffrages had been righteously rebuked. 


APPENDIX II. 


THE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 
LAW OF 1899. 

(The following article, which was first published on September 24, 1899, 
received the indorsement of the Republican State executive committee on 
October 18, as follows: ‘‘Resolved, That the thanks of the Republicans of the 
State are due the Hon. RICHMOND PEARSON for his able and manly letter on 
the proposed constitutional amendment and the election law, and that the 
committee indorse the views therein expressed.’’} 

We are midway between the elections of 1898 and 1900. Weare far enough 
removed from the excitement of both struggles tolook backward and to look 
forward calmly and dispassionately. Next year North Carolina will be forced 
to face the gravest situation which has confronted her since 1860. 

Then the question was, Will the State secede from the Union? Now the 
question is, Will the State violate the fundamental condition on which she was 
readmitted into the Union. And the Democratic voters will have to dezide 
whether they will break the solemn promise which their chairman and 
— head made in their name to the people of the State before the last 
election. 

The good faith of a sovereign State and the ancient honor of a great party 
can not be treated or disposed of lightly; they demand thoughtful, anxious, 
and reverent consideration. 


THE FUNDAMENTAL CONDITION. 


In 1868 the people of North Carolina adopted a constitution establishing 
universal suffrage, and in June of that year the State was readmitted into 
the Union subject to the fundamental condition that her constitution should 
never be changed so as to deprive any citizen or class of citizens of the right 
to vote conferred by that constitution. 

That fundamental condition is still in force and will continue in force until 
the State attempts to break it. 

The learned gentlemen who advocate the proposed amendment will not 
deny that it contravenes the act of Congress in that it will disfranchise some 
citizens upon whom the suffrage was conferred by the act of 1868. 

These learned gentlemen will hardly pronounce the act of Congress un- 
constitutional because the validity of the reconstruction acts has been adju- 
dicated by the Supreme Court of the United States, the final arbiter, the 
tribunal of last resort, and the great Judge Cooley, in commenting upon 
this exercise of Federal power (Cons. Lim., p. 34.n), feelingly observes: 

‘It suffices for the present to say that Congress claimed, insisted upon, 
and enforced the right to prescribe the steps to be taken and the conditions 
to be observed in order to restore these States to their former positions in 
the Union.” 

And he expresses the 

‘Hope and trust that the occasion for discussing such questions will never 
arise again.” 


ANALYSIS OF AND OF THE ELECTION 


THE DEMOCRATIC PLEDGE. 


In September, 1898, Mr. F. M. Simmons, chairman of the State Democratic 
committee, issued to the people of the State an address, which was botha 
promise and a protest, in which he uses these words: 

‘* For the past twenty years or more, just before every election, the Repub- 
lican speakers, at their midnight meetings, have been in the habit of telling 
the negro if the Democrats came into power the right to vote would be taken 
away from them. 

‘First, they told them if the Democrats got the State government they 
would disfranchise them. The Democrats got the State government, and 
did not disfranchise them. Then they told themif the Democrats elected a 
President they would disfranchisethem. The Democrats elected a President, 
and they did not disfranchise them. Then they told them if the Democrats 
got control of Congress they would disfranchise them. The Democrats got 
control of Congress, and did not disfranchise them. All along the honest 
white men of the State laughed at these lies, and marveled that the negro 
did not have sense enough tosee that he was duped. 

‘*Finally the negro himself began to see through the trick. He had seen 
the Democrats in full power in the State for twenty-two years, and had 
learned from experience that that party did not propose to disfranchise him, 
and he, too, began to laugh at these liars, and finally refused to be fright- 
ened by their rot any longer. So the old Republican scarecrow had to be 
hauled down and putaway. * * #* 

“They know that the Democratic party has always stood for manhood 
suffrage, and they know that the Democratic party will never, under any 
circumstances under the sun, consent to the passage of any law which will 
take from them, however poor and ignorant they may be, the right to vote, 
or which will in any way diminish or lessen that great privilege.” 

IT GAINED VOTES. 

This promise was so circumstantial, so earnest, so indignant, so plausible, 
and so fortified by political history that italmost compelled belief; it silenced 
the warnings of intelligent Republicans and allayed the suspicions of the 
timid and ignorant and gained votes by the thousands for the Democrats, 
who actually carried the black district and carried the county of Halifax by 
1,500 majority. 

And yet, with that promise fresh on his lips, without explanation and 
without apology, Mr. Simmons himself inaugurates and leads the movement 
to disfranchise the men he had promised to defend: to sacrifice the victims 
whom his promise had deluded; to betray the confidence which had gained 
| for him the victory. 

It should be borne in mind that the act of the assembly in 1874 calling the 
constitutional convention required every delegate to that convention to take 
an oath that they “shall not require or propose any educational qualification 
for office or for voting.”’ 

The proportion, both of negroes and of illiterates, in the State at that time 
was much greater than it isnow. What would be said of the delegates to 
that convention if they had violated the oath and proceeded to pass the 
‘*erandfather clause’’ and to extol the hereditary instinct of the white man 
in | 





locating his vote as proven by the hereditary instinct of the setter dog in 
his God-given faculty of locating the quail? ; 

The only difference between the former case and the present is that there 
the members took the oath individually and here Mr. Simmons, as chair 
man, makes the pledge for his party. The sanction and binding force upon 
the honor and conscience is the same. Our amazement at the course of Mr. 
Simmons is increased by the following from the Washington Post of last 
winter: 

WHAT SENATOR CAFFERY SAID. 

“Tt was learned yesterday that the action of the North Carolina legislature 
in regard to a constitutional eves for the restriction of suffrage was 
largely based upon a visit made to this city by several leading North Caro 
lina Democrats. Among others to whom the delegation talked was Senator 
Carrery, of Louisiana, and the Louisiana plan has been accepted by the North 
Carolinians. It provides that a voter whose father and grandfather voted in 
any State prior to January 1, 1867, shall be exempt from the property and 
educational qualifications prescribed in the other articles of the State con- 
| stitution.” 
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This means, of course, that it disfranchises the negro. 

At the same time Senator CAFFERY, as he said yesterday, was very frank 
to inform the delegation that he did not regard the provision as constitu 
t a ‘It creates a privileged class,’ he said, ‘and I told the people of my 
State that it would not stand a test when they adopted it. If the legislature 
of North Carolina has accepted the same provision, I believe that they will 
find their work undone for them as soon as the matter is brought before th« 
United States Supreme Court.’ 

Notwithstanding this advice of Senator CAFFERY, in which his colleague. 
Senator McENERY, formerly ch justice of Louisiana, fully concurs,and in 
which the Post says every “jurisconsult”’ in the land concurs, most of the 
learned gentlemen in North Carolina who have favored the public with their 
views in advocacy of the amendment start out by “assuming” the constitu 
tionality of the measure. In the light of the decisions of our Supreme Court 
reviewing the political acts of the present legislature the impartial layman 
would be justified in assuming quite the reverse, because the court has been 
overruling these acts in almost every instance. 

It isamazing that the learned advocates of this measure—men of excellent 
and approved common sense,who avow their purpose boldly—should fancy 
that they have successfully concealed that purpcse in a periphrastic form of 
definition 

The ostrich on the desert, with his head in the sand and his body exposed, 

ly bird which concludes that he is successfully concealed in that in 
itude and that nobody can sce him because he can see nobody. 


PROMISE MADE TO BLACKS AND WHITES. 


Mr. Simmons’s anteelection promise was made with equal force and with 
equal solemnity to black illiterates and to white illiterates. 
He now promises with great vehemence of expression and mysterious roll 


ing of the eye that he will not disfranchise any white man, “ however poor 


and ignorant.”’ 

These men, whose ignorance is largely due to the neglect of the State, will 
naturally inquire whether a person who breaks a promise to a black man can 
be trusted to keep 4 promise to a wl hite man, and, further, to inquire in what 
code of morals the color of the promise impairs the obl igation of the promise 
and, further, to inquire if in the court of conscience and of honor the help 
lessness of the promisee and his inability to enforce performance does not 
increase rather than diminish the sanction of the promise. 

These illiterate whites, before risking their salvation to Mr. Simmons, w 

» moved further to inquire at what particular point in his lively career did 
Mr. Simmons evince his special regard for the rights of the **poor and igno 
rant’’ white man. If they go back to 1586 they will find that Mr. Simm< 
disfranchise i some 2,000 voters in Vance and Warren counties, not s aoe 
on the ground of color as because they had voted against Mr. Simmons for 

sngress 

And if they go back to 1892 they will find that Mr. Simmons, operating ur 
der the decision of Harris vs. Scarboro, disfranchised 49,000 voters, not on ac 
count of color. but because their names were not written in the registratior 
books with sufficient fullness and particularity to suit the refined, critica 
and exacting taste of Mr. Simmons 

And they will find that the Federal House of Representatives, containing 
amajority of Democrats, overruled Mr. Simmons's scheme of disfr: hi 
ment in the case of Williams vs. Settle, and that the people made haste in 1804 
to overthrow Mr. Simmons at the polls, and the Supreme Court effectively 
suppressed his methods by their ruling in Quinn vs. Lattimore. In spite of 
all this,though slightlydisfigured and somewhat discredited. here he comes 
again, still unabashed, asking poor and ignorant men to trust his naked prom 
ises and to accept his constitutional views, which have been tried and found 
wanting, tested and tattered and shattered by the people, the courts, and the 
Congress. 

SEPARATE LOCAL GOVERNMENTS. 


I take the liberty of saying that I am o pemed to negro domination and 
have never feared such domination since Halifax became the banner Demo 
‘ratic county of the State. 

I heartily indorse the act of the present legislature, chapter 488, entitled 
“An act to restore good government to the counties of North Carolina,’ 
which gives certs 1in counties in the east a separate form of government. | 
advocated a en lar measure in the legislature of 1897, and I insisted upon 
section 5, chapter 135, of the laws of 1895—in fact, wrote the original draft of 
the section } rov iding for bipartisan boards of commissioners in certain con- 
tingencies. The aim and the effect of this provision has been to safeguard 
the financial interests of these counties and render impossible incompetent 
or corrupt control by either blacks or whites. 

in my judgment this separate county government law makes the proposed 
amendment wholly unnecessary. 


SUMMARY OF REASONS. 


I now submit, without fear of argument, a summary of my reasons for 
opposing the amendment: 

1. Jam opposed to it because I am convinced that it conflicts with the Fed 
ti rai C. mstitution. 

2. lam opposed to it because I know and its advocates do not deny that ii 
violates the act of Congress by which the State was readmitted into th« 
Union. 

4 lam opposed to it because I, along with every registered voter in the 
State, have taken an oath tosupport the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, and I can not violate the law which readmitted the State without 
violating my oat! 

4. lam opposed to it because I can not accept the invitation of its most elo 
quent advocate “to sink my conscience for the public good.”’ 1 deny the pos 
sibility of promoting pub lic good by sinking private conscience 

5. lam opposed to it because it requires payment of poll tax as a prerequi 
site to voting, and this will sancethelne increase corruption in politics 

6. lam opposed toit because it will disfranchise all or none of the illiterates, 
both black and white. If it disfranchises none, it will be a useless and mis 
chievous agitation. If itdisfranchises all, it will bean act of cruelty and per 
fidy without parallel 

I am opposed to it because, instead of eliminating forever the negro ques 
tion, if it is hterally construed and strictly enforced it must leave the ballot 
in the bands of 54,000 negroes, 40,000 who can read and 14.000 half-treeds, mu 
lattoes, and quadroons, while it will take away the ballot from the humble, 
docile, and inoffensive black in the country who live on the farms and ar 
voting more and more with the men whose lands they till, if kindly treated 
by their landowner 

8. I pposed to it because it is not needed in the East, where sep: 
local governments are a! ly established, and because it is not want 
the West by either Democrats or Republicans 

%. Lam opposed to it becs © under the best construction its operatio l 
be a failure and under the worse coustruction its operation wiil be a crime 

10. Lam opposed to it bec elie v« e more completely we ti 
negro asa brute without rhts the more completely he will act 
without obligation, and because I believe that it is dangerous to the 
order, peace and progress of the State to have within ber borders a great 
body of men without master, without protection, without guide, without 
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hope, without ane restraint than the fear of punishment, and without 
higher incentive than the pangs of hunger and thirst. 
NEW ELECTION LAW VOID. 

Our new election law is the product of a cross between the Goebel law of 
Kentucky and the Tillman law of South Carolina. 

The child bears a striking resemblance to both parents. 

The human part of our machine is drawn from Goebel, the mechanical part 
is drawn from TILLMAN; but the worst partsare drawn from the brain of the 
author, who stands, like an acrobat, with one foot on Goebel’s shoulder, the 
other on TILLMAN’s shoulder, and performs feats of daring which outcluss 
his supporters and place him deservedly in the rank of Machiavelli. 

The origin of our law is seen by a glance at the following parallel: 

GOEBEL ELECTION LAW SIMMONS ELECTION LAW. 

Sec. 1. The general assembly shall Sec. 4. That there shall be a Stat 
at its present session elect three com- | board of elections consisting of sever 
missioners, who shall be styled “The | discreet persons, who shall be elect 
State board of election commission- | ors, elected by the general assem), 
ers.” at its present session. 

Srec.2. Said State board of election Sec. 5. That there shall be in every 
commissioners shall annually, not | county in the State a county board o 
later than the month of September, | elections, to consist of three discre« 
appoint three election commissioners | persons whoareelectorsinthecount) 
for each county, who shall be styled | in which they are to act, who shall be 

‘The county board of election com- | appointed as hereinafter provided by 
missioners.” the State board of elections. ; 

BE 3. Said county board shall an- Src. 7. That it shall be the duty 
nually, not later than the month of | the county board of elections in each 
Oc nee ‘r, appoint for each election | county to appoint all registrars and 
precinct in the county two judges, | judges of election in their respective 
one clerk, and one sheriff of election | counties. 
to act as such in their precinct. 

WATTERSON DESCRIBES THE GOEBEL LAW. 

The Courier-Journal, in an editorial written by Henry Watterson himself, 
said of it: 

The people may well stand aghast before the revolutionary election bill 
which has, ike some dread monster, suddenly emerged from the fastness of 
passion and error through which the legislature has been threading its tor 

ious Way. 

‘It is safe to say that the annals of free government will be sought in vain 
for anything approaching it in shumeless effrontery and unconcealed de 

1ity. The records of reconstruction furnish nothing to compare with it. 

Brownlow despotism at its worst ventured upon nothing so boldly, 
ly bad as this. 

In all the force bills meditated by the radicals in Congress during the 
daysof reconstruction there were discernible some pretense or pretext, some 
lingering memory of republican instincts and traditions. Even inthe plebi 
scites of Louis Napoleon there was the outward display of a just electoral 
process and purpose. 

‘This force bill gives the voters of Kentucky nota ray of hope. It makes 
no claim or show of fairness. It places exclusively in the hands of three 
irresponsible persons, to be named by the authors of the measure itself, tho 
entire electoral machinery of the State. That is the whole of it. In one 
word and at one fell swoop Kentucky is to become the subject of a triumvi 

e which is to decide who shall hold office and who shall not.” 


THE NEW LAW. 


Mr. Simmons appears to have overlooked one great truth in toxicology 
that a grain of poison will kill the victim, but an ounce of the same poison 
will so ‘shock the stomach that it will be rejected. Dr. Simmons has admin 
istered an overdose. The act, chapter 507, laws of 1899, entitled ‘An act to 
regulate elections,” is unconstitutional and void because: 

1, It requires an educational qualification. 

2. It virtually requires the payment of a poll tax. 

3. It confers arbitrary powers upon the registrars and judges of election. 

4. It denies the fundamental rights of man. 

Ever since the Halifax convention, that is to say, during a period of one 
hundred and twenty-four years, every election law in force in North Car« 
lina has made it the duty of the judges of election to deposit the ballots in the 
proper ballot boxes. 

Now, for the first time in the State's history, this provision is significantly 
omitted, and the voter must deposit his own ballot, and if he puts it in th 
wrong box, the ballot is void 

ANOTHER REQUIREMENT. 

Thereare not lessthan five boxes ina general election. Thereforein order 
to exercise the right of suffrage the voter must be able to read the labels on 
tl different boxes 

This requirement conflicts with article 6, section 1, of our constitution, and 

3s therefore Vv oid. 

2. The law, section 11, requires the registrar to ask the applicant for reg 

tration: 

“Whether he has listed for taxation his poll tax for the current year in 
which he proposes to register and for the year next preceding, if liable to 
pay a poll tax.” 

An¢ further, the pomne section provides: 

That if any applicant for registration who is permitted to register shall 
confess upon his examination under oath at the time he is admitted to reg- 
istration that he has not listed his poll for taxi ation for the current year in 
that year, or if he shall admit that the time of his said application ‘s after 
the time fixed by law for listing taxes, or did not list his poll for taxation 
for the year next preceding, it shall be the duty of the registraz to certify 
said fact or facts to the clerk of the superior « ourt of his county. and the sai id 
clerk shall hand such certific ate t to the solicitor for the district at the nex 
term of the superior court, and the solicitor s] all, without delay, draw anc 
send to the grand jury a billof indictment against such elector so registering 
for failure to list his poll tax.” 

INDICTMENT OF VOTERS. 

The law says to the yoter, “If you vote without listing your poll tax, y 
shall be indicted.’ 

[t is idle to contend that this does not make the listing of the poll for taxa- 

a prerequisite to voting. Where is the man who will stand an indict 

nt in order to enjoy the luxury of voting? 

iis requirement of the law isin conflict with Article VI, section 1, of our 

tution, and is therefore void. 

: Van Bokkelen vs. Canaday (73 N.C. R.,p. 222), the court declares: ‘‘The 

eral assembly can not in any way change the qualifications of voters in 

county, township, city, or town elections.” 

,nd in Railroad vs. Commissioners (72 N. C. R., p. 492) 

The constitution defines who are the qualified voters of a county (Ar*. VI, 

1), and the te gislature can notc hange the qualifications. 

in the law which we are considering the legislature has attempted to force 


; upon the people the very qualifications on which they have invited the peo- 





1991. 
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ple to pronounce judgment in the form of aconstitutional amendment. They 
attempt to put into operation tests of the right of suffrage before such tests 
have been adopted by the people. : ; 

This is condemning a man first and trying him afterwards. 

3. After the intending voter has proved his qualifications with the most 
stringent particularity by the oath of two other voters, and, in addition 
thereto, has himself taken the prescribed oath, we find in section 22 the 

lowing: 
. " Prowded, That after such oath shall have been taken the registrars and 
judge may nevertheless refuse to permit such person to vote, unless they 
van be satisfied that he is a legal voter.” 

In other words, after the applicant has furnished all the proof required by 
the law he may nevertheless be rejected and disfranchised by the arbitrary 
decision of the registrar and judge. ; 

In thecase of Van Bokkelen vs. Canaday (73 N.C.R., p. 229), Judge Rodman 
says: 

The right to vote is property, and no man can be deprived of it ‘but by 
the law of the land,’ and the arbitrary will of the registrar is not ‘the law of 
the land’ in the well-settled meaning of the bill of rights.” 


THE MASTER STROKE. 


4. We now come to the master stroke. 

Section 23 provides: 

“That a space of not more than 50 feet in every direction from the polls 
or the room in which the election is held may be kept open and clear of all 
persons except the election officers herein provided, which space may be 
railed or roped off, with a narrow passage leading to and from the polls. 

* * * * * * * 


“After the elector has entered the passage no one except the registrar or 
judges of election or challengers hereinafter provided for shall be permitted 
to speak to him or make any signs to him, nor shall he be permitted to speak 
or make any signs to anyone except the registrar or judge of election.” 

What is the meaning and the object of this most extraordinary provision? 
Remember that the law takes away from the judges the duty of “carefully 
depositing the ballot in the ballot box" and repeals the former law declaring 
that ‘‘a ballot found in the wrong box shall be presumed to have been put 
there by mistake; ”’ that section 29, the new law, declares ‘if a ballot be found 
in the wrong box, it shall not be numbered, but shall be void,” so that the 
voter must deposit his ballot with his own hand and take the chances of get- 
ting it in the right box or of losing his vote. The educated man can read the 
labels on the boxes, but the illiterate man, black or white, is helpless in this 
respect, so that this monstrous provision isaimed exclusively at the ignorant 
man, and the purpose in denying him the right of asking ate or making 
signs is to increase the chances of his hitting the wrong x. The law thus 
becomesan active partner in thecheating, and the State, which has neglected 
to educate her children, is put in the attitude of mocking their misfor- 
tune and of adding to their helplessness. Mind you, the victim in the nar- 
row passage is a white man and a Democrat; he holds in his hand a ballot 
“Against amendment;” his executioners are two partisan Democrats and 
one pretended Republican, all favoring the amendment. They tell him to 
“vote lively and pass along;’’ he drops his ticket into the legislative box 
and it is lost and he is disfranchised. Mr. Simmons, is this the ‘*poor and 
ignorant white’ man whom you have promised to protect? Is this law the 
best proof you can give of your devotion to his rights and interests? 


THE RIGHTS OF VOTERS IGNORED. 


Do you pretend that this provision will be enforced in the east but not in 
the west? The answer is: 

* All regulations of the election franchise, however, must be reasonable, 
uniform, and impartial. They must not have for their purpose, directly or 
indirectly, to deny or abridge the constitutional right of citizens to vote or 
unnecessarily to impede its exercise; if they do, they must be declared void.” 
(Cooley Cons. Lim., p. 602.) 

So that your law must be uniform or it will be declared void. The right 
to establish separate local governments in the different counties comes from 
the express grant of power in section 14, Article VII, of the constitution, 
but Article VI on suffrage contains no such authority. 

Mr. Simmons must know that our mountain people, Democrats as well as 
Republicans, will resent the operation of section 23 of the election law. Men 
who cherish the memories of Kings Mountain and Mecklenburg will not per- 


mit themselves tobe driven intoa slaughter pen like dumb brutesand denied | 


the right ‘“*to speak or make signs;* they will not permit the act of voting, 
which they have regarded as an act of pride and dignity, to be converted into 
an act of persona) humiliation and shame. 

You might just as well require them to crawl through the narrow passage 
on their all fours, sprinkle dust on their heads, and thus offer the “ grand 
salaam ”’ to your election bailiffs. 

You might just as well deny the right of a lost traveler to ask whichis the 


right road as deny to the bewildered voter the right to ask which is the right | 


box. 
_ The law, in denying the fundamental rights of the citizen and the natural 
rights of man, is in conflict with our bill of rights, and is therefore void. 

Mr. Simmons, have you never read these words of Chatham: 

“The poorest man may in his cottage bid defiance to all the forces of the 
Crown. It may be frail, its roof may shake, the wind may blow through it, 
the storm may enter, the rain may enter, but the King of England may not 
enter. All his force dare not cross the threshold of the ruined tenement.” 

And I am bold enough to tell you that the force of all your election bailiffs 
dare not invade the constitutional rights of the poorest illiterate white man 


in these mountains. 
RICHMOND PEARSON. 
APPENDIX III. 
PETITION FOR AMENDMENT OF EXISTING ELECTION LAW. 
To the honorable the General Assembly of North Carolina: 


The undersigned citizens and voters of North Carolina respectfully and 
humbly petition your honorable body to amend the existing election law in 
the following particulars, to wit: 

First. That sections 88 and 89 be repealed, so as to restore the functions 


Second. That the registrars shall be required before enterin upon their 


duties to take an oath to discharge honestly and impartially the duties of 
their office. 


Third. That the judges of election shall carefully deposit the ballots in 





different political party from that of the other two members of the board. 
And the judges of election, chosen under section 17 of the existing law to 
represent the minority party, shall be selected from a list of names of honest 
and competent men presented to the several county boards of election by the 
chairman of the county executive committee representing such minority 
arty. 
: Sixth. That in passing upon the qualifications of an elector the officers of 
election shall be bound by the ordinary and long-established rules of evidence. 
We respectfully submit that these demands are reasonable, that they are 
founded upon manifest principles of justice, and are essential to the honest 
expression of the popular will, the foundation stone of a republican form of 
government. 


APPENDIX IV. 
LETTER OF EXPLANATION TO ACCOMPANY THE PETITION. 


DEAR Stk: The demands set forth in the accompanying petition are so 
simple and reasonable that an explanation seems hardly necessary. As the 
constitutional amendment goes into effect before the date of the next general 
election, there can be no honest excuse, even among partisans, to refuse to 
allow the voters who may still be entitled to vote a reasonably fair expres- 
sion of their will, and it is confidently believed that thousands of fair-minded 
Democrats wil] join in the effort to secure this result and sign the petition 
for that purpose. 

The first demand,if granted by the legislature, simply restores to the 
courts the right to issue writs of mandamus and injunction in cases where 
election officers refuse to do their duty or openly violate their duty. These 
great writs have never heretofore been suspended in North Carolina in time 
of peace. 

Tbe second demand simply requires the registrars to take an oath to dis 
charge their duty honestly and impartially. No officer will refuseto take an 
oath unless he intends to commit a fraud. 

The third demand requires the judges to deposit the ballots in the proper 
ballot box. This law has been upon our statute books for one hundred and 


twenty-three years—in fact, ever since the formation of the State. But it 
was repealed by the legislature of 1899, and in many places during the August 
election the voters were required to deposit their own ballots, and of course 
the illiterate voters were thus subjected to an unconstitutional test. The 
people of Transylvania County lost the representative of their choice solely 
because the judges of election of Brevard required the voters to deposit their 
own ballots, which in many instances went into the wrong box and were thus 
destroyed as completely asif they had been cast in the fir lhe honest men 
of North Carolina will not submit to the permanent enforcement of this un 


just, cruel, and unconstitutional provision, but will eagerly join in the demand 
for its repeal. 

The fourth demand simply provides that an election officer who willfally 
commits fraud shall be punished. Who will deny the manifest justice of 
this demand? 

The fifth demand provides for minority representation on the county and 
precinct boards of election, and requires that the officers who are chosen to 
represent the minority party shall be honestand competent, instead of being 
corrupt and illiterate, as many of them confessedly were at the August elec- 
tion. Republicans would naturally prefer to select an honest Democrat as 
their representative rather than a dishonest Republican 

The sixth demand simply requires that the election officers, in passing 
upon the qualifications of electors, and as such acting in a judicial capacity, 
shall be bound by the same rules of evidence as would govern superior court 
judges in discharging their functions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Patt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing title; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

S. R, 145. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grant permits to the executive committee on inaugural ceremonies 
for use of reservations or public spaces in the city of Washing- 
ton on the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect, on 
March 4, 1901, ete. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows. 
To Mr. HEATWOLE, for one week, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. BuTLER, until Thursday next, on account of sickness in 
his family. 
To Mr. Smits of Illinois, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 


| discharged from the further consideration of the bill S. $12, and 


the same was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
And then, on motion of Mr. Hopkins (at 5 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with a letter 


| from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
which have belonged to the judiciary since the foundation of our Government. | ae oe - > 


srazos River, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


| and ordered to be printed. 


the proper ballot boxes, and that ballots found in the wrong box, if the poll | 


list shows that-such ballots have been honestly cast. but misplaced, shall not 
be void, but shall be counted according to the manifest will of the voter. 


fraud shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction shall be punished 
by fine and imprisonment. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
submitting draft of a bill for paying the claim of P. A. McLain— 


y | to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Fourth. That any officer of election who knowingly and willfully commits | 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Postmaster-General submitting an 


Fifth. That one member of each county board of elections shall be of a | estimate of appropriation for pneumatic-tube service—to the 


ia 
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Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be | 


printed. 


— oo 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of William F. | follows: 


Taylor, administrator of Cassandra S. Price, deceased, against | 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to the re- 


lief of the Fourth Arkansas Mounted Infantry—to the Committee | 


on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Architect submitting an estimate 


and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13168) for the relief of Christian Clisewaner— 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 13287) granting a pension to Carrie Le Baron— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 13301) prohibiting and regulating | 
the c ming of Chinese persons into the United States—to the Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13302) to encourage the expor- 
tation of manufactured articles of which domestic alcohol is a 
constituent—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13303) to make the cur- 


rency responsive to the varying needs of business at all seasons | 


and in all sections—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 13304) to provide for the disposi- 
tion of useless papers in the Executive Departments—to the Com- 
mittee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart- 
ments. 
By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 13305) to provide for the erection 


By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 13306) providing for additional 
appointments to United States Naval Academy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13307) to provide for the rebuild- 


ing of the Aqueduct Bridge, in the District of Columbia—to tle | 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13308) to amend an 
act approved August 13, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act for the protection 
of persons furnishing materials and labor for the construction of 
public works "—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 13309) to amend section 19 of 
chapter 252, 29 Statutes at Large, approved May 28, 1896—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13310) to amend section 3296, Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAMB (by request): A bill (H. R. 13332) for the relief 
of holders and owners of certain District of Columbia special-tax 
scrip—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13366) authorizing an additional 
survey of an inland water route from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort 
Inlet, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROUT: A resolution by the general assembly of the 
State of Vermont, praying for proper recognition of and reward 
for the extraordinary service of Capt. Charles E. Clark, in com- 
mand of the battle ship Oregon during the late Spanish war—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A resolution of the house of representatives 
of the State of Michigan, indorsing the Grout bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 65) 
to print 6,000 additional copies of the Report of the Director of 
the Mint on the production of the precious metals for the calen- 
dar year 1899, and to print 8,000 copies of the Report of the Direc- 
tor of the Mint covering the Operations of the Mints and Assay 
Officers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900—to the Committee 
on Printing. 





By Mr. BANKHEAD: a bill (H.R. 13311) for the benefit of the 
legal representatives of Asbury Dickins—to the Committee on 


| Claims. 


3y Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 13312) granting a pension to 
Albert Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 13313) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Peter Rubadeau—to the Com 


; oe § | mittee on Claims. 
of appropriation for continuing work on the post-office and court- | 


house building in Chicago—to the Committee on Appropriations, | 


By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 13314) granting an increase of 
pension to Orville E. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13315) for the relief of Gideon 
C. Corley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13316) to restore to the pension rolls the 
name of Andrew C.Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13317) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick N. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13318) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13319) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13320) to increase the pension of Lambert 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13321) granting a pension to John Wallace- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13822) granting a pension to Hannah Wal- 
dron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13323) for the relief of Almon McNinch—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13324) amending the record of Frederick 
Soloten—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 13325) granting an honorable discharge to 
Frank Paul—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13826) to correct the record of Frederick 
Stewart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13327) granting a pension to 
James Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13328) granting a pension to 
Catharine Wallis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 18329) granting a pension to 
Grotius N. Udell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13330) for the re- 


| lief of Mrs. Kate Skipwith Lemman, Hinds County, Miss.—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 

of a bronze equestrian statue of the late Brig. Gen. Count Casimir | 
Pulaski at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. | 


By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 13331) granting a pension to Joseph 
Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 13333) extending Letters 
Patent No. 293740, issued to Isaac S. Hyatt, for seven years from 
February 19, 1901—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 13334) for the relief of the State 
Savings Bank of Roanoke, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 13335) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William H. Battelle—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13336) to 
compensate Sophie Kosack for injuries sustained and reward her 
for bravery displayed in rescuing the imperiled in the ‘‘ Old Ford's 


| Theater” disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 13337) forthe relief of Phillip 


| Hague—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13338) for the 


| relief of Thomas H. Streeter—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13339) for the relief of the heirs of George W. 
Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12340) for the relief of Margret L. Watkins— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13341) for the relief of Charity Boyed—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13342) for the relief of Robert D. Cox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13343) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Pettipool—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13344) for the relief of the heirs of Josiah 
Springer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 13345) for the relief of Mrs. W. E. Trousdale— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13346) for the relief of Mrs. W. R. Britton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13347) for the relief of the heirs of John Wil- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 13348) for the relief of the heirs of Rebecca 
Haley—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 13349) for the relief of the heirs of Moses 
Wright—toe the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 13350) for the relief of the heirs of Stewart 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13351) to place the name of Sandy Crawford 
on pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 13352) for the relief of officers 
and men who suffered loss of all personal property by the storm at 
Galveston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13358) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Gregory—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13354) granting an increase of pension to 
James Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 13355) granting a pension 
to Dock Brackin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13356) increasing pension of Hezekiah E. 
Burchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13357) granting pension to Hardy Shadwick, 
jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13358) granting a pension to Martin Dis- 
mukes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 13359) 
for the relief of Benjamin F, Lutman—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13360) for the relief of Dennis 
Pride—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13361) for the relief of Alderson 
T. Keen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13362) for the relief of Colum- 
bus B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ‘Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13363) for the relief of the estate 
of William Parker—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 13364) to refer the claim of 
Louis A, Guerber to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13365) for the relief of Nancy Rose, light- 
house keeper—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 13367) removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Gilbert 
Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 138368) for the relief of John I. 
Craig, heir of Johnston Craig, deceased—to the Committeeon War 
Claims, 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolutions of the Baptist Church, Con- 
gregational Church, and Methodist Church of Bloomington, Wis., 
favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia County 
(Pa.) Medical Society, urging favorable legislation for the medical 
department of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Associa- 
tion, opposing the free distribution of medicinal remedies—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Thirty-fourth Annual Encampment of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, commending the work accom- 
plished by the Gettysburg National Park Commission and ask- 
ing for further appropriation to complete the work—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petition of Mrs. G. P. Fisher and 
other citizens of Chicago, Ill., for the relief of Pima and Papago 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Merriam Timolat and other women of 
Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Smith-Wallace Shoe Company and other 


business firms of Chicago, Ill., for the repeal of the tax of 15 per | 


cent_ad valorem on imported hides—to the Committeeon Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of the board of trustees, com- 
missioners of waterworks, Cincinnati, Ohio, for the defeat of a 
bill granting an extension of patent to I. 8, Hyatt—to the Com- 
mnittee on Patents. 

Also, petition of A. B. Ratterman & Sons and other manufac- 
turers of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the removal of the duty 
on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COONEY: Petition of E. L. Weaver, administrator of 
the estate of Felix B. Weaver, late of Greene County, Mo., for 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the Department of Pennesylvania, 
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Grand Army of the Republic, commending the work already ac- 
complished on the National Military Park at Gettysburg, and 
asking that continued aid be given thereto—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 7 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the 
Massachusetts State Board of Trade, favoring Senate bill No. 727, 
known as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, Chicago, Ill., favoring 
legislation in regard to irrigation of public lands, surveys, etc.— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of Good Roads Convention, held in Chicago, 
Ill., asking for an appropriation of $150,000 for the office of Public 
Road Inquiry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to George Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of John I. Craig, heir of Johnston 
Craig, deceased, late of the State of Illinois, for reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Boston 
Paper Trade Association, favoring reciprocal trade relations with 
Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany House bill No. 12440, 
granting an increase of pension to William Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement of Milo J. Bowan, guardian, to accompany 
House bill granting an increase of pension to Catharine Wallace— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 13079, granting a pen- 
sion to Elymas F, Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of J. L. Vinson and 36 other members of the Ep- 
worth League, of Brownstown, Ind., favoring uniform marriage 
and divorce laws and certain other measures—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of employees of the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
for increase of salaries and other measures—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Granite Polishers’ Union No. 8642, 
of Barre, Vt., favoring the passage of House bills 6882 and 5450— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Resolutions of Pomona Grange of Kent 
County, Dei., favoring the election of United States Senators by 
direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of Post No. 468, of Downers Grove, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, favoring the 
passage of a graded service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of Cyrus Stouffer and other citizens of 
Blairsville, Pa., to accompany House bill granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petitions of the Presbyterian churches of 
Mayfield and Johnstown, N. Y., and Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Moira, N. Y., to ratify treaty between civilized nations relative 
i alcoholic trade in Africa—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

Traffic. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of William H. 
Battelles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of F. A. Barnes to accompany House 
bill for the relief of the State Savings Bank of Roanoke, Va.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Hendricks- Vance Com- 
pany and other business firms of Indianapolis, Ind., for the repeal 
of the tax of 15 per cent ad valorem on imported hides—to the 


l 








Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
| House bill for the relief of the estate of George W. Hughes—to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Thomas 
| H. Streater—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, papers to accompany House bill to place the name of 
| Sandy Crawford on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
| By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Henry Krich, of 
| Monroeville, Ind., against the establishment of the parcels-post 

system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pogt-Roads. 
| By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petition of Leander Frost and 6 
citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., to accompany House bill No. 123282, cor- 
recting the military record of the said Leander Frost—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 
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3y Mr. STEELE: Petition of J. E. Larimer and 21 other inter- | 
nal-revenne gaugers, storekeepers, etc., of the Sixth Congres- | 
sional district of Indiana, asking for an increase of pay—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): Papers to accom- | 
pany House bill granting a pension to Columbus B. Allen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Papers to accompany House bill grant- | 
ing a pension to Dock Brackin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Hardy Shadwick, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Hezekiah E. Burchard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Resolutions of the Boston Paper Trade As 
sociation, favoring reciprocal trade between United States and 
Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Minneapolis Cham- 
ber of Commerce against the passage of House bill No. 1439, 
amending the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Sheldon, 
Iowa, in favor of the passage of a service pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petitions of George W. Plough life-saving 
crews of Thunder Bay Island. favoring bill to promote efficiency 
of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill for the relief of Sarah A. Tanquary—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Thomas 
Sheridan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accorapany House bill for the relief of Millia 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition of citizens of the Nineteenth Con 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, favoring anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 8, 1901. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ELECTORAL VOTES OF KENTUCKY AND MINNESOTA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate two com- 
munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President 
and Vice-President appointed in the States of Kentucky and 
Minnesota; which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

STATUS OF TENNESSEE ENROLLED MILITIA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of December 18, 1900, a report from the Chief of 
the Record and Pension Office relative to the claims of the officers 
and enlisted men of the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, 
and Seventh regiments of the Enrolled Militia which constituted 
a part of the garrison of Memphis and of the western district of 
Tennessee, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. TURLEY, was, with the 
accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

THE PNEUMATIC-TUBE SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting. pursuant 
to law, the results of the investigation into the pneumatic-tube | 
service for the transmission of mail: which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 
munication from the secretary of Porto Rico, transmitting copies 
of franchises granted by the executive council of Porto Rico to 
the Port America Company and to Ramon Valdes; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the | 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, | 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11820) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, 
and for other purposes, and the bill (H. R. 11281) to ratify and 
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confirm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians. 
and for other purposes; asks conferences with the Senate On the 


| disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointe: 
| Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. LirtLe managers at the rx 


spective conferences on the part of the House. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 163) for the relief of Henry 0. 
Morse; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem). 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr, PLATT of New York presented petitions of the Woma 
Christian Temperance Union of New York City, the congregati 
of the Methodist Episcopal and First Baptist churches of W; 
ville, and of J. 8. iE, Erskine, of Thompson Ridge, all in the s1 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to proh 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which w 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the keepers and crews of the | 
saving stations at Quogue and Tiana, in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to promote the efficie: 
of the Life-Saving Service and toencourage the saving of life from 
shipwreck; which were referred to the Committee on Commer 

He also presented petitions of Laundry Workers’ Union. No, 
8682, of Berlin; of Federal Labor Union, No. 8271, of Amsterdam: 
of the Woodworkers’ Union of Troy; of Brush Makers’ Protect 
and Benevolent Association, No. 7394, of New York Cit; 
Boiler Makers and [ron Shipbuilders Helpers and Heaters’ Uni 
No. 8001, of Buffalo, and of Steel Cabinet Workers’ Union, No 
7294, of Jamestown, all in the State of New York, praying for | 
enactment of legislation to regulate the hours of daily work 
laborers and mechanics, and also to protect free labor from pri: 
competition; which were referred to the Committee on Educati: 
and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Local Grange, No. 827, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Arena; of sundry citizens of Delaware Count 
of C. H, Whitcomb, of West Somerset: of Local Grange, No. 6), 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Greig; of William G. Head, of Cherry 
Valley; of sundry citizens of North Franklin, Elmira, and Chau- 


| tauqua County; of H. E. Anderson, of Frewsburg; James Mct‘ar- 


thy, of Woodhull; W. E. Ward, of Albany; E. D. Green, of Ch: 

ter; J. D. F. Woolston, of Cortland; of Local Grange, No. 235 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Sheridan; of Local Grange, No. 31! 
*atrons of Husbandry, of Greece, and of Local Grange, No. 8:)\, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Rhinebeck, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout Dill, to 


| regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 


referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of CottageGrange, No. 829, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of West Perrysburg, N. Y., praying for the ena 
ment of legislation to regulate the branding of cheese; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick D. Power, secretary 
of the Congressional Temperance Society and also of the Re!o1 
Bureau, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit th 
sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in Africa; which wa 


| referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas, 
praying for the repealof the revenue taxon grain products; which 
was reterred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in all the insular possessions of the United Stutes; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Chautauyjua, 


| and of Cowley and Chautauqua counties, all in the State of Kan- 


sas. praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to r 
ulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Live Stock Exchange « 


| South St. Joseph, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment 


the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sali 
of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agri 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Michigan State Millers’ As 
sociation, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committco 
on Interstate Commerce. s 

He also presented a petition of the Great Atlantic and Pacific 


| Tea Company and sundry other wholesale and retail grocers o! 


the United States, praying for the repeal of the duty on toa: 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KENNEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dila- 
ware, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion providing for the election of United States Senators by a 


| direct vote of the people; for an appropriation providing for the 


extension of free rural mail delivery; for the establishment of 
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postal savings banks, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of C. L. Ezell and 100 
other citizens of Hawriver, N. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the hours of daily work of laborers and 
mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Min- 
nesota, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the G. W. Taylor 
Dry Goods Company, of Huntsville, Mo., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry retail druggists 
and business firms of Lander, Wyo., praying for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on medicinal proprietary articles and preparations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the keeper and crew of | 
the life-saving station of Ship Canal, Michigan, praying for the | 
enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life- 
Saving Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Ship Carpenters’ Union of | 
West Bay City; of Federal Labor Union, No, 8527, of Railway | 
Workmen, of Saginaw, and of the Central Labor Union of Sagi- | 
naw, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of | 
legislation to regulate the hours of daily work of laborers and | 
mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of J. C. Perry & Co. and 
23 other business firms of Indianapolis; Kramer & Sons and 7 | 
other business firms of Laporte; the J. T. Elliott Company and 
the Stroyer & Uhl Company, of Logansport; E. Bierhaus & Sons 
and 28 other business firms of Vincennes; 8. Kahn's Sons and 3 
other business firms of Evansville; Joseph A. Goddard & Co. and 
4 other business firms of Muncie, and of Campbell, Boyd & Co. 
and 4 other business firms of Columbus, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the present bank- 
ruptcy law; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. MASON presenteda petition of Local Union No. 8584, Ameri- | 
can Federation of Labor. of Assumption, Ill., and a petition of 
Local Union No, 8657, American Federation of Labor, of Cobden, 
ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the hours 
of daily work of laborers and mechanics, and also to protect. free 
labor from prison competition; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

-.. bill (S. 5360) granting an increase of pension to Hiram I. | 
loyt; 

A bill (S, 5322 
Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 11096) granting an increase of pension to Delia E. 
Stillman; 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Holloway: 

A bill (H. R, 
E. Dunham; 

A bill (H, R. 
Forbes; and 

A bill (H. R. 
Baker. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with | 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4985) granting an increase of pension to Dr. George C. 
Jarvis; and 

A bill (S. 5187) granting a pension to Corinne Strickland. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 4531) granting a pension to Harriet S. Richards; and 

A bill (8. 5074) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Bridges, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
was referred the bill (S. 753) granting a pension to John F. Scrib- | 
ner, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, | 
and the bill was tponed indefinitely. 

He also (for Mr. KYLE), from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4938) granting an increase of pen- | 
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) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. | 


8705) granting a pension to Almeda Brown; 
7495) granting an increase of pension to Richard | 


8535) granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 
10089) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


10784) granting an increase of pension to Oliva J. | 
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sion to Esther Ann Grills, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. KYLE), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 914) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles L. Summers, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr, KYLE), from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5007) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
Miner: 

A bill (H. R. 4199) granting increase of pension to Gabriel M. 
Funk; 

Abill (H.R. 8161) granting a pension to Annis Bean; and 

A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to William 
Snider. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (5S. 3280) granting an increase of pension to Henry Keene; 
and 

A bill (S. 1786) granting an increase of pension to Fielding 





| Marsb. 


Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3193) granting a pension to Charles H. Force, 


| reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2843) granting an increase of pension toJohn Johnson, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.5019) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Crenshaw, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3609) granting a pension to Agnes B. Hoffman, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.1380) for the relief of Mary W. Kramer, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2709) granting a pension to Marietta Elizabeth 
Stanton, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


| thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S, 2232) granting a pension to Frederick Sien; and 

A bill (8. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Hippolyte 
Perrault. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5201) granting a pension to Samuel F. Radford; and 

A bill (H. R. 9502) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A, 


| La Mott. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10472) granting an increase of pension 
to Frank Blair, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


| report thereon. 


He also, from thesame committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7621) granting a pension to William H. Chapman, reported 


| it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


| referred the bill (S. 413) granting a pension to Albert S. Cum- 


mings, reported it witn amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom were reported the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4069) granting a pension to Julia A. Kinkead: 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to David R. 
Ellis; and 


A bill (H. R. 6043) granting an increase of pension to John C, 


| Sheuerman. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5354) toestablish a fish-hatching and fish sta- 
tion in the State of Idaho, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
wero referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (H. R, 11516) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Ryan; and 

A bill (H. R. 4356) granting an increase of pension t 
Bigelow. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally with | 


amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1602) granting an increase of pension to Morris B. 
Kimball; 

A bill (8. 2153) granting an increase of pension to Jesse N. 
Dawley; 

A bill (S. 5325) granting a pension to Michael Mullin; and 

A bill (S. 5031) granting a pension to Margaret A. Potts. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4960) granting a pension to Minerva M. 
Helmer, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H, R, 11228) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
Thompson; 

A bill (H, R. 3956) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Plants; 

; A = (H. R. 5189) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der Boltin; 


A bill (H. R, 11198) granting an increase of pension to Gorton | 


Brown; and 
A bill (5. 5233) granting an increase of pension to Philetus M. 
Axtell. 
STATUTES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report a joint resolution providing for the distribu- 
tion of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to judges of 


United States courts, and to ask for its immediate consideration. | 


The joint resolution (S. R. 149) providing for the distribution 


of Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to judges of | 


United States courts, was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to distribute from those in his custody 


one copy of the Compiled Statutes of the District of Columbia to each United 


States judge not already supplied with the work. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered | 


as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 5450) granting an increase 
of pension to Rachel J. B. Williams; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 5451) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary M. Hyde; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5452) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to William Wheeler; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5453) to correct the military record 


of Denton Whipps; which was read twice by its title, and, with | 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


JANUARY 8, 


Mr. DEBOE introduced the following bills; which were sever. 


| ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 

A bill (5S. 5462) granting a pension to Pheebe Lilly (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (S. 5463) granting a pension to Marie Josephine Det- 
weller (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5464) granting an increase of pension to Campbell 
Ward (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 5465) to correct the military 


| record of Lloyd Clark; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5466) to correct the military record 
of James Loney, alias James Malone; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5467) for the relief of James Obrien: 
| which was read twice by its title,and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.5468) for the relief of Emil Mahlo: 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
| papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.5469) for the relief of George W. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred tu the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURLEY introduced a bill (S.5470) for the relief of the 
| legal representatives of Turner Smith, deceased; which was read 
| twice by its title, and. with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5471) for the relief of the estate of 
| James F, Phillips, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
= with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 





Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5472) for the relief of Alice G. 
| Boogher, née Anna Newman, and Holmes, née Newman; which 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 5473) granting a pension to 


| Annie Yates; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S, 5454) for the 
relief of the estate of James Brown, deceased; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 5455) to authorize advances from the Treasury of the 


United States for the support of the government of the District | 


of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 5456) to provide for improvements in the office of the 
assessor for the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 5457) regulating assessments for water mains in the 
District of Columbia; and 


A bill (S. 5458) for the relief of holders and owners of certain | 


District of Columbia special-tax scrip. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bil (S. 5459) granting a pension 
to William Hensley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 546)) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Rudison Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5461) for the relief of Thomas 
Stanley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


| Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5474) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5475) granting a pension to Zenobia 
J. Bueb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5476) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
| hear and determine the claim of the heir of Hugh Worthington, 
_ for his interest in the steamer Eastport,” approved July 28, 1892; 
| which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
| paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 5477) granting a pension to 
John A. Reilley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, LODGE introduced a bill (S. 5478) for the relief of certain 
religious, charitable, and educational institutions; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 5479) granting an increase of pension to Matthias T. 
Hamilton; and 

A bill (5. 5480) granting an increase of pension to William 
McFee. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


| erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


| Pensions: 


A bill (8. 5481) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
King; 
A bill (S. 5482) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


| Hendry; and 


A bill (S. 5483) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel Ros- 
siter. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5484) to provide for subports of 
entry and delivery in the Territory of Hawaii; which was read 


| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5485) to amend an act approved 
August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for prevent- 
ing collisions at sea;” which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5486) to amend section 14 of an act 
entitled “‘An act to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States,” approved July 24, 





1897; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 
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Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5487) for the relief of the ex- 
ecutrix of George W. Curtis, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. SIMON submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$11,000 for improvements at the Klamath Indian Agency, Oreg., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,000 for salary of one clerk, acting as chief clerk in the office of 
the Postmaster-General, intended to be proposed by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

printed. 

' Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment providing that 
steps be,taken to prevent the spread of smallpox among the Turtle 
Mountain Band of Indians at Devils Lake Agency, N. Dak., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. KENNEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the 
military establishment of the United States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I submit a resolution for printing additional 
copies of the hearings before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and Task for its immediate consideration. The original thousand 
is exhausted and there is quite a demand for it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed as a Senate document 3,000 copies of the 
hearings before the Committee on Military Affairs on Senate bill 4300. 

BREAKWATER AT BURLINGTON, VT. 


Mr. PROCTOR submittéd the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish Congress with a 
report showing the present condition of the breakwater at Burlington, Vt., 
with an estimate of cost for its proper repair and completion. 


REGULAR OFFICERS AS OFFICERS OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read, 
printed, and lie over under the rule. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish the Senate with the names of all officers of the Regular Army who were 
copeues to be officers of volunteers since May 1, 1898, the rank said officers 
held in the Regular Army when so appointed, the rank to which appointed 
in the volunteers, and the rank now held inthe volunteers: whetherany reg- 
ular officers so appointed to volunteer regiments have been assigned to duty 
other than that of duty in the field with their regiments, the names of officers 
so detailed, with the date of the detail, the special duty to which assigned, 
and where such special duty has been and is now being performed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be printed, 
and it will lie over under the rule. 


PAPER ON PARCELS POST. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have printed as a document an 
article on parcels posts, written by Mahlon H. White—an excellent 
contribution to the subject. I do not know that I am in favor of 
establishing at this time a parcels post, but I think that this 
valuable information ought to be printed for the benefit of the 
Senate. I ask, therefore, that it be printed as a document, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr.SEWELL. Mr. President, I object to private contributions 
being printed at the expense of the Senate. 

on PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
objects. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask the clerks, then, to please return the 
paper to me, 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Army bill. 
There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 


of the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the military estab- | 


lishment of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Committee amendments are 
still in order. 

Mr, GALLINGER rose. 

Mr.BATE, Anamendment was under consideration yesterday 
evening, and I think we had better dispose of it first. It was laid 
over upon the request of the Senator from South Dakota 
oe) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A committee amendment? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; the committee have approved it. 


eee 





Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rose to suggest that the 
so-called canteen amendment was laid over until this morning 
and that I am prepared to proceed with the consideration of that 
amendment, have no objection to the amendment to which the 
attention of the Chair has been called being acted on first. 

Mr. BATE. I thought it was acted on finally yesterday even- 
ing, but I see by the RecorpD it was not. We had better finish it 
this morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
offers, on behalf of the committee, an amendment which will be 
read. 

_The SEcRETARY. On page 26, line 7, after the word ‘‘examina- 
tion,” insert the following: 

_ Provided, That the Secretary of War be authorized to appoint in the Hos- 
ples Coren, in addition to the 200 hospital stewards now allowed by law, 100 

ospital stewards: Provided, That men who have served as hospital stewards 
of volunteer regiments or acted in that capacity during and since the Spanish- 
American war for more than six months may be appointed hospital stewards 
in the Regular Army: And provided further, That all men so appointed shall 
be of good moral character and shall have passed a satisfactory mental and 
physical examination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The next amendment is what 
is known as the canteen amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read to the Senate. 

The Secretary read the provision inserted by the House, as 
follows: 

The sale of or dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating liquors by any 
person in any post exchange or canteen or Army transport. or upon any 
premises used for ey peroene by the United States, is hereby pro- 
hibited. The Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions 
of this section into full force and effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4 strike out the word “beer,” and 
in line 5, after the words ‘‘ or any” strike out the words *intoxi- 
cating liquors” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ distilled spirits,” so as 
to read: 

The sale of or dealing in wine or any distilled spirits by any person in any 
post exchange or canteen or Army transport or upon any premises used for 
military purposes by the United States is hereby prohibited. The Secretary 
of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of this section into full 
force and effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in the Army reorganization 
bill that became a law March 2, 1899, the following provision was 
inserted, being section 17 of the statute: 

That no ofticer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxicating 
drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, nor 
shallany other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any en- 
campment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such 
general order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section 
into full force and effect. 

Those of us who voted for that provision supposed that its adop- 
tion would terminate liquor selling in the Army. But it will be 
remembered that the Attorney-General made the remarkable dis- 
covery that it did not mean what it said, and as a consequence 
the canteen has continued as a part of the Army equipment. 

The bill now under consideration as it came from the House of 
Representatives contained this clause: 

The sale of or dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating liquors by any 
person in any post exchange or canteen or Army transport or upon any hee 
ises used for military purposes by the United States is hereby prohibited. 
The Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of this sec- 
tion into full force and effect. 

The Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate has changed 
that provision, and recommends that it shall be adopted after the 
word ** beer” has been stricken out and the words *‘ distilled spirits” 
substituted for the words ‘intoxicating liquors,” thus permitting 
the sale of beer to be continued at Army posts. 

Mr. President, the question as to whether or not we shall toler- 
ate saloons in connection with our Army posts and encampments 
is again before the Senate for consideration. A few days ago the 
so-called Lodge resolution was adopted by the Senate, the purpose 
of which was to place our Government in unison with other great 
governments of the world in the matter of treaties to protect the 
aboriginal races from the effects of intoxicants. Notwithstanding 
that action on the part of the Senate—of which I approved—it is 
now proposed that our Government shall continue in the saloon 
business in connection with the military camps of the country, 
thus placing our soldier boys under constant temptation. 

In other words, by passing the Lodge resolution we joined hands 
in protecting the savages from the evil effects of strong drink, 


The question is on agreeing 


The amendment of the com- 


| and now we propose to favor the sale of strong drink to our sol- 
|Mr. | diers, who above all classes of our people ought to be protected 


from the evil effects of intoxicants. 
Mr. President, 1am opposed on principle to the Government 
engaging in the liquor traffic, and for this reason. among others, 
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i favor the proposition that comes from the House of Representa- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to correct the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should be glad to have any correction 
made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He says,as I understood him, that he does not 
wish the Government to engage in the sale of liquor, I do not 
know what his phrase was. Thereis no pretense to sell any strong 
liquors at all. The sale of beer under the strictest regulations is 
all that iscontemplated here. Distilled spirits and even wine, and 
all that, are excluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, if the distinguished 
chairman of the committee had restrained his impetuosity and had 
done me the honor to listen to me a little further he would have 
heard a discussion of the beer question. Beer is an intoxicating 
drink, as every physician in the entire world knows, a drink that 
does harm to every man who habitually uses it. The committee 
might just as well have recommended the use of wine as of beer: 
indeed, I think the drinking of wine is preferable to the drinking 
of beer, so far as health is concerned. 


1 notice that in the hearings before the committee it was sug- | 


gested by the chairman that the name ‘‘ canteen” is not the proper 
one, but that the regimental saloon should be known by thename 
of ‘* post exchange.” Well, Mr. President, it matters little what 
the name is so far as the business remains unchanged. 
That which we call a rose 
By any other name would smell as sweet. 

And a saloon is a saloon wherever found or however named. 

sut it is said that the committee propose to have nothing in the 
way of liquor sold in the canteen but beer. Now, Mr. President, 
there is not an intelligent man or woman in the country who does 
not know that if the sale of beer is permitted in Army camps, 
stronger liquors will likewise be dispensed. That fact is so patent 
as not to require discussion. Buteven if beer is to be the only bev- 
erage sold, everybody knows that beer sold under the zgis uf the 
Government will make men drunk just as surely as will wine or 
distilled spirits when sold by licensed or unlicensed private citi- 
zens. 

I notice that in the hearing before the committee the Adjutant- 
General of the Army, in reply to a question, said: 

We regard beer as a nonintoxicant. 


Well, Mr. President, some years ago a court, 1 think in the 
city of New York, decided that beer was a nonintoxicant, and 
Artemus Ward concluded that he would put it to a practical test. | 
So he drank freely of beer, and I wish I had the article that Ar- 


temus Ward wrote in reference to that matter to read to the Sen- 
ate to-day. 

The great humorist said that after drinking freely of veer he 
went out on Broadway and the pavement insisted upon flying up 
and striking him in the face, the lamp-posts were dancing jigs 
and changing corners, men were staggering around, and every- 
thing was in turmoil. His first thought was that he was drunk, 
but then he knew that that was not the fact, because the court 
had decided that beer did not intoxicate, and so he concluded that 
everything and everybody was drunk except Artemus Ward. 

Mr. President, every physician in the land knows that beer is 
intoxicating, and the medical profession is quite united in the 


opinion that the continued use of it is more detrimental to health | 


than almost any other form of intoxicating drink. 
I have here a publication which is a reprint of articles from the 


geons, in reference to the results of the continued use of beer. I 
do not propose to take the time of the Senate to read the testi- 
mony of these distinguished physicians on this subject, unless it 
is insisted upon, and if I can get consent to insert their testimony 
in my remarks without reading, as well as a couple of articles on 
the subject from the same newspaper, I shall be glad to save the 
time of the Senate by having the matter disposed of in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none. 

The testimony referred to is as follows: 


BEER AND THE BODY—TERRIBLE TESTIMONY OF PHYSICIANS AGAINST THIS 
MONSTROUS EVIL OF THE DAY. 


[From the Toledo Blade. | 


The alarming growth of the use of beer among our people, and especially 
the spreading delusion among many who consider themselves temperate and 
sober that the encouragement of beer drinking is an effective way of pro 
rooting the cause of temperance and of aiding to stamp out the demon rum, 
impelled the Blade to send a representative out toa number of the leading 

shysicians of Toledo to obtain their opinions as to the real damage which in 

ulgence in an appetite for malt liquors does the victim of that form of intem 
perance, and the dangers which threaten the whole community from a lack 
of restraint upon this terrible devastator of our people’s lives and health, in- 
tellect, and bodily vigor, it being indeed a pestilence which literally stalks at 
noonday throughout the land wherever the poison-breeding breweries are 
allowed todistribute their broth of degradation and debasement through the 
community. 

Every one is not only a gentleman of the highest personal character, but is 
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| a physician whose professional abilities have been severely tested, and have 
tives, and I am opposed to the amendment reported by the Com- | 


received the stamp of the highest indorsement by the public and their pro- 
fessional brethren. Abler and more skillful physicians are not to be found 


| anywhere. Each has also practiced for many years in Toledo, the shortest 


time for anyone of them being more than twelve years, and this practice has 
been of a kind to make them accurately acquainted with the matters of which 


| they speak. 


The indictment they with one accord present against beer drinking is sim- 
ply terrible. It isa curse for which there is no mitigation. The fearful deyil- 
fish crushing a fisherman in its long winding arms, and sucking his life blood 
from his mangled body and limbs, is not so frightful an assailant as this deadly 
but insidious enemy which fastens itself upon its victim. and daily becomes 
more and more the wretched man's master, clogging up his liver, rotting his 
kidneys, decaying his heart and arteries, stupefying and starving his brain, 
choking his lungsand bronchia, loading his body down with dropsical fluids 
and unwholesome fat, fastening upon him rheumatism, erysipelas, and all 


| manner of painful and disgusting diseases, and finally dragging him down to 


the grave at a time when other men are in their prime of mental and bodily 
vigor. But we can not hope to tell the story so well as the physicians them- 
selves, who speak out of the fullness of a rich experience. ere are their 
statements: 

Dr. S. H. Burgen, a practitioner for over thirty-five years, twenty-eight 
of which have been in Toledo, says: “I think beer kills quicker than any 
other kind of liquor. My attention was first called to the insidious effects of 
beer drinking years ago, when I began examining for a life-insurance com- 
pany. I passed as unusually good risks five Germans—young business men- 

| who seemed to be in the best of health and to have superb constitutions, 
In a few years I was amazed to see the whole five mh off, one after another, 
with what ought to have been mild and easily curable attacks of diseases. 
On comparing my experience with that of other physicians I found that they 
were all having similar luck with confirmed beer drinkers, and the incidents 
of my practice since then have heaped up confirmation upon confirmation. 

* The first organ to be attacked is the kidneys; the liver soon sympathizes 

| with them, and then comes, most frequently, dropsy or Bright's disease, 
both of which are certain to end fatally. Any physician who cares to take 

| the time will tell you that among the dreadful results of habitual beer drink- 
ing are lockjaw and erysipelas, and that the beer drinker seems incapable of 

| recovering from the effects of mild disorders and injuries not usually re- 
garded as of a grave character. Pneumonia, pleurisy, fevers, etc., seem to 
have afirst mortgage on him, which they foreclose remorselessly at an early 
opportunity. 

** The beer drinker is much worse off than the whisky drinker. The whisky 
drinker seems to have moreelasticity and reserve power. A whisky drinker 

| will even have delirium tremens and tear everything around him to pieces, 
but after the fit is gone you will sometimes find good material to work upon, 
and good management may bring him around all right. But when a beer 
drinker gets into trouble it seems almost as if you have to re-create the man 
before you can hope to do anything for him. I have talked this for years, 
and have already had an abundance of living and dead instances around me 
to support my opinions.” 

| Dr. 8.8. Thorn,a physician of an experience embracing a period of service 
in the Army, as wellas some twenty years’ practice in Toledo, said: **Adul- 
terants are not the important thing in my estimation; it is the beer itself. 
It stupefies and retards his intellection, because it is a narcotic, and cumu- 


| lative in its effects. For instance, mercurials are cumulative. They gather 


in the system. A dose of one-sixteenth or one thirty-second of a grain 
would have no appreciable effect upon the system; but a number of these 
small doses administered consecutively would soon produce salivation and 


| other destructive results.” 


“So beer accumulates and gathers certain pernicious agencies in the sys 


| tem until they become very destructive. Every man who drinks beer in 


any quantity soon begins to load himself with soft, unhealthy fat. This is 


| bad, because it is the result of interference with the natural elimination of 


deleterious substances. No man, no matter what his constitution, can go on 
long with his system full of the morbid and dead matter which the kidneys 


| and liver are intended to work off. If you could drop intoa little circle of 


doctors, when they are having a quiet, professional chat over matters and 
people in the range of their experience, you will hear enough in a few min 
utes to terrify you as to the work of beer. 

‘One will say, ‘ What's become of So-and-so? I haven't seen him around 
lately.’ ‘Oh, he’s dead.’ ‘Dead! What was the matter?’ ‘Beer.’ Another 
will say, ‘I've just come from Blank’s. I'm afraid it’s about my last call on 


| him, poor fellow.’ ‘What's the trouble?’ ‘Oh, he’s been a regular beer 


drinker for years.’ A third will remark how has just gone out like a 
candle in a draft of wind. ‘Beer’ is the reason given. And soon, until the 
half dozen physicians have mentioned perhaps fifty recent cases where appar- 
ently strong, hearty men, at a time of life when they should be in their prime, 
have suddenly dropped into the grave. 

To say they are habitual beer drinkers is a sufficient explanation to any 
physician. He never asks anything further as to causes. The first effect on 


: : : | the liver is to congest and enlarge it. Then follows a low grade of inflamma- 
Toledo Blade, which contains the testimony of some of the leading | (7° n)4 cnlecament : the off 


physicians of Ohio and elsewhere, some of whom were Army sur- | 


tion and subsequent contraction of the capsules, with the effect of producing 
what is known in the profession as ‘ hob-nailed liver’ or ‘drunkard's liver.’ 
The surface of the organ becomes covered with little lumps that look like 


| nail heads on the soles of shoes. This condition develops dropsy. The con- 


gestion of the liver clogs up all the springs of the body and makes all sorts of 
mental and physical exertion as difficult and labored as it would be to run a 
clock, the whesls of which were covered with dirt and gum. The life-insur- 
ance companies make a business of estimating men’s lives and can only make 
money by making correct estimates of whatever influences life. 

**Here is the table that they use in calculating how long a normal, heal.by 
man will probably live after a given age: 

Age. Expectation. 
20 years . 41.5 years 
SP PORES . cccccce ces codeine ssces Sontes sialic 40 teh tdabicbobietlvcigetnudete 34.4 years 
IN tated ca enhainss Sh Ohitoertaih tnd nica aieitatienin eter ihiads eteninatmtiharegadinaiehe a nO 
DD sincniitun ddttibtidiidametbrednewenssanbeaitedephedycoenetiindn 20.2 years 
SITTIN. «sha ss asetiinrlitsdessitintrndiaiaadipiinnaetent inentebabblsUbwalveadiamaia eee 
Se ks bittarieniiinds ahem dhendampneaoensinnegainnenuainsodegmiieil ll years 

* Now, they expect that a man otherwise healthy, who is addicted to beer 
drinking, will have his life shortened from 40 to 60 per cent. For instance, if 
he is 20 years old and does not drink beer he may reasonably expect to reaclt 
the age of 61. If he isa beer drinker, he will probably not live to be over 35, 
and so on. If he is 30 years old when he begins to drink beer, he will provably 
drop off somewhere between 40 and 45, instead of living to 64, as he should. 


| There is no sentiment, prejudice, or assertion about these figures. They are 


simply cold-blooded business facts, derived from experience, and the com- 
panies invest their money upon them just the same as a man pays so maby 
dollars for so many feet of ground or bushels of wheat. 

“ All beer drinkers have rheumatism, more or less, and no beer drinker can 
recover from rheumatism as long as he drinks beer. You will notice how a 
beer drinker walks about stiff on his heels, without any of the natural elas- 
ticity and spring from the toes and ball of the foot that a healthy man should 
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That is because the beer has the effect of increasing the lithia depos- 
its—chalk stones’ they are sometimes called—about the smaller joints, 
which cause articular rheumatism. Beer drinkers are absolutely the most 
dangerous Class of subjects that a surgeon can operate upon. Every surgeon 
dreads to have anything to do with them. They do not recover from the 
simplest hurts without a great deal of trouble and danger. 

“Insignifi 
‘ ail troubles. The choking up of the sewers and absorbents of the body 
brings about blood poisoning and malignant running sores, and sometimes 
“ium tremens results from a small hurt. It is very dangerous for a beer 
rinker to even cut his finger. No wound ever heals by “ first intention,” as 
+ does upon a healthy man, but takes a long course of suppuration, some- 
times with very offensive discharges, and all sorts of complications are liable. 
All surgeons hesitate to perform operations on a beer drinker that they 
would undertake with the greatest confidence on anyone else. I have told 
ou the frozen truth—cold, calm, scientific facts, such as the profession every- 
re recognizes as absolute truths. I do not regard beer drinking as safe 
for anyone. It isa dangerous, aggressive evil that no one can tamper with 

th any safety to himself. There is only one safe course, and that is to let 
it alone entirely.” 

Dr. M. H. Parmalee, physician and surgeon of twelve years’ practice in 
jledo, says: * The majority of saloon keepers die from dropsy, arising from 
liver and kidney diseases, which are induced by their beer drinking. My 
experience has been that saloon keepers and the men working about brew- 
eries are very liable to these diseases. When one of these apparently stal- 
wart. beery fellows is attacked by a disorder that would not be regarded as 
at all dangerous in a person of ordinary constitution, or even a delicate, 
weakly child or woman, he is liable to drop off like an overripe apple froma 
tree. You are never sure of him fora minute. He may not & dangerously 

ick to-day and to-morrow be in his shroud. 

All physicians think about alike on this subject, as their observations all 
lead them to similar conclusions. It is a matter so plain that there is hardly 

om for any other opinion. The most of them are like myself in another 


have 




















kness in a man whoisan habitualbeerdrinker. Experience has taught me 
atin such persons it is impossible to predict the outcome. 
eht’s disease known as the swollen or large white kidney is much more 
quent among beer drinkers than any other class of people, and also that 
prevalence seems to have kept pretty fair pace with the rapid increase in 
consumption of beer in this country.” 
Dr. W. T. Ridenour served during the war as surgeon of the Twelfth Ohio 
antry. was medical inspector of the Department of West Virginia, has 
ided in Toledo for fourteen years, has served some years as health ofticer 
the city, and has been lecturer on physiology inthe Toledo medical schools 
‘three years. The following is his testimony: 

Che first effect of the habitual use of beer is upon the stomach, merely a 
sical one, and is to greatly distend it.” 

In making a post-mortem examination a physician instantly recognized a 
r drinker’s stomach by its greatly increased dimensions. The liveris the 
‘at laboratory, the great workshop of the body. Any derangement of it 
ins the immediate derangement of all the rest of the vital machinery. 

re can be no health anywhere when the liverisoutof order. Beer drink- 
r overloads it and clogs it up, producingcongestion. Theliveris composed 
number of little cells united together into what are called lobules. When 
beer drinker begins to overload his liver, the first effort of nature is to 
irge it to do the extra work itis called upon todo. But this enlargement 
iinly in the interstitial tissue, the tissue connecting the cells and lobules, 
ch keeps on growing until the cells themselves are diminished in by 
sure, and less fitted for their office. This deranges and permanently 
ples the organ. 
One of the functions of the liver is to separate from the blood excremen- 
us and effete substances that should be thrown off through the kidneys 
the urine. Naturally, when the working capacity of the liver is crippled, 
function of preparing the excrementitious matters for elimination by 
kidneys is interfered with, the salts—urea and the urates—are imper 
l aborated, and much of them is thrown into the blood and kidneys as 
icid, which is comparatively insoluble and very irritating to those or- 
ins, and produces a long train of harmful sequela. Later the kidney 
sailed have no doubt that the rapid spread of that terrible ailment, 
Bright's disease of the kidneys, is largely due to the great development of 
beer-drinking habit in this country. 

[ have always believed that Bayard Taylor fell a vi 
boer that he praised so highly. He died of Bright's disease at 50, when he 
was comparatively young, and should have lived, with his constitution, toa 

en old age. He did not want to die,either. He was full of ambition, and 
had much work that he was eager to do before he passed away. But he 

nt, just as habitual heer drinkers are going all the time and everywhere. 
My first patient was a saloon keeper on Cherry street, as fine a looking man 
physically as I had ever seen—tall. well built, about 35 years old, with clear 
eyes, florid complexion, and muscles well developed. He had an attack of 
pneumonia in the lower lobe of the right lung 

t wasa simple, well-defined case attack, which Iregarded very hopefully 
Doctors are confident of saving nineteen out of twenty of such cases. They 
will, in fact, usually cure themselves in a little while, if left alone, as the 
disease is regarded as a self-limited one, with tendency to recovery. I told 
my partner—Dr. Trembly—so, when we spoke of it in the evening. To my 
surprise he said quietly, ‘He'll die.’ I asked what made him think so 
‘He's a beer-drinker,’ answered Trembly, and he persisted in predicting a 
fatal termination of the case in spite of all my assertions to the contrary. 
My confidence seemed justified when my patient began to recover trom the 
attack on the lower lobe. Suddenly I discovered that the disease had lighted 
up in the middle lobe. 

Chis did not go through the various stages of the disease toward conva 
lescence, but passed into the third stage of pneumoniasuppuration; then the 
upper lobe became involved, and finally it crossed over and a ked the 
other lung, and my patient succumbed. Beer drinkers are peculiar 
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r liable 
todie of pneumonia. Their vital power, their power of resistance, their vis 
medicatrix nature, is so lowered by their habits that they are liable to drop 
off from any acute disease, such as fevers, pneumonia, etc. As a rule, when 
a confirmed beer drinker takes pneumonia They make bad patients. 

‘Beer drinking produces rheumatism by producing chronic congestion 
and ultimately degeneration of the liver, thus interfering with its functions, 
among others its metabolic funct by which the food is elaborated and 
fitted for the sustenance of the body, and by which function the refuse ma- 
terials resulting from the nutrition a n of the tissues of the body 
oxidized and made solulle for climinati the kidneys, as before stated, 
thus forcing the retention in the body of the excrementitious and dead mat- 
ters I have spoken of. The presence acid and other insoluble effete 
matters in the blood and tissues is one of the main causes of rheumatism, and 
I have shown how beer drinking retains it in the system.” 

Dr. J. H. Carry. whose specialty is diseases of the eye and ear, and who is 
& successful practitioner of many years’ standing, declined to discuss the 
general physiological effects of beer and other intoxicants. ‘I can not say 
that I know any strictly beer drinkers. No matter what they have begun 
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ant scratches and cuts are liable to develop a long train of dan- | 


| pena his case. 


| opia potatorum) generally commences with the appearance of 


The form of | 


| add 13 per cent to the sum total, we will find that the he 


; . | holic amblyopia we usually find a dull red nerve, with swoll 
ng: I have come to dread being called upon to take charge of a case of | : E : 


| ery that is doing its work as it should. 
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upon, all the drinkers thatI know now drink whisky about as regularly as 
they do beer, and also wine when they can afford it. They have all pro 
gressed pretty rapidly from beer tosomething stronger, which they alternate 
with beer. A man can go ona spree once a year, or once in six months or so, 
without doing himself any material injury, but a man who drinks what he 
calls ‘moderately’ every day lowers his vital powers very much by the 
practice. 

‘* This is universally conceded by the profession to 
stand any shock or strain to his system, and breaks down wu r what would 
not seriously affect nondrinkers. The habitual moderate drinker saturates 
his system, injures his bodily fiber, and loads it up with noxious matters that 
are very injurious. The fact of a man being an habitual dri: 











He is especially unable t« 





keris always 
regarded as a very bad factor by eve physician and surgeon in making a 
Medical men dread having such for patients. Oculists 


1ave to contend with a disease that has been named ‘amblyopia potatorum,’ 
or drunkard’s blindness, which actually manifests itself as an atrophy of the 
optic nerve—a wasting away from want of nourishment. When this } 
ceeds to a certain stage in the optic nerve the result is total and incurab! 
blindness.” 

Soelberg Wells, one of the first authorities on eye diseases, says on ambly 
opia potatorum: “This toxic effect may be especially produced by alcohol, 
tobacco, lead, and quinine. The amblyopia met with in drunkards (ambly 
a mist or cloud 
before the eyes, which more or less surrounds and shrouds the object, ren 
dering it hazy and indistinct. In some cases the impairment of vision be- 
comes very considerable, so that only the largest of print can be deciphered; 
but if progressive amblyopia sets in, the sight may be completely lost.” 
“Stellwagen on the Eye,” another author of the highest repute among phy- 
sicians, says: “By the complete giving up of alcoholics the disease may be 
brought to a standstill and often cured. Of this we are certain—that ambly 
opia is observed in an extremely large percentage of habitual drinkers.’ 
** Noyes on the Eye,” the largest publication in this specialty says: “In alco 
n veins, rather 
hazy borders, and torpid circulation. Atrophy may subsequently ensu 

Dr. S.8S. Lungren, one of the leading homeopathic physicians and surgeons 
in the country, has been practicing in Toledo for nearly a quarter of a cen- 
tury: “It is difficult to find any part of a confirmed beer drinker’s machin 
This is the reason why their life 
cords snap off like glass rods when disease or accident gives them a little 
blow. Beer drinking shortens life. That is not a mere opinion, however: 
it is a well-settled, recognized fact. Physicians and insurance companies ac- 
cept this as unquestioningly as they do any other undisputed fact of science. 
The great English physicians decide that the heart's action is increased 13 
per cent in its efforts to throw off an alcoholic stimulant introduced into the 
circulation. The result of this is easily figured out. 

“The natural pulsebeat is, say, 76 per minute. If we n 
for the number of minutes in an hour, and by 24 for the | 

















e 





iltiply this by 60 
irs in a day, and 
rt has been com 
pelled to do an extra work during that time in throwing off the burden of a 
few drinks (4.8 ounces of alcoho!) equal to 15} tons lifted 1 fvot high. The 
alcohol in the beer causes 2 dilation of the superficial blood vessels, 

of all of them, in fact. This gives the ruddy look. | 
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t it is really an un 
healthy congestion there andeverywhere. Everywhere—heart, brain, stom 
ach. lungs, liver, kidneys—it breaks down, weakens, enfeebles, invite ttacks 
of disease, and makes recovery from any attack or injury precar und 
dif It. 

“The brain and itsmembranes suffer severely, and after irritation and ir 
flammation come the well-known duliness and stupidity. There is no au 
tion in my mind that many brain diseases and many cases of insanity are 
produced by excessive beer drinking. But it is everywhere the sam ery 
where it is degeneration; and this ruinous work is not confined to th ‘ 





torious drinkers, but everyone must suffer just in proportion to the amount 
he or she drinks. No man who drinks much beer is the phy al and men 
tal equal of One who abstains. He diminishes his present pow shortens 
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his life, and wrecks himself by his indulgence in it.” 

Dr. J. T. Woods, three years in the United States service as surgeon in 
char of important brigade and division hospitals, five years professor 
physiology in the Cleveland Medical College, now chief surgeon of the Wa 

! stem of railroads, has practiced in Toledo sixteen years. He say 

I have never had reason to think that any beneficial results came from t! 
use of beer as acommon drink, but, on the contrary, it is slowly but } 

t ly detrimental to the system. Its indiscriminate use as a beverage pr 
duces the most damaging effe< as other drugs would do. I can con 

of no greater fallacy than that any active medicinecan, e ismall quant 
ties, be used with impunity. It does not follow because we car measut 





results that there are none. 


re : That beer is foreign to n 
plainly evident. 








“The whole organism at once sets about its removal 
thi which it can be got rid of is brought into active play 
cease its efforts until the last trace is gone. The reaching o 
























































depends only onthe frequency of the repetit Phe ‘ 
parts; each and every drink counts one. These ‘ones’ a 
the wreck, and tos ire this: it is only necessary to 
numbers sufficient. I do not see how to excuse anyone f1 
hort, each leaves its footprint in one way or another, and the idea that be 
cause you stop before you stagger the system takes no note of the damaging 
material you put into it isa 1s delusion 

» condition of the hal nker is considered as an unnatural one, a 
porti of his diet having been such that vital organ ret or less in 
paired, the nervous system 1 a peculiarly unrelial ce lition, bl i 
deranged in quality, and the reparative power below what it would naturally 
be. Treatment before and after any severe operative procedure is conducted 
wi special view to thi fictitious life, experience having 
longs »t tht this fact ll contrary theory That cor vl 
be , mising patients all practical surgeons 
agre ) out it.” 

Dr ‘ ctice in Toledo for fifteen years, says: ‘'] 
do not ulthy organism needs an artificial prop to sustain 
i Depr y the standard of health always follows just in pro; 
tion a ; stimulated above that standard 1d its effect u 

| nuty rvous system, and upon the circu! m must ther 
be injuriou The organs directly affected are the stoma: liver, kid 
heart, and brain. Stimulants are so quickly absorbed that their act 
perhaps especially exercised upon, first, the vascular system, th« 
yous system, d then upon the nutrition 

W hat is called th ortal vein conveys the stimulants t 

after it is absorbed, the function and structur s 
This is also true of the kidneys, which natural u i 
matters. Asis well known, there is no more frui ! 
ease. The heart and blood vessels are excited at firs 
paired, and then digestion and nutrition become impair 
tem is of course especiaily liable to disorder. Every physicia fa 
with cases in which nervous ‘wear and tear’ in an active life | I pt 
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up by stimulants without apparent loss of power for years; bodily and men- more injurious than more concentrated forms of alcohol, which tend rather 


tal vigor, however, suddenly fail, mental exertion produces fatigue, there is 
depression, loss of appetite, enfeebled digestion, and all the symptoms conse- 
quent upon this condition. 

" “The individual has believed that he could keep up his strength for a 
longer time with the assistance of stimulants. He has been constantly over- 
taxed, but his delusion is to the contrary. The repeated application of the 
stimulus that the over-exertion might be prolonged has really expended the 
powers of the nervous system and prepared him for more complete prostra- 

ion later in life. The temporary advantage gained was purchased at a great 
cost. The greater the expenditure of nervous power by the use of stimu- 
lants, the more complete the exhaustion 

“ The tired brain, from habitual overwork, may feel the consequences less 
speedily when kept up by artificial stimulation to extraordinary activity. 
and the stomach may perhaps be less susceptible to the loss of its natural 
energy: but when the crisis comes there is poor repair of nervous matter, 
the nutritive powers are depressed, and the health slowly restored, if at all. 
On the other hand, the man who has abstained from the use of alcoholic 
beverages, having overtaxed his nervous system, only needs a short period 
of rest and change for the renovation of his system and the recovery of men 
tal and bodily vigor. My experience is that sickness is always more compli 
cated—more fatal—in beer drinkers, and that serious accidents are usually 
fatal with them. The rate of mortality among life-policy holders is much 
lower than among the average population, owing to the fact that those of 
intemperate habits are rejected. 

*“ The effect of alcoholic and malt liquors in producing disease and predis- 
posing to it is perhaps greatest in tropical countries. Asa general rule, the 
more unhealthy the locality the more do the inhabitants indulge in stimnu- 
lants, either from the mistaken notion that they can better withstand the 
effects of the climate or a disposition to make their short life a jolly one 
Under its influence the mental powers are even more inactive than the 
physical. There is hardly a single cause that operates more powerfully in 
the production of insanity, and not only that, but it excites the action of 
other causes that may be present. Plutarch says that ‘one drunkard begets 


another, and Aristotle says that ‘drunken women bring forth children like | 


unto themselves.’ A papers was made to the legislature of Massachusetts 
some years ago, I think by Dr. Howe, on idiocy. He had learned the habits 
of the parents of 300 idiots, and 145—nearly half—are reported as known to be 
habitual drunkards, thus showing the enfeebled constitution of the children 
of drunkards. 

“T have in mind an instance where children born to the mother, begotten 
when the father was intoxicated, and all died within eight months of their 
birth. They should have recovered and would have recovered had they not 
had the relaxed and enfeebled constitution inherited from their intemperate 
father. Instances are recorded where both parents were intoxicated at the 
time of conception, and the result was an idiot. There is not a doubt but 
that inebriety not only makes more destructive whatever taint may exist, 
but impairs the health and natural vigor for remote generations. I believe 
that forty-nine out of fiftv cases of chronic Bright's disease are directly 

yroduced by it. I have never met with a case in which the patient has not 

a intemperate toa greater or less degree. The proportion may be too 
high, but that is certainly my experience. Mr. Christison, a celebrated au 
thor, states that three-fourths to four-fifths of the cases met with in Edin- 
burgh were in habitual drunkenness.” , 

Dr. W. C. Chapman served during the war as a surgeon in the Army of the 
Potomac, and since then has practiced in Toledo. He is professor of materia 
medica and therapeutics in the Northwestern Ohio Medical College. Hesays: 
**Aleohol is a cerebral sedative—that is, an agent which, having first stimu 
lated the brain and nervous system to an abnormal degree, causes sedation, 
an exactly opposite condition. It matters not in what form the alcohol is 
taken, whether as whisky, brandy, wine, or beer, this physiological effect is 
always shown as the principal one. 

“There are other results from its use, which, although perfectly well 
established and understood by the physiologist, remain unknown to the 
drinker. as the condensation of albumen, congestion of the stomach and 
liver, thus impairing digestion, and even causing structural changes in the 
various organs themselves; causing enlargements, followed by contractions 
of the liver, fatty degeneration of the blood, the blood vessels, heart, and 
kidneys, and the brain itself may be similarly affected. Of course, small 
doses, not frequently repeated, do not bring about all these results, but 
sooner or later, if drinking to moderation becomes a habit, many of these 
results will become apparent. 

“I certainly do consider beer as harmful as the ardent spirits, if not 
more so. I can not see how anyone can drink from 10 to 20 glasses of beer 
a day, an amount quite low for a beer drinker, without producing patholog 
ical conditions fully as grave as those found in one who constantly drinks 
his brandy or whisky. I know that some good men consider beer is a food, 
and even alcohol, but I can not so look at it. The fact is, that after very many 
experiments it is supposed that about one and a half ounces of alcohol will 
be retained during twenty-four hours in the system, and that more than that 
will be excreted. 

“Therefore within that limit alcohol acts asa food. Making allowance for 
collecting all the excreta during twenty-four or forty-eight hours, what a 
narrow limit do we find for its use as food. Hence, by the drinking of 1 
ounces of alcohol as much nourishment would be obtained as from 3 cents’ 
worth of sugar candy. And even the most enthusiastic of its supporters as 
food say that no matter how much is taken during twenty-four hours only 1) 
ounces is retained, and more than that isinjurious. Just look at it. Pure 
beer is 91 per cent water. 5 per cent alcohol, and 4 per cent of malt extract, 
adulteration, hops, etc. Not as much nutriment in 10 pints of beer as in one 
slice of bread and butter.” 

Dr. G. A. Collamore. in practice about twenty-five years and formerly di- 
vision surgeon of the Third Division, Twenty-second Army Corps, said: 

* Beer contains from 3 to5 per cent of alcohol and produces the well-known 
effects of that substance on the vital organs, especially the brain, stomach, 
liver. kidneys, and blood. 

“The brain is kept in a hyperemic or congested condition, which prevents 
norma! cerebration or the accurate use of the mental faculties. 

* The stomach becomes catarrhal, inactive, and finally dilated. 

“ The liver is overburdened in disposing of the excess of hydrocarbon, is 


first congested, then contracted or cirrhotic, which condition partially stops | 


the free circulation of blood through it and leads to abdominal dropsy. 

‘The kidneys are overworked to get rid of the superfluous water, and be- 
come first enlarged and then contracted (Bright's disease), a state of things 
which results in enlargement of the heart (hypertrophy), derangement of 
the circulation, and, eventually, general dropsy 

“The lungs have an extra amount of labor thrown upon them in burning 
up or oxidizing the alcohol. and are in a favorable condition for attacks of 
congestion, inflammation, or cedema (dropsy), which are very liable to prove 
fatal. 

“Every physician and surgeon will testify that, other things being equal, 
the beer soaker has a much smailer chance of recovery, if overtaken by 
serious illness, accident, or the necessity of surgical interference, than the 
one who abstains. In this one particular effect beer is, in my judgment, 


to local disorders."’ 

Dr. Andrew McFarland writes thus: “It is your stout old hero, who goes 
to bed every night with liquor enpugh under his belt to fuddle the brains of 
a half dozen ordinary men, and yét lives out his threescore years and ten 
that will be found at the head of the stock that pour into the world, genera 
tion after generation, such a crop of lunatics, epileptics, eccentrics, and in 
ebriates as we often see. The impunity with which one so constituted wi)! 
violate all physical law, gets its set-off in a succeeding generation, when the 
great harvest begins.” 

“That ‘the iniquities of the fathers are visited upon the children;’ that 
‘the fathers have eaten sour grapes and the children’s teeth have been set oy 
edge,’ are truths that no Scripture is needed to teach. In other words, he 
who sins through physical excess does not do half the harm to himself that ho 


| does to the inheritors of his blood. The penalty must be paid as surely as 


there is a seedtime and a harvest.” 

The President of the Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Company—one of 
the oldest in the country—has for years been investigating the relation of 
beer drinking to longevity. His object was that he might solve the problem 
whether beer promotes vitality or otherwise. In other words, to know 
whether beer drinkers are desirable risks toa life insurance company. We 
give his conclusions: 

He declared, as the result of a series of observations carried on among a 
selected group of persons who were habitual drinkers of beer, that although 
for two or three years there was nothing remarkable, yet presently death 
began to strike, and then the mortality became astounding and uniform in 
its manifestations. There was no mistaking it; the history was almost inva- 
riable; robust, apparent health, full muscles, a fair outside, increasing weight, 
florid faces; then a touch of cold or a sniff of malaria, and instantly some 
acute disease, with almost invariable typhoid symptoms, was in violent action, 
and ten days or less ended it. 

It was as if the system had been kept fair on the outside, while within 
was eaten to a shell, and at the first touch of disease there was utter collaps: 
every fiber was poisoned and weak. And this in its main features, varying 
in degree, has been his observation in beer drinkingeverywhere. It is pecu 
liarly deceptive at first; it is thoroughly destructive at the last. 





THe LETTER OF AN INDIGNANT BREWER AND AN ANSWER THERETO 
THE BREWER TO THE BLADE. 


MILWAUKEE, WIs., January 29, 188), 
To the Editor of the Toledo Blade: 


I protest against your indiscriminate denunciation of the trade in liquors, 
more especially of those engaged in brewing. Brewing is as legitimate a busi 
ness as any other, and is conducted upon precisely the same principles 
There is a demand for beer, and we, the brewers, supply it. There are, o 
course, good men in the business and bad men. I have been in the business 
twenty years, and consider myself doing just as legitimate work as though | 
was selling flour or boots and shoes. No one need drink whisky or beer un 
less he wants to, any more than he is compelled to eat bread, against his wil! 

| This is a free country, but you and those like you would make us worse than 
slaves by dictating to the people what they shall eat anddrink. My busine 


A BREWER 


| is just as legitimate as yours. 


THE BLADE TO THE BREWER. 


You are not the only brewer who has written us in this strain. Every 
brewer holds his business to be legitimate, and they all base the claim upon 
the assertion that a man may drink alcoholic stimulants or let them alone, a 
he elects, and that if any harm grows out of the traffic the fault lies with the 
consumer and not with the producer. 

There never was a statement so utterly foundationless. You know that as 
the business is now conducted you are not uttering truth. Twenty years 
ago it would have been partly true, butnotnow. Twenty yearsagothe brew 
ing of beer was in its infancy, and the beer shop existed only where there wa 
a demand for beer. It was then a passive nuisance, not an aggressive evi! 
The snake was then lying quietly, waiting for people to come to be bitten. It 
was not skirmishing around searching for people to bite. 

But when the enormous profits of brewing came to be known, when men 
hungering for money saw there was a net profit of from §1 to $2 on every 
barrel sold, capital and business capacity were put into it, and the style ot 
conducting the business was changed entirely. 

When you went into the business you did not wait for a demand for your 
stuff, but you set about creating ademand. And you went about your work 
cleverly. You established beer shops where there had never been a call for 
them, and you proceeded with an ingenuity that was devilish and a persist 
ency that was infernal to make customers for your product. You laid traps 
for the people. You took houses and rooms everywhere and put into them 
men fitted by nature for the business, and made it to their profit to entice 
men and boys into your places to be taught to drink beer. 

The number whose stomachs were already trained to the liquid were alto 
gether too few for your purpose, and you began aregular systematic recruit 
ing of the ranks of drunkards, which you have faithfully followed ever since 
— success in this nefarious trade increasing with the money you mak: 

Vy it. 

"You understood enough of the make-up of the human system to know that 
when a boy was once accustomed to drink a stoppage was almost impossible. 
and that when his stomach was once sufficiently inflamed he would go on so 
long as he had energy enough to earn the price of a glassand the strength to 
lift it to bis lips, giving you a mortgage upon him till the certain end came to 
him. 
Basing your business upon this physical law, you used every device that 
| cupidity could suggest to entice men_ and boys into your places. You en 
couraged the playing of games. the stakes being always beer, to the end that 
winner and loser should both drink, whether they wanted to or not. You 
encouraged the pernicious system of treating, that the man who came in in 
tending to take one glass should take a dozen, provided enough of his friends 
were present, and you went so far as to set upon your counters free lunches, 
always of material that was thirst provoking, and prepared solely to keep 
| the infernal stream running. 
In short, instead of nursing an evil which people might come to, you have 
| gone out to thrust it upon them. There being a profit so enormous on beer, 
| you have lain awake nights to devise ways and means to sell the largest 
| amount of it possible. 
Yours is the cunningest scheme ever invented for the making of money. 
The youth once initiated into the habit is its bondslave forever, unless saved 
by a miracle. You can count your gains with a certainty by estimating the 
earnings of your customers. All you want to gain wealth is to have custom 
ers enough, and your ee business is to make customers. Once made, 

you need never look after them. They are as certain to come to you as the 
| sun is to rise, and you and your guild are just as busy making customers as 
| youare making the beer to supply them. 
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Do not try to escape the responsibility of this systematic drunkard making 

claiming that it is the work of the beer seller and not the beer maker. 
That will not do. You own the fixtures in these saloons; you selected the 
fellow who stands behind the bar, and if he does not sell so much beer 
each day the place is taken from him. You have scores of such places in 
Milwaukee. You have established them in the same way all over the coun- 
try, and you are looking for more. You not only splotched your own city all 
over with these hell holes, but you went out into the towns and villages of 
your own and other States toestablish them. Wherevera beer shop was not, 
you planted one, each one a missionary of the devil. It is a part of the con- 
tract by which the poor devil holds his place that he shall make his canvass 
for drunkards thorough. Your hand does not strike the blow, but it guides 
the hand that does. : y : 

You are unwise to institute a comparison between the business of beer 
and flour. Your business is not as legitimate as dealing in flour, because it is 
not true, and never was, of you or any other man, that one can drink and let 
it alone as he chooses. You know, or ought to, that every drop of your stuff 
that goes into a man's stomach diseases it, and creates an irresistible cray- 
ing for more. You know that every drop taken lessens the power to resist, 
and that this sapping of the will power goes on steadily and irresistibly till 
the victim of it is entirely incapable of turning from it; that he becomes so 
helpless in the grasp of the appetite that he will steal his baby’s shoes to get 
the means to gratify it. 

To commence is to continue, ard you induce the commencing. Your com- 

yarison is very unfortunate. No man eats bread to the point of omguetng 
ris liver and enlarging his kidneys, nor can there be an appetite for breac 
which requires excess to satisfy it. Bread does not create a diseased stom- 
ach which can only be satisfied with bread, and even if it did the glutton can 
only injure himself. Men do not get crazy upon bread, nor do they commit 
murder under its effects. No man ever starved or froze his family to get 
bread for himself. Bread is strength; beer is weakness. 

Any business that is based upon a canvass for drunkards, that has for its 
foundation not only the supply of drink to drunkards, but the conversion of 
sober men into drunkards, is not legitimate. Your business is not only not 
legitimate, but it is a curse to every business thatis. Every dime you take 
from your victims is just that much robbed from the grocer, the shoemaker, 
the butcher, the baker, and the dry-goods merchant. It is that much taken 
from the wealth of the world and worse than wasted, for it not only goes 
for nothing, but it destroys the power of production in the man using it. It 
is a robbery of the community in a double sense. You are not only absorb- 
ing the proceeds of labor, but you are destroying labor itself. The drunkard 
not only does not consume, but, under your manipulation, he ceases to pro- 
duce. Your use of him ends with his incapacity for labor; and after you 
have deprived him of the power to labor you turn him and those dependent 
upon him over to the general public to support, and look about for new pau- 
pers to take his place. 

There are degrees in badness as in goodness, and there are, doubtless, 
honest men making and dealing in liquor. But you know very well that 
every prostitute in Milwaukee bases her business upon alcoholic stimulants. 
You know that beer is the one staple in every thieves’ den in your city. You 
know that every gambler depends upon liquor as his mainstay. You know 
that wherever crime and degradation are, liquor is. and that it is always first 
in the procession. There may be liquor without crime, but there is no crime 
without liquor. It is father of murder, the twin brother of every species of 
crime, and the parent of oar kind of evil. It stupefies the victim of the 
dives in your bad quarters and nerves the arm of the ruffian who kills him. 
It is the chief dependence of the pimp and prostitute and the invariable 
help of the cmabies and thief. 

You claim to bea respectable brewer. Do not your wagons stop regularly 
in front of these low dives? Do you not supply the gambling hell: and houses 
of prostitution the same as you do the “respectable” places? 
agents canvass these places for business, and when one of them is established 
is it not a foot race between you and your competitors to secure the trade? 
And you know perfectly well to what uses your beer is to be put. 

The business of manufacturing and selling anything in which there is 
absolutely no good and which is confessedly bad can not be properly counted 
as legitimate. Whoever embarks in such a business does it 
loves the almighty dollar that he is willing to part with the respect of good 
men and women and for its sake set at defiance the opinion of the world. 
Every drop brewed is a curse, and no one on earth knows it better than you. 
You may drink it yourself, but we venture to say you do not do it to any 
greater extent than is necessary for the good of your trade. You would not 
nate pose son drink it, and you would not marry your daughter to a man 
addicted to it. 

To say that the public, which has the legal right to kill mad dogs, and 
restrain criminality, and all that sort of thing, has not the right to bring you 
under the control of law, is absurdity itself. To say that the law, which has 


by 


the power to restrain the criminal, shall not restrain the criminal maker is | . : ; : 
| verted and degenerative changes in the tissues, ending in renal and hepatic 


worse than absurd. The community has the right to protect itself, and we 
know of nothing that callsfor more stringent work in the way of self-protection 
than the saving of men and boys from you and those in your business. 

When the public conscience is sufficiently aroused, when the ghastly list 
of those who have gone down to death through you and your lieutenants is 
alittle longer, your business will not be regulated and restrained, but utterly 
destroyed. This will be the first step the people will take. 


BEER. 


We devote much space in this issue to the statements of the best physi- 
cians and surgeons of Toledo as to the effect of beer upon the human system. 

We ask for it a careful and critical perusal. The statements are of all 
classes of physicians, 
principles, ut have taken all. What they say of beer is not colored by any 
eeling for or against temperance. Their statements are the cold, bare ex- 
periences of men of science who know whereof they speak. 

It should be borne in mind that Toledo is essentially a beer-drinking city. 
The German population is very large; there are five of the largest and most 
extensive breweries in the country here, and there is probably more beer 
drank, in proportion to the population, than in any city in the United States. 

The practice of these physicians is, therefore, largely among the beer 
drinkers, and they have had abundant opportunities to know exactly its bear- 
ing upon health and disease. 

Every one of them bears testimony to the fact that no man can drink beer 
safely, that it is an injury to anyone who uses it in any quantity, and that its 
rT — the general health of the country has been even worse than that 
of whisky. 

We know that it has been, for one reason, if for no other. It has entered 
the field of drunkard making under false pretenses. It was accepted by 
many as a safe substitute for whisky, and thousands favored its use on that 
ground, forgetting that it isan alcoholic beverage the same as whisky, and 
that whoever uses alcohol as a stimulant must have the amount of alcohol 
that is necessary to produce the effect desired, and, so. far as effect is con- 
cerned, it does not make a particle of difference whether that alcohol is in 
the form of beer, wine, or whisky, because every drinking man will take what 
a'cohol he wants into his system to produce the desired effect. 


Do not your | 


| body. 


vecause he so | 
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To reduce it to plain English. men drink to get whatever degree of drunk- 
enness they desire. There is drunk in beer the same as any other liquor. 
Beer is from 8 to 12 per cent alcohol. If an ounce of alcohol is what is re- 
quired to produce the desired effect —— a man, he may get it in four drinks 
of whisky, while it would require a gallon of beer to produce the same effect. 
If he craves the ounce of alcohol, and seeks forit in beer, he is going to drink 
the gallon, thus not only getting the same amount of alcohol, but loading his 
stomach with a gallon of fluid charged with all sorts of unhealthy principles. 
Thousands upon thousands of confirmed drunkards have been made by beer 
because it has been held that it could be indulged in safely. 

There is no safety in alcohol. When aman says, “Oh, [ drink nothing—I 
take a glass of beer now and then,” that man is fairly on the road. Better 
for him the naked fact of undisguised whisky. 

We especially call attention to another fact. Life-insurance companies 
have no sentiment. They are as cold-blooded as banks. They do business 
upon strictly business principles. Their business is one based purely upon 
experience, from which certain inexorable rules have been established. A 
life-insurance company will not insure the life of a confirmed beer drinker. 
Why? Because it is a certain fact, as certain as anything can be, that the 
beer drinker can not live long enough to make insurance profitable to them. 

The “expectation ” of life in a beer drinker is cut short by his appetite. 
No life-insurance company is going to take a risk upon a body into which is be- 
ing poured every day the seeds of disease, any more than a marine insurance 
company is going to take a risk upon arotten hulk. No life-insurarke com- 
pany is going to take a risk upon a man who is inviting Bright's disease of 
the kidneys, inflammatory rheumatism, congestion of the liver, and enlarge- 
ment of the kidneys, all of which are as certain to come to him as he is to 
persevere in beer. And the beer drinker, as arule, does persevere till death 
stops his contributions to brewers. 

hese institutions dread beer more than they do whisky, for its effect upon 
the system is even worse. A nonbeer drinker at 40 is considered a good 
risk—a beer drinker at that age can get noinsurance at all. As we said, there 
is no sentiment in life insurance companies. They act entirely upon facts, 
which are the result of experience. Their figures never lie. 

One other fact we desire to call attention to while we are aboutit. There 
are degrees in beer. Much more beer may be drank without death in Ger- 
many than in America, for one reason. In Germany the brewers are under 
government control, and here they are not. Beerin Germany has to be made 
of malt and hops only; here it may be made of anything that the brewer 
chooses. He may use any poison in it that his cupidity suggests. There isa 
very great percentage of them who would use strychnine if it would lessen 
the cost of beer. 

Then, again, inGermany beer is kept till itis sound. It is not exposed for 
sale until it has undergone all its fermentation and is as harmless as any 
alcoholic liquor can be. It is not so in this country. The rate of interest 
makes it an object to turn beer into money as soon as possible, and, therefore. 
beer made Monday is sold Saturday, with the yeast not half worked off, and 
in a condition to undergo fermentation in the stomach of the drinker. Then 
beer made and sold in this country, were it pure, is altogether too new for 
even the confirmed beer drinker. It is bad enough at best; as we get it. it is 
worse than vile. 

We especially ask every man who indulges in this most vile decoction to 
read most carefully what the best physicians and surgeons in the country 
say about it. They know, and their evidence is perfectly safe. It is science 
speaking through its devotees. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The celebrated Dr. N.S. Davis, of Chicago, 
in a critical discussion of the influence of alcohol on the human 
system, has something to say concerning beer. Dr. Davis is 
doubtless well known by reputation to many members of this 
He is one of the most distinguished physicians in this 
country. I am not quite sure whether Dr. Davis is alive at 
the present time, but his writings on scientific subjects attracted 
the attention of the entire country, and especially of the medical 
profession. Dr. Davis says: 

Accurate investigation will show that beer and wire drinkers consume 
more alcohol per man than spirit drinkers; and while they are not as often 
vupenly intoxicated, they suffer fully as much from disease and premature 
death in the aggregate as do those who use distilled spirits. 

Again, the beer drinker drinks more nearly every day, and thereby keeps 
some alcohol in his blood more constantly, while a large percentage of spirit 
drinkers drink only periodically, leaving considerable intervals of absti. 
nence, during which the tissues regain nearly their natural condition. The 
more constant and persistent is the presence of alcohol in the biood and the 
tissues, even_in moderate quantity, the more certainly does it lead to per- 
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dropsies, cardiac failures, gout, apoplexy, and paralysis. 


The testimony that the use of any form of alcohol has a dele- 
terious effect on armies as well as individuals is overwhelming. A 
recent publication by Dr. Winfield S, Hall, professor of physiology 
in the Northwestern University Medical School of Chicago, a 
graduate of the Leipsic University, completely disproves the ar- 
gument that beer is a food, or that it in any way builds up and 
invigorates the system. 

I have here a publication, the author of which is Henry T. 
Hewes, A. B., M. D. (Harvard), teacher in physiological and 
clinical chemistry, Harvard University Medical School, of Boston, 
in which Dr. Hewes, one of the most eminent scientists of New 
England, discusses the question as to the use of alcohol by soldiers 
and the effect it has upon them—not the temporary effect, not 
the effect for an hour or possibly a day, but the effect it has upon 


| them as an army in the matter of their being able to endure tho 


| hardships that necessarily come to soldiers, 


| 
| 


| and for that reason I will venture to read one extract. 


[ apprehended that 
the Senate might not patiently listen to the reading of an extract 
from this interesting book, but the Senator from Colorado sug- 
gests to me that there are some Senators who would listen to it. 
Dr. Hewes 


says: 
In the British army in Africa, for instance, the experiment was tried of 
testing how far the soldiers could march when taking daily what were con- 


sidered moderate amounts of rum, and then how far they could march when 
taking no liquor, and comparing the records. So also in the Army of the Po- 
tomac, in the American civil war, the same experiment was tried with whisky. 
When the records are compared it is found that soldiers can endure longer 
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The indulgence in any practice involving risk from the point of view of 
health or welfare is justifiable only in cases where the benefit to be derive; i 
from the practice is proportionate to the risk involved, and where the same 
benefit can not be obtained in some manner involving less or norisk. The 
danger of the use of alcoholic drinks and the harm which may follow this use 
are, in a general average, out of all proportion to the possible benefit which 
is or can be derived from it. This use is therefore unjustifiable, and should 
be condemned in all manuals of hygiene. 

J. Sims Woodhead, M. D., professor of pathology in the Univer- 
sity of Cambridge, England, writes as follows: 

The sirdar, Sir Herbert Kitchener, and General Gatacre, in their advances 
up the Nile, have strictly forbidden the supply of alcoholic liquors to any of 
the troops under their command. We learn that they took this step on tw 
First, on the ground that from long experience they were c 

iced that the physical condition of the troops would under these conditi 
be enormously improved, and the men woul la have much greater staying 
while their dash, determination, and steadiness would also be 
d. The second gre und appears to have been that the mentaland mo 
a of the tro PS would be preserved in a far greater degree thar 
ibly be the falcohol were served out. The resi ult has been that th 

h, spirits, and conduc t of the troops have been the admiration of all 
e who hs ive had any dealings with them, and thisec zpertment ona larg 
» has been ar s unqualified success. 


P rof. William B. Carpenter, M. D., LL. D., F. R. S., author of 
Principles of Human Physiology, and other scientific works, calls 
attention to this subject in a very interesting way. Dr. Carpen- 
ter is an authority the world over, and he has discussed these 

juestions with great lucidity and ability. Ins peaking of the dif- 
ferent armies, and especi: lly of different regiments in the British 
army,as to their ability to withstand forced marches and the 
hardships which necessarily come to soldiers, he says 


On the 


st estec 


unds: 


‘TS, 


tamin coul 


Edmund Parkes—a man held in th: 
rendered to the hygiene of our 
lin early life as assistant surgeon in 
1an European regiment, of which about one-half were total abstainer 
ther half very temperate men, this regiment enjoyed a remarka 
unity from cholera and fever when marching through a very pestile1 
ountry 

‘And, Mr, President, I will say parenthetica!ly that it is a fact, 
established by the highest scientific authorities and never dis- 
puted, that in all epidemics of cholera and other diseases of that 
nature it is not the total abstainers or even the moderate drinkers 
who suffer to any considerable extent, but the men who habitually 
use alcoholic drinks. Dr. Carpenter continues— 
regiment they were on their 
ime country in the opposite direction, 
uck down. Iwas so impressed with this fact that I traced out t 
‘al reports of Dr. P gziment tor several consecutive veat 1 
that its average of sickness and mortality was only about half of tha 
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T he London 1 Lancet, the foremost medical journal in the world, 
says in its issue of April 1, 1899: 

Any increased consum}] 

And I desire that the distinguished Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Haw.Lery], the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, will listen to this authority. It has had some infinence 
on my mind, and I trust it may have upon his 

Any ‘reased consumption of beer, 1 od for 
the national exchequer, will not ce ndv ty or 
the disease and misery produced by alcol 

A recent issue of the Scientific American has the following: 
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Let me introduce a little more testimony on this point; 
mony which goes to show conclusivalv that liquor drinking 
conducive to health or strength, but that it inevitably doe 
to the individual, and equally so to great armies. 

Dr. G. von Bunge, pro essor of physiological chemistry in th 
University of Basle, says: 
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It has been shown over and over that those who endure the greatest gro 
and exposure are the men who do not drink. 

The Journal of Inebriety, October, 
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By order Field-Marshal Lord Wolseley, eres he mman ter in chief, 
careful and exhaustive experiments were made with a view to: rtaining 


the relative effects of alcohol and of total abstinence u 1por it he physical e ndur- 
| ance and staying qualities of the troops. One regiment was deprived of 


1899, biect 


discusses the sul 


of 


Asc 





1901. 








every form of alcoholic drink, while another belonging to the same brigade 
was allowed to purchase, as usual, malt liquor at the canteen, and another 
uld receive a daily ration of whisky 

In each instance the experiment showed that, whereas at_the first the 
regiment which had received an allowance of grog surpassed the other in 
dash and impetuosity of attack, yet, after the third or fourth day its mem- 
bers began to show notable signs of lassitude and lack of spirit and endur- 
ance. ‘The same manifestations, though in a minor and slower degree, were 
apparent in the regiment restricted to malt liquors, whereas the men who* 
had been kept from every form of alcoholic drink increased in staying power, 
alertness, and vigor every day. 

The resalts of these experiments led the British war department to de- 
cide, not on the ground of principle, but solely for the sake of maintaining 
the power of endurance of the troops now engaged in the Soudan campaign, 
not to permit a single drop of alcohol in camp save for hospital use. 

Dr. Edward L. Fox, president of the British Medical Associa- 
tion, in his annual address before the sixty-second annual meet- 
ing of that association, remarked: 

How important it is for a nation to know that any excess in muscular | 


Ww 


work, as in the forced marches of an army, is rendered far more difficult by 
the use of alcohol; that it not only fails in giving power in the work of the | 


muscles of the heart, but acts distinctly as a depressant; that it never en- 
hances the temperature of the body, and that in its pure state it is in no 
sense a food. All this knowledge has been gained by the observation of med- | 
ical men. 

Mr. President, well does Mrs. Mary H. Hunt, the devoted super- 
intendent of the department of scientific temperance instruction 
of the National Woman's Christian Temperance Union, say: 

The testimony of science shows beer to be by nature a dangerous drink; 
that intoxication from beer is even more demoralizing than from stronger 
liquors; that because of its inherent characteristics its use can be counted on 
to lower the moral, mental, and physical force of the users. 

The disgraceful results of its use in our new possessions, which have made 
every true American blush for his nation’s honor, have been just such as 
inevitably follow the drinking of a beverage whose inherent characteris- 
tics are those of beer, and show the weakness of the claim often advanced 
that the sale of beer in the army canteen will keep the soldier from the 
saioon. 

Che nature of beer is not at all changed by selling it in the canteen instead | 
of in the saloon. The argument is most specious that it would be less temp- 
tation to the soldier if he were not obliged to go to the saloon outside, but | 
could get beer within the camp, where it would be an ever-present invitation 
to the thirst induced by the tropical heat. The philosophy of the petition, 
* Lead us not into temptation,” is thrown into contempt by this reasoning, 
and the United States is asked to provide the temptation to drunkenness for 
the valiant men who wear its uniform, and stand ready to defend its flag, if 
need be, with life itself. . 

Che suggested Senate amendment assumes on the part of the people's 
representatives an ignorance of scientific facts about the nature of beer 
that are familiar to school children or else an indifference to the welfare of | 
our Army and to our mission as the evangels of liberty to the nations of the 
earth. Such an amendment would misrepresent the intelligence and sincer 
ity of purpose of the people of the United States concerning the undeveloped 
races Which have providentially come under our care. 

Mr. President, not only are we tolerating liquor selling in Army 
camps, but we have allowed our military officers to establish hun- 
dreds of American saloons in Manila, which is bringing wretched- 
ness to the natives of Luzon and seriously reflecting upon the 
American Government. 

On this question Professor Schurman, who was at the head of 
one of the commissions that went to the Philippine Islands, in 
speaking upon this subject—if he is correctly reported, and I 
think he is—has this to say: 

I et that the Americans allowed the saloon to get a foothold on the is- 














] l That has hurt the Americans more than anything else, and the spec- 
tacle of Americans drunk awakens disgust in the Filipinos. We suppressed 

t ‘ock fights there and permitted the taverns to flourish. One emphasized 
the Filipino frailty and the other the American vice. I have never seen a 
Filioinodrunkard. The Filipinos have some excellent virtues. They are ex- | 
< lingly cleanly and also exceedingly temperate 


Mr. John Foreman, who was summoned to Paris by the Peace 
Commission on the Philippine Islands, speaking of the Philip- | 
pines, say 
Prior to the American occupation there was little beer used in the islands. 

hin a fortnight after the capitulation of Manila the drinking sa®oons had 
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existing in the time of the Spaniards. Drunkenness, with allits consequent 
evils, is rife all over the city among the new white population. The orgies 
of the newcomers, the incessant street brawls, the insults offered with im- 
punity to natives of both sexes, were hardly calculated to arouse in the na- 
tives admiration for their new masters. 


Now, Mr. President, I am not going to argue that the prepon- 
derance of opinion among Army officers is either for or against 
the Army canteen. Beyond a doubt opinions are divided, and it 
seems that some remarkable changes of opinion have taken place. 
As an illustration, the Adjutant-General of the Army is now in 
favor of the canteen, while in 1892, when he was assistant adju- 
tant-general, he declared against the canteen, saying that ** the 
saloon feature should be done away with without further experi- 
ment.” Hesubstantially repeated this opinion one year ago, and is 
quoted as saying that *‘the exchange, with an open saloon, would 
be a first-rate thing to recommend for adoption in the army of | 
the enemy,” a sentiment in which I cordially concur. 

Many of our lead ng o‘ticers have pronounced against the can- 
teen—men like General Howard. General Ludlow, General Shaf- 
ter, General Wheeler, General Henry, General Carlin, Surgeon- 
General Sternberg, and others of equal note. Surgeon-General 
Sternberg is on record as follows: 

I do not think much of the beercanteen. The theory that the soldier needs 
a beer canteen to keep him from going to outside saloons for something | 
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stronger is all wrong; there is nothing init. On the contrary, a great many 
young soldiers who are not accustomed to drink contract drinking habits at 
these canteens and are ruined. There is no need whatever for intoxicating 
drinks at these canteens, and it will be a good thing for the Army if they are 
abolished. 

It is proper that I should say that Surgeon-General Sternberg 
is now quoted on the other side; but even if he is, the above testi- 
mony is important. 

Mr. President, I will ask permission to here introduce a partial 
list of the officers and the names of various volunteer regiments 
in the late war with Spain who have given testimony against 
the canteen, and who prohibited it so far as their regiments were 
concerned. 









Colonels of following regiments which had no canteer First, Third Ne 
braska (Col. W. J. Bryan): First Texas; First Wisconsin; Second, Fourth, 
Sixth, and Eighth Ohio: Fifth, Eighth, Twelfth, 1 Thirteenth Pem lva- 
nia; Second and Fifth Missouri; Twenty-fifth Kansas; One hundred and tifty- 
s nth, One hundred and fifty-ninth, and One hundred and sixtieth Indiana; 
First, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, and Ninth Illinois; First, Second, Third, 
and fourth Kentucky; District of Columbia regiment; First and Second 
Mississippi; First New Hampshire; Fifth and Eighth Massachusetts; First 
Washington: Fifteenth Minnesota; Firstand Second Arkansas; Forty-ninth, 


Fiftieth, and Fifty-second Iowa: First South Dakota; Sex Sec- 


ond South Carolina, and Second Louisiana. 
To these add the following commissioned officers 


md Virginia; 


of lesser rank 


| that have condemned the canteens: 


Lieutenant-Colonels Trueman, North Dakota; Beck, Kansas. 

Chaplains Sam Small, Third United States Engineers (no canteen); Craw- 
fordand Harbaugh, Ohio; House, Massachusetts; Hunter and Brady, Penn- 
sylvania; White, Texas; Todd, Illinois; Phillips, Nebraska; Cook, Georgia; 
Stamper, Kentucky; Solomon, Missouri; Babcock, Arkansas; Kimbal! (regu- 
lars); Watts, Texas, and Lyman, Louisiana. 

Surgeons Genella (regulars); Ward, Missouri; Penrose, Utah; Epler, Ten- 





hnessee 
Adjutant Venable (United States Engineers). 
Maj. Burton R. Ross, District of Columbia 
Capts. R.S. Woodson (expert on tropical diseases 
sylvania. 
Lieut. A. K. Taylor (Regular Army), article in Unit 


; Hunt 


Battery D, Penn- 
is ) Mag 4 

No stronger presentation of the case has been made than by 
General Ludlow, who says: 


ine. 


It isa matter of general recognition that the use of intoxicating drinks of 
any kind in the Tropics conduces effectively toattack from disease. It is be- 
lieved by this department that absolute prohibition is imperative. In almost 
every case of yellow fever developed thus far among American troops in 
Cuba it has been found that the patient was in the habit of drinking. It is 


particularly important, where a large proportion of the troops are recruits, 


that nothing be officially done to create in them the habitof using intoxi- 
cants. To establish canteens at the posts in the Tropics is to render the temp- 
tations of sociability and companionship practically irresistible, and the habit 


of drinking is readily acquired. 
In alluding to General Ludlow’s views, Harper's Bazaar of June 
9, 1900, comments as follows: 


At present 85 per cent of the United States Army is in t! 
over, this is the keynote of the whole question, as Ge 
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l My re- 
Ludlow puts 


it: 


“It is particularly important, where a large proportion of the tr sare re- 
cruits, that nothing be officially done to create in them the habit of using in- 
toxicants." Recruits form 75 per cent of the strength of the Army rheso 


rve theirc 


intry 





















in time of war. 
Shall this country repay them by officially establishing in their midst a 
| temptation threatening them and the loved ones to whom they wil Irn 
with the horror of the vice of drinking? If,as General Cor 1says, these men, 
in the absence of post canteens, drink native liquors in the Tropics ein 
| effect than the beer or light wine the canteen would furnish, it is deplorablk 
| a hideous individual sacrifice in the cause of civilization, which the United 
States has undertaken in the Philippine Islands. But for such consequences 
of individual human frailty, amid surroundings tempting to vice, the Govern- 
ment is not officially responsible 
lt doubtless is morally responsible so long as it susta ) Philip- 
pines, but the volanteer who, having served |} untry r y s in the 
fropics and come home diseased, debauched by drink 1! ccuse anyone 
but himself if he sought his doom outside the post ve ment 
assigned him. If, however, by official act the Govern nt tempted him to 
drink, he shall say in bitterness of h *t Ww h isa l patriotism, 
““Tanswered the call of my country the risk of all my earthly interests, 
and it called me to this—dishonor, depra 
To abolish the canteen will not regenerate the Ar But the words of 
General Ludlow should be the text for ressional actior Nothing 
should be done officially to create in volunteer troops the habit of using 
intoxicants.” 


Great stress has been laid here and elsewhere upon the fact that 
some clergymen have given testimony in favor of the continuance 
of the canteen, and the testimony of Archbishop Ireland has been 
especially dwelt upon. 

It can safely be said that the clergy as a whole are opposed to 
the canteen, and that the bishops of the country are no exception 
to this rule. 

A little time ago if was my privilege to conduct an inquiry in 
the room of the Committee on the District of Columbia on a biil 
which is known popularly as the anti-vivisection bill. At that 
meeting, unannounced, a bishop of one of the churches of the 
United States appeared to give testimony in favor of vivisection. 
Immediately it was heralded to the country and the world. that 
that great man—for he is a great man—had lent the authority of 
his name to the practice of unrestricted vivisection; but no one 


) 
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took the trouble to inquire how many bishops in this country had 
protested against the practice and had written me personally that 
| they were in favor of the bill that was under consideration, 
At that very moment I had in my committee room more than 


twenty letters from distinguished bishops of the various religious 
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denominations in the United States, and hundreds of letters from post the chapel stands for instruction in righteousness, and the canteen for 
distinguished clergymen, pleading for the passage of the bill which | the destruction of men, and each soldier must choose with which to keep 


a single bishop had appeared to oppose. 

One or two clergymen have appeared, possibly more; one Army 
chaplain, possibly more, has appeared in print in favor of the 
continuance of the canteen; but, Mr. President, it is a well-known 
fact that the petitions that have been presented to this body by 
the hundreds and the thousands since we assembled bear the sig- 
natures of the leading clergymen of the country in opposition to 
the continuance of the saloon feature of our Army camps and in 
favor of the passage of the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. A letter just received from Rev. John F. Hill, sec- 
retary of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States, says that that assembly, by almost unanimous 
vote, urges the banishment of beerfrom the Army. That church 
numbers 1,000,000 communicants and approximately 3,000,000 
adherents, and what is true of that church is equally true of every 
other church in the country so far as the subject under discussion 
is concerned. 

On this point I beg to say that I have in my hand an article 
recently written by a post chaplain to the editor of the Atlanta 
Journal.and, asit is of the greatest possible interest toevery person 
who is interested in this question on one side or the other, as it 
states the proposition with great clearness and strength, and seems 
to clear away some of the cobwebs that have been thrust into this 
discussion by the friends of the Army canteen, I will ask permis- 
sion, without reading it, to insert it as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). Is there objection to the request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

Editor of the Atlanta Journal; 


Your editorial last Friday concerning the Army canteen indicates the con- 
fusion of mind obtaining generally as to what are the merits and demerits of 
that institution. Asa chaplain in the Army I have my viewsand convictions, 
which I have formed after many years of observation, under favorable con- 
ditions, to satisfy myself as to its influence for good or evil. I take it that 
the public is entitled to a statement of these conclusions. 

During the last thirteen years I have served at posts where canteens were 
in operation. Thirteen years ago they were experimental, most posts hav- 
ing post-traders’ stores, which furnished beer to officers and men. When it 
was proposed to substitute cooperative canteens for traders’ stores I lent my 
influence for the change, as it was argued that officers could control can- 
teens more successfully than they could the stores. I hoped that a saloon 
could be controlled in the interests of a temperate use of intoxicating liquors. 
But after thirteen years of close observation, I have been forced to abandon 
all hope of regulation, and to become as much opposed to the canteen as I 
was then opposed to the traders. 

The fact is, I have never seen the canteen regulated but once, and then for 
only a few weeks by one post commander inallthistime. I have often heard 
of such canteens, but they were far away from where I served. One I have 
heard of was in New Mexico many years ago, where there seems to have 
been an ideal sergeant, who run an ideal canteen. and it has been the most 
pointed-out canteen in the history of the Army. Whataclose observation at 
the time might have revealed I do not know, but I have been forced to be- 
lieve that it existed as an Army myth more than a reality. 

My first experience with a canteen was at Fort Omaha. It was a pet in- 
stitutian of the post commander, and did more to set the gait for the Army 
than any otherexcept, perhaps, one at Vancouver barracks, where the exper- 
iment was first tried. vt paid dividends at the rate of from $7,000 to possibly 
$10,000 a year, if my memory serves me correctly. This was in a command 
of 400 men. I have frequently gone into it when the noise of the boisterous, 
drunken mob that filled it tooverflowing was so great that no ordinary con- 
versation could be carried on in it. Sitting around tables were maudlin, 
cursing soldiers, while others were filling the air with curses as they surged 
around in the crowd. Such a saloon could not exist in Atlanta an hour. 
But this was a regulated canteen, according to the views of the post com- 
mander, whose reports were quoted in Congress in those days. 

The officer in charge was drunk almost daily, until his wife went to the 
regimental commander over and over again, pleading to have him relieved, 
and finally came to me almost distracted, and urged me to go to the com- 
manding ofticer to recommend that he be relieved, which I could not do, as 
no su¢gestion from me concerning that caldron would be tolerated. Her 
only satisfaction was the assurance that the captain could manage the can- 
teen more successfully than any other officer in the regiment. At one time 
[attempted to bring the attention of the War Department to the condition 
of matters in my monthly report, but my report was returned to me with 
peremptory orders to make my report without referring to anything relating 
to post administration 

My second experience was at Fort Niobrara, Nebr., where I served seven 
years with four different regiments, comprising infantry and cavalry, which 

ave me opportunity to observe the administration of the canteen under dif- 

erent managements. The chapel and post schools were within 100 feet of 
the canteen, and as chap!ain I had charge of both schools and chapel services, 
the latter usually two and often more than two evenings in the week besides 
Sundays. I therefore had excellent opportunities to observethe kind of reg- 
ulation it had. I regret to say that the saloon was run wide open and for all 
the money there was init. The command usually consisted of about 450 to 
500men. The usual consumption of beer per month was three carloads, but 
Ihave known it to reach four carloads. The noise of this saloon could be 
heard to the remotest parts of the garrison. 

The religious services have been so disturbed at times as to make it exceed- 
ingly embarrassing, the howling crowd taking up our religious songs and 
repeating them in the saloon along with their blasphemous curses. In con- 
versation with one officer who had charge of the canteen he saidtome: “I 
keep just as far from the thing as I can.’ Under one officer the peculations 
by the civilians who conducted the sales consumed all the profits. The 
officer could not reconcile himself to go there and manage the miserable busi- 
ness, and it simply run itself. 

On one occasion a soldier drank heavily at the canteen and killed a com- 
rade, for which he was hung. While conducting the funeral services of the 
murdered man, I dwelt on the two forces operating in every community for 
good and evil; that the forces for righteousness are represented by the 
churches, and the forces for ruin are represented by the saloon; that at this 
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company. 

Just at that juncture the officer who had charge of the funeral, of whose 
company both the murderer and murdered man were members, stepped up 
to the platform and said, ‘It is time to close these services,” though I had 
not been speaking more than ten minutes when he did so. I replied that I 
had charge of this part of the ceremony, and proceeded with my address. 
At the close of the service I asked him what he meant, and he replied that 
when a chaplain inveighs against the canteen as I was doing, and especially 
- ~_ presence of the commanding officer, it was time some one should call 
him down. 

At another time a soldier was on an extended spree, drinking at the can- 
teen, and becoming crazed with drink seized his rifle and shot down one 
soldier, killing him instantly, and then began shooting at everyone he saw, 
and in turn was shot down and mortally wounded by command of an officer 
who happened near at hand and who was in imminent danger himself. 

On another occasion I heard the tumult at the canteen, being at my own 
ppasere, a quarter of a mile distant, and knew that trouble was brewing. 

hurried to the officer in charge, who went with me as fast as we could go, 
and arrived just as the quarrels culminated in a general fight and the throw- 
ing of beer mugs, in which one soldier was almost fatally cut in the head and 
neck, from which he bled most profusely, and was carried to the hospital. 

At my gaee post I have had little occasion to observe the canteen. It 
is situated quite apart from where my duties lead me, and I can give little 
information concerning it. It is commonly known that under the adminis- 
tration of one officer in its charge a large sum, amounting to $2,000 or more. 
was squandered or embezzled or otherwise gotten away with by a civilian 
steward, to whom the management was committed by the officer. The non- 
commissioned officer now in charge and successor to the embezzling steward 
isa worthy Christian gentleman. Since he has had charge there has been 
only a small command and the business is insignificant. 

I cite the above facts in order to expose the fiction that Army canteens are 
“regulated.’’ Army officers, according tomy observation, and I have served 
with 10 different regiments, which had canteens, will not demean them- 
selves by remaining at canteens to regulate the conduct and the quantity of 
beer to be given drinking soldiers. It is below their dignity to do so, and 
contrary to their good senseand breeding. They are compelled, therefore, to 
commit this disagreeable duty to soldiers. 

The soldier almost invariably selected is of the saloon keepers’ class. Of 
course, that isso. It need hardly be stated. A man intolerant of the racket 
and rows of drinking men, who, with a strong hand, would restrict sales, 
would defeat the objects in view, namely, to make money, first and foremost, 
and second, to keep the men from going to cutside drinking places. My 
observation is that the least regulated saloons are Army canteens. There 
may be exceptions, but the rule is to do all the business possible and let the 
boys have “a good time.”’ 

Regulation is theoretical, not practical. It isthe ideal canteen that is being 
exploited. The actual thing is altogether a different thing. We hearamong 
the triends of the canteen much about ** young men’sclub,” but it isa young 
men’s club run so as to satisfy the young men, not what every father and 
mother would create for their sons. It is the debauching, ruining menace to 
every young man whoenters the Army. It is a cooperative saloon, created 
by the Government, fostered by it, and commended to the young man just 
from the restraining influences of home, at the weakest period in his life, as 
his club. Here are the games, the amusements, all attractions, including 
reading room and library, to draw him to it and place him under itsinfluence. 

Where is such an institution to be found in civil life? To propose such a 
scheme for young men in the communities from which recruits are drawn 
would call out the universal protest of all good people; but that is what is 
created by the Government at all Army posts. It is based, too, upon the doc- 
trine that the temperance homes of thecountry, from which the Government 
prefers to draw its recruits, the churches, the young people's societies, such 
as the Young Men's Christian Association, the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor, the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and other 
temperance societies to which the country owes so much for existing temper- 
ance sentiment, and the public schools which inculcate the doctrines of total 
abstinence on grounds of health, upon the doctrine, I suy, that all these in- 
strumentalities, working together for total abstinence, have been in error 
and that the right way to treat the subject of temperance with young men is 
toestablish young men‘sclubs to be run so as to keep the young men in their 
own salvons rather than take the risk of their going to ruin in some other 
saloon. What community would consider such a proposition for a moment? 
The dread of city parents is the young men's clubs, 

The Government canteen idea lowers the conscience standard of both 
officers and men. It inculcates the idea of tolerance of the vice of drinking. 
It holds up the idea of a temperate use of drink as against the idea of total 
abstinence. The ideals are utterly opposed tothe ideals of the best moral 
forces of society. I cite another circumstancein proof. At Fort Niobrara I 
was holding my usual temperance meeting one evening (I hold a total ab- 
stinence meeting every Tuesday night when the command is large enough to 
enable me to do so and other conditions permit, and at these meetings I have 
taken somewhere between 1,500 and 2,(00 total-abstinence pledges within the 
last five years). 

In my address I stated what I believed to be true—that every officer of the 
command would rejoice to have every man in the command take a total ab 
stinence pledge and keep it. I stated this as an argument to persuade the 
men to take pledges, that in doing so they would please their company com- 
manders. The next morning an orderly came to my quarters with the com- 
»yliments of the commanding officer, the colonel of a regiment, stating that 
ne desired to see me at headquarters. I went at once, when the question 

vas asked whether I was correctly reported as saying that the officers of the 
regiment would be gladif all the men would take total] abstinence pledges 
and keep them. 

{ stated that I had been correctly reported. The officer asked on whose 
authority I had madethis statement. I stated that it was on no one’s author- 
ity, but that I believed it to be so from my general knowledge of the officers. 
He replied that it was not the wish of the officers of his regiment that the 
men should take totalabstinence pledges, and that he desired me not to so 
represent them; that they preferred them to be taught the temperate uso 
of beer. 

At first many officers were opposed to the cooperative saloon; but the 
War Department forced it upon such officers, even going so far as to send 
officers to posts to organize canteens where officers did not organize them. 
Many officers refused to have charge of saloons, it being a violation of their 
scruples, and some barely escaped court-martial for disobedience of orders; 
but the canteen finally won. he effect of this policy has been to constrain 
officers to accept the institution. I know that many officers abhor the saloon, 
but it is the calablon that seems to be accepted; as they see no better way to 
solve this serious and difficult question, they almost unanimously recom- 
mend it. s 

The only way I canaccount for the interruption at the funeral, and my being 
corrected as to the wishes of the officers concerning the men taking total 
abstinence pledges, and the late recommendations of officers in favor of the 
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canteens, is that this canteen theory of existing legislation modifies the views 
of officers, as well as men, and produces a toleration of, rather than a repug- 
nance for,the wicked business. In my opinion this Government canteen doc- 
trine is a dangerous one to inculcate in the minds of hundreds of thousands 
of voung men of this country who are destined to military service to be re- 
turned to citizenship, and to be fathers of children of the future Republicand 
the heads of households and pillars of churches. It will result inan undoing 
of the best work of these days. > 

It is true, as you state, that officers of the Army almost unanimously rec- 
ommend the canteen, but it should be remembered that these officers have 
been in a Government process of training for the last thirteen years, prepar- 
ing them to hold this opinion, and that it was foreknown what views were 
held, where the policy of the Army is shaped, as to what is regarded as the 
best solution of the problem, and I ask what answer might be reasonably 
expected under such circumstances. Furthermore the business success of 
the canteens gains adherence of many who do not consider so seriously as 
many of us do the moral influences radiating from the saloon. ; 

The sound policy for the Government on this moral question, in my opin- 
ion, is not to put itself athwart the doctrines of the churches and the homes, 
and undo the cherished work of parents and Christian workers, but to but- 
tress in ever wae possible the teachings of these best citizens and institu- 
tions of the Republic, and endeavor to return their sons to society as solidly 
temperate as when they enlisted. ; 

This is possible. If all drink were outlawed to soldiers, and if recruiting 
officers were instructed to explain this fully to recruits; if then company 
commanders, commanders, and noncommissioned officers in charge of squads 
were charged to restrain the men, as far as possible, from going to drinking 

laces and using intoxicating liquors; and if penalties, such as discharge in 

vistant colonies without honor and with forfeiture of pay and return pas- 
sage with a few months at hard labor on public improvements, as the re- 
straining motives to self-regulation, there is no reasonable doubt that the 
question would be settled satisfactorily tothe Army and to the people. I do 
not think any policy will bring ideal results, but Iam sure of this, that past 
policies have so far disappointed the American public that the time has 
come for a new one to have a fair trial. 

I well remember when President Hayes issued his order against selling 
spirituous liquors to soldiers, and what a cry of impracticability went up 
from the Army and friends of the liquor traffic, and President Harrison 
abolished Sunday morning inspections and Sunday evening dress parades, 
how the old-timers regarded it as a kind of Sunday school affair, but it would 
be difficult to find an advocate of the old régime now anywhere. So it will 
be when the anti-canteen people at last win the day, which they are bound 
to do, the old régime will looked upon as unworthy the later.and better 
way. 

' ORVILLE J. NAVE, 

Post Chaplain, United States Army. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, our army is in Cuba, in 
China, andin the Philippines, exposed tothe dangers and diseases of 
a tropical climate. Itis our duty todo what wecan to preserve the 
health of our soldiers, and to that end we are in duty bound to pro- 
tect them as far as possible from the evil effects of strong drink. 
This we surely will not doif we legalize in their midst places where 
intoxicants can be obtained, whether wine, whisky, rum, or beer. 
In this respect we ought to set a good example to the people of 
Cuba and the Philippines, But are we doing so? Let the follow- 
ing editorial from the Habana Post of July 6, 1900, headed ** A 
disgraceful occasion,” give answer: 


A DISGRACEFUL OCCASION. 


It was a source of genuine disappointment to the large assemblage of 
American citizens who gathered to witness the Vedado field sports of the 
soldiers belonging to the batteries stationed there that a feature not down 
on the programme, but made one of the most notable of the day, should have 
been brought prominently to their attention. The permitting of the Army 
canteen on the ground to the right andin front of the grand stand gave the 
visitors, American avd Cuban, an enforced opportunity of witnessing the 
disgraceful spectacle of perhaps a hundred drunken soldiers, many of whom 
were violently disorderly, even to engaging in fist fights and general brawls 
aS presence and ostensibly under the supervision of the officers of the 

teries, 

It is doubtful if such a disgusting and disgraceful spectacle has ever before 
been offered the people of Cuba upon the occasion of a public celebration. 
Certainly not within the experience of a large proportion of the civilian visit- 
ors who went to the exercises expecting to see high-class sports, conducted 
in an orderly and truly American manner, has there ever been witnessed 
such scenes of drunkenness, disorderliness, and general confusion. 

The Fourth of July was disgraced by the debauchery which prevailed, but 
it was even worse prostituted by officers who gave their consent to the es- 
tablishing of_a drinking tent in the place of public amusement, to which the 
public had been invited, and whose money was taken for what was supposed 
to be a respectably conducted exercise. 

So noticeable was the debauchery for a time that some one in authority 
closed the place for at least two hours, giving the boys this much time in 
which to sober up, but it was reopened at 1 qclock, and from that hour until 
the exercises were over was the rende#Vous for all the Army toughs the 
batteries and visiting companies contained; fight after fight following as 
men lost their heads under the influence of liquor in the rays of a broiling 
tropical sun. It was a repulsive sight for the ladies, hundreds of whom were 
forced to view it from their grand-stand seats, and equally disgusting to the 
sterner sex, who love their natal day and would have been glad to have seen 
it observed in decency and order. 

Someone is to blame for the disgrace which was brought to the United 
Statesand its flag Wednesday. Howcanwe consistently censure ill-tempered 
Spaniards and Cubans from displaying it upside down when we admit to our 
pabiie places of amusement disorderly conducted canteens to turn our sol- 

lers upside down, make them lose their self-control, and indulge in rowdy- 
ism that belonged to the Bowery of other days. The canteen did not locate 
itself in a conspicuous part of the grounds, nor did it license itself to sell 
liquor to soldiers in all stages of intoxication. If it was thought necessary 
for the pleasure of the boys in blue that they should have their beer upon 
such an occasion, the canteen should have at least been put under guard and, 
at the worst, have been conducted decently. 

Furthermore, it should have been located where visitors would not have 
been made to see its rowdyism and debauchery. Every self-respecting 


American must have felt like hiding his head in same over the disgusting 
exhibition given him at the Vedado field sportson Wednesday. Small won- 

er it is that the Cuban ladies who were present, to whom such scenes are 
altogether unknown, should have shown the revul: ion of feeling that many 
of them manifested, and smal! wonder is it that American ladies in the grand 
stand blushed with mortification at the indecencies of the day. The 4th of 
July was sorely disgraced in our own house. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Where was that? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is published in the Habana Post of July 
6, 1900. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What officer was in command? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not know. 

Mr. President, it will not do for those who are advocating the 
continuance of the canteen to charge that its opponents are acting 
in conjunction with the saloon interests of the country, as a dis- 
tinguished Army officer has asserted. Nothing is further from 
the truth, and it is not to the credit of any man to make that 
assertion. 

The opponents of the canteen want to see the Army free from 
liquor selling, as is the Navy to-day. They conscientiously be- 
lieve that harm is being wrought to our soldiers by the establish- 
ment of saloons in Army camps, and they appeal to Congress to 
wipe out liquor selling entirely in connection with the Army. In 
this contention they have my entire concurrence, and, while I am 
not oversanguine as to the result, I venture to express the hope 
that the Senate will reject the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee and let the bill stand precisely as it came from the other 
House. 

This, in my judgment, will be a triumph for sobriety and jus- 
tice, and will result in incalculable benefit to the brave men who 
are fighting the battles of the country amid the climatic dangers 
of a tropical land, where life and health can only be preserved by 
strict observance of physiological laws and the avoidance of arti- 
ficial stimulants in all forms. 

Mr. President, I will ask to have inserted as a part of my re- 
marks aseries of resolutions adopted by the American Anti-Saloon 
League Convention, without reading, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 
The resolutions referred to are as follows: 


Resolutions of the American Anti-Saloon League Convention. 


Resolved, That we are unalterably opposed to the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Army which represents the power and sovereignty of the na- 
tion at home and abroad. 

The soldier is not simply the hireling of the Department; he typifies the 
will and might of the people, and every citizen ought to be interested in his 

yhysical, mental, and moral welfare, and has the right to demand the same 
reedom from drinking and drunkenness in the Army that the railroad com- 
panies and many large corporations are wisely exacting of their employees, 
in order that the highest degree of efficiency may be attained and maintained 

We claim the scientific experiments conducted by the British army dur- 
ing recent years under Lord Roberts and General White in India, and the 
successful march iv the deadly climate of the Sudan of a total-abstinence 
army under Lord Kitchener, abundantly disprove the statement that “ sol- 
diers must have drink.” 

Resolved, That we are specially opposed to that feature of the canteen 
system which relies upon the profits of liquor selling to improve the mess 
and hospital service, believing that the Government is abundantly able to 
and should amply provide for all the needs of the enlisted men. This fea- 
ture affords a constant and menacing inducement to drink, as few men care 
to share regularly in the advantage of a fund they are not helping to create. 

Resolved, That the twoarguments for the beer canteen are unsupported by 
facts abundantly at hand; first, that if the lighterliquors are supplied within 
the canteen, men will not go outside and secure stronger drinks, and sec- 
ondly, drunkenness and disorder disappear under the military supervision 
afforded in the canteen. The recent experience with Trooper Davis, at Fort 
Myer, almost within the shadow of the Capitol, the cashiering and dismis- 
sal by General Otis of four high officials in the Philippines for drunkenness 
and unsoldierly conduct and other similar cases either prove that the men 
can and do get drunk on liquors sold in the canteen or else do go outside and 
get stronger liquors notwithstanding the canteen, or both, either fact of 
which destroys the validity of the argument for the presentsystem. Further, 
the present law, approved March 2, 1899, even as liberally construed by the 
Attorney-General, forbids the assignment or detail of any officer or private 
soldier to participate in the sale of liquor in the canteen as bartender or 
otherwise, and if this law is respected and obeyed by the War Department, 
the military supervision of liquor selling in the canteen is an impossibility, 
and unless absolutely forbidden, the Army is at the mercy of civilian bar- 
tenders, who by the misinterpretation of the law by the Attorney-General 
are now permitted to sell. 

Resolved, That we indorse the statement in his official report in 1892 of 
then Assistant Adjutant-General Corbin, and which he said, February 9, 1899, 
still represented his views: ‘‘A cause of restlessness (in the Army) is traced 
to the excesses of the exchange, the saloon feature of which is not productiy 9 
of good, and should be done away without further experiment. The sale of 
beer, superintended by a commissioned officer and served by noncommis- 
sioned officers and soldiers, is not conducive to discipline, nor is it a picture 
that can be submitted to the people for their approval. The men who drink 
spend the greater portion of their money for beer. The credit system brings 
them to the pay table with little or no money due. This takes all heart out 
of them, and makes them quite ready to ask their discharge and try some 
other calling,” and affirm that these facts and conditions remain under the 
same canteen system as true to-day as in 1892. 

Resolved, That after thus stating our position on the canteen we never- 
theless refuse to transfer the issue to the expediency or nonexpediency of 
anti-canteen legislation. The people intelligently asked Congress to prohibit 
liquor selling in the Army, and the legislative branch responded with the 
Johnson-Hansbrough amendment to the act of March 2, 1899, which was held 
by the Judge-Advocate-General, the legal adviser of the War Department, as 
it was confessedly intended, to close the Army saloon. 

The Attorney-General was then appealed to, and rendered an opinion fore- 
shadowed by the then Secretary of War, Alger, which nullified the law and 
defeated the wiil of the people, against which we vehemently protest. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it would have béen a pleas- 
ure to me to have gone into this matter more thoroughly had I 
not felt that I had not the right to unnecessarily consume the 
time of the Senate when the Army bill is pending. I want to see 
the bill passed at the first possible opportunity, although I am of 


















































































654 


opinion—and in that I 


officers in this country concur—that the bill is far from being a 
perfect measure, and thatit contains many provisions in addition 
to the one that we are now considering that might profitably be 
amended, 

[t will not do for those who are conten ling for the continuance 
of beer selling in our camps to rely upon certain testimony that 
has been presented to the effect that desertions have decreased of 
late years, and that the Army canteen is largely responsible tor 
that fact. Nobody who gives the matter any serious thought will 
believe that. It is well known that the quality of our soldiers has 
been greatly improved. That is the concurrent testimony of our 
military officers, and I think it can easily be shown that it is not 
quite so desirable a thing for a soldier to desert in the Philippines 


and take his chances among the savages of those islands, where 
most of our Army is, as it would be for him to desert in the 
“5 d States 

. President, I close with the sugges oe that the concurrent 


world over 
, that great armies, 


t sti mony of the leaders of the medical pr: fession the 
istain the view I have so imperfectly stated 
‘as well as individuals, are better off, so far as their health and 
strength are concerned, when they entirely avoid intoxicating 
drinks, or at least when they do not use them day by day, as our 
soldiers will be tempted to do if the Army canteen in any form is 

continued in connection with our military service. 
[ wil! to repeat that I hope the Senate will reject the 


e} 


! venture 
proposed amendment by the committee and will stand by the pro- 
vision as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the 
ask him a question. In the course of his remarks he alluded to 
the practice in the Navy, and said he could see no reason why the 
same practice should not prevail in the Army. Is the Senator so 
familiar with the question as to be able to state what are the law 
and the practice in the Navy? 

Mr. GALLINGER. All I know about it is that under the ad- 
ministration of Secretary Long the use of spirituous drinks, in- 
cluding beer, has been 
United States. The Secretary issued an order to that effect, 
I regret Il have not at hand. 

Mr. SE WELL. Let me say to the Senator that for several 
years the issue of liquor has been stopped. It used to be in the 
Navy that liquor was <i by the Government, but that has 
been stopped for several years 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; that isso, That practice was aban- 
doned in 1862, I believ We have no saloons in connection with 
the navy-yards of the c onnte y. We might as properly have them 
in connection with navy-) ards as with an Army post, but I think 


which 


isst 
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take care of himself, and who should be taken care of through the 
beneficence of the Government; and I am one of the dispensers of 
that beneficence. 

I have studied the question of the 
as the Government is concerned. In the So'diers’ Homes a few 
years ago we started an experiment, in order to keep our men 
within the lines of camp, of s lling at one or two of the Homes 
beer, and nothing more. We found at the Homes where that ex 
periment was tried that the men became satisfied. I will say a 
large part of the men did, because you can not satisfy all of them, 
A large ion of the men inthe Homes were willing to take their glass 


canteen—a misnomer so far 


of beer, probably two, but under re stric tions that they should 
not get any more, rather than to go out to the low groggeries that 
surround every institution of this kind in the United States. We 


gradually extended that. 

After we found that the reports and the results at the guard- 
house were favorable, after we found that the surgeon recom- 
mended it, that there were fewer men in hospita!. after we found 
that the men themselves were contented, we extended it to all the 
Homes except one, I think, but practically to all the Homes in the 
United States. So to-day the experience of the managers of the 
Soldiers’ Homes is to the effect that a glass or two of beer dis- 
pensed in the Homes prevents the men from going out and drink- 
ing rum and being trundled back in a whee lbarrow , With all their 


| money gone, about pension time, and more than that, practically 


Senator sits down I should like to | 


entirely prohibited in the Navy of the | 


nobody would stand here and defend a proposition to establish | 


saloons in connection with our navy-yards. 
Mr. BURROWS. As I understand it, there is nothing in the 


Navy or in the navy-yards that is analogous to the canteen? 
Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is the way I understand it, and I am 


very giad indeed that it is 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I expected to address the Sen- 
ate at some length at this stage of the proceeding, but it occurs 
to me that perhaps I had better yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. SEWELL He is anemi- 
nent soldier, of experience during the whole time of the war for 
the Union, and by reason of his membership for several years on 
the Board of Manage sof Soldiers’ Homes, of which board he is now 
the president, he is perhaps better qualified. certainly than any 
other man in the Senate, perhaps than any other man in the coun- 
try, to address the Senate on this question. I give way to the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr.SEWELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit 
an observation? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER, The inquiry was made of me a little while 
ago as to the custom prevailing in the Navy, and I quoted Secre- 
tary Long as having announced his opposition to the use of liquor 
on the part of our naval heroes. It has been suggested to me that 
the issuance of what are called grog rations was abolished in the 
Navy during the civil war and it has never been restored. I think 
that probably is the fact. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I have been interested in this 
subject fora number of years. Iam one of the Board of Managers 
of the Soldiers’ Homes. I devote a great deal of my time to car- 
ryin & out the wishes of C ongress in that respect. Those managers 
are elected by Congress. It is tome one of the most honorable 
positions there is in this country, because I am endeavoring to 
conserve what I consider the best interests of the men who fought 
in the war, my comrades as it were, men whom I desire to help in 
every reasonable way. I donot mean by that that I am a pension 
grabber, but that it is my desire and aim to protect and conserve 
the interests of the old soldier of the Republic, who is unable to 


so. 


Homes, is not legalized by the Government. 


sometimes almost subjects for the hospital. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). Does the Senator from New Jersey yield to the Senator 
from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the distinguished Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, to whom I shall listen with the greatest 
possible attention, whether he does not think there is a great dif- 
ference between giving a little beer under restriction—he says not 
more than two glasses a day, which this proposed amendment does 
not accomplish so farasthesoldiers are concerned—to old men who 


have gone through one or two wars and who are nearing the end 
of their pilgrimage and placing it before my boys, and the boys 


of other fathers in this country who leave their rural homes, enter 
the Army total abstinence boys, and find at the Army headquar- 
ters a place inviting them to form the habit of drinking beer, 
which invariably leads to the use of the stronger drinks? 

ir. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that while I sha!l discuss that question further on, I admit his 
proposition. The old soldier is a different man from the young 
soldier, but | became interested for the old soldier primarily. 1 
became interested in this as a temperance measure, absolutely. | 
visit the Home at Hampton, Va., three or four times a year, and 
before the adoption of the canteen, during the time of the payment 
of their pensions, old soldiers were brought in drank by the hun 
dreds from the saloons outside. We have used every effort tostop 
the saloons, but they are there. The State of Virginia refuses to 
stop them. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair 
Does the Senator from New Jersey yield to the Senator from 

Worth Dakota? 





Mr. SEWELL. ora of 

Mr. HANSBROUGH., I desire to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey if he thinks that Soldiers’ Homes would come under the 
operation of this provision in case the committee amendment is 
voted down? 

Mr. SEWELL. I want to say to the Senator that I would op 
pose any such extension if it were voted down. At the same 
time, the Soldiers’ Homes of this country are supported by the 


Government, and it may be so construed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. .Let me ask the Senator a question. 
Does he believe that a Soldiers’ Home is an institution that mi gut 
be termed a place used for military purposes? 

Mr. SEWELL. IcannotsaythatI do. Ishou!d usethatargu 
ment in case this were extended to Soldiers’ Homes. I shou d, as 
one of the managers of the Soldiers’ Homes, refuse to come under 
this law if it were passed. At the same time, it is a Government 
institution. It is supported by Congress, and muy be considered 
to be an Army post. 

Mr. GALLINGER, ButI think theSenator will agree thatit isa 

fact that the sale of beer, which he says is permitte din theSo!diers’ 
Is not that a fact? 
Mr. SEWELL. There is no law on the subject 


Mr.GALLINGER. No law. 

Mr. SEWELL. Because the Soldiers’ Homes are managed by a 
corporation-— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 


> 


Mr. SEWELL. Which is authorized under 
although we are all elected by Congress as me: 


the Government, 
ubers of that cor- 


| poration, 











i901. 





Mr. President, I wish to present some communications in rela- 


tion to the matter before the Senate at the present time, The 
first one is from a distinguished professor of Princeton College, 
whose efforts in this matter prevented the Synod of New Jersey 
from voting against the canteen. I ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary -will read as re- 
quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


34 MERCER STREET, PRINCETON, N. J., 
December 14, 1900. 

DeaR Srr: You will probably not recall me, although I have been con- 
nected with Princeton for many years and am a very earnest Republican. 

Permit me to refer you to my friend, the Attorney-General, for my gen- 
eral standing,and to my Presbyterian minister for my position in the church. 

3y virtue of your position on the Committee on Military Affairs, I venture 
to write you in reference toa very important matter in the Army bill now 
under consideration by your committee. _ : : 

lama pretty good temperance man, using neither beer, nor liquors, nor 
tobacco, and advising others to abstain; and although I am a doctor of 
divinity and might be supposed to have the prejudices of my class and my 
temperance practice, strange to say, I am earnestly in favor of retaining the 
canteen in the Army. 

The object of this letter is to urge you to oppose the feature of the Army 
bill which excludes the canteen from the military posts. Strange to say, for 
several years I have been singularly connected with this matter, and am the 
one prominent minister in our church (the Presbyterian) who openly and 
earnestly defends the President and the Attorney-General in their course 
and advocates the canteen. In our Synod of New Jersey, in 1899, I took that 
position; also at our Presbytery. was a commissioner to our general 
assembly at St. Louis last May, 1900. I again made a very earnest, if not elo- 
quent, speech in defense of the President and the Attorney-General, and at 
the close that grave body broke out in very hearty applause. Much to my 
surprise, a dispatch in reference to the matter went all over the land on the 
Sunday before the Republican convention renominated that great President 
who is to rank with Washington and Lincoln. 

These things induced me to study the canteen question thoroughly by a 
visit to Fort fis er and the perusal of all the testimony and replies from the 
commanding officers, commissioned and noncommissioned, of the whole Reg- 
ular Army, save one regiment, toGeneral Corbin. You are of course familiar 
with the report. I also had his excellent letter to you and data in reference 
to the Philippines. 

Thus prepared and armed with ‘dynamite,’ I attended the meeting of 
the synod at Atlantic City in October. As soon as the temperance report 
was presented (it was of the usual character, but fortunately did not attack 
the President) I secured the floor, and in a speech that fairly exhausted the 
subject I presented the matter as earnestly, clearly, and forcibly as I could. 
When I had finished, and before the chairman and others had advocated the 
report and its resolutions, I was told “ Your speech has carried the synod.” 

And soit was. To the astonishment of both sides the synod, by a vote of 
99 to 41, recommitted the report and directed that everything in reference to 
the canteen and in criticism of the Government should be struck out. Now, 
if a grave religious body like the Presbyterian Synod of New Jersey could 
by a simple but earnest presentation of the facts be induced to reverse what 
had been its previous action, ought not the National Congress see that the 
retention of the canteen on its present lines (of course it is not perfect, and 
may be susceptible of improvement) is the best arrangement in every respect 
forthe Army? Ninety-six per cent of the testimony was in favor of the can- 
teen and against its abolition, and only 4 per cent was against it and in favor 
of its abolition. And the remarkable thing is that the strongest testimony 
in favor of the canteen was given by men and officers who were themselves 
abstainers. 

This crusade against the canteen is an excellent illustration of the proverb 
that “extremes meet.’’ Those who wish the canteen abolished are the ex- 
treme, but badly informed (as to this subject), advocates of temperance and 
the well-informed (as to their interests) saloon keepers just around the 
posts. 


The Woman's Christian Temperance Union associations and other over- | 


zealous advocates of temperance, and the keepers of the vilest saloons, are 
the persons who are working together to overthrow an institution which 
does more to promote good order, discipline, temperance, and morality in 
the Army than anything that could be devised. To abolish the canteen in 
the Army, so far from being of any benefit to the soldiers, would be an over- 
whelming calamity. I trust, therefore, that the Military Committee, of 
which you are chairman, will prevent the Senate from agreeing with the 
House in its action. 

Pardon the personal character of certain portions of this letter. They 
were necessary to explain how I became interested in the question. Omit 
ting them, if you think what I have written can in any way promote a good 
cause, you can use it at least as a straw in favor of what is right. 


With high regard, yours, truly, 
HENRY CLAY CAMERON. 
Hen. WILLIAM J. SEWELL, United States Senate. 


a member of the Synod of New Jersey, a doctor of divinity. I 
wish to say in this connection that the word “canteen” is a mis- 
nomer. The term is ‘‘post exchange.” ‘‘Canteen” comes from 
the English. It comes originally from the French also. It is the 
carrying around of liquor to the troops in action by the vivandiére. 
It is the dispensing of liquor by the English on the march. But, 
as I say, it is amisnomerinourarrangement. The post exchange 
is instituted under the Department, and it is thus constituted. A 
new any is established to-day, say, with four or five companies— 
cavalry, artillery, infantry, There is a necessity for something 
outside of the Army ration. The commanding officer has the con- 
trol. He need not establish a post exchange if he does not want 
it; but he does, asarule. The post exchange consists of a store 
where you can buy anything—needles, gloves, handkerchiefs, or 
anything else you choose—and where the officers and their wives 
trade—buy things—for they can not get them at any other place. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it will not disturb the Senator, who is 
very courteous, I should like to make an observation. The Sena- 
tor, of course, would not convey the impression that if the sale of 


all forms of spirituous liquors was prohibited at the so-called Army 
canteen or post exchange, the post exchange would not continue to | mittee, if I remember correctly, and I think 1 do, it was stated 
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accommodates the wives and daughters of the soldiers in buying 
their ribbons and other knicknacks. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should say it would not continue. 

Mr.GALLINGER. That is anew construction. I have never 
before heard it suggested. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is not sufficient profit in that portion of 
it to keep up the post exchange. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It may be that they have to run a saloon 
to keep up the exchange, but I hardly think so. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is my opinior, based on experience. The 
officer commanding appoints a junior officer as post exchange 
officer. 

He calls the captains of the four or five troops that may be 
there—batteries, infantry companies—and asks them if they de- 
sire to establish a post exchange at that post. It is not an order 
of the Government. The Senator from New Hampshire would 
convey the idea that the Government is in this business. Itis not. 

The post exchange is established under the commander of the 
post, through an exchange officer appointed by him, who super- 
vises its accounts, sees that everything goes right. He calls to- 
gether the captains of the companies and asks them if they want 
a post exchange. They call their noncommissioned officers to- 
gether, and they agree between them that a post exchange should 
be established, not by the Government, not by the money of the 
Government, not by the credit of the Government, but by the 
officers and men serving under the Government. 

The post exchange is established. How? The members of the 
different companies take their post company funds and advance 
to the exchange officer $200 or $250 apiece. Say there are four 
companies. They advance a thousand dollars to buy the stock, 
The noncommissioned officers are called together. They say what 
they want sold in the exchange, all the little details, and every- 
thing that the men want. The officer who has charge appoints a 
civilian steward, any civilian employee that is necessary for the 
store and for what may be termed the canteen, which may be in a 
separate building or in a separate room. But he makes the ap- 
pointment. 

At the end of every month the accounts are cast up anda decla- 
ration of a dividend is made toeach company. Usually in a four- 
company post it is a hundred dollars a month for each company, 
or a hundred and twenty-five dollars, and that goes to the captain 
of the company to purchase necessary articles for the enjoyment 
of his men—eggs, butter, poultry, which are not served in the 
Army rations. The money is used in that way. 

Now, the ordinary idea is that the Government isin the rum 
business. A great many good people write to me every day— 
people whom I appreciate fully; people for whom I have great 
respect and admiration, men and women—‘‘ Are you going to aid 
the Government in this business? Are you going to sell rum and 
ruin all our boys?” That is all they know about it. They do not 
know that a man like me acts from a temperance standpoint. I 
have visited posts of the Army. My experience has been varied 
for a number of years. I know that young men will have stim- 
ulants, and there are very few exceptions tothe rule. The best 


| thing to do isto give them agentle, mild stimulant, and keep them 


within the Army post. There is not a post of the Army that has 
not a cordon of saloons in its near vicinity, and the Government 
seems to be unable to stop it. My experience has been that if 
you will give these young men, if they want it, a drink of beer, 
it will satisfy them, and it does not lead to anything else, either, 
But if you do not do it, they will go out and get the vilest stuff in 
the world, and more than that, they will be allured to still worse 
things outside of the Army post. 

I wish to say a word in response to the Senator who has just 


| spoken in reference to his idea that strong drink will be issued in 
Mr. SEWELL, That letter is from a distinguished gentleman, | 


case beer is allowed. I want to go back to the period of the post 
trader, the sutlerin the Army, when everything was allowed, prac- 
tically. But ever since the restriction to beer and light wines has 
been made under the order of the Secretary of War there has been 
no such thing as strong drinking within the limits of Army posts, 
and why? The ordinary trader, the ordinary saloon keeper, will 
take the chances of violating the law, but the commissioned offi- 
cer never will. His commission isatstake, His honoris atstake. 
The orders of his superior are such that he never will violate the 
law. I have said,I think, in answer to the Senator’s remarks, that 
the Government is not engaged in the liquor traffic. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just there, if the Senator 
will permit me, has the Senator, or can he furnish the Senate with 
a copy of the order of instructions from the War Department in 
reference to the sale of spirituous liquors under the present law, 
which the Attorney-General ruled upon? 

Mr. SEWELL. Ican not now. It is a matter of some years 
ago, and I have not got it; but it is carried out to thefullest ex- 
tent. I say no officer of the Army will violate an order from the 
War Department; his commission is at stake. 

Mr. GALLINGER, In reading the testimony beforo the com- 
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that no soldier is under existing conditions permitted to act asa 
bartender; that they are outside parties always. Is the Senator 


quite sure 
Mr. SEWELL. Perfectly sure. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Is the Senator quite sure—— 
Mr. SEWELL. Perfectly. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That those outside parties will not take 
some chances and give the soldiers something else than beer? 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam very sure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Human nature has changed then, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. SEWELL. Well, it is not so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has changed. 

Mr. SEWELL. The people who dispense this beer in the Army 
are the employees of the post, the employees of the enlisted men, 
not of the Government, but they are under the supervision of an 
officer who will not allow anything of that kind, and his superior, 
the commander of the post, will not allow it. 
Army confirms me in the opinion that officers of the Army, asa 
rule, are honorable men; that they will not do what they are re- 
stricted by law from doing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator leaves that subject, will he 
allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). Does the Senator from New Jersey yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inquire why the Senator thinks 
that the Government of the United States is powerless to protect 
the Army posts from the low dives which he says will infest them 
if we do not sell beer in the Army canteen. 

Mr. SEWELL. Simply because they are within the limits of 
States that will not do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the Government able to move the posts 
from those States if the States will not act? 

Mr.SEWELL. We have not been able toreach that point. In 
the State of Virginia around the Soldiers’ Home there are sixty to 
eighty saloons, and I have earnestly labored to endeavor to get 
the Virginia legislature to abolish those saloons. They will not 
do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, would not the Senator favor moving the 
posts to North Carclina—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I would be very glad to send them geveral 
hundred miles off, if necessary. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where we have a dispensary, and where we 
have contro! of this business pretty well? 

Mr. SEWELL. I should have no objection at all to their being 
moved. 

Mr. BUTLER. When a State does not control it within its 
borders and the Government can not control it, it might go to a 
State that could. I will remark in this connection that that infec- 
tion, as it is called, is growing in my State. We have quite a 
number of counties that have adopted that system, and if we shall 
get the Army posts from Virginia down to those counties they will 
be protected. It would be a-small matter for the Government 
to move them from Virginia over to North Carolina into one of 
those counties that would protect them. 


Mr. SEWELL. There might be a change of mind on the part | 


of North Carolina after they got there. 

Mr. BUTLER. We could give them a pretty good guaranty 
about that in certain counties. 

Mr. SEWELL. Still, that is a matter which I do not desire to 
take up at the present time. I wish to refer to the remarks of the 
Senator from N 
in Cuba a short time ago—on the 4th of July—which he may 
attribute to the canteen. I do not know of any lawor regulation 
which would move a canteen to a public gathering outside of the 
canteen building. If such was done, I should think it was very 
singular, and 1 would doubt the authority entirely. I have very 
grave doubts, unless the Senator believes it himself, whether I 
shall are his statement. Whatever he believes I will take as 
granted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, what statement does the 
Senator refer to? 

Mr. SEWELL. That in Habana at some meeting the canteen 
was moved out on the grounds. 

oe GALLINGER, No, Mr. President, that is not the state- 
ment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Well? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Habana newspaper suggested that in 
common decency it ought to have been so awed: wat it was not. 
It was right in the face and eyes of everybody. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ina citylike Habana, where everybody drinks, 
where there is a saloon at every corner, you can not charge the 
canteen with getting men who are at liberty drunk. They go to 
places where they are under no restrictions in the world. In the 
canteen they are all restricted, but when they get out into a city 


My service in the | 


ew Hampshire in relation to the scene that occurred | 
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there are no restrictions. 
with anything like that. 
Mr. President, I should like to present a letter of General Otis 
on this subject, written to a gentleman in Washington. I ask to 
have it read and become a part of my remarks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have 
it printed in the RECORD without reading? 
Mr. SEWELL. I think I should like to have that letter read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be read by the Secvetary, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


So it is unfair to charge the canteen 


RocHEstTER, N. Y., October 6, 1900. 
Mr. WM. EDGAR ROGERS, 
Counselor at Law, Washington, D. C. 


‘ yan Srr: Iam in receipt of your letter of the 3d instant, and reply as 
OLLOWS: 

The canteen system of the Army was introduced gradually. It made its 
first appearance in companies of regiments by a concert of action between 
company officers and men. They established a little store, stocked it with 
necessary articles which soldiers were obliged to obtain, and, purchasing in 
quantity, furnished the men with the necessary articles cheaper than they 
could procure them if unassisted. It finally grew intoa post establishment, 
officers and men uniting to stock it, and it was in the nature of a department 
store. It was not officially recognized until the Army Regulations of 1886 
were issued. It then took the place of the former trading establishment. 

As a member of the board which codified those Army Regulations I op- 


| posed the canteen system, for the reason that I believed officers and soldiers 


should not engage in store enterprises, and advocated the retention of the 
trading establishment under strict measures of control. Later, after I had 
seen the working of the canteen system at many posts of the Army, I advo- 
cated its retention, as it was an improvement on the former trading estab- 
lishment. The post canteen at large ys when fully developed, became a 
sort of variety store, which kept articles for sale to officers and men and re- 
ceived their orders for articles which they wished to obtain. The exchange 
purchased them at wholesale prices and delivered them to persons ordering 
them at reduced rates. Hence it limited expenditures and was the means of 
saving the soldiers’ pay. No liquors were allowed to be sold in these can- 
teens with the exception of light wine and beer. The profits accrued mostly 
from the sale of beer and cigars and lunches furnished at its restaurants. 
These profits at the end of the month were divided among the company or- 
ganizations of the post, and were expended for the soldiers’ table fare 
Hence all profits or surplus money obtained by the exchange went for the 
purchase of subsistence in compeny messes. 

Troopssent abroad organized what might be termed a regimental exchange, 
which I do not think has ever been officially recognized. egiments leaving 
San Francisco purchased quite heavily, and with the goods purchased set up 
exchange stores abroad, which soldiers patronized to purchase necessaries 
No doubt they consumed in those places 
large quantitiesof beer, but not to their detriment, however, but itis believed 
for their benefit, as it restrained them from the purchase of “vino” and 
other vile native drinks. 

The exchange system is very popular with the soldier, for, as the Irishman 
expressed it, * You first drinks and smokes your money and then you ate it.” 
The soldier of Saxon descent will drink intoxicating liquor the same as those 
of southern Europe, but, unlike those of southern Europe, they want it very 
stronz, and the stronger the better. The tendency can not be wholly re- 

»sressed, and all we can dois to labor to ee it as much as possible. The 
and light wine given to the soldiers through the exchange keep many 
of them from indulging in strong drink. 

You say that you would like to know some facts about the “‘ manacle” busi 
ness. I know nothing of it. Itisa pure invention of the newspapers of the 
United States. [t is on a par with the charge of the newpaper man who 
wrote from the Philippines that my personal staff attended horse races on 
Sunday and that their names appeared as the patrons of a business which 
indulged in Sunday betting and gambling. Not one of them ever attended 
a horse race on Sunday. The Manila Racing Corporation, unbidden, placed 
their namesin their printed schedule as officers, to which they never paid 


any attention. 
E. 8. OTIS. 


Very truly, yours, 
Mr. SEWELL. I desire to have read a letter from myself to 


the Adjutant-General of the Army, giving my views on this sub- 
ject. It proceeds on the general idea that the sale of beer is an 
absolute temperance measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Tue NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
Washington, D. C., May 2, 1900 


GENERAL: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your reference of H. R. bill 
No. 8752, to prevent the selling of beer, etc., upon any premises used for 
military purposes by the United States. : 

As one of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled ol- 
unteer Soldiers I have given considerable attention to the question of che 
sale of liquors on the grounds of the Home. We found Seeneenene this in- 
stitution, a few years ago, a cordon of the vilest places, engaged in selling 
rum to the soldiers, to their physical and mental detriment, and it became 
abectutery necessary that something should be done to counteract it. 

The sale of light beer was started in one of the Homes as an experiment, 
under the supervision of reliable noncommissioned officers, who were in- 
structed to limit the amount sold to any one man. It took some time, of 
course, to develop what there was in this experiment, but it did develop to 
the satisfaction of the officers of the Home and to the Board of Managers. It 
was then extended to the different Homes, and the result has been even be- 
yond our anticipation. The men, jargely, are satisfied with a drink of beer, 
which seems to suppress their desire for a drink of whisky that they had be- 
fore the sale of beer was inaugurated. The saloons referred to have, toa 
considerable extent, dropped off in the immediate vicinity of the Homes, the 
goarchenss is denuded to a great extent, and the health of the men largely 
improved. 

Officers connected with the manegeunent of the Home who had grave doubts 
about the sale of beer in this wa ave become convinced that it is the most 
practical temperance measure that can be inaugurated in connection with 
these institutions, and would apply with equal force to all Army posts. 

Personally, I am decidedly of the opinion that the abolishment of the can- 
teen would bea great calamity, which would inevitably result in our going 
back to the deplorable condition of drunkenness that was so appalling. The 
men are happy and contented now, and the profit derived from the sale of 


The Secretary will read as 
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peer is utilized in the way of comforts and luxuries that the Government 
does not provide, in the same manner as the canteen does for the different 
companies at an Army Peay eine 
am, very respectfully, 8, 5 
om 7 W. J. SEWELL, First Vice-President. 


Brig. Gen. H. C. CORBIN, inte 
Adjutant-General U. 8. A., Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, that conveyed my idea then 
from an experience of thirty years—forty, probably—and I have 
not changed my opinion one iota. I believe to-day that the sale 
of beer in Army posts, confined to beer as it will be—which it is 
to-day except in the case of light wines—is a temperance measure 
and is satisfactory to the Army, and will help the discipline and 
the health of every man in the service. 

I find, on investigating it, that since beer has been sold under 
the canteen system and since there has been a restriction as to 
stronger liquors, the courts-martial are very much less than they 
were; that the desertions have gone down 40 per cent; that the 
inmates of hospitals are reduced 40 per cent; that the men in 
every way are in better condition; that the young soldier who can 
go to the post exchange and sit down and read the magazines, who 
is furnished with paper to write to his friends, his mother, and his 
sisters, is in very much better condition than he ever was before. 
When the post exchange did not exist that young man, after his 
military duties were over, had no place to go but his bunk or to 
the saloon outside. As a rule he chose the latter, and there he 
was not alone open to the great curse of drinking bad rum, but 
he was induced to do, probably, what was worse for him and his 
health in addition. 

The canteen,as you may term it, that part of the post exchange, 
is entirely separate from the store. It may be in a room adjoin- 
ing, it may be in the next building, but the wives of officers and 
men go to the store and trade freely, and buy the little items that 
they can not get elsewhere. They never complain of the canteen. 
They never complain of the fact that in the next room some man 
may be taking a drink of beer. But even that is disassociated 
from the reading room, so as not to allow any inducement to lead 
young men astray. They walk into the reading room and they 
write to their wives, their sisters, and mothers, etc., and they pick 
up a magazine. They are not asked to take a glass of beer, be- 
cause there is no reason why they should be. They are a part of 
the proprietors of that as they are of theexchange. They are the 
owners of it. Itis their institution. Itis not the institution of 
the Government of the United States. The Government of the 
United States has not a dollar invested in it, but these men have. 

Are you going to deprive them, under those circumstances, of 
the privilege of taking a glass of a mild stimulant? Are you 
going to drive them to the miserable saloons outside? Now, that 
is the alternative. 1f you do not give them one, they go to the 
other. I advocate, as a purely temperance measure, the propriety 
of furnishing them with the mild stimulants inside, which they 
are Po owners of themselves, rather than to drive them to the 
outside. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy the time of the Senate 
long on this subject, but I should like to have included in my 
remarks the letter from the Adjutant-General of August 29, 1900. 
I will not ask that it be read at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
printed as a part of the Senator's remarks. 

The letter is as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 29, 1900. 


DEAR SENATOR: Replying to your several inquiries concerning the post 
exchange or ‘Army canteen,” I have the honor to inform you— 

First. That the sale of all spirituous liquors by the canteen is and has al- 
ways been absolutely prohibited. 

Second. Only beer and light wines are sold to either officers or men, and 
these only when the commanding officer “is satisfied that giving to the 
troops the opportunity of obtaining such beverage within the post limits will 
prevees them from resorting for strong intoxicants to places without such 

imits, and tends to promote temperance and discipline among them.” 

_ Third. The “canteen” was established and has been maintained in the 
interests of temperance and betterment of discipline, with most satisfactory 
results. This is shown in fewer trials by courts-martial, in the decreased 
number of desertions, and in the improved health of the men. 

Fourth. The exchange is a cooperative store where supplies are sold at 
cost, or as nearly so as possible, for the benefit of officers and men of the 
Army. The canteen is a department of the exchange constituting an en- 
listed men’s club. Rooms in or near the soldiers’ quarters are set apart for 
this special purpose, furnished with reading matter, billiard tables and other 
games, but where every form of gambling is absolutely forbidden. Itis where 
the men write their letters home and read the newspapers and magazines. 
The Government has no financial interest whatever in either the exchange 
or canteen, the funds being supplied by the soldiers themselves. Almost 
every company commander has reported in favor of the exchange and canteen 
as an effective temperance measure. One thousand and nineteen commis- 
sioned officers have made speciai reports to thiseffect. It may be proper for 
me to add that in the beginning I opposed the canteen, but was brought to 
its support te the overwhelming evidence of its beneficent result upon the 
morals, health, and contentment of the service. 

As set forth in the report of Assistant Surgeon Munson, United States 
Army, who, under instructions of the War Department. made a careful in- 
vestigation into the effect of the canteen upon the health of enlisted men, 
the result more than met the expectations of those most interested in the 
promotion of temperance in the military service. He further finds that the 
percentage of desertion has been continually reduced since the introduction 
of thecanteen. Prior to its introduction desertions averaged from 10 per cent 
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to 1l per cent annually. Since its establishment these have decreased as fol- 
lows: First year to7.7, the next year to 5.7, the next to 5.7, then 6.3, the next to 
3.6, then 5.3, the next to 3.4, and, finally, to2.9. Further, the number of trials 
and convictions for drunkenness and offenses originating therefrom for the 
six years preceding the canteen was 372.5. These decreased during the fol 
lowing six years of its establishment to 160.6. Further, that for the seven 
years preceding the establishment of the canteen the average number of 
men who deposited their savings with the Government was 7.273. For the 
seven years following its introduction the average had increased to 8,382. 

It has been stated in the public press that “ the receipts of the exchange 
are nearly all for drink.”’ To meet this statement I have toinform you that 
the official reports of the Department show that the receipts from sales of 
beer and light wines are and have been less than one-third of gross receipts- 
being in 1898 five-seventeenths and in 189% six-seventeenths. Taking the 
amount of gross receipts on account of sale of beer and dividing it by the 
total number of officers and men shows that each officer and enlisted man for 
the year 1898 expended on account of beer only 20 cents a month—eguivalent 
to four glasses of beer per month, or less than one glass a week apiece for 
each officer and man in the military service. 

In 1899 the expenditure on the part of each officer and man reached an 
average of 58 cents per month, or but 1.9centsaday. These facts make it 
clear that in comparison with all other citizens the Army of to-day is the 
mostabstemious body in ourown country. Thereis no community of which 
we have any report or knowledge that will show so small a consumption of 
drink per capita. This average should, in fact, appear much lower for the 
reason that citizen employees, of which we have taken no account, have the 
privilege of purchase from the canteen. The number of clerks, mechanics, 
and teamsters employed with an army in the field is, as you know, very large 
This number, however, is not obtainable, but, you will agree, would very ma- 
terially reduce the average of 20 and 58 cents a month. 

If there is any further information that you desire from the records on 
this subject, the Department will be only too glad to furnish it. You must 
admit that the anxiety of temperance people outside the service about the 
Army is unwarranted. As compared with those existing twenty and thirty 
years ago—as we knew it then—or with any community at the present time 
anywhere in civil life, the Army is a model temperance society—a practical 
one; one where reasonable abstinence is the rule and where exccsses are the 
exceptions; a society whose precepts, no less than its example, could be fol- 
lowed by all people in safety and sobriety. 

With great respect, sincerely yours, 
H. C. CORBIN, 
Adjutant-General, Major-General, United States Army. 
Hon. Wa. J. SEWELL. 
Military Committee, United States Senate. 


Mr. SEWELL. I will also ask to have included in my remarks 
a report from one of the most distinguished soldiers in the Army 
of the Potomac, Gen. M. R. Patrick, who became one of the Board 
of Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes and governor of the Home 
at Dayton, where he had 5,000 men, and who was a great temper- 
ance man, who did not want to adopt beer selling. We finally in- 
duced him to experiment on it, and the experiment was so suc- 
cessful in relation to his hospital and his guardhouse that he has 
written a very strong report aboutit. I ask to have it printed in 
the RECORD without reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, it will be 
printed in the RECORD as a part of the Senator’s remarks, 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


(Extract from annual ronert of Central Branch, National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, for the year ending June 30, 1887. ] 
CENTRAL BRANCH, NATIONAL HOME FOR 
DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
August 1, 1887. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to submit the following report of this Branch 
for the year ending June 30, 1887: 
* * * * 
DISCIPLINE. 


Soon after the commencement of this last financal year (July 12) a beer 
hall was opened here in the Home for the benefit of its members. 

As is well known to the Board, it was a matter that had been under dis- 
cussion for years. In the Army it has been the usage to sell beer certainly 
for more than half a century, and for several years (I know not how many) 
at the other Branches of the National Home. 

For some reason. I know not what, a terrible outcry was made through 
the press, through the mails, and by personal appeals to the governor for the 
redress of this outrage upon the members of the Central Branch and upon 
the interest of good order, good morals, and religion generally. 

Possibly the tact that the governor had been known for more than fifty 
years as an active temperance man, both in military and civil life, may have 
had something to do with this onslaught upon him asa renegade. It is very 
true that the governor would gladly close every saloon in the land if it were 
in his power, but inasmuch as this central branch is hedged in on all sides by 
saloons, dives, and hells of the vilest character to entrap our men the moment 
they are outside of the gates it seemed wise to choose the less of two evils, 
either to furnish them with the best article of beer that can be purchased in 
the Home at a cheap rate, and retain our men under our own control, or 
suffer them to go outside, get drunk on the vilest drinks of every kind, get 
robbed of their money and kicked into the streets, or secreted in the infamous 
dives that surround us until their money is exhausted and they are turned 
out penniless. 

a statistics and records of this Branch for the past year speak for them- 
selves: 

The official report of Hon. Ira Crawford, mayor of Dayton, gives the num- 
ber of arrests of our members from July 12, 1885, to July 1, 1886, as 486, while 
for the same length of time, after the beer hall was opened (July 12, 1886, to 
July 1, 1887), as 274, a difference of 212. 

The surgeon reports that the small number treated for alcoholism this 
year, 14, as compared with 38 in 1886 and 35 in 1885, is, without doubt, in his 
opinion, to be credited to the less number of members who are given to pro- 
tracted debauches and bad liquor since the opening of the beer hall. Only 
such cases as can not with safety be treated out of hospital are brought to 
hospital for treatment after a spree, and those treated in camp, especially at 
the guardhouse, are not one-fifth as many this year as in former years. 

That a large number of our men will drink to excess when they have the 
opportunity is true, and notwithstanding the watchfulness of our employees 
in the beer hall these shrewd old topers will manage to gettight; but on leav- 
ing the beer hall, if they show intoxication, they are at once sent up to the 
guardhouse, to remain until the next morning, without having had an oppor- 
tunity to kick up a row in town, or on their way home, or along the avenues 
of the Home. 


* * * 
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Still another result: The beer we furnish is of the very best, and the man 
whog intoxicated on it to-day is fit to he turned out to-morrow morning 
with a clear head and ready for duty, whereas a town drunk 


rets 
at & o'clock 
renders a man unfit for duty two, three, and four days. 

Once more: The cry that less money would be sent by the pensioners and 
employees to their families is disposed of by the showing of treasurer's re- 
port and that of the postmaster. 

The discipline and good order of the Home have never been as good as now 
— the last six or seven years at least, nor have the men been as con- 
tentec 

[am happy to say that candid men and women of the most intense prohi- 
bition proclivities, who have been here at the Home and in Dayton making 
investigation fairly on the spot, have decided that under the circumstances 
it is best to leave the Home authorities to the exercise of their own judgment 
in this matter. 

it is only theorists and fanatics at a distance, who know nothing of the 
circumstances, who keep up the cry, ** Down with the beer saloon at the Sol- 
diers’ Home!" There are those who for theirown purposes make statements 
to the effect that the men of the Home are induced to patronize the beer hall 
for the pecuniary benefit of somebody, presumably the Home authorities 
Itistrue that the Home authorities ad all connected with the Home are 


profitsaccruing from the sale of beer within the Home going to the post fund, 
which, as seen by the treasurer's report, has been very largely increased, 
thereby enabling the council of administration, of which the governor is 
chairman, to greatly increase the band, to afford more frequent amusements 
and of a higher class, to replenish library, reading room, etc., and, in general 
terms, to expend a large sum of money during the last year with the sole 
object of giving pleasure, comfort, and enjoyment to the men beyond what 
is provided for by Congressional appropriations. 

It is not to be supposed that it is our object to make money, even for these 
purposes, at the expense of the health or morals of the men. 

As we find it necessary we place restrictions upon hundreds of our men, 
some being entirely barred from the beer hall, and others being limited to 
one or two glasses, according to their phvsical, mental, or moral condition. 

It is the opinion of every officer of the Home, whether prohibitionist or 
otherwise, that under existing circumstances the beer hall has reduced vice, 
crime, d« ichery, sickness, and the waste of money that should go to the 
families of members in a very marked degree. 

Very respectfully, 






M. R. PATRICK, Govern 

CENTRAL BRANCH, NATIONAL HOME FOR 
DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
National Military Home, Ohio, May 
GENERAL: I have your letter of the l7th instant in relation to the beer 
question. Tothe first question, “Can it be legally done?” 
opinion of our best counselors that it can.” 
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surgeon, and it may be regarded, and in fact really is, a great hospital! 
the chief surgeon deciding what men would be benefited by the use of bee, 
and who would not be benefited, a large number of men outside the hos 
een as well as in, being prohibited from entering the beer hall and others 
imited toa single glass or, perhaps, two. Further, it is nota source of in 
come to the post fund from sales to citizens, men of the Home only being al- 
lowed to drink or purchase beer within these grounds. This matter has heey 
settled in the other States—Virginia, Maine, Wisconsin, and Kansas—whera 
beer halls have been running for years at the Branches established in theso 
States. The status of this Home is precisely the same as that of Columbus 
Barracks, at Columbus, in this State. 

It should also be added that it was solely as a matter of safety to the 
members of the Home that beer was furnished within the grounds, toprevent 
the horrible drunkenness, robbery, and crime committed in connection wit) 
the sale of beer and other intoxicants to the members of the Home, the goy- 
ernor and authorities of the Central Branch having been hostile to its intr: 
duction until compelled to open the beer hall in self-defense. 


Mr. SEWELL. I have also a letter here detailing the late ex- 


| perience of Col. Isaac Clements, a manager of the Danville, IIl., 


| them. 


I answer, “It is the | 
I also assume that it can be 


done under the ninth section of our law, inasmuch as thesoldiery in the serv- | 
ice of the United States have the right to the purchase of beer on their own | 
reservation and of the post trader, without any reference to State or local | 


laws; and this (ninth) section gives to our men the same rights “as if they 
were in the Army of the United States.”’ To the question, ** Will it be for the 
best interests of the Home?” if I did not think it would be, I certainly would 
not be writing this note. 

As you ask my views on this question, I will say, as a long-time company 
commander in garrison where strong beer or ale was on tap at the sutler’s, I 
used my influence with my men, so far as moral suasion would go, to let it 
alone, because it made their brain muddy and used up their money. If they 
let it alone, they were less inclined to have bickerings amongst themselves, 
and saved money against the time of discharge. The beer of to-day is a very 
much lighter article—not heady, as heavy beer—and if the article is of good 
quality has lessevil results. If I were autocrat in this part of the land, where 
te ould control the use of intoxicants of every kind, I would banish them, but 
placed as we are here, our men will have beer, whisky, or something of that 
character, and it is utterly impossible to prevent it, every year bringing the 
saloons closer and closer around us, hemming us in in such wise that our men 
can not leave the Home without running the gantlet, and are dosed with as 
vile stuff as was ever brewed, to say nothing of the drugging and robbing 
connected with it. 

I therefore accept the situation and ask myself, What is the least of the 
evils under the circumstances? In my own mind there is scarcely a doubt 
that I can so control the quality and the use of the article within the Home as 
to guard the men from most of the evils that grow out of their drinking 
habits outside. At all events, I am willing, so far as Iam concerned, to make 
the.experiment, as the result can not be worse than the present usage. 

So far as the moral responsibility is concerned, Iam prepared to meet it. 


As I announced at a gathering here in the fall, and again in the winter, ina | : 
i | drink to excess. 


very public manner, that if the outside “‘saints’’ and “crusading ladies” 
could not controi those hells at our gates in self-defense we should be com 
pelled to adopt the issue of drinks ourselves, and that I should go into it this 
season unless some steps were taken by the outside community for our pro- 
tection. 

Some of the leading clergy in town hold that my point is well taken, and 
that from my standpoint they do not well see how I can do otherwise. I 
have simply said that, as is well known, I have in the past been utterly op 
posed to anything of the kind. I would not make the experiment now with- 
out an intimation from the president of the board and the local manager 
that they were in full agreement with my views. Colonel Thomas, who was 
as much opposed to it as myself, has within the last year and a half or two 
years changed ground entirely. Colonel Harris has somewhat unwillingly, 
as he says, come to the same conclusion. Dr. Patton, who is a very clear- 
headed man in all these matters, is decidedly in favor of it. In fact, the 
views of all the Home staff are in favor of the experiment. All I have to 
say is, if you say so, I will wy it. 

It is not thought by any of us that the substitution in any way of beer in- 
stead of coffee would be acceptable or practicable. 


Very respectfully, 
M. R. PATRICK, Governor 
Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 


‘MEMORANDUM. 


The beer hall is the property of the United States and can not be taxed. 
it is entirely under the control of the council of administration of the post 
fund, under the laws of Congress and Articles of War. subject to the law 
which governs post traders and sutlers of the Army. Section 9 of the law 
of March 3, 1865, incorporating the Home, places all inmates under the rules 
and Articles of War in the same manner as if they were in the Army of the 
United States. 

This fund is in no sense a source of profit to any individual, oman. or 
corporation, but is used for the benefit of the men of the Home exclusively. 
Mvreover, every man in this Home is under the supervision of the chief 





( Branch of the National Home, which I should like to i 
benefited by the expenditure of money in the Home instead of outside, the ; : e to have inserted. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be inserted, 
without objection. 


NATIONAL Home, Danville, Ill., December 7, 1900, 

GENERAL: I trust you will pardon me for writing you this letter, but I fee! 
that my interest in good government and sobriety in the Soldiers’ Home 
warrants me in addressing you. I see that the ‘“‘anti-canteen amendment 
has passed the House, and of course goes to the Senate for its action. I do 
not know whether it includes the National Home for Disabled Volunteer s: 
diers. If it does not,then Ihave nothing to say. If it does, then I have som 
thing tosay. I came to this Home as governor strongly prejudiced against 
the idea of the sale of any kind of liquor on the Home grounds. My pri 
ciples and my feelings were all against it, and I could scarcely discuss tho 
matter in a dispassionate manner. 

After one or two pension payments, however, the very necessities in t] 
ease forced a change in my views. At first [ could not bear the idea of hay 
ing the canteen operated on the Home grounds, and nothing but what seemed 
to me to be the most urgent necessity ever induced me to change my views. 
Whatever may be the facts in regard to the canteen at Army posts, there 
are certain facts in regard to the Soldiers’ Home that should not be over- 
looked in Congressional legislation. 

First. The members of the Soldiers’ Home are advanced in years; their 
habits of life are formed. There are very few possibilities of any change in 
Those of them who are in the habit of drinking will continue to 
drink if the »pportunity is offered them. 

Now, right or wrong, this fact exists,and can not be ignored. As muchas 
t may be regretted, the drink habit does exist in a portion, at least, of the 
mem bers of the Home, and it will remain there while life lasts. This may bo 
an unpleasant fact, but it is one that the administration of the Home has t: 

Ll with. These drinking men may have been the very best soldiers, 
ne instances the habit may have been acquired in service; in others it i 
used to relieve pain of rheumatic or other character. Certain it is that it 
sts, whatever the cause of it, and they have a right to be in the Home. 
Second. Now, the various branches of the Home are located near cities of 
greater or lesssize. In those cities liquoris always to be obtained at saloons, 
and that, as you are aware, is frequently of the most villainous character, 
and those membersof the Home who drink liquor will patronize them if they 
can not do better. Many of these dives are of such a character that men aro 
drugged, robbed, and thrown into the streets, and the question that presents 
itself to the management of the Home is, ‘‘How can the evil be avoided; if 
not avoided, then lessened?’ These facts are especially true: First, the 
habits of life are formed; and, second, the Homes are so situated that tho 
opportunities can not be denied them. 

Now, if by allowing them beer under proper management and control they 
can be kept from visiting dives and drinking the villainous stuff that they 
too often do drink, and from being robbed, it is certainly a wise and mora! 
thing todo. Thecanteenis not thecomplete remedy against theevil. There 
are those who will patronize these dens and dives in the city in any event, 
but very many others who would visit them are restrained from doing so by 
allowing them the light drinks onthe Home grounds. Again,it istwo or three 
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| miles from every Home to the places in the cities where these liquorsare sold 


The man going into them realizes that it is not possible to get anything after 
leaving thesaloon, and he will drink to excess, taking “ just onemore,” which 
he would not doif he knew that he could get a glass of beer on returning to th: 
Home grounds. So thatthe sale of beer on the Home grounds not only meets 
the requirements of the better class of men and prevents them from visiting 
the saloons in the cities, but it is some inducement to the other class not to 


Were these Homes situated at remote points where there wereno means of 
obtaining liquor outside, the argument might bo different, but, situated as 
they are with all the facilities for drinking and ail the inducementsand temp- 
tations held out to them, wisdom most certainly dictates that some induce- 
ments be held out to them to not visit those places. I desire tostate positively 
and unreservedly that the results of permitting the sale of beer upon the 
Home grounds at this Branch have been in the interests of morality and 


| sobriety in that it has kept many of the members from visiting saloons in the 





town. I make no reference in this letter tothe fact that the proceeds for the 
sale of beer goes to keep up the bands, pay for lectures, theatrical and other 
entertainments and amusementsat the Home. I desireto place what I have 
tosay on a higher ground, that of temperance, sobriety, and morality in the 


Home 
Very respectfully, I. CLEMENTS, 
Governor. 


Gen. WiLi1AM J. SEWELL, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SEWELL. In the hearing before the Military Committee 
several distinguished officers delivered themselves on this subject 
the Secretary of War, the General of the Army, all] the heads of 
the departments, Colonel Guenther, United States Army, com- 
mandant United States Artillery School and colonel Fourth Artil- 
lery, Fortress Monroe, and Archbishop Ireland, who voluntarily 
came before the committee. I should Tike to have the remarks of 
General Breckinridge, General Guenther, and Archbishop Ireland 
put in the REcorD at the same time without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Breckinridge, Inspector-General United States Ariny, 


appeared before the committee. 
Senator SEWELL. The question of the post exchange has, I presume, como 
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under your observation a great deal. How does it strike you, as compared 


with the old sutlers and post traders? 2 
General BRECKINRIDGE. Oh, it is by far the best thing we have ever had 
in the Army of that type. : 
Senator SEWELL. That is, the present condition is conducive to the good 
of the men? 

Genewal BRECKINRIDGE. And nothing but good that I know of. It may be 

asionally there is some man injured—a man may be injured by a banana 
»eel—but on the whole it is beneficial. 
* Senator SEWELL. The question is whether there is a great deal more of 
this drinking, and whether there are not more houses of prostitution around 
the camp if you abolish the canteen. 

General BRECKINRIDGE. I do not think there is any doubt of that. All 

tendencies of the canteen are reformatory, all beneficial. I will not say 

t is always reformatory, because men come to us with a fair moral charac 
ter, and they go away with a fair moral character There is not a trade in 
the United States, I believe, that has a more sober set of men than the Army. 
Of course when they are separated from home influences some of them may 
be reckless, like other humans. 

The CHAIRMAN. Like college boys. 

General BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, like college boys; but the canteen is avery 
useful institution for their benefit. There is a little light in there that has 

come to the surface that I believe, possibly, is entitled to some consider- 





lhe CHAIRMAN. In the canteen business? 

General BRECKINRIDGE. Yes. A man who is a little hungry is more apt 
to be badly influenced by drink than a man who is not, and almost pari passu 
with the establishment of the canteen the soldier has more food, and the fact 

that that is beneficial in the way of preventing them from going toexcess 

the way of drink. They do not care for the same amount of drink they 
did without the canteen, and this small amount of alcohol they get in the can- 

en satisfies their taste and they can not get it as easy by any means nor un- 
der such restricted influences as they get it through the canteen, because the 
man who sells it to them is not under any personal influence. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the man whoselis it to them may be restricted in sell- 
ing 1b? 

General BRECKINRIDGE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). Toone glass per day tosome men, or perhaps 
cut the allowance of some others off entirely. 

General BRECKINRIDGE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And then they take that profit to purchase luxuries for 
the men’s mess? 

General BRECKINRIDGE. Yes. If there is any way of making so weaka 
drink endurable they are surrounded by every possible consideration. There 
have been very oul men who have paid a great deal of attention to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. We are obliged to you for your suggestions and opinion 
and are glad to have you say a word about the canteen. I think that is the 
best thing in the Army in that line. 

Senator BATE. Have you any suggestions to make about its influence on 
young men? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Adjutant General wished us to hear Dr. Munson on 
the canteen in the Army. 

Col. Francis L. Guenther, U.S. A., colonel Fourth Artillery, Fortress Mon- 
roe, appeared before the committee. 

Senator SEWELL. A good deal of talk is going on now about the post ex 
change, and many good people of the country, especially women, are trying 
to abolish it. What is your impression of it, as to its effect upon the men? 

Colonel GUENTHER. I have been in the Army a great many years. I en- 
tered the Army in 1854 as a cadet and have been a commissioned officer since 
1859, and while I was originally opposed to the post exchange or canteen, I 
will say that I now think it is one of the best things that has ever been done 
for the enlisted menin the Army. It has increased the contentment of the 
men in every way, reduced drunkenness, and we have less dissatisfaction 
among the enlisted men. It has reduced the number of trials by court-mar- 
tial and reduced the number of desertions to a greatextent. I think toabol- 
ish the canteen or exchange—the exchange and the beer feature, nothing else 
is sold except beer—would be almost criminal. 

Senator SEWELL. It is practically a temperance measure? 

Colonel GUENTHER. It is practically a temperance measure. 

Senator Procror. In the first place, do you think it was a mistake to 
a the post traders and sutlers—that is, prevent the sale of liquor by 
them? 

Colonel GUENTHER. 1 do not think they ought to be allowed to sell liquor. 
My experience has been with the post traders or sutlers and the men at the 
Western posts before the civil war, and my first impression was that the can- 
teen would be the same thing as the old sutler’s store. 

Senator Proctor. You believe that it was right to do away with them? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes. 

Senator Procror. And you were afraid this would be as bad? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes. 

Senator Procror. But experience has changed your view? 

Colonel GUENTHER. My experience over many years in different posts, in 
California and in the East also, has been that the canteen is very beneficial. 

Senator Procror. Disorder and overindulgence at the postexchange are 
rare, are they not? 

Colonel GUENTHER. I do not think it has ever occurred at Fort Monroe. 
I have been there over eighteen months, and I have never known any disorder 
resulting from the exchange. A man can not be prevented from drinking 
entirely; he can be restrained, but he can not be prevented from drinking 
anything. If you abolish the exchanges at military posts the grog shops will 
flourish again in the neighborhood. Take the post at Fort Monroe. | think 
the saloon keepers of the little town of Phoebus. which adjoins us, and the 
town of Hampton, right beyond, would be glad to see the post exchange 
an I have not any doubt but what they would contribute liberally to 
erect it. 

Senator SEWELL. And we have a Soldiers’ Home in between there with 
good men. I have the management of that Home, and I should feel like re- 
signing the position if the law were abolished. 

The CHAIRMAN. In naming the good things of the exchange, one officer 
said that the deposits of money by the men had increased under that. 

Colonel GuENTHER. I think so. That is one of the results of the canteen 
or post exchange. 

Senator WARREN. I want toask the Colonel something we will have to 
consider, perhaps. This section 40 of this bill reads: 

‘The sale of or dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating liquors by any 
person in apy postexchange or canteen or Army transport or uponany prem- 
ises used for military purposes by the United States is hereby prohibited. 
rhe Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of this sec- 
tion into full force and effect.” 

_ You will notice that it says dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating 
liquors. The testimony before this committee has been that nothing but 
beer is sold. I want to ask whether it will endanger the usefulness of the 
exchange or really change existing conditions to simply take the word 
beer” out and let it read: “ Deali i ine or any intoxicating liquors.” 

, 





. : : ing in wi 
There is really nothing but the sale of beer? 
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Colonel GUENTHER. That is correct. 

Senator WARREN. I think we would do away with the opposition, or nearly 
all the opposition to the cantcen would be done away with, if we took out th 
word ** beer.” 

The CHAIRMAN. You think if you took out the word “ beer” that would do 
away with the opposition? 


o 





Senator WARREN. Yes, sir. To people who do not understand it th: ea 
of wine meansan orgy of wickedness and drunkenness, and wh tis simply 
imaginary, it is something very terrible tothem. I have been think all 
the way through that if we could arrive at some middle ground there and 
really give the post all they require and yet have what we contend in the line 


of sobriety we would effect better legislation than this is. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will say beer is intoxicating. 

Senator Petrus. A man has to work hard to get drunk on beer 

Senator WARREN. What evidence we have had has all been that nothing 
has been sold except beer. 

The CHATRMAN. Somebody said that they sold Rhine wines 





Senator COCKRELL. General Corbin said that was put in because there 
vere some Germans who wanted Rhine wines, but he substantially agreed 
with Colonel Guenther here that nothing but beer was used, as a matter of 
fact. Soif that language was modified so as to read, ‘“*no wines or liquors 
except beer,” it would practically let the existing conditions of the exchange 


stand 

Colonel GUENTHER, I think that would be all right, so we could have beer 
for the men and exclude everything else. 

Senator Burrows. There is a difference, as I understand it 
is denominated the canteen and the exchange. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no canteen in law. 





be 


tween what 


Senator Burrows. The Secretary of War says differently, and they make 
a different thing of the canteen. They say,in one place, the canteen shall 
not be in the exchange, but shall be separated fromit. How is that in your 
post? 

Colonel GUENTHER. AsI understand it, what we know as the canteen is 
the beer feature of the exchange. 

Senator Burrows. That is what I understand. Is thi urate from the 
post exchange? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes; in different rooms. 

Senator Procror. As far as n.oney is concerned, it is all the same; it is 


part of the exchange. 





Senator BuRROWS. That is not material, because what I want to get at is 
how they are kept. I want to know about the buildings themselves. You 
have the canteen where beer is sold separated from the exchange entirely? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes. 

Senator Burrows. You have the exchange, which is a place where the 
men can meet, and read and write, and have conveniences there, which is a 
most excellent thing? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes; they have an opportunity to write there, and it 


is an excellent thing. 

Senator Burrows. Where is your canteen located with reference to that? 

Colonel GUENTHER. At Fort Monroeat present it is in one of the casemates 
adjoining the exchange, but with a separate entrance 

Senator Burrows. Is there any communication between the two 

Colonel GUENTHER. No communication except through the front door 

Senator BuRROWS. So, as a matter of fact, this talk about the temptation 
to drink in the post exchange is not true; the temptation is not ther 

Colonel GUENTHER. No, sir. 

Senator Burrows. That has not been brought out, and I am very glad to 
be advised about it. 

Senator Proctor. I think, so far as I know, in all posts that attempt is 
made—to keep them entirely distinct. 

Senator BuRkowWs. That is a most excellent feature, because the exchange 
is superb if the selling of beer is taken away from them. The boys can go 
there and play a game of whist or read or write 


Senator Proctor. The orders in regard to that were issued yearsago. I 
found that in reading last night. Yesterday the impression seemed to pre- 
vail that they were one and the same thing. There is no law on the subject; 


it is merely established by order. 

Senator Burrows. But under the orders they have done the wise thing 
to separate it from the exchange entirely. Now,one other thing. You were 
in charge of a post before the canteen was established? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes. 

Senator Burrows. Drunkenness has fallen off since the establishment of 
the canteen? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Very greatly. 

Senator Burrows. Men satisfied their thirst for drink without going out- 
side the post? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes. 

Senator Burrows. I want to call your attention to this: Whether from 
your experience, your knowledge of these matters, young men who go into 
the Army not addicted tothe use of intoxicantsare apt to acquire the habit 
of drink with the canteen separated from the exchange? 

Colonel GUENTHER. I think the cases are very rare. 

Senator Burrows. But you think there are cases? 

Colonel GUENTHER. I do not think there are any cases where the influence 
of the exchange is for the bad. Of course some men who join the Army ac- 
quire the habit of drinking, but they acquire that habit outside generally 
rather than inside the Army. I think the influence of the post is in favor of 
temperance. 

Sevator Burrows. I think that fact, that the canteen is not in the 
room, and soldiers going into the exchange to read or write or convers 
not in the room where beer is sold, is an important fact 

Senator WARREN. One question along that line. Where the post is so con- 
structed that a separate building is impossible I have noticed that it is then 
put in another room and usually is isolated from the balance, if possible. So 
it bears the same relation to the post exchange that the bar does to one of 
our hotels—the Arlington here or the Fifth Avenue in New York? 

Colonel GUENTHER. As much separated as that; yes. 

Senator WARREN. So those who seek it can, of course, find it, but the gen- 
tlemen and ladies who are patrons of the hotel never need know that there 
is a bar connected with it. And thatis the idea, is it not, of the post exchange 
and canteen features? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes, sir. 

Senator Burrows. I think that is very important and that the country 
ought to know it—that the young man going into the Army without the 
habit of drink is not exposed to temptation to drink in the exchange proper. 

Colonel GUENTHER. No; he is not exposed to temptation. 

Senator Burrows. Who has charge of this canteen—is it a civilian or a 
member of the regiment? 

Colonel GUENTHER. The canteen is managed under the directi 


ame 
are 


post commander. He appoints the post-exchange officer: | 3siinply a 
trolling influence; he makes purchases, superintends the f ls, and every- 
thing of that kind, and makes the disbursements, and buys the produce, and 
all that. 

Senator Burrows. What I want to get at is this: The | on in imme- 


diate charge of the canteen, who deals out the beer? 




















































































































































































































































Colonel GuENTHER. He isacivilian. There is no man in uniform doing 
tl at tail } 

S« tor Burrows. And that must be so? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Yes, sir. 

Ser BurROwS. You can not detail a soldier for that work? 

Colonel GUENTHER. No, sir. It is only done temporarily, sometimes, when 
we lose our civilian and have to wait a short time to replace him; but no sol 
dier is 08e, 


employed for that pur 

Senator CARTER. This Civil in is paid out of the post-exchange fund and is | 
not charged to the Government? 

Colonel GUENTHER. Exactly; out of the post-exchange fund. j 

ment has no pecuniary interest in the matter at all. | 

Senator Burrows. This charge, so often made, that the soldiers are em- | 

| 


is 
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The Govern 


ployed as bartenders, is not true, then? 

Colonel GUENTHER. No, sir; there is no truth in that whatever. 

{Colonel Guenther withdrew. | 

Archbishop Ireland appeared before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee understands that you desire to say some- 
thing on the canteen question. 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes 

The CHAIRMAN. We will be glad to hear you. 

Archb ae IRELAND. What I wish to say is based, first,on my general 
knowled the manner of treating the liquor question with any class of 
people, and, secondly, from what I have heard and observed regarding the | 
working of the canteen at Fort Snelling, Minn. | 

So far as the general method of dealing with the liquor question is con- | 
cerned, it has been my experience that it is useless to try to prohibit abso- | 
lutely the use of liquor, and the world, made as it is, men having the tastes | 
they have, if we are too severe and try to do away altogether with the use of 
liquor, men will find it in ways illegal and ways more harmful than they 
otherwise would do. And, so far as | speak of the question of the Army can 
teen, I have observed myself and have heard it said that the soldiers at Fort 
Snelling go far more seldom to St. Paul to visit saloons in St. Paul and the | 
saloons immediately bordering on the military reservations now that the 
canteen is established than they did formerly when there was no canteen. 
They find in the camp, in the establishment, that they can have beer and wine 
under reasonable conditions, and they are not tempted to sneak out, as they 
say themselves, and get drunk. 

It was well known formerly that they would go into St. Paul, and par- 
ticularly soafter pay day, and the result would be the following day a large 
number of them would turn up in the police courts. And then I know that | 
along the military reservation it was the custom of three or four miserable 
saloons to establish themselves expressly and exclusively for the purpose of 
furnishing liquor to the soldiers—liquor of the worst kind—and not only fur 
nishing liquor, but furnishing everything that makes for iniquity. The sol- 
diers, when under the influence of liquor, are considered a prey for every 
vice and every iniquity, and much of the immorality to which some of them 
may be exposed comes from the use of liquor outside the forts, outside the 
camp grounds. Even if they were to take a little too much within the forts, 
they are protected against other evils—evils against which there is no pro- 
tection for them when they are outside. 

I know some time ago, some years ago, in the vicinity of Fort Snelling, 
houses of the most infamous kind were established in the name of saloons to 
attract the soldiers. Now there is far less chance for anything of that kind, 
far less chance for drunkenness, and still further less opportunity for im- 
moralities of a more serious character. And I think for the soldiersit would 
be better if they were allowed a little beer. There is no use in thinking that 
they will become total abstainers. Very few of them will become total ab- 
stainers. What those in charge of their morals should do is to eliminate 
danger and reduce their drinking to moderate temperance. I say this, al- 
though all my life I have been a total abstainer, and have worked for the last 
thirty years in the cause of temperance, and have induced people by moral 
suasion in many cases to take the total abstinence pledge, and have induced 
thousands and thousands to do that. But when I am dealing with the people | 
at large I am convinced that the only satisfactory and successful way is | 
to eliminate dangers as far as possible, and to reduce the drinking to a min- 
imum. | 

I have advocated high license, gentlemen, in St. Paul and Minneapolis, in 
stead of prohibition, and I have succeeded in reducing the consumption of | 
alcoholic liquors by that policy. Iam sure the same plan would work better 
among the soldiers. | 

As to Fort Snelling, from what I have heard and observed, drunkenness 
has been reduced a great deal, and immorality of a worse kind has been re- 
duced yet more, because the soldiers have been kept at home. If they geta | 
giass of beer there, they will stay there, and if they are not able to get a | 

ziass of beer there they will sneak out, as they themselves say, and become | 
intoxicated. Il understand the canteen regulations are very good, and they | 
can be made even more stringent in the discretion of the Secretary of War. | 

The trouble with the soldiers has been that there has been no recreation 
in their camps or in the forts. After drills the soldier is tired and dull, and 
if he can go into the post exchange and sit down and talk and take a glass of | 
beer right there, it is far better than to have him go out and take it in a place 
where there is no object in view but to rob him. 

The CHATRMAN. We had an officer here who has stated that the savings of 
the men since the canteen has been established have been very considerable, 
and that from the fund created they are enabled to give the men magazines 
and newspapers, and so on? 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes; that is true. Bishop Goldrick, of Duluth, has | 
always worked in the temperance cause. He is here with me to-day. He is | 
a total abstainer himself, and I would like you to hear what he has to say 
on the subject of the canteen or post exchange 

Senator HARRIS. You spoke of a certain class of vile houses around the | 
Fort Snelling Reservation. 

Archbishop IRELAND. Yes, sir. 

Senator HaRRIs. Has the number of those houses been diminished since | 
the establishment of the canteen, or otherwise’ 

Archbishop IRELAND. | could not answer that directly. The only answer | 
I can give is from the men and officers, who have told me that since the estab- | 
lishme the post exchange conditions are infinitely better; thatthe num- | 
ber of such houses has been diminished toa great extent. Of course, the exact 
number I could not myself say. Formerly I was around the fort and I knew | 
about those things. I knew that, while they were ostensibly saloons, those 
houses were in reality houses of prostitution, and that the object was to get 
the soldiers there and get them drunk ¢ t their money. And so I say 
that the canteen is far better for the soldiers and that there is far less im 
morality under this system 

Senator Burrows. Just one question, if you please. Some excellent peo 
ple make this objection, and I would like you to answer it: That the young 
man who has never been in the habit of drinking at all is tempted to drink | 
by the canteen and led to the curse of drunkenness later on. What do you 
say about that? 

Archbishop IRELAND. My answer is that that man in the Army is rather 
a rare article. 

Senator BurRows. I wanted your statement to go to the country. 
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Archbishop IRELAND. And, secondly, if the rare article does turn up, as jt 
may, and he has been able to resist the temptations of the saloon in ordinary 
life, I think he will resist the temptations of the canteen. . 


Mr. SEWELL. I also should like to have the remarks of a 
retired officer of the Army who aided in establishing a good many 
of these canteens, Capt. Henry Romeyn, putinthe REcorp,. — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be printed 
without objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


Capt. Henry Romeyn, U. 8. A., retired, appeared before the committee, 

The CHATRMAN. You are an officer of how many years’ experience? 

Captain RoMEYN. Thirty-five years’ active service and seven years’ ex 
perience with canteens at post exchanges. 

Senator SEWELL. Have you had experience to any extent with the post 
exchange as at present conducted? 

Captain RomEyYN. Yes, sir; I baveserved at Fort Ringgold, Tex.; Jackson 
Barracks: Mount Vernou Barracks, north of Mobile, Ala., and at Fort Mc- 
Pherson, Ga. 

Senator SEWELL. You were also in the service at the time of the old sut 
lers and post traders? 

: Captain RoMryn. Yes, sir; I have seen the different systems and how 
they work. 

Senator SEWELL. What are you prepared to say as to the difference 1x 
tween the situation of affairs to-day and what it was originally under thy 
post-trader and sutler system; and what effect has the post exchange had 
the post and on the men? 

Captain Romeyn. I have had thirty-five years’ experience in the regular 
and volunteer service as an officer on the active list, and in that time ba 
seen all sorts of administration—all kinds of administration—in_regard to thi 
matter. I have seen the attempt of total prohibition in posts, and I have sex 
free liquor in posts. I have seen the attempt to regulate the sale of liquo: 
so many drinks a day and no more—and none of them conduce so well to di 
cipline as the post exchange as at present conducted. 

If I may be allowed to detail my experience, perhaps it would be as good 
a way asany other. I was at Fort Ringgold, Tex., on the Rio Grande Rive 
near the little town of Riogrande City, when the canteen was established 
there. When the vote was taken for the establishment of the canteen | 
voted against it. I was not a drinking man and not in the habit of using 
toxicating liquor, and I had taken my men to the Keeley cure in some ca 
to get them cured of the drink habit. The commanding officer, after 1 
objection, came to me—this was after it was established—and said to m 
‘* Will you take care of it?” [didso. Inthe town of Riogrande City there 
was almost everything that was low and vile. It was the only place the sx 
diers had to go for amusement outside the garrison, and it was almost u: 
versal on the part of the people in Riogrande to get the soldiers drun| 
They would endeavor to get them drunk, and after the soldiers becume }1 
toxicated they would get in trouble and be robbed, and they would ofte: 
wind up in the police court. 4 

I have had my men made drunk and stripped stark naked and thrown out \ 
into the street. Two months after the canteen was established all this was 
stopped. The men do not drink in the post to become intoxicated, and | 
want tosay here that I have never yet seen in all my experience a soldicr 
who has gotten drunk in the canteen—who has gotten drunk on liquor fw 
nished him in the canteen. 

Senator WARREN. Regarding beer, is that because it is impossible to get 
drunk on beer or is it because the management of the so-called canteen, or 
exchange, does not give the men enough to get them drunk? 

Captain RoMEYN. A man is not allowed to drink enough to get drunk. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understand that when he has hada reasonable quantity 
he is not allowed to purchese any more? 

Captain RoMEYN. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. And sometimes he is not allowed to have any? 


1 


If hoe 


| abuses his privilege, he is not allowed to have any? 
| 


Captain RomeyN. Yes; if a man abuses his privileges he is not allowed t 
have any: that is, in the posts where I have been. The soldiers save mor 
money and the amount deposited at Fort Ringgold was nearly 300 per cent 
greater than before the canteen was established, showing that the men sav: 
their money. 

Senator CARTER. Will you kindly state the difficulties you encountered in 
connection with the attempt of prohibiting it entirely at posts? 

Captain Romeyn. The men would go outside to vile grogshops and get 
whisky. When they go outside it is impossible to prohibit the men from 
getting drunk, and the desire of the men outside who furnish the liquor t 
the soldiers is that they should drink as much as they will. Their object is 
to get their money. 

Senator CARTER. You think the canteen system is better than the strict 


| prohibition within the limits of the post? 


Captain RomgEyN. Yes, sir; because you can not enforce the prohibiti 
In addition to the money that wa 
deposited with the paymaster, we saved money that went to the improv: 
ment of the men’s mess. 

My company moved from Fort Ringgold to Mount Vernon Barracks, Ala 
about eighteen months after the canteen was established, and after making 
one or two distributions the company took out as the company fund, as sa\ 
ings from the canteen, $266. 

At Jackson Barracks I bought a beer table for my company, took two or 
three daily papers, as many magazines, and put from $60 to $75 per month on 
the company table, and had nodrunken men. At Mount Vernon Barracks it 
was aboutthesame way. There we had the Apache Indians whohad been sent 
from Arizona, about 500 souls in all—men, women, and children. Under the 
law we were forbidden to sell intoxicating liquors tothe Indians. I had occa 
sion to convene a summary court-martial, and we tried 22 Indiansin one da 
for being drunk. They got the liquor at the foot of the hill in the reserva 
tion. My recollection is I never tried more than two white men for being 
drunk while we were there. 

At Fort McPherson there were 8 companies of the Fifth Infantry, aggre 
gating 750men. Fort McPherson is 4 miles from Atlanta, Ga. First we had 
no canteen, we had no building in which to establish it, and we were both 
ered with men going off the reservation and getting whisky and staying out 
over time or coming home drunk. The companies clubbed together and 
built a building at their own expense, costing about $1,000. 

We stocked it with a store with such articles as men would be liable to 
want, and we put on a table all the illustrated weeklies, monthlies, and daily 
papers published in cities extending from Boston to San Francisco. We 

ought a baseball outfit, a basketball outfit, and an outdoor gymnasium, cost- 

ing $200 to $309, and the discipline of the post was enhanced 800 per cent 
With all those men in that garrison it was very unusual to have more than 
three or four men in the guardhouse, and I had no trouble to amount to apy- 
thing while I was there with the men. 

In conversation the other day my daughter said she had frequently gone 
over to the ice-cream saloon in the canteen, separated from the beer room by 
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a partition, and she had never heard an unbecoming word uttered in the can- 
teen while she was there, showing it was an orderly place. We wereenabled 
to make an addition of from $250 to $400 a month to buy luxuries for the men’s 
table. That furnished them butter and eggs and things that they did not get 
as part of their rations. : ; ; 

Senator BuRROWS. In all your experience with this canteen you have 
found that the canteen is separated from what we call the exchange? 

Captain ROMEYN. That is in a separate room, sir. A man can go to the 
reading room, as quiet as this room, and he does not have to go to the bar- 
room to get to the reading room. F ee 

Senator BuRROwWS. Then a man who is not in the habit of drinking, who 
does not even take a glass of beer, does not have to go where the beer is dealt 
out? 

Captain RoMEYN. No, sir. ee 

Senator BURROWS. Do you sell from the canteen to civilians? 

Captain RomMEYN. No, sir. , 

Senator BURROWS. Only to the soldiers? 

Captain ROMEYN. Yes. f ee a 

Senator Harris. And the habit of treating is prohibited? 

Captain RomEYN. Yes, sir. 

Senator HARRIS. Each man buys his own drink? 

Captain RoMEYN. Yes, sir. 

Senator HARRIS. That rule is enforced, do you think? 

Captain ROMEYN. So far as I know, sir. I have not been in the barroom 
all the time. 

Senator HARRIS. 
carried out? ‘ 

Captain RomEyYN. Yes, sir. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. It is subject to supervision and inspection; somebody 
walks through there? 

Captain RoMEYN. The officer who is in charge of the canteen is supposed 
to see to it. 

The CHATRMAN. And the officer of the day would naturally look around? 

Captain RoMEYN. Yes, sir. 

Senator CARTER. What haye you to say with reference to the opposition 
of the liquor dealers to the canteen system? 

Captain ROMEYN. It takes away their profits. 

The CHAIRMAN. And they are all on the so-called temperance side? 

Captain ROMEYN. It is a curious fact that they and the very strong tem- 
perance people are all working for the same object—the destruction of the 
canteen. 

Senator Harris. There is one additional question I would like to ask. 
Have you ever had any experience in total prohibition States? I believe in 
total prohibition States the canteen is not allowed. 

Captain RoMEYN. They are not allowed to sell to people outside. 

Senator WARREN. You can not control them on the reservation? 

Senator ProcTror. 1 do not think they are allowed to sell to anybody in 
prohibition States. 

Captain RoMEYN. I have never had any experience of that kind. Georgia 
is said to bea dry State, but Georgia isnot a dry State by any means. 

Senator Harris. I want to find out how this bootlicking outside was con- 
ducted. Inthe report of the Secretary of War was an extract from an act 
of Congress approved June 30, 1890, as follows: 

‘No alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine shall be sold or supplied tothe enlisted 
men in any canteen (exchange) or post-trader’s store, or in any room or build- 
ing at any garrison or military post in any State or Territory in which the 
sale of alcoholic liquors, beer, or wine is prohibited by law.” 

So it applies to the enlisted man; he is not allowed to have it. What Iwas 
getting at is how the men can get the liquor from the outside. 

Senator Proctor. I was very sure that was the law in prohibition States. 

Senator HARRIs. There is this grogery business surrounding military 
reservations. 

Captain RomgEywn. I have never yet been in a place where men, if they 
chose, could not get whisky. I have been at a post in southern Colorado 
where there was no town within 30 miles, and yet the men could get whisky, 
and they got drunk, too. Some Mexicans would come along and take their 
place outside the camp, and you would see a little fire on the hill at night, 
and the next day some of the men would bedrunk. They got the whisky out 
there from the Mexicans. 

Senator WARREN. | want to ask one question explaining that matter as to 
soldiers not being allowed to solicit or treat each other. To what extent is 
that carried? If two soldiers come in together and order beer and one pays 
for it, I suppose that would be considered all right; but prohibition or the 
inhibition is that there shall be no teasing, no soliciting, or threatening, if 
you please, on the part of one soldier to get another to drink? 

Captain RomMEYN. It would be difficult for an officer to answer that, be- 
cause if an officer was in the room they would not urge a man. 

Senator Harris. As I understand the regulation, it would prohibit one 
man paying for the twodrinks. That is the regulation clear enough. 

Captain RomEynN. There is another regulation from the War Department, 
that a man is not allowed credit to the amount of more than one-fifth of his 
pay. Of course, after he has been paid the money is his own and he can do 
what he pleases with it; but a mancan not get credit toa greater amount 
than one-fifth of his pay. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does that amount to? 

Captain Romeyn, I used to give my men $3 a month credit. 
ever forced to give checks. 

Senator Burrows. Is whisky ever kept on sale at the canteen? 

Captain RoMEYN. No, sir. 

Senator Burrows. That law is strictly enforced? 

Captain RoMEYN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Burrows. And gambling is prohibited? 

Captain Romeyn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Burrows. You do not think, however, that the temperance peo- 
ple and saloon keepers are actuated by the same motive? 

Captain RomMEyYN. No, sir. 

Senator SEWELL. It has the same result, though. 

Mr. SEWELL, Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the at- 
tention of the Senate any longer except to impress upon its mem- 
bers the idea that the American soldier does not want and ought 
not to be condemned toa reformatory. In my opinion you can 
not recruit the Army of the United States if you pass this pro- 
vision as it came to us, advocated as itis by a great many good 
men and good women, It is against our Constitution to be tied 
down in that way. A young American will not volunteer if he is 
going, as I say, to a reformatory institution. 

Archbishop Ireland was asked by a distinguished member of the 
Senate in relation to the protection of a young man who had just 
left his mother and had gone into the Army, who might be induced 
by the canteen to get into other extravagances. e replied that 


But your impression is that it is generally enforced and 


No man was 
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the canteen is a protection to him. Every young man 20 or 25 
years of age has taken a glass of beer, asarule. Archbishop Ire- 
land said that after he had passed the ordeal of the saloons of a 
large city the canteen would be a protection for him instead of 
alluring him to anything else. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is not an easy or agreeable 
task to argue against the very respectable ladies and men who, 
under the grossest of mistakes, have been making this bitter war 
upon the post canteen while nine-tenths of the intelligent men 
who are thoroughly familiar with it, officers and citizens in the 
vicinity, say it is a great promoter of temperance and good order 
and that without it the Army would return to its old days of 
occasional severe drinking and disorder, and all that. It appears 
clearly from the statistics that everything bad is diminished where 
the exchange is and that everything good is increased. 

My eye catches oneitem onlyinastatementhere. I have visited 
the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton. I have gone over it and examined 
it, and under the guiding eye and the hand of Colonel Patrick, 
who is astanch prohibitionist and an advocate of the canteen. 
He is a teetotaler and a prohibitionist. He was provost-marshal- 
general of the Army of the Potomac. He has been for several 
years the commanding officer at the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton. I 
was told there about the condition of that Home before the post 
exchange was established, and I made some slight observation. 
I was told, by the way,that it was a common thing to find a 
drunken soldier in a fence corner on certain occasions more par- 
ticularly. 

Now, the report of Hon. Ira Crawford, mayor of Dayton, gives 
the number of arrests. The number, says General Patrick, from 
July 5, 1885, to July 1, 1886, was 484, while for the same time, 
after the beer hall was opened in 1886-87, the number was 274, a 
difference of 210, or neariy one-half. 

The report upon desertions is remarkable. From 1885 to 1891, 
before the canteen was established, there was an average of 9.18 
cases of desertion. For the six years of the canteen ending in 1897 
the average of desertions was 4.53, about 44 per cent of desertions, 
as against 9.18 per cent in the six years previous to the establish- 
ment of the canteen. 

Here is a table showing the total number of convictions in the 
Army for drunkenness since the establishment of the canteen, 
taken from the reports of the Judge-Advocate-General: 





| Number of 
iTotalnum-| trials and 
ber of convictions 
| trials and |for drunken- 
eonvic- | nhessand 
tions in conditions 
the Army. arising 
therefrom. 


Year. 





aie abba mnmeneiaiaiaaon 1, 640 | 342 
ee ee caad teatl 1, 730 | 289 
Tk eee 1,999 357 
Title nhs nins adeinineitgtdimadehdienmaaidoadmietin emitted 1, 752 | 423 
a i 1,907 407 
tonsa oath bah nas dl marten adn tari canine tant aie emapiraindanag 2,000 417 
A a ee ee i ie eek Se 2,198 | 228 
ee eal 2,189 163 
i a a a lla 1,728 120 
aa a a ie | 1,486 142 
a tamed 1, 384 168 
a ee  eaipeeen | 1, 245 113 
Average for the 6 years 1886-1891 ............. 1, 838 372.5 
Average for the 6 years 1892-1597 .............-. 1, 605 160. 6 


From this it will be seen that the average for the six years from 
1886 to 1891, inclusive, of convictions for drunkenness was 1,838; 
that the average for the six years from 1892 to 1897, inclusive, was 
1,605, and the number of trials and convictions for drunkenness 
and conditions arising therefrom ran down from 372.5, which was 
the average for the six years prior to the establishment of the can- 
teen, to 160.6, which was the average for the six years from 1892 
to 1897, inclusive, after the canteen system was thoroughly estab- 
lished. 

There are some interesting statistics here concerning alcohol- 
ism. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator kindly restate the last 
figures he gave? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The average trials and convictions in the 
whole Army during the period I have named, between 1886 and 
1891, was 1,838. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The whole number? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The number of trials and convictions for 
drunkenness and conditions arising therefrom was 372.5 from 
1886 to 1891, inclusive, six years, and 160.6 for the six years from 
1892 to 1897, inclusive, a reduction of more than one-half for the 
six years during the existence of the canteen. ’ 

The canteen is greatly misunderstood, though I should think 
the public would begin to learn what it is by this time. 

Mr.GALLINGER, Will the Senator permit me a moment? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I would a great deal rather not. Iam not on 
the witness stand for cross-examination. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Of course the Senator is not on the witness 
stand. 1 have no right to interrupt him without his consent, and 
he can use his pleasure. I merely wanted to call his attention to 
a matter that 1 thought of importance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be glad to hear from the Senator after 
I finish the remarks I havein mind. The quantity of matter is 
such and it is so irregularly scattered that it is vexatious to try to 
find it. 

I have stated the fact that desertions went down from 9.18 per 
cent, which was the average before the canteen system was estab- 
lished, to 4.53 after it was established. The Adjutant-General 
made an elaborate report in December last giving the constitu- 
tion, organization, rules, laws, and everything relating to the ex- 
change. He says: 

The post exchange was established in 1889 as a substitute for the traders’ 
store system, which the Department had determined to abolish. 


That used to be a country store, containing almost everything, 
rum included, and it was simply a curse, but it was legally estab- 
lished by the Government, and it was thought a great thing by 
some men to get the right to run one of those traders’ stores in 
the vicinity of the great forts. The establishment of the post ex- 
change made a change in all that, 


its features were: (a) A well-stocked general store,in which such goods 
are kept as are usually required at military posts and were formerly sup- 
plied by the trader; (6) a well-kept lunch counter, where such articles as 
tea, coffee, cocoa, nonalcoholic drinks, soup, fish, sandwiches, pastries, etc., 
are always on sale; (c) reading and recreation rooms, supplied with books, 
periodicals, and other reading matter, paper and envelopes, where men can 
write letters to their friends; billiard and pool tables, bowling alley, and 
facilities for other proper indoor games, as well as apparatus for outdoor 
sports and exercises, such as cricket, football, baseball, tennis, etc.; (d)a 
well-equipped gymnasium, and, incidentally, (e) a room used for no other 
purpose in which the sale of beer and light wines was permitted whenever 
the commanding officer “is satisfied that giving to the troops the opportunity 
of obtaining such beverage within the post limits will prevent them from 
resorting for strong intoxicants to places without such limits and tends to 
promote temperance and discipline among them.” 

No spirituous liquors, such as whisky, brandy, gin, and high wines, have 
ever been sold in the canteen, theirsale being positively prohibited; the sale 
of beer limited to week days and must be consumed upon the premises: the 
practice of treating and every form of gambling absolutely forbidden. The 
sale of beer wes authorized for two reasons. First, as above cited, to keep 
the men away from the drinking saloons and low dens of vice that fringe 
every large military post, and second, that through the profits the soldier's 
ration could be supplemented by such extras as milk, eggs, butter, lard, ice, 
and such other articles regarded as indispensable by the poorest family in 
civil life, but which, for obvious reasons, are not a part of the army ration. 
The establishment, in a few words, embodies the features of a cooperative 
store and an enlisted man’s club. 

Following the year 1889, the development of the exchange was gradual and 
always progressive. In the beginning a great many officers were opposed to 
it, but this opposition, as is shown by official records during the four or five 
following years, almost entirely disappeared, so that by the beginning of the 
year 1895 there were exchanges at every military post, and the result of the 
experiment was so fully demonstrated that it was recognized everywhere as 
a most important feature of army administration. No complaints of any 
consequence were made against it. and every report from commanding 
officers and department commanders was highly commendatory. 


Some changes have been made in the system, all of them profit- 
able in the way of laying up money for the benefit of the soldiers, 
diminishing drunkenness, and increasing the moneys deposited 
for them and their families. 


They have resulted in driving away from the vicinity of the posts the sa- 
loons and dens of vice which formerly surrounded them, and by their profits 
they have enabled the soldier to supplement his ration with such extra arti- 
cles as give him the best table fare accorded the soldiers of any nation in the 
world; and the abolition of the exchange, which would be the natural result 
from prohibiting the sale of beer, if we are to judge from the practically 
unanimous sentiment of the Army, would prove a most serious detriment 
not alone to military discipline, but to the well-beingand contentment of the 
enlisted men. 


The Secretary of War made a very careful canvass of the Army 
about a year ago for the purpose of informing himself on the 
question. He says: 


Every commanding officer of regiments, battalions, troops, batteries, and 
companies, and the noncommissioned officers of longest service were called 
upon for their opinions. The opinions of general officers were not called for, 
for the reason that their views on the question were already of record. The 
views of staff officers were not — , for the reason that very few of them 
were serving with troops; nor of lieutenants, for the reason that the greater 
number of them had entered theservice since the exchange system was intro- 
duced, and obviously had no knowledge of earlier conditions. 

The result of this canvass, together with the information already in pos- 
session of the Department, shows that the advocates and supporters of the 
canteen system embraced every general officer except two, every colonel of 
cavalry, every colonel of artillery, every colonel of infantry but one, 504 of 
the 516 commanding officers of organizations, and fully 95 per cent of the non- 
commissioned officers of oldest service. The practical unanimity of sentiment 
was 80 apparent as to leave no room whatever for doubt. It developed the 
fact that 908 commanding officers and noncommissioned officers out of the 
1,019, whose opinions were received, said that it has improved the discipline 
of the Army; 739 that it has decreased desertion; 825 that it has lessened the 
number of trials by court-martial for petty offenses; 909 that it has lessened 
drunkenness; 980 that the selling of beer at the post prevents the men from 
going outside to procure whisky and other strong intoxicants. 

It was further developed by a careful investigation made by Assistant Sur- 
geon Munson, United States Army-- 


An eminent surgeon and physician— 


that the effect of the canteen system upon the sick rate has been so 
marked as to have attracted the attention of medical experts; that the per- 
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centage of cases of hospital treatment for alcoholism and its direct results, 
which for the ten years preceding the introduction of the canteen system 
averaged 64.28 per thousand, had gradually decreased during the ten years 


| following the introduction of the canteen to 44, 46, 44, 44, 41, 37, 34, 82, 31, 30: 


that cases of delirium tremens had been reduced 81 per cent, and that the 
cases of insanity due to intoxicants had been reduced 31.7 per cent. 

In the face of this testimony of the men who are in direct contact with the 
system, and of expert investigation, it issafe to presume that the prob: bition 
of the sale of beer in the post exchange means an increase of whisky drink- 
ing and drunkenness, and the consequent necessity for medical treatment, 
an increase of the horrors of delirium tremens and insanity, an increased 
number of courts-martial and punishments, and of desertions, to the scanda! 
of the service, no less than a decrease in discipline, health, and morals, and 
the consequent diminution of contentment, self-esteem, and self-relian 
upon the part of the enlisted men, to say nothing about its effects on the sur- 
rounding communities. 

These are the results accepted by the men who are thoroughly 
capable of judging of the situation, and having no motive what- 
ever for anything but a correct statement. The commanding 
officers, of course, take great pride in the condition of their men. 
Much drunkenness in the camp is a great vexation; it takes the 
time of the officers and destroys the time of the men. 

In the face of all this testimony to the beneficent influence of the canteen 
as an aid to morality, health, and discipline, it may be easily understood why 
the Army views with a feeling of dismay any action of Congress looking to 
its abolition. This overwhelming majority of officers, who are responsible 
to the Government for the lives and well being of their men and dependable 
upon their good conduct, contentment, and efficiency for the correct per- 
formance of the duties enjoined upon them, reasonably feel that they are 
better judges of what is best for their men than outsiders, who, however 
praiseworthy their motives in the abstract, can have no possible knowledgo 
of the concrete. 

Here, for example, are some pages 6f reports from scattered 
posts in the Philippines. I will read two or three of them, and 
will state that the remainder have the same general tendency. 

The commanding officer at Malolos remarks: 

Although this exchange was organized less than two months ago (May 8), 
the good effects upon the men in added contentment and sobriety is notice- 
able. There has not been a case of drunkenness since its establishment, 
while the drinking of vino has been greatly lessened, and [ believe through 
the sale of beer the habit of drinking it (vino) will be broken up. If noother 
result could be claimed for the post exchange, the continuance of that insti- 
tution would be amply justified. 

The commanding officer at Florida Blanca says: 


Although this exchange has been in operation but two months, it has 
proven a satisfactory venture in every particular. The men, now that they 
can secure a bottle of American beer when so inclined, no longer indulge to 
any extent, or at all, in the poisonous native drinks which are to be had at a 
small sum foran unlimited quantity and which it is next to impossible to con- 
trol the sale thereof. 

The commanding officer at Bulacan, the commanding officer at 
Lubao, the commanding officer at Pampanga, the commanding 
officer at San Mateo, the commanding officer at San Fernando del 
Union, and the commanding officer at Lingayen testify to the 
same effect. 

The commanding officer of the Third United States Cavalry at 
Vigan, Luzon, says: 

A post exchange, when properly conducted, is a source of comfort to the 
soldiers, and its influence upon the welfare of a command is always salutary. 
lt promotes discipline, temperance, and morality, and its abolition would be 


indeed a calamity for the Army, but a veritable godsend for the saloon 
keeper. 


Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
there is any testimony which shows that the use of intoxicants at 
the post exchange is a benefit to the soldiers who use them? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam not speaking of intoxicants. I leave out 
of consideration all the stronger liquors because it is well known 
that they are not sold, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there testimony in regard to the effect 
of these intoxicants upon the soldiers who use them. whether it 
is to their advantage and for the benefit of their morals? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is not, for intoxicants are not used. So 
it is impossible to show what the influence would be, unless we 
go back to the days before the establishment of the canteen or 
post exchange; and then we can find plenty of statements as to 
the effect of the use of strong drink upon the soldiers. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is it not a fact that at the post exchange 
everything is now excluded but beer? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Under the law as it now stands wines are 
admitted; that is, light wines, of course; but that is to be dropped 
out by the amendment proposed by the Senate committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Was there any testimony on the part of 
the Army officers showing why wine should be excluded? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the opinion was that it had better be ex- 
cluded because it would be rather difficult to draw the line be- 
tween the light Rhenish wines and some of the stronger wines 
that are easily intoxicants; and so it was thought best to prohibit 
the sale of wine entirely. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Did any of the testimony show that wine 
had an injurious effect upon the soldiers? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no testimony to that effect at all, but 
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I gave you the reason, which is that the difference between the 
light wine and the strong wine is so difficult to establish that the 
use of wine at all is liable to lead to the drinking of the stronger 


sinds. 
, ‘Mr. PETTIGREW. Then there wasno testimony to show that 
the effect of the wine was injurious to the soldiers? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is the opinion of General Miles and 
others that wine should be omitted. Ithink the Secretary of War 
favored the striking out of the word ‘‘ wine.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Was any reason given for that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. {[ decline to answer the Senator further. His 
questions are so inconsequential that I decline to answer another 
one. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course, I will not annoy the Senator, 
as | am well aware of his inability to answer any question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, what does the Senator mean by that kind 
of a low-down insult? Has he been to a saloon outside of the post 
exchange? 

Brig. Gen. John M. Wilson, Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army, says: 

I will simply state that, in the first place, Iam a total abstainer; Iam a 
thorough, absolute, and unqualified believer in the canteen as it now exists. 
Lintroduced it at the Military Academy. It reduced venereal diseases, it 
reduced the drunks; instead of running after lewd women and drinking 


whisky they stayed at home, and at the endof the first year $1,800 was turned 
in, which was added to the fund for mess expenses. 


Among those who appeared before us was Col. Francis L. Guen- 
ther, commandant United States Artillery School and colonel 
Fourth Artillery at Fortress Monroe, a man who has been thirty- 
five years in the Army and seven years, he told us, at places 
where there were post exchanges. He says: 


I entered the Army in 1854 as a cadet and have been a commissioned officer 
since 1859, and while 1 was originally opposed to the post exchange or canteen, 
[ will say that I now think it is one of the best things that has ever been done 
for the enlisted men in the Army. It has increased the contentment of the 
men in every way, reduced drunkenness, and we have less dissatisfaction 
among the enlisted men. It has reduced the number of trials by court- 
martial and reduced the number of desertions fo a great extent. I think to 
abolish the canteen or exchange would be almost criminal. 

Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Breckinridge, Inspector-General United 
States Army, says very much the same. I quotea portion of his 
statement, as follows: 

It is by far the best thing we have ever had in the Army of that type. All 
the tendencies of the canteen are reformatory, all beneficial. 1 will not say 
it is always reformatory, because men come to us with a fair moral character, 
and they go away with a fair moral character. There is not a trade in the 
United States, I believe, that has a-more sober set of men than the Army. 
Of course, when they are separated from home influences some of them may 
be reckless, like other humans. 

Aman who isa little hungry is more apt to be badly influenced by drink 
than a man who is not, and almost pari passu with the establishment of the 
canteen the soldier has more food, and the fact is that that is beneficial in the 
way of preventing them from going to excess in the way of drink. They do 
not care for the same amount of drink they did without the canteen, and this 
small amount of alcohol they get in the canteen satisfies their taste, and they 
can not get it as easy by any means, nor under such restricted influences, as 
they get it through the canteen, because the man who sells it to them is not 
under any personal influence. 


Archbishop Ireland, a very abstinent man, who lived many 
years in the vicinity of the post at Fort Snelling, and who has 
studied the workings of the canteen, says: 


So far as the general method of dealing with the liquor question is con- 
cerned, it has been my experience that it 1s useless to try to prohibit abso 
lutely the use of liquor, and the world, made as it is, men having the tastes 
they have, if we are too severe and try to do away altogether with the use 
of liquor, men will find it in ways illegal and ways more harmful than they 
otherwise would do. And, so far as I speak of the question of the Army can 
teen, I have observed myself and have heard it said that the soldiers at Fort 
Snelling go far more seldom to St. Paul to visit saloons in St. Paul and the 
saloons immediately bordering on the military reservations, now that the 
canteen is established, than they did formerly, when there was no canteen. 
They find in the camp, in the establishment, that they can have beer and 
wine under reasonable conditions, and they are not tempted to sneak out, 
as they say themselves, and get drunk. 


It was well known formerly they would go into St. Paul, and particularly | 


so after pay day, and the result would be the following day alarge number of 
them would turn upin the police courts. And then I know that along the mili 
tary reservation it was the custom of three or four miserable saloons to estab 
lish themselvesexpressly and exclusively for the purpose of furnishing liquor 
to the soldiers—liquor of the worst kind—and not rad furnishing liquor, but 
furnishing everything that makes for iniquity. The soldiers. when under the 
influence of liquor, are considered a prey for every vice and every iniquity, 
and much of the immorality to which some of them may be exposed comes 
from the use of liquor outside the forts, outside the camp grounds. Even if 
they were to take a little too much within the forts, they are protected against 
other evils—evils against which there isno protection for them when they are 
outside. 

[know some time ago, some years ago, in the vicinity of Fort Snelling, 
houses of the most infamous kind were established in the name of saloons to 
attract the soldiers. Now there is far less chance for anything of that kind, 
far less chance for drunkenness, and still further less opportunity for im 
moralities of a more serious character. And I think for the soldiers it would 
be better jf they were allowed a little beer. There is no use in thinking that 
they will become total abstainers. Very few of them will become total ab- 
stainers. What those in charge of their morals should do is to eliminate 
danger and reduce their drinking to moderate temperance 

I say this, although ali my life [ have been a total abstainer, and have 
worked for the last thirty years in the cause of temperance, and have induced 
people by moral suasion in many cases to take the total-abstinence pledge, 
and have induced thousands and thousands to do that. But when I am deal- 


ing with the people at large I am convinced that the only satisfactory and 
successful way is to eliminate dangers, as far as possible, and to reduce 
drinking toa minimum. 


the 
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I have advocated high license, gentlemen, in St. Paul and Minneapolis, in- 
stead of prohibition, and I have succeeded in reducing the consumption of alco- 
holic liquors by that policy. I am sure the same plan would work better 
among the soldiers. 


In another place Bishop McGoldrick testifies in very much tho 
Same way. 

The Secretary of War, Hon. Elihu Root, says: 

May I call your attention to the collection of military té 
annexed to my reportof last year? In that report I have s 


statutes and the regulations on the subject of the canteen 
one thing to this testimony. 


ony which is 
he existing 


nt to add 
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Not only is the canteen a great means of increas- 
ing the morality and health and discipline of the soldiers, but it is the one 
thing that makes it possible to make the camp, the military post, an agree- 
able place for the soldiers. We can talk about it just as much as we pleas« 


total-abstinence clubs are not successes. And the post exchange isa club, 
and the men get together there and they play dominoes and checkers and 
billiards, and they read and talk and smoke, and they drink their g!ass of beer, 
and it is an agreeable place and the men do not go away. 

If you pass the provision which the House has put in, prohibiting the sale 
of beer and light wines in the canteen, you break that up, and the result is 
going to be as soon as it gets around it will stop ourenlistments. That isa 
matter of serious practical consequence. The menare not goin » enlist 
ew understand that they are going to be confined in » reform 
scnool. 


Then he proceeds to make some comment about the vile diseases 
that were contracted, and the vile people who gathered around 
under the old system. 

Rev. Oliver C. Miller, chaplain, voluntarily attached to the 
Fourth United States Cavalry, stated: 

In conclusion, I would say that such men as Chaplains Freeland and Pierce 
and others who have examined conditions in the Philippines are in favor of 
the canteen and the present Army regulation; and just asI left, in August, 
the Ministerial Association of the City of Manila, which comprises the pas- 
tors of the Protestant churches there, the workers of the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association (the secretaries), and the chaplains had a meeting. At that 
meeting the post exchange was discussed, and the result was that after a fair 
discussion the ministers were unanimous, except two, that it would be a 
great hurt at the present time to abolish the canteen system in the Philip 
pines, and those two clergymen were in doubt as to which way they woud 
vote. 

The Secretary of War, in his report for 1899, said: 

It is recognized that alcoholism and insanity are closely related through 
the direct influence exerted by intoxicants in the production of mental aber- 
ration. Hence, it isnot surprising to find that the average number of cases 
annually coming under treatment was 35.1 per cent for the seven-year period 
from 1885 to 189], prior to the establishment of the canteen system, and only 
24 as an annual average for the six subsequent years, 1892-1897. These figures 
| show a reduction in insanity amounting to 31.7 per cent. As to the number 
| of days in the service lost annually from insanity the improvement since the 
institution of the canteen iseven more marked. Figures for the years 1885 
and 1886 are not available, but for the five-year period 1887-1891 the average 
|} number of days lost was 1,565, while for the six years 1802-1807 the service 
annually lost to the Government from this cause amounted to: 
a decrease of 40.9 per cent. 

He said further: 

Duriug the year ending June 30, 1898, the aggregate receipts of the ex- 
| changes in operation in the Army amounted to $1,621,398.67, and there was 
received as money on deposit $189,258.81, making the total amount of money 
received $1,810,657.48. There was expended for merchandise purchased, rent, 
fixtures, and repairs, and expenses of operation $1,297,737.16, which, less de 
| posit, givesa “_ of $323,661.51. From this amount there was donated to 

the funds of the several regimental bands $9,154.51; to the maintenance of 
post gardens, $1,559.17: to post libraries, $640.06; to gymnasiums, 82,913.75; as 
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| prizes for the encouragement of athletic sports, $3,338.41, and after setting 
| aside the sum of $60,877.48 as a reserve fund to meet anticipated expenses for 

at least one month, there was returned to the members in the form of divi- 
| dends the sum of $254,890.93, 


I wanted to find a statement apropos of what has been said 
| as to the number of officers who were reported as opposing the 





canteen at a prior date. During the campaign the following 
| officers were quoted as against the canteen: 

Generals Miles, Shafter, Wheeler, Corbin, Sternberg (Surgeon-General), 
Howard, Henry, Boynton. Wilcox, Stanley, Rochester, Harries, Carr, Carlin, 
Graham, Bliss, Lee (Assistant Quartermaster-General Of this number, 
General Shafter is the only officer on record as unalterably opposed to the 

| canteen system. That General Milesis not opposed to the canteen system 
| will be seen from his printed report on page i of House Report 


sixth Congress, first session, as also from his Gene July 2. 
1898, published on page 6. in which he remarks that 

“Commanding officers of all grades and officers of the me 
carefully note the effect of the use of such light beverages 
as are permitted to be sold at the post and camp exchar 3,and the com- 
manders of all independent commands are enjoined to restrict, or to entirely 
prohibit the sale of such beverages, if the welfare of the troops or the inter- 
ests of the service require such action.” 

This language is almost identical with that of the exchange regulati 

r is opposed to the canteen system, there 


(paragraph 10). If General Wheel 
Department to show it. General Corbin and 


is nothing of record in the War 

Surgeon-General Sternberg, who were originally opposed to the exchanye 
have both very frequently, in published statements, announced the reason 
for their change of opinion and their conviction that the canteen system has 
been most beneficial to the Army. 


No. 1701, Fifty 
ral Orders, No. &7, J 
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General Howard was originally an opponent of the canteen, but he left the 
service before he had had the opportunity to witness its workin; General 
Henry was not an opponent of the canteen: on the cortrary, there are many 
reports on file in the War Department in which he testifies to the ben ial 
effects of the canteen experiment. General Boynton, as well as Assistant 
Qu irtermaster-General Lee, were witnesses of the scanda conduct ot 
canteens at Chickamauga Park in 1898, as conducted by volunteer or iza 


tions in violation of canteen regulations 
I suppose that has reference to the orgies to which the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLinGcer} alluded 


and which were promptiy suppressed as soon as brought to th of 
| the War Department. General Wilcox left the Army befor » canteen sys- 
' tem was inaugurated. General Stanley and General Carr w both retired 
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from active service before the canteen was fairly in operation, and if opposed 
) 


tothe canteen there is nothing on record in the War Department to show it. 
General Rochester left the service before the canteen system was inaugu- 
rated 

It is true that General Harries, while colonel of the First District of Co 
lumbia Volunteer Infantry, forbade the starting of a canteen in that regi- 
ment; but inasmuch as he has permitted a canteen to exist at the several 
encampments of the District of Columbia militia, of which he is the head, it 


is not thought that his opinion is of much weight in this connection. 

General Carlin was strongly speaees to the breaking up of the post-trader 
system, the suppression of which resulted in the post exshanne. but he left 
the service before the experiment was fairly under way. Neither General 
Graham nor General Bliss was opposed to the canteen system. Both of them 
are on record to thecontrary. On the other hand, reference to House Report 
No. 1701, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, will show that the three senior 
general officers of the Army—Generals Miles, Merritt,and Brooke—are advo- 
cates of the canteen system. 

Major-General Otis is one of the strongest advocates of the canteen, as is 
also General Wood, General Merriam, General MacArthur, General Chaffee. 
General Bates, General Wheaton, General Wilson, General Davis, General 
Schwan, General Hall, General Hughes, General Kobbe, Gen. J. Franklin 
Bell, Gen. James M. Bell, General Randall, General Hare, Gen. Fitzhugh Lee, 
General Funston, General Grant; in fact, of the general officers now in the 
service the only ones known to be opposed to the canteen system are General 
Shafter and General Ludlow. 

To this are to be added all of the 10 colonels of cavalry, all of the 7 colonels 
of artillery, all of the 49 colonels of infantry except 1, and 504 of the 516 com- 
manding officers of batteries, troops, and companies. 


I will read a short note from General Sternberg: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washinaton, October 1, 1900. 

Sir: My attention has been called to a published statement, attributed to 
me, opposing the army canteen. I presume this statement as published is 
practically what I said some years since when interviewed upon the subject, 
although I do not at present remember to whom it was given. I did not at 
first look with favor upon the proposition to sell beer to soldiers at army 
canteens That opinion was not based upon personal observation, as I had 
not been stationed at a military post since the canteen was established. 

Owing to the general consensus of opinion among line officersand medical 
officers of the Army, who have had ample opportunity to observe the effect 
of the army canteen upon the habits of our soldiers, I am obliged to admit 
that, from a practical point of view, it seems to have accomplished very de 
sirable results in reducing the amount of drunkenness in the Army and the 
disposition on the part of the soldiers to leave their stations for the purpose 
of obtaining spirituous liquors. 

Very respectfully, GEO. M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General United States Army. 

The ADJUTANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 

There is an abundance of other matter here, but I will not bur- 
den the RECORD or weary Senators. 

The motive of the people who are saying so much to us is unques- 
tionably good, but I do hope that sentiment will not be allowed to 
run away with what I consider the common sense of the affair. 
Now, here is a letter from a clergyman, which I should like to 
read. 


I inclose an appeal that has come to me from the Woman's Temperance | 
Union of Connecticut, and it stirs me up to write to you that the testimony | 


from my own young men in the Army during the Spanish war—one a mem 
ber of my church, another of my Sunday school—is to the effect that your 
substitute to section 40 of the Army bill allowing the sale of beer in the post 
exchange is a good thing. I hope it will pass instead of the House amend- 
ment. I presume you will be deluged with letters as a result of this appeal 
from the women, but are they entitled to much weight in face of the testi- 
mony of those who have been in the Army, who know how the post exchange 
has worked fortemperance’? I hope to see the Senate vote on that matter 
according to its judgment, and not overcome by the clamor of people who 
don't know what they are talking about. 

Here [exhibiting] is another statementof a similar character, but 
it is from a prominent business man, and not from a clergyman. 

No, I hope sincerely and earnestly that the Senate will not so 
vote as to add 20 or 30 per cent to all the crimes and misfortunes 
among our troops. I have the firmest belief that the return to 
the old-fashioned way would, in a single year, be regarded as an 
unspeakable calamity. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I shall vote tosupport the amend- 


it proper to give some reasons to the country, or rather to my own 
constituents, whyI doso. Idonot expect tochange any votes, but 
Ido intend to give what I consider good, sound reasons why the 
canteen should not be abolished. 

In the first place, I will say that I can speak with great freedom 
upon this question, because I have never myself been addicted to 
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Advocate-General, from the surgeons, from the hospital reports 
upon this question for the six years preceding and the six years 
subsequent to the establishment of the canteen. 

My friend the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] said that the lack of desertions could not be 
claimed to the credit of the canteen, because a mancould not con- 
veniently desert in Luzon or Cuba, but he neglected to note the 
fact that this comparison ceased in the year 1897, before there was 
Consequently, he failed 
on that point. 

He also made the point, which I will now notice for fear I for- 
get it, that we forbid the use of spirits on board ship. That is 
very good, because a man can not step overboard into the sea and 
He has to stay within the ship, and it is feasible to 
deny him the use of any sort of spirits or any sort of liquor. But 
it is not a question here whether the soldier has joined a temper- 
ance society whei. he joins the Army or whether by law he shall 
be compelled to be temperate. The question is whether he shall 
drink beer under certain circumstances favorable to temperance 
or whether he shall drink bad whisky on the outside of the com- 
pound. It is not at all a question of legislating upon the temper- 
ance of the soldier, because he can drink. If the Senator or the 
opposition to this measure can so arrange it that there will be no 
low whisky shops, with their annexes of brothels and gambKny 
hells, right convenient to every post, then I might go with them 
and vote against the amendment. 

The people who have been sending me petitions are all of one 
They are against the canteen. They are church people, 
belonging to the most powerful and influential body of people in 
The petitions are from 


| the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, and noman onearthcan 


have higher deference and respect for them and their wishes than I 


| do; but there is sucha thing, and there is nothing more dangerous, 


than zeal without knowledge. These good people have a fervent 
desire in their heart to promote the cause of temperance, and | 
wish them godspeed and am willing to join them whenever they can 
show me the way. I want to promote the cause of temperance in 
any way, but the ways and means that appear best to them do not 
appear best to me, and as they have no responsibility and as I have 
a very great one, I am compelled to follow the record which shows 
that the canteen does promote temperance, morality, discipline, 
and comfort in the Army. 

It is unnecessary to go outside of the public record. My learned 


| friend the Senator from New Hampshire quoted the London 


| 





the use of any kinds of spirits, either distilled, vinous, or malt. | 


I do not chew tobacco or smoke. I have no artificial wants, and 
therefore have never felt the need of a drink. I will say also 
that I am not only a temperate man, but I have always been a 
temperance man. 


tion | never signed one. 
ties were permitted to establish them or not, I always voted the 


Lancet and other authorities of the medical profession. I recol- 
lect a good many years ago (his quoting the Lancet brought it to 
my mind) an editorial in the Lancet that said that the working- 
man of Great Britain was not such a fool after all for spending 
part of his earnings in beer, because it is said beer built up the 
fiber tissue wasted by work quicker thanany other form of food. | 
do not know whether or not that is true, but thatis what the Lan- 
cetsaidatthattime. But at any rate we have here the Lieutenant- 


| General of the Army, the Adjutant-General of the Army, com- 


manders of every grade before the committee testifying all one 
way, so far as I am informed. 

Do these good people who want temperance—these good people 
who petition their Senators (and I want to say a great many of 


| the Senators are more likely to vote their opinion about it than 
| their judgment; I find no fault with them, but I think it is the 


fact) know whata canteen ora post exchangeis? Here is what the 


| Army Regulations say it is: 


The post exchange will combine the features of reading and recreation 


i | Tooms, a cooperative store, and a restaurant. Its primary purpose is to sup- 
ment of the committee, and because I shall do that I have thought 


ply the troops at reasonable prices with the articles of ordinary use, wear, 
and consumption not supplied by the Government, and to afford the means 
of rational recreation and amusement. 

Its secondary purpose is through exchange profits to provide the means 
for improving the messes. 

~ * * * a » * 

An exchange doing its full work should embrace the following sections: 
(a) A well-stocked general store, in which such goods are kept as are usually 
required at military posts, and as ectensive in number and variety as condi- 
tions will justify; (0) a well-kept lunch counter, supplied with as great a 
variety of viands as circumstances permit, such as tea, coffee, cocoa, non- 


| alcoholic drinks, soup, fish, cooked and canned meats, sandwiches, pastries, 


etc.; (c) a canteen, at which, under the conditions hereinafter set forth, 
beer and light wines by the drink, and tcbaccos, may be sold; (d) reading 


| and recreation rooms, supplied with books, periodicals, and other reading 
In my State, when retail groceries had to be established by peti- | 


When the law was changed and locali- | 


dry ticket; and I am here speaking for the canteen amendment | 


because it promotes temperance, because it promotes good health, 
because it promotes morals, because it promotes discipline, and 
comfort, and contentment among our soldiers. I say this upon 
the overwhelming testimony of the officers, from the distin- 
guished Lieutenant-General of the Army down to the corporals 
who were interrogated by the circular letter asking information 
upon the several questions involved. I speak also upon a com- 
parison of the record, from the Secretary of War, from the Judge- 


ma ter, billiard and pool tables. bowling alley, and facilities for other proper 
indoor games, as well as apparatus for outdoor sports and exercises, such as 
cricket, football, baseball, tennis, etc.; a well-equipped gymnasium, possess- 
ing also the requisite peanenerene for outdoor athletics. 

At small posts it may be impracticable to maintain all of these sections, 
but at every exchange there should be no less than two departments—the 
refreshment, embracing store, lunch counter, and canteen, and the recrea- 
tion, which includes all the other branches. 

10. Sale of liquors prohibited.—The sale or use of ardent spirits in any 
branch of the exchange and in any encampment or fort or on any premises 
used for military purposes by the United States, is strictly prohibited; but 
on the recommendation of the exchange council the commanding officer may 
permit beer and light wines— 


In other words, it is not mandatory upon any post or any com- 
mander anywhere to have the exchange or canteen. but it is left 


ra 
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to the council, advising the commandant, whoever he may be, 
and he makes the decision. No officer and no soldier is permitted 
to sell beer or wine or toserve in the canteen. All the money 
belongs to the soldier, and in two years the net profits accruing 
to the soldiers was nearly $600,000, which went tothe improvement 
of the mess, in the language of the regulations. The bartender is 
a civilian, and he has a salary which is fixed, 

There is no inducement for him to ask any soldier to take an- 
other drink. It does not increase his profits, but, on the contrary, 
if he keeps selling toga man until he is drunk he imperils his posi- 
tion and may lose it, because the soldiers themselves are interested 
in promoting sobriety in order that the comforts of the exchange 
may be maintained and not withdrawn by the commandant of the 
post on account of drunkenness and disorderly conduct. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator kindly restate the profit 
to the exchange, concerning which he has just made a statement? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir; I will doit with pleasure. 

The aggregate receipts of the post exchanges therefore during the past 
two years has been $3,420,149.81, and _ the dividends $530,471.67. The net value 
of these exchanges—that is to say, the balance of their combined assets over 
their liabilities—was on June 30, 1899, $253,792.26. 

That is what the report says. I wish to state that I am going 
entirely by the ofticial report. Ido not have any outside infor- 
mation whatever. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the profit of the entire exchange? 

Mr. MONEY. I said the exchange. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not for the liquor? 

Mr. MONEY. I used the language ‘‘ post exchange.” I shall 
be very precise in my language, and it will not be misunderstood, 
I think. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply wanted to ask the Senator—I am 
sorry to interrupt him, but I should like the information—— 

Mr. MONEY, Thatisallright. Idonot mind the interruption 
at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to inquire if there is any statement 
anywhere that he is aware of giving the profits of the liquor de- 
partment of the post exchange? 

Mr. MONEY. There is none that I know of segregated from 
the other, but I think the Senator will agree with me that the 
profits on beer are greater than on dry goods or canned meats or 
anything of that kind, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should think that is likely, although I 
have never been in the business. 

Mr. MONEY. None of the money goes to the Government. I 
will say now that the Government is not in the business of selling 
whisky, as the Senator stated in his speech. The United States 
does not sell anything to the soldier at all, but it permits, under 
certain wise regulations, in my opinion, beer and light wines to 
be sold, if the council and the commandant approve of it, and 
under no other circumstances. 

Now, to proceed to what I consider the reasons which justify 
me.in my vote, and not only justify me, but tell me to vote. I 
stand here responsible, so far as my vote carries me, and so does 
every other Senator, not only for the sobriety and the temperance, 
but the good health and the morale and the comfort of all the sol- 
diers of the Army. I do not care how many churches and how 
many good people telegraph you to vote one way or the other, it 
does not relieve you in the least of your share of responsibility as 
to what may come upon the soldiers. I will show in a few min- 
utes, by reading the record of six years before and six years after 
the establishment of the canteen, what the result has been. We 
can not dodge responsibility here. We may think we are doing 
it, but we do not. So far as I am concerned, I shall never try. 
I shall vote as I think right, and if the consequences are ill to me 
it does not hurt anybody else. The report goes on to say: 

The practical question to be considered is not whether soldiers should 
drink or not— 

That is it— 

The practical question to be considered isnot whether soldiers should drink 
or not drink, but whether they should be permitted to drink beer in the 
camp, surrounded by the restraining influences of discipline and good asso- 
ciation, or whether they should be driven to drink bad whisky in the vile 
resorts which cluster around the limits of every military post and camp, and 
especially around those in which prohibition is maintained. I have no doubt 
that the present regulation furnishes the wise answer to this question. 

That is very well said, in my opinion. I may be mistaken 
about it. 

In order that the Secretary of War might be fully informed as 
to the effect, whether good or bad, upon the soldier of the estab- 
lishment of the canteen a great many letters were sent to both 
commissioned and noncommissioned officers throughout the posts 
of the United States everywhere—in the Philippines, in Cuba, 
and everywhere else—and to those circulars of inquiry a thousand 
replies have been received. I will read now the questions which 
were asked of the commissioned and noncommissioned officers 
and their replies, to show the opinions of those who are on the 
ground, who are more interested in maintaining sobriety and dis- 
cipline and good health in the Army than anybody else possibly 


can be, except the mothers and the relatives of the private soldiers 
themselves. Here are the questions: 

What opportunity. if any, have you had to observe the workings of the 
canteen feature of the exchange system? 

What, in your opinion, has been its effect upon the morality of the enlisted 
men? 

What upon the discipline? 

So far as your observation has gone, have desertions increased or lessened 
since its introduction? 

Are trials by courts-martial more or less frequent? 

I desire to pause right here to say that under the old system, 
as [am informed by Army officers, a man went outside to get a 
drink. They gave him one, and as long as he had a dollar in his 
pocket he was kept drinking, and then, reporting back for duty 
unconscious of the lapse of time, he was charged with desertion 
and sent to the penitentiary for anywhere from two to three or 
four to five years, That has been almost entirely done away with 
by the canteen. 

Has drunkenness increased or lessened? 

In your opinion, does the opportunity to procure beer on the post or in 
camps have any effect upon the efforts of enlisted men to procure intoxi- 
cants outside? 

It has been asserted here that it induced men to go outside for 
intoxicants. We are going to hear what the officers, who are pre- 
sumed to know, say upon that subject. There is no guesswork 
about it. 

Are you in favor of such prohibition, or are you in favor of the exchange 
as conducted at present, and with a view to its continual improvement along 
the same lines? 


They say they have had a thousand replies to the question, 

What, in your opinion, has been the effect of the canteen feature of the ex- 
change system upon the morality of the enlisted men? 

That is about the most important point there is in it—the mo- 
rality of the enlisted man. 

By the bye, the hospital reports can tell a very interesting story 
about that feature of it: 

Five hundred and eighty-two commissioned officers and 483 noncommis- 
sioned officers have replied. Of this number, 477 commissioned officers and 
415 noncommissioned officers (892) have remarked that in their opinion its 
effect has been beneficial. 

Eight hundred and ninety-two pronounce in favor of the can- 
teen as improving the morality of theenlisted man. Then, on the 
other side, 17 commissioned officers and 18 noncommissioned offi- 
cers say it is detrimental. That is 892 to 35, by officers, commis- 
sioned and noncommissioned, who see the men and who are 
presumed, if anybody can be, to be fully informed. Now, the 
next question: 

What, in your opinion, has been its effect upon the discipline of the en- 
listed men? 

I am not going into details, but I will give the total. Nine hun- 
dred and eight said it had been very beneficial; ‘‘resulted in im- 
provement of the discipline,” is the language here; and 19 com- 
missioned officers and 21 noncommissioned officers said it had 
been detrimental. There is 908 to 40 in favor of the good effect 
of the canteen in the mere matter of discipline. Now the ques- 
tion: 

Are trials by courts-martial more or less frequent since the introduction 
of the canteen feature of the exchange system? 

Eight hundred and twenty-five have replied that they are less 
frequent to 20 that they are more frequent. That is the testi- 
mony as to courts-martial. Then the question: 

Has drunkenness increased or lessened since the introduction of the can- 
teen feature of the exchange system? 

Nine hundred and nine have declared that it has decreased, 
while 20 have declared that it has increased; 909 to 20 in favor of 
the canteen putting down drunkenness in the Army. Then we 
get to the question: 

In your opinion, does the opportunity to procure beer on the post or in 
camps have any effect upon the efforts of enlisted men to procure intoxicants 
outside? 

It has been claimed over and over again that when a man got a 
drink inside, he had to go outside to finish up with some intoxi- 
cant. What is that? ‘*‘ Nine hundred and eighty have replied 
that it lessens such efforts,” and eleven that it did not lessen such 
efforts. Nine hundred and eighty to eleven that the use of beer 


| in the canteen lessened the desire and the attempt to get whisky 





on the outside of the compound or the encampment. Then the 
question: 

What, in your opinion, would be the effect of an absolute prohibition of the 
sale of beer in the Army? 

That is a very searching question. That is the one we are going 
to vote on now. Also the question: 

Are you in favor of such prohibition, or are you in favor of the exchange 
as conducted at present, and with a view to its continual improvement along 
the same lines? ; 

Nine hundred and eighty-one out of the 1,000 have replied in 
favor of the canteen, and 17 commissioned officers and 19 non- 
commissioned officers, a total of 36, in favor of prohibition. 
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Now, gentlemen, here is the testimony of men who are answer- | 
ing an ofticial inquiry from the head of the Army. These are the 
men who are responsible for the conduct of the Army, for the 
condition of the men, for their morality and their sobriety, for their | 
discipline and their good conduct, less riotous conduct than when | 
they go outside and get a drink of mean whisky, with other at- | 
tachments. That is a pretty strong case, I think. 

But I want to refer to the Judge-Advocate-General where he | 
talks about desertions. I do not know that I shall be able to find | 
it, because I can not find it unless it is marked. I want to state 
what it is. I recollect it substantially and not literally. It is 
that a man going outside of the post to get whisky generally gets 
too much whisky and he gets drunk; he is oblivious to the passage 
of time; he gets into a brawl, and either hurts a comrade and is | 
tried for it and sent tothe penitentiary or outlives his leave of 
absence and comes back not knowing how long he has been gone, | 
charged with desertion, is tried for it, and put in the penitentiary; 
and a young fellow, a new recruit, perhaps, who is not accus- 
tomed to the allurements or the environments of the post, falls an 
easy victim to these fiends outside who set up these different traps 
to lead him down to hell. Consequently, before he knows it, per- 
haps as honest a man as ever lived, he is in the penitentiary upon | 
the charge of desertion, when he never dreamt of any such thing. 
That has been lessened by the canteen, as I have shown. 

Here are letters without number which I could read in favor of 
this, but I will not stop to readthem. But I want to read what 
the official report says. I am going to read from a reply to these 
questions by Capt. Edward L. Munson, assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, Washington Barracks, D.C. I take this because | 
he is right here, I presume, and can be interrogated as to whether 
or not this is his real opinion. Ipresumeitis. Itis said to bea 
portion of a book upon this subject, and I hope the book will be | 
extensively read. 

We all know very well that you are not going to make a man a 
temperance man by denying him what he wants when he can go | 
over the line and get it in another place. Take, for example, the 
Senate. The sale of whisky and everything of that kind is forbid- 
den in the Senate restaurant. Whatdoesit produce; temperance? 
No; anoccasional spell of hard ‘‘ cussing” from some thirsty man 
who wants a drink of whisky. That is all. He can take a two 
minutes’ walk and get all he wants. It has never made atemper- | 
ance man of a Senator yet because we have rules that he can not | 
geta drink in the Senate restaurant. I think myself, without 
being hypercritical, that it is about as silly a rule as I ever heard 
of in my life, If we have not arrived at the years of discretion, we 
should resign and go home and let somebody else be sent here in 
our places, 

Here is what the doctor says. I want to say that these compar- 
isons were made of the six years preceding the establishment of 
the canteen in 1891 with the six years subsequent, and do not in- 
clude any period of the war. Itwasthe old Regular Army. The 
volunteers were notin. This regulation does not include the vol- 
unteers, either. We are providing a bill which is only for the 
Regular Army and not for the volunteers. Gentlemen, I do not 
believe there is a man in this Hall who more sincerely desires that 
notonly soldiers, but everybody else, would quit drinking whisky, 
or anything else that does not do him good, than I do, andit is be- 
cause I feel so much about it that I take the liberty of advocating 
the use of the canteen according to the report of the committee. 
This gentleman says: 

The purpose of the canteen— 

This is now the surgeon— 

The purpose of the canteen, as officially announced, is to supply troops 
with goods at a low rate of profit and to afford rational recreation and 
neces toallenlisted men. The sale of ardent spirts is strictly prohib 
itec herein. 

~ * * * ® * = 

The effects of the introduction of the canteen system upon sick rates 
were prompt and marked. 

I want you to note that language. Here is a scientific man 
who is accustomed to use the language of precision, and he says 





the ‘effects of the introduction of the canteen system upon sick 
rates were prompt and marked;” no gradual decrease, but imme- 
diate. 


For the decade 1878-1887 the average number of admissions for alcoholism 
and its direct results amounted to 64.28 per thousand of white troops. This 
rate diminished during the next ten years in proportion as canteens were 
gradually established at various posts, omitting fractions, in the following 
ratio: 44, 46, 44, 44, 41, 37, 34, 82, 31.50. On observing the admissions for alco- 
holism for the seven years, 1885-1891, which immediately preceded the general 
establishment of the canteen system upona satisfactory basis, it is found that 
a yearly average of 1,214.8 men found it necessary toapply for treatment from 
this cause; while for the six years, 1892-1897, after canteens had been insti- 
tuted throughout the Army,an average of only 928.4 men required attention 
for this reason—a reduction amounting to 23.6 per cent. 


Now, that part of the record tells the story as to drunkenness 
and alcoholism— 


In 1890 there were 17 posts at which the admission rate for alcoholism ex- 
ceeded 10 per cent of the strength— 


Just think of it, over 10 per cent of the command at 17 posts 
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were treated for alcoholism. Their conveniences must have been 
very great— 

In 1891 the number of such posts had decreased to 1, and in the six subse- 
quent years diminished at the following rate— 

Now, note this— 
10, 7, 4, 5, 2, 2. 

That shows what the canteen has done for alcoholism. 

This favorable showing for the Army at large was duplicated in the caso 


| of each individual post, the introduction of the canteen in no instance failing 


to be promptly followed by a diminution of alcoholism. For certain stations 
this improvement wasextraordinary. In 1889 Willets Point had an admission 


| rate for alcoholism of 222.97 per 1,000. For 1890, the year when the canteen 


was established at that post, it fell to 157.50, and in the next year amounted 
to only 70.46. At Fort Spokane the amount of sickness resulting from intoxi- 
cants was aes by the surgeon as having diminished 50 per cent during 
the six months following the institution of the canteen. 

In six months there was a diminution of 50 per cent, and he 
suggests further on in the report that there was a continual pro- 
gression on this line of improvement. 

At Fort Douglas in 1888 and 1889 the total number of admissions attrib- 
uted to alcohol amounted to about 85 per 1,000 strength, while during 1892-1894 
this rate fell to 52.95 per 1,000 strength, and such instances might be multi- 
plied many fold. 


t is the surgeon speaking. He is a man who is responsible for 


| the health of the Army, and of course he uses all appliances and 
| appurtenances which, in his opinion, will conduce to good results. 


Then he goes on to talk about the advantage of beer in the tropics, 
and gives some quotations from Manila,audsoon. Then he says: 


The cases of delirium tremens will be accepted by all as furnishing reli- 
able data by which the gravity of the admissions for alcoholism may be deter- 
mined. It is therefore of interest to observe that for the seven-year period 
above noted, prior to the complete adoption of the canteen system, the aver- 
age annual cdesteslons for this cause—actual numbers—was 23.8; while for 
the six-year period of pewce following the establishment of this system the 
average number of men admitted yearly for delirium tremens was 16.6—a 


| reduction of 31.3 per cent in this serious class of cases. It can scarcely be 


doubted that this remarkable decrease was chiefly influenced by the substi- 
tution of beer, a milder beverage—which rarely produces such effects—for 
the distilled liquors whose free use is well known to result in great mental 
excitement and nervous exhaustion. 

It is recognized that alcoholism and insanity are closely related through 
the direct influence exerted by intoxicants in the production of mental aber- 
ration. Hence itis not surprising to find that the average number of cases 
annually coming under treatment was 35.1 for the seven-yoar period, 1885- 
1891, prior to the complete establishment of the canteen system, and only 24 


|} as an annual average for the six subsequent years, 1892-1897. 


Now, gentlemen, do not these figures, which no man in his 
senses can dispute, tell the whole story? Which is better for the 


| soldier? I ask Senators, are you going to voteagainst this beneti- 


cent system, on which the health, and the temperance, and the 
morality, and the comfort of the soldier depend, because some- 
body at home who does not know what the record shows has re- 
quested you to vote against selling anything that is intoxicating 
to the soldier, even such a thing as beer. Some people think but- 
termilk will make you drunk if you drink enough of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER., I will say to the Senator that at the proper 
time I think I shall be able to disprove some of the statistics he 
has quoted or that certain other Senators have quoted. But I 
want now to call his attention to the fact that those of us who are 
against this proposed amendment are not arguing that we ought 
to go back to the old condition of things, which the Senator says 
was so much worse than the present, but we want to take a step 
forward and eliminate it altogether. I should like to have the 
Senator address himself to that phase of the question, whether he, 
as a temperance man, does not think that if we went one step for- 
ward we might still further decrease the number of soldiers going 
to hospitals and those suffering from alcoholism, insanity, and 
other unfortunate conditions. 

Mr. MONEY. I think not, because we have the testimony 1s 
to the condition when there was no canteen, and that is exactly 
what I have been reading to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But there was a post trader, a sutler, in 
connection with the Army at that time. 

Mr. MONEY. He was prohibited from selling whisky. He 
could not sell ardent spirits. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But he did. 

Mr. MONEY. That is a question which has got to be proved. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, there is no doubt about it. 

Mr. MONEY. A mere statement will not go down, because the 
Senator can not possibly know it of his own knowledge. Wecan 
only take the official papers on which to make a statement here, 
and I will not make a statement that is not backed up by the 
record of the Army. 

Now, I ask Senators if we can not accept the statement here 
of the General of the Army, or the Secretary of War, or the 
Adjutant-General, or the surgeons of the Army, then I[ want to 
know to what quarter we will turn for information? 

Mr. GALLINGER, If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
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that the General in Command of the Army, the Surgeon-General 
of the Army, and the Adjutant-General of the Army have testi- 
fied on both sides of this question. and the Senator must know it. 

Mr. MONEY. Excuse me; I did not knowit. LI acceptitasa 
matter of information that is quite interesting; but nevertheless 
I understand that the very last thing they did say was in favor of 
the canteen. Here is the printed record at least, and I am going 
by the printed record. 

“Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator permit me one moment? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Iwill suggest that the testimony of the Surgeon- 
General of the Army, the testimony of the General of the Army, 
who, by the way, initiated the movement for the abolition of the 
old tradership, and the testimony of the Adjutant-General all hap- 
pened to be given against the canteen before it was instituted. 





In the light of experience they have changed their views, and they 
have so stated. é 

Mr. MONEY. That is exactly the remark I was about to make, 
that they were talking before taking and after taking. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If theSenator will permit me, the canteen 
was established in 1889, and the Adjutant-General of the Army 
gave his opinion in 1899 against it. 

Mr. MONEY. In 1891. 

Mr. GALLINGER, In 1892 and again in 1899. 

Mr. MONEY. The canteen was established in 1891, according 
to the official document here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was in 1899. 

Mr. MONEY. Now we get down to what the surgeon says 
about good order: 

The canteen, for the maintenance of good order in which a commissioned 
ofticer is held responsible, is an aid to discipline as well as to the health and 
morals of troops. It provides a resort which, while under thorough military 
control, offers inducements to the men to remain at home and spend their 
idle time within the limits of the post; this condition obviously being far 
preferable to the one formerly existing, when the nearest and generally 
patronized places of amusement and refreshment were the grogshops., usually 
with brothel annexes, which marked the limits of each military reservation. 

Now, that is before taking. That is what the surgeon says, 
speaking from his experience, his personal observation, and his 
treatment of the men in the character of a physician. He has 
tried it both ways. He is the man I am quoting here, and he 
seems to be a man of such reputation for ability that he is now 
writing a book on this question. What I read is simply an extract 
from his forthcoming book, but it is also an answer to the inquiry 
made by the Adjutant-General. 

Except with the most dissolute class of men the soldier is well satisfied to 
patronize the canteen to the exclusion of outside saloons, knowing as he does 
that he receives good value for his money in articles of excellent quality, 
and fully appreciating that the profits of the institution ultimately accrue 
entirely to his benefit, and are not,as with the case of outside tradesmen, 
diverted to the advantage of others. Besides the congenial resort which it 
furnishes, the influence of the _— of the canteen in promoting content- 
ment among troops can scarcely be overestimated, contributing as they do 
to improvement of the food, the attainment of wholesome amusement, and 
the provision of much by which the soldier's life is made less irksome and he 
himself rendered more efficient in the performance of his military duties. 

That is as far as that goes. 

Now, I am going to come to the percentage of desertions from 
the Army. Desertion from the Army is one of those offenses that 
carries with it a certain moral obloquy. No man ever looked 
with patience upon a deserter from the Army. I do not care 
what his record had been, whenever he deserted he wiped out all 
the glories of his past achievements and stamped himself upon the | 
minds of his contemporaries as a man of moral turpitude, at 
least, if not worse. Now, what were the desertions up to the 
canteen establishment? Here is the table giving the percentages: 
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Average for 6 years after canteen system was thoroughly 
a eohaieaamede bpeegaekh 4.53 


That is as to desertions. ‘So the canteen has certainly helped 
that matter. 


From the above table it is observed that during the first year after the can- 
teen system was authorized the rate of desertions fell 26 per cent— 
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A pretty good decrease for the first year— 
while in the next year the rate was further reduced to 49 per cent. 

So we certainly improved the Army in that respect. 

For the five years previous to the establishment of the first officially rec- 
ognized canteen the number of men annually deserting from the service, per 
thousand strength, amounted to 101— 

Just think of it, an Army loses 101 men by desertions out of 
every thousand every year. 

While for the eight years immediately subsequent to the institution of 
this system the annual number of desertions was reduced to 50 per thousand 
strength. The decrease since noted has been practically progressive 

That is, the desertions are getting less and less frequent. 
and for the two years immediately prior to the war with Spain scarcely 
one-fourth the number of men, ascompared with the three years immediately 
prior to the introduction of the canteen system, found the military service 
so uncongenial as to desire to escape from completing their terms of enlist- 
ment. These results are certainly most gratifying— 

No, they are not; they are not gratifying to very many people who 
are sorry that the canteen has not resulted in general drunkenness. 

_ These results are certainly most gratifying, and_there is no reason for be- 
lieving that with the development of the canteen along its legitimate lines of 
growth a still further decrease in the present small rate of desertions may 
not be confidently anticipated. 

Well, 1 confidently anticipate it. I confidently anticipate the 
improvement of the morals of the Army in all the particulars to 
which these questions are directed, and the reason for my confi- 
dence is found in the reports which I am reading now. I will 
place these official reports of the men, and the only men, who can 
know anything about it, the men who are most concerned about 
it, against every humanitarian theory that was ever held in the 
world by persons who want to do right, who want to promote tem- 
perance. I want to give them credit for everything, and I want 
to say that I am in norespect half as good as any of the good 
women who have asked for this legislation. I think lama great 
deal better than most of the men, but I give them credit for want- 
ing what I want. 

Drunkenness is certainly prevented by the constant military supervision 
to which the canteen is subjected. The men themselves are usually careful 
not to indulge alcoholics to the point of inebriety, while such few individuals 
as are inclined to be forgetful of the dangers of excess will usually be re- 
strained by companions, or by those connected with the canteen, from pass- 
ing the bounds of actual intoxication. 

Why? Because the soldier who enjoys the canteen soberly 
knows that he will be deprived of its comforts, and its facilities, 
and its congenial companionship if it gets a bad name for drunk- 
enness. Therefore, he will not permit a comrade to take a drink 
too much, and the civilian who sells the drink, who has no sort 
of share in the profits of the concern, who gets a fixed salary, 
knows he will lose his job if he gets a man drunk. Then the 
whole thing is conducted under the eye of an officer, who goes 
around occasionally and says, ‘* Boys, how are you getting on? Is 
everything going on right here? Iseverything comfortable? I’m 
glad to see you all;” and so on. 

Hence brawls and disturbances, with resulting court-martial, have, since 
the introduction of the canteen system, become relatively infrequent 

Now, that is a good point— 

Hence brawls and disturbances, with resulting court-martial, have, since 
the introduction of the canteen system, become relatively infrequent, and 
pay day, formerly synonymous with debauchery and riotous disturbance, is 
now scarcely to be distinguished by its effects from any other day. 

That is what your canteen has effected for the post. 


As illustrating the marked reduction of convictions for drunkenness, or 
complications arising therefrom, since the establishment the canteen, the 
following figures, from the reports of the Judge-Advocate-General, are of 
interest: ‘ 


Perhaps the Judge-Advocate-General has changed his opinion, 
but whether he has or not, here is the report he makes to the 
Secretary of War, and we have got to take it as meaning all that 
he says. Then he goes on through certain years here: 
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I read further: 
From the above figures it is evident that, coincident with the thorough 


establishment of the canteen system, there has occurred a decrease amount 
ing to considerably more than one-half the drunkenness, which formerly 
tended to the impairment of discipline, the demoralization of individuals, and 
to the occurrence of assaults, injuries, and deaths. Itisidle to deny that this 
excellent result has not been largely due to the attraction furnished by the 
canteen, combined with the military discipline which prevails in that insti- 


tution and which reduces toa minimum the possibility of dangerous excesses. 

The influence of this institution in promoting order and contentment is 
less directly, though none the less positively, shown by the number of sol- 
diers making savings deposits with Army paymasters. : 

Then it goes on: 

It is claimed— 

Now, I ask the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
if he will oblige me, to this one sentence in the remarks of the 
surgeon— 

_ Itis claimed by the advocates of total abstinence that by the sale of beer 
in the canteen the health and morals of the soldiers are impaired; that such 
tacit encouragement on the part of the Government favors indulgence in al- 
coholics and that drinking habits are thus formed by those who might other- 
wise have remained sober men. These objections are purely theoretical and 
and are at variance with facts as observed since the establishment of the 
canteen. The saleof beer, under suitable restrictions, undoubtedly results in 
good rather than evil to the troops at large and may properly be looked 
upon as a safety valve for those accustomed to look upon the use of a certain 
amount of liquor as both harmless and proper. 

~ * * * * * * 

That beer drinking, viewed in the abstract, is unproductive of good will 
be admitted by all— 

I say so, as well as the Senator from New Hampshire, and the 
best women of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, as well 
as the best of divines who ever entered the —— Isay to drink 
anything is bad, and I do not drink, and I do not want anyone to 
drink unless he feels like it; and if he does, I do not intend to pre- 
vent him. Here is what the surgeon says: 

That beer drinking, viewed in the abstract, is unproductive of good will be 
admitted by all: that, when properly controlled, its sale in canteens, rather 
than its pré vhibition, redounds to the general health, morals, and military ef 
ameaey few, if any, who areconversant with the subject would attempt to 

eny. 

The trouble is it is denied by those who are not conversant with 
the subject, by people who have good theories of religion, people 
who lead Christian lives and pure lives, who come to us with a 
theory that suits them, but it does not suit the soldier. The soldier 
does not join the temperance society. Heissimply one of the body 
politic who goes out of civil lifeand enrolls himself under the flag; 
that is all. He is simply a human being, and he has the same ap- 
petite when he gets into camp that he had in the village or farm 
or the workshop or whatever it may be that he has just left. He 
is just the same man, and he is to be treated asa responsible 
creature; and when we find that total prohibition encourages 
drunkenness and has all other sorts of demoralizing results, and 
that the sale of beer in the canteen promotes good results, it is our 
business to vote for it, in my opinion, and I shall take the liberty 
to do it anyway. 

It is certainly unfortunate that the temperance element in civil life— 

Now, here is coming home— 


It is certainly unfortunate that the temperance element in civil life, 
which is so constantly endeavoring to enact legislation against the sale of 
alcoholics of any character in the military service, can not be brought to re 
gard the matter from the practical rather than the sentimental aspect, and 
thus assist in controlling and largely curtailing an evil which it is powerless 
to prevent and which, if its efforts toward restrictive legislation shou)d be 
successful, would undoubtedly be greatly increased. 

Now, that is what the learned doctor says about that. It is an 
extract from the book, which he is willing to submit to the lit- 
erary criticism of the world and to thecriticism also of his profes- 
sional friends; a man who must becareful in what he says, because 
he must take criticism, and a good deal of it, both from a literary 
and from a professional standpoint, but he submits this as the 
best thought in him after his long personal observation and treat- 
ment of soldiers from the effect of whisky. 

Now, Mr. President, that is the case as I make it from official 
records. I have nothing in the world outside. I have not taken 
the good wishes of the dreamer; I have simply gone for facts, and 
that is where every lawyer ought to go, upon which to base an 
argument. AsI said at the beginning, this argument is not in- 
tended to convince anyone, but it is intended to show the people 
whom I have the honor to represent a good and substantial reason 
for the vote I shall cast here that I desire exactly what they de- 
sire, but that the ways and means which they tell me to pursue 
are not those that my judgment says are the best. 

Therefore, Mr. President, believing that the canteen is a good 
thing for the soldier, believing that its abolition would increase 
drunkenness, alcoholism, mental aberration, insanity, disease, 
discomfort, inconvenience, lack of discipline, loss of days in the 
service of the country, and general degradation of the individual, 
I shall stand here and speak forthe soldier and vote for him, for he 
is first tobeconsidered. Itmakes nodifference to me whois pleased 
or who is displeased. Are we responsible for the well-being of 
the soldier or not? You can not shake off the reins of responsi- 
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bility and get behind a lot of telegrams and letters sent to you by 
somebody who has no responsibility whatever in the matter. 

It is well enough to say that you want to please your constitu- 
ents. Every Senator wants to do that. I want to please my con- 
stituents. But I am never going to sacrifice my sense of duty to 
please anyone, I do not care who itis. I am going to do just ex- 
actly as I think is right. I have pursued that course for a long 
time and I have never yet been called to account for doing it, even 
by those who had been against me and whose requests I was com- 
pelled todeny. No man here in the Senate or in the House, which 
passed this bill by such an overwhelming majority, has higher 
respect for the church or for the influence of the women of the 
country. 

I know that the women are the great corrective principle in 
human society, and without them and their influence we would 
become a lot of savages. I have been a soldier; I have been in 
mining camps; I have been amongst sailors, and wherever woman 
is excluded the man rises very little above the brute. I under- 
stand all that, and I understand that women, with their strong 
subjective minds, very rarely make a mistake on moral questions. 
They do not reason, as men do, toanend, The emotions all be- 
long to the subjective mind, and it is the objective mind that 
reasons from given facts to certain conclusions that must control. 
You will find that painters, musicians, orators, the great archi- 
tects, all classes of genius who get their inspiration from the sub- 
jective mind, from the emotions, have led very irregular lives. 
History teaches us that. The objective mind is not strong enough 
in its reasoning faculties to control the appetites or the sugges- 
tions of the subjective mind. 

Mr. President, 1 shall have something more to say about this 
bill before we get through with it, but this is one of the amend- 
ments of the committee to which I can give my hearty concur- 
rence. From the bottom of my soul I believe, if it is stricken out 
and the bill remains as sent here by the other House, I would—I 
will not say what I was about to say, as it might be considered 
disrespectful to that honorable body; but I say if we strike this 
out, in my opinion, we shall very soon be regretting it, and while 
you have heard from a great many to-day in favor of this thing, 
you will hear from ten times as many in five or six years if you 
do not vote for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall occupy the time of 
the Senate but a very few minutesin the further discussion of this 
amendment. 

It was not necessary for the amiable and distinguished Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monery] to tell the Senate that he is en- 
tirely sincere in the advocacy of the amendment; neither is it 
necessary for us on the other side of the question to assure the 
Senate that we are equally sincere. It was not necessary for the 
Senator from Mississippi to even suggest that those of us who are 
opposed to this amendment are being influenced by outside parties 
or outside considerations, and that 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. K&an in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope the Senator has not so poor an opinion of 
me as to suppose that I intended to reflect upon the sincerity of 
the Senators who take the other side of this question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, I know the Senator would not 
intentionally have done so, and I very gladly acquit him of any 
such purpose; and yet when the Senator reads his remarks in the 
Recorp, I feel sure he will observe that I had entire warrant in 
calling the attention of the Senate to some utterances that fell 
from his lips. 

Mr. MONEY, Mr. President, of course in what I said I only 
intended to say that some of my friends had told me that they 
were yielding to public sentiment at home upon this question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then we meet on common ground so fer 
as the matter of sincerity is concerned. Weare discussing agreat 
question upon a ground upon which all honest and right-minded 
men can stand, whatever their convictions or opinions may be. 

Two or three matters have been mentioned in the debate to 
which I shall very briefly call attention. In the first place, it has 
been asserted vehemently, and with apparent authority, that since 
the canteen was established desertions in the Army have been 40 
per cent less than they were previous to that time, and that the 
number of soldiers treated in hospitals has been 40 per cent less 
than previous to that time. I will in a moment call attention to 
the fallacy of that reasoning. 

The Senator from New Jersey Ns SEWELL] said that American 
soldiers should not be put in a reformatory, that young Americans 
would not volunteer under such conditions. Well, Mr. President, 
that is precisely the condition that exists in the Navy to-day; and, 
in answer to the distinguished Senator from Mississippi, when he 
says that sailors can not step off the ship on the ocean to go toa 
grogshop and get drink, I want to say that our ships are in port 
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a much larger portion of the time than they are sailing on the 
proad seas. So that argument has not very much force. 

I was interrogated about this naval order and was not at the 
time very well prepared. to answer. I have now the data. It was 
during the civil war that the time-honored grog ration of the Navy 
was abolished. The custom of serving drink to sailors and of is- 
suing extra grog rations before battle is as old as the naval history 
of the Anglo-Saxon race, but in July, 1862, Congress passed a law 
abolishing that custom in the American Navy. The language of 


the act was: 

That from and after the Ist day of September, 1862, the spirit ration in the 
Navy of the United States shall forever cease, and thereafter no distilled 
spirituous liquors shall be admitted on board of vessels of war except as 
medical stores and upon the order and under the control of the medical offi- 
cers of such vessels, and to be used only for medical purposes. 

From and after the Ist day of September next there shall be allowed and 
paid to each person in the Navy now entitled to the spirit ration 5 cents per 
day in commutation and lieu thereof, which shall be in addition to the 
present pay. 

A very wise provision; and if we give our soldiers 5 cents per 
day in addition to their present pay, as is given to the sailors under 
this law, it seems to me that it would make up the profits that 
they are now getting from the sale of spirituous liquors in the 
canteens. . i 

In addition to this, Secretary Long, who is a well-known tem- 
perance man, under date of February 8, 1899, issued General Orders, 
No. 508, which reads: 

GENERAL ORDERS, | NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
No. 508, 5 Washington, February 8, 1899. 


After mature deliberation the Department has decided that it is for the 
best interest of the service that the sale or issue to enlisted men of malt or 
other alcoholic liquors on board ships of the Navy, or within the limits of 
naval stations, be prohibited. 

Therefore, after the receipt of this order, commanding officers and com- 
mandants are forbidden toallow any malt or other alcoholic liquor to be sold 
to, or issued to, enlisted men, either on board ship, or within the limits of 
navy-yards, naval stations, or marine barracks, except in the medical de- 


partment. 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that no trouble has come from 
this prohibition. There has been no difficulty about enlistments 
in the Navy so far as I know, and it seems to me that whatis good 
for the sailor may be good for the soldier. 

There is a good deal of testimony that might be cited on the 
part of prominent naval officers in favor of total abstinence in the 
Navy. Rear-Admiral Sampson is on record as saying: 

I think there is but one opinion among officers of the Navy about grog, 
and it is that alcoholic liquors have no placein the Navy of the United States 
except as a medicine. Intoxicating liquors of all sorts should be abolished. 

Commodore Gibbs gives very emphatic testimony. He says: 

In my opinion there can be no question that the public good would be 
greatly enhanced by the exclusion of alcoholic drink, as a beverage, from 
both Army and Navy circles. The man who needs the stimulus of alcoholic 
liquor to enable him to perform his duty is not to be trustedin any capacity. 
In my_experience of nearly fifty years as an officer in the United States 
Navy I think I can safely say that 90 per cent of all punishments inflicted on 


board ship that have come under my observation can be traced directly to 
rum. 


Rear-Admiral Kimberly, a very distinguished naval officer, says: 

I should say, as a naval man, that alcoholic liquor could be dispensed with 
with advantage, except for medical purposes. 

In the Navy the grog ration has been abolished for years and coffee sub- 
stituted in the early morning before any work is done. I look upon alcoholic 
drinks as medicine, and they should only be used as such. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] quoted Colonel 
Patrick, of the Dayton Soldiers’ Home, who, he says, is a strong 
prohibitionist, but who, notwithstanding, believes in the canteen. 
Mr. President, whenever I hear of a strong prohibitionist who 
believes in liquor selling it reminds me of that old man down in 
Maine who said he was “for a prohibitory law, but agin its en- 
forcement.” That seems to be about the situation that Colonel 
Patrick isin. He isa prohibitionist who does not believe in the 
sale or use of intoxicating drinks, but believes in the canteen, 
where intoxicating liquors are sold, His testimony is not very 
important. 

Mr. President, great stress has been laid upon certain so-called 
statistics in the discussion of this question by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Hawley], and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. It 
has been asserted over and over again that crime has decreased 40 
per cent since the canteen was established and that the number 
of persons in hospital has decreased 40 per cent. I turn to the 
hearings before the Committee on Military Affairs, from which 
copious extracts have been made, and on page 40 I find the table 
the Senator from Connecticut used to illustrate what he said were 
facts, and what do | find? Let it be borne in mind that the can- 
teen was established in 1890. I turn to this table, and I find un- 
der one caption, ‘‘ Total number of trials and convictions in the 
Army,” that in 1886 there were 1,640; in 1887, 1,730; in 1888, 1,999; 
In 1889, 1,752; making a total of 7,121 trialsand convictions in the 
Army during the four years previous to the establishment of the 
canteen. Now, we take 1890, and there were 1,907; in 1891, 2,000; 
in 1892, 2,198; in 1893, 2,189, or a total of 8,294, 


So that there was an increase of ‘‘ trials and convictions ” during 
the first four years after the canteen was established of 1,173, 
being an increase of about 16 per cent in the ‘‘ trials and convic- 
tions” during the four years that the canteen was established, as 
compared with the four years prior to its establishment, instead 
of a decrease of 40 per cent. 

It is true that under the head of ‘‘number of trials and con- 
victions for drunkenness and conditions arising therefrom,” a very 
elastic suggestion, there was a slight decrease. In 1886 there 
were 342; in 1887, 289; in 1888, 357, and in 1889, 423, while in 1890 
there were 407; in 1891, 417; in 1892, 228, and in 1893, 163. The 
first table shows a total of 1,411 and the second table of 1,215, 
showing that there was an increase of about 15 per cent of ‘‘ trials 
and convictions for drunkenness and conditions arising therefrom,” 
while there was an increase of the total number of ‘trials and 
convictions in the Army.” 

1 submit, Mr. President, that this does not sustain the conten- 
tion that there was a decrease of 40 per cent after the canteen had 
been established, there being an increase®f the total number of 
‘*trials and convictions” and a slight decrease in the ‘*‘trials and 
convictions for drunkenness and conditions arising therefrom.” 

I think, Mr. President, that is all I care to say about this mat- 
ter. There are some other points that might well be considered, 
but other Senators will doubtless take them up. I wish to say, 
however, that [ am extremely gratified that this debate is pro- 
ceeding along the linesitis. lam glad that Senators are thought- 
fully addressing themselves to this quesiion, whether they agree 
with me or not. 

The debate will go out to the country; it will be read by the 
men and women of this nation, who are thoughtful people, 
whether they are moved by sentiment or by conviction, and it will 
have an educating effect upon them. It will lead them to investi- 
gate this matter for themselves; and I trust it may direct their 
attention to the physiological, economic, and scientific aspects of 
the case, and that they may the better prepare themselves for 
good citizenship by carefully scanning the expressions of Senators 
who have given some little thought to this question. 

Whatever the outcome may be, Mr. President, I shall have no 
regrets that it was my privilege to participate in the discussion, 
and that I have had an opportunity once more in the Senate of 
the United States of putting myself on record as against the sale 
and use of intoxicating drinks in all forms. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I do not suppose that any 
amount of discussion on this subject would result in the change 
of a single vote one way or the other. Men's minds are pretty 
well made up on propositions of this kind, and I do not regard a 
lengthy debate here as necessary in reaching a final conclusion. 
It does seem to me, however, as if there should be some slight 
reference made to the legislative history of this case. 

Two years ago, or nearly so, this question came upin the House 
of Representatives, and a provision was inserted in the Army bill 
of 1898 prohibiting what is known as the canteen. The bill came 
to the Senate and was referred in regular order to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, where, after due consideration, the House 
provision was stricken out. When the bill was reported to the 
Senate I had the honor to offer as an amendment the House pro- 
vision, with some slight changes, and it was adopted by the Sen- 
ate without discussion or division. 

When the present measure came up in the other House last 
month the same anti-canteen clause, with a few changes intended 
to meet the objections that were found by the Attorney-General 
to the original anti-canteen legislation, was proposed, and was 
there adopted by a very large majority. The bill then came to 
the Senate, and the Senate Committee on Military Affairs has 
reported an amendment which admits of the sale of beer, which, 
of course, puts continued life into the institution known as the 
canteen. So much for the legislative history of the matter. 

Something has been said here in regard to the vital statistics in 
the Army as influenced by the liquor that is allowed to be sold to 
the soldier. I have here some figures which, it seems to me, 
should go into this debate, because they are both pertinent and im- 
portant. These statistics show that from May 1, 1898, to June 30, 
1899, the average military strength of the regular soldiers in the 
Army was 56,218, and the average military strength of the volun- 
teers was 112,041, there being nearly twice as many volunteers as 
regulars, 

I refer to this by way of illustrating the fact, as it seems to me, 
that the volunteers, being drawn from the homes throughout the 
country and being under the influence of the reforms that are 
practiced in those homes, are not perhaps as susceptible to dis- 
ease, insanity, etc., as are the regulars in the Army whoare under 
the constant influence of the canteen. I think that is the logical 
conclusion to be drawn from these figures. 

Between the above dates—that is, between May 1, #898, and 
June 30, 1899—among the regulars 1 officer and 32 enlisted men 
committed suicide; and among the volunteers, with more than 
double the number, 1 officer and 20 enlisted men committed sui- 






















































lS hn, Se et len iE tm aceasta 8 ta Bing mae RN Cm Ae GRR pA at oI Gen AB oe 8 we me 












































































































































700 


cide. Among 56,000 regulars 26 soldiers died from murder or 
homicide, and among the 112,000 volunteers the same number, 26, 
died from murder or homicide. Among the regulars 924 men 
were dishonorably discharged by sentence of general court-mar- 
tial, and 508 amongst twice as many volunteers. Amongst 56,218 
regulars, in the above period, 3,036 deserted, while out of twice 
as many volunteers only 2,736 deserted. 

Reference has been made here this afternoon to the position 
taken by various army officers on this subject, and it has been 
alleged that the Adjutant-General of the Army has been both for 
and against the institation of the canteen. That, I be.ieve, is not 
denied; but it is alleged that the Adjutant-General was against 
the canteen prior to its inauguration as an institution in the Army, 
and that he is now in favor of it after having seen the workings 
thereof. I think it well that General Corbin should be accurately 
quoted on that point. 

The canteen existed in 1892, and was at that time rapidly suc- 
ceeding what was known as the trader’s store of the army post. 
Every Western Senator understands what the post trader's store 
was in the army posts of the West. The post trader's store, or 
some building that was attached thereto, coming within the su- 
pervision of the post trader, it is well understood was merely a 
liquor saloon, where liquor was dispensed freely and without re- 
straint. I have been in those Western military posts, and know 
whereof I speak. 

The canteen succeeded the military post trader's liquor saloon 
of the early days. I have no doubt that it was an improvement 
over the post trader’s store, perhaps a considerable improvement, 
but certainly the Adjutant-General of the Army knew of the infiu- 
ence and effect of the post trader's store when he spoke in 1892 of 
the canteen and said: 





A cause of restlessness (in the Army) is traced to the excesses of the ex- 
change, the saloon feature of which is not productive of good and should be 
done away with withoutfurtherexperiment. Thesale of beer superintended 
by a commissioned officer and served by noncommissioned officers and sol 
diers is not conducive to discipline, nor is it a picture that can be submitted 
to the people for their approval. The men whodrink spend the greater por 
tion of their money for beer. The credit system brings them tothe pay table 
with little or no money due. This takes all heart out cf them and makes 
them quite ready to ask their discharge and try some other calling. 

This was the evidence of the present Adjutant-General in 1892, 
and [ am informed that he held to that opinion up to about the 
time that the unfortunate construction placed upon the law of 
1898 was issued, when he is said to have changed and to have come 
over to a belief in the canteen system. 

Mr. President, I want to call attention to the fact—and notin a 
spirit of criticism—that the Committee on Military Affairs, in 
their report to this body, has placed in that report about every- 
thing that came before that committee in favor of this amend- 
ment; in other words, in favor of the sale of beer or in favor of 
the canteen; but I find very little material in the report of the 
committee on the side of those who do not believe in the canteen. 

It is a somewhat remarkable fact, it seems to me, that in Report 
No, 1771 we find the evidence of the Secretary of War, the letter of 
the Adjutant-General, and the testimony of various commanding 
officers in the Philippine Islands in favor of the canteen, but we 
do not find in the same report anything from those who declared 
against the canteen; and, on this account, I was led to believe that 
perhaps all the Army officers had come over to the side of liquor. 

It was such a remarkable condition of things that I looked it up, 
and I find upon investigation that quite anumber of Army ofti- 
cers reported to the Secretary of War against the canteen, but 
their statements were not put in the report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I do not think it was exactly fair to the Senate, 
and for that reason I propose to insert in my remarks and to read 
from many of the statements made by Army officers who are op- 
posed to the canteen. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Were any of the officers who reported against 
the canteen heard before the committee? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I make a remark? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All the talk about the canteen is in one pam- 
phiet. The Senator will find on page 37 of the pamphlet a list of 
officers who favor it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There are two reports, it seems, from 
the Military Committee, one of them embracing the hearings on 
the canteen question, and that report contains the testimony on 
both sides of the question. The other report, the one to which I 
called attention a while ago, Report No. 1771, does not contain any- 
thing derogatory to the canteen, but does embrace about every- 
thing there is in favor of it. That is what I referredto. I donot 
criticise the committee. lam referring toitasa fact, and it makes 
it rather awkward for Senators who desire to read both sides of 
the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator certainly must be satisfied with 
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the large amount of the committee report that is devoted to tho 
canteen. About nine-tenths of it is on the canteen question, | 
suppose the Senator's objection is that they did not give more on 
the canteen question. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. My objection is that in the regular re- 
port of the committee everything that is there on the canteen 
question is in favor of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is nine times as much as there is about 
anything else. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I make no objection to the amount on 
the subject that may be found in the report. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator, then, would not object to having 
these hearings, that give both sides, printed, together with the 
other part of the hearings, so that persons who want to read both 
sides can get it when they write to us? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. You would be obliged to get both re- 
ports to do that. 

Mr. BUTLER, The Senator knows the trouble of furnishing 
them when they are not printed together, and especially when one 
is not printed as a Senate document. If the Senator will not ob- 
ject, at this point I should like to offer a concurrent resolution, to 
be printed and lie on the table, to be called up in the morning, 
providing for the printing of them together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask to have it 
read? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; let it be read. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That t] 
be printed as a Senate document 15,000 copies of the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs on Army bill (S. 4300), of which 5,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. That covers the whole thing? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is all there is. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis part of the hearing, is it not? The reso- 
lution calls for the printing in one document of the hearings be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it is a concurrent resolution, I suggest 
to the Senator that he add the hearings before the House commit- 
tee, if they had any. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not object to that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The resolution will go to the House, 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be glad to have it amended. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that amendment, if it is a con- 
current resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Say before the committees of both Houses 
of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will amend the resolution so as to call for the 
printing in one document of all the hearings before the Senate 
committee and all the hearings before the House committee on this 
subject. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope this discussion will not proceed 
at great length. I desire to finish. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from North Dakota 
is entitled to the floor. The Chair understood him to yield for this 
purpose. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Dol understand that the Senator from 
North Carolina has concluded? 

Mr. BUTLER. The clerks are perfecting the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom North Carolina 
wishes to have the resolution modified. As modified it will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed as a Senate document 15,000 copies of the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the Senate and the House on Army bill (5. 4300), 
of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the resolution is plain enough, but I 
wish to have it understood that it calls for the printing in one 
document of the hearings before both committees, the committee 
of the House and the committee of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator does not object, I will ask for 
unanimous consent that it may be passed now. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think it had better go to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I offered a resolution, by instruction of the 
committee, to have 3,000 copies of the report printed. I think I 


The resolution will be referred 
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ought to move to reconsider the vote by which that resolution was 
passed, because you are proposing to print everything in one vol- 
ume. Is that it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that motion rest. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let that motion rest. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I was calling attention 
to the scattered condition of the testimony that has been given on 
this subject, I desire to say, however, that the testimony is not 
all one-sided, What I shall now read is taken from the report of 
the Secretary of War for 1899, and in answer to the question, 
‘‘What, in your opinion, would be the effect of an absolute prohi- 
bition of the sale of beer in the Army? Are you in favor of such 
prohibition, or are you in favor of the exchange as conducted at 

resent?” 

{| will say that this interrogatory was sent out by the Secretary 
of War after the canteen had become a very live topic of debate 
in this country, after the passage of theactof 1898. [supposethat 
all the Army officers to whom this inquiry was sent replied. I 
find quite a number of the replies in the report of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and I find a great number of replies in the 
report of the Secretary of War. I propose to read briefly from 
some of those replies, and I will ask that they be inserted in full 
in my remarks. The first of these replies is from Capt. William 
F. Stewart, commanding Battery E, and he says: 

Peneficial. Iam in favor of abolishing the exchange. 

The next is from First Lieut. Ira A. Haynes, commanding 
Battery G. He says: 





There would probably be more trials for absence without leave, and more 
deserting for a while, but I believe on the whole the effect would be good. 
No man can predict with certainty. I am in favor of giving such prohibition 
a fair trial. I have served three terms (each of several months) as exchange 
officer, two at Washington, D. C., and one at Fort McPherson, Ga. I have 
also served for several years in posts where canteens were in existence. 

Suitable buildings should, I think, be erected and kept in thorough repair 
by the Government. The steward should be paid sufficient salary to procure 
the services of a thoroughly good man. This also applies in some degree to 
the attendants, but is especially important in the case of the steward. The 
matter of dividend to the organizations sharing in the exchange should not 
be considered. I believe that the ration should be made such as to obviate 
the necessity for this means of increasing the company fund. 

Mr. President, much stress has been laid upon the fact that the 
chief purpose of the canteen is to raise a fund out of which the 
soldiers might purchase the necessary luxuries of their Army life, 
and which are not issued as rations. In one instance, I believe, 
referred to by the Senator from New Jersey, it is shown that some- 
thing like $1,800 was raised as the result of the operation of the 
canteen or post exchange. 

I think this was at the Military Academy. Of course, if itisa 
question of luxuries for the soldiers, the luxuries can be measured 
only by the amount of beer they may drink. I have no doubt 
if the canteen should succeed, if it should receive sufficient en- 
couragement, that after a while the soldiers might be taught to 
drink a sufficient amount of beer to pay the entire expenses of 
their sustenance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If they did not spend their money for beer, 

they could buy the luxuries. 
_ Mr. HANSBROUGH. It seemed to me that that would be the 
inference. I thought it unnecessary to refer to it directly. Sen- 
ators can see for themselves that if the soldiers saved their money 
instead of spending it for beer they might buy something more 
than the necessary luxuries. They might be able to send a little 
of the money they earn back to their parents or to their poor 
relatives, 

Then we have the testimony of Second Lieut. Edward Kimmel, 
commanding Battery G. He says: 

Toacertain considerable extent would lessen the use of beverage and to 
that extent the effect would be beneficial. Am in favor of the prohibition. 
In my opinion, there is no good to be derived from the use of beer. On the 
other hand, it has a degrading influence on the soldier physically, intellec- 
tually,and morally. The soldier may obtain beer in some other way, but the 
Government should not counteract its own efforts toward the making of a 
good soldier by supplying that which will impair his efficiency. 

It seems to me that the argument of those who advocate the 
prohibition of the canteen is contained in a nutshell in that state- 
ment, 

Capt. E. H. Catlin, commanding Battery I, says: 


I have been stationed at posts where canteens existed for ten years. It 
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might often be prevented from getting drunk if intoxicants were not so con- 
veniently placed within their reach. 

The plea that you can limit the amount of beer sold to a man in the can- 
teen is fallacious. The bartender who will refuse a man beer when he thinks 
he has had enough will, I suspect, be hard to find. I believe that the ex- 
change without the canteen can not be maintained, and in conseg uence the 
profit now enjoyed by the companies must cease, and it is to this fact I at- 
woveee much of the support which the canteen receives from officers of the 
Army. 


Here is the statement of Capt. F. Wheeler, commanding Troop 
He says: 

I have observed the workings of the canteen feature of the exchange sys- 
tem while serving as canteen officer for six months and on canteen council 
frequently, being in the service and on duty at post all but nine months since 
canteen was started in 1890. I have no objection to the moderate use of 
liquor, but its sale by the Government is not, in my opinion, advantageous 
tothe discipline or morals of a command, particularly when sold on credit. 
The detail of soldiers in the post exchange is demoralizing tothem. Many 
Se erwews not pay cash for liquor will take that or anything else on 
credit. 


In the statement of Capt. G. H. Paddock, commanding Troop F, 
I find the following: 


A good effect, especially in this hot climate, where drinking is so injuri- 
ous. The only excuse, in my opinion, for the canteen was to improve the 
mess. Now that the ration is good and sufficient, Iam in favor of the total 
prohibition of the sale of intoxicants of all kinds. Have observed for several 
years the workings of the canteen at several different posts. I have beena 
successful exchange officer at several posts. as the records will show, and I 
have done everything in the power of an officer to make the system a suc 
cess. Yet it is my deliberate opinion that the ease with which intoxicants 
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| can be obtained at a post exchange has a tendency to make men, especially 


young soldiers, drink who would not do so otherwise. 

In the best-managed exchanges the part where beer is sold is frequented 
and occupied by the “old soaks * of the command, whose blear eyes and pro- 
fane ribald jests have nothing but aninjuriouseffect upon the decent (always 
the large) element of a regular command. When noexchangeisat a station, 
none but the worst element of a troop will frequent the public saloons, or, if 
they do, will do so very seldom; but the exchange saloon or portion of the 
exchange where beer is sold, being authorized by law and to that extent 
made respectable. is more frequented. The argument usually made that 
men will have their drink is absurd. Our men join us quite young, and if no 
liquor is in sight they do not think of it. The few old soaks of the Army are 
of more use in the guardhouse than inline. I do not think that their appe- 
tite for liquor should be considered. 


Also: 


In my opinion the effect of absolute prohibition of the sale of beer in the 
Army can not be otherwise than salutary and veneficial to all, especially to 
the younger men. Iam in favor of absolute prohibition of the sale of all in- 
toxicants of every nature upon any military post. 

W. A. MARYE, 


Lieutenant-Colonel of Ordnance. 


U. S. ARSENAL, Fort Monroe, Va., May 19, 1899. 


Lieut. Col. H. W. Wessells, jr., commanding regiment: It would help the de- 
cency of the service. I am unalterably opposed to saloons and saloon keepers. 
I never can or will believe in saloons or saloon keepers, call them by what 
euphemistic names you please. 


Then we have the statement of Capt. Luigi Lomia, command- 
ing Battery H. He says: 


I think it would be a good thing. Iam in favor of the 
the canteen feature in it eliminated. Billiards, calinemaniin water, ice cream, 
lunches, etc., might be sold the men with profit. I have observed the work- 
ings of the canteen feature of the exchange more especially since promoted 
to captain (1894, February 3). 

As battery commander I have been informed many times that many of the 
young men who come in the service would let beer and all other intoxicants 
alone were it not for the fear of being considered ‘* mean ’'—that is, the old 
soldier in some way or other gets the younger soldier to spend money on 
them, although “ treating” is prohibited. Thus young men acquire the taste 
for drink that if the opportunity were not afforded might never acquire such 
ataste. In my opinion drink in ninety cases out of one hundred is at the 
bottom of all of a soldier's trouble. 


Also: 


Capt. W. C. Brown, commanding Troop E: The number of cases of men 
being violently drunk would probably be increased somewhat, particularly 
in localities where there are rum shops immediately outside the limits of 
military reservations. The prohibition of the sale of beer would not be re- 
gretted by me, although Iam just now opening the canteen at the post and 
selling beer in the evenings under restrictions. As to whether more harm 
than good is done thereby is problematical. 

I have observed the workings of the canteen feature of the exchange sys- 
tem during about seven years’ service at posts of Forts Assinniboine, Grant, 
San Carlos, Sill, Washakie; and camps at Lakeland, Fla., and Chickamauga, 
Ga. While fully realizing the fact that the canteen tends toreduce drunken- 
ness in this, that a drinking place is established in the garrison under restric- 
tions which certainly lessen the desire of men to go outside for stronger 


0st exchange with 


| intoxicants, such as whisky, rum, etc., yet the fact remains that when the 


seems to me contrary to good morals to give official sanction to the sale of | 


alcoholic drinks to soldiers, es ecially to recruits, some of whom in the can- 
teen acquire the taste for drink that rains them, a taste that they would not 
acquire elsewhere. The fact that it is considered inexpedient for soldiers to 
sell beer is enough to condemn its sale by civilians. To myself personally it 
is repugnant to have any connection with the management of the beer fea- 
ture of the exchange, which is a catering to men’s lower tendencies. 


Then there is the statement of Capt. William Stanton, com- 
manding Troop C, to the same effect: 


There would be less drunkenness at the post, and, I think, no more in the 
town or other places near the post. I am in favor of such prohibition. 


The | 


canteen at a post is a temptation to many who would not take the trouble to | 


go outside the post for a 


rink. This is especially the case with young men | 


War Department goes into the saloon business it can not but detract, in the 
mind of the soldier, from those high conceptions of the functions of the Gov- 
ernment which he should constantly have befens him. 

The recruit, upon arrival at his post and finding a beer saloon (canteen) in 
operation under the auspices of the Government, which he is told by the ad- 
vocates of the canteen is established to improve the morals of the enlisted 
man, is certainly tempted to improve (?) bis own morals by patronizing it; 
and yet if he but take a glass too much (and there are few men capable of ac- 
curately gauging their capacities in such matters), he is court-martialed for 
patronizing too liberally a Government institution. There seems something 
incongruous in all this, and years of experience at posts where canteens have 
been in operation have not served to eradicate the impression. 

It may be said that all this is mere sentiment, but sentiment plays so im- 
portant a part in human affairs, both in the Army and out of it, that it is not 
to be lightly disregarded. In my experience the most difficult thing in the 
management of the canteen is to enforce orders restricting men to proper 
limits in beer drinking. On May 23 I caused the canteen (which had been 
closed for about six weeks) to be opened, hoping in that way to prevent the 
introduction of whisky, which had heen smuggled into the post. The can- 


who have not formed the habit of drinking; even men of intemperate habits | teen was ordered kept open from after supper until 9 p. m., and stringent 





te er 


MR ag ANE! LTO | CM LENE SIE ELA ADE AD. 


| 
| 


702 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


orders given that no man should have more than one bottle of bottled beer 
or, in lieu thereof, three glasses of draft beer. 

The first two evenings twice this quantity was sold, and men became 

drunk, though there was whisky in the post at the same time which assisted 

e the trouble mentioned in the accompanying press dispatch, which, 

igh inaccurate, is unfortunately truthful in this respect—that the can- 

en was opened on the night in question and several men evidently secured 
there more beer than my instructions authorized, and became drunk. 


[Press dispatch referred to.] 


TRIED TO KILL HIS CAPTAIN—SOLDIER AT FORT WASHAKIE CRAZED WITH 
LIQUOR—FILLED UP ON CANTEEN BEER AND THEN SOUGHT TO AVENGE 
HIMSELF FOR SOME IMAGINARY WRONG. 

“LANDERS, Wro., May 24. 

“* Last evening James E. Workman, a private belonging to Troop E, First | 
Cavalry, stationed at Fort Washakie, made an attempt to kill his command- 
ing officer, Captain Brown. The post canteen, which bad been closed for a 
time, was opened yesterday, == Workman filled himself up on beer, and 
for some imaginary grievance made the attack. He was discovered by the 
guard and disarmed and put in the guardhouse. He has been suffering to- 
day from an attack of the delirium tremens.” 

Capt. Clarence Deems, commanding Battery C: Highly beneficial to the 
health and discipline of the Army. Am in favor of such prohibition. 

Capt. George E. Sage, commanding Battery E: Benefit the moral tone of 
He a and improve the discipline of the service. I amin favor of such pro- 

ibition. 

Capt. J. A. Lundeen, commanding Battery A: I think the ultimate effect 
would be beneficial to the service. It would be very difficult to prevent men 
that crave stimulants from obtaining them. I am in favor of prohibition 
where it really prohibits the men from getting intoxicants. 

It would result in much improvement in the tone of the Army. The au- 
thorizing of the sale of an intoxicant by the Army is looked upon as a licens- 
ing of this evil by enlisted men. The absolute prohibition of the sale of 
intoxicants within 1 or 2 miles of a post or camp would,in my opinion, 
result in much benefit to the service, along with strict regulations against 
inebriety. Less encouragement to post cndhenaes and more to post libraries 
would, in my opinion, tend to increase the moral tone and afford a means of 


counter attraction. 
STUART G. GIBBANEY, 
Hospital Steward, U.S. A. 
MATANZAS, CUBA, June 14, 1899. 


Gradually the tone of morality would become stronger among the en- | 


listed men. 
LUTHER THOMPSON, 
Hospital Steward, U.S. A. 
Fort KroauH, Mont., June 15, 1899. 


A benefit to all concerned. 

EDWARD A. BROWN, 
Post Quartermaster-Sergeant, U.S. A. 

Fort BAYARD, N. MEX., June 1), 1899. 

Better morals. better discipline, better soldiers. It would take off the so- 
calied respectability. As itis now said, the United States Government fos- 
ters the traffic, and thereby a curse to all mankind is made respectable. 

SAMUEL A. TRASK, 
Post Quartermaster Sergeant, U. S. A. 
Fort Meapg, 8. Dak., June 12, 1899. 


Capt. James T. Kerr, commanding Company K: ‘“ Much discontent on ac- 
count of loss to revenue of messes. Prohibition, if provision is made for re- 
placing the revenue lost thereby to messes, say 1} cents per man perday. It 
is not the use of beer, but its abuse, that is objectionable. I have never 
yet seen a canteen that a self-respecting soldier could find pleasure in enter- 
ing for a few days after pay day, as there are always men who drink more 
than is good for them. In the rush and jam of pay day it is impracticable to 
single out these and prevent them from getting more, and the only way to 
regulate in such case is to close the canteen, whose raison d'etre is that the 
use of beer may be really regulated.” 

The natural tendency of the canteen is to encourage the drinking of beer, 
especially since the profits go to the improvement of the mess, ont in these 
days of short enlistments, comparatively few reenlistments, and generally | 
young recruits the disadvantages of the canteen seem to me to outweigh the 
advantages. A sort of local option in the matter, leaving it to the regimental 
commander to decide, he being responsible for the discipline of hiscommand, 
would perhaps be better than prohibition. If Congress does put ona pro 
hibition, it should at least provide a fund of 1} cents per man per day in cash 
for improvement of mess. 

I firmly believe, although not classing myself a total abstainer, and admit- 
ting that I indulge occasionally in a glass of beer, but never in liquor, that 
the absolute prohibition of the sale of beer in the Army would be a benefit 
to the soldiers and would improve the efficiency of the Army, both from a 


standpoint of morality and discipline. 
ROBERT VON DER GOLTZ, 
Post Quartermaster-Sergeant, U. S. A. 





Fort Tuomas, Ky., June 12, 1899. 
Organization messes would not live so highly, so far as table fare is con- 
cerned, but the ordinary enlisted man would be benefited otherwise. 
_ EDGAR C. GRAHAM, 
Post Quartermaster-Sergeant, U.S.A. 
BENICIA BARRACKS, CAL., June 15, 1899. 
Capt. A. R. Paxton, commanding Company I: Good, if supplemented 
careful recruiting service. 
I believe it would be beneficial to the greatest number. 
HOWARD IRVING, 
Post Quartermaster-Sergeant, U. S. 
Fort APACHE, ARIZ., June 18, 1899. 
In the main, it would have a beneficial effect. 
PHILIP ROTH, 
Commissary-Sergeant, U. S. A. 
Fort YELLOWSTONE, Wryo., June 16, 1899. 
If the question is meant to imply within the military reservation or camps, ! 
I think the effect would be for the better. 4 
MARTIN DAAL, 


Ordnance-Sergeant, U. S. A. 
Fort MorGAN, ALA., June 14, 1899. 
Those who are addicted to the drinking habit will seek it wherever it can 
be got. It would restrain a great many from its use, especially among re- | 


cruits and young soldiers. 
THOMAS CONNOLLY, 
Post Quartermaster-Sergeant, U.S. A. 





Fort ScnHuyLer, N. Y. 


| an absolute prohibition of the sale of 


JANUARY 8, 


Excellent. 
R. O. R. BERGATH, 
Ordnance Sergeant, U.S. A. 
Fort Porrer, N. Y., June 12, 1899. 


In my opinion the effect would be good. 
AUGUST KURLMANN, 
Post Quartermaster-Sergeant, U. S.A. 
Fort Mort, N. J., June 17, 1899. 


Capt. W. H. W. James, commanding Company C: In my opinion the effect 
of an absolute prohibition of the sale of beer in the Army would bea wonder 
ful benefit and advantage to the Arey. Iam most emphatically in favor of 

xeer inthe Army. I have commanded 
a company where an exchange was in operation for about three years. [n 


| my opinion the way for a man to keep from drinking immoderately is for 


him not to drink intoxicating liquors at all. By not drinking intoxicating 
ences at all a man does not cultivate a taste and liking for intoxicating 
iquors. 

if a man drinks at all, he is, in my opinion, liable to form a taste and liking 
for it, the taste and liking for which may be the cause of his ruin. In my 
opinion, very often the moderate drinker becomes a drunkard. | have seen 
a statement in print to the following effect, that Sir Garnet Wolseley, the 
commander in chief of the British army, stated that two young officers of 
the army starting out, supposing them to be equal in all respects except that 
one was a total abstainer from the use of intoxicating liquor and the other 
was a moderate drinker, that the total abstainer had a great advantage over 
the other officer, a moderate drinker of intoxicating liquors. 

I believe his statement is true, and I believe that the same will apply to 
two soldiers, supposing them to be equal in all respects except that one is a 
total abstainer from the use of intoxicating drinks and the other a moderate 
drinker of intoxicating liquor. I believe that the one who is a totalabstainer 
from the use of intoxicating liquor has a wonderful advantage over the one 
who is a moderate drinker. I hallows the argument in favor of the sale of 
beer in the exchange is that it is the lesser of two evils—that is, that if not 
sold in the exchange more intoxicating and worse intoxicating liquor would 
be obtained outside of the post or camp. 

I say, why take either evil? [am myself a total abstainer from the use 
of intoxicating liquor except when necessary as a medicine, which is exceed 
ingly seldom. I believeit is wonderfully better for me to bea total abstuiner 
from the use of intoxicating liquor except when necessary as a medicine, and 
I believe it would be wonderfully better for the enlisted man to be a total 
abstainer from the use of intoxicating liquor. I believe the sale of beer in 
the exchange, under official sanction, is likely to produce the impression in 
the mind of the soldier that as it is sold with officia] sanction that it is not so 
bad, after all, to drink beer. 

In my opinion the effect would be good. 

JOHN NOEL, 
Ordnance Sergeant, U. 8. A. 
Fort Mort, N. J., June 17, 1899. 


Mr. President, there is other testimony which it seems to mo 


| belongs to this debate. Here is an article from the Denver Even- 


ing Post on the work of the canteen. It refers to an officer of the 
Army whose unfortunate fate caused many a pang among his 
friends. The article is as follows: 


[Denver Evening Post, September 15, 1899. ] 


The suicide of poor Harry McDowell, of Company M, took place last Decem- 
ber. Repeated attempts have been made to conceal the real facts. Astigma 
was put upon the memory of this man_to which he was not entitled. Mc- 
Dowell had been out of the hospital only two days. He was homesick. He 
got drunk on liquor bought in the regimental saloon on credit, and had not 
the canteen records been burned they would proveit. He was thrown into 
the guardhouse. This consisted of two rooms aggregating 16 by 32 feet in 
size, with a low ceiling, and situated on the ground floor. a part of a Manila 
house that no Filipino will ae in because of the deadly fever. 

This guard house had one small window and one door, which was kept closed 
by McCoy's (McCoy was colonel of the regiment) express orders. ‘I'he ther 
mometer was then nearly 100° in the shade every day, and the days and 
nights were rendered terrible by the odors and mosquitoes in the prison. 
There were 23 men there the day McDowell died. He had passed a sleepless 
night; he was in the condition any man just from the hospital and sick from 


| intoxication would be in, and he reported to Major Kemble for relief. Be- 
| cause McDowell took no bottle to the dispensary he got no medicine. He re 


turned to the guardhouse. The door still being shut, he tried to get relief by 


| using asmallfan. Aboutnoon he remarked: ‘I can’tstand this any longer,’ 


and taking a knife cut his throat. After this the guardhouse coor was kept 
open. There is blood on the canteen profits and its promoters. 


Mr. President, I have here an article from a Habana newspaper, 


| the Habana Post, dated July 6, 1900. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I read that. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator from New Hampshire ad- 
vises me that he read it and had it inserted in his remarks this 


| morning. Therefore I shall not read it. I shall ask, however, 
| that it may be inserted in what I have said on this subject. 


[From the Habana Post, July 6, 1900.] 
A DISGRACED OCCASION. 


It was a source of genuine disappointment to the large assemblage of 
American citizens who gathered to witness the Vedado field sports of the 
soldiers belonging to the batteries stationed there that a feature not down 
on the programme, but made one of the most notable of the day, should have 
been brought prominently to their attention. The permitting of the Army 
canteen on the ground to the right and in front of the grand stand gave the 


| visitors, American and Cuban, an enforced opportunity of witnessing the 


disgraceful spectacle of perhaps a hundred drunken soldiers, many of whom 
were violently disorderly, even to engaging in fist fights and general brawls 
in the presence and ostensibly under the supervision of the officers of the 


| batteries. 


It is doubtful if such adisgustingand disgraceful spectacle has ever before 
been offered the people of Cuba upon the occasion of a public celebration. 
Certainly not within the experience of a large proportion of the civilian vis- 
itors who went to the exercises expecting to see high-class sports conducted 
in an orderly and truly American manner has there ever been witnessed 
such scenes of drunkenness, disorderliness, and general confusion. : 

The Fourth of July was disgraced by the debaucbery which prevailed. 
but it was even worse prostituted by officers who gave their consent to the 





1901. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


703 





establishing of a drinking tent in the place of publicamusement, to which the 
public had been invited and whose money was taken for what was supposed 
to be a respectably conducted exercise. So noticeable was the debauchery 
for a time that some one in authority closed the place for at least two hours, 
giving the boys this much time in which to sober up, but it was reopened at 
} o'clock and from that hour until the exercises were over was the rendezvous 
for all the Army toughs the batteries and visiting companies contained, fight 
after fight following as men lost their heads under the influence of liquor, in 
the rays of a broiling tropical sun. It was a repulsive sight for the ladies, 
hundreds of whom were forced to view it from their grandstand seats, and 
equally disgusting to the sterner sex, who love their natal day and would 
have been glad to have seen it observed in decency and order. 

Some one is to blame for the disgrace which was brought to the United 
States and its flag Wednesday. How can weconsistently censureill-tempered 
Spaniards and Cubans from displa ing it upside down when weadmit to our 
public places of amusement disorderly conducted canteens to turn our sol- 
diers upside down, make them lose their self-control, and indulge in rowdy- 
ism that belonged to the Bowery of other days. The cahteen did not locate 
itself in a conspicuous part of the grounds, nor did it license itself to sell 
liquor to soldiers in all stages of intoxication. If it was thought necessary 
for the pleasure of the boys in blue that they should have their beer upon 
such an occasion, the canteen should have at least been put under guard, and 
at the worst have been conducted decently. 

Furthermore, it should have been located where visitors would not haye 
been made to see its rowdyism and debauchery. Every self-respecting 
American must have felt like hiding his head in shame over the disgusting 
exhibition given him at the Vedado field sports on Wednesday. Small won- 
der is it that the Cuban ladies who were present. to whom such scenes are 
altogether unknown, should have shown the revulsion of feeling that many 
of them manifested, and small wonder is it that American ladies in the grand 
stand blushed with mortification at the indecencies of the day. The Fourth 
of July was sorely disgraced in our own house. 


The purport of the article is that in some sort of a fiesta in 
Habana, only a few months ago, the canteen was established on 
the fair grounds, or wherever the celebration was being held, and 
it there became the principal object of attraction, much to the 
disgust of our Cuban friends, who criticised the liquor system of 
the United States in some respects almost unmercifully. If we 
are going abroad to civilize other people, it seems to me that we 
want to take there the best morals we have, and keep at home 
those institutions that are not proper. Therefore I am opposed 
to sending the institution of the saloon into the Philippines. I 
prefer to keep it at home, if it is to continue to survive, 

Mr. BUTLER. Dol understand the Senator to say that the 
article from the Habana Post is to the effect that the canteen sys- 
tem increased the consumption of intoxicating liquors in Cuba? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. No; the Senator did not understand me 
thoroughly. Isaid the purport of the article was that the canteen 
was established on the fair grounds, where the celebration was 
held, and many of the soldiers and private citizens came under 
the influence of liquor as a result of the canteen’s presence there. 
I said nothing about the increased sale of liquer in Cuba. 

Mr. BUTLER. The canteen sold only beer and light wines. 
Did the canteen sell whisky? 

R.... GALLINGER,. They got gloriously drunk, according to 
the report. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think it isa notorious fact that people 
get drunk on beer, It is not necessary to drink whisky in order 
to become intoxicated. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Cubans drink very freely of light wines. 
They do not drink whisky much. In the Philippines and in Cuba 
we taught them to drink whisky, but they did not drink it much 
before we went there. The canteen proposes to furnish the sol- 
diers with about the kind of drinks that those simple natives 
indulged in, more or less harmlessly, before we went there, as I 
understand it. So I was a little curious to know just what effect 
the establishment of the canteen that sold only beer and light 
wines would have on a people who confined their drink almost 
exclusively to light wines before we carried civilization to them. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I can speak only for myself when I say 
that I do not believe the introduction of liquor of any character, 
whether it be beer, whisky, or wine, into any community is con- 
ducive to civilization. That is myown personal opinion. I think 
it is an opinion entirely aside from party politics. It is held by a 
great many good Democrats and good Populists, and a very large 
number of good Republicans. 

Mr. BUTLER. That statement is very sound. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. On this subject I wish to read briefly 
from the official record of the deaths in the Army and Navy from 
April 7, 1898, to February 20, 1899, during the war with Spain, 
because it furnishes an exposition of the methods of the War De- 
partment that can not be answered by investigating commissions 
or courts of inquiry. In that time in the Army there were killed 
in action 329 men; died of wounds, 125; died of diseases, 5,277. 
That was in the Army, when the canteen was in vogue and was 
encouraged, where light wines and beer and perhaps much 
stronger liquor were sold or dispensed freely. As to the Navy, 
here are the facts: In the same time there were killed in action in 
the Navy, 17; died of wounds, 1; died of diseases, 0. I will say 
that in the Navy the canteen has found no place, and if it ever did, 
it has been abolished. I wish tofurnish the testimony of the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Navy as to that phase of the question. Secre- 
tary Long was accused by the press of having allowed his Depart- 


ment to be dictated to by outsiders, andin an interview in Boston, 
February 19, 1898, he said: 

It is not true that any society outside the service caused the issuing of the 
order. 

That was the order against the sale of beer or any other kind of 
liquor in the Navy. 

It was done at the solicitation of naval officers themselves, who were actu- 
ated by a sense of duty to the service. The sale of beer on shipboard was 
regarded by many of them as an evil, and they sought to abate it. * * * 
The matter was first suggested to the Department by Captain Folger, of the 
cruiser New Orleans. After his return from the war he wrote a letter in 
which he fully explained the evils which, in his judgment, resulted from 
permitting the sale of liquor on shipboard. 

This letter 1 referred toa number of other captains. Among them were 
Captains Barker, Higginson, Crowninshield, and Bradford. After a careful 
consideration of the matter they reported, the majority of them favoring the 
absolute prohibition of beer and liquoron board. Then it was that the order 
was issued. The Department felt that its duty tothe boysand men in the 
service required such an order. 

And there is no canteen in the Navy. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the protests against this pro- 
posed liquor legislation, the respectful protests that are made by 
hundreds of thousands of good people in this country, are de- 
serving of some consideration, and that the dignified petitions of 
numerous temperance organizations should be heeded here and 
now. 

We should not turn, it seems to me, a deaf ear to the prayerful 
supplications of the parents of the young men who are serving in 
the Army of the United States, especially to the mothers of those 
boys. Whatever we may think of the private individual who en- 
gages in the liquor business, who opens a saloon and sells these 
poisonous concoctions to his fellow-men, I think there can be but 
one mind as to whether it is morally right for the Government of 
the United States to engage in the saloon business. 

So, Mr, President, it seems to me that at the beginning of this 
the twentieth century the American Congress can honor itself 
and add new glory to our republican institutions by wiping out 
the official saloon. For these reasons I hope, Mr. President, that 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
will be defeated. 


AGREEMENT WITH THE CHEROKEES. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, there are two House bills on 
the table which I ask to have laid before the Senate in order that 
conferees may be appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and contirm an 
agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. THURSTON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and grant the conference asked for by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Tuurston, Mr. PLatt of Connecticut, and Mr, Jones of Arkansas 
were appointed. 


AGREEMENT WITH CREEK INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for 
other purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. THURSTON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked for by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Tuurston, Mr. Piatt of Connecticut, and Mr, Jongs of Arkansas 
were appointed. 

GEORGE G. KEMP. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, I submit a concurrent reso- 
lution, and as it will take but a moment to pass it, I ask for its 
immediate consideration. It is to recall a bill from the hands of 
the President that it is important to come back to the Senate. 

The concurrent resolution was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate No. 1226, 
granting an increase of pension to George G. Kemp. 


THOMAS WHITE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as no Senator has taken 
the floor on the Army bill, I ask leave to report a House pension 
bill that an absent Senator is very desirous of having passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to receiving 
the report at this time? The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10785) granting a 
l ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the | 


pension roll the name of Thomas White, late sergeant of Company 
i, Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and of the 
Signal Corps, United States Army, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE EK. BOWEN, 


Mr. PENROSE. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- | 


sideration of the bill (S. 4208) for the relief of George K. Bowen. 


There will be no opposition to it. Iaskthatit be read. There is | 


an amendment reported by the committee. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
and authorized to revoke the order dismissing George K. Bowen from the 
service as lieutenant-colonel, who was assigned to the command of the One 
hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 
(Said regiment was attached to the Eighteenth Army Corps.) Said appli- 


cant while in command of said regiment above cited and on the march to | 


enter Richmond, Va., received an order from the War Department dismiss 
ing him from the service. Said officer was ignorant of charges having been 
preferred, and had no opportunity to refute said charges. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | 


ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear the com- 
mittee amendment read. It may improve the bill somewhat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. The Committee on Military Affairs report to 
add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That no pay or allowance shall accrue by reason of the passage 
of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I must object if it is proposed to pass the bill in 
its present form, reciting certain history, making facts that oc- 
curred in the country the law of the land. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, 

Mr. SEWELL. I beg pardon. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] 
reported the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill can be amended. 

Mr. SEWELL. The report was made by me, and I thoroughly 
investigated the matter. The bill is a very meritorious measure. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. The bill ought to be changed in 
its form. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it lie over. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not object to its consideration if the narrative 
part of the bill is stricken out. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why was the officer dismissed? 

Mr. SEWELL. Ue was dismissed by reason of the fact that 
his command, which contained a lot of new troops which had 


been assigned to the regiment, got loose at Norfolk and there was | 


some drunkenness among them. The officer was not to blame for 
it. Linvestigated the case thoroughly and I have submitted the 
report, which is here. I think anyone who will read the report 
will be satisfied that the bill is correct. 


Mr. SPOONER. It seems that he was dismissed because some- | 


body else got drunk. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 make no objection to the bill. I merely want 
to have the narrative part of it stricken out. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move to strike out the narrative part of the 
bill, and I ask for a vote on it as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to know 
whether the Senate consents to the consideration of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the bill be withdrawn for the 


present, so that there may Le leisure to make the necessary amend- | 


ment. It can be called up again. 

Mr. PENROSE. Does the Senator from Iowa mean that it can 
be called up this afternoon? 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall have no objection to calling it up at 
any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iinfer from thesitnation of the Army bill that 
the Senate is not prepared to go on with it any further this even- 
ing, and I ask unanimous consent to call up the legislative, execu- 


pension to Thomas White, to report it without amendment, and | 


| some progress with the bill this evening, There will be no con- 
| troverted questions raised during the evening. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly permit me to finish 
| what I began this morning? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which a reso- 
lution for printing 3,000 copies of the committee hearing on the 

| Army bill was passed, because another resolution, which provide 
for printing 15,000 copies, is pending and has gone to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 1 should therefore like to recall the reso|u- 
tion which proposes to print 3,000 copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
| moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to th 
resolution offered by him this morning to print 3,000 copies of the 
report of the hearings before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I was 
| out of the Chamber for a few moments. I do not know what ha 
been done since I left, I wish to secure a vote on the cant: 

matter. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I understood that the Senator from Connecti- 
| cut did not propose to go on any further with the bill this after- 
noon, 
Mr.SEWELL. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow me, 
| Ishould like to have a vote on that question. The most important 
thing before the country to-day is this Army bill. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well; I withdraw my suggestion. 

Mr. SEWELL. Il should like to have unanimous consent that 
| the Senate shall vote on the canteen question to-morrow at 

o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that, as far as I am concerned, | 
do not intend to delay a vote on the canteen question or anything 
else connected with the bill, but I object to putting it down for 
to morrow at a fixed hour. 

Mr. SEWELL, I will say to the Senator .'rom Colorado that he 
must certainly recognize the necessity 0: passing the Army bil! 
immediately, and we can not do it if we are going to spend our 
time on side issues like the canteen question. Can you not agree 
to a time when we shall take a vote on the canteen amendment? 

| Mr. TELLER. I know that several Senators want to say some- 
thing on the canteen question, and a good many of them are away. 
The attendance in the Senate is rather light just now. ‘There has 
not been any disposition here to delay the bill at all. 

Mr. SEWELL. That would indefinitely postpone the cons:der- 
ation of the bill itself. 

Mr. TELLER. What would? 

Mr. SEWELL. To postpone a vote on the canteen amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Idonotask you to postpone the canteen amend 


| ment. 


Mr. SEWELL, I do not ask for a vote on the bill. I ask fora 
vote on the canteen amendment to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. I have stated to the Senator that I object to 
that. The Senator has no right to infer that because | ob ect to 
it I want any delay on this bill. I think it is an infamous bil), 
but I expect that it will pass. I have no objection toits | eing 
voted on. I object to its passage, but I do not object to its being 
voted on. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator not agree to fix a time for a 
vote 

Mr. TELLER. I realize that if the bill is to be passed it ought 
to be passed at an early date. I agree to that. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator not agree to fix a time fora 
vote on the canteen amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I have not any right to do that. I want to 
make some remarks on the subject, and I know some other Sena 
tors do. I will agree, so far as my remarks are concerned, that 
they shall be brief, and they are not intended for delay: but at 
this hour I am not willing that an agreement shall be made. 

GEORGE K,. BOWEN. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I have stricken out the nar- 
rative part of the bill (S. 4208) for the relief of George K. Rowen, 
and I ask the Senate to consider it and put it on its passage 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Pennsyl- 
vania asks for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator moves to amend it. 

Mr. SPOONER. When the bill was presented to the Senate 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] objected. He is not 
present now. I do not know what the ground of his ob; ection 
was, or whether it is eliminated by the amendment or not. | 


| think, perhaps, the Senator ought not to call it up in his ab:ence 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, so that the Senate may make 


under the circumstances. 
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Mr. PENROSE, I understood that the Senator's objection was 
to the narration of facts in the body of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know what objection the Senator 
from Connecticut had to it. He made the objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was not I who made any objection. The 
bill has been before the Military Committee and has been reported 
tavorably. 

Mr. SEWELL. 
the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I recollect it. 
cheerfully voted for it. 

Mr. PENROSE, I ask that the bill be read as I have proposed 
to amend it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Idonot wish to be understood as objecting to 

I merely made the suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in the 

form it will be providing the amendment which is now offered 

by the Senator from Pennsylvania is agreed to by the Senate. 
“The Secretary read as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order dismissing George K. Bowen from the 
rvice as lieutenant-colonel, who was assigned to the command of the One 


hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry: Pro- 
ied, That no pay or allowances shall accrue by reason of the passage of this 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania offers an amendment, which will be read. ; 

The SECRETARY. Strike out after the word “Infantry,” in line 
7, the words: 

Said regiment was attached to the Eighteenth Army Corps. Said appli- 
cant, while in command of said regiment above cited and on the march to 
enter Richmond, Va., received an order from the War Department dismissing 
him from the service. Said officer was ignorant of charges having been pre- 
ferred, and had no opportunity to refute said charges. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. There is another amendment, a commit- 
tee amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add to the bill the following 


It has been reported favorably. I myself made 


I know the committee very 


it. 


a 


Is there objection to the pres- 


proviso: 
Provided, That no pay or allowances shall accrue by reason of the passage 
of this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
e amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SPOONER. The last provision is in twice, is it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to suggest to the Senator in charge of 
the bill that as it now reads it does not do what he desires to 
accomplish. What the Senator wants to do, evidently, is to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to revoke and set aside 
the special ordér dismissing this officer and then to issue to him 
an honorable discharge, neither of which is done in the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think the billin its present form will cover 
the whole thing. 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; by the President. 
shows it. 

Mr.SEWELL. Itwas done by theSecretary of War, practically, 
on a report from Fortress Monroe in relation to the action of a 
certain body of troops under Colonel Bowen's command. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was Special Order 147. 

Mr. SEWELL. He was discharged withont a hearing by a 
court-martial. All he desires is to be reinstated in his position 


The question is on agreeing to 
th 


Your own report 


honorably, in the sense that he is not to be dismissed. He asks 
for nothing. The bill provides that he shall get nothing. There- 


fore I see no objection to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I askthat the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
SEWELL June 1, 1900; which is as follows: 


The Committee on Militar 
for the relief of George K. 


officer's personal statement as to the matter stated in the bill: 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 
It is shown by the records that George K. Bowen was enrolled April 18, 
$61, as a private in Company F, First Regiment Pennsylvania Artillery Vol- 
unteers (the designation of which was changed to Company F, Seventeenth 





This officer was discharged summarily by the | 
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Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4208) | 
wen, beg to submit the following statement |. 7 Se hundred and eighty-eiehth Pennsylvania Volunteers. be 
from the Record and Pension Office of the War Department, followed by this | ™& the Une hundred and cignty-eigath Fennsyivania ¥ olunteers, 06 § 

q | marily dismissed the service for intoxication, gross ignorance 


Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers), to serve three months, and that he was | 


mustered out with the company as a private August 3, 1861. 

. He was ognin mustered into service for the term of three years November 
18, 1862, at Philadelphia, as captain of a company in Roberts's Independent 
Battalion Pennsylvania Volunteers, the designation of which became in No- 
vember or December, 1862, Company C, Independent Battalion Pennsylvania 
4rtillery, and in March or April, 1863, Company OC, Third Regiment Pennsyl- 


XXXIV——45 


| his arrival at headquarters. 





vania Heavy Artillery. This regiment appears to have been organized for 
garrison duty at Fort Monroe, Va. There, early in 1864, he took part in the 
organization of anew regiment, the One hundred and eighty-eighth Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry, composed principally of surplus recruits for the Third Penn- 
sylvania Heavy Artillery, and was mustered in as lieutenant-colonel One 
hundred and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania, to date April 1, 184. 

From April 1, 1864, to March 27, 1865, he was the senior officer of the regi- 
ment, and for most of the time in command of it, during which period it 
served in the Army of the James in the operations along the James River and 
before Petersburg, first in the Eighteenth Corps, and later. upon the reorgani 


zation of the Army of the James, as a part of the Third Brigade, commanded 
by Col. 8. H. Roberts, Third Division, Twenty-fourth Corps 
In August, 1864, he was sent to hospital at Fort Monroe, where a leave of 


absence for twenty days was granted him about September 1s, with permis- 
sion to visit his home at Germantown, Pa. By reason of his having over- 
stayed this leave, on account of prolonged illness, an order was issued from 
the War Department, Adjutant-General's Office, November 2, 1864, honorably 
discharging him on account of Reet disability. Meantime he had reported 
for duty on October 31, and on his application, supported by the recommenda- 
tion of his superior officers, another order was issued from the Adjutant- 
General's Office on November 12, 1864, revoking the order discharging him, 
whereupon he resumed command of his regiment. 

A military commission, appointed November 5, 1864, to examine int i 
cause and authority of his prolonged absence, reported on the llth of that 
month that a sufficient cause existed for his absence from his regiment for a 
longer period than was granted in his original leave of absence. 

He was arraigned cml tried before a general court-martial of which Brig 
Gen. George H. Gordon was president, convened at Fort Monroe, Va., in Dr 
cember, 1864, on the charge of conduct prejudicial to good orderand military 
discipline, conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman, and absence with- 
out leave, and found “not guilty’ on each of the charges and specifications 
and acquitted and restored to duty. 

About March 5, 1865, Col. S. H. Roberts, commanding the Third Brigade, 
under special instructions from General Grant, set out from Fort Harrison, 
Va., with a picked force, including the One hundred and eighty-eighth Penn- 
sylvania, under Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen, on an expedition up the Rappa- 
hannock River to Fredericksburg, Va., via Fort Monroe, for the purpose of 
breaking up illicit trade, principally in tobacco, and destroying the Freder 





the 





icksburg Railroad. The force returned from the expedition to Fort Monroe 
on the evening of March 8, with a large quantity of tobaccoand other articles 
contraband of war. From Fort Monroe it appears the One hundred and 
eighty-eighth Pennsylvania, under Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen, was, on the 





afternoon of March 9, 1865, sent over to Portsmouth on the steam transport 
Matilda for the purpose of coaling. where, the regiment having disembarked, 
a disturbance occurred, in which its members took part. and which resulted 
in Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen's dismissal from service, the circumstances of 
which will appear from the following correspondence: 
HEADQUARTERS NORFOLK, PORTSMOUTH, AND DEFENSES, 
Portsmouth, Va., March 12, 1865. 

MAJor: I herewith submit reports of the conduct of the One hundred and 
eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers. In addition, I would state that at 1 
p. m.I left for Suffolk and returned to Portsmouth at 9.15 p.m. On my 
arrival I found the city virtually in the hands of anarmed mob. On sending 


| for the commanding officer of the One hundred and eighty-eighth he could 


not be found, and my aid reported that there was only one officer with the 


troops. I directed immediately after the concentration of all disposable 
forces in order to put down the riot, which, in my opinion, might soon be 
converted into a mutiny. The arrival of these troops was not reported 
to me. 


No permission was given them to land. They were allowed to wander 
about the streets, with arms—were drunk and endangering the safety of the 
town, and all Government supplies stored here. When the colonel did at 
length repair to my quarters, | perceived that he had been drinking to in- 
toxication. As far as I can learn, but little or no effort was made to preserve 
order or discipline. ‘The crew of the vessel was permitted to leave her, so 
that when she was required to be brought to the dock to embark the troops 
could not be moved. 

The statement of James Wingate shows that, so far from the officers en- 
deavoring to control their men, one of them took forcible possession of pri- 
vate property, liquor, and served it out to his men. 

Cx Sonn Bowen was not only intoxicated, but was evidently grossly igno- 
rant of his duty. 


she 


He did not appear to be aware that it was his duty to report 
He thought that the order of the quartermaster 
at Fort Monroe, or the master of the vessel, was all that w r 


iS necessar’, 





his being brought into dock and the troops landed. The master of the vessel 
permitted his crew to leave the vessel without authority. I think that an 
example should be made of Colonel Bowen and the master of the vessel for 
their gross neglect of duty. 

[I was given to understand that the troops constituted a part of an expedi- 


tion on foot. Idid not detain the vessel long enough to thoro 
gate the case so far as to report the names of the officers drunk 
trom Colonel Bowen that the man creating the @rincipal riot 


ghiy 
i iearned 
is Sergeani 


investi 


Beatty. All of his comrades that came under my own p ion did not 
manifest the least disposition to stop him, but, on the contrary, gave tokens 
of their willingness to aid and abet him. 
lam, Major, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. VOGDES, J lier-Gencral. 


Maj. WicKHAM HOFrrMan, 
Assistant Adjutant 


(The recommendation of General Vog 


} 
Gre? ul. 


ies is based in part on the reports of 








several of the subordinate officers on duty at Portsmouth and the statement 
of one James Wingate, a citize1 that place 





rers District oF EASTERN VIRGINTA, 
Norfolk, Va., March 1 a . 
CoLonet: I have the honor te forward the inclosed reports for the consid 
eration of the commanding general. 
I have the honor to recommend that Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen, ce 


HEADQUAR 


mmand 
im 
f his duty, 


. a 7 . A M | and allowing a total want of discipline to exist in his regiment 
Case of George K. Bowen, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and eighty-eighth | . ; fale ’ ae . om 


I would also recommend that a board of inquiry be ordered to investigat: 
and report the names of the officers who neglected their duty and to ing 
into and report the facts, with reference especially to the two who, ac« 
ing to the testimony of Wingate, were fighting with each other. 

This board should also report upon the conduct of that officer who refused 
to arrest any but his own men, of all who were prominent in the mutiny, or 
who neglected their manifest duty to put it down. 

I am, Colonel, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEO. H. GORDON, 
Brigadier-General, Commanding. 





Lieut. Col Ep. W. Smrru, 
Acting Adjutant-General, Department of Virginia. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF VIRGINIA, 
March 18, 1865. 
This officer has been before a court-martial on a former occasion for similar 
offenses and escaped only through a belief that there was a disposition to give 
him credit for nothing, so it is privately stated by the president of the court. 
I recommend that he be dismissed the service, or if so authorized will dismiss 
him and forward the order for approval. 
E. O. C. ORD, 


Major-General, Commanding. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY. 

The recommendation of General Ord was approved, and Lieutenant- 
Colonel Bowen dismissed in Special Orders, No. 147, paragraph 57, War De 
partment, Adjutant-Geueral's Office, dated March 27, 1865, the text of which 
is as follows: 

“ By direction of the President, Lieut. Col. George K. Bowen, One hundred 
and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, is hereby dishonorably dis- 
missed the service of the United States for intoxication, gross ignorance of 
his duties, and allowing a total want of discipline to exist in his regiment.” 

Upon the return of the One hundred and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania from 
Fort Monroe after the disturbance at Portsmouth it took part, under Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Bowen's command, in several other expeditions from that 

oint, and about the 25th of March returned to its former camp at Harrison, 
va , from whence, on April 3, 1865, about the time the officer received notice 
of his dismissal, it moved to occupy Richmond, being at the time a part of 
the Third Brigade, Third Division, Twenty-fourth Corps. 

Immediately upon receipt by Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen of the discharge 
order a petition, signed by the major and 12 other officers of the regiment, 
was, on April 3, 1865, prepared and forwarded to the War Department, urg- 
ing his reinstatement, the text of the petition being as follows: 

“We, the undersigned commissioned officers of the One hundred and 
eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, having learned with regret that 
Lieut. Col. George K. Bowen, of this regiment, has been dishonorably dis- 
charged the United States service, do respectfully request that the sentence 
of dismissal be changed so as to accept his resignation. 

“In our opinion the much to be regretted proceedings at Portsmiouth were 
not attributable to any delinquency on the part of Colonel Bowen, nor do we 
consider that he was at all intoxicated or disqualified for performing his 
duties 

‘* Colonel Bowen has been with us through all the campaign of last summer. 
and in several engagements has shown both his courage and efficiency, and 
after a faithful service of now nearly three years is well entitled to an honor 
able discharge.” 

On April 5 the following petition, signed by the respective commanders of 
the Fifty-eighth Pennsylvania, Second New Hampshire, Twenty-first Con 
necticut, Fortieth Massachusetts, and One hundred and eighty-eighth Penn- 
sylvania, was also forwarded: 

“ We, the undersigned, the field officers of regiments composing the Third 
Brigade, Third Division, Twenty-fourth Army Corps, have heard with re- 
gret the severe sentence pronounced on Lieut. Col. George K. Bowen, of the 
One hundred and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and are of the 
opinion that an investigation of his conduct would have led to more lenient 
treatment, since from our previous knowledge of this officer we can testify 
to his good conduct in action as wellas in the ordinary routine of camp duty. 
The charge of intoxication we conceive to have been made under an imper- 
fect knowledge of all circumstances of the case. 

‘*The discipline maintained by Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen has been good, 
and the disturbance on which theallegation of want of discipline was founded 
was a temporary matter, occasioned mostly by 300 men, unassigned recruits 
of the Third Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery, unwillingly assigned to the One 
hundred and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Infantry for duty. We have no 
doubt Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen used all the means at his disposal to sup- 
press anything like insubordination. 

“We think Licutenent-Colenel Bowen's knowledge of his duties fully equal 
to that of many more fortunate officers now in the service, and we therefore 
most respectfully ask that his resignation may be accepted, or that if he be 
considered unworthy of his position as an officer a proper investigation of 
his conduct may be had.” 

Under date of May 2, 1865, Mr. Bowen addressed General Ord a lengthy 
statement in explanation and extenuation of the affair at Portsmouth, which 
statement was forwarded to the War Department, with a copy of the order 
of discharge, indorsed as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT, 
Richmond, Va., May 9, 1865. 

Respectfully forwarded for the consideration of the Secretary of War. 

When this order was issued there was necessity for several prompt dis- 
missals and changes, and Colonel Bowen's case came up indorsed by General 
Gordon and reported by General Vogdes as one calling for the immediate and 
summary action which it received. had my doubts as to the propriety of 
acting on General Vogdes’s report, but think the dismissal had a good effect 
on the command, even i@it were not deserved. Colonel Bowen's report is in 
good taste—bears the evidence of an officer who had a good reputation—and 
now that the service can afford to be kind and considerate, which it could 
not then, to officers negligent or unsuccessful, I recommend that this order 
be rescinded, and, if the vacancy has been filled, Colonel Bowen be allowed 


to resign. 
E. O. C. ORD, 
Major-General, Commanding. 


On May 24, 1865, the late officer applied to the Secretary of War for rein- 
statement in a letter, the text of which is as follows: 
beg respectfully to lay before you the following facts which led to 
charges against me and the sentence of a dishonorable dismissal from the 
military service of the United States, promulgated in Special Orders, No. 147, 
paragraph 57, March 27, 1865, Adjutant-General's Office. 

“On the 9th of March, after returning from anexpedition to Fredericks- 
burg, Va.,in which the brigade to which my regiment was attached had been 
engaged, I was ordered by Brig. Gen. 8S. H. Roberts, commanding the expedi- 
tion, to proceed to Portsmouth to obtain coal for the transport on which we 
were embarked, and also to cook rations. 

“I was not aware that the headquarters of the bri, ier-general command- 
ing were at Portsmouth, so did not report immediately on arrival, and the 
captain of the transport being in haste to coal, which could not conveniently 
be done with the troops on board, I landed them ina large inclosed coal yard, 
taking all the precautions I deemed requisite to retain them there, and pro- 
vided fuel from the Quartermaster's Department for cooking, in accordance 
with the orders received from Brevet Brigadier-General berts, against 
which I had received no contrary orders whatever. 
ty “ During a short absence to the provost-marshal's office, rendered neces- 
sary by a slight disturbance which previously occurred, a large quatity 
of liquor was oueeues into the yard by inhabitants of the town in exchange 
for tobacco, of which the men had a large supply, captured and distributed 
to them at Fredericksburg. 
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“* About 35 or 40 men became intoxicated and, eluding the guards, escaped 
into the town and produced the disorder charged. 

“T had in my regiment 500 unassigned recruits of the Third Pennsylvania 
Artillery, whose discontent and insubordination had been frequently re- 
ported to your office. 

‘These were the men who on this occasion created all the disturbance. 

“Both the men and officers of my old regiment assisted by all means 
in their power to preserve order, as, indeed, did many of the recruits, but 
one exception to the contrary occurring. Captain Jackson, of Company E 
of the regiment, became intoxicated and attempted to interfere with the 
guards posted, on which he was immediatedly arrested and removed under 
guard to the boat, and on our return to camp, on a renewal of misconduct, 
was recommended for dismissal, which was lately carried into effect. 

‘IT was not under the influence of liquor, nor have I ever been addicted to 
intemperance, as is certified by the inclosed letter. I would also refer for 
my general good conduct and the discipline of my regiment to Brig. Gen. 
Charles Devins, commanding Third Division, Twenty-fourth Army Corps, and 
to Bvt. Brig. Gen. 8. H. Roberts, commanding Third Brigade, Third Division, 
Seeety Sones Army Corps; also to the inclosed petitions of my former com 
rades. 

‘** Upon the first call for troops by our late lamented President, I served in 
the ninety-days volunteers, with two of my brothers, one of which, subse 
quently a lieutenant of the Seventy-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, fell mor 
tally wounded in the second battle of Bull Run. The other is now major of 
the One hundred and fourteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

‘**In October of 1862 I was appointed a captain in the Roberts Independent 
Battalion of Heavy Artillery, afterwards the Third Artillery, and through 
iny personal influence and exertions raised the only full battery of 147 men 
that left the State for that organization. In March. 1864, I obtained leave to 
—. regiment of infantry from the surplus men of the Third Pennsylvania 
Artillery. 

“Entirely by my own influence and character as an officer I led out from 
Fort Monroe nearly 900 men, most of whom were old members of the Third 
Artillery and comfortably located on garrison duty. 

“With that regiment, in the same brigade and division, I have served 
through the entire campaign, now so successfully ended, and participated in 
every action, excepting only Fort Harrison, from which I was absent, ill of 
disease contracted in the pits before Petersburg. 

‘In view of these facts I pray that the sentence of dishonorable dismissal, 
together with the charge of intoxication, remaining as a blot and stigma upon 
my character, may be removed and an honorable discharge granted to me.” 

This application and the other papers in the case were referred to the Bu- 
reau of Military Justice for review and recommendation, and that Bureau 
reported adversely under date of June 7, 1865, concluding as follows: 

* The conclusion is arrived at in this case that no sufficient grounds have 
as yet been shown for revoking the action heretofore taken by the War De- 
partment upon the positive and convincing testimony of General Vogdes 
and other officers. 

“If Lieutenant-Colonel Bowen deems himself to have been, in the lan- 
guage of the act of March 3, 1865,‘ wrongfully and unjustly dismissed,’ it is 
open to him, upon presenting his affidavit to that effect, to obtain a trial by 
court-martial on the charges upon which his dismissal was founded. 

**In view of the character of the witnesses and of their testimony, it is be- 
lieved that this case is not one in which the clemency of the pardoning power 
can properly—especially at this early daj/te—be invoked, and the opinion is 
therefore entertained that he should be remitted to his statute remedy as 
the only one which may suitably be pursued by him under the circum- 
stances.”’ 

Thereupon, by direction of the Secretary of War, Lieutenant-Colonel 
Bowen was informed by letter, dated June 12, 1865, that no sufficient grounds 
were perceived to warrant interference in his behalf. 


Respectfully submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Chief Record and Pension Office. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, May 2, 1900. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Statement of George K. Bowen, late lieutenant-colonel, commanding One hun- 
dred and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


I entered the service of the United States Volunteers at the beginning of 
the civil war,in April, 1861, as a private, enlisting in Company F, Seventeenth 
Pennsylvania Infantry, and served during the three months’ campaign, at 
the end of which I was honorably discharged. 

During the year 1862 I accepted a commission as captain in the Third Penn- 
sylvania Heavy Artillery, and recruited two batteries for that regiment, and 
was mustered in as captain of Company C and stationed at Fort Monroe. 

The Third Pennsylvania Artillery overrecruited, and, at Gen. B. F. Butler's 
request, I took command of this surplus (on their yaaiourns for active 
service) as lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and ae th Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteers. A colonel was commissoned by Governor Curtin, of 
Pennsylvania. Before the colonel could join the regiment we were reduced 
in action at Drewrys Bluff and Cold Harbor below the number required to 
muster a colonel. 

Soon after the battle of Cold Harbor I received a commission as colonel of 
the One hundred and eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, unsolicited by 
me. I was not mustered in on that commission for want of sufficientnumber 
of men. 

During the campaign in front of Petersburg my regiment was further re- 
duced to 300 enlisted men, with hardly officers to command them. I also 
received another draft of 700 overplus recruits from the Third Pennsylvania 
Heavy Artillery, who were sent to me from Fort Monroe without their con- 
sent having been obtained. I also received orders to carry them as unas- 
signed recruits. These men were dissatisfied and restless, both at being 
forced into active service and at being carried as unassigned recruits. 

Upon returning from Whitehouse with General Sheridan's command, my 
regiment was p.aced on a transport and ordered to Portsmouth, Va., to coal 
as rapidly as possible and follow the rest of the brigade up the James River. 
The men had plenty of money, and the 700 unassigned recruits, while in a 
Serene inclosure at Portsmouth, unloaded to allow the coaling of the 
vessel. 

During my temporary absence by order of general commanding at Ports- 
mouth they obtained liquor, got drunk, and ra a row. 800 men of the 
One hundred and eighty-eighth remained firm, and with their aid order was 
soon restored, the men reloaded on the transport, and we proceeded up the 
James River. 

Shortly after, while riding at the head of my regiment entering Rich- 
mond, I was handed an order of the War Department dishonorably dismiss- 
ing me from the service for “gross intoxication, total ignorance of duties, 
and total absence of discipline in regiment." 

No trial by court-martial was had and no opportunity given to defend 
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———— 
myself or explain the circumstances of the trouble. I was crushed and ut- 
terly disheartened, and at once left the Army. 

I received an intimation that the total ignorance of aut was in not a gt | 
applied for permission to remove my men to the shoreat Portsmouth. I hac 
supposed this to have been arranged with my orders to proceed to Ports- 
mouth to coal. My orders were rush orders; 1,000 men crowded the trans- 
pore, and the captain of the vessel declared he could not coal with the men on 

To not intoxicated then, nor at any other time during my service in the 

my. 

Army. facts as stated in the above documents appeal strongly to the sense of 
justice which, in military as well as civil law, should temper the enforcement 
of discipline or punishment to its true and proper end. asty legal decisions 
based on evidence which the accused is not allowed to hear, or summary dis- 
missals without even an opportunity given to the accused to defend himself 
(which privilege is as old as human government) can only be justified during 
military operations by the commission of an offense, so heinous in character 
as to demand immediate conviction, without trial, for the best interests of 
the service. That such a case is here presented is extremely doubtful. This 
officer, with a regiment consisting of 300 members and 700 recruits whose as- 
signment to it was very unsatisfactory to them, is placed on a transport or- 
dered to Portsmouth, Va., to coal; on the arrival there of the transport it 
was found necessary to unload these men, as, otherwise, coal could not have 
been put in this vessel. 

The unloading of these men this officer understood to be a part of the 
orders he had aJready received, but his doing so is construed as a total igno- 
rance of duty, because he failed to apply for permission to the brigade com- 
mander, whose headquarters were at Portsmouth and of which he was 
unaware. These men were placed ina Government inclosure at this point 
and the requisite precautions taken to keep them in order. During this 
officer’s absence liquor was smuggled to them by the citizens of the — 
and a number of the men, becoming intoxicated, eluded the guard and cre- 
ated a disturbance, which was aperemes by the old members of the regi- 
ment, which is evidently true, as the men were soon reloaded on the transport 
and proceeded up the James River. It is difficult to see where a total want 
of discipline occurs, which is another of the charges on which this officer 
was dismissed. The remaining charge, that of intoxication, is denied. 

So highly was this officer esteemed by his comrades that a petition was 
forwarded We the officers of his ne for the revocation of the order of 
dismissal; also a petition of a similar character from the field officers of his 
brigade. Attention is specially called to the indorsement of Major-General 
Ord, forwarding these petitions, that he had doubts as to the propriety of 
acting on General Vodges’s report, etc. 

It is respectfully submitted that while there may have been ground for 
censure or even the punishment of this officer for his conduct on this occasion, 
the facts as presented did not warrant asummary dismissal, but that he should 
have been granted a trial by court-martial, in order that he might defend 
himself; that the failure to do this constituted a great injustice, which, taken 
into consideration with his long and faithful service and good character, as 
sustained by the indorsement of his comrades in the field, in the opinion of 
your committee justifies the passage of this bill, which is respectfully rec- 
ommended with the following amendment: 

‘That no pay or allowances shall accrue by reason of the passage of this 
act.” 


During the reading of the report, 

Mr.SEWELL. The report is quite long, and I should like to 
have read now the summary of the committee. I understand the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] has an amendment to 
offer to the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. SEWELL. Very well; let it be printed in the Recorp 
without further reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, thefurther 
reading of the report will be dispensed with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the bill by striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting what I send to the desk, 
which will make the bill conform to all the precedents which 
have been followed by the Committee on Military Affairs for 
many years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The SkcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and to insert: 

That the President be, and hereby is, authorized and empowered to revoke 
and set aside Special Orders, No. 147, paragraph 57, War Department, Adju- 
tant-General’s Office, dated March 27, 1865, dismissing George K. Bowen, 
lieutenant-colonel One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to cause to be issued to him an honorable discharge 


as of date March 27, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, pay, or allowance shall 
accrue by yirtue hereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed as a substitute by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. r. President, I had intended to ask the Senate 
to consider for a brief time the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, but so much time has been occupied by this 
other matter that I will not do so this afternoon. I wish to give 


I suggest that the further reading of the report 


notice, however, that at every opportunity possible I shall ask the 
Senate _to consider that bill, interfering at no time with the con- 
sideration of the Army bill, when it is ready for consideration. 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
ary 9, 1901, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


Wednesday, Janu- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 8, 1901. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m., 
HENRY N. Coupen, D., D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HENRY 0. MORSE. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to the bill (H. R. 163) 
for the relief of Henry O. Morse. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CUMMINGS, indefinitely, on account of a broken leg. 
EIGHTH DISTRICT OF ALABAMA, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have read the following 


communication from the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


OFFICE OF SERGEANT-AT- ARMS, 
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1901. 

Srr: A question has arisen in regard tothe payment of Hon. WILLIAM 
RICHARDSON, member from the Eighth district of Alabama, who was elected 
on August 6, 1900, to succeed Hon. Joseph Wheeler. As I am infornied, Mr. 
Wheeler has notified you, under date of August 17, 1900, that he resigned, the 
resignation to take effect August 6, 1900, while the governor of Alabama has 
certified to you that the resignation of Mr. Wheeler, bearing date April 20, 
1900, was received on April 23 at the executive department of Alabama, and 
unconditionally accepted on that date. Mr. Wheeler has not demanded or re- 
ceived pay since March 4, 1899, the date of the beginning of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress. 

The question which arises is as to the date at which the compensation of 
Mr. RICHARDSON should begin. _ 

In view of the somewhat complicated legal question involved, I should like 
to have further advice before making the payment. 

Respectfully, 
HENRY CASSON, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives. 
Hon. DAavip B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that inasmuch as 
this involves, as the Chair thinks, an entirely new question, for 
which no precedent can be found, and a large sum of money is 
involved, the Chair, without objection, will refer this communi- 
cation to the Committee on the Judiciary, with authority on the 
part of that committee to report back at any time on the facts 
and the law. The Chair hears no objection, and this reference 
will be made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr.Speaker, I now call up the bill H. R. 12740, 

Mr.SHERMAN, I hope the gentleman will withdraw that for 
a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw the demand for a moment, and 
yield to the gentleman from New York. 


HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move on the 
bills H. R. 11280 and 11281, which are on the Speaker's table, with 
Senate amendments, that the Senate amendments be nonconcurred 
in and that a conference be asked. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from New York 
is in respect to bills which the Clerk will report by their titles, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Cherokee 
tribe of Indians, and for other purposes. 

A bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee 
or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question {fs on nonconcurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendments to both bills. 

The Senate amendments were nonconcurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following conferees 
on the part of the House on each bill: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, 
and Mr, LITTLE, 

REAPPORTIONMENT, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the reg- 
ular order, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12740) making an apportionment of Representatives in Con- 
gress among the several States under the Twelfth Census. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] one hour. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the United 
States provides that Representatives shall be apportioned among the 
coal States according to their respective numbers, counting the 
whole number of persons in each State, excluding Indians not 
taxed. In order to arrive at the constitutional population, a fur- 
ther provision is made that at the end of each decennial period a 
census shall be taken of the inhabitants. Given such a census, 
the first question is, How shall the apportionment be made; in 
accordance with what rule? ‘ 

It seems that from the inception of the Government down to 
1840 the method of proceeding was to start with an arbitrary 
ratio, to divide this ratio into the constitutional population, and 
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obtain as a result the number of Representatives to be apportioned 
among the various States. Since 1840, however, a period of sixty | 
years, another method has been pursued; and that is to assume, | 
arbitrarily in the first place, a number of Representatives; to di- 
vide this number of Representatives into the constitutional popu- 
lation, and obtain as a result a given ratio, which, applied to the 
various States in their turn, will give the number of Representa- 
tives to which, respectively, they are entitled, 

There are pending before this House now two bills, each of 
which, it is claimed, has been drawn in accordance with this 
second method; that is to say, by the selection in the first place 
of an arbitrary number of Representatives, a division of that | 
number into the constitutional population, obtaining a ratio for the 
distribution of Representatives in accordance therewith through- 
out the various States. The first bill, the bill of the majority, 
started with 357 Representatives, and, taking the figures reported 
by the Director of the Census, made a report apportioning the 
Representatives in the various States, recognizing in that appor- | 
tionment certain fractions and disregarding others. 

That is to say, it was found in this case, as it has been found in 
other cases, that the ratio assumed will not divide evenly into the 
constitutional population; that necessarily there will be fractions; | 
and it was determined sixty years ago that the proper method of | 
disposing of those fractions was to give to each majority fraction 
a Representative. That rule the majority bill follows until it 
arrives at 357 Representatives, and it then ceases to recognize this 
majority fraction. That leaves a majority fraction in the case of 
Florida, of Colorado, and of North Dakota. 

In my judgment the majority bill would be as near a perfect | 
bill as conld be framed if there were added to it 3 more Rep- | 
resentatives, making 360 in all, and apportioning those 3 Rep- 
resentatives, 1 each, to Florida, North Dakota, and Colorado, 
The minority bill, on the other hand, starts with 384 Repre- 
sentatives, and, taking the tables returned by the Director of 
the Census, it finds that after 384 are provided for there will be 
two majority fractions, one representing Nebraska and the other 
representing Virginia. The minority bill, therefore, adds to 384, | 
with which it originally started, these 2, making 386 in all. 

Now, it will be perfectly apparent to anyone who undertakes to | 
examine the figures, that upon either basis exact justice has not | 
been done and can not be done toall the States in their relation to | 
each other. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LitTLEFIELD] who 
addressed the House on Saturday last, put into the REcorDatable, | 
of which I avail myself. It is on page 659 of the Recorp, and | 
shows the difference between the lowest ratio of apportionment 
and the highest ratio of apportionment in the majority bill, and 
the lowest ratio of apportionment and the highest ratioin the 
minority bill. It will be observed that in the one case there is a 
difference of 34,000 and in the other a difference of over 97,000. 
But not content with that analysis, for my own satisfaction I un- 
dertook to make an analysis of the figures of the majority bill. 
That bill gives to Maine 4 Representatives, and I refer to Maine, | 
not because I have any antipathy to Maine or to any citizen of | 
Maine, but simply because her case furnishes the best basis upon 
which to make an analysis of this bill. 

Upon the population of Maine, giving her 4 Representatives, the | 
ratio appears to be 173,616. That is to say, for every 173,616 of | 
her inhabitants a member of Congress is given. If, now, this 
Maine ratio be applied to the various States in their turn, it will be | 
found that the following States have been fairly dealt with: Colo- 
rado, Connecticut, Florida, Kansas, Mississippi, Nebraska, New | 
Hampshire, North Dakota, Oregon, Rhode Island, South Dakota, | 
Vermont, Washington, and Wisconsin; in all, with Maine, 15 
States. 

It will be found, however, that the following States have not 
been fairly dealt with upon that basis. Instead of having 9 Rep- 
resentatives Alabama should have 11. Instead of having7 Repre- | 
sentatives Arkansas should have 8. Instead of 8 Representatives 
California should have 9. Instead of 11 Representatives Georgia | 
should have 13. Instead of having 25 Representatives Illinois 
should have 28, and so on down. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. How many Representa- 
tives should Massachusetts have? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will go through the entire list, because it is 
apparent that every gentleman is interested in his own State. In- 
stead of having 13 Representatives Indiana should have 14. | 
Instead of having 11 Representatives Iowa should have 13. In- 
stead of having 11 Representatives Kentucky should have 12. | 
Instead of 7 Louisiana should have 8, Instead of 6 Maryland | 
should have 7. Instead of 14 Representatives Massachusetts 
should have 16. Instead of 12 Representatives Michigan should | 
have 14, Instead of 9 Representatives Minnesota should have 10. | 
Instead of 16 Representatives Missouri should have 18. Instead | 
of 10 Representatives New Jersey should have 11. Instead of 387 
Representatives New York should have 41. Instead of 10 Repre- 
sentatives North Carolina should have 11. Instead of 21 Repre- 
sentatives Ohio should have 24. Instead of 32 Representatives 
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Pennsylvania should have36. Instead of 7 Representatives South 
Carolina should kave8. Instead of 10 Representatives Tennessee 
should have 12. Instead of 16 Representatives Texas should havo 
18. Instead of 1 Representative Utah should have 2. Instead of 
10 Representatives Virginia should have 11. Instead of 5 Repre- 
sentatives West Virginia should have 6. 

Mr. LACEY. What is the total increase? 

Mr. DALZELL, Twenty-four States have lost according to 
this apportionment, upon the basis of the other 15States, 49 Repre- 
sentatives, which added, as they ought to be, to the minority bill 
would make the representation in this House 429. The depriva- 
tion in the 24 States of the representation to which they are en- 
titled upon the basis of the minority bill disfranchises in the 45 
States of the United States 7,465,488 persons, 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. Has the gentleman made a computation on the 
same basis to find out what it would be under the majority bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will come to that, I do not propose to doan 
injustice to either bill. 

Mr. LONG. Very well. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, it is manifest that equal and exact jus- 
tice can not be done under this bill to the various States in the 
Union, and that a large proportion of. the citizens of the United 
States are virtually disfranchised. Going to the other bill, for I 
say to my friend from Kansas I have no desire to do injustice to 
either, nor to advocate the cause of one bill as against the other 


| by ignoring the inaccuracies, inequalities, or injustices of either, 


I would say that I undertook to make an analysis of the majority 
bill upon the same basis that I made the analysis of the minority 
bill. 

I did not follow that analysis to its conclusion, because I found 
that so far as this matter was concerned there was very little, if 


| any, difference between the two bills; and Icame to the conclusion, 
| as I think every gentleman will who gives any examination at all 


to this subject, that upon neither of the methods suggested by the 


| Director of the Census can equal and exact justice be done to all 


the States of this Union in their relation to each other. 

It does seem to me, however, that with the addition Ihave mado 
to the majority bill—the recognition of all the majority fractions, 
the inclusion of the States of Florida, North Dakota, and Colo- 
rado—justice will be attained by the majority bill as nearly as 
justice can be attained in the making of an apportionment by any 
of the methods available to us under the Constitution. 

The result, however, at which I have arrived is, as I have said, 


| that justice can not be done to all the States by either of these 
| methods; and therefore it seems to me wise to abandon figures 
| and come to what is the only real question in this case; and that 
| question is, not whether this House should be increased in num- 


bers, but whether it is not already large enough, if not too larre. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman heard the objections made to the 
minority bill on the ground that it included representation for 
majority fractions for the States of Nebraska and Virginia, mak- 
ing a House of 386. It was claimed that that would do injustice 
to the States of New York and Pennsylvania, because on the basis 
of 386 the States I have mentioned would get a Representative 
each. Now, if the majority bill be amended by providing repre- 


| sentation for the three fractions unrepresented under the table of 


357, would not injustice be done on the same theory to the Stato 
of Massachusetts, which on a computation of 360 gets a member, 
while, under the addition proposed by the gentleman, North Dakota 
vould get the member that really belongs to Massachusetts? Ido 
not present that as my theory, but as the theory of those who 


| have been supporting the bill of the majority without amend- 


ment, 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That is the result. 

Mr. LONG. Itis. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is undoubtedly true. 

Mr. LONG. So thatthe objection made by the gentleman from 
Illinois to our computation is not correct, in the judgment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I pass no judgment at all upon tho 
position of the gentleman from Illinois, But what the gentleman 
from Kansas has just stated is entirely in accordance with what 
I have already stated—that I can not conceive of any method that 
has been suggested, or any method that has ever been followed, by 
which exact justice, upon the basis of figures, can be done to all 


| the States of this Union in their relation to each other. And 


therefore I repeat, let us abandon the question of figures alto- 
gether; let us take the best we can take as bearing upon a certain 
principle, and that principle is involved in the question that I 
have suggested as the main question in this debate—not whether or 
not the membership of this House shall be increased, but whether 
this House is not soar large enough, if not too large. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman pardon me again? 1 only 
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made my suggestion in order to show that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania isin accord with us in the position we have taken 
in this case, even though he disagrees with us as to the size of the 
House. We welcome his support to our theory. 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania” is in 
accord partly with the minority and partly with the majority 
on minor questions; but nevertheless he repeats that, in his judg- 
ment, the real question involved is as to the size of the House. 

Now. before [ come to discuss existing conditions, I wish to 
submit some observations upon this subject made by so great an 
authority as Alexander Hamilton. In his speech on Saturday 
last the gentleman from Maine | Mr. LirTLEFIELD] cited Alexander 
Hamilton, and sought to convey the impression to this House that, 
according to the philosophy and therules laid down by Alexander 
Hamilton, he would favor an increase. I wish to show to the 
House, out of the writings of Alexander Hamilton, that if he were 
here to-day he would, to be consistent, be arguing against an in- 
crease in the membership of this House. 

What was the question involved? The Constitution as it came 
from the Convention provided for a representation of 65members— 
1 for every 30,000 inhabitants. Objection was made to that. I 
read from the Federalist, No. 64: 


That so small a number of Representatives will be an unsafe depository of 
the public interests; secondly, that they will not possess a proper knowledge 
of the local circumstances of their numerous constituents; thirdly, that they 
will be taken from that class of citizens which will sympathize least with the 
feelings of the mass of the people and be most likely to aim at a permanent 
elevation of the few on the depression of the many; fourthly, that defective 
as the number will be in the first instance, it will be more and more dispro- 
portionate by the increase of the people and the obstacles which will prevent 
a correspondent increase of the Representatives. 

Now, it will be observed that Mr. Hamilton is undertaking to 
answer these four objections in support of the proposition that 
the House was largeenough. The House was then constituted of 
65 members, one to every 30,000 inhabitants. Let us see what his 
reasons were, because they are as applicable to-day as they were 
then. He said: 

In general it may be remarked on this subject that no political problem 
is less susceptible of a precise solution than that which relates to the number 
most convenient for a representative legislature. Nor is there any point on 
which the policy of the several States is more at variance, whether we com- 
pare their legislative assemblies directly with each other, or consider the 
proportions which they respectively bear to the number of their constitu- 
ents. 

Then he goes on and points out the difference in the proportion 
of Representatives in the State of Delaware as compared with 
those in Massachusetts and Pennsylvania, and so on, and then he 
follows with this additional general remark: 

Another general remark to be made is that the ratio between the Rep- 
resentatives and the people ought not to be the same where the latter are 
very numerous as where they are very few. Were the Representatives in 
Virginia to be regulated by the standard in Rhode Island, they would at this 
time amount to between four and five hundred, and twenty or thirty yéars 
hence to a thousand, and soon. The truth is— 

He says: 
that in all cases a certain number, at least, seems to be necessary to secure— 

Mark you— 
the benefits of free consultation and discussion, and to guard against too 
easy a combination for improper purposes; as on the other hand the number 
ought at most to be kept within a certain limit in order to avoid the con- 
fusion and intemperance of a multitude. In all very numerous assemblies 
of whatever character composed passion never fails to wrest the scepter 
from reason. Had every Athenian citizen been a Socrates, every Athenian 
assembly would still have been a mob. 

_And the observations that Mr. Hamilton made in that connec- 
tion are as applicable to-day as they were when made, and have 
never found a more emphatic proof and illustration than they 
find in the history and the present condition of this House. 

Now, let us advance to the other reasons assigned. He says: 

The true question to be decided, then, is whether the smallness of the num- 
ber as a temporary regulation be dangerous to the public liberty, whether 
65 members for a few years and 100 or 200 for a few more be a safe depository 
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and which seem most to require local knowledge are commerce, taxation, 
and the militia. 

And substantially the same analysis might be made to-day. 
And then Mr. Hamilton goes on to say with respect to these sub- 
jectsof Federal legislation about which the Representatives should 
have knowledge: 

Divide the largest State into ten or twelve districts, and it will be found 
that there will be no peculiar local interests in either which will not be 
within the knowledge of the Representative of the district. 

Now, leaving that and going to the third charge, that is one 
upon which we need make no comment at this time—thatis to say, 
that the House of Representatives will be taken from that class 
of citizens which will have lost sympathy with the mass of the 
people. Because our history has demonstrated that that prophecy 
was to be unfulfilled. But lastly and most important in this 
connection— 

The remaining charge against the House of Representatives which I am to 
examine is grounded on a supposition that the number of members will not 
be augmented from time to time as the progress of population may demand. 

Then Mr. Hamilton proceeds to show in his inimitable way how 
that matter has been safeguarded by the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, and then, addressing himself to the evil that he clearly 
foresaw, and which I say faces us to-day, the evil of too great an 
increase, he makes some observations that I want to press home 
to the conscience and the intelligence of every member of this 
body. He says: 

One observation, however, I must be permitted to add on this subject as 
claiming, in my judgment, a very serious attention. It is that in all legisla- 
tive assemblies the greater the number— 

Mark you— 
the greater the number composing them may be the fewer will be the men 
who will in fact direct their proceedings. In the first place, the more numer- 
ous an assembly may be, of whatever characters composed, the greater is 
known to be the ascendency of passion over reason. In the next place, the 
larger the number the greater will be the proportion of members of limited 
information and of weak capacities. Now,it is precisely on characters of this 
description that the eloquence and address of the few are known to act with 
all their force. 

In the ancient republics, where the whole body of the people assembled in 
person, a single orator or an artful statesman was generally seen to rule 
with as complete a sway as if ascepter had been placed in his single hand. 
On the same principle, the more muititudinous a representative assembly 
may be rendered the more it will partake of the infirmities incident to col- 
lective meetings of the poopie. Ignorance will be the dupe of cunning am 
passion the slave of sophistry and declamation. 

Now, mark you again: 

The people can nevererr more than in supposing that by multiplying 
their Representatives beyond a certain limit they strengthen the barrier 
against the government of afew. Experience will forever admonish them 
that, on the contrary, after securing a sufficient number for the purposes of 
safety, of local information, and ot diffusive sympathy with the whole so- 
ciety, they will counteract their own views by every addition to their Repre- 
sentatives. The countenance of the Government may become more ds 
cratic, but the soul that animates it will be more oligarchic. The machine 
will be enlarged, but the fewer and often the more secret will be the springs 
by which its motions are directed. 

Here, from the greatest statesman of our history, speaking over 
a period of a hundred years, come the three tests to measure an 
eftective legislative assembly; that assembly whose numbers aro 
sufficient for the purposes of safety, for the purposes of local in- 
formation, and for the purpose of securing that diffusive sympa- 
thy which is necessary in the whole society. 

Is there any man on this floor to-day who will deciare in his 
place that the public safety, the interests, the liberty of the peo- 








no- 


ple of the United States can not be protected, safeguarded, and 
defended by a House of Representatives consisting of 357 mem- 
bers ? 

Is there any man here who will declare upon his responsibility 
as a Representative that Maine will suffer in her liberties, in her 
public safety, by having 3 Representatives instead of 4? Will any 

| man contend that the people of Pennsylvania will be more secure 


for the limited and well-guarded power of legislating for the United States. | 


And then he goes on to show, reasoning from the character of 
the American citizen as he existed then, that the liberties of the 
people were perfectly safe in the keeping of those 65 Representa- 
tives. And, reasoning upon the same basis to-day, he would be a 
bold man who would deny in this House that the liberties of the 


people of the United States are not quite as safe in the custody of | 


3o7 members that now constitute the membership of this body. 
The second charge— 
Tle said— 


against the House of Representatives is that it will be too small to possessa 
due knowledge of the interests of its constituents. 

It is a sound and important principle that the Representative ought to be 
acquainted with the interests and circumstances of his constituents. But 
this principle can extend no further than to those circumstances and in- 
terests to which the authority and care of the Representative relate. An ig- 
norance of a variety of minate and particular objects which do not lie within 
the compass of legislation is consistent with every attribute necessary toa 
dus performance of the legislative trust. In determining the extent of in- 
formation required in the exercise of a particular authority, recourse then 
must be had to the objects within the a ood of that authority. What are 
to be the objects of Federal! legislation? ‘Those which are of most importance 





| creased in numbers, 


2 Representatives upon this floor instead of 
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in their liberties with : 


30? Will any man declare in these days of rapid transit. f 
graphs, telephones, and a public press that the local information 
necessary to care for the interests of Maine will not be as thor- 


oughly possessed by 3 Representatives as by 47 

And the same argument will apply toeach and everyS 
turn. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
in the electoral college? 

Mr. DALZELL. Weall suffer alike in that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not think so. 

Mr. DALZELL. All suffer alike in that. There is no moro 
reason why the electoral college should be increased in numbers 
than there is why the House of Representatives should be in 
And I submit to every fair-minded man 
within the sound of my voice that 357 members respond fully to 
the tests that are laid down by Alexander Hamilton for the co 
stitution of an efficient and perfect legislative assembly. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, leaving the domain of theory and approach- 
ing that which we ourselves know, I advance the proposition that 
this House is habitually turbulent and noisy and at times almost 
uncontrollable, and that it has reached that point where, in very 


tate in its 
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many cases, theindividuality of the Representative counts forabso- 
lutely nothing. Why, yearsago, when this House consisted of less 
than 300 members, according to the testimony of distinguished 
statesmen now on record, it had already arrived at a point where 
it was disorderly, turbulent, and largely incapable of control. 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] on Saturday last 
quoted from authorities which he supposed were authorities for 
him. Isubmit that the authorities are altogether against him. 
Sixty years ago a distinguished member of this House said: 

Never since he had held a seat in this House had it been so inefficient a 
body es it was at this moment. The deterioration had been constant, as well 
in the dispatch of business as in the manner and the matter of its debate, 
owing, as he believed, to its overgrown size. 

That was not the expression of an outsider. That was the ex- 
pression of a distinguished Representative, an actor on the scene, 
a participator in debate, his deliberate judgment that at that time 
a House of less than 300 members had already become inefficient, 
had degenerated in dispatch of business and in manner and mat- 
ter of debate. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, Will the gentleman allow an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Are you willing to reduce the 
membership to 300? Are you in favor of that? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly, Iam. 

Mr. Johnson said the Senate had stigmatized the House as a bear garden, 
and contended, for that reason, that its number must be reduced. Mr. Pick- 
ens, in making an answer to some suggestions to the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts, Mr. Adams, said that instead of meeting here for consultation and 
legitimate discussion, if the House was increased in size, it woul@ be a body 
thrown into confusion, and from its very numbers it would be imbecile for 
all the purposes laid down in the Constitution. 

And even at a later day Mr. Herbert, twenty years ago, said 
that we all know that gentlemen now sit here for a whole Con- 
gress and do not know all of their fellow-members even by sight. 
Men sent here to deliberate and discuss, men sent here to consult 
with each other upon grave questions relating to their constitu- 
ents, and sent here in such numbers that during a period of two 
years it is impossible that they should become personally ac- 
quainted with each other! And Mr. Morrill, a name prominent 
in American history—American parliamentary history—Mr. 
Morrill, speaking of a period forty years ago: 

! e ° 

Now the Speaker has to stand up all the time and speak in a stentorian 
voice and constantly be rapping on his desk to maintain order in a little cir- 
cle round about the Chair; and it is a fact that very few members are able to 
participate understandingly in the transaction of business. 


Now, that is only a slight exaggeration. The only exaggera- 


tion is that the Speaker is standing up all the time. If he had | 


said he had to rap with his gavel almost all the time to prevent 
confusion, he would have pictured the House as it existed yester- 


day, as it exists to-day, and as it will exist, only in a far worse | 


degree, when you have added to its membership 29 or 30 more. 

Now, it seems like a waste of time to be arguing this proposi- 
tion in a House where there is present before us at all times an 
object lesson. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man permit an interruption? It does seem to me that we do have 
an object lesson this morning. Here are many gentlemen desir- 
ing to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania, gathered about him 


listening attentively. On the other side of the Chamber and in | 


their seats in the House there are gentlemen sitting at their desks 
writing letters or reading newspapers or consulting with each 
other. Does not that show that it is time to take away tempta- 
tion—to take away the desks from the Chamber [loud applause]— 


‘so that it may be used wholly for deliberative proceedings, for 


those who desire to speak and for those who desire to listen? 


the House. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Precisely; I meant no special 
reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if anyone desires to 


interrupt the member who is speaking he must rise and address | 


the Chair, and get permission. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will proceed. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I supposed I ad- 
dressed the Chair and received the consent of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly; I agreed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear that. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I turned to the Speaker and 
then asked permission. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman was not at all in fault. 

Mr. DALZELL. What the gentleman says is largely so. I 
have no doubt that the remedy for the evil should be determined 
in advance if this House is to be increased in number, which I 
think is inexpedient from any point of view. If it is determined 
to increase the number, I have no doubt the remedy suggested by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts would afford some relief; but 
it would nevertheless simply amount to this: It would amount to 
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the introduction into the House of Representatives of the United 
States of the absenteeism that prevails in the English House of 
Commons. 

The result would be not that gentlemen would be here to vote, 
because even with this great number they perform that slight 
duty. Not that gentlemen would be here to vote, but that gen- 
tlemen unwilling to listen would habitually be absent from the 
Chamber, and what Mr. Hamilton predicted would become true. 
The House would be absolutely under the control of the few men 
who attend daily to their duties. 

Now, then, I musthasten on. Thereare facts within the knowl- 
edge of gentlemen who have served in two or three Congresses 
that go to show that the truth of the position that I am arguing 
has been recognized in this House, and that the evil has been 
sought to be avoided through a long course of years by the adop 
tion of various expedients. For example, it has been a subject of 
deliberation in three or four Congresses by the Committee on 
Rules as to whether or not the rule that admits to the privileges 
of the floor ought to be so changed as to exclude ex-members, it 
being considered that in the confusion that here prevails the ex- 
clusion even of the few gentlemen who see fit to return from time 
to time to the scenes of their triumphs or their defeats might add 
something to the order of the House. 

The rules provide that the heads of Departments—the gentlemen 
with whom we are brought in contact in order to recéive the in- 
formation necessary inthe performance of our legislative duties— 
shall have access to the floor of the House; and yet in Congress 


| after Congress the petition of the Commissioners of the District 


of Columbia for admission to this House has been denied, because 
it was conceived that not even three more men ought to be added 
to the number already upon the floor. Even so small a matter as 
the presence of the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institute, who 


| probably came here but seldom, was taken into account and some 
| Congresses ago his name was stricken from the roll. It was 


thought that the absence even of one man might contribute some- 
thing to the order that ought to be maintained on this floor. We 
have denied time and again access to this floor to the assistant 
sergeant-at-arms and assistant doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Why, if any member has a constituent who calls upon him as a 
matter of courtesy or for business purposes he must meet him in 
one of the halls surrounding this House of Representatives, be- 
cause the lobby is too small to accommodate 357 members of the 
House. For that reason visitors have been excluded from it, 
newspaper reporters, and others, while at the other end of the 
Capitol Senators have a place to receive their constituents, thei: 
families, and all who may see fit to call on them in the perform- 
ance of their public duties, a privilege that every public servant 
ought to have, and that any properly constituted House would 
wovide. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido. 

Mr. WM.ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman suggests that much 
of the confuajon that is had here might result if the membership 
was increased, and he says, citing the English House of Com- 
mons-—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not cite the English House of Commons 
on the question of confusion. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, the question of attendance. 
That attendance, or lack of attendance, at the English House of 
Commons is ascribed to the fact that the members are paid noth- 
ing, and they do not feel bound to attend, as they do here. Ido 


| not think that analogy holds good. 
Mr. GAINES. And it is no worse on this than on that side of | 


Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan 


| that he has anticipated what I was going tosay. Gentlemen on 


this floor cite to us the House of Commons and the French Cham- 


| ber of Deputies. Thereis no proper analogy between those houses 


and this House. In thediscussion over the first apportionment »i!1 
some gentleman said, what has been repeated at every similar dis- 
cussion since, that the House of Commons had so many and the 
French Chamber of Deputies had so many members, and a dis- 
tinguished gentleman of that day said, and I adopt his ejacula- 
tion, ‘‘God forbid that this House should be brought into com- 
eer S| with either the House of Commons or the French Cham- 
er of Deputies.” 

The House of Commons is made up of representatives many of 
whom know nothing about the constituency that they are sup- 
posed torepresent. A man is chosen from some place in England 
to represent some borough in Scotland where he has never been 
and about which he cares nothing. Members receive no emolu- 
ment. I have been in the House of Commons half a dozen times 
and I never have seen 100membersinit. Theirs isa parliamentary 
Government and this is a Congressional Government. There is 
no proper analogy between them. ; 

As to the French Chamber of Deputies, if there is a more dis- 
orderly, and at times disgraceful, assembly on the face of the earth, 
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Mr. DALZELL. Just thesame difference that there is between 
357 and 325. It is harder to control this House and transact busi- 
ness efficiently under any rules with 357 members than it was in 
the Fifty-first Congress with 325. And the difficulty will be in- 
creased with every accession to the membership of this House. 

Now, I must hasten on. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. ‘ 

Mr. Smita of Kentucky rose. 

Mr. DALZELL. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me; 
I have only ten minutes left. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Just a moment. I have listened 
very attentively to what the gentleman has been saying about the 
restrictions on debate in this House. Now, I ask, is that due to 
the increased membership of the House or to the tendency of 
either party that may dominate the House to cut off debate on 
the opposite side? 

Mma DALZELL. I think it is due to the increased member- 
ship. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I differ with the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is due to the impossibility of furnishing an 
opportunity for every member to join in debate. 

Mr. Speaker, there are on the roster of this House—I have not 
counted them, but I venture the assertion there are fifteen useless 
committees, committees that never meet, that have no business 
to perform, to which a bill is never referred, and which exist as 
committees only in name. Why? Because the Speaker has to 
find a place on committee for every oné of the 357 members. Not 
only that, but every main committee of this House, every com- 
mittee charged with important business in this House, has had its 
numbers so increased that it is absolutely impossible to stow away 
another man in the committee room. Yet you propose to find 
committee places for 29 additional members. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not time to dwell further on this aspect of 
the case. I come now tomy last proposition. I deny the affirma- 
tion that even under the rules as we have them this is an efficient 
House. I say it is an inefficient House; and let the record show 
it. In the Fifty-fourth Congress there were presented in the 
House and the Senate 14,114 bills and 470 resolutions—a total of 
14,584. Of those bills and resolutions of more or less importance 
there were reported in this House the beggarly number of 2,815; 
and there were passed and became law the still more beggarly 
number of 984—984 out of a total of 14,584, But that is not all or 
the worst of it. The Senate of the United States, with no cloture, 
with no previous question, with unlimited debate, passed 1,682 
bills to 948 passed by the House of Representatives; and the dif- 
ference between the Senate and the House of Representatives is 
the difference between 90 men without rules and 357 men held to 
the performance of their duties by the strictest of rules, 

In the Fifty-fifth Congress there were introduced in the House 
10,547 bills and in the Senate 5,855, or a total of 16,402; and there 
were reported in this House the beggarly number of 2,112, and 
passed, 1,461. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman pardon mea moment? Does 
he bear in mind the fact that the English House of Commons, 
with a quorum of only 40, passed only 299 bills last year? 


so far as parliamentary procedure is concerned, I would like to 
know where it is. Why, the speaker of the French Assembly is 
clothed with the power of, at his own sweet will as to time and 
occasion, adjourning theassembly by ringing a bell. [Laughter. ] 
And times without number, if the newspapers are to be believed, 
within thelast few years, the French er has been adjourned 
at the bell of the speaker to avoid possible bloodshed on its floor. 

As to this Chamber, we have even removed the pages that used 
to come at beck and call and were seated on the floor of the House; 
we removed them into a half-lighted room, without air or ventila- 
tion, filled with tobacco smoke, in order to get rid even of their 
presence on the floor of the House. All these matters are matters 
relating to the presence of personson the floor. They are of small 
importance in comparison with other measures that have had to 
be taken in order to transact even as well as we do the business 
of the House. There was a time when there was no limitation 
on debate in this House. 

Now there is a limitation on debate, and, however much we 
may regret it, there is no gentleman here who does not know that 
it exists as an absolute necessity; who does not know that out of 
the 357 members that constitute this House 300 of them have 
never been heard upon the floor and never can be heard under 
ordinary circumstances. Why, if a gentleman is asked by his 
constituents to present a bill in this House relating to some meas- 
ure of great public importance he can not rise in his place and 
present that bill. He must deposit it in a box, and nobody, save 
the studious man who reads the RECORD and the committee to 
whom it is referred, unless it be reported, ever knows of its exist- 
ence, 

When I became a member of this House, not many years ago, 
there was a day when gentlemen arose in their places and pre- 
sented bills sent them by their constituents, and when every man 
who saw fit to be in his seat knew at the end of the day just what 
legislation was proposed. The same method exists to-day in the 
Chamber at the other end of the Capitol, and it is a method that 
ought to exist everywherein a legislative body sitting for the pur- 
pose of legislating, if it be possible. The great right of petition, 
for which that grand old President and statesman, John Quincy 
Adams, so heroically and successfully battled, what is it to-day? 
A mere farce. 

A petition signed by thousands of your constituents relating to 
measures considered by them of the gravest importance, and which 
under the Constitution they have a right to present to this House, 
can not be presented to the Houseitself. It goesinto a box andis 
referred to a committee, and, unless called for by the committee, 
is never seen by anyone save the man who presents it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What is the remedy for it? 

Mr. DALZELL. The remedy that existed when the House was 
small and when bills and petitions were presented in this House 
as they are on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does that fulfill the constitutional 
function to give the people their right of representation? 
re Mr. DALZELL. That is one aspect of the question we are de- 

ating. 

‘ a, nae Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
rom Pennsylvania a question. Mr. DALZELL. Ihave said that there is no analogy between 
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*AAINEGA THA «. ait r. DALZELL. Not at all. 1at is an executive body; this 
f ba ip oy ay not the gentleman from Pennsylvania vote isa legislative body. That is a Parliamentary body; this is a Con- 

Mr D ALZELL Y 11 ld vote for the ‘ i gressional body. Their Government is a Parliamentary Govern- 
enka ale . coin. | eo cnanaaene into ss ey a yagi goes iga een near cena The dif- 
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power, they would have to take them because they would find, as aerial aie SAU SEES Ene RES tO MANS any comNpernm 
at a find in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses, that | Only one word more. In the present Congress, according tothe 

M GAINES not be governed except under such rules. RECORD, there were introduced up to last Saturday night 13,300 

Mr DeLee, I Why — — - a ee i aie bills in this House and 5,414 in the Senate—a total of 18,714; and 
used to be presented enaaly in this Same, and caught he - a: | bill mae managed to have reported up to this time 2,100 of those 
sented, are disposed of now in the same way as bills introduced. | a BINGHAM. Let me ask the gentleman one question cov- 
ae a a es of aa Bi — = cw state . | ering, I think, this whole proposition. May not the determination 
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° : Lhe State e just as wise a legislative policy as reporting a bill? Is not the 
sot eee ek meenanes business; so that it was finally agreed, | gentleman going upon the cucieanniinin that all legislation proposed 
. e House consenting, that a quorum in the Com- | }y pills introduced is wise legislation? 






















































mittee of the Whole should be reduced to 100 members Mr. DALZELL. Iam gi: ' , ” : 
AE DOES Mr. D: LELL. g glad the gentleman called my attention 
a ed I ask the gentleman a question? to that, because I had omitted to say that in the Fifty-fifth Con- 
a L, Certainly. gress, counting what the gentleman speaks of, bills that were 


Mr. LONG. Is there any material difference between the rules 
as we have them now, with a House of 357 members, and the rules 
as we had them in the Fifty-first Congress, with a House of 325 
mem bers? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. LONG. Then what difference would there be between a 
House of 886 members and a House of 357 members in regard to 
the points that the gentleman makes? 


reported adversely, and resolutions reported adversely, and all 
matters of legislation passed upon, the Senate disposed of 2,114 
as against 1,461 in the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many of them were passed by Sena- 
torial courtesy which never should have passed? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania think that the wisdom of the rules of the 
House was vindicated when the House refused to pass a lot of 
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those bills that came over here from the Senate, considering the 
manner in which those bills are gotten through the Senate? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; I think anything done by the rules of 
the Honse is ali right. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LONG. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Really, I must either quit or 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that the consent 
of the Chair must be obtained before a gentleman is interrupted. 

Mr. DALZELL, lassume that my time has about concluded. 


| offerin which is now proposed to be tendered to the politica] 


TheSPEAKER. Thetimeof the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


has expired. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetis. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman be extended fifteen minutes. It is in 
the interest of the members of the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I decline that for the reason that 
other gentlemen are to follow me. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am very much obliged to the gentleman, 
but other gentlemen are to follow me, and lam not willing to 
take any portion of their time. [Applause.] 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. BINGHAM]. 


[Mr. BINGHAM addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HOPKINS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOoR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I will take up the subject of 
Pennsylvania at the point where the gentleman laid itdown. For 
twenty years, with the political power in the hands of the party 
to which the gentleman has belonged, they have seen fit to ignore 
the apportionment made by Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Did the gentleman say twenty years? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Twenty years. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Permit me to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think it has been twenty years. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The last apportionment was made in 1887. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well, then, for thirteen years, At 
that time did you have all of your Congressmen? 

Mr. BINGHAM. You mean twenty years? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then you reaffirm your statement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know what 1 am talking about. For 
thirteen years, according to the gentleman's own statement, this 
same magnificent county of Philadelphia has gone without her 
proportion of representative force in the Houseof Representatives, 
while they have elected two members at large throughout the 
State. Now, under the recent census the State of Pennsylvania 
increased her population by something over a million. 

Mr. BINGHAM. One million and forty-four thousand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And of that number 246,000 were in the 
county of Philadelphia and 223,000 were in the county of Alle- 
gheny, making nearly half a million of people. Now, the propo- 
sition is to reapportion the State, or else my friend's appeal is 
in vain, by giving to those cities the just measure of their deserts 
that they have been powerless to obtain for all these years. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Wecan not do this ourselves. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You did not have any legislatures in ses- 
sion? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We do not have this legislature. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Then there is something peculiar about 
this legislature that has not been about other legislatures. I think 
there is no special peculiarity about this legislature. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there is the whole trouble. Take my own 
State of Ohio, where we made a splendid gain of 485,229—almost 
half a million. Five counties of that State made almost 300,000 
of that gain— Hamilton County, Cuyahoga County, Lucas County, 
Franklin County, and Montgomery County. Now, the smaller 
you make the ratio the more power, relatively, you put into those 
counties and the fractional partsthereof. So, under the Burleigh 
bill we find, instead of four Representatives from the great cities 
of Ohio, we shall have nearly two and a half ratios in Cuyahoga, 
two and forty-odd thousand in Hamilton County, almost a ratio in 
Franklin, and almost aratio in Lucas County, while all the balance 
of the State will have the pleasure of dividing up about 15 mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow an interruption 
there? Is not that whole matter of the division of the State a 
function of the State legislature? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, very well—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. This House has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Apparently it has had a great deal to do 
with it. Now, with reference to New York, the Burleigh bill pro- 
poses to add three members from the State of New York. Where 
will they be located? That portion of the State above the Harlem 
River has not gained in population except in a single county ma- 
terially, and the whole three of these members is simply a peace 
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power dominating below the Harlem, Tammany Hall. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no interest or feeling in regard to 
this bill, I would not vote to keep any man out or to bring any 
manin. Ihave one general idea in regard to the power of the 

| people of a State over its representation in Congress. I do not be- 
| lieve in this country it is necessary that Congress shall legislate 
| and affect the whole of the country by its legislation in order that 
| some one or two or three particular gentlemen shall be kept in 
Congress or that any particular State shall be protected beyond its 
| deserts, for while I believe my friend from Pennsylvania is right 
in saying the legislature of the State has power over its Congres. 
sional districts, [ am right in saying that the people of a State 
have power over the election of their Representatives; and it will 
not occur shortly that any action of Congress will keep any dis- 
tinguished man out of Congress and send a less valuable one in 
his place. 
| J put my support of this bill on the ground that it is a smaller 
| number of Representatives than any other bill. I would cheer- 
fully and gladly vote for a scheme of 300 members of the House. I 
have listened to this discussion about the French Chamber of 
Deputies and the British House of Commons. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
| the members of the British House of Commons are not in any 
sense such representative men of their constituencies as we are. 
lt is a rare thing in an ordinary session of the House of Commons 
| to find above a hundred members present and therefore it is that 
| they have cut down the quorum of their House to 40, in order that 
about 40 members can go there and transact business. 

The average member of the House of Commons in England is a 
gentleman who has wealth enough and is powerful enough to go 
to London to live, is wealthy enough to live without salary, and 

| to be within telephonic or telegraphic reach in case of a political 
| division in the House, so that he may go in and ascertain his duty 
| as an individual, then vote, and leave immediately. 

And the same is true of the representative assembly of the peo- 
ple of France. There is no comparison. The English member of 
the House of Commons has no necessity for adesk. Hehas noth- 
ing to do with the rules of the house, he does not have to have a 
digest, and has nothing to do with the list of members. He does 
not care anything about that; he does not need adirectory. Nine 
out of ten of them have no great business connection with their 
constituents at home. I have heard this talk about taking the 
desks out of this House. I do not believethat it will ever be done, 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BincHam], if he de- 
sires to make the effort, will have an opportunity when the sun- 
dry civil bill comes here to move to strike out the appropriation 
for the improvement of the Hall that is now contemplated and 
substituting the removal of the desks, and I venture to say that 

| he will not get 10 votes in this House in favor of his project. It 
never had any support, except here and there an American gen- 
tleman journeying to London who thought he saw something 
rather attractive by looking down from the gallery, where he was 
able to get a seat that some member of Parliament did not occupy— 
for more than one-third of them have to sit in the gallery, if they 
ever come there, as they do occasionally on festal occasions 
and thought he saw something nice in a man sitting on a bench 
with his hat on his head, something that looked perfectly unique 
and unusual, and rushed back to America and spoke or wrote it 
up in our magazines for publication. 

We are business representatives of active, stirring constituents, 
and one-half of our practical efficiency comes from the presence 

the desks and the uses that we make of them, Therefore | 
would vote for the smaller rather than the larger House. Two 
million and a half dollars added to the expense of a decade of the 
House of Representatives is a matter of some moment and impor- 
tance. The argument that some Eastern State—and it is very 
strange that it is necessary for us to pass this bill in order to give 
to Maine her present representation, when by doing so we shall 
give to Connecticut, another New England State, an increas», a 
Democratic increase, beyond all possibility of the surveying of 
lines. 

Now, what are we to doin the future? It appears that we are 
following precedents, going back as far as Hamilton. To-day we 
propose that we will not allow any State to lose a Representative 
except Nebraska. I do not see any method of saving Nebraska 
unless we take in about 400. I should like to know why not Ne- 
braska? Why do we not take in Nebraska? Why legislate against 
Nebraska, a growing, splendid State, with the chances of the 
future enhanced 1,000 per cent within the last three months? 
|Laughter.]| Whynot? Whyshould we leave Nebraska out and 
yet proclaim our purpose to leave nobody out? Let us see what 
we are coming to. 

We can not hope that all the States can maintain their propor- 
tion of population always. Some States will naturally fall off. 
| That must beso. Fourteen counties of Indiana shrunk in their 
population under this census. More than that number in Ohio 

| shrunk in their population in this census. Westward as you go 
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the population increases more rapidly, so that Iowa did not fall 
off in a single county in that State. Here is the logic, here is the 
force of all that. If the criterion is to be in the East, and the 
Western State is to be maintained, necessarily, under all the cir- 
cumstances, what will be the size of this body twenty years from 
now; 

Ilread in a newspaper to-day that it was absurd to talk about 
the size of this Hall. Possibly that may be. It may be true that 
this country is rich enough to build a new Capitol and a new Hall 
of Representatives, but this Congress can not legislate to increase 
the power of the voice of the Speaker, nor swell the momentum 
of power of the voice of every member on this floor, and I do not 
know but that it is about as important that the size of the Hall 
shall conduce to the voice of the State being heard by a few Rep- 
resentatives as it is that the voice of the State shall be heard by 
the mere vote of a Representative, when his voice can not be 
heard, unless we adopt a system of megaphone communication 
between the Chair and the members of the House. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman thinks the people ought to be heard 
by the voice of their Representatives? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do. 

Mr. SIMS. And yet w2 are running under a lot of rules that 
shut i of more than one-half of the House on almost 
every bill. 

Mi. GROSVENOR. I think the country is not suffering in that 
direction. [Laughter.] The gentleman is misapprehending the 
rules of the House. He could not make a better set of rules if he 
should try. The only great modification of the rules were made 
in the Fifty-first Congress, and were subsequently adopted by the 
Democrats in the Fifty-third, when they found it was indispens- 
able to doso. I differ with my distinguished friend from lowa 
|Mr. HEPBURN}, and I want to compliment him, as he did me, by 
saying that he is a man of distinguished power, and learning, and 


knowledge, but, in my judgment, he is just slightly affected with | 


a special prejudice against the rules of the House. { Laughter. | 
1 deny that it is impossible to pass legislation in this House. I 
make the statement without any purpose of bluster. I state over 


again what the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HEPBURN] says he has | 


heard me say—if I have behind me an assured majority of a quo- 


rum of this House, I can pass any bill on the Calendar of this | 


House, with or without the action and friendly cooperation of the 
Speaker. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. As I understand, there is but one 
species of machinery under our rules by which the gentleman can 
do that, and that is by a conspiracy or agreement among the 
chairmen of all the committees that upon a call of the com- 
mittees each one of them will drop out and say that he has no 
business to call up. 
tleman? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Thatisone way. That appliesonly to one 
character of business. There is only one character of business 
that can be brought up in that sort of way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask my friend from Ohio to state 
the process by which he would accomplish the object he has stated. 
I am afraid my friend has something up his sleeve that he has not 
let the rest of us know about. I would be glad if he would en- 


Will the gentleman allow me a 
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| the South. 


Is not that the only course open to the gen- | 


lighten the House by showing how, with his majority back of him | 


and without the friendly aid of the Speaker, he can pass any prop- 
osition in this House, I say he can not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, I know: and I guess that is as far as 
we shall get in this controversy to-day. 
to the House and the country once what could be done here, after 
the scheme was practically abandoned by everybody else. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was on the Hawaiian bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Yes, sir; when the Hawaiian bill was 
brought up. That is one thing. 


Mr. Speaker, I illustrated | 


} 


When I am brought up for a | 


civil-service examination I will tell the balance, but not until | 


then. {Laughter.] 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
us can get our bills passed. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to speak a moment or two more on 
this question. 


We want to know how the rest of 


I believe it will be discovered that if the Burleigh bill passes— | 
and I very much fear it will—we shall have turned over 25 per | 


cent of the power of the Fifty-eighth Congress to the cities of this 
country; we shall have stripped the entire rural districts of the 
country of their just measure of power in this body; we shall have 


turned over to the great centers of population the power to control | 


the legislation of Congress. 


) I can show that; and | will try todo 
80 in extending my remarks, 
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I want to say a few words now on what is known here as the 
Crumpacker proposition. 1am opposed to the disfranchisement 
of the colored men of the South, and I have placed myself upon 
the records of the country in a magazine article giving fully my 
reasons; and my position on that question does not apply to the 
question, Which is the stronger, or which shall have the greater 
political power in the future? 

Mr. OTEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Grosve- 
NOR] yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Orry}? 

Mr. OTEY. I make the point that the gentleman's time has 
expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman from Virginia is not 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. [Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [hope I may have five minutes more. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well; I give the gentleman five minutes 
more. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam delighted that my friend from Vir- 
ginia is watching the clock and aiding the Speaker in administer- 
ing the rules of the House. 

Mr. OTEY. Ido not object to the gentleman occupying fifteen 
or twenty minutes more, if he does not take it out of my time, 
and that is what he is doing. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., Iwill not take anything out of the gentle- 
man’s time. 

Mr. OTEY. You are doing so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is taking from the time of 
both of us now. Iam willing that the gentleman shall have all 
the time he wants as soon as [ have occupied my five minutes. 

Mr. OTEY. It was agreed that I should have thirty minutes; 
but now it appears that {| am to be cut down to five. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; the gentleman can say more 
in five minutes than the average member of Congress can in 
twenty minutes. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. OTEY, If it be agreed that I shall have twenty minutes, 
I will move to extend the gentleman’s time for half an hour. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have five minutes, and I would like to 
go on. 

My opposition—I would rather say hostility, for that is the bet- 
ter term—to the disfranchisement of the colored man is because 
| sympathize with, and feel a great interest in, the people of 
[ have no prejudice on this question; and the gentle- 
man from Mississippi the other day in his very eloquent appeal 
on this subject fired over my head. I would act here with just 
as much energy in behalf of a measure for the benefit of the eleven 
States of the South with which I was at enmity as I would for 
any State of the North. 

My votes have spoken upon that question. My position is that 
in a free government dependent upon the will of the people there 
can be no disfranchisement without absolute injury to the Com- 
monwealth in which the disfranchised persons reside. I know 
that sometimes some benefit may appear to flow from such dis- 
franchisement, but I point out the fact that long ago—during all 
of the last thirty years—the white people of the South have built 
up their civilization, their intelligence, their patriotism, their 
education, against the ignorant and whatever else pertains to the 
colored man’s character, and some white men also; yet during all 
those thirty years, with the exception of the brief period following 
the war, the white man with his intelligence has controlled the 
Government, and to-day there is in this House of Representatives 
but a single colored man from all that vast population, and he, I 
presume, will be the last of his race for many years 

By this policy of disfranchisement you make enemies of a raco 
that want to be your friends. You put into the body politic a 
great body or class of pariahs. You brand them with a condi- 
tion little short of s'!avery. I know that the educational systems 
of the South are to-day liberal to the colored men. Will they al- 
ways be so? Will they continue? Let us see what you are doing. 
You demand the disfranchisement of the colored man. Then you 
say that you do it because he is ignorant, because he might vote 
against the best interests of the white people. 

Are you sure that when you have accomplished that you will 
not go a step further and deprive him of the educational facilities 
that are rapidly bringing him up to the standard which you your- 
selves have set? Take the case of North Carolina, with almost 
two colored children attending the schools of the State where 
there is one white child, in proportion to the relative strength of 
the two races there. Are you quite sure, my friend, that the next 
aggressive step will not be legislation that will tend to keep in 
this condition of unfitness, as you call it, these very people whom 
you are now legislating against? That is my objection. I care 
nothing about this question of representation in Congress in com- 
parison. 

If the people of the North and the East and the West and the 
rapidly growing sentiment of the South, educated as itis by the 
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wealth and intelligence of this country, can not protect ourselves | ago the whole country was aflame over a bill affecting the people 


against the political power of the South, I am willing to go down 
in the political vortex that is coming. 


But what I say to you | 


is that the danger exists that you are transforming a class of | 


friends into a class of registered enemies—enemies of record. I 
fear that you will have trouble in that direction. [Applause on 
the Republican side. | 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I yield to the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr, JoNEs]. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, that government 
wherein all the people meet together to enact laws and select per- 
sons to execute them is the ideal ‘‘ government of the people, by 
the people, and for the people.” 

This, however, is impracticable in a country of any considerable 
number of people. Hence it isthat, in addition to delegating the 
execution of law to certain individuals, the people delegate the 
power to make laws to certain representatives; hence republican 
government, The right to participate in theselection of the Rep- 
resentatives who are to make the laws is one of the dearest, if not 
the dearest, right of the American citizen. In its defense he will 
sacrifice his money, his property, and even his life, if need be. 

We are proud of ourGovernment. We claim to be a nation of 
sovereigns. Yet how thin is the toga of representative govern- 
ment in which we so proudly envelop ourselves. 

One coordinate branch of our Government is the Supreme 
Court of the United States. With the selection of this court the 
people have nothing to do directly. Its members are appointed 
by the President of the United States, and when once appointed 
hold for life or during good behavior. The people Meoctly have 
no say whatever as to the members of this august tribunal, whose 
decision finally determines what the law is, and whose fiat may 
overturn the express act of the other coordinate branches of the 
Government. They are not responsible to the people, and when 
onceappointed are absolutely independent of theappointing power. 

The President is selected by the people, and yet here the people 
vote by States through the electoral college and not directly. He 
is the head of the executive department of the Government, and 
he, and not the people, appoints the real executors of the people’s 
will. 

The other coordinate branch of the Government and, primarily, 
the lawmaking power is Congress, composed of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. This is supposed to be the citadel of 
our republican Government. Through this we exercise our sov- 
ereignty. With the selection of the Senate, however, we have 
nothing to do directly. Its members are selected by the legisla- 
tures of the different States and are supposed torepresent the States 
themselves. 

This leaves us the House of Representatives. Here we find the 
direct agents of the people. The members of the House represent 
directly the will of the people of this great country. The people 
vote directly for them and against them. To them they write, 
telling all their troubles. Through them they speak and through 
them they act. They are not only the representatives of the peo- 
ple, but they are the servants and errand boys of the people. 


Hence it is that a bill looking toward the apportionment of these | 
Representatives to the different States of the Unionis one fraught | 


with the greatest importance. It determines for the next ten 
years the degree in which each citizen shall be represented in his 
Government and in the enactment of laws by which his rights 
shall be determined and protected. 
next ten years the votes that each State shall have in selecting the 


Chief Magistrate of our country and the head of its executive | 


department. ‘These measures always have been justly considered 
of vast importance. 

The bill reported by the committee has all the importance of 
previous bills of a similar character, but it is more important for 
another reason. It contemplates limiting and fixing the number 
of members that shall constitute the House of Representatives. 
It not only determines the degree in which each citizen of this 
country shall be represented in the lawmaking power of the Gov- 


ernment now, but it also says that hereafter the House of Rep- | 


resentatives shall consist of no greater number than is prescribed 
in this bill. It does not say this in somany words, but that is the 
idea of the bill and of the committee. 

So it is that at the very threshold of the consideration of this 
bill we are confronted with a question of transcendent impor- 
tance. It seems tome that this is one of the most important ques- 
tions we have ever considered, and it is one that should be deter- 
mined at the very outset in the consideration of this bill. Itisa 
question that affects every Representative here and every citizen 
in this Union. Youcannotsay: ‘‘ The representation of my State 
is not changed oy either bill; therefore we are not interested.” 
You and your people «are interested in future representation which 
is directly affected by this bill. Furthermore, you are interested 
in seeing justice don’ as nearly as possible to every citizen of this 
Republic as well as to those of yourown State. Only ashort time 


It also determines for the | 





of Porto Rico. Many who are indifferent as to these two bills 
were frantic at legislation which they considered as striking at 
the liberties of a distant people. That was beneficent legislation. 
This means the direct curtailment of the highest privilege of 
every citizen of this Republic. 

From the foundation of this Government to the present every 
apportionment bill has taken into consideration the growth of the 
country and has increased the representation of the people, with 
the possible exception of the apportionment bill under the Sixth 
Census, in 1848, when the number was fixed at 223, a reduction of 
17. This reduction was not made, however, with the idea that 
the House was large enough or too large. At the very next cen- 
sus, however, 1853, an increase was made to 233, and from that 
time to the present there has been a steady increase. The census 
of 1863 made an increase over the preceding census of 10; in 1873, 
of 50; in 1883, of 32, and in 1893, of 31,s0 that the number fixed at 
the Eleventh Census was 356, which has been increased by the ad- 
mission of another State to 357. Even with this constant increase 
the power of individual citizenship has been decreasing. The sub- 
stanceis gradually becoming shadow. In the First Congress there 
was 1 Representative for every 30,000 people. To-day there is | 
for every 173,901. One citizen then had almost as much influence 
as 6 have now. 

Under the bill of the committee there will be 1 Representative 
to every 208,868, while under the bill of the minority it will be 
1 to every 194,182. Is not this a sufficient decrease in the repre- 
sentation of the individual citizen? Shall we, the representatives 
of the people, say now that this representative body shall cease to 
grow? That, though we have 10,000,000 more people than we had 
in 1890, they shall have no more Representatives? That, though 
in 1910 we may have 85,000,000 people, they shall have no more 
Representatives than when their number amounted to 62,000,000? 
Ican not think so. The nineteenth century has been a most won- 
derful century for us. Our growth and development have been 
marvelous. They have surpassed the wildest dreams of the most 
visionary. In territory, population, commerce, manufactures, 
agriculture, mining, invention, science, art, education, culture, 
literature, and in all that makes civilization and a great nation 
we have rivaled the fables of antiquity. 

We enter the twentieth century with a boundless hope and pos- 
sibilities foreshadowed by the accomplishments of the nineteenth. 
Shall we mark our legislative advent into the twentieth century 
with an act pointing to the downfall of representative government? 
I believe in our Government andin our people. I have no fears of 
tyranny or empire in this country; but I do say, that, in my judg- 
ment, when this nation does go the way of all nations of the past, 
the beginning of the end will be when the growth of the repre- 
sentative branch of the Government ceases. The further the 
representatives get away from the people, from the individual 
citizen, the more insecure our liberties and the more liable our 
Government to decay. The nearer they stay to the people, the 
closer they are in touch with the individual citizen, the more 
stable will be our Government, and the more secure our liberties. 

But it is said the House is too large now, and while we will not 
decrease it, it must not be made larger. Is this true? How does 
it compare with other representative bodies? Great Britain, with 
a population of 37,731,410, has 670 members in the House of Com- 
mons; France, with a population of 38,343,192, has 584 members 
of the Chamber of Deputies; Germany, with a population of 
49,428,470, has 397 members in the Reichstag; Italy, with a popu- 
lation of 30,535,848, has 508 members in the Chamber of Deputies; 
Spain, with a population of 17,565,632, has 431 members in Con- 
gress, the representative body of the Cortes: Austria-Hungary has 
a population of 42,762,886 and has two parliaments. 

The representative part in Austria has 353 members and in 
Hungary 453. In other words, the representative branch of every 
great government in the world to-day is larger than ours, and we 
have to-day proportionately the smallest representative body ‘n 
the world. What will our citizens think when they consider that 
the citizen of England, Germany, France, Spain, Italy, and Aus- 
tria is more nearly represented than they? What will they think 
of Representatives who boast of the greatness of our country and 
the beauties of our Government and then by their votes say our 
people shall have fewer Representatives than any other great na- 
tion of the world to-day? It seems to me that this fact alone 
should condemn the proposition. 

Why would a slight increase in the present membership hinder 
the dispatch of business in this House? Every member knows 
that the business of the House is very largely done in committees, 
and that these committees expedite business rather than the House 
itself. The increase of even one member on each committee would 
not hinder nor delay the enactment of legislation. As a matter of 
fact, it is an open question whether or not there is not too much 
business done here, rather than too little. It would be probably 
far better for the country if a great deal of the legislation which is 
enacted were not consummated. One thing is assured, and that 
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is that the increase of 10, 20, or 80 members in this body will not 
unreasonably delay or hinder the passage of any measure of im- 
portance to the people. : 

There is no question but that a great part of the business of 
this House is done with only a small proportion of its membership 
present. During this Congress there have been only a few meas- 
ures that have called forth the entire strength or the greatest 
membership of the House. It is also true that measures deserv- 
ing of the consideration of all the members of the House and iu 
which the whole country is interested are given consideration by 
the entire membership, and, as a usual thing, the full body of the 
House is recorded upon such measures, 

Such was true in the noted Roberts case; such was true in the 
Porto Rican legislation, and such will also be the case in matters 
in which the whole people of this country consider themselves 
vitally interested. 

Is it thought that with 30 more members there would have 
been less dispatch in the Roberts case or there would have been 
less ready action in the Porto Rican matter than with the 357? I 
think not. It may be true that there might be a little more inde- 
pendent action upon the part of members of this House if the mem- 
bership were somewhat increased. As everyone knows, the 
business of this House is practically controlled by not exceeding 
a dozen members in this body. They say what legislation shall 
be considered. They say when it shall be considered. They say 
whether or not it shall be passed. And especially matters that 
partake to a certain extent of partisanship are considered in such 
a way as to almost compel members to vote against their honest 
judgment. 

If an increase in the membership would bring a little more in- 
dependence of thought and action, it might be much better for the 
people. The Speaker of the House would have just as much power 
with an increased number as he has now, and it rests very largely 
with him to say what legislation shall be considered, when it shall 
be considered, and whether or not it shall be passed. We havea 
membership now of 357, the Senate has a membership of 90, and 
yet in the dispatch of business, in consideration and passage of 
important measures, the House will certainly favorably compare 
with the Senate, : 

It is true that with an increased membership there would also 
be an increased expense, and yet in a matter that involves the 
rights of the people and the right of participating in the Govern- 
ment this is a question that should not and will not have any 
weight with the people. Every man would be willing to pay a 
little more in order to retain more of that inviolable right of self- 
government. Furthermore, each Representative in this House 
now represents about 173,000 people. With 357 members, with 
the present population, he would represent about 208,000 people. 


This is as much as any man can reasonably represent and do jus- | 


tice to his constituents, especially where he has a diversity of in- 
terests in his district. If you make no increase in the member- 


ship, then you will find each member getting further and further | 


away from his peopleand his constituency, doing less for each one 
of them, and becoming less and less a representative of the people. 

With a gradual increase of membership we keep closer to the 
ear We know more of their wants and have more time to 
ook after their necessities. It may be that some of the members 
from some of the districts of this country have but very little to 
do that directly affects their constituency. 





| not represented at all. 


They can give their | 


attention to matters of general legislation, but it is different with | 


me. 
every matter of national legislation coming before Congress. 

_ Istherea River and Harbor Committee? Our people are directly 
interested in appropriations made by that committee. Is there an 
Interstate Commerce Committee? 


We are directly interested in | 


The constituency | represent are directly interested in almost | 


its business, work, and legislation in the way of commerce, light- | 


houses, life-saving stations, etc. 
We have our Army posts and fortifications to look after. 
a Naval Committee? We have batile ships to build and navy-yards 
to maintain. We have public lands, arid lands, Indian atfairs, 
forest reserves, and claims of all kinds. 
interests, manufacturing interests, fishing interests, lumber inter- 
ests, and almost every industry in which the people of any section 
of this country are interested. 

Some saythatour Hall is not large enough. If that be true, we 
must make it larger. Representation in this country can not be 
restricted by wooden walls. 


Is there a Military Committee? | 
Is there | 


We have great mining | 
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If this room can not be made large | 


enough, the people will say and demand that we shall build | 


another that is large enough. Shall we say that our legislative 
body and the Government of which we are so proud shall be less 
than that of the Monarchies of Europe? Shall we say that the 
participation of the citizen of this country in the administration 
of its Government shall be less than in the Governments of the Old 
World? Will we be justified in saying that the citizen of this 
country shall have less to say in the enactment of legislation for 
his Government than a citizen of those countries? 


| 
j 
| 


When the number 356 was adopted in 1890 there was no thought | ginia, and the highest, 231,488, in Maine, or a difference of 39,728 
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then in the minds of the members of the House of Representa- 
tives that there should be no further increase except by the admis- 
sion of new States. There were some, it is true, who thought 
that the House was large enough, and yet they were very few. 
Mr. Frank, of Missouri, stated, ‘‘But as long as Congress in- 
dulges in special class legislation in private bills instead of con- 
fining itself to general and national legislation, it is absolutely 
indispensable that the number of Representatives be increased.” 

And Representative Taylor said, ‘‘And if you will look over 
the increase in representation made from decade to decade, you 
will find that we have had to the present membership almost pre- 
cisely the average number in the increase made from time to time 
during the last hundred years.” 

Mr. Tillman, of South Carolina, said, referring to the size of the 
House and its increase: ‘‘ It isso in England, from whom we in- 
herit every institution that is worth preserving or worthy of 
praise,” and he was in favor of making the House a body com- 
posed of 600 members and the Senate of 300. 

What is the object and purpose of an apportionment bill? The 
Constitution says Representatives shall be apportioned among the 
several States according to their respective numbers, etc. The 
object of every bill, of course, is to carry out this provision of the 
Constitution, and, leaving out now the question as to whether or 
not the membership shall stay as it is and taking the position that 
it should be increased and arguing in favor of the bill reported by 
the minority, let us see which measure comes nearer to carrying 
out the intention of the Constitution. 

The only real question to be considered is that this apportion- 
ment shall be made according to population. The power of the 
State, the wealth of the State, the manufactures of the State 
have no bearing upon this proposition. The State that has the 
people is the State entitled to representation, whether it has the 
material wealth or not. 

It has been endeavored in the past to apportion these Represent- 
atives by some mathematical system, and the majority of the com- 
mittee reported in favor of making this apportionment according 
to the system which they say has been used in the past. That is, 
to first determine the membership of which the House shall be 
composed and then apply that number successively to the popula- 
tion of the different States; then again to apply it to the fractions, 
giving representation to every major fraction and the number 
determined upon as reached, and then stop. 

An examination of the debates in connection with the appor- 
tionments in the past and an examination of the tables submitted 
in the report of the committee show that no system has ever yet 
been devised that has carried out the provision of the Constitu- 
tion. It seems to me, from the very nature of things, that it is 
absolutely impossible to devise a mathematical system by which 
injustice will not be done. The population of the various States 
is not based upon any mathematical system. Each one has to be 
considered independently of the other, and from this naturally 
results the fact that no mathematical system can be applied to 
them in this apportionment. 

Furthermore, the argument of this question proceeds appar- 
ently upon the theory that the people composing these fractions are 
Thisis not thecase. The Representatives 
are not apportioned to the districts, but to the States, which are 
divided into districts so that all the people of the State are repre- 
sented; and it seems to me that the real difficulty is to secure an 
apportionment of the Representatives to the State in such a way 
that when the State is divided into districts there will be as little 
difference among all the various districts of the State and the 
nation as possible. In other words, if we could so apportion the 
Representatives that each district would have exactly the number 
that could be represented by one member, this would be in exact 
accord with the requirements of the Constitution. Asit is impos- 
sible to do this, then it seems to me that we should get as near to 
it as possible. If we have to do violence toany mathematical sys- 
tem in order to do it, it is but our plain duty to see that it is done, 
as justice should be placed above mathematics in such a matter, 

Now, let us compare the two bills presented to the House. Un- 
der the bill represented by the committee the district with the 
least population would bein Vermont, with a population of 171,820, 
and the district with the highest population would be in Colorado, 
with 269,551. Thus the variation between the lowest and highest 
district would be 97,731 people. By this you see that a Congress- 
man in Vermont represents 171,820 people, while a Congressman 
in Colorado represents 269,551 people. In the State of Colorado 
there are 92,451 and in the State of Washington there are 85,966 
more people in the district than in Vermont. 

Under the bill submitted by the minority the lowest district has 
171,820 people, the same as in the majority and in the State of 
Vermont, and the largest district would be in Rhode Island, with 
214,278 people, or a variation between the lowest and highest of 
only 42,458. Leaving out States with but two Congressmen, the 
variation in the committee bill is 191,760 for the lowest, West Vir- 
Q. 
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while under the minority bill the. lowest is 173,080, in Arkansas, 
and the highest is 203,188, in Alabama, or a difference of 30,000. 
Now, it seems to me that under the minority bill, with so much 
difference in the variations, the Representatives are more nearly 
apportioned to the different States in accordance with the spirit 
of the Constitution than in the majority bill. While it is true 
that the priuciple adopted by the majority has been used in the 
past, yet it never has been used in the way now applied by the 
majority. 





There were two reasons given in 1890 for the selection of the | 


number 356, and they were considered as the main reasons, first, 
because, taking the number 356 and applying it as a rule which re- 


quired that no State with a fraction greater than a major fraction | 


should be left without representation for that major fraction. 


This is not true underthe committee bill. In fact, there are three | 


States with a majority fraction for which they get no representa- 
tion, and the injustice of applying this ironclad rule is manifest 
when we see that Colorado, with a fraction of 121,367, is given no 
representation, while Michigan, with a fraction of 123,434, is given 
an additional Representative. 

In other words, 2.067 people in Michigan gives Michigan an 
additional Representative. It would be much more just and 
eqitable to giye to Colorado an additional Representative instead 
of Michigan, and it would make each citizen of Colorado and 
Michigan more nearly represented according to the spirit of the 
Constitution than under the bill of the committee. As it 1s, it 
takes 269,551 people in Colorado for 1 Representative, while in 
Michigan it only takes 201,748 for 1 Representative. As a mat- 
ter of fact, the rule adopted by the majority, if applied at all, 
should give increased representation to the smaller States having 
the majority fraction, first. because their fraction will be divided 
among fewer Representatives than in the larger States, and in 
this way the relative influence of each citizen in the conduct of 
the Government would be more nearly equalized. 

The apportionment in the minority bill is made in accordance 
with the rule of the majority, except that,in order to take care of 
two major fractions, the bill arbitrarily gives 2 Representatives 
to two different States. This has been in the interest of justice. Of 
course, according to the majority's theory, this does an injustice 
to other States, and this arises from the argument that a major 
fraction is not represented at all if no Representative is allowed 
for it. But when we go to divide the States into districts in ac- 
cordance with the bill of the minority we find that the districts 
are more nearly of a uniform size than under the bill of the ma- 
jority. 

The unreliability of this so-called system is glaringly illustrated 
in the fact that if the membership of the House should be fixed at 
356, or less, Colorado would gain a member; if fixed at 357 she 
would not gain a member, and if fixed at 358, or more, she would 
gain 1 member. 

The honorab!e chairman of this committee, in order to show the 
injustice of the Burleigh bill, took 173,617, the number of persons 
to which 1 Representative is accorded under the Burleigh bill in 
Maine, and applied it to the States of New York, Pennsylvania, 
Illinois, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Ohio, Texas, and Iowa, and by 
computation showed that if each of these States were givena Rep- 
resentative for each 173,617, they would be entitled to more Repre- 
sentatives than are given each of them by the Burleigh bill. He 
claimed that this was very unjust and appealed to them for their 
votes on behalf of his bill by reason of this alleged injustice. He 
refused to make any comparison with the number of people that 
his bill requires in the State of Washington to make 1 Representa- 
tive, to wit, 257,786. He refused to show that by applying this 
ratio toeach of these States they would be really entitled toa much 
smaller number of Representatives than are given by his bill. 

But let us take exactly the same method of argument upon his 
bill that he took upon the Burleigh bill and see whether or not he has 
acted fairly by these large States according to his own argument. 
Under his bill Vermont has 1 Representative for every 171,820 
people. Now, let us apply that same ratio to each of these other 
States, because if Vermont is entitled to 1 Representative for 
each 171,820 people, shou: 1 not each of these other States be enti- 
tled to 1 for that number? Theyshould according to his argu- 
ment. 

llow does his bill treat them? Applying this ratio to New York 
it would be entitled to 42 Representatives; he gives it only 
Pennsyivania would be entitled to 36, and that without counting 
fractions; he gives it only 30. Illinois would be entitled to 28; she 


gets 23. lowa would be entitled to 12; she gets 11. Minnesota 


would be entitled to 10; she gets 8. Massachusetts would be en- | 


titled to 16; she gets 13. Texas would be entitled to 17; she gets 
15; and carrying it further, Missouri would get 17; she gets 15. 
Wisconsin would get 12; shegets 10. California would get 8, with 
a largefraction; she gets7. Michigan would get 14, while she gets 
12. Indiana would get 14: she gets 12. Colorado 3, with a large 
fraction, but she gets 2. Florida 3, andshe gets 2. The States of 
North Dakota, Montana, Maine, and Connecticut with their popu- 
lation would be entitled to 12; they get 9. Colorado, Florida, and 
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Washington would beentitled to10, giving 1 for the major fraction: 
they get 6. 
If the Burleigh bill is in the frying pan the Hopkins bill is in the 
| fire. 
| Itseems to me that the proper method to make this apportion- 
| mentis by determining the ratio of population for each Representa- 
| tive and apply this ratio to each State, taking the number resulting 
| therefrom and add to it 1 Representative for each major fra 
tion. Thisisasimplerule. Itisajustrule. It is easy of ap»li- 
cation. It involves no paradoxes and does substantial justice to 
| all as nearly as can be, and is constitutional, as stated by Mr, 
| Webster. 

If you take 194,000 as the ratio for each Representative, then 
giving one Representative for each 194,000 and major fraction 
would give a membership of 387 and would leave no State with a 
major fraction for which no Representative is given. Under such 
an apportionment the representation would be just as it is in the 

3urleigh bill with the exception of Iowa, which would have 12. 
Under this apportionment the State with the largest number of 
| people toeach Representative would be Rhode Island, with 214.27s, 
or a Variation of 20,278 above the ratio. The State with the few- 
est number of people to one Representative is North Dakota, with 
one Representative for 157,217, or a variation below the ratio of 
36,773. Total variation between the highest and lowest districts, 
57,051. Under the Hopkins bill the highest number of people to 
one district is in Colorado, with 269,551, or a variation above the 
ratio of 60,633, while the State with the lowest district is Vermont, 
with 171,820 people, or a variation below the ratio of 37,048, o1 
total variation between the highest and lowest districts of 97,681, 

Leaving out the small States with 4 Representatives and under, 
we find the following extreme variation under this method of ap- 
portionment: 

Alabama has 1 Representative for 203,188, or avariation of 9,1°S 
above the ratio, while Nebraska, with 178,089 people to 1 Repre- 
sentative, or a variation below the ratio of 15,911, or a total varia- 
tion between the highest and lowest of only 25,099. Under 
the Hopkins bill South Carolina has 1 Representative to every 
223,386, or a variation of 14,518 above the ratio, while West Vir- 
ginia has 1 Representative to every 191,760, or a variation below 
the ratio of 19,108, or a total variation between the highest and 
lowest districts of 33,626. 

if you give 1 Representative for every 194,000 and major frac- 
tion you have a House of 387 members, and give full representa- 
tion to 151,770 more people than under the Burleigh bill. And you 
violate no mathematical system in so doing. By adding 1 more 
member to the Burleigh bill for the large fraction belonging to 
Iowa you accomplish the same thing so far as representation 
concerned, except that still you give full representation appar- 
ently to 55,919 less people than by the above method, In fact, 
however, you give each State exactly the same representation, 
and therefore the result is exactly the same. In the one case the 
result is brought about entirely by a mathematical system. In 
the other you follow the mathematical system a certain leng'h, 
drop it, and then add the other Representatives arbitrarily, but in 
the interest of justice. 

If you apportion the Representatives by giving 1 for every 
210,500 and each major fraction, you will have a House of 358 mer 
bers and give full representation to 344,474 more people than 
the Hopkins bill. Does not that come nearer to giving substantia! 
justice? No State is left with a major fraction unrepresented n 
is any mathematical system violated. Why did not the majority 
of the committee take this method, and provide for a House of 
members rather than of 357? Were you afraid to increase the 
House by one more member? Did you think he would add very 
much to the uproar of which you so much complain? Would ! 
cause the Speaker much more troub!e? Would he bind 1 
tightly the rules of this House about the gentleman from Iowa? 
W ould it not have been more just, would it not have been more 
scientific, if the committee had framed its bill in this way? It 
seems to me so. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, even if I were opposed to the further in- 
crease in the membership of this House, I could not support th 
Hopkins bill, In my judgment this bill is not only unjust, un- 
fair, and paradoxical, but it is also unconstitutional. The com- 
mittee, in their report, state that their method was favored by 
Daniel Webster, and have quoted from a report made by him. 
It seems to me that Mr. Webster is practically against the posi- 
tion of this committee. They have left out three States with ma- 
jor fractions. Mr. Webster said that this was unconstitutional. 

In this report which they quote he used this language: 

And the exact proportion of the State, being thus decimally expressed, will 
also show to a mathematical certainty what integral number comes nearest 
to such exact proportion. 

Clearly stating that each State is entitled to that representation 
which comes nearest to this decimal fraction. He further said, 
as shown by the report of this committee: 


The rule adopted by the committee says out of the whole number of tho 
Congress that number shall be apportioned to each State which comes near 
est to its exact right according to its number of people. 
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This bill does not conform to that rule. It does not give to 
Colorado, Florida, and North Dakota the number of Representa- 
tives which comes nearest to the exact right of each one of these 
States, and therefore it is unconstitutional. Mr. Webster stated 
in his report the following, which is not contained in the report 
of this committee and which clearly explains his position: 

The rule has been frequentiy stated. It may be clearly expressed in either 
of two ways. Let the rule be that the whole number of the proposed House 
shall be apportioned among the several States according to their respective 
numbers, giving toeach State that number of members which comes nearest 
to her exact mathematical part or proportion; or let the rule be that the 
population of each State shall be divided by a common divisor, and that, in 
addition to the number of members resulting from such division, a member 
shall be allowed to each State whose fraction exceeds a moiety of the division. 

The exact proportionof Missouri, in a general representation of 240, is 2.6— 
that is to say, it comes nearer to three members than to two, yet it is con- 
fined totwo. But why is not Missouri entitled tothat number of Represent- 
atives which comes nearest to her exact proportion? Is the Constitution 
fulfilled as to her while that number is withheld, and while, at the same time, 
in another State not only is that nearest number given, but an additional 
member given also? Is itan answer with which the people of Missouri ought 
to be satisfied when it is said that this obvious injustice is the necessary result 
of the process adopted by the bill? May they not say with propriety that 
since three is the nearest whole number to their exact right, to that number 
they are entitled, and the process which deprives them of it must be a wrong 

yrocess? 
. It is true that there may be some numbers assumed for the composition 
of the House of Representatives to which, if the rule were applied, the re- 
sult might give a member to the House more than was proposed. But it will 
always be easy to correct this by altering the proposed number by adding 
one to it or taking one from it, so that this can be considered no objection to 
the rule. 

When the bill that made the present apportionment was before 
the Senate in 1891 this same matter was under discussion. That 
great Senator from Minnesota, a statesman and a Constitutional 
lawyer, respected and honored by this whole country and now 
gone beyond the river, in discussing this same question argued for 
justice rather than mathematical precision. He even held that 
States with larger minor fractions should be represented. To his 
mind justice was far more important than the carrying out of the 
mathematical system. He stated his opinion clearly as to what 
rule should be followed in the following language, to wit: 

Mr. President, I hold the true rule to be (of course, keeping always within 
the bounds of a proper number of Representatives for an excess, and an un- 
wieldy number can not be thought of for a moment) toconsider that number 
which will leave, or approximately leave, the largest unrepresented fraction 
after everything has been taken up, absorbed, and accounted for. And the 
very fact that pausing at 356 leaves three great States in the position which 
I have indicated is, in my judgment, a sufficient, ample, and convincing rea- 
son to sacrifice the process to the constitutional end to be attained, instead 
of sacrificing the constitutional end to the integrity and symmetry of the 
process. 

In discussing the constitutional matter, and no question can be 
made as to his authority as a constitutional lawyer, he further 
stated: : 

Otherwise stated, Mr. President, if it is constitutional toaward to one State 
or to several States membership on account of a fractional remainder of a 
moiety or more of the ratio, it is unconstitutional in any instance or uponany 
pretext to deprive another State having such a moiety or more, but less than 
the favored State, for no other reason than that the process does not, to use 
a homely phrase, furnish enough togoaround. In such acase representation 
is apparently apportioned according to numbers as to certain States, and is 
unquestionably not apportioned according to numbers as to the State that is 
thus deprived. 


The Congress of 1872 went much further than the Burleigh bill 
asks this House to go, and was in harmony with the idea of Sen- 
ator Davis in giving representation even to minority fractions. 

Under the act of February 2, 1872, no State lost a member 
except the States of New Hampshire and Vermont, and in the 
report upon the supplemental of March, 1872, the committee said: 

The recent action of Congress in increasing the size of the House to 283 in 
order to save 8 States from a diminution in the number of their Representa- 
tives has induced the committee to recommend a further increase of 9 mem- 
bers, making the whole number 292, which is believed to be the smallest num- 
ber that upon an equitable and constitutional apportionment will leave each 
State with at least its present representation. New Hampshire and Florida 
each had less than a moiety fraction, but the committee stated, “the commit- 
tee assigned 1 to New Hampshire and 1 to Florida, making in all a House of 
202." The reason for this is that greater injustice will be done these States 
by not giving it the additional Representative than to the other States by 
giving it. 

This bill became a law. 

_For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the Hopkins 
bill, It is unfair, it is unjust, it is paradoxical, and it is uncon- 
stitutional. The Burleigh billis fair, it is just, and itis according 
to the spirit of the Constitution. [Loud applause. } 

. Mr. BURLEIGH. I yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. GrirriTH]}. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes of the time 
to the gentleman from Virginia coe ee 

Mr.OTEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 had not intended to say anything on 
the subject of the resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED], but in hisexplanation of his action, 
which action tended to degrade and humiliate the people of the 
South, whom I in part represent on this floor, he said apologet- 
ically in effect if not the exact words, and in extenuation of his 
action, and toshow that he bore no malice against the South, that 
he had married a Southern woman and that the blood of his infant 
sons was at least half Southern. 


Having mentioned his family himself, I may be pardoned for 





saying that it must have chilled the pure blue Southern blood that 
flowed in the veins of that portion of his family when it was 
known that he was the first man to rise in this House and reopen 
sectional strife. I venture to say that when he has had more ex- 
perience with the South he will have the feeling which would stay 
the hand that to-day would strike down a chivalrous and a noble 
people; and he is not too old to live long enough to wish that the 
resolution he introduced should be expunged from the records of 
this House. 

The logical end of all such agitations is negro domination in 
the South, which is hell on earth to the white men on the one 
hand or a race war on the other. It means the reinstallation of 
the carpetbagger; it means the reinstallation of that bastard son 
of an abortion that was produced by a great revolution—a despi- 
cable, loathsome, putrid agent of the demon of darkness and cor- 
ruption. It means the coming of a buzzard gluttoned with 
carrion, the descendants of those who, thirty-five years ago, 
fastened their talons in the prostrate body of the South, like 
those pitiless birds that fed upon the vitals of Prometheus when 
his helpless form was chained to his rock. 

Yes, it means the return of those buzzards, gluttoned with car- 
rion, that are to-day following the calling of their diabolical dad- 
dies in Cuba, the Philippine Islands, and in Porto Rico, who exude 
such an odor that a mosquito shuns them. Yes, they are somean 
that the yellow-fever germs die in their presence. [Laughter.] 
They are so loathsome that the smallpox microbes fly from them, 
and if a snake bites one of them it kills the snake. |Laughter. ] 

This is the picture that I would avoid. This is the picture that 
the Olmsted resolution would draw. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania believed it, I know he would withdraw the resolution. 
Their financial acumen consists in Rathbonizing freedmen’s funds 
without detection, in Neelyfying negroes’ wages without bemg 
caught. That is the condition of things that we must expect to 
find when we pass such resolutions. 

As for the Shattuc resolution, it seems that neither that nor the 
Olmsted resolution will pass. They will not pass until the fish 
worm swallows the whale; not until the hare is outrun by thesnail; 
not until Dutchmen stop drinking beer, and not until the billy 
goat buttsfrom therear. [Laughter.] My friend SHatruc; yes, 
he introduced these resolutions, but I am surprised that they 
should come from him, because such resolutions do not come gen- 
erally from a chivalrous soldier. 

Usually such resolutions emanate from a man who has never 
heard the rattle of musketry or the shriek of shell. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. SHatruc] and I shot at each other from 1861 
to 1865—figuratively speaking, anyhow. When an old Confed- 
erate soldier has an ounce or two of Federal lead in his body, as I[ 
have the honor to have, and when a Federal soldier has his 
gravity increased by an ounce or so of Confederate metal, as I 
assume his gravity is, then it warms their hearts to each other, and 
neither would degrade the other if he could, Sol was surprised 
at the gentleman introducing this resolution, because such things 
are left generally to camp followers and bombproof experts. 

But it seems that his resolution ran into the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and it seems that the Pennsyl- 
vania resolution ran into his, and so it was that a paroxysm of 
pain occurred to both, as the éclat expected by each was smashed. 
It reminds me of the two bicycle riders who were going along 
Pennsylvania avenue ashort time ago. Both were cross-eyed and 
did not know exactly what they were going to strike. Like these 
two bicycle riders in this House, they came up smash against each 
other. One fell one way and one fell the other, The first one 
said, ‘‘ Why the hell didn’t you look where you weregoing?” The 
other one got up and said, ‘* Why the hell didn’t you go where you 
were looking?”’ [Laughter.] 

I want to say to this House now that solemnly they got up here 
and bound themselves to give me thirty minutes, yet here Il am 
cut off with a paltry twelve. Who can enlighten this House in 
twelve minutes? [Laughter.] Here, sir, I have been waiting to 
enlighten this body. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I was 
entitled to the time of a committeeman, one hour, and I called 
the attention of the gentleman to it who had the division of the 
time; but, I said, ‘I will only use forty minutes of it.” He said, 
‘* Sir, I will guarantee you thirty minutes.” When the time came 
I did not rest entirely on that, but I got up and told the chairman 
that I would object to any arrangement unless he would give me 
thirty minutes. He said, ‘‘ You will be taken care of.” 

The action of that committee and the action of that gentleman 
who controls the time on this side and the action of Mr. HopKINs 
bound this House to give the *‘ gentleman from Virginia” thirty 
minutes. Now, are yougoing backonit? If you do, let any man 
rise in his place and say so. I waitforareply. There is none. 
{Laughter.| Therefore 1 have thirty minutes. Now, having 
thirty minutes, I will proceed to discuss the bill. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virgiziia has 
expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, have I not the unanimous consent of 
the House for thirty minutes? 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s request has not been sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. OTEY. Iask unanimous consent, then, for twenty min- 
utes and that the time for taking the vote be extended until half 
past 3. This House has not heard me on this bill, and members do 
not know what they are missing. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unan- 
imous consent that the time for debate be extended until half 
past 3, he to have fifteen minutes of the time. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, 1 am very sorry that the condi- 
tions are such that I shall be compelled to object. When the ar- 
rangement was made the time was equally divided, and my under- 
standing was that the gentleman stated that the other side would 
give him thirty minutes. 

Mr. OTEY. No, sir; you told me that I should have it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask the gentleman 
from Illinois what is the special haste about getting a vote on this 
bill to-day? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. OTEY. When framing any law due regard should be paid 
to the paramount natural law. Legislate in violation of the nat- 
ural law and you attempt a miracle. There is no power outside 
of the limitations of natural law. 

Race prejudice or antagonism is a natural law, and as unchange- 
able as the law of gravitation. Its purpose was to preserve 
the integrity of the species by placing in the breast of every dis- 
tinct creation antipathy to all the rest. Without this safeguard 
human races would long since have degenerated into a conglom- 
erate race of mongrels; deteriorating till extinction would have 
purged the world of such monstrosities. No one knows this bet- 
ter than the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.PEarson]. If 
not so, why does a white man or woman not marry the negro? 

The theory is occasionally advanced that the antagonism between 
the races is due to the prejudice based upon the negro’s former 
condition of slavery. In refutation we cite the fact that all white 
communities entertain a deep feeling of sympathy for the negro 
while he resides elsewhere, but send him to his friends in euffi- 
ciently large numbers to make his presence felt and the same nat- 
ural aversion and discrimination soon develop. The former free 
States of the Union worked themselves into a state of fine frenzy 
on account of the wrongs committed upon their brother in ebony 
in the former slave States. We sent him to them. 

The more we send the less we hear of Southern atrocities, and, 
strange to say, there is occasionally wafted to us intimations of 
race riots and lynchings north of Mason and Dixon's line. Have 
the morals of our former mentors become more lax since the time 
when their publicists and editors wasted theirink and exposed their 
ignorance? Or, does a fellow-feeling make us wondrous kind? 

Is there no solution of the problem consistent with political 
equality and absolute justice? None whatever. 

Justice itself is merely relative. It can exist between equals. 
It can exist among homogeneous people. Among unequals— 
among heterogeneous people—it never has and, in the very nature 
of things, it never will obtain, It can exist among lions, but be- 
tween lions and lambs, never. If justice were absolute, lions must 
of necessity perish. Open his ponderous jawsand find the strong 
teeth which God has made expressly to chew lamb’s flesh! When 
the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals shall have 
overcome this difficulty, men may hope to settle the race question 
along sentimental lines—not sooner. So much for the negro. 


one who has studied the negro question, and it was after I heard the 
gentleman from North Carolina, and after the introduction of the 
Crumpacker bill, that they occurred to me peculiarly appropriate. 

Now, as to the bill under discussion. 

Mr. Speaker, since Mr. Lincoln uttered those striking words, we 
have been wont to repeat that ours is a ‘‘Government by the peo- 
ple, of the people, and for the people,” and any casual observer, 
without considering the details of the matter, would at least infer 
that the people of this great and free nation had more to do di- 
rectly with the administration of affairs of government than the 
people of any other enlightened country on the globe. 

It is a notable fact, however, that of the hundreds of thousands 
of officials who do administer the functions of government in this 
great Republic, the only single one for whom the people can di- 
rectly vote is their Representative in the House of Representa- 
tives—their member of Congress. 

He may, indeed must, delegate to another all right of which he 
may bé possessed to vote for President and Vice-President, but 
he has no voice as to who shall hold the powerful positions in the 
Cabinet, none as to who shall be the Chief Justice and associate 
justices of the Supreme Court, or United States judges of circuit 
or district courts; ambassadors, ministers, or consuls abroad; 
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Senators of the United States, collectors, customs officers, mar- 
shals, postal and other minor officials—not even indirectly a voice 
as to who shall be a fourth-class postmaster, except he has the 
right of petition, which is accorded criminals, 

It seems strange that such conditions should exist in our Re- 
public, and this Hopkins bill—I call it Hop bill for short—pro- 
poses to further curtail the rights and abridge the power conceded 
the people without any good and sufficient reason why this wrong 
should be inflicted. Answers to such an inquiry come— 

First. Expense. I was not a little surprised, coming from tho 
source Ae | oer oe side of the Chamber—that the question of ex- 
pense had been raised, that the addition proposed in the substitute 
bill would largely increase the burdens of the taxpayer. I would 
pass this by without comment except for the very narrowness of 
the contention. 

The increase of 29 members under the Burleigh bill is an in- 
crease of eight-tenths of 1 per cent of the membership, and would 
entail the monumental burden of two-tenths of 1 cent per capita 
of the constituencies of this country, and I hardly think such 
‘straining at a nickle gnat and swallowing a $2,000,000 camel” 
worthy of further notice. Like a narrow-necked bottle, the less 
there is in it the more fuss it makes in getting it out. 

To my Democratic friend I would say that— 

Second. It is urged that 357, provided for in the Hopkins bill, 
will leave the electoral college practically as it now stands, while 
386, as in the substitute bill, will give the Republicans a net gain 
of 10 over that which now obtains. This may have atendency to 
make some of them favor the Hopkins bill. It is clear that both 
suggestions assume that such States as New York, New Jersey, 
Connecticut, Indiana, West Virginia, Kansas, South Dakota, and 
perhaps others are to remain forever, or at least ten years, Repub- 
lican. 

if this be so, then Democrats are no worse off with 387 than 
with 357; for as the electoral college now stands, what hope can 
Democracy have with the above States, or even half of them, 
Republican? 

It is, however, wonderfully strange that the Republican leaders 
in this House have been unable to perceive this great advantage 
to be gained under the 386, or substitute bill. If 386 is to give 
their party an irrevocable deed to the electoral votes of certain 
States that will give them a permanent gain of 10, does anyone 
for a moment suppose that they would be so blind as not to see, 
so deaf as not to hear? 

No one accuses them of any want of political sagacity and of 
that unselfish devotion to abstractions that would make them 
forgetful of practical politics. They are not so steeped in the 
wealth of patriotism as to permit their party fealty to be ruth- 
lessly ravished. They know the difference between a bone and a 
banquet. 

Third. It is contended that this Chamber is too small to admit 
of 386 membership. Can it be possible that statesmen fail to rec- 
ognize that a new life begins with every second, and with it new 
and greater responsibilities; and must it besaid that men of broad 
minds propose to measure these increasing and momentous respon- 
sibilities so as to make them conform to the number of square 
feet in a room? 

It is not the size of the human body that measures the soul 
within; it may be domiciled in the frame of a giant and yet be so 
small as to rattle in a mustard seed; and yet the big soul and broad 
mind may be crowded in the body of a pigmy and still possess the 
divine fire of Him in whose image it was created. 

You forget that the cramped space and damp-stained walls of 
the attic are sacred to the memory of noble names, and, as I re- 


| member to have read, that Haydn grew up in one: Addison and 
These thoughts on the negro are from the pen, in the main, of | 


Goldsmith plied their pens in such lofty abodes; Dickens was no 


| stranger to them; Hans Andersen dreamed his fancies beneath 


their sloping roofs, and Burns, Hogarth, and Watt made garrets 
nurseries of genius. They counted not on square feet. 

Fourth. We are told that the loss of representation is not hurt- 
ful and is nothing uncommon. We are referred to the fact that 
Massachusetts once had 20 members of Congress and was cut 
down to 10, that Virginia had 23 and was abridged to 9, and that 
the plan suggested by a majority (of one) in the committee has 
the sanction of sixty years ago. But I may be permitted to re- 
mark that the past is gone from us forever. It is ‘‘ gathered and 
garnered.” 

It is the glamour of the past that makes antiquated beings prate 
so much of the days when they were young, and it is the mirror 
of long ago that reflects the images of the impossible and imprac- 
ticable. The world is pictured as getting worse and worse since 
it was created and as a most delightful abode when it was thrown 
open to the public. I shall expect to hear the venerable chairman 
of the Census Committee yet proclaim that sixty years ago the 
moon was like a drunkard, always full, and, like a diamond, shone 
brightly three hundred and sixty-five nights in the year. How- 
ever, it should be remembered that in every apportionment made 
since 1793 increased representation has been accorded by this 
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House, and we are not even following precedent, and the Hopkins 
pill has not the sanction even of sixty years, as claimed. 

But the past belongs to us nomore, and we are not now moving 
in the plane of threescore years ago. If so, let us discard the 
advances made in steam, heat, light, and electricity, and resume 
the stagecoach and rowboat, the sickle and wooden plow; destroy 
the locomotive and steamship, the reaper and binder and the cot- 
ton gin, the telegraph and telephone, and forget that we produced 
a Franklin, Fulton, and Eli Whitney, a McCormick and Morse, 
Edison and Bell, a Maury, Peabody, and Goodyear, with scores of 
others who together formed the most brilliant galaxy of the nine- 
teenth century. Sixty years ago, indeed! Ever since Adam's 
sixty-first birthday the cry has been, ‘‘ Give us back the good old 
days of sixty years ago.” 

Common sense is our best guide, and in these times of great prog- 
ress there should be no retrograde movement, out of respect for 
the loose-robed fathers of the past, who lived in ‘‘sun-kissed tents 
amid lowing herds, while the earth was not yet laden with trouble 
and wrong,” and before there was afree people. No valid or sub- 
stantial reason has been given or can be adduced for forcing the 
loss of a single Representative on any State, and this sixty years 
cry has less of force init than any attempted. If there was good 
cause for 10 Representatives ten years ago, there is more cogent 
reason for it now. 

Where it so happens that a State has so increased in population 
as to warrant an increase in representation, the substitute bill 
accords it, and no injustice can be done them by not reducing 
representation in a State whose population has not decreased. 

We profess to be nearer the people, and to be the most liberal 
to them (and as I said in the outset, a Government of the people, 
by the people, and for the people), and when we find that empires, 
kingdoms, and monarchies give more liberal representation than 
we do, it is in order to inquire what can justify such abridgment 
of the people’s rights as is provided for in the Hopkins bill. 

Glancing at the tables which I read, it is seen that every one of 
the great i of Europe gives more liberal representation than 
wedo. Every one of them is more densely populated than we 
are. Every district has a smaller area than our districts have, 
thus rendering the labors of a representative in a marked degree 
less burdensome and easier to be performed. 

These tables show that under the substitute bill our ratio will 
be 60,000 more than the largest in Europe; under the Hopkins 
bill our ratio will be 76,000 more than the largest in Europe; un- 
der the substitute bill our ratio will be 153,000 more than the 
smallest in Europe; under the Hopkins bill our ratio will be 167,000 
more than the smallest in Europe. 

The chairman says that 395 is the only number that will do 

equal and exact justice to all. Now, if this be so, why not make 
it 395? Who will be hurt by it? Talk of the House becoming a 
mob because of increasing it 38! Will he accept an amendment to 
this effect? 
_ And then all this scientific figuring! Everybody knows that it 
is proven with mathematical exactness by figures, that the asymp- 
totes of the hyperbola gets nearer and nearer it constantly, and 
yet never reaches it, which in practice is absurd. 
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The chairman says those States that lose are the ones making 
all the opposition to the Hopkins bill. Well, how about those 
who gain under the fermenting influence of the Hopkins bill— 
for short, the Hop bill. 

It is well known that members have more than they can now 
efficiently attend to. If we had a membership that would justify 
each member being on only one committee, who doubts that the 
work before committees would be greatly expedited. Then, too, 
why should not Congress meet on the 4th of March—the day their 
pay begins—and attend to public business, and not wait till De- 
cember and have a short session, when nothing beyond appropria- 
tion bills can be attended to. 

This table shows the States affected by the apportionment bills, 
the figures opposite each showing the present voting strength in 
the House: 
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This country may be likened to a great corporation having been 
organized for certain specific purposes, with 15,000,000 stockhold- 
ers. Unlike most corporations, it is a pauper, except that by the 
vote of the stockholders it may collect money out of their pockets 
for said purposes, and it has no right to acquire money in any other 
way. In order that these stockholders may have an eye to their 
own weal, they periodically assemble and a president, vice-presi- 
dent, and board of directors are selected, who in turn select the 
officials to administer the affairsof thecorporation. It hasacon- 
stitution and laws limiting the powers of officials. So every four 
years we elect a President and Vice-President, and every two 
years a board of directors (which we call the House of Represent- 
atives), and this board, together with a select board (which we 
call the Senate), constitute the board of managers. 

Each stockholder (or voter) holds exactly the same amount of 
stock, and it is a criminal offense for him to sell, transfer, orin any 
way topart withit. He hasthe same power in selecting the board 
of directors as any other stockholder, but this power is circum- 
scribed and confined to the selection of only one member of the 
board. That is to say, he can vote for only one, but still he has 
an equal power with others in determining as to how much money 
must be taken out of his pockets to maintain the corporation and 
as to how it is to be expended. 

The man that sweeps the streets has as much legal power there- 
fore as a Rockefeller, and the hod carrier can neutralize the 
power of a Vanderbilt in this respect. Why, then, should he be 
shorn of an atom of this one single right? If it was as it is in 


Great Britain, he would have three and one-half fold more; as in 
France, threefold; as in Germany, one and one-half fold. 

But it seems that such concessions are not to be given him, = 
The 


on the contrary, ‘‘that which he hath” is to be taken away. 
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Hopkins bill, read between the lines, in effect says of the individ- 
ual stockholder or voter: 

First. He has too many privileges now and he must be deprived 
in part of that modicum of the distributive fluid called power now 
possessed by him, it being to subtle for his limited intelligence. 

Second. That in fact he does not understand its use, and since 
this has been made manifest the less he has of it the better. 

Third. That the personal comfort of members of Congress must 
be provided for before his rights are considered, and the sanctity 
of this august Chamber must not be encroached upon by any 
larger numbers. 

Fourth. That the present dimensions and the fragrance of the 
foul air pervading it are to be maintained, notwithstanding arti- 
ficial means have to be resorted to in order to pump the pure air 
of heaven into its recesses, in the midst of which not a ray of the 
sun ever penetrates. 

Fifth. That business will be impeded if we accord him the full 


measure of his rights (but what business the deponent sayeth | 


not). 
Sixth. His burdens of taxation will be increased if any other 


bill or the substitute bill prevails (I may reiterate 2 mills per head | 


of constituencies), forgetting that no taxation can be imposed 
without the consent of Representatives, and the more liberal the 
representation the more guarded the immunity from wrong. 


Seventh. That complaint will proceed only from denizens of | 


attics, tenements, and those who follow the plow, wield the pick, 
ax, hammer, and saw—the emblems of poverty, but the imple- 
ments of the acquisition of wealth—and it does not matter if they 
are abridged in power. 

Eighth. Paraphrasing Vanderbilt, it virtually says, the ‘‘ com- 


mon people be damned;” who cares whether or not to them ‘life | 


be worth living?” 
Carry out such a theory as the Hop bill provides to its legiti- 
mate end, and to what will it come? Not oniy to the abridgment 


of power now lodged in the people, but to a centralization of | 


power in the hands of the few, which was the dream of Hamilton, 
and which found in Jefferson its most formidable antagonist and 
implacable foe. 


it will not be long when its influence will percolate into State | 


autonomy and the power of governors and legislatures therein 
willbe amemory. Why haveanyatall? Why not aprivy coun- 
cil, county lieutenants, a few messengers, which together would 
perform governmental functions? 

I know, of course, that Congress has nothing to do with such 
things now, but go on diminishing the power placed in the hands 


of the people (who form the bone and sinew of the land) when it | 


is our duty to enlarge and extend it, and how long will it be when 
we will have a ‘‘ government only of the few, by the few, for the 
few.” 

The unit of local self-government in the North, especially in 
New England, is the rural township, governed directly by the vot- 


ers who assemble annually (or oftener, if necessary) and legislate | 
n local affairs, levy taxes, make appropriations, appoint and in- | 
struct selectmen, clerks, school committees, ete. Townshins are | 


grouped to form counties, each with a commissioner and other 
paid officials. 

In the South counties are generally the units, though subdi- 
vided for educational and other specific purposes, and certain of- 
ficials have additional functions, such as the care of the poor 
superintendence of schools, etc. 

In the Middle and Western States the two systems are blended, 
the pablic lands in the West having been divided into townships 6 
miles square. 

Why keep up all this expensive machinery? 


, 


We now have the advantage of the full distribution of power in | 
State governments, which is the sheet anchor of our liberties. | 


Home rule and local self-government in the States are assured as 


long as this distribution of power is not diminished. The Hopkins | 
bill does not, and under the Constitution can not, deal directly | 


with this subject except so far as the State is interested in its rep- 
resentation in Congress. It strikes a blow at this, andif the in- 
sidious want of principle which underlies this bill is to become 
all-pervading, how long will it be when county and State lines 
will be obliterated and any apportionment no longer necessary? 
God forbid that this day will ever come; but the more you 


abridge the power of the people, which the Hop bill does, the | 


nearer such a day approaches. Let us hope that, like the comet 
that has passed its perihelion, it is off on its hyperbolic orbit, con- 
tinually approaching its aphelion, but: like the asymptote which 
never reaches the curve, though constantly nearing it, it may fol- 
low its example. 

But coming back to a comparison with other nations, I observe 
that in Great Britain one-sixth of her population vote; with us 
one-fifth of ours perform this function. Now, if we should adopt 
the ratio which Great Britain accords her people with one-sixth 
voting population, we would have to-day 1,246 Representatives in 
this Solty, where we have only 357 under our ratio. 

But if Great Britain should adopt our ratio with our one-fifth 
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voting population, she would have 192 in the House of Commons, 
where she now has 670. 

Each representative in Great Britain covers an area averaging 
178 square miles, while each member of Congress covers an area 
in his representative capacity (not including Alaska) averaging 
7,600 square miles. 

Area and density of population seem to be entirely lost sight of 
in the Hop bill. A Representative of the people in the United 
States not only represents more people than the representative of 
any other enlightened nation on earth, but he has to get over more 
square miles to attend to the wants of his people, and hence has 
to undergo more labor to properly represent them than any other, 

He represents now 112,000 more people than a representative 
| in Great Britain does, and under the Hop bill he will represent 
147,000 more; he represents now 107,000 more people than a rep- 
resentative in France does, and under the Hop bill he will repre- 
| sent 142,000 more; he represents now 110,000 more people than a 
representative in Italy does,and under the Hop bill he will repre- 
sent 145,000 more; he represents now 132,000 more people than a 
| representative in Hungary does, and under the Hop bill he will 
represent 167,000 more; he represents now 99,000 more people than 
a representative in Prussia does, and under the Hop bill he will 
represent 134,000 more; he represents now 132,000 more people 
than arepresentative in Spain does, and under the Hop bill he will 
represent 167,000 more; he represents now 121,000 more people than 
a representative in Austria does, and under the Hop bill he will 
represent 156,000 more; he represents now 41,000 more people than 
a representative in the German Empire does (I mean in the popu- 
lar branch of the legislative body of the Empire), and under the 
Hop bill he will represent 76,000 more. 

As to density of population, compare only the two great English- 
| speaking nations. England and Wales have 495 of the 670 mem- 
| bers of the House of Commons. The urban population (1890 
was 70 per cent, while in the United States it was 29 per cent 
(census of 1890 is used, as England’s census of 1900 is not before 
|/me). In England and Wales 22 per cent lived in cities of 250,100 
and upward; 9 per cent lived in cities of 100,000 up to 250,0 
9.6 per cent lived in cities of 50,000 up to 100,000; 12.6 per cent 
lived in cities of 20,000 up to 50,000; 8.3 per cent lived in cities of 
| 10.000 up to 20,000; 8.9 per cent lived in cities of 3,000 up to 10,000. 
That is to say, the rural population in England and Wales is °\\) 
| per cent and the urban population is 70 per cent, while in the 
| 
| 





United States the rural population is 71 per cent and the urban 
population is 29 per cent—conditions almost exactly reversed. 
In England and Wales there are 358 towns of over 10,000 pop- 
ulation; in the United States there are 448 towns of over 8.0/0 
| population. 

Thirty-two large towns in England and Wales, not including 
London, have a population of 7,588,536, with an area of 543 square 
miles—13,900 people per square mile—with 123 members in the 
House of Commons. New York, with about the same population 
now, with an area of 48,000 square miles—126 people per square 
mile—has 34 members in this House. 

I do not hesitate to affirm that 34 Representatives could more 
| effectively attend to the wants of 7,500,000 people in an area o! 

543 square miles than 123 could in an area of 48,000 square mil 
| yet the conditions are reversed and will be accentuated under the 
| Hopkins bill. 
Examine, if you please, some grouping of States, and com) 
| results with England and Wales. 
No. 1.—Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georg 
| Florida, and Virginia: Population, 7,900,000; area, 242,000 square 
miles; population per square mile, 32; numberof representatives, 4. 

England and Wales: Population, 7,900,000; area, 58,000 square 
miles; population per square mile, 497; number of representatives, 
123—over three-fourths less area, 465 more people per square 
mile, 78 more representatives. 

Take the most densely populated portion of the United States: 

No. 2.—Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania: 
Population, 17,000,000; area, 162,000 square miles; population per 
square mile, 107; number of representatives, 100. 

Great Britain, with 38,000,000 population, 120,000 square miles, 
and 313 persons persquare mile—a little over twice the population 
of group 2, one-third of the area, and three-fold more people per 
square mile—has over six times the number of representatives. 

I am aware that it will be contended that area has nothing to 
do with the merits of the measure, and that density of population 
is equally as foreign to the subject. Theoretically, this may be 
so, but Sir Isaac Newton said that when theory comes in contact 
with fact theory had to go. And so we find it here. 

It is a fact, the more Representatives allotted to an area of ter- 
ritory, the more efficiently will the people be served. And in 
large areas sparsely settled, it is still more essential to have sufii- 
cient representation, that they may be served promptly; and the 
Hopkins bill overlooks the fact that we are servants, and not 
rulers, and that it is theserving business, and not the ruling busi 
ness, in which we are engaged. 














1901. 


I am not unmindful of the fact that our Constitution and laws 
provide for an apportionment by population, but there is nothing 
in either that forbids, in fact the spirit of both encourages, giving 
to large areas of rural territory the largest and most efficient rep- 


tered over extensive areas of territory ought to have the largest 
measure of distributive power, that power which is the safety 
valve of the Republic, and though much gas is let off by reason 
of it. yet as long as it remains in the hands of the many instead of 
the few, the people can not complain and will not suffer. 

Do you wish to increase the ratio of representation because you 
think too much power now resides in 173,000 people or in 194,000? 
Do you not know that the ratio proposed in the Hop bill curtails | 
and abridges this power just one-fifth? If the voter is a whole | 
man now, this bill proposes to make him a four-fifth man. 
What will he say? He will see that his ratio is raised 35,000, and 
vet less than twice 35,000 in monarchial England adds one whole 
representative to the House of Commons. 

In other words, the Hop bill allots for every 208,000 people 1 
Representative. Yet for every 208,000 people Great Britain has 
3.4 representatives; France, 3.1; Italy, 3.3; Hungary, 5; Prussia, | 
2.8; Austria, 4; Spain, 5; German Empire, 1.7. 

The individual voter will wonder why you are so jealous of 
your own comfort, why so much solicitude about the size of the 
Chamber, why so much anxiety about the electoral college, why | 
so suddenly struck with a fit of economy, why so much reverence 
for three-score years of the past and so little for the present. 

Talk about delay in business! If we had as many members as 
now constitute the House of Commons—yes, 670—aye, if we hada 
hundred million people and a ratio of 100,000, which would make 
this House 1,000 in membership, and would apply improved 
methods, such as Americans apply in their own business, we 
could and would do more business than we now do with 354, and 
still be closer tothe people. As paradoxical as it may appear and 
yet as everyone admits, there is more and more to do every year, 
and yet it is proposed to have fewer people to do it. 

Ido not hesitate to say that the application of electrical de- 
vices in this House, such as would enable us to vote ‘‘aye” and 
‘‘no’’ rapidly, as called for in a resolution introduced by me, 
would save much time and kill the last lingering nerve of filibus- 
tering. 

Again, enlarging this Chamber would not only facilitate busi- 
ness, but it would give good and pure ventilation and tend to stop 
the mortality of members, largely due to the foul air we breathe 
and to the volume of carbonic acid gas which pours down upon | 
us from 12 m. to5 p. m., and from the poisonous effects of which 
there is no escape except to the cloakroom or the grave. 

These things ought to be considered, and if time is given I am 
sure remedial measures will be taken which will afford relief, 
when provision will no doubt be made for a much larger number 
of Representatives than even the substitute bill calls for. 

The larger the number of Representatives the more thoroughly 
will the people be served. I donot blame the President and the 
Administration for the abuse of power placed in the hands of 
Rathbone and Neely; but had this been in a Congressional dis- 
trict and a Congressman been called on by the President to in- 
dorse them it might have been different. You do not find such | 
cases where the Representative of the people is called on. He has 
to keep watch over his district, and seldom it happens that fraud 
and embezzlement and robbery is the outcome of the recommenda- 
tion of a member of Congress. 

How melancholy one of you would feel had you been Rathboned 
by one of your constituents, honored by your confidence. But 
here are Rathbone and Neely, responsible to no member for good 
behavior. Did not they swim? 

Such doings are not apt to occur under the watchful eye of a 
member of Congress. He is very careful as to whom he recom- 
mends for places that are subject to be embezzled and looted. 

Personally I want to enter my appeal for Virginia. I appeal 
for no increase, but fot no decrease. 

Beginning with the First Census, in 1790, with 13 States and 4 
Territories, Virginia lead with 747,610 population; in 1800, with 16 
States and 4 Territories, Virginia lead with 880,200; in 1810, with 
17 States and 7 Territories, Virginia lead with 974,600; in 1820, with | 
23 States and 3 Territories, New York lead with 1,372,111; in 1830, | 
with 24 States and 3 Territories, New York lead with 1,918,698; in 
1840, with 26 States and 3 Territories, New York lead with 
~,428,921; in 1850, with 30 States and 5 Territories, New York lead | 
With 3,097,394; in 1860, with 33 States and 8 Territories, New York 
lead with 3,880,735; in 1870, with 37 States and 9 Territories, New 
York lead with 4,382,759; in 1880, with 28 States and 8 Territories, 
New York lead with 5,082,871; in 1890, with 44 States and 4 Ter- 
ritories, New York lead with 5,997,853; in 1900, with 45 States and 
8 Territories, New York lead with 7,268,012. 

This old Commonwealth donated to the nation the great North- 
west Territory, embracing what is now the States of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, Illinois, parts of Michigan, and Wisconsin. 

It was in Virginia that the first representative assembly was i 
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vesentation practicable in this body. Large rural population scat- | 
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convened, in 1618. It consisted of the council and a body ot rep- 
resentatives, two from each of the eleven plantations into which 
the colony was divided. This assembly imposed taxes, considered 
petitions, and passed laws for the government of the colony. 
Thus Virginia led, and though nominally dependent on the King 
and company, had an independent government of its own at this 
early period. 

A State with such a record, I submit, should not at this late day 
be cut down in its representation in the Congress of the United 
States. Then, again, she was despoiled of her territory, violently 
cut in twain, without authority of law, yet by ravages of war— 
and I might add that she would have kept pace with the general 
increase in population but for the fact that her good people were 
so much‘ kneaded” to furnish the ‘‘leaven” for the successful ris- 
ing of the loaves of progress in other States that it has constantly 
drained her, and but for Virginians many States would not have 
the representative force they have to-day. 

Indeed, they pride themselves on Virginia ancestry. 
44 


il 


But for 
oor would not be 
here. Not infrequently, when introduced to a new member as 
from Virginia, 1 am at once told that his ancestors were Virgin- 
ians and he is proud of it. 

Again I appeal to this House for the substitute bill because of 
the injustice done sparsely settled rural or agricultural districts 
by the Hopkins bill. There are nearly twice as many people en- 
gaged in farmingas in manufacturing. The areaoccupied by the 
one is of necessity much larger than that of theother. It is with 
much more ease and facility, with much less labor, that the R 
resentative of the densely populated and smaller area can admin- 
ister tothe wants of his people than when conditions are reversed. 

It is an easy job for a member of Congress in an area of 6 miles 
square, or 36 square miles, to serve 173,000 people as compared 
with one who has to serve 173,000 in an area of 20,000 square miles. 
The one in a compact city like New York, Chicago. or Philadel- 
phia can be in touch with his constituents by ‘phone, telegraph, 
mail, or in person at any hour, but the other, with an area of 
7,600 square miles (the average in the United States, not including 
Alaska) has to be almost a ‘‘perpetual motion.” The Hop bill 
increases all the difficulties now encountered, adds prominence to 
the obstacles which should be removed. 

In Virginia it not only adds tothe number of people to be served, 
but in each district it increases the area 445 square miles. 

The Hop bill overlooks the great advance and progress making 
in mining, lumber, coal, iron, forestry, manufactures, fisheries, 
commerce, shipping and navigation, internal commerce, foreign 
trade, rivers and harbors, utilization of the billion acres of public 
lands, of our insular possessions, of science, literature, and art, 
and ignores the power of taxation and appropriations, all of which 
must of necessity be of great interest to the people, and all of 
which demand the very largest degree of representation for them 
possible. 

You need constant accretions to your stock of wisdom, and any 
curtailment of this is to be greatly deplored. One member of this 
House for every 100,000 people would be 760 members, and would 
add greatly to the wisdom under this mighty Dome. 

Rules can and will be made, room can and will be provided, 
more business can and will be done, and done more expeditiously 
and satisfactorily, just as necessity demands. It is well known 
that under 357 membership this House has done more business, 
and done it more effectively and thoroughly, than under any for- 
mer apportionment giving a less number. 

Stephenson astonished England when he stated that his engine 
would draw a train at the rate of 10 miles an hour. Nowa train 
running at 60 and 70 miles per hour passes by unobserved. 

There are always mossbacks, and from all such *‘ good Lord de- 
liver us.” They believe in the past, for they live in it. Retro- 
gression to them means progress. When they look back over the 
long road traversed in the past they see no rugged rocks, no dan- 
gerous quags, no sharp stones, no shattered columns, no broken 
shafts, but they live on the memory of the fragrance of ** the 
roses left by the wayside, and the gentle tendrils waving in the 
wind.” The present is full of briers and the future to them is to 
be a crumbling ruin. 

I protest against them and their creed. I protest against any 
retrograde movement. To deprive a State of a single Represent- 
ative is to go backward. Let us keep abreast with the steady 
march of progress which in this nation has been without a par- 
allel, and in which in the future it must be without a peer. 

You who view with alarm the continued distribution of power 
among the people, stop and ask yourselves what will they think 
of it when they realize what you have done. They are not fools, 
and they know that if 100,000 of them may choose a Representa- 
tive to Congress, and you change it so that 200,000 may do so, it 
will not take much time for them to see that you have voluntarily 
abridged their power just one-half. To them you will have to 
render your account. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I complain of no member on account of his 
position on this question, accord to everyone that rectitude of 
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purpose and sincerity of action which I claim for myself, and, 
while self-interest must govern us all in a greater or less degree, 
I concede 
member of this body. 


nothing less than patriotic motive to each and every | 


It may be that I am zealousin opposition to the Hop bill because | 


my State willlose a member under its operation. 


It may be that | 


othersareardently in favor of it because their States gain members. | 


No man coming into this House without some knowledge of its 
membership, approximately, could guess within 100 of the num- 
ber of which it is constituted, and it is well known that on an 
aye-and-no vote a record of 250 is seldom disclosed. 

One class, then, think 357 just enough, but I know of none such 
whose State loses a Representative by the 208,000 ratio. 

Another class will favor 357 because the ratio reached has the 
sauction of the dust of sixty years ago, but most of them hail 
from a Commonwealth that either does not lose or does gain. 

Still another class favor 357 because this ratio leaves the elec- 
toral college practically in its present shape, though causing loss 
to some States—while assuming that politics will be forever sia- 
tionary and the electoral college unchangeable—but no loss of 
representation to them. 

Then 357 is urged by others because in their States no rearrange- 
ment of districts will disturb present incumbents. Some are for 
357 because the Chamber is too small, and say nothing about loss 
or gain. But of such I have heard of none that lose. Some op- 
pose any increase in membership that will not give their State in- 
creased representation. Some oppose it because, although their 
State loses no representation, still, while getting no increase, its 
relative power or influence is diminished as compared with the 
whole without considering the party strength. 

I might add other classes, and file reasons as varied as the ratios 
are numerous. I assume, however, that the purpose of all classes 
is to better the condition of their respective States. 

I do not, however, believe that patriots exist only when advan- 
tage is to be gained, and hence I appeal to Republicans and to 
Democrats alike to lay aside party feelings and banish the elec- 
toral college ghost and to ask themselves what they would do if 
no question of party advantage had been raised. Then ask them- 
selves, is there really anything in that question of party advan- 
tage to be gained to the Republicans in the apportionment which 
gives 386 members. 

I want to ask members of that committee who oppose 386, or 
the substitute bill, would they not have voted for 386 except for 
the fact that the electoral college bugbear was thrust before 
them? 

Then I appeal to you to vote— 

First, that no State shall lose a Representative; 

Second, that every State shall have the full benefit of the major- 
ity fraction—remembering that the functions of Congress are 
growing in importance every day, and that there should be greater 


representation in proportion as great interests are enlarging hour | _ 


by hour. : 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want tosay that the fundamental 
idea of popular government is the distribution of power. From 
the battle of Hastings our ancestors have been fighting to main- 
tain this principle and wrest power from the hands of the few 
and lodge it in the hands of the many; and it was consummated 
in our national fabric and sealed with the blood of patriots when, 
in 1781, the proud crest of England went down in disgrace and 
despair at Yorktown, and the flag of freedom was hoisted, never 
to be lowered. 

To maintain the principles thus established and to continue and 
to enlarge this distributive power among the people should be 
the aim of the Republic and of the popular branch of Congress, 
at least. Of nothing should the people be so jealous as the en- 
croachment on, or abridgment of, this great boon. No right or 
privilege possessed by them should be watched so incessantly, 
preserved so carefully, and guarded so aggressively as the one 
right in the fullest measure to select the only official for whom, 
under the Constitution, they can vote, viz, the man to represent 
them in the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States of America. [Loud applause. } 

I desire to append the striking letter of Mr. Frank Abial Flower, 
of Washington, D.C. I invite especial attention to it: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1901. 


My Dear JupGeE: Yours of November 6 was duly received, but not until 
now has it been possible to reply to your inquiries concerning the apportion- 
ment. You ask: 

‘Is there any substantial warrant for reducing the representation from 
any State because such State disfranchises some of its citizens for other 
reasons than rebellion or crime?” 

2. “Is there a mathematical and legal way of so apportioning Representa- 
tives among the States as to do exact and equal justice to each and all?” 

First. If there were such warrant, Congress did not authorize or require 
the Director of the Census to gather facts on which to base such a reduction. 
You can not tell where or how to begin. 

Second. Yes; there are several; but I lost many a night's sleep before find- | 
ing the controlling principle which underlies all of them, although it is sim- 
ple enough now that it has been found. 

Heretofore the process by which the apportionments have been computed | 
have not produced results that were legally or mathematically correct, or 
politically just, because they included the necessity of assigning (or reject- 


ing) an entire Representative for a bare major fraction of the accepted ratio 
which gave to some States over and to other States under representation. ' 

The possibilities for injustice under this practice are very great, and can 
never be eliminated. For instance, North and South Dakota may have within 
one of equal populations. The former, with a minor fraction of 100,000 above 
the ratio, would receive 1 Representative, while the latter, with a ma 
fraction of 100,001 above the ratio, would receive 2 Representatives. 

This additional person in South Dakota may have been a child born a dav 
or an hour prior to taking the enumeration. Thus the representation of 
State would be doubled, and also doubled over the representation of a sister 
State by the numerical value of a single one-day-old babe. ; 

What is worse, if this child should die on the day following the enumera 
tion, thus reducing the population of the two States to an exact equalit 
South Dakota nevertheless would continue for ten years to enjoy dou 
the representation of North Dakota. 

This is an extreme but not impossible case, and vividly illustrates ap) 
tionment features which have occurred frequentiy in actual practice, a 
must continue under this process forever. 

However, the fact that these irritating forms of injustice have never b 
eliminated, nor even ameliorated, does not mean that it is impossible to ¢ 
to each State its mathematically exact strength in the House of Represe: 
tives and the electoral college, but that a way of doing so has not be« 
1 or adopted. 


1 
na 


vised 

A fundamental error has been committed hitherto in assuming that repr. 
sentation means physical persons or integers. 

If such were really the case, a one-armed or one-legged person might n 
be considered a complete or lawful Representative. 

Representation does not mean a certain number any more than it means 
a certain weight of persons. 

It means simply choosing and putting forward a vehicle or instrument { 
giving, and which can and does give adequate expression and effect to t) 
popular will or ascertained voting strength of a given community 

One person as well as 4 or 40 or 400 persons can represent a commu! 


| arepresentative body, if he be properly clothed with authority to do so 


This fact has received actual illustration times without number by po 
lar conventions giving one vote to two persons, or two votes to thre« 
sons, or by instructing or authorizing one person to cast the vote of an « 
county or State delegation, or of an entire convention 

If this old and undisputed principle be applied in creatin 
strength of the House of Representatives and the electoral college, a 
and under representation—the basic element of injustice and irritation- a 
once disappears, except in the case of States having populations les 
unit or ratio of apportionment 

There are three or more ways in which this principle may be applied. | 
the first illustration let it be applied as follows: 

1. Assume 1 vote in the House of Representatives for every 205,500 per 
Divide the representative population of each State by this number 

3. The result will be 8.898 votes for Alabama, 12.245 votes for Indiana, |! 
votes for Texas, 20.231 votes for Ohio, 35.344 votes for New York, and so « 

4. These votes, which represent with mathematical exactness the pr 
tionate strength of each State to the aggregate strength of all the Stat 
(Wyoming, Idaho, Nevada, and Delaware excepted), will come into Cor 
in the form of as many persons as there are votes and fractions of 
assigned to the several States. 

5. Thus Alabama will send 9 persons, 8 with full votes and 1 with (8% 

a vote; Texas willsend 15 persons, 14 with full votes and 1 with 0.835 ofa, 
Ohio will send 21 persons, 20 with full votes and 1 with 0.231 of a vote, and 
on through the list (Wyoming, Idaho, Nevada, and Delaware excepted 
complete result being as follows, apportioned by the ratio of 205,500, accord 
ing to the Twelfth Census: 
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No State loses a person, but several lose a percentage of voting strength. 

In order to carry an apportionment formulated as above stated intoactual 
practice, Alabama will elect 8 physical Representatives, 1 each from eight 
compact districts of uniform pores and contiguous territory and 1 to 
represent the fraction from the State at large; Texas will elect 14 physical 
Representatives, one each from as many lawful districts and one at large, 
oat so on appropriately through the entire list of States, except that Wyo- 
ming, Idaho, Delaware, and Nevada, which, respectively, do not contain suf- 
ficient population to equal the ratio unit, but which, by Article I, sec. 2, of 
the Constitution, are nevertheless entitled to one full Representative each, 
must elect their Representatives at large. . ae 

The number 205,500 is taken as the unit of apportionment because it gives 
to the lowest States the same number of personal Representatives that they 

10OW enjoy. : ; 
; To accomplish this result the voting strength of the House is enlarged to 
about 365, and the personal membership to 387, both, however, readjusted and 
equalized within the limits of the law, political justice, and mathematical cor- 
rectness, except as to Delaware, Idaho, Nevada, and Wyoming. 

Even this method can not give ey just results so long as States are 

admitted into the Union with populations less than the accepted unit of ap- 
ortionment, and the Constitution declares that each State shall have at 
feast one Representative. 

But this form of malrepresentation also, fundamental as it is, may be 
eliminated by using, as section 2 of Article Iof the Constitution permits, 30,000 
as the unit of representation. 

This plan involves assigning to each physical integer or representative 
person the power and right to give expression and effect in Congress toa 
certain fixed representative value or strength in the form of votes. 

In order to permit each State to retain in Congress its present number of 
representative persons, each such person may be empowered to cast 6.8 votes 
or units of representation, or such fraction thereof as any State remainder 
or the population of any of the four small States may determine. 

To make the actual apportionment as thus indicated, divide the representa- 
tive population of each of the forty-five States by 30,000, which will give the 
an of votes in the House and the electoral college to which such State 
is entitled; then divide each number or quotient thus found by 6.8, and that 
will give the smallest number of persons required to represent these votes 
and fractions of votesin the House. 

The result will be in each State a certain number of persons empowered 
to cast 6.8 representative votes each, and a person entitled to cast the frac- 
tional remainder for that State. 

To find the value in representative votes of these remainders (in other 
words, the number of votes the fractional Representatives are entitled to 
cast), multiply each, if they be in decimal form, by 6.8. Each full Repre- 
sentative is given the power to cast 6.8 votes, because that is a number which 
does not reduce the present number of members fromany State. Any other 
number may be taken without destroying the accuracy of the process, leav- 
ing the House at its present size or otherwise. 

Such an apportionment results as follows: 
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Representatives so apportioned will be elected as stated hereinbefore 
those clothed with 6.8 votes by compact and equal districts, and the one in 
each State having less than 6.8 votes (representing the fraction, or, respec- 


tively, the States of Delaware, Idaho, Nevada, and Wyoming) will be elected 
by the State at large. 
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The person so elected by any State at large will enjoy all the privileges, 
honors, power, and pay of other Representatives, but his vote in Congress 
will be fractional only,as heretofore indicated. This places the small States 
of Delaware, Idaho, Nevada, and Wyoming on an exact equality with all the 
other States. 

If deemed advisable, the fractional vote or votes to which any State may 
be entitled may be divided equally among the entire number of Representa- 
tives assigned to that State, thus avoiding the election of one personatlarge, 
ar in the case of Delaware, Idaho, Nevada, and Wyoming, which can not 
avoid electing their Representatives on the general State ticket. 

I have had no time to make an actual apportionment on that basis, but per- 
haps will be able to do so later, if you desire. 

Very truly, yours, 
FRANK ABIAL FLOWER. 

Hon. JOHN J. JENKINS, M. C. 


P. 8.—A larger number than 6.8 (say 6.85) will reduce the size of the House 
without cutting down the present personal representation from any State; 
it would merely wipe out such small fractions as those attached to New 
Hampshire and ( rregon. The process is perfect for any conceivable size at 
which the House of Representatives may be fixed. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, the majority and minority are very 
nearly equally divided numerically and politically. Each report a 
plan for our adoption. 

We should carefully analyze each of these plans and adopt the 
one or the other or reject both and formulate our own plans, as our 
best judgment shall dictate. 

Let us first see what the majority presents. It makes the pres- 
ent number, 357, the telling virtue of its plan, and makes every- 
thing, whether it carries justice or injustice in its train, yield to 
the idea that the number of Representatives shall not be increased 
beyond 357, 

Secondly, it proposes taking the 357 Representatives now pro- 
vided for here and to so redistribute them as to take certain 
members from States where small gains in population have been 
made and hand them over to such States as have made larger in- 
creases. 

In this distribution 1 is taken from Maine, though its popula- 
tion increased 33,300, and is given to Illinois, where the increase 
is greater; 1 is taken from Indiana, though it increased its pop- 
ulation 324,058, and is consigned to Louisiana, because it had in- 
creased more rapidly; 1 is taken from Kansas, though this State 
gained 43,399, and is given to Minnesota, that made a greater in- 
crease; it takes 1 from Nebraska, though it gained 9,629, and 
turns it over to New Jersey, that has made a greater gain; takes 
1 from Ohio, though it gained 485,229—enough to give it 2additional 
members under present ratio—and gives it to New York, which 
has made a greater gain; takes | from South Carolina, that has 
increased 189,167, and gives it to West Virginia, because the latter 
had a greater increase; takes 1 from Virginia, which has gained 
198,204, and gives it to Texas, because it has gained more; takes 
1 from Kentucky, though it has gained 288,539—more than enough 
to give it an additional member under present ratio—and hands 
it over to Texas, which has made a greater gain. 

What is the result? You take from each of eight of the noted 
States of this Union an existing Representative, based on the 
apportionment of ten years ago, notwithstanding some of these 
States have increased enough in population to entitle them to two 
new Representatives under the present apportionment, and all 
have made a vigorous, healthy growth. You unnecessarily 
humiliate the people of these proud and honored States, disor- 
ganize their Congressional districts, and greatly diminish the ef- 
ficiency of their representation in Congress, while the evolution 
of government here is constantly augmenting national powers and 
duties. What do we gain by this innovation, this humiliation 
and irreparable injury to eight great States in the Union? 

We are told that we save the expense of additional members. 
Such a reply is specious, insipid. There is not a month that some 
questionable appropriation does not pass here involving more than 
the increase proposed by the minority without a whisper of pro- 
test from any member of this committee. Such a plea should be 
beneath the serious consideration of the American people. But, 
say they, an increase of 29 members will unduly crowd the House. 
The Architect’s plan completely refutes that charge. They say 
the House will be unwieldy. 

Every leading deliberative legislative branch of the people in 
Europe refutes this, It would take a century to make this as 
large as the House of Commons at the pace set by the minority. 

sut we are told that these large representative bodies are only 
common to monarchies. The large representative bodies have 
always been yielded on the clamoring demands of the masses of 
the people, and such acquisitions celebrated as bulwarks of the 
people’s rights and liberties. Those desiring to block legislation 
for the masses of the people always concentrate their efforts on the 
smaller legislative branch as the easier to convince and handle. 

Now, let us examine the premises of the minority. The ratio of 
173,901 was fixed for each Representative in 1891. Our population 
was then 62,622,250. The present population is 74,565,906, an 
increase of 11,943,656, and the minority have added to the number 
of persons for each Representative 20,274 more than the ratio 
upon which we were elected, and this leaves the Representatives 
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of each State intact, which is in fair harmony with the general 
increase in population. 
It increases the 
on each State 


t 


ptate or injure 


intact, does not humiliate the people of any 


jority fractions and has no ‘‘paradoxes.” The minority follows | 
the old precedents and tries to correct all inequalities so far as 
possible, while the majority has centered all of its force around 
the single, immaterial point, ‘‘do not increase the membership of 
th Ho eg 

It is willing to arbitrarily strip such time-honored States as 
Maine, Virginia, Indiana, Ohio, Nebraska, Kansas, Kentucky, | 
and South Carolina of a part of their present representation and | 
give them to the more lucky States, and thereby humiliate the | 
people of these great States and do them irreparable and material 
nyury. 


it would have been most difficult for the members of this com- 
mittee to have d 
fatal blow to the good name and credit of these States than to ad 
vertise to the world that they have gone into decay and ruin. 


The generalrun of the people will never learn that it was a mere | 
Take | 


shortsighted policy and that these States have no blight. 
the flings of the chairman at the State of Nebraska, and his intima- 
tion that Nebraska had been the subject of a Populist blight, as 
evidenced by this loss of a part of her representation, and what 
must be expected of the busy investors and home seekers? 

The mere fact that such insinuation was utterly false and ma- 
licious does not make it less damaging. They will never learn 
that the majority took 173,901, the ratio for the last Congréss, and 
added 84,957, equaling 208,868, as the ratio for this, which de- 
prived each of these 8 States of 1 Representative and advertised 
to the investing and home-seeking world that they are deteriorat- 
ing. Now,the minority adds 20,274 to the present ratio of 173,901, 
making the minority ratio of 194,182, an increase in harmony with 
the general increase of population, and saves all existing Repre- 
sentatives, and does not ignominiously advertise any State as 
stagnant or deteriorating. 

Now, there is a third innovation in this majority report, and 
that is this: That mathematicians, from the time the system was 
adopted, have admitted that it now and then developed an 
atrocity which they have elected to call a ‘‘ paradox.” 

In 1881 Mr. Seaton, the chief clerk, said, in making these cal- 
culations 


I met with the so-called Alabama posaton, where Alabama was allotted § 
out of a total of 299, receiving but 7 when the total became 300. 

But, be it said, to the credit of the committee and of Congress, 
they never failed to hurry in the bill a correction of all the pal- 
able defects developed in the faults of the system; but the Ala- 
Seana paradox, the Maine paradox, and all other paradoxes shrink 
into insignificance when the shadow of the Colorado “‘ paradox” 
appears. 

And I want everyone here to look this squarely in the face. 
Colorado gains 1 on every set of figures from a House of 350 to 
one of 400, or in 49 times it comes in and goes out on the ma- 
jority bill. Now, I have no kind of suspicion that any member 


of the committee was influenced in fixing this number at 357 be- | 


cause it caught Colorado at this point. Colorado came in at all 
other places, whether you increased or decreased the number in 
the House, but the glaring fault in the system developed at that 
point, a missing cog was found, or the machine slipped a cog at 
this point. 

This is a doub!e-headed ‘* paradox ” of Colorado. 


In the Alabama case the paradox consisted in giving Alabama | 
8 with a total House of 299 and only giving it 7 with a House of | 


300, when from a true mathematical or scientific standpoint her 
number, if changed at all on an increasing ratio, must have in- 
creased. 


Colorado gains 1, loses at 357, gains at 358, and holds it continu- 
ally up to 400; or, in these figures, on both sides of 357 Colorado 
gains 49 times and falls out 1, showing that this system is not 
scientific, as this freak presents a mathematical impossibility. 
There are inequalities developing on every side of this *‘ hocus- 
pocus ”’ system 
Take, for instance, the State of North Dakota, that has a major- 
ity fraction for which it gets no member. North Dakota, under 
this bill, gets a member for 314,454 persons, while New York, the 
largest State in the Union, gets 35 members on a ratio of 207,522, 
less than the real ratio, because she gets one on a majority frac- 
tion, andit takes 131,735 persons more for North Dakota to get a 
member, than it does for New York to get each of its 35 members. 
Florida has a majority fraction for which it getsno member and 
ets its two members on a population each of 264,271, while New 
Fork gets each of her 35 members on a ratio of 207,522, so it takes 
137,120 more persons for each member of this little State than it 
does for each of New York’s 35 members. 
The State of Colorado under the majority bill gets one member 


What is the result of the minority plan? | 
House but 29 members and leaves the delega- | 


it in the eyes of the public, and includes all ma- | 


levised a plan by which they might strike a more | 
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for a population of 268,557, while New York pays only 207,522 for 
each of her members, or it takes in Colorado 61,0354 persons more 
for each of her two members of Congress than it costs New York 
for each of her 35 members, and soit works as between the smal] 
and the large States, always to the advantage of the large States 
after the ratio of population is reached in the State. 

This comes in this wise. 

Colorado has but 2 members and has a majority fraction of 121.- 
7, which must be divided between 2 members of Congress, mak- 
ing each of her members stand a ratio of 268,5572 persons in lieu 
of 208,868, but if New York had this majority fraction of 121,367. 
instead of Colorado, instead of having to divide this up between 2 
members, as Colorado must, it divides it among its 35 members 
making each of them cost New York 212,335 instead of 268,557 
as it costs Colorado, per member, or giving Colorado, for illustra- 
tion, and New York each the same majority fraction that Colo 
rado now has, 121,367, and each of Colorado's members will cost 
her 56,5204 persons more than New York’s members will cost that 
great State, and to as far as possible equalize this great advantag 
of the large States over the smaller ones, every Congress here- 
tofore has taken care of the major fractions, and sometimes 
of minor fractions where the injustice was too flagrant, and I hav: 


oe 
ov 


| no doubt that Congress will take care of the Colorado *‘ paradox” 


as it did with the Alabama “ paradox,” and with the major frac- 
tions of North Dakota and Florida as it has always done hereto- 
fore; and I now propose and will offer at the proper time an 
amendment making the number 560 instead of 357, taking in Col- 
orado, Florida, and North Dakota. 

This fault, in my judgment, is constitutional. The unit used 
for determining the apportionment should have been based on 
well-defined and limited Congressional districts, instead of mak- 
ing the States a unit. With the States as a unit, and adding th: 
fractions of all the Congressional districts, give the largest State 
a decided percentage over all smaller States, as above shown, after 
they pass the ratio adopted. 

I now offer an amendment, which I propose to offer before th 
committee, and I ask now that it be considered as pending, per- 
mitting Colorado, North Dakota, and Florida each to have an 
additional member. 

In line 5, page 1, strike out the word “fifty-seven” and insert “sixty 
and whenever “fifty-seven” occurs thereafter strike out * fifty-seven” and 
insert “sixty’’ in its place. In line 8, page 1, strike out the word “two.” 
after the words “Colorado"’’ and “Florida,” and insert “three” after ** Col- 
orado” and after “Florida; and after the words “ North Dakota,” in line § 
page 2, strike out the word “one” and insert the word “two” in lieu thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Rosrnson]}. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, American citizens 
of the twentieth century are ruled by a system of government 
transmitted, through generations, from the early fathers. A cen- 
tury of time has wrought but few changes in that Constitution 
which was the ideal of the patriots, whose ambition was the equal- 
ity and enfranchisement of man—a government by the people for 
the people. 

The century closed has witnessed our institutions of govern- 
ment made the models for the republics of the world. 

The strength of our Government is that it dwells in the hearts 
of the people. Thus was it transmitted unimpaired to us, and we 
owe a like duty to posterity. 

The measure under discussion is most important. It binds 
Congress and legislatures for ten years, and, fixing an apportion- 
ment, as it does, concerns fundamentally our system of govern- 
ment. 

Selieving that the Hopkins measure restricts too much the 


” 


| rights of just representation that should be lodged in the people, 
| I shall favor an enlargement of the membership of the House to 
The paradox is complicated in the Colorado case by | 
a falling out of line both ways, or to say that from 350 up to 357 | 


386, as proposed. by the Burleigh bill, and, convinced of its just- 
ness, I shall state the grounds of my belief. 

Keeping in mind the intent of the framers of our Constitution, 
and that which has moved statesmen from that time, the invest- 
ment of the greatest power in the people, we find that the bill 
before us runs counter to that theory in that it limits the mem- 
bership of the House of Representatives to 357, thus enlarging the 
number of people represented by each member here from 173,901, 
as fixed by the last apportionment, to 208,868, an increase of peo- 
ple to be represented by each member, in round numbers, of 
35,000. In other words, the 357 members fixed ten years ago as 


| the proper representative body for 62,622,250 of population shall 


stand representative for 74,565,868, the present population; and 
not only this, but represent the increase of population for ten 
years to come, which can not be less than 14,000,000 more. 

lf the Hopkins bill becomes a law, at the end of its life each 
member of the House, then, will be representing 248,000 people. 

The House of Representatives, as originally designed, was to be 
the popular branch of the American Congress, and the members 
were to be directly and intimately responsible to their constitu- 
ents. This was provided by the term and the mode of election. 
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The constitutional ratio was one member to not less than 30,000 
veople. 

However strong our plan of government, weaknesses may be 
found in the quality of popular representation and responsibility. 
if popular sentiment counts for proof, these defects are not found 
in a too close responsibility to the people of two of its branches. 

The President is not accountable directly to the people for four 
years after his first election, and not at all after his second elec- 
tion. Through that branch the people are unable to change a 

licy for four years, however unjust it may appear to them. 

The Supreme Court judges are appointed for life by the Presi- 
dent and confirmed by the Senate. They cease to be members of 
the court only on removal, by impeachment, by resignation, and 
by death. Surely there is an immunity from popular sentiment 
in this branch of the Government. Many people have made free 
to criticise the Supreme Court for some decisions on constitutional 
questions, charging that they were out of line with popular legal 
opinion and public sentiment. 

The Senate, removed so far from the people by the method of se- 
lection andterm of service, can not be said to be in close touch 
with them; and in multiplied instances the method of choosing 
Senators has led to the turning aside of the public will, the result 
of sinister means and fraudulent and corrupt practice, made easy 
by their selection by a comparatively small legislative body. 

“Many States have been absolutely disfranchised from tie-ups 
and deadlocks, the natural and legitimate fruit of practices made 
easy by the mode that removes so far from the people the selec- 
tion of their Senators. 

With these conditions it can not be claimed that the Senate is 
as truly representative of the people or responsible to them as 
some body should be to insure their safety and protection. 

So long as the Senate is not elected by direct vote of the people, 
so long must the House of Representatives be a large and truly 
representative body. 

The reform of electing the Senators by the people must come 
from sentiment created through State legislatures and the House of 
Representatives. 

Other reforms known to members, and which I shall not take 
the time to enumerate, must be accomplished through a body like 
this, strongly representative of the masses. 

So long as the House is large and representative, so long will 
it respond to the sentiment of the people, @:d the people can be 
trusted. 


We have heard it much said in late years that the House was | 


not a representative body. Mr. Speaker, we have a code of rules 
here that seems to have given rise to that general impression. 

This popular impression—and Iam not concerned in disputing 
its correctness—this evil in the House, does not come from an en- 
larged number of Representatives, but rather from a concentra- 
tion of power in the hands of a limited number of the members 
and the invocation of the rules to enforce policies, The abuse 
rather lies in the drastic enforcement of the rules through the 
Rules Committee than in the rules themselves. Happily therules 
are seldom invoked, save to enforce political policies. 

It may, with some show of reason, be claimed that political 
policies, sanctioned by public sentiment, should be enforced by 
drastic rules. However that may be, it will be found that such 
action will only be positively dangerous, when the personal respon- 
sibility of members to their constituents is lessened to such an 
extent that motives other than patriotic ones will move the rank 
and file of the House to follow leaders into such policies, 

It will be found that servility in following leadership will be 
lessened as the electorate to which the member is responsible is 
smaller, thus enabling him to draw his inspiration from the 
hearts of his people. Motives are difficult to ascribe; but it will 
not be out of line with human nature to find that those whose con- 
stituents have kept them long here, and who have won places on 
committee and leadership in Congress, and who perform a major 
part of its work, are willing to limit the responsibility of members 
and represent a larger constituency, thus enlarging their relative 
power under the Hopkins bill. I may lie under a charge of ar- 
raigning class against class in the House, but it is a condition with 
us, and we might as well confront it. 

Sir, the very strength of the Houseof Representatives, as an in- 
stitution of popular government, is its nearness to the people. 

While the great leaders here, who have won their places by long 

service, are entitled to the best consideration and the respect of 
members of less service, yet the great body of this House who are 
not leaders represent the great body of the country. Though in 
management and leadership they may not rank with the others, 
yet they are here to pass upon great public questions, and their 
votes are potent, sacred, and enduring. 
_ The great leaders and managers are mighty in debate. powerful 
in management, and potent in committee, but when it comes to 
registering votes on public questions the humblest member rises 
to a level with the greatest, and votes are the recorded sentiments 
of constituencies, 
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After all, the sentiment of the people is voiced in roll calls and 
on votes. In the very nature of things a large number of mem- 
bers can not speak fully on many public questions. 

We become specialists tn legislation, at least so far as offering 
in debate views on questions. 

Under our system of government and mode of selecting mem- 
hers of Congress it will be found that our constituents judge and 
measure a member by his record and votes on questions before 
the House. We are the custodians of the sentiments of our dis- 
tricts and recorders of their will—a jury selected from the neigh- 
borhood, delegated by the people to represent them truly. 

We should know our people and they should have the oppor- 
tunity of knowing us; and then, from personal knowledge of and 
acquaintance with their member, they would feel free to inform, 
instruct, and criticise. 

This, it will be seen, can more readily be done, in consonanco 
with our form of government, by smaller constituencies, which 
will bring the member in closer touch with his people. 

It has been said that in years gone by, special interests have 
elected members, who thus owing their seats, became special 
pleaders for a special cause, to the detriment of the public good. 

Not having proof, I will not assert, but knowing of methods 
used to control nominations and elections, knowing the forces 
that can be exerted by special interests, such powers will have the 
surest means to operate when the membership of the House is less. 

A larger membership insures more independence against class 
interest and class power, and gives a House which wealth and in- 
fluence can not so easily corrupt. 

In this age of concentration of power and elements and influ- 
ence, the safest method of preserving the House of Representa- 
tives, as a body representative of the people, is not secured by an 
increase of the number to be represented. 

The power of individual members, dissociated from all consid- 
erations save the power of voting, is not to be underestimated. 
Members of independence and feelings of responsibility can call 
for record votes, and many instances can be recalled when not 
only the votes of individuals but the vote of the House sitting in 
committee has been changed when the light of public scrutiny, 
through a roll call, is turned on the votes of members. Smaller 
constituencies and its concomitant, closer responsibility, secures 
such results. 

We are here not to receive honor and distinction, save as it comes 
from a true representation of the sentiments of our districts. 

As there is wisdom in a multitude of counsellors, so is it true 
that Representatives are better able to serve the people by being 


| in close touch with them. 


Napoleon subjected easily the House of Ancients, a compara- 
tively small body of representatives. The House of Deputies in 
France stood out till the end against his tyranny; remained in 
session to oppose him till he drove them out of the doors and 
the windows at the point of the bayonet. Later, Napoleon, 
taught by the lesson of experience, cut down the number of Dep- 
uties and controlled them. 

A large Parliament withstood the tyranny of Charles the First 
and drove him to execution. A rump Parliament of a hundred 
yielded to a Cromwell. 

The words ‘‘ compact and contiguous” in the bill are designed 
to enable the Representative to more readily get acquainted with 
his people, but it will not be found possible, within the scope of 
a lifetime, to get on any degree of intimate terms with 209,000 
people. 

We all know the manifold duties incumbent upon members in 
the varied interests of the country. We know the requisitions 
that are made upon us by constituents, under the custom long in 
Vogue, and properly made, requiring a vast amount of time and 
industry to perform. We all know the faithfulness with which 
members perform these duties, know their value to constituents, 
and we know how much our constituents appreciate theseservices. 

In fact, there are Departments where it is absolutely necessary 
that members intercede to secure prompt returns to the wants of 
our people. This is a service that there is no immediate prospect 
will be dispensed with. 

Yet, with this condition staring the majority of the committee 
in the face, they say, in effect, that 14,000,000 more people in the 
ten years to come shall be added to the districts of the present 
membership. 

In their report some stress is laid upon the reapportionment of 
1842, after the Sixth Census, when a reduction was made in the 
number of Representatives. That result grew out of the peculiar 
condition at that time, and it had no precedent for its justifica- 
tion at the time, and it has never been considered as a precedent 
from that time till now. 

The reduction in the apportionment of 1842 was the result of 
the political contest and abnormal conditions of 1840. The polit- 
ical and industrial conditions preceding the election and the appor- 
tionment were not calculated to mold a safe policy. The coun- 
try had been enormously burdened by high taxation, and the 





























































































































































































































































































































accumulated surplus had been made the object of greed and ex- 
travagance. There had been an excessive inflation of the cur- 
rency by the issue of an irredeemable paper currency. The recoil 
from such conditions produced ruin and industrial distress on 
every hand. 

The alleged reform, then, which is followed now, grew out of 
these unnatural conditions, and the precedent created is not 
safe. 

With the exception of 1842, in the apportionment of members 
the rule always has obtained to increase the number of members 
to keep pace with the increase of population. 

The majority of the committee has departed from the practi- 
cally universal rule and adopts a new rule and policy, the direct 
effect of which is the lessening of the representative character of 
the House. 

The Constitution fixed the ratio at 1 member to 30,000 people. 
This gave a membership of 65. The First Census increased it to 
105; the Second to 141; the Third to 181; the Fourth to 213; the 
Fifth to 240. The Sixth Census reduced it to 223. The Seventh 
increased it to 233; the Eighth to 241; the Ninth to 283; the Tenth 
to 325: the Eleventh to 356. 

As shedding some light upon the subject it will be interesting 
to note the views taken by the Committee on the Census of ten 
years ago, as shown in their report and the debates on the bill for 
the apportionment of members then. Mr. Durnell, chairman of 
the committee, said: 

The committee discovered in the House a decided unwillingness, almost 
universally entertained and very largely expressed, to consent to any reduc- 
tion of the present number of members assigned to any State. *This bill, 
therefore, provides that no State shall suffer a decrease in its present repre 
sentation. This was the object sought in the apportionment which has been 
maae 

He had previously said: 

The committee finally decided to accept and adopt 356. I shall be asked 
why this number rather than any other was selected. I reply that it was 
selected because it was found to be the number first reached between 332 and 
375 that would secure each State its present representation. 

These remarks reflected the general tenor of the report. 

Again he said: 

There were those on the committee who desired to retain the present 
number, but it was found that that could not be used without contravening 
what seemed the universal sentiment of the House, because very many 
States would lose 1 from their present representation. There were 10 
States that would lose 1 member each. Letting these facts guide us, it 
was found that there was no other number that we could reasonably make 
use of than 356, and no other ratio than 173,901. 

These views, it seems to me, are just, and the sentiments are ap- 
propriate here, and should bear greater weight than the unprece- 
dented and false standard of 1842. 

The report presented adopts a ratio that causes a number of large 
and progressive States of the Union to lose a member of Congress, 
and by the same operation other large and progressive States fail 
to secure a new member, to which they seem to be entitled under 
former rules of apportionment. And now let us see what reasons 
are urged by the majority of the committee for this departure 
from precedent for this increase in the number to be represented. 

We look over the report vainly for reasons other than that 
“economy and dispatch of business” require it. Economy is a 
word much used and much abused in public affairs. It is used in 
the latter sense in the report. Such a policy is false economy. 
Where is the economy? Twenty-nine additional members will 
draw in salaries $145,000; outside of salaries the additional cost 
will be $46,000; in all, $191,000 to be appropriated, in addition to 
the usual estimated annual appropriation of $743,000,000 for 1902. 
Put the figures together and you can not tell them apart, the 
amount in comparison is so inconsequential. and I have given all 
the additional expense sought to be saved in the name of economy 
and at the expense of the people. The theory of economy falls 
hopelessly to the ground. 

The next reason urged is ‘dispatch of business.” Mr. Speaker, 
in the light of the record of this House this session, with the rec- 
ord for the dispatch of business under the rules in the last decade, 
aside from the solemn form in which this point is asserted in this 
report it would not seem to have been seriously made. 

Vhen I reflect upon the thorough knowledge that the majority 
of the committee had of the operation of the Reed rules and see 
this report, I am tempted to say as Cicero did—he said he could 
not see how two fortune tellers could look each other in the face 
without laughing, and Ican not see how two members of that 
committee, asserting ‘‘ that business can not be dispatched,” etc., 
I can not see how they can look each other in the face without 
laughing. 

In great party questions no difficulty has ever been experienced 
by the party leaders in enforcing party polices through the invo- 
cation of the rules, and no procrastination or filibustering tactics 
have ever won against the determined efforts on the part of the 
party leaders opposing it. 

This session, when business of the greatest magnitude has been 
taken care of with celerity without invoking the rules, shows that 
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no expedient that lessens the power of the people should be re. 
sorted to ‘‘ for the dispatch of Sashoses.” 

The States of Massachusetts and New Hampshire have assem- 
blies larger than this. There may be others. They seem to be 
thoroughly representative. 

As instances of representative bodies much larger in numbers 
than the House of Representatives may be cited the German 
Reichstag, 397; the French Chamber of Deputies, 584; the House 
of Commons, 670; the Hungarian House, 453; the Italian Parlia- 
ment of Deputies, 508; the Austrian Reichsrath, 425. 

Certainly no one can be found who would let weigh, in this 
great public question, the mechanical rearrangement of this Hall. 
If it were possible to adopt some plan that would secure the re- 
casting and remodeling of this Hall, it ought to secure the sup- 
port of every member on acoustic and hygienic grounds, 

Both were unknown or unconsulted by the architect that de- 
signed it, and troubles in comfort and health have resulted. A 
change that will get us nearer the light of heaven, and the outside 
breath of life will lessen the confusion and add to our lives, not 
to speak of the other points that will tend to make the House a 
deliberative body. 

Then, again, these desks can be dispensed with and be supple- 
mented with a few tables in the rear, that will secure much com- 
fort and relief. Desks are not known in many of the other great 
assemblies of the world, notably the English and the French. 

If we desire to save more time adopt a scheme of government 
for the District of Columbia that will enable its people to be 
American citizens, with the right to vote,and thus save at least 
one-tenth of our time for legislation which is wasted when we sit 
as a common council for the District of Columbia. 

Another reform for time saving is easy. Save the time con- 
sumed in roll calls by adopting the electric method of voting. 
There is no impediment to its adoption. 

It is a reflection on the inventive genius of the age that we must 
listen for a half hour to the humdrum of roll calls. Invention 
has made it possible to distinguish the voice of your friend as he 
speaks to you across the continent. At the deft touch of fingers 
and to the music of the clicking machine, it adds up figures by 
the thousands with a speed and accuracy beyond the dexterity or 
mentality of man. These are instances of improvement to lead 
us on, not to mention the dream of the destroyers, who hope to 
sail from continent to continent, under the ocean, and destroy 
fleets and navies on the other shore. This improvement in the 
House would be but a small dot in the great plot of the improve- 
ments of the age. There are hundreds of such, and they show we 
languish here. 

If we must continue the old system, it will be found that 29 
members in addition will add but little to the waste of time. It 
is not easy to do equal and exact justice to all in framing an ap- 
portionment bill, but a careful study of the Burleigh measure con- 
vinces me that as near as human foresight can it adopts a correct 
standard and conclusions. If we look for injustice in the Hop- 
kins bill, we can readily find it outside of the feature that deprives 
States of Representatives. 

Under the provisions of the Constitution a small State has an ad- 
vantage and a greater relative power. 

The Hopkins bill fixes the ratio at 1 for 208,868, yet the little 
State of Nevada, that would never have been heard of if there had 
not been a volcanic upheavel, and, I might add, if it had not been 
for the distinguished gentleman who so ably represents it upon 
this floor [Mr. NEWLANDs], the people there sleep quietly, on the 
slopes, in their hillside homes, deeply conscious of their worth in 
that one member is given them for 42,335 people. Wyoming gets 
a member with 92,531 population, yet Oklahoma, to which the 
world rushed a few years ago, and toward which the center of 
population is fast advancing—Oklahoma, with its 398,245 people, 
is not represented by a member.of Congress, however well she is 
represented as a Territory by her distinguished Delegate [Mr. 
FLYNN], who sheds a grace here by his presence and his learning. 
Oklahoma should in justice and by equality have her statehood, 
then our friend would shed a luster at the other end of the Capitol, 
in the Senate. 

Under the Hopkins bill Vermont, with a population of 343,641, 
gets two members, while North Dakota, with a population of 
319,000, gets but one. According to the North Dakota standard, 
Vermont gets a member for 24,000 people, and according to the 
Oklahoma standard she ought to have 53,000 more people and get 
no member. These flagrant inequalities, so far as possible, the 
Burleigh bill corrects. 

If the position I take is correct, from the point of statesman- 
ship, no refutation of it comes from entering the field of politics 
or political advantage. 

The causes that lead to political results are so multitudinous, 
so versatile, and withal so inestimable that no standard based 
upon present or past conditions political can weigh a feather in 
what should be done in the future. 

Many States fixed in politics in the past give no assurance of the 
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future on either side in the panoramic change of political ques- 
tions and shades and turns of political principles. 

Especially is this so when the margin of change in the electoral 
college is, as it must needs be in the present estimates, so exceed- 
ingly small. Again, such a basis being predicated upon a group 
of States assumed to be certain, vacillating as some of them must 
be. and built, asit must be, upon unsubstantial assumptions, wholly 
leaves out of consideration States classed as doubtful, any one of 
which, changing its political status, would break the whole slate 
upon which calculation was made. 

States and groups of States have been known to change on 
questions, The money question can be cited as an instance. The 
Chinese question had such effect. The Japanese and oriental 
labor may have a like effect, not to mention an inundation of 
Filipino fellow-citizens to our country. 

These thoughts are thrown out only for the consideration of 
those who figure political advantage or political expediency in 
this legislation, based upon the vote in the electoral college or on 
the Representatives in this House, if any such there be. 

Mr. Speaker, every time you increase the number to be repre- 
sented by each member then you lessen, so far, full representation, 
and this should be done only when exigency and urgency demand. 

I favor the Burleigh minority bill of apportionment, because the 
more I dwell upon it the more I am convinced that it represents 
truer Republicanism, truer Democracy than the Hopkins bill. 
[Loud applause. | 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, GAINEs]. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said here 
touching the supposed ‘‘ unfortunate condition of the negro in the 
South.” LIexceedingly regret that I have not time to give some of 
the interesting history of his condition. But I submit that those 
who profess to be his friends in the North, East, and West deny 
him the same things that we in the South deny him. This indis- 
putable fact you blindly overlook in your mad advocacy of negro 
equality in all things. 

Why, gentlemen, do you Republicans ever even appoint—not 
elect, but appoint—him on the supreme bench of your States to 
administer to you the law? Do you Republicans ever put him on 
the Supreme Bench of the United States to administer the law to 
you and each of you and your people? No, indeed! But you 
would have him do so in the South, and the laws so framed as to 
force him on us. Do you ever nominate him for President or 
Vice-President when you well know the Republican party has 
repeatedly elected Republican Presidents since the civil war? Do 
you ever put him in the Cabinet? You dare not, but you could 
‘*appoint” him there, and he would receive you in due course so- 
cially and officially. You do not, but you would have him given 
unlimited suffrage in the South that such association might grow. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, when the South, as she has a right to do un- 
der the law of the land, undertakes to protect herself from these 
very things, and legally, we have it flaunted in our faces that we 
oppress and outrage the negro. 

Mr. Speaker, suffrage is a State right, a State gift, and must be 
so exercised as to maintain a republican form of government, and 
the State to do so regulates her gift and has the right under the 
Federal Constitution to do so, giving the same legal. right or legal 
oad to exercise this suffrage to the black as she does the 
white. 

Treat in the law both alike and the court is satisfied. This was 
done in Mississippi, and the Supreme Court so held in the Williams 
Case (170 U. 8S. Reports), and Justice Brewer so held in a Kansas 
case found in 7 Kansas State Reports, and so Paine on Elections 
declares the law. 

In the Williams case Justice McKenna for the whole court said: 


sesides, the operation of the Constitution and laws is not limited by their 
language or effect to any one race. They reach weak and vicious white men 
as well as weak and vicious black men, and whatever is sinister in their in- 
tention, if anything, can be prevented by both races by the exertion of that 
duty which voluntarily pays taxes and refrains from crime. (Williams vs. 
Mississippi, 170 U. 8., 222.) 


_ In holding the fourteenth amendment did not apply, the court, 
in concluding its opinion, said: 

This comment (on fourteenth amendment) is not applicable to the consti- 
tution of Mississippi and its statutes. They do, not on their face discrimi- 
nate between races, and it has not been shown that their actual administra- 
orn ae only that evil was made possible under them. (170 U.S. Re- 

rt, Pp. 228. 

The fourteenth amendment does not confer the right of suf- 
frage. (43 Cal., 43, Valkenburg vs. Brown; 21 Wall., 162, Minor 
vs. Hoppersett, 10 Am. and Enc., p. 572.) 

Mr. Payne says (Payne on Elections, pp. 55, 56): 

The fifteenth amendment guaranteed the rig ze 

; l ; ght of suffrage on equal terms 
with the white and colored races. 

* * * + * * * 


‘ It imposes but a angio restriction upon the exclusive power of the States 
0 prescribe the qualifications of voters, namely, that all qualifications shall 


the same for the white and colored races. 


Here we find that Mississippi gives to the white and black an 
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equal chance to vote and compels neither to vote or not vote; 
and this high court—a Republican court—so declares; and yet 
the South is condemned as disfranchising the negro by this law. 

Again, it is fashioned after the constitutions of Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Wyoming—all Republican States. Massachusetts 
requires that to vote the person shall not only ‘‘ read” her consti- 
tution, but read it ‘‘in English.” Soin Connecticut, so in Wyo- 
ming, and the courts uphold the law. A case in point is to be 
found in 50 Pacific Reporter. 

The Australian ballot system has been held constitutional in 
the following (if not more) States: California, Colorado, Florida, 
Illinois, Iowa, Massachusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, Montana, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, 
Wyoming, Wisconsin, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Rhode 
Island, and cases cited are 58 Pa. Stat., 338; 60 Pa. Stat., 54; 
105 Pa. Stat., 488; 136 Pa. Stat., 459; 10 Am. and Enc. Law, 579 
and 586. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is not a single State in this Union,and 
I believe not a single Territory, that has not so legislated in every 
instance as to place the executive, judicial, and legislative power 
of this country alone in the hands of educated white officials. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] to-day raises his voice 
here as the champion and friend of the colored man and says this 
is all wrong, and yet out of the thousands and thousands of negroes 
in Ohio, and, indeed, in Pennsylvania and Massachusetts and Kan- 
sas, is there ever elected a single negro to the Congress, as gov- 
ernor, or judge in those States, or any State? 

Nay, more, do these communities ever place any colored man in 
any single solitary case in a position where he will be called upon 
to administer the law—not where he shall administer a mere clerk- 
ship, but where it shall be his duty to administer the supreme law 
of the land, State or Federal? Notone. ‘* And they never will,” 
said the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Linney] here Sat- 
urday. And yet the South must be condemned because she says 
we will legally do the same thing in self-defense. 

Mr. Speaker, I am the friend of the colored man. I have been 
such since my childhood. I shall so continue. I hold in my 
pocket a letter from a man whom, I dare say, cast his vote against 
me, a negro from my own city, thanking me for getting him a 
position asa servant, where he can work in the day and go to 
school at night and finish his education, there being no night col- 
ored schools in Nashville, though blessed with many and of the 
very best schools in the land. But I shall never agree to put the 
executive, judicial, or legislative branches of this Government in 
the hands of the negro, and in doing this South we know it is best 
for him and best for us, and you in the East, North, and West have 
not and will not do more than this for the negro nor less for your- 
selves, and your past record proves this. 

Mr. Speaker, a few days ago in my own city there assembled a 
crowd of negro ministers to celebrate emancipation day; and here 
is the language of the chief orator of that occasion—a distinguished 
negro divine: 

The South is the place for us to achieve our success. In the North almost 
every door is shut against the negro; in the South he is offered free and un- 
limited activity in alltrades. Your emancipation means that we shall con- 
tend for our rights in the labor market of the South. 





In proof of this the negro remains South, regardless of everything 
enticing, so to speak, elsewhere. 

I hold in my hand a Pittsburg Republican paper stating that 
last week negro delegates from a Southern labor union had been 
excluded, because negrves, from a white labor union of Pittsburg, 
Pa., the State of the gentleman [Mr. OLMSTED] who would have 
Congress toinvestigate Southern outrages on negro suffrage South. 
In the South the unions deny this equality. Do you ever send 
him on the high missions to Europe, where, as a great minister, 
he would receive you and your people and mine? No, no, indeed! 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman,I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Virginia [| Mr. Jones}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONEs] 
has two minutes, the remaining time on that side. 


[Mr. JONES of Virginia addressed the House. 


Mr. HOPKINS obtained the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hoprxkrns] 
has fifty-two minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, during the time allotted to me 
in this debate I shall undertake to answer some of the objections 
which have been made by gentlemen of the committee and other 
gentlemen who have addressed the House to the bill reported by 
the committee. I shall endeavor to show that this bill is a fairer 
bill to the people of this country than the one submitted by the 
minority. 

It is unnecessary for me to call the attention of the members of 
the House to the fact that in this legislation we are performing @ 
great constitutional duty. It is unnecessary, too, I think, for me 
to say that this legislation that is to be enacted here to-day is to 
affect the popular representation of 45 States for the next ten 
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years. Hence it is important to the interest of every man’s con- 
stituency that passion and prejudice should be laid aside; that 
members of this House should look at the facts and the figures 
presented here to-day and determine this question, as I have inti- 
mated before, not from a sectional standpoint, not from the stand- 
point of any State or district, but from the standpoint of ‘‘the 
greatest good to the greatest number.” 

The gentleman from Virginia who has iust addressed the House 
{ Mr. JONES] made some reflection upon the chairman of this com- 
mittee because this bill is reported by a gentleman who happens 
to represent a district of Illinois, a part of the territory that once 
belonged to the grand old State of Virginia. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
nothing is farther from my mind than to do an injustice to any 
State or any locality or any member ©: this floor. As chairman 
of the committee I have sought to «xamine the great questions 
involved here and by the light presented to me to bring the best 
results for the consideration of this House, 

Mr. OTEY rose, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopr- 
KINS] yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. OrEy]? 

Mr. OTEY. Isimply want to ask a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will yield. 

Mr. OTEY. Does not the gentleman think it is doing Virginia 
a great injustice not to give her Representatives the time that it 
was agreed they might occupy on this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why, Mr. Speaker, after listening to the gen- 
tleman I confess that if he had occupied all the time it would have 
been much better for the country. 

Mr. OTEY. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not take up any further time with that 
matter. I desire, however, to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Virginia to the fact that this is not the first time that that 
great State has had her representation on this floorreduced. The 
time was, as I now remember, under the Fifth Census when Vir- 
ginia had a representation of 23 members. To-day she has a rep- 
resentation of 10. But it is unnecessary to say to the gentleman, 
or any intelligent man either on this floor or in the country, that 
Virginia's relative influence in the councils of the country is as 
great to-day as it was when she had 23 members on this floor. 

Virginia’s position on all of the great questions is felt as power- 
fully as it would be if her representation on a proper ratio should 
be increased to 30 members. Now, as I said, Mr. Speaker,I have 
no apologies to make for the bill that has been offered here by the 
majority of the Committee on the Census. We have followed 
the beaten path that has been marked out for us by the great men 
who have preceded us in the councils of the nation. We have 
taken the course that has been adopted by the best scientists and 
the great statisticians of the country in order to present a bill 
that had the least inequalities and the least injustice to any of 
the States in the great hepublic. 

We must remember, Mr. Speaker, that with a confederated Re- 
public such as we have, composed of 45 independent sovereign 
States, those States having different geographical boundaries and 
different numbers in population, it is utterly impossible for us to 
arrive at any ratio that will mete out exact and equal justice to 
every member of the Federal Republic. The most that we can do 
is to approximate to what is just and fair. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to his 
colleague? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Justone word. It has not yet been 
stated in this debate, and I should like to know if the gentleman 
can state, what ratio of representation leaves the smallest sum of 
minority fractions unrepresented. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will get to that later. I think the majority 
bill does that. I will call the gentleman's attention to that. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. The gentleman does not catch my 
inquiry. There must be some divisor, some ratio of representa- 
tion, which provides for all majority fractions and leaves mathe- 
matically the smallest possible sum of minorities unrepresented. 
That divisor has not yet been given in this debate. 

Mr. LONG. 
gentleman from Illinois, do you mean under these two bills or 
under any bill? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I mean under any bill or under any 
system of computation. It is a simple question: What divisor 
applied to population leaves the smallest possiblesum of minority 
fractions unrepresented? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman frankly that I 
have not the figures on that basis from the Director of the Census. 
I have some figures which I will insert in my remarks, running 
them out by percentages and showing that, in accordance with 
the population of the various States, the majority bill is more 
nearly fair to all of the States that are represented in the Federal 
Republic than the minority; but 1 have not the figures to meet 
the inquiry of my colleague, 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, some geatlemen have made complaint be- 
cause these fractions differ when they are applied to the different 
Siytes and when the ratio ischanged. But anybody who is famil- 
iar with mathematics at all ought to understand that with a dif- 
ferent divisor you get a different quotient every time, and it is 
because in running through these figures from 350 to 400 we take 
a different divisor 50 different times that produces the paradoxes 
that have been spoken of by the gentleman from Colorado this 
afternoon. 

But, now, Mr. Speaker, this bill is nota sectional bill. It is not 
a bill to protect the interests of one State at the expense of another. 
It is a billto provide for the best interests of the nation itself. In 
the discussion that has been had here so far it has been made ap- 
parent, I think, to the members of the House that the chairman of 
the Committee on the Census and those members who have been 
with him in reporting this majority bill have had no selfish and 
no State interest to subserve. 

I charge, Mr. Speaker, that the minority bill has not been pre- 
pared on these national grounds. I charge that the minority bill 
has been prepared to protect the interests of certain individual 
States regardless of the interest of others, and that was clearly 
and forcibly demonstrated by my colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DaLZELL] when he showed that it benefited 15 States and in- 
jured 24 different States. To show to you, Mr. Speaker, how this 
is I desire to call to the attention of the members of the House 
the names of the gentlemen who signed the minority report. 

The first member is Mr. BURLEIGH, the author of the minority 
bill. He is to take care of Maine, which, under the majority bill, 
loses amember, The next member is Mr. Russe. of Connecti- 
cut, one of the ablest and best men upon this floor, but he has 
been led astray by the fact that under the Burleigh bill an addi- 
tional member is given to the State of Connecticut that is denied 
to her under the majority bill. 

The next is Mr. HEATWOLE of Minnesota, who has joined in 
this report, and his State is given an additional member over what 
it is given in the majority bill. The next two members are Mr. 
CRUMPACKER and Mr. GRIFFITH, of Indiana, both men protesting 
that Indiana, under the majority bill, shall not lose a member, as 
is provided in that bill. The next is Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 
lina, who stands equally in the position of the other gentlemen. 

The members of the minority undertake to say here to the 
members of this House that they have prepared the Burleigh bill 
so as to take care of major fractions. That matter has been dis- 
cussed by me in a limited way prior to this time, but I desire 
again to call the attention of the members of this House to some 
features of that bill wherein it is distinct and separate from the 
bill presented by the majority of the committee. 

We have stated that we predicate our bill upon a report that is 
given to us by the Director of the Census, where we take the arbi- 
trary number of 357 to constitute the membership of this House, 
and then using that as a divisor, taking the constitutional popula- 
tion of the United States, we get a ratio to determine the mem- 
bership in this House from the several States. 

By doing that we apply that ratio, obtained as already stated, 
to every State in the Union and then take care of the fractions in 
the manner that I have indicated, giving to the State with the 
largest fraction a member, and so on, until these additional mem- 
bers are allotted. My learned friend here at my — [Mr. Lone] 

ouse to believe 
that this isan invention of recent date. His ideais thatthe theory 
that all major fractions should not be provided for by a member 


| is an invention to support the present majority bill, and that it 


was advocated in some way first by Mr. Walker, Superintendent 
of the Ninth and Tenth censuses. I contended the other day and 
I contend now that that principle was first announced by Mr. 
Webster, of Massachusetts, in 1832, and that it has been followed 
since the census of 1840. 

Now, gentlemen, why do I make that statement? I acknowl- 
edged at the start that in 1832, under the bill that was presente1 
by Mr. Webster, every majority fraction was cared for, but the 
great contention at that time was not so much as to whether all 
major fractions should be cared for as it was that fractions should 
be represented in the apportionment of the States. Up to that 
time, as gentlemen well understand, the allotment had been made 
upon a basis where no representation whatever had been given to 
fractions, and the House, under the leadership of Mr. Polk, of 
Tennessee, prepared a bill of that character and it passed the 
House. 

When it went to the Senate Mr. Webster, noting the inequali- 
ties and the injustice done to several States, evolved the principle 
of having fractions represented. When his plan was sent to the 
House it was rejected, but in 1840 the House adopted it, and not 
only adopted that, but adopted the principle of disposing of the 
major fractions in the manner contended for by the majority of 
the Committee on Census. 

I call the attention of the members of this House to the report 
made by Mr. Everett, chairman of the Committee on the Census in 
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1842, wherein this principle was advocated. 
language: 

The two modes— 

Speaking of the different modes that had been suggested— 
are as follows: The first, toascertain the ratio by dividing the aggregate Fed- 
eral numbers of the United States by the number of Representatives pro- 
josed, and to apportion them among the States by aa the Federal num- 
a of each State by the ratio thus found and assigning a Representative to 
the highest fractions until the proposed number of Representatives are 


assigned. 

Exactly the plan that was followed by the majority of the com 
mittee in the preparation of the bill that they present to you. He 
says further: 

The principle was adopted by the Senate in the amendment to the appor- 
tionment bill of 1832, but was rejected by the House. On that occasion elab- 
orate reports were made in the Senate by Mr. Webster and in the House by 
Mr. Polk, containing, it is believed, a full argument on both sides of the ques- 
tion; and, as the question in some form may again come before the House, 
they have been annexed to these reports. 

That was in 1842. That was the principle adopted in 1850, when 
the men who were in control of national affairs were charged with 
the duty of preparing a bill, as our committee were charged. 
They resorted to the principle announced by Mr. Everett in his 
report in 1842, and they went still further than that. They in- 
sisted, as many of the members do on this floor to-day, that the 
House had become too large and that some provision should be 
made that in the increase of population the constituencies of mem- 


In it he uses this 
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bers should be increased and the membership of the House should 
remain practically as it was at that time. 

The membership was made 233, and if any gentleman will look 
at the statutes of the United States passed May 23, 1850, he will 
find a law fixing the representation of this House at 233 members, 
It was proposed tomake the membership of the House permanently 
233, and when the census should be taken the next succeeding ten 
years, and so on, that the Secretary of the Interior after the offi- 
cial count had been made and he had obtained the constitutional 
population of the United States, should make his apportionment 
in accordance with that law of 1850, keeping the membership of 
the House at 233, 

[ say to my fellow-members upon the floor that our bill is in ac- 
cordance with the principles that are enunciated in this law that 
was to be the permanent guide of the members of the House. I 
call their attention to this proviso in that law: 

Provided, That the loss in members caused by fractions remaining to the 
several States in the division of the population thereof shall be compensated 
for oy assigning to so many States having the largest fractions one additional 
member each for its fraction as may be necessary to make the whole number 
of Representatives 233. 

Clearly, fully, and conclusively showing that in 1850 they had 
recognized the principle that had been advocated in previons cen- 
suses, and that they proposed not only to keep the membership 
of this House down to 233 men, but they proposed to give that 
representation upon this floor precisely in the manner that has 
been proposed by the majority of the Committee upon the Census, 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LONG. Is not that the first time the rule was followed? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why, Mr. Speaker, I am not now speaking of 
that. I am speaking of the permanent statute that was placed 
upon the statute bock by the men who had this in charge, when 
they proposed to fix a rule that would guide all subsequent Con- 
gresses upon that subject. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman permit—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not permit the gentleman to interrupt 
me further. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman declines to yield further. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, if during any of those times a 
combination was made by States so that a variation had to be 
made, that simply shows that combinations can entirely destroy 
and strike down the great principle that should govern and con- 
trol the action of this House. 

I simply refer to this law to show that the way has been blazed 
for us by the great men who have preceded us on this floor, and 
also to the fact that they recognized then that the House, under 
the then membership, was growimg too large for the dispatch of 
business with orderly procedure in the House. 

Now, this bill that has been offered by the minority of the com- 
mittee is, in the language of the street, what would be regarded 
as a ‘‘mongrel.” Part of the representation in this House is 
based on the figures given to us by the Director of the Census, 
and when they have taken care of Kansas, Nebraska, Virginia, 
and Maine, they deliberately add the other States that they want 
to take into their combination, and say that the apportionment 
shall be 386, and then come to this House and try to make intelli- 

a men believe that they are representing all the major frac- 
10ns, 

Why, Mr. Speaker, is it that they take the number 384? They 





take it because by using the major fraction they can take care of | bill. 






Connecticut and give her an additional member; they can take 
care of Kansas by a ay 
Representative; they can tak 


fraction and give her an additional 
e care of Maine, and, on a majority 
ive her an additional member; they can take care 
Now, mark 
you, these are the States that are largely interested in the report 


of the minority committee, and these are the States whose mem- 


bers have been upon this floor denouncing the bill and report.of 
the majority of the committee in unstinted terms, 

Mr. LONG. Mr, Speaker 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do. 

Mr. LONG. Did we not take care of Illinois on a majority 
fraction also under that computation? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, they did not take care of Illinois; 
and, as I showed at the opening of the debate on this question, 
Lilinois is entitled, under the representation of 386, to 28 members. 
But whether they had taken care of Illinois or not, that would not 
have influenced me in the least. 

Mr. LONG. Did we not, under the computation? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Under the computation. My criticism, Mr. 
Speaker, is not that Illinois has not been taken care of, because I 
believe it is my duty as a member of this House not to try to give 
Illinois any political advantage over her sister States, Jllinois, 
with her magnificent population and her representation upon this 
floor, can care for her interests whether that representation be 20 
or 28. My contention is that these gentlemen in preparing the 
minority report and bill presented here have made a combination 
of States to secure political representation and influence in the 
House to which they are not entitled under a fair apportionment. 
If their bill be adopted, it has denied to 24 other States their share 
of representation. 

When they say, Mr. Speaker, that they take care of the major 
fractions we find that while they do with a 384 membership, the 
moment they make that number 386 they have left the States of 
Iowa, Massachusetts, Michigan, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania 
with major fractions without giving them any representation 
whatever for such major fractions. If a majority fraction of 
102,664 is good for Nebraska, why is not a majority fraction of 
102,882 proper for the State of Michigan? If Maine is entitled to 
an additional member with 114,941, then I want to know why it 
is that New York, with a majority fraction of 115,826, is not also 
entitled to a member? Why not Pennsylvania, with a majority 
fraction of 120,515? Why not the great State of Ohio, with a ma- 
jority fraction of 100,870? And the grand old Repubilcan State of 
Iowa, with 106,928? 

And yet my friend the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lona] 
undertook in his speech yesterday to say that they had cared for 
the majority fractions. When they make a membership of 386, it 
matters not by what process, it is the result we look to, and when 
we look at the result of 386 members we find they leave six great 
States that I have named, with major fractions, unrepresented for 
those major fractions. Is the State of Virginia or the State of 
Nebraska entitled toa Representative for a major fraction any 
more than any one of these States? Now, Mr. Speaker, they can 
not avoid the logic of this situation by simply saying they must 
stop somewhere. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can not be interrupted now, because my 
time is passing toorapidly. That is the trouble, Mr. Speaker, 
with the bill that has been presented here by the minority of the 
committee. If they want to deal fairly with all of these States, 
why did they stop at the number 386? Why did they leave these 
six States out? Why did not they increase the membership? Why 
did not they go to 395, Where no State will lose any member? 

I call this to the attention of the members of the House to show 
that in the combination that is represented by the minority of the 
committee they are seeking here to gain a political advantage for 
the States they represent, regardless of the interests of the other 
States in the Republic, whereas in the bill presented by the ma- 
jority the committee have taken the figures presented to us by the 
Director of the Census and have followed them as indicated by 
previous laws, and, asI have stated, given to us by all statisticians 
and scientists who have given any attention to this subject. 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, [ am sorry to say that the gentleman in- 
sists that the majority of the committee are attempting to injure 
some of the States. On Saturday last one of the Representatives 
from the State of Maine [ Mr. LirTLEFIELD] had the floor here for 
a couple of hours and made an address upon this subject, in which 
he made this charge against the majority of the committee. He 
said that the bill we proposed ‘‘ might well be entitled an act to 
cripple the State of Mainein her representation on the floor of this 

House and incidentally to apportion Representatives in accord- 
ance with the numbers of the people elsewhere.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to state that the majority of the com- 
mittee had no State and no individual in view in presenting this 

It is true that under the majority bill Maine is entitled to 
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only three Representatives, and, if Dame Rumor is to be credited, 
the seat of the gentleman who addressed the House on Saturday 
last is the one in danger. In making this statement he takes a 
modest way to tell the House and the country how dependent the 
State of Maine is upon him. How delightfully encouraging it 
must be to his colleagues of that State to know the esteem in 
which they are held by him. 

Maine crippled! Maine, the State of Hannibal Hamlin, of Wil- 
liam Pitt Fessenden, of James G. Blaine, of Senators HALE and 
FRYE, of the great Tom Reed, of the honored and loved Nelson 
Dingley! That great State crippled by the loss of LITTLEFIELD! 
Why, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman's statement be true that Maine 
is to be crippled by this loss, then [I can see much force in the 
prayer he uttered here when he said, ‘‘God help the State of 
Maine.” {Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, the State of Maine, under this bill that we pro- 
pose, is as fairly and equitably dealt with as the State of Illinois 
or any other State mentioned in the bill. It may be her misfor- 
tune that the majority fraction is not considered, but under the 
system that has prevailed for years in this House relatively she 
loses nothing. As was stated here yesterday, it is not the num- 
ber of members from any State which constitutes its power and 
influence in this House. I can remember when Thomas B. Reed 
was a member of this House, with Nelson Dingley, and that they 
exerted an influence upon the legislation of this country that was 
not equaled by the members from any other State in the Republic. 

And if Maine desires to hold the high and honored position in 
the councils of the nation that she has in the past, she must look 
tothe quality of the men she sends, and not the number. And 
what I say of the State of Maine is equally true of Illinois and of 
every other State. It is not the number of the men, but it is the 
character of the men that come here; and, as has been stated again 
and again, the larger the number the less responsibility there is 
among the members. 

Lessen the membership of the House, and you will find a body 
in ability and deportment and in the dispatch of business that 
will rival the Senate of the United States. The scenes which 
have been enacted here to-day again and again—the Speaker at- 
tempting to get order so that the members could be heard—are a 
good illustration of the fact that a halt should be called in the in- 
crease of the representation on this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, this question, as I have stated, is one that was con- 
sidered in 1840 and in 1842 and in 1850. I find that under the Fifth 
Census the representation in this House was limited to 240 mem- 
bers. That wasin 1833. In 1842 the membership was decreased; 
and for thirty years the membership of the House increased but 
38 members. In 1833 we had but 240 members, and in 1863, 243. 
The population of the United States in 1830 was 12,866,020. When 
we had increased the number of Representatives on this floor only 
8 our population had increased to 31,443,321. So that gentlemen 
will see that if we do not increase the membership of the House 
now, we are simply following the precedent that was given to us 
in the early days by men who had known the troubles that have 
been experienced by members who have been Representatives on 
this floor for three or four Congresses. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before 1 go on to other branches of the case 
I desire to note some of the objections that were made by the gen- 
tleman from Maine on Saturday last to the propositions that were 
advocated by me the day previous. Among other things, Mr. 
Speaker, I had occasion to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the State of Maine had increased in population less than 
10 per cent during the last forty years; but L attributed that to 
the fact that many of the sons and daughters of Maine had gone 
to the great West to populate those new and growing States. 

The gentleman in following me upon the succeeding day adopted 
the suggestion I had made, and called attention to the fact that 
while Maine had not increased the population within her terri- 
torial limits as some States had, her sons and daughters were 
found throughout the great West and had exerted a powerful in- 
fluence in all of the great States in that section of our common 
country. And he referred particularly to Chief Justice Fuller of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and the debt of gratitude 
that Illinois owes to the Pine Tree State. 

Mr. Speaker, Illinois is quick to respond to a call of that kind. 
She acknowledges the debt that she owes not only to the great 
State of Maine, but to New England as well. Their sons and 
daughters have come toour State and have been welcomed among 
us and have become some of our best citizens in all the walks of 
life. They have helped to build up Illinois until she has passed 
all of her sister States in the West and to-day stands in the front 
rank of the great States of the Republic. 

We are proud of those citizens, and they are proud of their 
adopted State. The broad prairies of Illinois, the rich soil, and 
the inviting climate have attracted people from New York, from 
Pennsylvania, from Ohio, and the Southern States as well. From 
whatever section of our common country they have come they 
have received a generous welcome in Illinois, and many of them, 
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like Chief Justice Fuller, have been honored with high places in 
the State and the nation. 

But, Mr. Speaker, were my knowledge of the people of the State 
of Maine limited to Chief Justice Fuller and the gentleman who 
addressed this House on Saturday last—when I contemplate the 
scholarly attainments, the polished manners, the uniform cour- 
tesy and fairness of Chief Justice Fuller, I am constrained to say 
that the sons who have left the State of Maine and have gone to 
Illinois and other States belong to adifferent typeof men from 
those who remain at home and run for Congress. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine, in order to show that [ 
had made some kind of a statement which, as he insisted, could not 
be properly defended, quoted this language from my remarks: 

Now, it would not be in accordance with the requirements of the Consti- 
tution to give a greater representation to the fractions than to the integral 
numbers. 

He then went on to say: 


Now, then, if that is a sound constitutional legal statement, it means sim- 
ply this, that if you give 208,868 a Representative it would not be constitu- 
tional to give any less number a Representative. That is the gentleman's 
own statement. quote it from the RecorD in order that he may follow it 
if he likes. Now, take this statement and analyze the gentleman’s bill upon 
that basis, that no bill will be constitutional that gives a Representative in 
substance to a less number than the whole number. That is his proposition. 
How does his bill stand upon it? Well, he gives to Arkansas a Representa. 


~ wre 


tive on the basis of 157,753. 


Then, further on, after quoting again my language as I havo 
just read it, he continued: 

You state that as a proposition of law, and it is entirely true that your 
whole argument gives to that legal proposition an absolute contradiction, or, 
as some people say, the lie. 

Now, taking his statement as he gave it, it would seem that he 
undertook to convey the idea that I was giving a larger represen- 
tation on general principles to the fraction than to the integral 
number. But when you read the quotation in thecontext it Shows 
my position to be entirely clear and my interpretation of the Con- 
stitution to be in accordance with established principles. 

After describing how we had arrived at 335 members and that 
there were 22 members left—4 to be apportioned to States that 
would have only one Representative and 18 to those with major 
fractions—I used this language: 

Now, what was the most equitable and just wer to dispose of these frac 
tions? The four million and odd thousands that I have mentioned would be 
entitled only to 22 members, on the ratio that we have alread 
the other States. That aggregation of fractions would not be entitled to 25 
members, but only to 22. Now. it would not be in accordance with the re 
quirements of the Constitution to give a greater representation to a fraction 
than to the integral numbers. It would not be just and proper to take this 
population that is represented by these various fractions and give them an 
Increased representation. 'Then what is the most equitable and just way to 
dispose of the 22 members that represent the fractional numbers? 

Then I explained how that is done. Now, Mr. Speaker, the line 
of argument that the gentleman indulged in, in order to get a 
seeming inconsistency in my statements, is the same kind of argu- 
ment that the scoffer indulged in when he said the Bible was a 
book of blasphemy and he would prove it by reading from the 
Bible the words ‘‘ There is no God.” When the book was exam- 
ined it was found that the entire sentence read, ‘‘ The fool hath 
said in his heart, there is no God.” ; 

The other statements that have been made in regard to my at- 
titude upon this bill are too numerous for me to follow, but I 
challenge the attention of the House to the fact that nostatement 
was made by me that is not supported by the figures upon which 
the bill is predicated, and no statement has been made by me that 
is not fully carried out by precedents that extend over a period of 
sixty years of our national history. 

When the gentleman came to argue against the increased rep- 
resentation upon this floor, he said that time of the members is 
taken up with other things, and in order not to do him injustice 
1 will quote his exact language: 

How is the time of the members of this House occupied? Is it occupied in 
legislating upon this floor, or is it occupied from early morning in reading 
over the last mail that reaches every member voicing the wants of his con- 
ae, 99 per cent of whose demands are aside from any legislation upon 
this floor? 

Then, after stating another reason, he says: 

Or is it because members are obliged to look out for needy constituents 
who desire to be injected into office, and who, once injected, desire to be 
promoted or to have their salaries increased, and are not willing to rest upon 
a letter written to a head of a Department asking him to increase the salary 
or promote the needy esenaes, but must insist upon a member making a 
personal visit to the head of the Department and pressing the claims of his 
constituent? [Applause.] 

Is that the gentleman's conception of the duties of a member of 
Congress? Is that the reason that we find him so eager to have 
Maine given four members of Congress, instead of three, as it is 
given in the majority bill in this case? Is it his idea that a mem- 
ber should become an office broker here and beg for office and then 
for promotion from the heads of the different Departments? If 
so, I can say to the gentleman that his conception of the duties of 


divided among 


|members of this body is entirely at variance with those of his 


| 


predecessor. I can say to him, what he already knows, that the 
civil-service law was enacted in this country years ago, and has 





1901. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


WSL 





been kept in force from that time to this, in order to keep mem- 
bers from doing that very thing. 

What is the duty of amember? Tocome here and legislate. 
Then how is he to doit? Not by increasing the number of the 
members; but if it is necessary to take time and answer letters 
99 per cent of which have no bearing upon legislation, let his 
$1,200 clerk do that. If it is necessary to get additional help, 
the country would support the members of this House in get- 
ting necessary assistance; but I say that when men are selected 
by the various districts in the States of the Union to come here 
they are elected to attend to their legislative duties. But, as I 
pointed out the other day and the gentleman himself admitted, bill 
after bill is passed in this House without any due consideration. 
Measure after measure is brought here and the members im- 
plicitly follow the lead of the committee without having that in- 
telligent knowledge of the matter that would enable them to 
exercise their influence upon proposed legislation. 

I see, Mr. Speaker, that my time has nearly expired. I desire 
again to call to the attention of the members of the House the 
fact that this is a national and not a State measure. We should 
look to the precedents of our fathers. Suppose the great men who 
assembled in Philadelphia to frame the Constitution under which 
we are acting had carried out sectional and State views to the ex- 
tent the gentlemen who represent the minority have done. The 
American Republic would still be a dream. Had the people of 
the various colonies, when that Constitution was presented to 
them, been actuated by selfish motives such as we find represented 
in the minority report, that great document would never have 
been adopted which unites the 45 States into one grand Republic. 

But now, Mr. Speaker, without taking further time, I trust that 
every member of this House will try by his vote to see not 
what will benefit his district, not what will benefit his State, but 
what will be the greatest good to the greatest number, and insure 
the best legislation to the people of the whole country in the 
future. [Applause. ] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Cousins, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R, 11213. Anact for the relief of occupants of lands included 
in the Algodones grant, in Arizona; 

H. R. 11588. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Osage River at the city of Warsaw, Benton County, Mo.; 

H. R. 4099. An act for the relief of the Macon Trust Company, 
administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, deceased; 

H. R, 6344, An act to remove the charges of desertion from the 
records of the War Department against Frederick Mehring; 

H. R. 2955. An act providing for the resurvey of township No. 
8, of range No. 30, west of the sixth meridian, in Frontier 
County, State of Nebraska; and 

H, R. 12447. An act to amend an act approved June 1, 1900, 
entitled ‘‘An act to create the southern division in the southern 
district of Iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 
place for holding court therein.” 


REAPPORTIONMENT, 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk will proceed to read the first sec- 
tion of the pending bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That after the 3d of March, 1903, the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be composed of 357 members, to be apportioned among the 
several States as follows: 

Alabama,9; Arkansas, 6; California, 7; Colorado, 2; Connecticut, 4; Dela- 
ware, 1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 11; Idaho, 1; Illinois, 28; Indiana, 12; Iowa, 11; 
Kansas, 7; Kentucky, 10; Louisiana, 7; Maine, 3: Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 
13; Michigan, 12; Minnesota, 8; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 15; Montana, 1; Ne- 
braska, 5; Nevada, 1: New Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 9; New York, 35; North 
Carolina, 9; North Dakota, 1: Ohio, 20; Oregon, 2; Pennsylvania, 30: Rhode 
Island, 2; South Carolina, 6; South Dakota, 2; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 15; Utah, 
1; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 9; Washington, 2; West Virginia, 5; Wisconsin, 10; 
Wyoming, 1. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Speaker,I desire to offer an amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all of section 1 after line 2, page 1, and insert the following: 

“That after the 3d day of March, 1903, the House of Representatives shall 
be composed of 386 members, to be apportioned among the several States as 
follows: Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 7; California, 8; Colorado, 3; Connecticut, 5; 
Delaware, 1; Florida, 8; Georgia, 11; Idaho, 1; Illinois, 25; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 
11; Kansas, 8; Kentucky, 11; Louisiana, 7; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachu- 
setts, 14; Michigan, 12; Minnesota, 9; Mississi »pi, 8; Missouri, 16; Montana, 1; 
Nebraska, 6; Nevada, 1; New Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 10; New York, 37; 
North Carolina, 10; North Dakota, 2; Ohio, 21; Oregon. 2; Pennsylvania, 32; 
Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 7; South Dakota, 2; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 
16; Utah, 1; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; Washington,3; West Virginia, 5; Wis- 
consin, 11, and Wyoming, 1. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is the first sec- 


tion of what is known as the Burleigh bill, found on page 117 of 
the report of the committee. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from: 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not yetinorder, The gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] hasthe floor. The Chair will 
state that the gentleman from Maine has offered an amendment 
to strike out and insert section 1. This will leave the House, 
however, the privilege of perfecting the first section before the 
substitute of the gentleman from Maine is voted upon; but the 
gentleman from Maine, on his amendment, has the floor if he de- 
sires to occupy it at this time. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, if it was not 
fully understood before, that the amendment I have proposed is 
the first section of the Burleigh bill, found on page 117 of the 
report of the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. WHEELER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. WHEELER. Would it not be in order to offer a substi- 
tute for the pending amendment? 

The SPEAKER. This isa substitute now pending. 

Mr. WHEELER. I understood the gentleman from Maine to 
offer an amendment to the first section. 

The SPEAKER, It is an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly, when it is reached for that pur- 
pose. The first thing is the perfection of the text of the original 
section, after which the Burleigh amendment will be in order, to 
be perfected and then voted upon. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the first section of the bill of the majority, for the purpose of 
perfecting it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line 5, page 1, by striking out the word “ fifty-seven "and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word “ sixty.” 

In line 8, page 1, after the word “ Colorado,” strike out the word “two” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘three;” and after the word * Florida” 
strike out “two” and insert in lieu thereof the word *‘three;” and in line 3, 
page 2, after the words “ North Dakota,” strike out the word “one” and 
insert in lieu thereof * two.” 

Mr. SPALDING. .Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that the effect 
of this amendment is to increase the representation of the three 
States having, under the bill of the majority, a major fraction each 
of the basis of representation, namely, the States of Colorado, 
Florida, and North Dakota. The advocates of the minority or Bur- 
leigh bill charge that injustice is done these States by the majority 
or Hopkins bill, and some at least of the advocates of the Hopkins 
bill concede that if these additional Representatives were given 
these States as nearly exact justice would be done as can be done 
in any bill which may pass this House. 

The proposed amendment will place the Hopkins or majority 
bill in such shape that if it does pass it may right the wrong 
proposed by the bill as introduced and reported by the commit- 
tee. Permit me tocall attention to this fact, that the State of North 
Dakota, by the census of 1900, has a population of 319,146, and a 
constitutional population, that is, a total less Indians not taxed, of 
314,454. This is the largest number of people represented by any 
one member from any State or district under the Hopkins bill. 
It is said that anything can be proven by figures, and we had a 
remarkable illustration of the correctness of that saying in the 
discussion of this measure. 

I donot contend that exact and equal justice can be done every 
State by any measure; but, in my judgment, the most nearly we 
can hope to approach it is to fix our basis of representation. and 
then give each State a member on that basis and an additional 
one for a major fraction. This is the method pursued in nearly 
all the States in fixing the basis of representation in Congressional, 
State, and other conventions. The line must be drawn some- 
where, and it is drawn at the dividing line between the major and 
minor fraction. This applies to any House, either large or small. 
But in the light of figures, see for a moment what is disclosed by 
an analysis of the measure now before the House. 

Pennsylvania is given a member for each 210,070 of its popula- 
tion: North Carolina, 1 for 210,423; Oregon, 1 for each 206,768; 
Mississippi, 1 for 221,610; New York, a member for each 207,554; 
South Dakota, 1 for each 195,319; New Hampshire, 1 for each 
205,794; Vermont, 1 for each 107,821; Florida, 1 for 264,271, with- 
out this amendment; Colorado, 1 for 269,551, likewise before 
amendment, and Maine, a member for each 231,469, while North 
Dakota is only given 1 member for a population of 314,454. If 
Maine has ground for complaint what can be expected of the peo- 
ple of the State of North Dakota on this basis of representation? 
But apply a few figures in another direction. Of course from a 


I rise for the purpose of offering an 


Mr, Speaker, is the substitute subject to 
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legal standpoint this may have no effect, but the conclusion is cer- | 
tainly warranted that the condition of affairs in the Southern | 
States ought . ) » be the subject of careful investigation. 

At the recent Presidential election for the leading candidates | 
for President — Vice-President there were cast in the State of | 
Georgia approximately 1 vote for each 19 of its population; in 
Louisiana, | vote for every 22; in Mississippi, 1 vote to 27, while 
in the country at large the average is about 1 to every 5 of the 
population, and in my State, owing to the large number of 
miners, about 1 to 54. One of two conclusions must be correct. 
Either a large part of the population in the Southern States is in 
some way prevented from exercising the right of suffrage or the | 
people take too little interest and are too unpatriotic to do so. 

Several gentlemen upon the other side attempt to explain by say- 
ing that their elections are practically settled or determined at 
the primaries which place their candidates in nomination, but 
the figures which I have used are for the election of President and 
Vice-President, and whatever may be the effect of primary elec- 
tions upon local candidates, they certainly have no such effect 
upon Presidential votes. 

Mr. Speaker, the solemn duty of every member of this House 
and his oath of office require an investigation of the conditions | 
in those States where so small a percentage of the population | 
makes itself heard in electing persons to the highest office in the | 
land. It matters not how patriotic their Representatives may be, 
nor how their great hearts may throb in unison with the hearts of 
the patriotic North, the fact remains that the rights of citizenship 
are not exercised in those States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, members of this House are well aware that 
usages exist not sanctioned by law, but nevertheless usages which 
have become so well established as to have the force of law among 
the members of this House and their constituents. Under such | 
usages each member has duties to perform for his constituents out- 
side the halis of Congress and outside his committee rooms. We 
are required to look after the needs of our constituents in the va- 
rious Departments. 

We are expected to take charge of all the post-offices in our 
respective districts or States, make recommendations for the ap- 
pointment of proper persons, investigate applications for the estab- 
lishment of new offices and increase of mail facilities, expedite ap- 
plications for pensions, secure the appointment of constituents to 

civil offices, and a thousand and one other things. These, I doubt 
not, each member is ready, willing, and speaael to consider in the 
interests of his constituents, yet, nevertheless, all detract from his 
time and take his attention from the legitimate business of legis- 
lation, and necessarily in many instances to such an extent as to 
deprive him of the power to act intelligently on bills of great na- 
tional importance. 

Why, sir, the Representative from the State of North Dakota 
has on his list more than 650 post-offices. At least once in four 
years a change is asked, and in a majority of cases a contest 
waged. He is expected to decide on the merits of the respective 
applicants, and settle all the difficulties. One of his greatest bur- | 
dens is to investigate and make recommendations with reference 
to new offices in a rapidly growing and thinly settled State, and 
I submit that there is not a man on this floor who, either unaided 
or aided by a clerk of large executive ability, can attend to these 
multifarious duties and have time or strength left to give any 
consideration whatever to matters of legis'ation, which should be 
of first importance. I submit that no member from any State in | 
the Union has any such number of offices under his supervision 
as has the member from the State of North Dakota. In this 
respect city members have a great advantage over those from 
country districts. They are able to devote their energies to 
legislation. 

Will not the members of this House give relief td the State of 
North Dakota, giving it such representation as a majority frac- 
tion is entitled to? This will divide the burdens incident to anew 
country and a new State in half. Mr. Speaker, these are not the 
only considerations involved in thisamendment. As Ihave stated, 
the population of North Dakota is 319,146. That is an increase 
during ten years of 75 per cent, the largest percentage increase 
of any State except one. Very much the larger portion of that 
increase has occurred during the last five years, and it is safe to 
say that while the average has been 13,500, more than 20,000 has 
been the average increase during the past five years. 

if this continues for another decade, you can very readily see, 
Mr. Speaker, that at the end of that period the population will be 
more than half a million, much of which will be represented by 
one member during all that time. Th‘s increase will continue. 
The productive Government lands are occupied in other States, 
and the business of the United States land offices in that State 
during the past year surpassed all records. The total number of 
acres in farins in 1900 was over 11,000,000. The number of acres 
under cultivation in 1890 was about 3,000,000. This acreage had 
increased in 1900 to more than six and one-half million. 
Population, age, and everything considered, no State compares | 
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with it. Its soil is the most productive on the face of this conti- 
nent, its summers the most sunny, and its winters the most 
exhilarating. But, Mr. Speaker, it contains other and more im- 
portant elements than cereals, stock, and farms. It contains a 
population composed of the most thrifty, intelligent, and energetic 
races of the Old World, and immigrants from the rock-ribbed hills 
of New England and the prairies of the middle West. I suppose 
one-third of its population is foreign born—natives of Norway, 
Sweden, Germany, Russia, Great Britain, and Canada—while one- 
third are natives of New England, Ohio, Illinois, lowa, Wisconsin, 
and Minnesota. 

Pursuing very largely a common vocation and enduring com- 


| mon hardships, they have developed that hardihood, industry, and 


thrift and those other elements of good citizenship which char- 
acterized the early settlers of the Atlantic colonies. They take an 
interest in the affairs of government, and with them the right of 
free speech is never abridged. They gather at the schoolhouses, 
the country stores, and post-offices and discuss questions of na- 
tional importance, exchange their views, and go to their homes 
the wiser and better prepared to cast their ballots intelligently. 

With 96,000 children of school age they expend over $1,275,000 
annually for school purposes. The elementary principles of civil! 
government are taught, and from every public school float the 
Stars and Stripes. Love of country is the first lesson implanted 
in the schoolboy’s breast, and his duties and obligations as an 
American citizen are his topic as he delivers his valedictory. 

Mr. Speaker, these are some of the reasons why I predict a 


| steady growth in population during the next decade in that State, 


and say that, considering this and the fact that we already have 


| a major fraction on the basis fixed by this bill, we ought not to 
| be cut off with 1 Representative. I therefore appeal to the advo- 


Ci ~ of both these bills to not oppose this amendment. 
By adopting it the inequalities and injustice of which both 


| sides now complain will be remedied and it will become simply a 


question of increase in the membership of the House. By voting 
for this amendment you will only conform your acts to your ad- 
missions in argument and do justice to intelligent, loyal, and 
patriotic sections of our great country. [Applause. } 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I regret to say 
that [ shall have to oppose the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from North Dakota. North Dakota, along with Colorado 
and Florida, will be taken care of in the minority report, and I 
can not consent, when their right is preserved by that minority 
report, that they should make terms with the enemy after battle 
is joined, 

Again, Mr. Speaker, it would destroy the perfect symmetry which 
has characterized the system adopted by the chairman of the ccm- 
mittee, and which he has adorned by his argument upon this floor, 
to allow those 3 States to the extent of 3 exceed his 22, which, 
according to his state ment, already have been exhausted, as to add 
3 more States to his 22, by increasing the number from 357 to 360, 
would destroy the two magnificent arguments with which the 
House has been regaled. My friend must wait until the Burleigh 
bill is voted upon, and I think we can assure him that North 
Dakota will be taken care of. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer u substi- 
tute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from North 
Dakota, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that this amendment appears to be a substitute, some- 
thing after the form of the Burleigh substitute, and having the 
same purpose. It clearly can not be entertained at this time, or 
until the Burleigh substitute is disposed of, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Can not I offerit as asubstitute for the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North Dakota? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be germane to that amendment. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Can I have it considered as an amend- 
ment pending, as the Burleigh substitute is? 

The SPEAKER. TheChaircannotsaythat, Itisnotgermane 
to the amendment offered, and it has the same appearance as the 
Burleigh amendment. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. MayI have the amendment read in my 
time? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemancanhavethatdone. The Clerk 
will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1 by striking out all after the word ‘‘composed,” in line 4, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

‘Of 400 members, to be apportioned among the several States as Sows: 
“Alabama, 10; Arkansas, 7; California, 8; Colorado, 3; Connecticut, 5: Dela- 

ware, 1; Florida, 3; Georgia, 12: Idaho, 1; Illinois, 26; Indiana, 13; iow a, 12; 
Kansas, 8; Kentucky, 12; Louisiana, 7; Maine, 4; Maryland. 6; Massachusetts, 
15; Michigan, 13; Minnesota, 9: Mississippi, 8: Missouri, Montana, |: 4 
braska, 6; Nevada, 1; New Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, "ti: New York, 


North Carolina, 10; North Dakota, 2; Ohio, 22; Oregon. 2 ; Pennsylvania, 34: 


Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, et ‘South Dakota, 2 Pacer ll; Ts Xas, 


16; Utah, 1; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; Washington. 3: "West Virginia, 5; Wis- 


| consin, 11; Wyomi=:;, 1.” 


Mr. SHACKLUFORD. Now, Mr. Speaker, the proposition is 
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to make the number of Representatives 400, and I believe that the 
majority of this House will agree with me that that is not too 
many. Lam a Democrat, and one of those Democrats known as 
the organized Democracy, and that does not need to be reorganized. 

I believe in the distribution of the Representatives among the 
people, and the more representation is disseminated amongst the 
people the more nearly we approach a republican form of govern- | 
ment. Believing that, I shall always argue that we ought to | 
have a large representation in Congress. If the rules, as has 
been complained of, do not permit deliberation, I shall livein hope | 
that some day they may be changed so that they will afford the | 
people better opportunities to be heard through their Representa- | 
tives. Iam therefore in favor of a large representation, as widely 
distributed among the people as possible. Having that view, lL 
will again offer this amendment when it shall be in order. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, in reading over the findings of the | 
Select Committee on the Twelfth Census, to whom was referred the 
question of an apportionment among the several States under that 
census, as provided by Article X1V, section 2, of the Constitution 
of the United States, we find three reports. The majority report 
recommends that after the 3d day of March, 1903, the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be composed of 357 members, the same as the 
present representation. Under this, Mississippi is assigned 7 mem- 
bers, that being her presentnumber. The minority report, which 
is signed by 6 members of the committee, recommends a House 
consisting of 386 members, and under this apportionment Mis- 
sissippi is assigned 8 members. 

As to the relative merits or demerits of these two respective re- 
ports I shall not for the present discuss, but will say in passing | 
that I shall support the minority bill known as the Barleigh bill. | 
Under either of these two Mississippi is treated equitably and | 
fairly. The only question involved in these two reports is at | 
what number shall the House of Representatives be fixed. All 
States under either of these two propositions receive their just 
quota of members. But, Mr. Speaker, there is a third report, in | 
which I am greatly interested and to which I desire to pay my re- | 
spects. That report is the one made by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. Out of the 13 members composing 
that committee he is the only one that favored it, and it is pre- 
pared and signed by him only. 
~ In it he recommends that the size of the House be fixed at 374, | 
and he further proposes to reduce the representation of the States | 
of Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, and South Carolina | 
three each, for alleged disfranchisement of citizens. This being | 
a direct blow at my State, in common with some others I feel | 
that I should enter my protest. On yesterday he presented his 
views at length to this House. Iam sorry, indeed, he has thrust 
this question upon this House. Itcomes unwelcome and unbidden, 
The committee before whom it was referred refused to indorse it. 
Iam told that it does not meet with the views of his own party, 
and I am quite sure the sentiment of the country is against it. 

Regardless of all this he drags it before this House, having re- 
ceived but little, if any, encouragement of a substantial nature 
from any source. I trust he is in some measure satisfied. The | 
matter seems to lie heavily upon the gentleman s conscience, and 
he seems to feel it is his heaven-imposed duty to draw a special 
indictment against my State and some others, charging us with 
being lynchers and suppressers of the franchise, and upon this he 
asks a verdict of guilty as charged at the hands of this House, and | 
that the sentence be that we be robbed of a portion of our consti- 
tutional representation in Congress. 

The gentleman has been pressing this matter for several ses- | 
sions of Congress. He is honest and sincere in his demands, but | 
I take it heis an enthusiast, and like all extreme enthusiasts he | 
is governed more by sentiment than by reason. Doubtless his 
investigations of this subject have been laborious, but chiefly 
from one standpoint. All men investigating a question under 
these conditions are liable to blunder, because they do not weigh 
and square things up in their true proportion and just relations | 
to other things. 

The discussion of this matter, injected in here by this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, can not be productive of 
any good results, but, on the contrary, I can see where evil fruit | 
may flow from its consideration. Handling it as temperately and | 
prudently as possible, it will have a tendency to revive the old 
sectional question. For this reason I would not make any re- | 

| 





marks on the proposition if the gentleman had not embodied in 
his printed report and in his speech before this House on yester- 
day, which is now a part of the record of this House, such a bitter 
denunciation of my section. 

If there is any question that has or will ever come before Con- 
gress which should be disarmed of all passion it is this amend- 
ment now pending before us, for it brings up in an indirect way 
as to how acertain section of the South can keep the Constitution 
of the United States inviolate and at the same time preserve their 
own safety and good government. Speaking for my State, what | 
we did to restrict suffrage was not done to degrade, oppress, or 





| their identity. Noprosecutions ever fol 


| is sometimes expressed, ‘‘ You are another!’ 
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impede any class of her citizens, but in the interest of good morals 
and clean government. 

On this line he says, in speaking of the negro: 

He has no rights that the white man is bound to respect, and he may be 
shot down, hanged, or burned at the stake, without regard to legal pro- 
cedure or sanction, withabsolute impunity. ‘lhe perpetrators of these crimes 
against civilization do not make the poor excuse that the penal machinery is 
ipadequate. And the most appalling aspect of the situation is that in some 
of the most atrocious instances of mob execution the work is done in Lroad 
daylight and no effort is made on the ny of the perpetrators to conceal 

ow. Novictim of the most frenzied 
religious bigotry in ages past ever received more shockingly brutal treat- 
ment. The torture is indescribable. The Federal Government is powerless 
to prevent these cutrageous crimes and the local authorities will not. 

Such are some of the accusations he brings against the South- 
ern people. ‘‘He has no rights that the white man is bound to 
respect,” says the gentleman. This, sir,I deny. Weare not out- 
laws banded together to plunder and rob a poor and helpless race. 
Speaking for my State, I assert that there is not a State in this 
Union more generous and liberal to this people than Mississippi. 
We are just and kind to him. He finds employment the year 
through at remunerative prices. If there is to-day an unemployed 
negro in my State, it is from choice or laziness. No laboring class 
beneath the sky extracts more real joy and pleasure, contentment, 
and happiness out of life than the negro of Mississippi. ‘‘ He may 
be shot down, hanged, or burned at the stake with absolute im- 
punity,” says the gentleman from Indiana. 

This is pretty strong language. It is as unkind as itis unde- 
served. From this language one would judge that we go out, on 
the slightest provocation, and shoot them down like a lot of worth- 
less cats, or that he may be mobbed for political reasons, or from 
any other cause, whenever it suits ourfancy. This, sir, is not true. 
Occasionally lynching does occur in the South, as it does in other 
sections of the country, not for political causes or some petty 
crime, but for the commission of some atrocious crime, princi- 
pally rape. It has been my observation that in most any section 
of this Union, if some notorious defier of the law commits some 
flagrant crime that stirs from center to circumference the com- 
munity in which it is committed, it is hard to restrain mob vio- 
lence. 

If some brute outrages a good and pure woman, her family and 
neighbors usually get aroused sufficiently to take their guns and 
shoot him like they would a mad dog passing through their midst. 
This is all wrong, but nevertheless it occurs in all parts of this 
Union. The mob who thus acts is aroused to desperation over 
the outrage on womanhood, and when it pauses to consider, shall 
the law deal with the wretch, it is still further bewildered, con- 
founded, and infuriated at the thought. If this course is pur- 
sued, the outraged woman must not only face the public, a court, 
and jury, and there relate the unspeakable wrongs so cruelly in- 
flicted upon her, but must also relate it in the presence of the 
brute who has destroyed her life. 

Mob violence knows no geography when certain conditions are 
pressed to the front. I do not say it isright. It is to be de- 


| plored. When the gentleman makes this charge of crime against 


the Southern section alone, it occurs to me this is an issue he 
can not well afford to challenge. I do not like to be critical. As 
a rule, when an accusation is made against my section, [I hate to 
answer the accuser with a counter charge on his section, or, as it 

But the opportunity here is too good to let the chance slip by 
without calling the gentleman's attention to just a little of the 


| history and ‘‘devilment” of his own State, and in doing so I want 


to say to the people of that great State that Ido not do this to cast 
any unnecessary reflections upon her good name; but one of her 
Representatives on the floor of this House has invited this line of 
argument. As he has done this, | wish to show to him, by way 
of comparison, that Mississippiis just as law abiding as his State— 
one of the foremost and most progressive States of this Union. 
Are Mississippians and the people of the South generally less 
civilized than the people of Indiana? I think not. Ido not think 


| | can be accused of extravagance when I say the world has never 


known a truer and better people than the white people of the 
South. They are brave and hospitable, chivalric and patriotic. 
They are true to home and family, true to friend and themselves, 
true to country and to Gol. In what respect are the Southern 
people more lawless than the people of Indiana? In the light of 
their respective histories let them be judged. 

When you turn the great searchlight of truth upon Indiana’s 
record on this line you will find there has been as much, or more, 
lynchings there within the last few years than in Mississippi or any 
other Southern State; and astocrimescommitted by ‘‘ WhiteCaps,” 
heretofore laid at their door by the press of the country, such as 
whippings and other outrages, they are too numerous to mention. 
These lawless ‘‘ White Caps” could jerk up and whip vagabonds 
in Indiana in great numbers and it scarcely attracted attention, 
but a less grav crime committed in the South on a similar class 
of people is solemnly accepted as proof, by the gentleman from In- 
diana and some others, that the negrorace is being lynched, hanged, 
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or burned at the stake. 
eye” of his Southern brother, but he “can’t see the gin-house in 
his own.” 

Indeed, as to lawlessness the gentleman’s State easily occupies 
high rank. I say this in all kindness to the gentleman from In- 
diana and to the people of his State. Just as good people there 
as ever trod the green carpetof God's earth. Just as good as you 
will find anywhere—indeed, the great mass of her people are re- 
specters of the law—but the people there are just like people else- 
where, that, under certain abnormal conditions, they may be pro- 
voked to violence. Human nature is the same all over the world. 


diana any further, I want to first show by the written history of | 


this State, the home of the author of this bill, that she hasalways 
looked upon the negro as an inferior race, and justly so, and has 
discriminated against him in her laws and in her State constitu- 
tion. 

Let me briefly present the facts on this line. Her first consti- 
tution, adopted in 1816, contained a provision that only whites 
were allowed to vote and only whites could be in the militia. As 
time rolled on did this feeling or prejudice against the negro grow 
less or greater? In answer to this let the statute of 1831 speak 
(see revision of 1831, p. 375): 

An act concerning free negroes and mulattoes, servants and slaves. 


(Ap- 
proved February 10, 1831.) 


SecTION 1, Be it enacted by the general assembly of the State of Indiana, 
That from and after the Ist day of September next no black or mulatto per 
son coming or brought into this State shall be permitted to reside therein 
unless bond, with good and sufficient security, be given on behalf of such per 
son of color, to be approved of by the overseers of the poor of some township 
in this State, payable to the State of Indiana, in the penal sum of $500, con 


ditioned that such person shall not at any time become a charge to the said | 


county in which said bond shall be given, nor to any other county in this 
State, as also for such person’s good behavior; which bond shall be filed in 
the clerk’s office of the county where the same may be taken. And a convic- 
tion of such negro or mulatto of any crime or misdemeanor against the penal 
laws of this State shall amount toa forfeiture of the condition of such bond: 
Provided, That on any suit brought upon such bond for the penalty thereof 
aless sum than the penalty may,in the discretion of the jury trying such 
action, be assessed against any defendant or defendants by way of damages. 

Sno. 2. If any negro or mulatto coming into this State as aforesaid shall 
fail to comply with the provisions of the first section of this act, it shall be, 
and is hereby, made the duty of the overseers of the poor, in any township 
where such negro or mulatto may be found, to summon him, her, orthem to 
appear before some justice of the peace, to show cause why he, she, or they 
shall not comply with the provisions of this act, which summons shall be 
issued by a justice of the peace on the application of any overseer of the 
poor in this State, and shall be executed by the proper constable. And if 
such negro or mulatto shall still fail to give the bond and security required 
by the first section of this act, after being brought before such justice as 
aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the overseers of the poor of such reese 
to hire out such negro or mulatto for six months, for the best price in cash 
that can be had. The proceeds arising from such hiring shall be paid into 
the county treasury of the proper county, for the use of such negro or mu- 
latto, in such manner as shall be directed by the overseers of the poor afore- 
said: Provided, however, That itshall be lawful for the overseers of the poor 
to remove such negro or mulatto without the jurisdiction of this State, in 
the same manner and under the same rules and regulations as are pointed 
out in the act for the relief of the poor, instead of hiring such negro or mu- 
latto out, at the discretion of said overseers. 

Sec. 3. Any sheriff or jailer who shall hereafter commit or suffer to be 
committed to prison any negro or mulatto without a lawful mittimus or 
being otherwise authorized by law for that purpose, or under the provisions 
of this act, shall be fined, upon presentment or indictment, in any sum not 
less than one hundred nor more than five hundred dollars. 

Sec. 4. Should any person or persons knowingly engage or hire or harbor 
such negro or mulatto, hereafter coming or being brought into this State, 
without such colored person first complying with the provisions of this act, 


such person or persons so offending shall pay a fine of not less than five nor | 


more than one 
ment 

Sec. 5. That the right of any person or persons to pass through this State 
with his, her, or their negroes or mulattoes, servant or servants, when emi- 
grating or traveling to any other State or Territory or country, making no 
unnecessary delay, is hereby declared and secured. 


undred dollars, to be recovered by presentment or indict- 


On March 4, 1852 (see Special Laws of Indiana, 1852, p. 175), 
the general assembly cf Indiana passed ‘‘A joint resolution on 
the subject of the slave trade, and for the purpose of colonization,” 
and in the advocacy of this plan used, among other things, this 
forcible language: 


And that itis the duty of the Congress of the United States and of the 
legislatures of each of the States of this Union to enact such laws, in har- 
mony of each other, as would promote a general system of colonization, not 
only for the purpose of suppressing the African slave trade, but also to sep- 
arate, as far as possible, the white and the black race upon this continent by 
sending off, where they might consent to it, all colored persons in the United 
States, ve those who may be held in service, to such colonial states with- 
out cost, and providing for their comfort there for a reasonable period after- 
wards; thus making some compensation to an injured race for the wrongs 
and the oppressions for ages, and relieving ourselves from a population 
which, although amongst, can never be of us in social or political rights, and 
for that cause are at all times liable to become a source of public charge and 
of public annoyance in each State where they may reside, and of causing irri- 
tation and bad neighborhood in the feelings of the States themselves. 


You will note that this resolution expressly emphasizes the fact 
that this course of colonization will be of great benefit in “ re- 
lieving ourselves from a population which, although amongst, can 
never be of us in social or political rights, and for that cause are 
at all times liable to become a source of public charge and of pub- 
But [ must 


lic annoyance in each State where they may reside,” 


The gentleman “‘ can see the mote in the | pass on. 





I will next call your attention to the constitution of 
1851 of Indiana: 
ARTICLE IL 
SUFFRAGE AND ELECTION. 
. 5. No negro or mulatto shall have the right of suffrage. 
ARTICLE XIII. 
NEGROES AND MULATTOES. 


SEcTION 1. No negroor mulattoshall come into or settle in the State after 
the adoption of this constitution. 

Sec. 2. All contracts made with any negro or mulatto coming into tho 
State contrary to the provisions of the foregoing section shall be void, and 


SEC 


' 


| any person who shall employ such negro or mulatto, or otherwise encourage 
But before I pursue this question of lynchings and crimes in In- | 


| this article, or any law which may hereafter be 


him to remain in the State, shall be fined in any sum not less than $10 nor 
more than $500. 

Sec. 3. All fines that may be collected for violation of the provisions of 
yassed for the purpose of 


| carrying the same into execution, shall be set aside and appropriated for the 


colonization of such negroes and mulattoes, and their descendants, as may 
be in the State at the adoption of this constitution and may be willing to 
" "Bec. 4. The general assembly shall pass laws to carry out the provisions 
of this article. 

This constitution was adopted by the people in 1852, and the gen- 
eral assembly of the State on June 18, 1852 (see Indiana Revised 
Statutes, 1852, p. 375), passed an act to enforces and carry out the 
provisions of the above article of the constitution. 

Did the people of Indiana pursue this question any further? Let 
| me read from the statute of Indiana (see Laws of Indiana, 1853), 
which speaks for itself: 

Be it enacted by the general assembly of the State of Indiana: No Indian, 
or person having one-eighth or more of negro blood, shall be permitted to tes 
tify as a witness in any cause in whichany white person is a party ininteres 

The supreme court of Indiana (see 7 Indiana Reports, p. 389) 
in the case of Barkshire vs. The State, in passing upon the thir- 
teenth article of the constitution and the act of 1852 to enforce its 


| provisions, says: 


The thirteenth article of the constitution, in inaugurating this policy, was 
separately submitted to a vote of the people, under the title of * Exclusion 
and colonization of negroes.”’ Itisa matter of history how emphatically it 
was approved by the popular voice. A constitutional policy so decisively 
adopted, and so clearly conducive to the separation and ultimate good of 
both races, should be rigidly enforced. 

This decision was rendered in 1856. After the civil war the su- 
preme court of Indiana (see Smith vs. Moody et al., 26 Indiana 
Reports, p. 299), in 1866, held that the thirteenth article of the 
constitution of Indiana and the act of June 18, 1852, enforcing 
the provisions of the same, are repugnant to the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Such in brief, Mr. Speaker, is the legislative history of Indiana 
on this negro question. Of course, all legislation of this character, 
in this and all other States, has been swept away by the amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States. But has this 
brushed away that racial distinction and feeling that gave birth 
to these now obsolete statutes? These laws passed in her early 
history clearly show that she did not regard the negro as a safe 
and fit person to be armed with suffrage, and this is my chief rea- 
son in pointing out these laws, and not with the view of attempt- 
ing to cast any aspersion upon the great Commonwealth of In- 
diana. 

Has these changed conditions in the law obliterated all race 
feeling in that State? Let us see. Here within the last month 
pandemonium, so to speak, broke loose in the towns of Rockport, 
Boonville, and Cementville. The mob killed two negroes in the 
town of Brookville and one in Rockport, and from the facts con- 
nected with this lawless and bloody scene it seems, quoting the 
language of the gentleman from Indiana, ‘‘ he has no rights that 
the white man is bound to respect, and he may be shot down, 
hanged, or burned at the stake, without regard to legal procedure 
or sanction, with absolute impunity.” ‘‘And the most appalling 
aspect of the situation is” that this most atrocious exhibition of 
mob execution ‘‘ is done in broad daylight and no effort is made 
| on the part of the perpetrators to conceal their identity.” 

Remember this bloody tragedy occurred in the very heart of 
the towns of Rockport and Boonville, having a population of 
2,822 and 2,037, respectively. But for all this would you de- 
nounce the people of Indiana ascriminals? Would you denounce 
the people of these towns as outlaws? I think not. Again I re- 
peat, human nature is the same the world over. The race feeling 
and the lynching of negroes, when certain conditions materialize, 
occurs-as freely in Indiana as it does in any part of the South. 
How and why this recent lynching occurred can be better told 
by the following clipping from the Courier-Journal of December 
19, 1900: 

SHORT WORK MADE OF TWO NEGROES BY INDIANA MOB—WENT AFTER A 
THIRD, BUT WERE PEFIED BY HIS EMPLOYER—WHITE BARBER MURDERED— 
WAYLAID AND ROBBED AS HE RETURNED FROM HIS WORK—BLOODHOUNDS 


ON THE TRAIL—QUICKLY TOOK THE SCENT AND CARRIED IT TO WHERE 
THEY WERE IN JAIL-—EVERYTHING OPENLY DONE. 


(Special. ] 





Rockport, IND., December 16. 
The murder of a white barber at an early hour this morning was followed 
by the lynching to-night of two negroes, James Henderson and Bud Rowland. 
On Saturday night about 1 o'clock H. 8. Simons. a barber, was waylaid and 
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murdered on his way home from his shop. His body was not discovered till 
about 5 o'clock this morning, and at once Henderson and Rowland were sus- 
pected of the crime. Sheriff Anderson arrested both of them at 9 o'clock and 
ut them in jail. Henderson livesin North Rockport and Rowland was at 
Tienderson’s home when the arrests were made. 5 

The people were thoroughly enraged and determined to avenge the brutal 
murder of Simons as soon as it could be definitely determined who the mur- 
derers were. 

BLOODHOUNDS TOOK THE SCENT. 

A telegram to Morganfield, Ky., resulted in a bloodhound being on the spot 
where the crime was committed in a few hours. The dog went direct from 
where Simons’s body was found to Henderson's home, and then from there 
to the cell in the jail where Henderson had been placed some seven or eight 
hours before. A 2 

There was no restraining the enraged poonte longer. Everybody knew 
there was going to be a lynching. Sheriff Anderson sent his family away 
from the jail residence to the Veranda Hotel. 

THE MOB FORMS. 


As soon as dark began to gather over the little city signs of the organizing 
mob were easily discernible. Hundreds of men began to move toward the 
jail, and by 7 o'clock 500 people had surrounded the jail and made a demand 
for Henderson and Row Soa Jailer Anderson refused to surrender them, 
and the mob attacked the jail. They overpowered him to get possession of 
the keys, and he told them he had sent the keys away. 

JAIL DOORS BATTERED DOWN. 


The mob then attacked the jail doors with axes and sledges. It required 
nearly three-quarters of an hour to batter down the doors and get on the in- 
side. Henderson was in a cell in the lower tier and Rowland in the upper. 
The door to Rowland’s cell soon gave way, but the door to Henderson's cell 
was more strongly built and successfully resisted the attack. 

ANOTHER NEGRO ACCUSED. 


Growing impatient the mob fired about 20 shots into Henderson's cell and 
into his body. Rowland was taken out and before he was strung up made a 
confession. He said that he and Henderson and another negro named Joe 
Rolla, night porter at the Veranda Hotel, committed the crime, and the mo- 
tivewasrobbery. He said that Rolla held Simons while he beat him over the 
head with an iron bar and Henderson with a billet of wood. 


BOTH BODIES STRUNG UP. 


Rowland was strung up, and by this time Henderson's body had been got- 
ten out of the cell, and it was strung up beside Rowland. The mob then rid- 
dled the bodies with bullets, over 500 shots being fired. 


THE MOB DEFIED. 


Then the enraged crowd made a rush for the Veranda Hotel to secure 
Rolla, implicated by Rowland in his confession. Mr. C. R. de Bruler, pro- 
prietor ot the hotel, had already heard of Rowland's confession, and know- 
ing it to be false as to Rolla, took his stand at the door to Rolla’s room, and, 
with drawn pistols told the mob that Rolla was innocent, and they would 
have to kill him before they could get Rolla. 

Two or three cooler heads in the mob insisted that Mr. De Bruler, who 
was an honorable citizen, be given an opportunity to prove the innocence of 
Rolla. Mr. De Brulerthen mounted a counter and made a speech to the mob. 
He said he knew personally that Rolla was not away from the hotel Saturday 
night, and he cntied other witnesses, by whom he substantiated the fact, and 
the mob dispersed. 

Rolla then left the city as quickly as he could get away. 


ROBBERIES HAD BEEN COMMON, 


The feeling in Rockport to avenge the murder of Simons was intensified 
by the fact that within the past two weeks about a dozen houses have been 
robbed, and Henderson and Rowland were suspected. Other negroes are 
also suspected, and unless the robberies cease there may be other lynchings. 

The mob was a determined one, but it went quietly and coolly about its 
business. The members would have brooked no resistance, and had Sheriff 
Anderson undertaken to protect the negroes with a guard there might have 
been a bloody battle. 

COMPOSED OF BEST PEOPLE. 

The mob was composed of the best people of Rockport. They wore no 
masks, and they did not make any effort at all to conceal their identity. 
They were orderly, and only 15 or 20 shots were fired in the air to keep by- 
standers from crowding up. 

oe one hour after the mob attacked the jail they had finished their 
work. 

VICTIM A MARRIED MAN. 

Simons was a young man 29 years of age. He was married, and left a wife 
and one child. He came to Rockport from Winslow, Ind., about two years 
ago. He was an honest, industrious young man, and was highly respected. 

_ The wounds upon his head presented a shocking sight. There were twelve 
distinct cuts on the head and face. His head was beat into a jelly, the left 
eye was knocked out, and the brains oozed out of his skull. The weapons 
used were a bar of iron about 2 feet long and an oak standard from a 
wagon sideboard. 

EXODUS OF NEGROES. 


Eight other negroes were arrested as suspects, but they were able to 
establish alibis. It has created such intense fear that several negroes have 
disappeared from Rockport to-night, and those remaining in the city are 
Staying off the streets. 

Afterthe mobdispersed many went to their homes, while hundreds crowded 
around the hotels and other public places to discuss the lynching; and the 
declaration was boldly made that every time a future robbery occurred in 
Rockport the people were going to ferret out the robbers and string them up; 
that robbery had become so common and so bold that safety to the people 
demanded that stringent measures be resorted to in order to check it. 

Theodore Evans, brother-in-law of Simons, and also his partner in business, 
is prostrated as the result of Simons’s murder, and the attending physicians 
say his life is in danger. 


CRIME MOST BRUTAL--NEGROES FRIGHTENED 
COULD ROB THEIR VICTIM. 


[Special. ] 


THE 


AWAY BEFORE THEY 


Rockport, Inp., December 16. 

The place where Simons met his fate was an ideal place for such murder- 
ous work. It was near the corner of Fifth and Elm streets. A high board 
fence faces the pavement for about 40 feet, and terminates in an alleyway. 
When he reached this place, he was struck by one of the negroes with a long 
club, which had a nail in the end of it, crushing his skull. The nail entered 
his forehead and came out through the eye. 

The indications show that a fierce and desperate struggle followed, as the 
ground had been trampled down and was covered with blood for a distance 
of about 36 feet up and down the edge of the road. 


Simons's cries and groans soon brought Frank Jones and Billy Stateler, 
two country boys, who were returning home, to the scene, but it was too 
dark to see anything. They then lit a match, and one of the robbers, who 
was hiding behind the fence, threw the tail gate of a wagon at them to frighten 
them away, as the robbers had not had sufficient time to search their victim 
after committing their nefarious crime. 

The gate struck Stateler on the leg and severely wounded him, and he is 
now confined to his bed on account of it. The robbers then made good their 
escape, as the two boys whoso bravely came to the rescue stayed by the vic- 
tim and lustily called for help. 

A small crowd soon collected, and after a futile search for the criminals 
they carried the murdered man to the home of his brother-in-law, where he 
lingered until 4 o'clock, but never regained consciousness. 

Simons’s head was crushed and beaten intoa pulp, while his face was bruised 
and cut in a number of places 

The nail had entered the head six times, making terrible wounds. 


A PREMONITION OF DANGER. 


The two negroes were familiar with the fact that Simons always carried 
the money belonging to the firm, and they were seen on Mainstreet as late 
as la. m. watching for their victim. Saturday night Simons suggested to 
his partner that something might happen and requested him to take half of 
the money, seeming to have a premonition that danger was lurking in the 
near future for him. For the past three years he had been treasurer, and 
this was the first time the rule was broken. He had $42.50in a shot bag on 
the inside of his overcoat pocket, but the footpads failed to get anything, as 
they were compelled to run away toavoid being recognized and probably 
captured. 

From early morning a large crowd of citizens congregated at the place of 
the crime and continued to grow larger, and when evening came there was 
a gathering of about 2,000 citizens, and all eager to see the culprits cavght and 
mobbed. The citizens organized a vigilance league in the morning and raised 
a large fund for the purpose of apprehending the murderers and ferreting 
out all kinds of crime. The past week there have been four cases of house- 
breaking, besides a number of smaller stealing offenses. This work has been 
carried on extensively for the past two months, and when this additional 
piece of crookedness was added to the already crowded calendar of crime al- 
most every citizen in the town was willing that some desperate method should 
be practiced, as life and property were getting to be valued too cheaply by 
the criminals here. 


ONE MORE VICTIM OF BLOODTHIRSTY 


[Special.] 
BOONVILLE, IND., December 17. 


The negro known as “ Whistling Joe” Rolla, an alleged accomplice in the 
murder of H. F. Simons at Rockport early Sunday morning, met his death 
at the hands of a mob from Spencer County, which came to Boonville this 
afternoon for that purpose. The mob numbered about 75 people, was orderly 
and went about its business with the precision of soldiers under orders. 

'The Spencer County authorities failed to locate ** Crowfoot,’’ whois known 
as “ Whistling Joe,’ after the mob had made away with Henderson and Row- 
land Sunday night. It appears that Crowfoot had been secreted in the Ve- 
randa Hotel by the manager under a bed occupied by a commercial traveler, 
and he remained there in mortal dread until early this morning. 

After the lynching, as told in to-day’s Courier-Journal, the mob went to 
the hotel where Rolla was employed and made a search of all the vacant 
rooms and left satisfied that the accused man was not there. Sheriff Ander- 
son got word that Rolla was secreted in the house and arrested him 

PROTECTED BY SHERIFF ANDERSON. 

The sheriff immediately threw a guard around the house, and as soon as 
the fact of the arrest was made known, a great crowd gathered about the 
hotel. Angry threats were made, but the sheriff told the mob that the man 
insisted on his innocence and that he had ordered the guards to defend the 
prisoner with their lives. At this the crowd became more orderly, and a 
guard of citizens was thrown around the hotel to prevent the escape of the 
man. Just before noon the sheriff got the negro into aclosed carriage and 
drove in hot haste for Boonville, his intention being to take the negro to 
Evansville for safe-keeping. 

MOB QUICKLY FOLLOWED. 

The sheriff had an hour's start of a mob that was quickly gathered and put 
on horseback to followhim. The mobdivided into two parts, taking different 
roads to Boonville, which is 20 miles away. The sheriff beat the mob to 
Boonville some hours and placed the negro in jail here. A telephone message 
from Rockport warned the sheriff that the mob was en route, and he then 
attempted to get possession of the prisoner in order to make an overland 
drive toEvansville. Sheriff Anderson was refused admittance to the jailand 
gave up any further attempt to succor the black man. 


WAITED UNTIL NIGHTFALL. 


The mob, finding that it had been outwitted and not caring to enter the 
city in daylight, awaited until nightfall and entered the town ona brisk run 
on horseback. It made straight forthe jail. Entrance was demanded and 
refused. The jail keys were also demanded and refused, and the same tactics 
that were carried out at Rockport were resorted to. 

JAIL WALL BATTERED DOWN. 

A telephone pole was secured and made intoa battering. ram, and the walls 
of the jail were battered down in a few minutes. The jail is a weak affair of 
ancient construction, and offered slight resistance to the fury of the mob. 
Once inside, it was but the work of a few minutes to get into his cell. 

While the mob was at work on the outside “ Whistling Joe's’ screams for 
mercy could be heard above the din. He cried that he was innocent of the 
crime; that he had been lied upon, and called upon the Almighty to give him 
strength to combat his pursuers. 


ROCKPORT MOB. 


PROTESTED INNOCENCE TO THE LAST. 

Reaching the cell of the accused man, the door was soon battered in and a 
rope quickly tied about his neck. The mob then made a rush for the north 
west corner of the court-house grounds; a tall tree with a convenient limb 
was selected, and ‘‘ Whistling Joe’* was given an opportunity to make bis 
peace with God. He spent his time, however, in protesting his innocence, 
and the mob growing tired of this, the order was given to haul him up 

This was done, the rope being tied to the tree trunk and the body left dang- 
ling in the night air. It was announced that the body would be permitted to 
hang until to-morrow afternoon before it would be cut down. 


NO HAND TO STAY THE MOB, 


During the time the mob was in the city there was no attempt to thwart 
its work of revenge. The streets were crowded with men, women, and chil 
dren, but not a hand was raised to stay the sentence of Judge Lynch. The 
mob wore no masks, and did its work with promptness t ommands 
were given. The order was given to “Keep your guns in your pockets,” 
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last year, when the board of supervisors found 1,185 names improperly on tho 


| poll books when they were considering a petition for a local-option election, 
| Nine-tenths of these were poll-tax delinquencies, and 90 per cent of them wer, 


which. no doubt, was a matter of precaution, since two innocent bystanders 
had been wounded at Rockport during the lynching on Sunday night 
Governor Mount ordered out the Evansville militia company this evening 
to meet the train from Boonville, no doubt hoping the sheriff of Spencer 
v d be able to bring his prisoner tothis city. Anorder for them to return 
tot rarmory was received after the company had reached the depot and 
was about to board a special train to come to Boonville. | 


Mr. Speaker, I could go on and on, submitting other newspaper 
reports of lawlessness, but I will not further occupy the time of 
the House on this point. Only on last Christmas Day, just a few 
days ago, a most disgraceful race riot occurred in the town of Ce- 
mentville, the facts of which, I take it, are familiar to you all, as 
they have been freely published in the press of the country. A 
few days ago | saw from the press that the bondsmen of the sheriff 
of Ripley County, Ind., have settled the suit for damages brought 
by the widow of one of the five men who were lynched in that 
county some years ago, by paying the sum of $4,000. With this 
lawless record lying at the door of this State, may I not with per- 
fect justness say to the gentleman from Indiana, ‘‘ Physician, heal 
thyself?” But I have said enough along this line. 

The gentleman severely criticises Mississippi’s franchise law. 
Before we begin the discussion of this subject let us first surround 
ourselves with the facts. In 1890 the people of Mississippi did 
call a convention of her people with the view of revising her 
fundamental law. Upon the suffrage question that convention 
did declare in substance that— 
every male inhabitant of this State, except idiots, insane persons, and Indi- 
ans not taxed, whois a citizen of the United States, 21 years old and upward, 
who has resided in this State two years and one year in the election district 


| Pp 


| under your ballot system? 


or city, town, or village in which he offers to vote, and who is able to read | 


any section of the constitution of the State, or, if unable to read the same, 
who is able to understand the same when read to him, or give a reason- 
able interpretation thereof, and who shall have been duly registered as an 
elector by an officer of this State under the laws thereof,and who has never 
been convicted of bribery, burglary, theft, arson, obtaining money or goods 


under false pretenses, perjury, forgery, embezzlement, or bigamy, and who | 


has paid all taxes which have been legally required of him, and of which he 
bas had an opportunity to pay according to law, for the two preceding years, 
and who shall produce to the officers holding the election satisfactory evi- 


dence that he has paid such taxes on or before the Ist day of February of the | 
year in which he shall offer to vote, shall be a qualified elector in and for the | 


election district, or city, town, or village of his residence, and shall be entitled 
to vote at any election held not less than four months after his registration; 


but any minister of the gospel, in charge of any organized church, shall be | 


entitled to vote after six months residence in the election district, city, town, 
or village, if otherwise qualified.” (Mississippi Code, 1892, section 3631.) 

No one has ever seriously contended that our franchise laws 
violated any provision of the Federal Constitution. They merely 
attempt to suppress by lawful means those who do not pay taxes 
and her ignorant and criminal class from exercising the right of 
suffrage. The supreme court of Mississippi in passing upon these 
laws held we had a right to do so, and the Supreme Court of the 
United States held they were not violative of the Constitution of 
the United States, and that they do not, on their face, discrimi- 
nate between the white and negro races, and do not amount toa 
denial of the equal protection of the law secured by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution. This whole matter is 
fully discussed in the case of Williams vs. Mississippi in the 
United States Reports, volume 170. 


It is well known that the reasons and causes that led to this | 


action on the part of Mississippi was the vast and ignorant negro 
population with which she was surrounded. I believed then, and 
I believe now, that it was to the interest, the growth, and the 
happiness of our State that she should use every constitutional 
means in her gift to lodge the power of the State government in 
the hands of the intelligence of the State. It was to the interest 
of both races. In doing this her laws looking to that end fall 
with equal weight upon the white and the black man, and if either 
does not possess the qualifications for a voter as laid down in our 
law, hecan not vote. Thousands of bothraces fail to qualify them- 
selves as voters. 

Strange as it may appear, the clause of our law under which 
90 per cent of this class are disfranchised,in my opinion, is that 





part of the law requiring one before he votes to be duly regis- | 


tered and to have paid all taxes which have been legally required 
of him for the two preceding years of the year he offers to vote. 
Remember we have a poll tax of $2, and that tax is a lien only 
upon taxable property. No criminal proceedings are allowed to 
enforce the collection of the poll tax. It might be said this sec- 
tion of the law is an invitation, or at least a temptation, to some 
who own no property. or to some who own no property in excess 
of that which is exempt from taxation, not to pay their poll tax. 

This is the law under which so many of our people are disfran- 
chised. Some do it from choice, some from indifference and neg- 
lect, and some from inability to pay. Right here I wish to read 
an article published in the New Orleans Picayune several weeks 
ago, from its regular correspondent at Jackson, Miss., showing 
certain developments upon an investigation of the vote of Hinds 
County, Miss., the largest and wealthiest county in our State: 

A registered voter is not necessarily a qualifiedelector. A man may reg- 


ister, and default afterwards for poll tax, andhis name still remain on the 
poll book asa registered voter for years. This was shown in Hinds County 


of whitemen. In this matter Hinds County was not singular. The Dem 
cratic press of the State has shown like conditions in other counties, and { 
day thepress of Mississippi is urging the white men of the State to pay thx 
i tax in order that they may vote. 
Mr. Speaker, I might go on and relate to this House the deta 
of our law in reference to our election machinery, but I have n 
the time. So 1 will pass on. 

The gentleman further criticises the following section of our 
constitution: 
On and after the Ist day of January, 1892, every elector, in addition t 
fores ¢ qualifications, shall be able to read any section of the constitu 
of te, or shall be able to understand the same when read to hin 
+a reasonable interpretation thereof. 








The gentleman says, ‘‘The most difficult and technical section 
of the constitution is made the test.” I presume persons in Mi 
sissippi have qualified under this section, but 1 have never known 
or heard of one doing so. Many may have done so, but my opinion 
is few, if any, have qualified under it. But be that as it may, | 
want to say that this much-abused section is not understood by 
those whocriticiseit. Itis a section to aid illiterates. Ifa pers: 
can read, the section does not apply to him. If he can not read 
then he has a chance to qualify under it. 

it might occur to someto ask, What would it profit one to qualify 
under this section? For if he can not read, how could he v: 
The answer is that our law has ma 
special provisions for such by providing that a voter who declares 
to the managers of the election that by reason of inability to read 
he is unable to mark his ballot, if the same be true, shall, upon 
request. have the assistance of a manager in the marking there 

He further complains that too much power is placed in the 
hands of the registrar. Under our law if the registrar refuses to 
register anyone, that party, if he feels himself aggrieved, can ip- 
peal to the election commissioners. Should they decide adversely 
to him, he can appeal to the circuit court. 

Again, the gentleman says: 


’ 


In order to make the dominion of the white man complete, all opportunity 
for education must be taken from the negro. The policy is to deprive him 
of the right to vote and then withdraw from him the means of education, so 
he will have no ambition to contest for supremacy with the white man in 
any of the fields of usefulness. 

Mr. Speaker, standing here speaking for my State, I say, sir, the 
charge is absolutely without foundation, but, on the contrary, the 
facts are abundant to show thereverse. The very constitution o! 
our State that he saw fit to assail so freely on the floor of this 
House on yesterday provides, in substance, that it shall be the 
duty of the legislature to encourage, by all suitable means, the 
promotion of intellectual, scientific, moral, and agricultural im- 
provement by establishing a uniform system of free schools, by 
taxation or otherwise, for all children between the ages of 5 an 
21 years, and when practicable to establish schools of higher grade. 

lt further provides, in substance, that a public school shall be 
maintained in each school district in the county at least four 
months during each scholastic year. Mr. Speaker, this is the 
fundamental law of our State. Have we lived up to its provi- 
sions? Has the legislature of our State put it into full and com- 
plete operation? Yes; it has done so most liberally and upon a 
most magnificent scale. No State in this Union, in accordance 
to the wealth of our people, has done more. The last legislature 
of our State appropriated for public education for the year of 
1900 $1,000,000 for common schools and $272,534 for our State 
colleges (white and black), and a like sum for the year 1901. 

This fund is distributed pro rata, regardless of race, to the dif- 
ferent counties, and the colored educable children being about 
100,000 more than the white, they, of course, receive the larzest 
share of this fund. Is this all we do? Not by any means. In 
addition to this, nearly every village, town, and city in our State 
supplements this amount received from the State fund by an 
amount sufficient to run the public schools in their respective 
localities from seven to ten months in the year. The negro re- 
ceives his pro rata share of this also. Under this system every 
child in our State has an opportunity to attend a public school 
from four to ten months in the year. 

What has she done and what is she doing for higher education 
in our midst? Letthefactsspeak. She maintains and owns three 
as great colleges as exist in the South for the education of the 
white youth of the land. Nor has she on this line neglected the 
negro, for she has also one magnificent college for the education 
of the youth of the negro race. She also contributes liberaliy to 
two other institutions run in the interest of higher education of 
the negro. Iam reliably informed that, from the best data obtain- 
able, the proportion of taxes paid by the two races is 93 per cent 
for the white and 7 per cent for the negro. 

In the face of these facts I respectfully submit, does not this rec- 
ord of my State refute the charge that we are unlawfully denying 
the ballot, or that we are withdrawing the means of education 








1901. 





from any class of our people ‘“‘on account of race, color, or pre- 
yious condition of servitude?” It shows that the nonvoter and 
the poor and helpless receive the protection and blessings of our 
overnment as freely as the rich and the strong. 

Does it not show, further, that we realize that our public-school 
system and our great institutions of learning are the chief allies 
and guardians of good morals and good citizenship, and that they 
materially aid in purifying the moral atmosphere to flow pure and 
healthful in and through our great Commonwealth? And does it 
not further show that we have poured out our money without 
stint to further the ends of this great school system of ours? I 

hink so. 

I think this magnificent record does all this. It does more, It 
certifies that we are striving to be ‘‘a land rejoicing and people 
blest.” Just a few words more, Mr. Speaker, and I will have fin- 
ished. I am not going to discuss the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana any further. The other features of his proposition, 
in fact, every feature of it, have been thoroughly discussed by 
others. I trust it will be promptly voted down. I feel sure it 
will be. 

The twentieth century is upon us. The nineteenth has passed 
into history. Our future asa nation seems bright. It is glorious, 
andl hope, with the birth of the new century, all ill feeling between 
the North and South will be buried. I hope the following utter- 
ance of that great and independent paper, the Washington Post, 
will prove true: 

This nation is not going into the new century with a revival of sectional 
animosity; the second McKinley Administration is not going to be a new era 
of ill feeling between the North and the South. The South will not be fur- 
ther punished by Congress for the fateful mistake of the fifteenth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I have sought diligently on both 
sides of this House to get an opportunity to be heard during gen- 
eral debate on this measure. I believed it was due me, inasmuch 
as I am the sole representative of one-eighth of the entire popula- 
tion of the United States, and that entire percentage has been so 
grossly misrepresented and maligned by three gentlemen, repre- 
senting three separate States, upon this floor, 

I am glad to state, however, that those three gentlemen are all 
young men, and as an extenuating circumstance for their vile 
words against my people I apply to them the statute of youth. 
They will know better when they get older. [Laughter and 
applause.}] Some time in the near future, when the committee to 
which I am assigned has a bill under consideration, I will take 
occasion to endeavor, perhaps as a valedictory of the negro in this 
House, to answer some of the charges made by the gentleman 
from Alabama, the gentleman from South Carolina, and my col- 
league from North Carolina. 

They have spoken of my people as a thingto bemanaged. They 
have said to the North and the East and the West, ‘‘ Let alone 
the negroes; we can manage them.” Can they manage us like 
oxen? I want them to understand that, removed as we are thirty- 
five years from slavery, we are to-day as you are, men, and claim 
the right of the American citizen and the right to vote. [Ap- 
plause.] I will not refer to the matter under consideration now. 
It is not my purpose to do so at this time. 

I did think, and I thought it rather strange, that the gentlemen 
managing the two sides of this question, the majority and the 
minority, after my people had been so slandered, ntfght have ac- 
corded me an opportunity to defend them, as only two or three 
gentlemen have taken the opportunity to do. God bless them. 
God bless Judge CRUMPACKER, who has taken occasion to stand 
up in his place asa man, and has said a word in defense of these 
people who have made it possible for some of these young gentle- 
men to be filling seats here, and who since their emancipation 
have served their country faithfully by allying themselves with 
those principles that tend to the upbuilding of this the greatest 
nation on God's green earth. Soe 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I desired to have something to say 
about this bill in the time allowed for general debate, but I was 
unable to get the opportunity to doso. I sought time from the 
gentleman whose bill I intended to vote for, the chairman of the 
committee [Mr, Hopkins], and asked him for the beggarly 
amount of ten minutes, and he promised it, if he could. [ 
wanted to give the House the reason I was going to vote for his 
bill, which does not altogether suit me. I asked for time to-day, 


oO 
5 


cutting it down to five minutes, and he again promised me that | 


he would give it to me if hecould. He did not doit yesterday 
and he did not do it to-day, and I must conclude, therefore, that 
he could not do it. 


Now, if there is anything on earth I despise and hate it is a | 


machinized House of Representatives. The argument that has 
been made here that the House had become unwieldy was one 
made in support of the majority bill. They did not want to make 
if further unwieldy. I think that is true if the present régime 
is to be perpetuated, if this House is to continue machinized. I 
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Mr. HEPBURN] said in his speech yesterday as to the rules of this 
ouse: 


Mr. Speaker, I think that the whole question involved here is one of expedi- 
ency. hat is the better size? What number of Representatives can best 

rform the duties that devolve upon them in a deliberative body? Not this 

vody, for Iam willing to confess here that it presents none of the features 
of a deliberative body [laughter], but that deliberative body that we ought 
tohave. Thefathers gave us their opinion with regard tothis matter. When 
they provided for 26 Senators they provided for 65 Representatives. That 
was their idea. They thought that the political power of a member of the 
Senate should be two and a half times greater than the political power of a 
Representative. 
% * * & * * a 

Gentlemen tell us now, who are advocates for enlarging this House, on 
other occasions that the fact of an enlarged House justifies a system of gov- 
ernment in the House that is destructive to the individuality of members, 
and absolutely destructive of the representative power that the Constitution 
gives us and that our people fondly think we enjoy. 

When you attack the system of rules that we have, that is vicious in every 
degree, that is harmful to the individual character of the member, that is 
harmful to the deliberative character of this body, that absolutely destroys 
it, and puts it beyond the power of any individual to participate in Sucislation 
or to bring to the consideration of this House any measure, no matter how 
important it may be to him or his people, without he gets the consent of 
another person, another Representative—when you attack that vicious sys- 
tem, you are told that it is because the House isa mob, because it has been so 
enlarged that individual responsibility does not weigh upon the members; 
because there is no possibility in the confusion of the vast number to secyre 
that deliberation that is necessary to the proper discharge of public business. 
On those occasions the House is too large. I believe it is wiser, I believe it 
would be better for the people, and it would be better for the individual 
membership, to decrease, rather than increase,the number of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. Speaker, I want this House to have the largest number of persons that 
it can to discharge the business that it has to transact; but I do not want its 
number to be so augmented as will furnish an argument for the binding of 
the hands of the individual members of the House. And I know, and every 
one of you know, that it will be urged, and that it will have its effect upon 
certain members who have to vote upon a question of the rules before they 
—_ had an opportunity to chafe under the restraints and tyrannies of those 
rules. 

And I know that when the placid gentleman now occupying the chair, the 
leader upon this side, my venerable friend on my right, and a corresponding 
number of gentlemen occupying corresponding positions on that side of the 
House, in the early days of the session, when the neophyte is here and has 
not been hazed [laughter], he sees them standing up as advocates of a reten- 
tion of the rules without change, he naturally says to himself, *‘ This must 
be all right, or such leaders, who have the confidence of the American people, 
would not be their advocates,” forgetting, or never knowing in his innocence, 
that these gentlemen belong to the charmed circle flaughter!]; that these 
gentlemen, because of their great eminence, because of their marked and 
recognized superiority, have a power in this House that is above rule, or that 
compels the amelioration of the rule in their behalf whenever they propose 
to invoke it. 

Mr. Speaker, I heard a gentleman in this debate, in support of this enlarged 
number, say that this House could do whatever it chose. I want todeny that 
statement. I make the assertion here that there is no proposition that af 
fects the people of my State or of any one of the States that an individual 
member can secure even consideration of without he first addresses himself 
to another Representative and gets the consent of that Representative. {Ap- 
plause.| I remember of hearing my friend on my right once say that under 
the rules of this House the House could do whatever it chose. | would yield 
to him a moment for the purpose of asking him if, after reflection, he would 
contradict the statement that I have here so deliberately made? 

Mr. Grosvenor. After the very high compliment that the gentleman 
from Iowa has seen fit to bestow on me I would not contradict anything 
that he wouldsay. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. Hersurn. Thankyou. Inow appreciate the value of compliments, and 
I shall henceforth use them in the place of arguments. [Laughter.] Mr. 
Speaker, the statement that I have made is a grave one. It ought not to ba 
made without deliberation. [ought not tosay tothe American people that the 
whole scheme and plan of the Constitution with regard to this House of Rep- 
resentatives is subverted, destroyed, annihilated by the rules of this House 
without it was true. 

And I will ask any gentleman, and I wil! yield to him if he will undertake 
to tell us, how any proposition can be brought before this House without it 
receives the assent of the Speaker of the House. And even then, with refer- 


| ence toa great majority of propositions, how can it be brought to the House 

after it once has gone into the bosom of acommittee and that committee does 
not see fit to report it? 

Every member upon this floor, 356 of us, may be anxious for the adoption 


} 
of a proposition, and it can not be brought to the consideration of the House 
by any possible means known to the law without the consent of that gentle- 
man into whose hands you and I have surrendered the political power of our 
constituents. 
Now. Mr. Speaker, what is the excuse for this? Mind you, Iam not criti- 


| cising the old Speakers or the new. [have nocomplaint tomake of the man- 
ner in which they administer their power. Lam quarreling with ourselves, 
and we will be asked to continue this robbery of ourselves, this wrong to our 
constituents, this surrender of their political ae for it is theirs, gentle- 
men, and not yours or mine—we will be asked to continue this. Why’? Be 
cause the House is so large, because it isso unwieldly, because the confusion 


is so great, that business can not be transacted without it. Therefore from 
time to time the surrender is made. 

I want that we shall act on this bill so that we will not give added force to 
declarations that are madein that behalf in the near future. I think that 
even with the number that we have thereis confusion. My friend called at 
tention to it to-day when the important matter was being settled as to when 
we should reach a vote upon this question. Time and again the gentleman 
from Tennessee |Mr. RICHARDSON] was compelled to rise in his place and 
insist that although important business was being transacted public ly here 
upon the floor he could not hear a word that was said. He could not tell 
whether to object or not, and the efforts which the Speaker vigorously ex 
erted time and again were necessary in order to get that slight measure of 
order that would permit even the gentleman, seated where he is, to hear 
what was going on in the House. 


I hope gentlemen who object to this tyranny when the time 


comes will vote against theserules. Now,I want to know why we 
should be limited in discussion to three or four days on a bill-that 


quote with approval what the distinguished gentleman from Iowa | only comes before us once every ten years, and when it gets to 
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the other end of this Capitol if they want to discuss it three 
weeks they do it. Gentlemen, why should not we have the same 
opportunity to discuss a measure which is being enacted into law 
as they have? The President can not sign the bill until they pass 
upon it. 

if the gentlemen who support the Burleigh bill will convince 


rules and give each member on the floor an opportunity to say 
why he votes as he does, I will vote for that measure. 
enlarged House is going to serve as an excuse for the continuation 
of these rules I shall vote against enlarging the House. 

I have no objection to a reasonable limitation of debate, but I 
most assuredly object to unjust discrimination as to who shall 
participate in that debate. 
lilinois to say that I shall not give to the House the reasons for 
the faith that is in mo, and that my constituents must depend 
upon his argument for the reasons of my vote? What right had 
the gentleman to get up from his seat and ask that the gentleman 
from Maine {[Mr. LitTLEFIELD] be allowed to proceed to the con- 
clusion of his remarks, when the gentleman from Maine was doing 
everything he could to annihilate the bill of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

That was magnanimous; I approve of thespirit thatled him to do 
it, but why did not he ask sufficient time for general debate in the 
House for each member to have the paltry amount of five or ten min- 
utes to express himself? Why, we had better sit here all summer, 
prolong the length of the session if necessary, in order to give suf- 
ficient time for debate and discussion. We had better have it all 
summer, all the fall, and all winter than to stifle the voice of the 
representatives of the people on the floor as is done at the present 
time. I will vote to reduce the membership of the House to 250 
if necessary in order to get out from under our present tyranny. 
{[Applause. | 

lam ready to admit that if each member of this House should 
speak on a measure that the same length of time could not be 
accorded to each member that can be to each Senator. But why 
should ten hours of debate be accorded toa bill in the Senate, 
where there are only 90 members, and only two hours be 
given for debate on the same measure in this House, where there 
are 357 members? I have not stated an extreme case. In the 
extra session in 1897 the House was limited to ten days for debate 
on the Dingley tariff bill, and the Senate debated the same measure 
tor nearly four months. 

We hear a great deal said in here about the dispatch of business 
and a great array of the number of bills introduced in the House 
and in the Senate by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL], showing that a great many more bills had been introduced 
in the House in a given time than in the Senate, as though the 
House and Senate were in a race to see which body could intro- 
duce and pass the greater number of bills, and that the House had 
far exceeded the Senate, due to the rules of the House in expedit- 
ing the public business, when everybody knows that the Senate 
must consider and pass all the bills of the House before they be- 
come laws. 

Mr. Speaker, what good is it to the country to pass a thousand 
bills in the House during a session when we know the Senate will 
not consider and pass half that number? The boast of the dis- 
patch of business 1s rather in appearance than in fact. There is 
absolutely no sense in the House passing a greater number of 
bills than the Senate will consider and pass in the same length of 
time. 

This cry for the dispatch of business is used to cover up the 
real purpose of these infernal rules. The real purpose of these 
rules is to machinize this House; to create a one-man power; to 
magnify the machine and minimize the member. 

If measures were more thoroughly discussed here, it would not 
require so much time for discussion in the Senate. By acting as 
we do we dwarf the influence and power of the individual mem- 
bers of this House and correspondingly increase and magnify the 
power of the individual Senator. 

Members of this House bave become disgusted and do not try to 
get time by begging for it from anothem member, who by the laws 
and Constitution has no higher or greater rights than himself. 
Modesty and merit usually go together, and many members who 
are very able and learned and who could shed much light upon 
subjects under discussion are too modest to push themselves onto 
another member who has control of the time. 

Those who belong to the charmed inner circle get all the time 
they wish, and when one of these great members of the inner 
circle has had his full hour and has not finished his speech an- 
other member of the charmed inner circle jumps to his feet and 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman be permitted to 
conclude his remarks. Of course the inner circle will not object, 
and it would be suicidal for any member on the outside to object. 
Immediately the great member thanks the House for the courtesy 
and continues his speech as long as it suits his sweet will to do so. 

The new member or modest member, be his merits what they 


But if an | 


What right has the gentleman from | 





| choice is presented to us here to-day. 


| manifest. 
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may, must sit here and chafe under this character of outrage for 
years. But one of these great lights often, to show his magna- 
nimity and his consideration for those members who by his sel- 


| fishness have been deprived of an opportunity to say one word, 


arises and asks that unanimous consent be given to all members 


| to print remarks in the RecorD on the pending bill, provided he 
me that they will quit lying down and voting for these tyrannous | 


does so in a limited time. 

If a member is in possession of information common to all the 
members of the House, but not generally possessed by his con- 
stituents, I see no impropriety in his printing the same in the 
RecorpD and sending it to his constituents, but if he has informa- 
tion, or can make an argument that might affect the judgment of 
members of this House, he ought to have time given him to ad- 
dress the members of the House, and not be forced to print astill- 
born speech in the REcoRD and send it home to fool his constit- 
uents. 

I want to strongly commend to all the great members of this 
House the conduct of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] here to day. The gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
not a member of the Committee on Census, but being a member 
of the inner circle and a gentleman of great ability and learning, 
as well as long service, the chairman gave him one hour. After 
a very able speech of an hour, some gentleman arose in his seat 
and asked that further time be given Mr. DALZELL, and the House 
granted the request, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
fused to take it, out of consideration to other gentlemen who had 
not had any time, who felt as much interest in this bill as did the 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Such commendable conduct is not often witnessed in this House, 
and I assure vou, Mr. Speaker, that it was veryrefreshing. More 
than three hours was given certain gentlemen to advocate what 
is called the Crumpacker bill, designed to reduce the representa- 
tion of certain Southern States on account of the alleged suppres- 
sion of the negro vote. Living as I do in that section of ourcoun- 
try and having that knowledge that comes by actual residence 
among the negroes of the South, I wished to give it to gentlemen 
from the North whodo not have the same opportunity that I have 
for informing themselves on this grave and threatening ques- 
tion, but I must be denied, at least I was denied, the privilege of 
doing so. 

Mr. Speaker, what good will it do these members from the 
North to print this information and send it home to my constitu- 
ents, who know as much about it as 1do? Will that enable them 
to vote intelligently on the Crumpacker bill? 

I can see many good reasons why the popular branch of Con- 
gress should be a numerous body and grow with the growth of 
population, but if an increased House is to be used to further gag 
and muzzle the members of this House, I must content myself 
with voting against the enlargement of this House, if I am denied 
the privilege of giving my reasons for it more fully than I have 
herein. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 


of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
BURLEIGH}. 
Illinois on Friday last, and his analysis of the so-called Burleigh 
bill, it disclosed so many inequalities inits operation that itseemed 
to me to be oe for any fair-minded man to vote for it. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise in ner 


When I heard the speech of the gentleman from 


When I read the speech of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD] delivered on the following day, I found that, apply- 
ing the same course of argument, he had disclosed the same in- 
equalities under theoperation of the bill proposed by the majority. 
I discovered upon a very little reflection what is admitted now on 
all sides, that, by applying the method of reasoning adopted by 
the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Maine, any 
possible apportionment bill would disclose the same inequalities 
and that the doing of exact justice between all the States is im- 
possible from the very nature of the case itself. And so I agree 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. DALZELL], who, with 
his accustomed logical instinct, has brought this debate to its real 
question and presented to us the real problem which is before us 
for solution. 

The increase of the population of this country has compelled us 
to do one of two things—either to increase the size of the constit- 
uency or to increase the number of Representatives; and that 
ach course presents its 
own evils. The evils of adding 42,000 to each Congressional dis- 
trict, as is proposed by the bill of the majority, are manifold and 
Every man understands that from his daily experience; 
it is not necessary for me to dwell upon it. On the other hand, it 
is claimed that the increased size of the House tends to destroy 
the individuality of the Representative, his power of initiative, 
and to centralize the power of the House in the hands of the 
Speaker; that it tends to decrease the relative power of the House 
compared with the power of the Senate; that it destroys this 
Chamber as a forum for debate and deliberation. 

I should like, if 1 had time, to spend a few moments on those 
claims. But what I have to say at this moment—and perhaps it 
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uences pre- 
dicted as the result of the _—? of the Burleigh bill is here to- 
day. Those conditions will not be created by the passage of that 
pill. In my judgment they will not even be intensified by it. 
The power af the House under a natural development which 
brought the system of cabinet government in England into exist- 
ence has taken the power of the Representatives and concen- 
trated it in the hands of the Speaker and his immediate advisers. 
We might as well recognize the truth. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I have only five minutes, but 
I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman speaks of the concentration of 
power in England in the hands of acabinet. Does he desire to 
see that condition of affairs in America? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I am not speaking of the de- 
sirability of the thing; I am speaking of the facts, which we under- 
stand and know, 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania gave us some figures with re- 
gard to the amount of business which the House of Representatives 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress and the Fifty-fifth Congress did in 
comparison with the body on the other side of the Capitol. I re- 
member the Fifty-fourth Congress, I remember that when the 
Speaker of that Congress was selected in caucus, he stood by the 
side of that desk and said to us, ‘‘ The Fifty-tirst Congress gained 
credit for what it did; the Fifty-fourth Congress will gain credit 
for what it does not do.” And the first step in carrying out that 
programme was to debate for ten days an amendment offered to 
the pension appropriation bill, which was subject to a point of 
order and at the end of those ten days went out on the point of 
order, as everyone understood it would. 

I remember that during the extra session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress we adjourned for three days at a time, week after week. 
We had the time, we had the opportunity, to do the business of 
the country; but I say that the Speaker and his advisers decided 
wisely and well, and in accordance with the judgment of the ma- 
jority, when they declined to pass all the bills which came over 
here from the other end of the Capitol. 

I say, then, that the evils which are present here, and which 
will not be intensified by the Burleigh bill, are evils that do not 
grow out of the numbers of this House, Say what you will, the 
House of Commons, with its membership of 670, has demonstrated 
that numbers do not prohibit an orderly conduct of public busi- 
ness. Who cares for aspeech made in the House of Lords? A 
speech made in the House cf Commons goes the world over. 
What is forbidding the orderly conduct of business on this floor? 
What is denying the right of each member to be effectively heard 
on this floor? What is preventing the deliberation—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Moopy] has expired. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. May Ihave five minutes more? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts be allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Certainly. 


is all that I can say—is that every one of those ee 
vi 


Mr. HOPKINS. There are no roll calls in the British House of | 


Commons such as we have here, are there? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 1donot understand that there 
are. There are divisions, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, is it not a fact that a large part of the 


time is taken up here by roll calls whenever there is any question | 


that divides the members, either politically or sectionally? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And is not that one of the conditions that 
— against the British House of Commons being a precedent 

or us? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One other question. Is it not a fact that in 
the British House of Commons 40 members constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of public business—— 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And 20 for private business? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That Iam not so sure about. 
If the gentleman so states, no doubt he is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And here, under our constitutional form of 


government, is it not a fact that there must be a majority of the | 


members-elect present on every roll call for the transaction of 
business, if so demanded, whether it be public or private business? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
statement of an unquestionable fact; but in spite of all those 
things every man here knows I tell the truth when I say that 
there is no session of Congress when we do not waste time day 
after day. ‘ 
“ Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


on. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Certainly, 


That, Mr. Speaker, is the | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
spoken of the importance of speeches made in the House of Com- 
mons. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the gentleman’s judgment, how many 
members of the House of Commons in England speak upon the 
public questions of the day during an entire session of that body? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I suppose comparatively few 
members, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman think that twenty 
or twenty-five would limit the number of almostall the participants 
in debate in that body? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I can say that that statement 
would be true, both of the English House of Commons and the 
American House of Representatives. I believe that there are not 
more than 25 members who take an effective part in the debate 
here to-day under present conditions. Iam not speaking of mere 
speeches, but of the debate which influences the judgment and 
action of the House. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow 
a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
for a question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I will yield ina moment or two. 
Mr. Speaker, I was saying that all these evils—the denial of the right 
of individual action, the disorder which occurs in the House, the 
facts which make this a forum ill adapted to debate and delibera- 
tion—all come from other causes, and not because of members. 

We can apply the remedy any day we choose. Let us close up, 
or at least contract, these pestilence-breeding galleries that exhaust 
the atmosphere and send us home every day the nearer to our death 
because we have worked intheChamber. Let uscontract the size 
of this Hall. Let us take out these desks, Why, Mr. Speaker, 
there are never at any one time more than 50 or 100 members in- 
terested in the discussion of a given question. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. There are more than 200 now. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. There are men in the English 
House of Commons, in the lobbies, ready to come in to vote, but 
very few present, I agree, in the ordinary deliberations, and that 
would be the fact here. If we adopt the remedy which I have 
proposed, and which has been discussed so many times, these evils 
would disappear. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
a question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. In asinglemoment. If wedo 
that, I say, these evils will disappear, and one of the reasons why 
I support the Burleigh bill, and support it earnestly, is because I 
believe its adoption will bring us nearer to the day of our deliver- 
ance. Now I yield, first to the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
Mappox]}. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to ask if in your comparison of the 
British Parliament to the Congress of the United States you have 
stopped to consider the fact that we have 45 State legislatures and 
3 Territorial legislatures that are doing nine-tenths of the legis- 
lative business for the United States? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes, I have considered that 
fact. I did not refer toit. Of course, otherwise we could not do 
the business of the country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The question I was going to propound to my 
friend is this: Is it not a fact that in the English House of Com- 
mons all legislation is proposed by the Government? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Itis. But, Mr. Speaker, it is 
equally a fact—and let us face things as we find them—it is 
equally a fact that our important legislation is proposed by the 
committees that guide this House. I do not find any fault with 
| it. I believe it is the right system. I believe it is the only 
system. I believe it is as much evolved ont of our conditions 
| as cabinet government has been evolved out of the conditions in 
| England. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

{r. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I regret 
exceedingly to differ with my colleague from Massachusetts upon 
| this important question. An important matter of this kind, it 
| seems to me, should be free from partisanship or selfish interest, 
| and I can not see any valid reason why the majority bill should 
not be accepted by the House. 

Under the provisions of this bill, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maine, Nebraska, Ohio, South Carolina. and Virginia lose a Rep- 
resentative, while Illinois, Louisiana, Minnesota, New Jersey, and 
New York gain 1 and Texas 2 Representatives. 

If any member of this House can show any political advantage 
to either party in this arrangement, I would like to see it pointed 
out. The apportionment is based upon the census figures of the 


Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield 


Will the gentleman yield for 





present year, and makes the present membership of the House as 
the basis upon which the figuring is done. 

The result shows that some States have increased their popula- 
tion more than others, and therefore get better results. 


This is to 
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be expected, and if certain sections of this country do not keep up | Congresses, since clerks have been authorized for the members of 


with the pace the country is setting they must expect to fall be- 
hind, not only inthe matter of representation in this House, but 
in all worldly affairs. 

I regret to see the spirit in which this great question is ap- 
proached by many members of this body. I have been solicited 
by a great many members to vote for the Burleigh bill, not be- 
cause it was a good bill for the country at large, but because it 
favored their particular State or locality. It is a species of log- 
rolling that I regret to see taking place in this body. I think the 
House of Representatives of the United States ought to approach 
this great question with an eye to the general welfare of the coun- 
try rather than with a view to favor any particular section of the 
country. 

We ought to be above the small and narrow policies that gov- 


ern legislative bodies where selfish interests prevail, and consider | 
this proposition in a broad, intelligent, and honest public spirit. | 
If this course is pursued, I think the wisdom and good sense of | 
the House will defeat the proposition to increase the membership | 


of the House 29 members, as provided in the Burleigh bill. 

I listened with a great deal of interest to my colleague’s attack 
upon the Rules of the House. He cited all manner of abuses, and 
I agree with him in every detail. Does he think, however, that 


these abuses can be remedied by increasing the membership of this | 


body? Will not the 29 new members which are added, if the prop- 
osition which he advocates goes through, make it harder to obtain 
the ear of the House than it is at the present time? 

Every member of this House knows that under the present rules 


and practice of this body debate upon many measures is farcical. | 


I have known questions of the greatest importance to the people 
of this country to be shut off with one hour's debate in this 
Chamber. 
up for discussion, it is very seldom that more than two days is 
given for its consideration. How can 357 men discuss intelli- 


gently a proposition that remains before them but ten hours? I | 
have witnessed time and time again since I have been a member of | 


this body men pleading and urging for two, three, and five min- 


this country. The majority are too arbitrary. 
play animated the other side of the House. 

if my colleague complains of the abuses that exist, why not 
remedy them in a proper manner. 
ity. 
not display the old spirit that dominated the men from Massa- 
chusetts in the days gone by and force your party to give fair 
play and honorable treatment to the people’s Representatives in this 
great branch of the public service. 
side.| The remedy lies in the radical revision of the rules of this 
House and not in an increased membership. 

An addition of 29 members to this body means added confusion 
and an increased expense to the Government of $200,000, at least. 
It means the additional trouble of providing committee places for 
these men, in face of the fact that as Mr. Dalzell of Pennsylvania 
said this morning, 15 committees had been organized, not for the 
purpose of doing business, because they never met, but in order 


to furnish a proper share of committee appointments for each | 


member of the House. 

Under the Burleigh bill, Maine gets 4 Representatives for her 
population of 694,466, an average of 173,616 for each Represent- 
ative. Massachusetts, with a population of 2,805,346, gets but 
i4 Representatives under the Burleigh bill when she is entitled 
to, using 173,616 as a basis of population for each Representative, 
16 Representatives. How can my colleagues from Massachusetts 
vote for a proposition so manifestly unfair to that State? Why 
are not 173,616 people in Massachusetts entitled to a Representa- 
tive in the House as well as a similar number in the State of 
Maine? Under the Burleigh bill Massachusetts has a fraction of 
100,896, more than one-half of the number entitling her to an addi- 
tional Representative. Major fractions do not seem to count in 
her case, however. The same is true of Iowa, Michigan, New 
York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, all of which have these fractions 
and none of which receive any consideration on that account in 
the Burleigh bill. This bill, to be just and fair to all the States, 
should include another Representative for each of these States. 

I call these matters to the attention of the House because those 
advocating the enactment of the Burleigh bill have stated that 
one of the reasons for the enlargement of the House was to take 
care of the States with the majority fractions, which receive no 
consideration in the Hopkins bill. 


| 


| by members of Congress in former days. 


the House, do not do near the personal work that has been done 
During the past four 


| Congresses, I believe, an appropriation of $100 per month has been 


made from the public Treasury for a clerk for each member of the 
House. This takes a tremendous load and responsibility from 
every member, and it must be admitted by every member of this 
body that most of the work done at the Departments, and practi- 
cally all the correspondence formerly attended to by the members 
of Congress themselves, is now performed by these clerks. 

For this reason it seems to me that members of Congress are 


| better able to attend to the interests of 200,000 persons now than 


| about half that number. 


No matter how important the matter may be that is | 


they were years ago. when the average constituency consisted of 
Some members here have advanced the 
argument that the public business is increasing to such an extent 
that more members are required to look after it. How do the 
men who advance this argument harmonize it with the fact that 
2 Senators look out for practically the same amount of public 
business as 10, 20, and in some cases 30 members of Congress? The 


| same matters are considered in both branches. 


I think, Mr. Speaker, on the whole, that the House of Repre- 
sentatives has as large a membership at the present time as is 
consistent with the prompt and orderly dispatch of the public 
business. I think the people of the United States ought not to be 
compelled to submit to the additional tax levied upon them by 
this increase in membership just to further the political ambition 
ofafewmen. The time has come, it seems to me, when the mem- 
bers of this Congress should look upon the question from a broad, 
public-spirited standpoint, and if this is done the House will 
indorse the bill which has been submitted by the majority of the 
commnittee. 

Before taking my seat I wish to refer to another matter that has 
been discussed upon this floor in connection with the apportion- 
ment bill. The question of the disfranchisement of the negro 
vote in certain of the Southern States has given rise to somo 
heated discussions upon this subject. I do not intend to discuss 


| the question at this time, other than to say that Iam absolutely 
utes’ time to discuss a matter of interest to their constituency and | 
More time could | 
be given to public discussion of great matters if the spirit of fair | 


opposed to any discrimination on account of race, color, or religion, 
and also to add that the gentlemen who have stated upon the floor 
of this House that the Massachusetts statute relating to the quali- 


| fications of voters had been copied and was analogous to the stat- 
| utes in the Southern States where the negroes were disfranchised 


He is a member of the major- | 
He voted for the rules that make possible these abuses, Why | 


[| Applause on the Democratic | 


is not true. I will quote the language of the Massachusetts 
statute on this question: 


Every male citizen 21 years of age or upward, not being a pauper or per- 
son under guardianship, who is able to read the constitution of the Common- 


| wealth in the English language and to write his name, and who has resided 


within the Commonwealth one year and within the city or town in which he 
claims the right to vote six calendar months next preceding a State, city, or 
town election, mey have his name entered upon the list of voters in such city 
or town and shall have the right to vote therein at any such election. 

The rest of the section is merely explanatory, and as I haveonly 
a moment's time I will not occupy it by quoting further in the 
section. I might add that a further provision of this section 
makes an exception of persons who are prevented from reading 
and writing by physical disability or who had the right to vote on 
the 1st day of May in the year 1857. 

During the debate upon this question in the past two days I 
have seen the statement quoted repeatedly as coming from mem- 
bers of this House that the statutes of the Southern States fol- 
lowed the lines of the Massachusetts statute, and I take this op- 
portunitv of informing the House that the election laws of Massa- 
chusetts apply to all classes of citizens alike, and make no distinc- 
tion between black and white or in favor of or against those of 
any race or religious belief. Every man, except paupers and in- 
sane persons, in Massachusetts is placed upon an equality in this 
matter and can only enjoy suffrage when he complies with the 
general law. 

In the South, as I understand the law, men who are not abie to 
read and write, but whose father or grandfather voted in 1867, 
and in some States ancestors more remote than these, are allowed 
to vote. This is a clear distinction made against the negro, be- 
cause every intelligent person in the United States knows that no 
negroes in the South were eligible to vote in 1867. 

i am proud to say upon the floor of this House that the laws of 


| Massachusetts in this respect are fair and just to all the inhabit- 


I understand that the great Republican bosses of the country | 
have taken a hand in this matter and have given orders that the | 


Burleigh bill must pass. Senators Hanna, Platt, Quay, Lopar, 
and FAIRBANKS, I understand, have instructed the members from 


ants of the Commonwealth; that the black man is entitled and 
receives the same consideration that the white man does,and that 
the people of that State would not tolerate for one moment any 
law upon the statute books which would make any distinction 
against the men of any race or extend favors to any particular 
class of people. : 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed with 
my remarks. . 

The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 


their respective States to vote for the Burleigh bill, and it will | the gentleman from Massachusetts is recognized. 


be ititeresting to watch the vote on that account. 


Mr. KLUTTZ. Are not those paupersexcepted who have served 


Members of the present Congress, as well as those of the former | in the Army in the Massachusetts law? 





1901. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
.rved in the Army or Navy and becomes a pauper is excepted. 
Mr. KLUTTZ. Then all are not entitled to vote? 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Paupers and the insane 
are not entitled to vote. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I say if they have served in the Army. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Paupers, if they have 
served in the Army or Navy, are entitled to vote, as I understand 

1@ law. 
7 Mr. KLUTTZ. Why did you not read it all? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I read asfaras I could. 
I did not have time to read further. 
against increasing the size of the House. 
time in order to explain things. 
members now, ten years from now as many more will be added. 


Ss 


~ 


We should have more 
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That is why I am arguing | 


If we increase the House 29 | 


Now, we can not lengthen the session so as to sit here all year. | 


The members of Congress will not stay in Washington in the 
summer time; and ten years from now, when the House consists 
of 415 members, what is now bedlam will be chaos and bedlam 
combined. 

In conclusion let me say, Mr. Speaker, that I have never sym- 
pathized with the great hue and cry that is raised in a great 
many sections of the country against the black man. Hehasa 
soul,a heart, and aconscience. 1 haveobserved them under many 
conditions in my native State, as well as here in Washington, and 


taking them all in all I have found them a faithful and deserving | 


eople. 

They stand ready to fight our battles. They are willing and 
anxious to deserve the good opinion of the white people of this 
country. 

Weare all proud of the record of the black regiments in the 
Spanish-American war, and if the white soldier boys whose lives 
were saved on San Juan Hil) and at El Caney by the heroic and 
dare-devil work of the black-skinned men who, with gleaming eye- 
balls and shining teeth, rushed to the assistance of the Rough 
Riders were here to speak I think they would protest with mighty 
vigor against the disfranchisement of arace that produced such 
brave and noble souls. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Maine, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the amendment offered by Mr. BURLEIGH as follows: 


In lines 2 and 3 strike out 86°’ and insert “95;" also, after * Alabama” 






strike out “9” and insert * 10;"* after “Georgia” strike out “11° and insert 
“12; after “Iowa” strike out ‘11 and insert 2;" after **‘ Massachusetts” 
strike out “14” and insert ‘* 15; after ** Michigan" strike out ‘ 12" and insert 
*13:" after “New York” strike out “37" and insert ‘'38:"' after “Ohio” 
strike out “21” and insert *22;* after ‘‘ Pennsylvania” strike out “32” and 
insert “33; after “Tennessee ” strike out * 10" and insert *11.’ 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, the plan proposed by 
me and offered asan amendment to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Maine {Mr. BURLEIGH] fixes the membership of 
the House at 395, thus increasing the membership 38. This addi- 
tional number gives to the States additional representation in pro- 
portion to their growth and population. Alabama, Arkansas, 
California, Colorado, Connecticut, Florida, Georgia, lowa, Lou- 
isiana, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, North Da- 
kota, Ohio, Tennessee, Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, 
each gaining 1 Representative, while Massachusetts, Minnesota, 
and New Jersey each gain 2 Representatives. Illinois, Penn- 
sylvania, and Texas each gain 8 Representatives, and New York 
makes a gain of 4 Representatives. This is fair and just to all 
sections of our country. 

It is not based upon party advantage, but gives the States 
named the advantage to which they are fairly and justly entitled. 
In fact, Mr. Speaker, this is the only equitable apportionment 
that I can suggest within reason; while the report of the minor- 
ity is conceived in selfishness, based upon expediency, and will be 
sustained, if at all, by the votes of members actuated by personal 
friendship for the sitting members, who would be more or less 
affected by the adoption of the majority report and reduced repre- 
sentation, 

_Mr. Speaker, we are performing a solemn constitutional func- 
tion today, and I am firmly of the opinion that it ought to be 
along such lines as are fair and just to all sections of the country. 
We boast of our vast increase of population, and of the numerical 
strength of our country. Why not let the measure of representa- 
tion in this great popular assembly, where the rights of the peo- 
ple are safeguarded, go hand in hand with the growth and accu- 
mulating strength of the nation? In my judgment it was not 


contemplated by the fathers of the Republic that one Representa- 
tive should do the work at this Capitol of a constituency com- 
posed in many cases of 250,000 people. 

; In fact, I do not believe that it is either proper or right to thus 
limit the people, who can only be heard in a representative capacity. 
Some of the districts in the State of Michigan are empires in 
resources, territory,and population. Itisimpossible fora member 
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Any person who has | of Congress representing a large district to keep in touch with 
| his people, to study their needs, and to perform the service re- 


quired of him daily in a satisfactory manner. 
sentative government. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
will permit me. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I must decline to yield, as I have 
only five minutes. I would make the representation in this body 
as close to the people and as direct as possible. There is no good 
argument that can be advanced against increasing the member- 
ship of this House. I do not seea single difficulty attending a fair 
increase of membership. That does not exist to-day. When I 
first came here I thought that the rules were oppressive. I did 
not believe that they were necessary. 

After six years of service | do no know how the business of the 
country can be transacted unless each member is willing to yield 
some of his rights as a member in the interests of the nation, and 
give right of way to the more important measures affecting the 
nation as a whole, and I have not acriticism to make upon the 
present administration of the rules, although I feel at times that 
they are not quite as elastic as the conditions of the situation de- 
mand. 

But, sir, I do not feel that we have met the present emergency 
broadly and fairly if we do not recognize those sections of our 
country whose growth and importance fairly entitle them to in- 
creased representation. The State of Michigan, which I have the 
honor to represent in part, has increased during the last decade 
from 1,602,474 to 2,420.000 under the census just completed, an 
increase of 817,526. This, Mr. Speaker, is a tribute to our 
strength and attractiveness as a State. This record fairly entitles 
the State of Michigan to increased representation in this body and 
in the electoral college when the destiny of our country is so 
oftenatstake. Before Maineis entitled to 4 Representatives upon 
this floor, Michigan is entitled to 13 members upon this floor, even 
upon the basis proposed by the minority report, and upon the 
united request of the delegation from the State of Michigan I pro- 
test against this inequality and injustice, and urge the House to 
go one step further, fixing the membership at 395—the only just 
and fair increase that can properly be made. 

The country will approve a just solution of this question, and 
they will stamp with their condemnation any course, born of mere 
expediency, which deals out Congressional representation accord- 
ing favor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I desire 
to know if this amendment is on the same ratio and on the same 
proportion as the Burleigh bill, and provides that no State shall 
lose its Representative? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. My amendment provides for all 
the States, and that no State shall lose any of its Representatives; 
and gives additional representation to those States that have 
grown in population and strength which entitles them to favor 
under the last census. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the pur- 
pose of reenforcing, as far as | may in a few minutes, the mani- 
fest justice of the amendment now before the House, offered by 
the gentleman from North Dakota, an amendment for the purp 
of giving arf additional Representative to the State of Florida, one 
to the State of North Dakota, and one to the State of Colorado. 
I think, Mr. Speaker, it comes with bad grace from the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, who is one of the signers of the mi- 
nority report now before the House, to oppose the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from North Dakota, because I find this 
written in the minority report, signed by that gentleman, to- 
gether with his colleagues: 


This is not ae 
This is not the plan originally intended. 
I would like to interrupt the gentleman if he 


se 


The anomalouscharacter of this proposed apportionment.as wella 








vious injustice, is clearly demonstrated by the fact that it is necessarily ba / 
in part, upon majority fractions, and yet Colorado withan rity traction 
of 121,367, Florida with a majority fraction of 110,807, and North Dakota with 
a majority fraction of 105,586 do not receive a Rey entative based upon such 
majority fraction, while every other State with a majority fraction receives 
a Representative for such majority fraction. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what bill will pass the House; 
but if the Hopkins bill does become law, then it would be a law 
of manifest injustice, unless these three States each had a Repre- 
sentative to represent its majority fraction, because all the other 


States with a majority fraction have each a Representative. 

Mr. Speaker, the confusion of ideas manifested in the discussion 
grows out of the fact that gentlemen take the present member- 
ship of the House as the permanent or ultimate divisor. It is 
not right. The present membership, #57, ought to be taken as a 


trial divisor, for the purpose of arriving at the true divisor, and 
the true divisor is the number of people which it takes to make a 
Representative upon the floor. 

Now, when you divide the true divisor into the population of 
each State—and of course it is the people of each State which is 
represented and not the people of the United States at 
then you get an answer, and that answer is the number of Rep- 
resentatives to which that State is entitled. But there is always 


large— 


rl 
ad 





742 


. . . | 
left over a fraction, and you must approximate the true repre- | 


sentation by representing the fraction or not representing it. It 
has been universally agreed that the best approximation to actual 
and true justice is to let the fraction under one-half go unrepre- 
sented and the fraction over one-half go represented. 

So that in taking your trial divisor—-the present number of the 
House, or any other number you please—you do not use the true 
membership of the House; you merely try it and you always 
get as the true membership something a little over the trial 
divisor which you use. And so in this case, 
arriveat the true membership of 360 upon the basis of the number 
of Representatives, two hundred and eight thousand eight hundred 
and something, which you require for each Representative. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, that is all I desire to say, but before I sit 
down i want to thank the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 
FiTzGERALD| for having read the Massachusetts constitution— 
that part of it from which we copied in Mississippi i the provision 
whic h now stands as it does in our constitution. He read it for 
the purpose of showing that it was not analogous, but his reading 
proved that it was identical. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
tleman from Mississippi—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. In what part of the 
Massachusetts constitution or laws is the phrase which makes an 
exception of those whose father or grandfather was éntitled to 
vote in 1867? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No part of it at all. Nor is 
there any such provision in the constitution of Mississippi. I said 
the part of the Massachusetts constitution that you read was cop- 
ied into the Mississippi constitution. I did not say there was not 
anything in the Mississippi constitution except what you had up 
there; of course not. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I am glad to have the 
gentleman make that admission. I am certain that he does not 
wish to give the impression that the laws of Massachusetts in the 
matter of voting create any distinction between blacks and 
whites. It is not true, and I wish the House and the country to 
know that the election laws of Massachusetts apply with equal 
force to all classes of citizens. 

The illiterate white, except those who voted previous to 1857, 


Let me say to the gen- 


and they number very, very few at the present time, has no more | 


right to vote than the illiterate black. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I find with 
much regret that on this bill I differ with my colleagues, with 
whom I ordinarily act in concert, and as I can not convince my- 
self that I am wrong, I wish to state my reasons for voting against 
the Burleigh bill. If it were merely a question of gratifying the 
sensibilities or pride of the State of Maine, or of doing a favor to 
the most able men who represent her now, no man would go fur- 
ther to do it than I, although it does seem to me that just now 
that State is in a rare condition to accept gracefully that reduc- 
tion of representation which is always likely to come to any of 
the older States, because to-day Maine is practically represented 
here by three men, and last fall one of her distri@ts, by a very 
unique and extraordinary exhibition of gratitude for faithful and 
distinguished service, which I am sure we all admire, nominated 
and elected a hopeless invalid, so that, for at least three sessions, 
Maine would have had only three members on this floor, if we 
had not relieved her by a special bill for that most deserving 
statesman, though in doing it we all felt we were setting a very 
vicious precedent. 

But kindness or even fairness to the State of Maine or to any 
other particular State is not the issue. It has been abundantly 
proved that mathematics can not determine any apportionment 
which shall be universally fairand equal. Some must fare better 
than others, and I wish I could vote as the Burleigh bill provides 
that no State should fare better than the State of Maine. But 
there is one question which to my mind is controlling, and that 
is, is not the membership of this House already so large that any 


increase will reduce the individual influence and usefulness of the | 


members, and also reduce the influence of this branch of Congress? 


Iam very thoroughly convinced that this House is already quite | 
This objection was obvious to the de- | 


as large as it should be. 
fenders of the Burleigh bill, but they have met it by arguments 
quite inconsistent with each other. 

The gentleman from Maine | Mr. LITTLEFIELD] argued that the 
House was not too large now for the orderly transaction of busi- 
ness, and he said a plan had been prepared for putting 30 new 
seats in this Chamber, so that it would be just as convenient as 
to-day. Ithink heis mistaken. Il have not drawn a seat in the 
back row three Congresses out of four without learning that there 


are many seats where it is impossible to either hear or engage in | 


debate. 
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My colleague [Mr. Moopy] differs from Mr. LITTLEFIELD, al- 
though supporting his bill,and he says the House is too big 
already, in which I agree with him; but he develops the extraordi. 
nary argument that this House is too big to-day, that some remedy 
is necessary, but that the members do not yet recognize the need 
| of a remedy, and therefore to drive them to that remedy he would 
| make the House bigger yet. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I know that my 

| colleague does not intend to misrepresent me. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
| __Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. My position was not that the 

House was too large, but too large under the present conditions. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. I did notexpress 
myself clearly, because I used the word House both for this Cham- 
ber and for the body. My colleague argues that in this Chamber 
the present membership can not properly conduct business. Then 
| the gentleman from Maine, arguing on the same side, entirely 
| disagrees with him. But what does my colleague suggest asa 
‘remedy? He says, increase the membership of ‘this body. Then 
| conditions here will be so bad that some change will have to be 
| made, and he hopes that then a majority will agree with him 
that this Chamber should be greatly reduced, and that we 
| should imitate the English House of Commons. 

There are two objections to my colleague’s argument. In the 

| first place we have no assurance that what he considers the pana- 
cea—a reduction of the size of the Chamber—would ever be 

| adopted, and if it were not, conditions would be vastly worse; 

| the present confusion would be ‘‘ worse confounded,” Our most 

| forceful Speaker in the last Congress attempted to have the experi- 
ment tried, but even his autocratic influence could not succeed; 
and I am afraid that the increment of 30 more seats would not 
drive the members to abandon their desks. But I do not think 
my colleague was happy in his comparison to the House of Com- 

}mons. I think the conditions there are just what we want 
to avoid, and illustrate clearly the danger in any material increase 
of membership. 

There the whole business of the House is in the hands of a very 
few men. A large part of the members take no part in the pro- 
ceedings, seldom appear except to hear ap exciting debate or vote 

| in an important division, have no individual sense of responsibil- 
| ity, but trust tothe party whip. I think that would be the neces- 
sary tendency here if the membership were increased, and that is 
just what we ought toaim toavoid. Why, in the House of Com- 
mons a whole political party of nearly a hundred is absenting 
itself by concerted action. Do we want such a sense of duty to 
| exist here? 

There is already a tendency here, which has occasioned much 
restiveness, to concentrate the power in a few hands; to allowa 
small number of leaders to manage business. Do we want that 
increased? I think not. Yet an increase of numbers mustsurely 
increase it. 

The philosophical statement of Hamilton, quoted by the gentle- 
man from Maine [ Mr. LITTLEFIELD], that the larger an assembly 
the fewer men will guide it, is still true, and if we increase mem- 
bership we must still more centralize power and influence. I 
think true progress is in the opposite direction. I think we should 
increase the size of the constituencies rather than of Congress. 
And I think in that way we sha!l maintain not only the individual 
influence of the members but the influence of this body. One of 
the most striking and mischievous tendencies to-day is the in- 
creasing power of the Senate compared with the House, and just 
so much as we increase and dilute our membership so do we de- 
crease our relative influence. For these reasons, although the 
Burleigh bill benefits my section, although there are personal as- 
sociations which make it unpleasant for me to oppose it, yet | 
have been unable to combat my deep conviction that this House 
is already quite large enough and ought not to be increased. 
[Applause. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the first propo- 
sition. 

The SPEAKER. The parliamentary situation is as follows: 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BuRLEIGH] offers a substitute 
for the first section. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Wo. 
ALDEN SMITH] offers an amendment to the Burleigh substitute. 
The gentieman from North Dakota [Mr. SpaLpine] offers an 
| amendment to the first section, and the first question will be on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman from North Dakota, 
| which seeks to perfect the first section of the bill. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 

| gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. SPpaLpin@]}. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be again read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 
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The question being taken, the amendment was ageeed to. 


The SPEAKER. 


House. 


The amendment was again read. 


The question being taken, there were, ona division (called for by 
Mr. CorLIss)—ayes 85, noes 136. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the sub- 


If there are no other amendments to the first 
section, the question will now be upon the amendment offered to 
‘‘the Burleigh bill”—the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN Situ]. 
that amendment will again be reported for the information of the 


Without objection, 


stitute offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH]. 


The question having been put, 


The SPEAKER said: The Chair is in doubt. 
Mr. BURLEIGH and others called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 102, 


a~ 


answered ‘‘ present” 10, not voting 77; as follows: 
YEAS.—166. 


Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Allen, Miss. 
Atwater, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Barham, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bingham, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, ML 
Bowersock, 
Bromwell, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burleson, 
Calderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Capron, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Davey, 
Davidson, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 
Denny, 


Acheson, 
Adamson, 
Babcock, 
Bail, 

Barber, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Berry, 
Bishop, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Clayton, Ala. 
Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Dalzell, 
Davenport, S. A. 


Davenport, 8. W. 


Emers¢ ym. 


Fitzgerald, Mass. 


Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fleming, 


Gibson, 
Lane, 
Mahon, 


Bailey, Tex. 

Baker, 

Bankhead, 

3arney, 

Boutelle, Me. 

Bradley. 

Brantley, ; 
rewer, 
rick, 


Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Dovener, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Elliott, 
Esch, 

Faris, 
Finley, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fletcher, 
Foss, 

Fox. 
Gaston, 
Gilbert, 
Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Graham, 
Green, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. 
Griffith, 
Grout, 
Hay, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 

Jack, 
Jenkins, 
Jett, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 
Kerr, Md. 


Levy, 
Little, 
Littlefield, 
Lloyd, 
Long, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Mann, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Morris, 
Naphen, 
Needham, 
O'Grady, 
Otey, 
Overstreet, 
Pearre, 
Pearson, 
Phillips, 
Polk, 
Pugh, 
quaries, 
Ray, N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va. 
Ridgely, 


Kleberg, tixey, 
Knox, Robb, 
Lamb, Roberts, 
Landis, Robinson, Ind. 
Lanham, Rucker, 
Lassiter, Russell, 
Latimer, Shackleford, 
NAYS—102. 
Fordney, Lester, 
Gaines, Lewis, 
Gardner, Mich. Littauer, 
Gardner, N.J. Livingston, 
Gillett, Mass. Loud, 
Glynn, Loudenslager, 
Gordon, Lovering, 
Graff, Lybrand, 
Griggs, McAleer, 
Grosvenor, McClellan, 
Grow, McDowell, 
Hall, Maddox, 
Hamilton, May, 
Haugen, Meekison, 
Hedge, Mondell, 
Henry, Conn. Moon, 
Hepburn, Muda, 
Hopkins, Muller, 
Howard, Norton, Ohio 
Joy, Packer, Pa. 


Kerr, Ohio 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Kitchin, 
Kluttz, 
Lacey, 


Parker, N.J. 
Ransdell, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rodenberg, 
Ruppert, 


ANSWERED PRESENT"—10. 


Meyer, La 
Olmsted, 
Powers, 


Salmon, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stewart, Wis. 


NOT VOTING—77. 


Brosius, 
Brown, 

Bull, 

Burke, S. Dak. 
Butler, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Carmack, 
Chanler, 


Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, N.Y. 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cousins, 

Cox, 

Crump, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 


Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shaw, 
Sheppard, 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Spight, 
Sprague, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Stokes, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C. 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Waters, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W.E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, S. C. 
Woods, 
Wright, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Ryan, N, Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Scudder, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sims, 

Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Stark, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, lowa 
Tongue, 
Turner, 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 


Tate. 


Dahle, 
Dayton, 
Dick, 
Driggs, 
Foster, 
Fowler, 
Freer, 
Gamble, 
Gayle, 


Hawley, Marsh, Pierce, Tenn. Swanson, 
Heatwole, Mercer, Prince, Tawney, 
Hitt, Mesick, Reeves, Terry, 
Hoffecker, Miers, Ind. Riordan, Wanger, 
Howell, Neville, Robertson, La Warner, 
Hull, Newlands, Robinson, Nebr. Watson, 
Lawrence, Noonan, Smith, Nl. Weymouth, 
Lentz, Norton, 8. C. Smith, Iowa Ziegler. 
Linney, Otjen, Smith, H.C. 

Lorimer, Payne, Stallings, 

McDermott, Pearce, Mo. Sulloway, 


So the amendment of Mr. BURLEIGH was agreed to. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with the 
gentleman from Alabama, Mr. BANKHEAD. I therefore desire to 
withdraw my vote and be marked ‘“‘ present.” I would say that 
if Mr. BANKHEAD were present he would vote for the Hopkins 
bill and I should vote for the Burleigh bill. 

The SPEAKER. That last statement is not in order. 

The name of Mr. POWERS was again called, and he answered 
‘* present.” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. Cusack. 

Mr. FREER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. DayTon with Mr. MeyYEr of Louisiana. 

Mr. Manon with Mr, NEVILLE. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. NOONAN, 

Mr. Mars with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. Mesick with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr, CHANLER. 

Mr. HorreckER (who would vote for the Burleigh bill) with Mr. 
STEPHENS of Texas (who would vote for the Hopkins bill). 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. CLAYTON of New York. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. NorTON of South Carolina, 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. Cooney, 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee, 

Mr. SULLOWAY with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. BurKE of South Dakota with Mr. Driaas, 

Mr. Sirsa of Illinois with Mr. Foster, 

Mr. Brown with Mr. RIoRDAN. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. SWANSON, 

Mr. Crump with Mr. Roprnson of Nebraska. 

Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. McDerRmorTrT, 

Mr. Fow Ler with Mr. BaiLry of Texas. 

Mr. Howe.u with Mr. SaALMon. 

For this day: 

Mr. Poweks with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. BRapLEy of New York. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH and Mr. NEWLANDs. 

Mr. Dick (who would vote for the Burleigh bill) with 
BREWER (who would vote against it). 

On this bill: 

Mr. Brosivus with Mr. CONNELL, 

Mr. Huu with Mr. Brick. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. OTJEN, 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr, TATE, 

Mr. LANE with Mr. BAKER. 

Until January 9: 

Mr. Grisson with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I am paired with the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton], and therefore I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, and he 
answered ‘‘ present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next section of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Repre- 
sentative or Representatives assigned to it shall be in addition to the number 
oi. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment 
that I want to offer to that section. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before that is offered, I will ask my friend 
from Missouri to yield for a moment, until the gentleman from 
Kansas [ Mr. Lona] can offer an amendment to make this section 
conform to the preceding section. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will withdrawit, but I do not want 
to lose my place. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You shall have it. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the committee desires the 
gentleman from Kansas to offer the amendment? 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 
Mr. LONG. I move to strike out ‘‘ fifty-seven,” at the close of 
the section, and insert ‘‘ eighty-six,” so as to conform to the first 
section of the bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, section 2, lines 11 and 12, strike out “fifty-seven” and insert 
“eighty-six.” 

The SPEAKER, This makesit conform tothe action just taken 
by the House? 

Mr. LONG. It does. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by adding the following words: 

“ That the District of Columbia is hereby created a Territory by the name 
of the Territory of Columbia. 

“Spec. 2. Thatall male citizens of said Territory over 21 years of age who 
have not been convicted of a felony and who have resided within said Dis- 
trict one whole year prior to the first Tuesday after the first Monday of No- 
vember, A. D. 142, are qualified electors to vote for all Territorial officers 
and upon all Territorial questions 

“Sec.3. That the existing District government shall continue until Jan- 
uary 1, 1903, and the laws now in force shall continue in force until changed or 
repealed by the Territorial legislature. 

“Seo. 4. That prior to January 1, 1908, the President of the United States 
shall appoint a governor, secretary, and marshal for said Territory from 
among the qualified voters thereof, who shall hold their offices for a term of 
four years from said Ist day of January, A. D. 1903, unless sooner removed 
for good and sufficient cause. 

“Sec. 5. That the legislature of said Territory shall consist of a senate and 
house of representatives. The senate shall be composed of 11 members, who 
shall be qualified voters of said Territory at least 30 years of age, whose term 
shall be four years. The house shall be composed of 22 members, who shall 
be qualified voters at least 25 years old, and whose term shall be two years 

“Sec. 6. That the said Territory shall be entitled to a Delegate to the 
House of Representatives in the Congress of the United States. 

“Spo. 7. That it shall be the duty of the present Commissioners of the 
District forthwith to divide the said Territory into 11 legislative districts, 
as nearly equal in population as possible, each of which shall be entitled to 
1 senator and 2 representatives in the Territorial legislature. 

‘Sec. 8. That on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 1902, 
an election shall be held within said_ Territory for the purpose of electing 
senators and representatives in said Territorial legislature and a Delegate to 
the Congress of the United States. s 

“Src. 9. That it ishereby made the duty of said Commissioners to provide 
polling booths, poll books, tally sheets, printed ballots, and other appliances 
necessary for said election, and to appoint judges and clerks for the same in 
such numbers as to them shall seem best: Provided, however, That not more 
than one-half of such judges and clerks shall be appointed from one political 
party ; : : — 

‘sxc. 10. That election returns shall be certified tosaid Commissioners, and 
they shall canvass the same and issue certificates of election to those elected 

“Seo. 11. That each house of said legislature shall be the sole judge of the 
election and qualification of its members. 

“Sec. 12. That at high noon, January 1, 1903, both houses of said legislature 
shall meet at places prepared by said Commissioners and shall organize for 
business by electing such officers as shall be necessary, and may continue in 
session for ninety days, and no more. ‘ 

‘Sec. 13. That senators and representatives in said legislature shall receive 
10 per day during the session, to be paid out of the revenues of said Terri- 
ry. 

“Sec. l4. Thatsaid legislature shall have power to enact all necessary laws, 
to levy taxes, to disburse the revenues, to do all things usually done by Ter 
ritorial legislatures, and to provide for the election and appointment of all 
subordinate officers, and to fix their compensation.” 

During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr. HOPKINS said: Mr. Speaker, enough of that has been read 
to indicate that it is clearly objectionable. I make the point of 
order against it that it is not germane to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have the right to have that read 
in my time. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order issustained; but the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Missouri if he desires. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to have that read in my time. 
I believe I am entitled to five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be done now except by unanimous 
consent. It is out of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will ask the House, then, that the 
amendment be published in the RecorD, and i desire to state the 
substance of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouriasks unanimous 
consent that thisamendment be publishedinthe Recorp. Isthere 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I want five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for five minutes, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the part of that amend- 
ment that is pertinent to this bill is to give the District of Colum- 
bia a Delegate to sit inthis House. Ever since I came here I have 
been in favor of that proposition, and all I have witnessed con- 
firms me in that opinion. 

It is a disgrace and reproach to the American Republic that right 
here under the shadow of the Dome of this Capitol 300,000 people, 
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white, black, yellow, and copper-colored, are absolutely disfran- 
chised and have no more voice in their own Government than if 
they were so many Digger Indians. The only objection that I have 
ever heard to my proposition was the statement of some fine-haired 
solar-walk citizens of this city that ‘‘if the right of franchise were 
restored to these people the poor whites and damned niggers would 
vote them into bankruptcy.” That is a verystrange statement to 
be made in this city—the finest capital in the world. 

You can not walk 300 yards in this city without seeing the effigy 
of either Andrew Jackson or of Abraham Lincoln. oO say that 
poor whites are dangerous voters in this country, which ho!ds up 
those twoillustrious men, sprung from the poorest of poor whites, 
as exemplars of American manhood is absolutely preposterous, 
A wag out in Missouri told me that when Andrew Johnson was 
sworn in as Vice-President, in looking up at the Senate diplomatic 
gallery, he happened to catch sight of the representatives of the 
foreign governments up there, and, shaking his fist at them, said: 
‘* You aristocraticcockadoodles, go back to your royal masters and 
tell them that in the land of the setting sun you saw a tailor and 
a rail splitter climb to the apex of human power.” [Laughter.] 
That is a gorgeous sentence—a patriotic sentiment. 

Whether he ever said it Ido not know. However that may be, 
it was worthy to be said, because in that idea is the genius of our 
institutions. And I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that if a ‘‘ nigger” 
is good enough to vote against mein the Ninth Congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri, he is good enough to elect a Representative for 
the city of Washington to sit on this floor. [Applause.] 

We have always professed that we are in favor of ‘‘home rule.” 
Our desire to see the Cubans have home rule lay at the root of the 
Spanish war. We are all in favor of home rule for Ireland, and 
a vast majority of the American people, irrespective of party affili- 
ations, wish to see the brave, heroic Boers win in their unparalleled 
fight for home rule. Yet, with persistency which is amazing 
and inconsistency which is enigmatical, we refuse to grant the 
precious boon of home rule to our own fellow-citizens at our very 
doors. It is not only an anomaly in our system of government; 
it is an anomaly in human nature. 

I do not believe that the people of this District are unfit for self- 
government. They have a fine opportunity for educating them- 
selves in that difficult art. They hear more politics and talk more 
politics than the people of any other portion of the Republic. 
Things are always happening here to incite their patriotic fervor. 
The monuments of our achievements and our greatness are all 
about them. The visible evidences of our power are forever be- 
fore their eyes. The glorious traditions and fascinating legends 
of American worthies who have passed into history are familiar 
to their ears. The numberless blessings of our free institutions 
are known to them. To saythat theyare unfit to govern them- 
selves is to confess that our experiment in representative govern- 
ment is a colossal failure. 

Mr. Speaker, you may rule this bill out of order now, but if I 
sit in this House long enough, I intend to bring this bill here in a 
way that it will have ample discussion, and whenever it does I 
will drive the Republican majority of this House into taking the 
position openly on this floor that the negroes are not fit to vote 
at all, because that is the idea that they have in disfranchising 
the peopleof the District of Columbia, though, for political rea- 
sons, they dare not avowit. And in this connection I have only 
one wish, and that is to be in this city on the day that they elect 
the first Delegate to sit in the American Congress. 

There would be 500candidates at the leastcalculation. It would 
be a battle royal, to witness which would be worth ten years of 
peaceful life; and it is the saddest commentary ever made on free 


| government that we sit here and refuse to these people the right 


to govern themselves—to indulge in the luxury of voting and be- 
ing voted for. A gentleman said to me the other day that this 
was the best governed city on the continent, when I was talking 
to him about this bill. Suppose it is. Every city has a right to 
govern itself asit pleases. If it wauts to let the hoodlums run it, 
all well. The only reason that the hoodlums run any town on 
the American continent is that the fine-haired people, the self- 
styled ‘* better classes,” think they are better than other people. 
They are unwilling to be jostled by a hoodlum on the day of 
election. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. The mugwumps? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, the mugwumps, or jugwumps, 
as Sam Jones calls them. These fine-haired people are too good to 
discharge their political duties. They stay at home in idleness, 
clothed in his mantle of self-righteousness, while the hoodlum dis- 
charges not only his own political duty. but also the political duty 
of the fine-haired citizen. Il repeat it, Mr. Speaker, and it is the 
last I have to say about it at present, that you can rule this amend- 
ment out of order now, but the day will come when this bill will 
be, must be, considered here. [Applause. ] , 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 3. That in each State entitled under this apportionment, the number 
to which such State may be entitled in the Fifty-eighth and each subsequent 
Congress shall be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory and 
containing as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants. The 
said districts shall be equal to the number of the Representatives to which 
such State may be entitled in Congress, no one district electing more than 
one Representative. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

In line 16, after the word “contiguous,” insert the words “and compact.” 

The SPEAKER. This is a committee amendment. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I demand to be heard, 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman offer an amendment? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is a committee amendment pending. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Iunderstand that there is a committee 
amendment pending, and I merely offer the formal amendment 
for the purpose of making an opportunity to record my objection 
to this kind of legislation on apportionment bills. Theonly power 
the House has is to fix the apportionment and the number of Rep- 
resentatives to which the several States are entitled. Congress 
has no power to say how the districts shall be laid off, whether in 
contiguous territory or of as nearly equal population as practica- 
ble; that duty rests upon the States, and upon them alone. 

The right to declare that Congressional districts shall be laid 
off out of contiguous territory and of as nearly equal population 
as practicable implies, of course, the power to revise any infrac- 
tion of the law; and the power to revise implies the power to in- 
itiate, and would give to Congress the right to lay off into districts 
all the States of the Union. 
a doctrine to be for a moment tolerable. 

I know that for fifty years such provisions as these have been 
incorporated in apportionment bills, but no State has ever per- 
mitted itself to be bound by them. 

Since such legislation has always been nugatory, I attach no es- 
pecial importance to this effort, and it is hardly worth while 
wasting the time of the House at this late hour in endeavoring to 
convince it of the invalidity of these sections. 

Having, however, recorded my objections to them as unconsti- 
tutional and void, I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that in this era of good 
feeling and in the first month of the new century the passions and 


prejudices engendered by the civil war, now happily more than a | 
I had hoped | 


third of acentury behind us, had been forever buried. 
that no legislation would be suggested or proposed in this House 


that would even tend to revive that feeling of bitterness or to reopen | 
I had hoped that the spirit of harmony and | 


those old wounds. 
good will between the North and the South, so earnestly advo- 
cated by President McKinley on several notable occasions, would 
be permitted to flow on without interruption, ‘‘ yielding the peace- 
able fruits of righteousness.” 

I am glad of the assurance that the President, in the kindness 
of his heart and the generous disposition which animates him, is 
now opposed to any such punitive legislation as that embodied 
in what is known as the ‘‘Crumpacker bill,” proposing to arbi- 
trarily strike down a part of the representation on this floor of 
four sovereign States of the Union because those States are un- 
willing that the pure, honest, intelligent administration of their 
local government shall be again jeopardized by the rule of vice, 
corruption, and ignorance. 

Having drunk to its dregs this bitter cup during the dark days 
of the reconstruction period, we never intend to swallow it again, 
and there is no power on earth that can make us doit. Our 
brethren of the North do not understand the conditions which 
confront us, nor can they have any reasonable conception of the 
horrors of carpetbag rule as it existed in Mississippi and other 
Southern States from 1869 to 1876. Big-brained, big-hearted old 
Horace Greeley, from his tripod in the Tribune office, could not 
believe that the half that was told was true until he visited 


the South and satisfied himself; and when he returned home he | 


pe = the historic words, ‘‘I found the carpetbagger a mournful 
act. 

Many other conservative Republicans, some of whom I am glad 
to find occupying seats upon this floor and in the other end of the 
Capitol, have, like Horace Greeley, investigated for themselves, 
and now freely admit that in several of the Southern States the 
overshadowing and impending peril is negro supremacy, which 
means a destruction of all the highest and best interests of the 
people of those States; and I have confidence that when the test 
is applied they will have the courage of their convictions, rise 
above passion and prejudice, and, instead of viewing the mat- 
ter from the standpoint of mere partisan advantage, look at it in 
the light of broad statesmanship and justice to a long-suffering 
people who are to-day as loyal to the flag of a reunited country 
as those of any State in this great Republic. 

I come from a proud State. I love her people and all their in- 
terests. I love her hills and her valleys, her murmuring rills and 


This, it seems to me, is too monstrous | 
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her rolling rivers, and her mighty “ Father of Waters,” upon whose 
majestic bosom is borne the commerce of half a continent. No 
braver men nor fairer women dwell beneath the shining sun than 
are to be found in Mississippi. During the fateful days from 1861 
to 1865 her sons illustrated their heroism upon a hundred bloody 
fields, and the devotion of her women in those perilous times has 
never been surpassed in the annals of history. But when the war 
was ended we accepted in good faith the arbitrament of arms, and 
if anything was wanting to prove the loyalty of the Southern peo- 
ple, I need only to refer to what has passed into history during the 
last two years. 

Men who wore the gray so proudly and valiantly in 1861 have 
been found fighting under the flag of the Union. Sons of the 
men who wrote the brightest pages inthe martial history of the 
world freely enlisted under the banner of a reunited country, 
ready to dare, to do, and to die for the honor and glory of the great 
Republic; and some of the richest blood of the South has been 
poured out upon the decks of our battle ships and upon sangui- 
nary fields, and to-day wherever our armies are found confront- 
ing an enemy there sons of the South vie with their Northern 
brothers in deeds of heroism and patriotic duty. 

We of the South have a problem to solve, the gravest that ever 
confronted a proud-spirited people, and all that we ask is to be let 
alone in our efforts to work it out, and in God's own time, guided 
by enlightened statesmanship and thespirit of the Divine Master, 
we will solve it to the mutual advantage and satisfaction of both 
races. The Crumpacker bill proposes to take from the State of 
Louisiana 2 of her present Representatives in Congress, reducing 
her from 6 to 4; from Mississippi 3, reducing her from 7 to 4; from 
North Carolina 4, reducing her from 9 to 5, and from Sonrth Caro- 
lina 3, reducing her from 7 to 4, and at the same time increasing 
the representation of other States so as to make the membership 
of the House 365 instead of 357, as now constituted. 

And why is it sought to thus degrade and dishonor these four 
proscribed Southern States? Solely because they have, by consti- 
tutional amendments, endeavored to protect themselves against 
the possible danger of a return to power of the vicious and igno- 
rant elements in our midst and open the door to another flock of 
foul birds of prey like those which feasted and fattened upoin the 
substance of our people in the reconstruction period. 

In the further discussion of this subject, Mr. Speaker, I shall 
confine myself to the conditionsin Mississippi, and to showing the 
fallacies of the arguments which have been employed by gentle- 
tlemen who favor this repressive legislation. Some of these are 
so manifestly without solid foundation that I can only believe they 
are the result of want of information. I donot charge them with 
intentional unfairness, but whether with deliberate purpose or 
from want of information, the effect is the same if allowed to go 
unchallenged. 

These gentlemen have made the Congressional vote in 1898 the 
basis of a charge that an enormous percentage of our people are 
disfranchised and a test of the number of qualified voters in the 
State of Mississippi. If gentlemen had taken the pains to 
inform themselves, they must have learned that they reasoned 
from absurdly false premises. They would have learned that 
several causes combined to record so small a vote in that vear. 
In the first place, in Mississippi we have a primary-election law 
under which most nominations are made, and after this has been 
done, there being practically no opposition in the general election, 
there is no inducement to a full vote; and this applies to all our 
elections, whether State or Federal. 

In the second place, we have quadrennial elections for all State, 
district, and county officers, and these elections are wholly di- 
vorced from Federai elections and never occur in the same year, 
so that every four years we have an election for members of Con- 
gress alone. This was the case in 1898, and there was nothing to 
call out a full vote. Asa matter of fact, only about one-sixth of 
the registered vote was polled. As an illustration, which will 
hold good throughout the State, the registration books showed in 
the district which I have the honor to represent that in the 9 


| counties composing that district, as [ get it from the report of the 


secretary of state made to the legislature in 1897, there were 18,450 
registered voters, whereas in the Congressional election of 1898 
there were polled only 3,174. 

Therefore it is not only untrue but utterly without foundation 
in fact that this light vote has any bearing upon the question of 
disfranchisement, when there were more than 15,000 registered 
voters in the district who did not avail themselves of the right to 
vote. How many failed to register for reasons similar to those 
which prompted the 15,000 who were registered to decline to vote 
we have no means of ascertaining, but undoubtedly a large num- 
ber. It does not cost a man anything to register in Mississippi, 
except the time it takes to go to his voting place and meet tho 
county registrar, who is required by law to attend at such place 
on appointed and published days for the purpose of adding the 
names of those who desire to register. 
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Then again, Mr. Speaker, the vote for different candidates at 
the same election varies. For instance, in the Presidential year 
of 1896 the vote for electors was 69,513, while the Congressional 
vote on the same day was only 66,285. 

In 1900 the Presidential vote was a little more than 59.000, while 
the Congressional vote, by districts, was only 51,248, a difference 
of nearly 8,000 votes on the same day. 

In 182 the first Presidential election after the adoption of our 
present constitution. which has been so vigorously and unfairly 
assailed upon this floor, was held, and the vote for electors was 
only 52,809, and four years later, in 1896. as I have before stated, 
it was 69,513, an increase of nearly 13,000 votes. 

To show again the fallacy of the arguments of these gentlemen, 
I will present some figures on our State elections for a number of 
years. 

In the last State election before the beginning of the reconstruc- 
tion period, which was held in 1865. Gen. B. G. Humphries. a gal- 
lant, maimed ex-Confederate soldier whom everybody loved, was 
the Democratic candidate for governor, and there was only a total 
of 41,880 votes polled. In 1869, when the first election was held 
after the enfranchisment of the negro, Gen. James L. Alcorn, a 
**home Republican,” and a man of decided ability and some con- 
servatism, was the candidate of the Republican party, and Louis 
Dent.a brother-in-law of General Grant, was the candidate adopted 
by the Democrats. In this election there was a total of 114,784 


votes polled. In 1873, General Ames, late of the United States | 
Army, who had been sent there as military governor and decided | 


to remain and dip his oar into the murky pool of politics, was the 
nominee of the carpetbag fraternity, of which he was then a most 
conspicuous member, while Governor Alcorn, who had become 
thoroughly disgusted with carpetbag methods, was a candidate 
for reelection and was supported by most of the Democrats and a 
few conservative Republicans. 

In this election there were polled 110,857 votes, a loss, as com- 
pared with the election of 1869, of nearly 4.000. Alcorn was de- 
feated by about 19,000 votes. I will stop here to say that this 
fight of Governor Alcorn against Ames and his carpetbag lieu- 
tenants was the entering wedge toward the destruction of the 
power of the gang of robbers who were holding high carnival in 
offices in which many of them were not fit to serve as janitors, 
Governor Alcorn retired to his plantation, but in 1890 was called 
by the people of his county to serve in the convention which 
framed our present constitution and supported and voted for it 
as it stands to-day. 

With the election of Ames in 1873 there was inaugurated the 
darkest period of two years that Mississippi ever knew. Flushed 
with victory, mad with power, and with an overwhelming major- 


ity in the legislature composed of ignorant negroes, unscrupulous | 


carpetbaggers, and a sprinkling of ‘‘scallawags”—a name applied 
to native white Republicans who joined hands with this detest- 
able conglomeration—they reveled in excesses and burdensome 
legislation as if determined to reduce the white property owners 
and taxpayers to a condition of pauperism, and at the same time 
impose upon them terms so humiliating that no proud people in 
any State in this Union would have borne them. I happened to 
be one of the few Democrats in that legislature of 1874-75 and I 
know whereof I speak. 

We not only knew that we were being systematically and per- 
sistently robbed, but we were compelled to look on, powerlessand 
helpless, while it was being done, and to see the house our fath- 
ers built desecrated and befouled by as filthy a flock of vultures as 
ever gathered around acarcass. It isa significant fact, so far as 
my intormation extends, that not one of those carpetbaggers who 
returned home after 1875, or any of their kith or kin, or even any 
bearing the same name, have ever, by the choice of the people of 
any Northern State or community, been clothed with any office 
of honor, or trust, or emolument. This must be due to the fact 
that where they were best known they were regarded as un- 
worthy. 

Now, if you, my Republican friends, could bring yourselves to 
a realization of what weof the South had toendure in those times, 
you could understand why we were driven to desperation and in 
defense of our little property, our homes, our lives, and our honor 
were compelled to resort to methods in elections the necessity 
for which we regretted, but which was better than violence and 
bloodshed. I must not be understood as apologizing for Missis- 
sippi. She has nothing to apologize for. She needs no apologist. 

In 1875, when “forbearance had ceased to be a virtue,” and we 
realized that a change must be made in the administration of the 
government or ruin would be the inevitable result, the law-abid- 
ing, taxpaying citizens of the State determined that this unholy 
and degrading state of affairsshouldend. What I have described 
as occurring in the State legislature was repeated, only on a 
smaller scale, in every county in the State having a negro ma- 
jority. 

“ Gen. J. Z. George, one of the noblest, ablest, and purest men 
that ever represented Mississippi in the Senate of the United 
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States, as chairman of the Democratic State executive committee 
led the fight for the election of a Democratic legislature in 1875, 
His great power of organization and splendid executive ability, 
reenforced bya corps of able and patriotic assistants, and grim de- 
termination on the part of the people won the victory, and in Jan- 
unary, 1876, there assembled at the seat of government the most 
distinguished body of legislators that ever served the State, 

Generals, ex-judges, eminent lawyers, wealthy planters, men 
of all professions and vocations, and all of the highest character, 
had laid aside more profitable private business and accepted 
seats in the legislature with one object only in view, and that to 
‘“‘cleanse the Augean stables,” drive out the thieves and corrup- 
tionists, and restore the government to the people who paid the 
taxes. With the exception of two, every State officer, from gov- 
ernor down, was either impeached or resigned to avoid impeach- 
ment, and left the State followed by a horde of other carpetbaggers 
from every county, with pockets well filled with ill-gotten gains, 
It is worthy of remark that one of the two State officers who 
were found worthy to serve out their terms and to whose door no 
corruption could be traced, was the secretary of state, a native 
negro, who had been educated and trained by a former ‘“‘ young 
mistress.” 

Since 1875 elections in Mississippi have been as fair as in any 
State in the Union. 

After the removal of Ames in 1876 John M. Stone, the president 
of the senate, became governor by operation of the constitution, 
and the administration of this high officer was so pure, able, and 


| patriotic that in 1877 he was elected governor without opposition, 


receiving nearly 98,000 votes. 

In 1881 Gen. Robert Lowry was nominated by the Democrats, 
He was opposed by a ‘‘ home ” man who claimed to be an “‘ Inde- 
pendent Democrat,” and who was supported by a part of the 
negroes and a large and respectable farmers’ organization, which 
was the forerunner of the Populist movement in Mississippi. 
Lowry was elected by a majority of about 40,000 in a total vote 


| of 129,511—the largest vote ever polled in the State, either before 


or since. 

In 1885 Lowry was reelected without opposition, receiving a 
vote of nearly 90,000, which was a loss of nearly 40,000 as com- 
pared with that of 1881. 

In 1889 Stone was again elected without opposition by a vote of 
84,945. 

It is proper to state here that the carpetbagger and professed 
friends of the negroes had industriously instilled into the minds 
of the too credulous negroes the belief that if the Democratic 
party ever got into power again they would be returned to slav- 
ery, and that, like the man into whom eight devils returned after 
one had been cast out, their ‘‘last state would be worse than the 
first.” But in 1885 a Democrat was inaugurated President of 
the United States, and we had been blessed with nearly ten years 
of Democratic State administration, and the negro had learned 
that his freedom was an accomplished fact, and that he was just 
as safe under Democratic as under Republican rule, and as a re- 
sult he commenced to take less interest in politics, especially as 
he was no longer under the baleful influence of the carpetbagger. 

In 1895 the first State election was held under our present con- 
stitution, in which there were polled 64,339 votes, a loss of about 
20,000, as compared with the election of 1889, the constitution of 
1890 having extended the terms of all State officers two years. 

In 1873, when the vote was 110,000, the population, as shown 
by the census of 1870, was about 830,000. Calculating on the basis 
of one-fifth of this number being males 21 years of age and over, 
would show a total of more than 165,000, and also that there were 
55,000 who did not vote, in the absence of any restriction upon 
the suffrage. 

In 1881, when the unprecedented vote of nearly 130,000 was 
polled, the population,as shown by the census of 1880, had in- 
creased to 1,131,597 which, on a basis of 1 in 5, would have give 
as the number of males 21 years old, 226,319, showing that nearly 
100,000 did not vote. 

The registered vote in the State is now about 130,000, and I have 
shown that not more than half; and frequently less than half. 
of that number avail themselves of their right to vote. So it will 
be seen that neither the number of males 21 years old, nor the 
number who are registered, nor the number who vote can be re- 
lied on as a test of the extent of disqualification under our const!- 
tution. 

I will not stop to answer the charges of the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. CRUMPACKER] about lynchings in the South. It 
comes with poor grace from him in view of the fact that less 
than a month ago, in his own State, three negroes were run down 
with bloodhounds and lynched for killing a white barber; and it 
is said by newspapers that the mob consisted of the best citizens 
of a town of 2,000 or 3,000 inhabitants. Most of the lynchings in 
the South are for rape and attempts to commit rape. While I 
do not want to be understood as advocating mob law, I will say 
that just as long as negroes, or white men either, commit rape 
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upon white women, just so long will lynchings continue. The 
honor of our women is dearer to us than everything else in this 
life, and dearer than life itself, and when one of these brutes lays 
yis hand upon one of them swift and certain death will follow 
without waiting for court, judge, or jury. 

Now, as to the merits of the bill under consideration, I say that 
our representation can not be reduced with any degree of intelli- 
gence or fairness, because neither the Census Committee of the 
House nor the Census Bureau has the necessary information upon 
which to base such action, nor can it be obtained. In the absence 
of such information a reduction of our representation would be 
arbitrary and in violation of the very clause of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Federal Constitution which gentlemen profess 
to be so anxious to obey. 

The Director of the Census was not required, nor has he under- 
taken, to furnish the number of voting or nonvoting citizens; the 
number of disqualified citizens; the number in each disqualified 
class; the number who voluntarily refused or neglected to vote; 
the number who, through absence from home or from sickness, 
failed to register or vote; the number who are disqualified for be 
ing unable to read or understand any section of the Constitution 
when read to them; the number who are disqualified on account 
of crime, etc. These are facts which must be presented to the 
House before any intelligent action can be had, and there is no 
way under the Heavens by which this necessary information can 
now be obtained. 

I say, therefore, that Congress can not, without injustice and 
disregard of the spirit of the Federal Constitution, enact any law 
along the lines proposed by the Crumpacker bill or any similar 
messure. If it should become the fixed purpose of Congress to 
reduce our representation, it must, when providing for the taking 
of the next census, require the Director to obtain the information 
which would enable Congress to act intelligently. In no other 
way can it be done. It would not do to undertake that now asa 
supplemental work to the Twelfth Census, becauso the Constitu- 
tion provides only for one census every ten years, and that has 
been taken. Even if this were permissible, just think what a 
herculean and costly job it would be! There are about 50,000 
election precincts in the United States, and an army of 50,00 ex- 
pert agents would be required for this work, at an enormous cost 
to the Government. 

The Mississippi constitution, largely the product of the master- 
ful intellect of United States Senator J. Z. George, who was a 
member of the convention, and one of the ablest, noblest. and 
purest men, as well as one of the most profound constitutional 
lawyers of his generation, has stood the test of all the courts, State 
and Federal, and it is now universally conceded that it is in no 
sense an infraction of the Constitution of the United States. 

In addition to the educational tests and the paymentof all taxes 
the franchise clause of our constitution specifies the following 
crimes, conviction of any one of which disqualifies from registra- 
tion and voting, viz: ‘‘ Bribery, burglary, theft, arson, obtaining 
money or goods under false pretenses, perjury, forgery, embezzle- 
ment, and bigainy.” This feature is fully authorized by the four- 
teenth amendment, which declares, in effect, that any State may 
disfranchise such as have been convicted of any crime without 
suffering the penalty of having representation reduced on account 
of such disfranchisement. This will not be denied by anyone. 

Now, there are several crimes in this list to which the negro is 
peculiarly addicted. There are many honest, worthy, law-abiding 
negroes, and what I may say in this connection is in no sense a 
reflection upon them: and all such have the respect and confidence 
of the white people and receive from them the fullest encourage- 
ment, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Every man who is at all familiar with the character of the 
negro knows how prone he is to steal anything from a water- 
melon or a chicken toa bale of cotton ora horse. It will be ob- 
served that the Constitution does not limit the disqualification to 
grand larceny, but applies to the stealing of anything of any value, 
whether great or small, and thousands of negroes and some white 
men are disfranchised for this crime alone. Perjury is another 
crime of most frequent occurrence, as it is well known that most 
negroes who come into the courts as witnesses, and some white 
men, have no conception of the sanctity of an oath. Everyone 
who knows anything of negro habits and characteristics knows 
also that, asa rule, they have but little regard for the sacredness of 
their marital vows, and do not wait until they are ‘‘off with the 
old before they are on with the new.” 

The other crimes which disfranchise are also of frequent occur- 
rence. Now, I ask, how can any member of this House say how 
many males 21 years of age and over are disfranchised because 
of crime? There are a thousand in our State penitentiary and 
other thousands who have paid the penalty of the law and are 
at liberty, but with the disqualification clinging to them. 
Every year hundreds are being added to this list from the courts 
all over the State, 
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I lay down this incontrovertible proposition, that education, 
frugality, and honesty are the remedies for the negro as well as 
for the white man, and they furnish the key which unlocks the 
door to the elective franchise. 

It has been intimated by gentlemen in the course of this discus- 
sion that Mississippi is not doing her duty in the way of com- 
mon-school education. I deny it most emphatically. It is true 


| that we do not appropriate as much for this purpose as is available 


in States whose people have had none of our bitter experiences. 


| The great destruction of our property—not counting the emanci- 


pation of our slaves—during the civil war left us poor indeed, and 
the unblushing robbery of our people under carpetbag govern- 
ment well-nigh completed our impoverishment. But, according 
to financial ability, we are doing as much for the cause of educa- 
tion as our more highly favored sister States of the Union. 

The last report of the State superintendent of education shows 
that about the sum of $1,500,000 is annually appropriated for com- 
mon schools, and in addition to this, large appropriations for col- 
leges and other institutions of learning, some of which are for the 
exclusive education of negro boys and girlsin the higher branches. 
In addition to all this, the State law authorizes the counties and 
separate school districts to levy and collect taxes for an additional 
school fund, and many of them avail themselves of this power. 

In every neighborhood in the State there are open free pubile 
schools from four to eight months in the year for children, white 
and colored, between the ages of 5 and 21 years: and the money 
that pays the expenses of these schools is furnished almost en- 
tirely by the white taxpayers of the State: and, although the num- 
ber of negro children in these schools largely exceeds the number 
of white children, the negro pays less than one-tenth of the taxes. 
During the scholastic year of 1898-99, as shown by the last report 
of the State superintendent of education, the enrollment of white, 
children in the free schools was 167,178 and the colored enroll- 
ment was 192,368, 

The increase of interest in education amongst whites and blacks 
is very marked. You can scarcely find a young white man now 
in Mississippi who has not sufficient education to enable him to 
read and write, and very many of them are not content with this. 
but reach out for higher education. This is measurably true of 
the young negroes, and they are taking more interest by far than 
their race has ever before manifested. 

There are thousands of negroes in Mississippi who could qualify 
as voters, but fail to do so because of want of interest, and prefer 
to devote themselves to the improvement of their condition along 
more profitable lines rather than dabble in politics; and I venture 
the assertion that when the report of the Twelfth Census is made 
public it will be found that the percentage of illiteracy in Missis- 
sippi has been largely decreased as compared with the census of 
1s90; and under present conditions this percentage of illiteracy 
will continue to rapidly decrease. If you undertake this business 
of reducing Southern representation on account of the educational 
test you will have to practice on a sliding scale and that an ascend- 
ing one, 

As to the condition of the negro in Mississippi, it is the judg- 
ment of every thoughtful, observant man familiar with the situa- 
tion that, out of politics, the negro is far happier and more 
prosperous than ever before and fewer loafers are found around 
the towns. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I repeat what I said before, let us 
alone, and we will work out our destiny profitably and honorably 
to the white people and satisfactorily to the negro; but if Con- 
gress should, in its mistaken zeal for the advancement of the 
negro and the humiliation of the white people of the proscribed 
Southern States, do what I don't believe this House intends to do— 
impose upon us this punitive legislation—let me sound a note of 
warning—not a threat—that in doing so you may ‘‘ kill the goose 
that lays the golden egg” for the negro. 

Beware that when you thus dishonor us you do not drive our 
people to retaliation and cause them to withdraw the white man’s 
money from the black man’s children. If we are to be sorely 
stricken by you on one cheek over the shoulder of the negro, you 
need not be surprised if we are lacking in that Christian grace 
which would prompt us to turn the other. And if, by your mis- 
guided policy, you should bring this affliction upon the negro, 
you may live to hear curses loud and deep from the unfortunate 
people whom you profess to befriend. Already in some quarters 
mutterings are heard that the ‘‘ white man’s burden” is too great, 
and that the negro should educate his own children. Unwise 
and repressive legislation by the Republican majority in Con- 
gress would, beyond doubt, intensify this feeling, and by such 
course you may let loose a storm that will prove disastrous to the 
educational! interests of the negro. 

That we will retain our constitutional restriction upon the right 
of suffrage you need not entertain a doubt. We are determined 
never again to allow ignorance and venality to contre! thé ad- 
ministration of our State affairs. You have the political power, 
by force of numbers, to take from us a part of our representation 
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upon this floor by applying to us a rule different from that applied | 


to other and older States of the North having constitutions which 
disfranchise a part of their citizenship, but you can not compel 


us to tear down that which stands and shall ever stand as a break- | 


water between our property holding, taxpaying classes and the 
ruin which always attends the domination of vice and ignorance. 
{ Applause. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. KITCHIN, 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes a member of the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KLuTtTz], in 
opposition to the committee amendment. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Speaker, I believe the question before the 
House is the adoption of the committee amendment to insert the 
words * and compact?” 

The SPEAKER. The gent!eman is correct. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I want to say, sir, that while I signed that re- 
port I indicated to the gentleman from Virginia |Mr. Rrxry], 
when I addressed the House on the bill, I then doubted seriously 
the propriety of the insertion of the words. Further reflection 
has convinced me of the fact, as stated by the gentleman from 
Ohio {Mr. TAYLER], that it is unconstitutional and beyond the 
power of Congress to so impinge upon the power of the State. 


I ask for a vote on the committee amendment. 
I hope the gentleman will not do that at this 


In the next place, I believe that it is unadvisable to do so, be- | 


cause it would raise unnecessary and troublesome questions here- 
after in cases of contest. While I do not believe Congress would 
have the right to determine whether the districts were or not 
compact, I believe a partisan majority, whatever party might be 
in predomination here, would assume that right and deprive the 
duly elected Representatives of their seats, 

I hope, therefore, that this amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 1 would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I simply desire to correct a state- 
ment. I think it was a misapprehension. The gentleman from 
North Carolina, in response to the gentleman from Virginia, 
stated that the Burleigh bill did not contain this provision. The 
provision is in the Burleigh bill. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I corrected that afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion ison the committee amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 

es appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 98. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays 109, 
answered ‘‘ present” 6, not voting 108; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 


The question is on the adoption of the amend- 


Ryan, N. Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Scudder, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 


Li 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
Lybrand, 
McAleer, 
McCleary, Sibley, 


ch, 
Fitzgeral 
eee 


McClellan, Smith, Samuel W 
Gardner, N. J. Mahon, outhard 
Gaston, Mann, l 
Gill, Meckison, 
Giynn, Metcalf, 
Gordon, Morgan, 
Graff, Morrell, 
Morris, 
Mu 
Muller, 
Naphen, 
Needham 101 
Norton, Tompkins 
O'Grady, Turner, 
I Van Voorhis, 
‘apron Vreeland, 
Cochrane, N. Y. ack, Wadsworth, 
onner ett *earre, Weaver, 
‘orliss, : Weeks, 
White, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Woods, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


AD 


Jromer, 

‘rumpacker, 

surtis, 

Dalzell, 

Davenport, 8. A. Rodenberg, 
Davidson, inney, Ruppert, 
Dovener, 


Russell, 
NAYS—109 
Brundidge, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Catchings, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Atwater, 
Ball, 
Bartlett, 


Clark, Mo. 

Clayton, Ala. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 


Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bishop, 
Breazeale 


I ask for the yeas and nays. | 


Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Cushman, 
Davenport, 8. W. 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott, 
Finley, 
Fleming, 
Fordney, 
Fox, 

Gaines, 
Gilbert, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Hamilton, 
Hay 

Henry, Miss 


Denny, 
Gibson, 


Bailey, Tex. 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Brewer, 
Brick, 
Brosius, 
Broussard, 
Brown, 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Carmack, 
Chanler, 
Clarke, N. H. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Cooney. 
Cousins, 

( 
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Henry, Tex. 
Howard, 
Jenkins, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kahn, 
King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Knox, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 
Little 
Livingston, 
Lloyd. 
McCall, 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McLain, 


ANSWERED “ 


Miller, 
Stephens, Tex 


McRae, 
Maddox 


Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg, 


Moon, 
Otey, 
Parker, 
Quarles, 
Ransde!l 
Rhea, K 


N. J. 


l, 
y- 


Rhea, Va. 


Richardson, Ala. 
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Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Spight, 
Sprague, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stokes, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 


Richardson, Tenn. Thomas, N. C. 


Ridgely, 
Rixey, 
Robh, 
Roberts 
Rucker, 
Shacklef 


ord, 


Shafrorh, 
Shattuc, 


Shelden 


Sheppard, 


PRESENT” 


NOT VOTING—\Kk 


Crump, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, 
Dayton, 
Dick, 
Driggs, 
Faris, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Foster, 
Fowler, 
Freer, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gayle, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Hall, 
Haugen, 
Hawley. 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Howell, 


Hull, 


Landis, 
Lane, 
Lassiter. 
Lawren 
Lentz, 
Lewis. 
Littlefie 


Stewart, Wis. 


i, 


0, 


ld, 


Lorimer, 


McDern 
Marsh, 
May, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 


10tt, 


Meyer, La. 


Miers, lr 
Minor, 


id. 


Mondell, 


Neville, 
Newlan 
Noonan. 
Norton, 
Otjen, 
Overstr« 
Payne, 


is, 
8. C. 


et, 


Pearce, Mo. 


Piers 
Polk, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BURTON with Mr, SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Lorm™eER with Mr. NEVILLE. 
Mr. DAaHnLE with Mr, LASSITER. 


On this vote: 


», Tenn. 


Mr. LANDIS with Mr. MrLuer of Kansas. 
Mr. BuURLEIGH with Mr. BrovussaRp. 
For the rest of the day: 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Denny. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 
The Clerk proceeded and completed the reading of the bill 


The bill was ordered to be 


| and was read the third time. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


| ing to recommit the bill with instructions. 


t 


The SPEAKER. 


Tongue, 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wheeler, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wright. 


Tate. 


Powers, 
Prince, 
Reeves, 
Riordan, 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Salmon, 
Smith, 01. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, H. C. 
Sparkman, 
Stallings. 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Terry, 
Thropp, 
Wachter, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weymouth, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Ziegler. 


engrossed and read the third time, 
Mr. Speaker, I submit a motion in writ- 


The gentleman from Indiana moves to re 


commit the bill with instructions, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ior al 
ed or at 


Mr. CRUMPACKER 
>on Census, wit 
ce ridged t 
itizens of the United 
President, Representatives in ¢ 
or members 


instructions t 


States, to 


vote 
mgress, executiveand judi 


of the legislature thereof, 


[move to recommit the 


for ele 


bill H. R 
»ascertain whether any 
e right of male inhabitants 21 years of age, w! 

* President and \ 


tors 


12740 to the Cor 


f the Stat 


ial officers 


in such a manner and to 


nt that the basis of representation should be reduced under tht 
of Article XIV of the Fede i 


section 

| tobe the case, said 
a date as is practicable, an 
nt, as pre 


Mr. HOPKINS. 


vided y 8a is 


upon that motion. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER, 
| tion of the gentleman from Indiana. 


ral Cx 
committee be further instr 
apportionme ll t 


+ bu 
t ou 


stitution; and 


d to report 


i such redu 


ction of the Constitut 


Mr. Speaker, [ demand the 


revious question 


The question now is on agreeing to the mo- 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


CRUMPACKER) 


yeas and nays. 


there were 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 


ayes 94, noes 136. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for tho 


The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were refused. 


The SPEAKER. 


bill. 


The question now is on the passage of the 


The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was Jaid on the table. 
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PAYMENT OF MESSENGERS WITH ELECTORAL VOTE. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to present the following bill and ask for 
its immediate consideration: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, by au- 
thority of the Committee on Appropriations, asks immediate con- 
sideration of the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13394) providing for the payment of electoral messengers. 

Re it enacted, etc., That for the payment of the respective States for con 
veying to the seat of goverment the votes of the electors of said States for 
president and Vice-President of the United States, at the rate of 25 cents for 
every mile of the estimated distance for the most usual road traveled from 
the place of the meeting of the electors to the seat of government of the 
United States, computing for one distance only, the sum of $12,700 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to state to the House that this is in 
the language and is consistent with all preceding legislation on 
the subject. It is required by statute, and this bill simply appro- 
priates the amount necessary for the mileage. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. A parliamentary in- 
quiry, Mr. Speaker. ' 4 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do I understand that 
this bill provides for 25 cents per mile? 

Mr. BINGHAM, Yes; that is the statute. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Ithink the statute ought | 


to be amended, Railroad transportation has been so much re- 
duced in late years that it seems ridiculous to vote 25 cents a mile 
for railroad transportation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is all the pay they get. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be considered. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p, m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting <« 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 


an estimate of appropriation for enlarging the Military Academy— | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


of acommunication from the Supervising Architect submitting | 


an estimate of appropriation for a new boiler plant in the Federal 
building at Baltimore—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the secretary of Porto Rico, inclosing copies of 
franchises granted to the Port America Company and to Ramon 
Valdes—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for repairs on the marine-hospital 
building at Chicago—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for new elevators in certain public 
buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 


of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an | 


estimate of appropriation for water supply at the Military Acad- 


emy—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting report of 


an investigation into the pneumatic-tube service for the trans- | 


mission of mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | 


tho Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, a3 
follows: 


Mr, JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which | 
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was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12665) supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese per- 
sons into the United States,” approved May 5, 1892, and fixing the 
compensation of commissioners in such cases, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2156); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13274) 
to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease suitable premises for 
use of the Post-Office Department, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2158); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17) to authorize the re- 
statement, readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to 
Army officers in certain cases, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2159); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BARHAM, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House-(H. R. 
10922) to establish a light and fog station at Point Dume, Los 
Angeles County, Cal., reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2175); which said billand report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the Senate (S. 1289) to provide for the construction of an 
additional light-ship for use on the coast of California, Oregon, 
Washington, or Alaska, as exigencies may determine, reported 
| the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2176); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5612) 
for the relief of William Dugdale, postmaster at Noroton Heights, 
Conn., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2157); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11481) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Paul Curtis, deceased, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 12104) for the relief of George T. Sampson, 
surviving partner of thefirm of A. & G. T. Sampson, reported the 
| same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2 ; which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 

to which was referred the bill of the House, H. R. 12477, reported 

in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 335) forther of Charlotte 
G. Robertson, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 
2162); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House, H. R. 12478, reported in lieu thereof a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 336) for the relief of Waldo W. Putnam, reported 
the ‘ ; which said resolu- 
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same, accompanied by a report (No. 2163 
ion and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House, H. R. 11983, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 337) for the relief of Joseph C, Ferriday, reported 
the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2164); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House, H. R. 12890, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 

| tion (H. Res, 338) for the relief of Nancy Maria Minter, reported 
the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2165); which said resoln- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11615) for the relief of 
Curtis & Tilden, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2166); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the House (H. R. 12041) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Neafie & Levy, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2167); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the House (H. R. 12951) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Jeremiah Simonson, deceased, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2168); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12746) for the 
relief of J. C. Williams, administrator of Haller Nutt, deceased, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2169); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12176) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Pusey. Jones & Co., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2170); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12418) for the relief of Anna M. Mershon, 
administratrix of Daniel S. Mershon, deceased, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2171); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calender. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R.3773) for the relief of Edward P, Bliss, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2172); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calender. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 


» Was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11974) granting an hon- 


orable discharge to Samuel Welch, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2173); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9832) to pension the Nebraska Territorial Militia— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 13316) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Andrew C. Smith—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13173) granting a pension to Ellen Pratt—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 13369) to maintain the 
parity of the money of the United States—to the Committee on 

anking and Currency. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13370) 
relating to extra pay of officers and enlisted men in the Army in 
the war with Spain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 13371) to authorize advances 
from the Treasury of the United States for the support of the 
government of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 13372) to provide for subports of 
entry and delivery in the Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 13378) for improving and arch- 
ing Hot Springs Creek, in city of Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13374) authorizing the In- 
diana, Illinois and Iowa Railroad Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across St. Joseph River, at or near the city of 
St. Joseph, Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13375) for the extension of 
Wyoming avenue, Prescott place, and Twenty-third street—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13390) relating to the Washington Gaslight 
Company, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 13391) ceding arid lands to the 
States and Territories—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 13392) to amend section 
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| 4472 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 13393) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to remit duties on certain seed wheat 
imported—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 290) 
proposing an amendment tothe Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution (H. Res. 339) in relation to the 
flag presented to the House of Representatives by the Women’s 
Silk Culture Association of the United States—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 15376) for the relief 
of William T. Edgeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13377) for the relief of Robert White—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE (by request): A bill (H. R. 18378) for 
the relief of certain occupants and owners of land in Monroe 
County. Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 13379) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13380) granting an increase 
of pension to John Tibbetts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 13381) granting an increase 
of pension to William 8. Hosack—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13382) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13383) to pension George W. 
Sheeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 13384) to place on the pension 
roll the name of Charles E. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13385) for 
the relief of the trustees of Harmony Methodist Church—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 13386) granting a 
pension to Martin Uehlein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 13387) increasing pension 
of August Schill, alias Silville—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13388) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen Pratt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13389) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann Deline—to the Committee on invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Coraopolis, Pa., for the exclusion of spirituous liquors from 
— of Africa, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

Also, petition of the Allegheny County Grand Army of the Re- 
public Association, Pittsburg, Pa., in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No, 12905, to establish a Soldiers’ Home at Huntsville, 
Ala.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Thirty-fourth National 
Encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, commending the 
work already accomplished on the National Military Park at Get- 
tysburg, and asking that continued aid be given thereto—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the city council of Savan- 
nah, Ga., relative to making appropriations for the harbor at 
Savannah—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of T. D. Tinsley, members of the bar, and other 
citizens of Macon, Ga., relative to the increase of the salaries of 
Federal judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Savannah, Ga., favoring 
an appropriation in behalf of the Southern States and West In- 
dian Exposition at Charleston, 8.C.—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta, Ga., 
in opposition to the amendment of an act to regulate commerce— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of John L. Watts, keeper, and 
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J.E. Price and other surfmen of the Cape Fear life-saving station, 
favoring bill to promote efficiency of Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of certain owners and occupants of lands in Monroe County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 11886, relating to the 
claim of Howard & Spivey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the National Association 
of Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, favoring 
legislation in regard to irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. ; 

Also, petition of Street & Smith, New York, relative to mailable 
matter of the second class—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of good-roads convention held in Chicago, IIl., 
asking for an appropriation of $150,000 for the office of public road 
inquiry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of Mrs. Levi Howick and other 
citizens of Marion, Iowa, to ratify treaty between civilized na- 
tions relative to alcoholic trade in Africa—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the city council of Spartan- 
burg, 8. C., favoring the passage of the bill to aid the South Car- 
olina Interstate and West Indian Exposition—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, in favor of the passage of a bill relating to a session 
of the International Congress of Navigation, to be held at Wash- 
ington, D, C.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the twenty-sixth annual meeting of the 
Wholesale Druggists’ Association, protesting against the free dis- 
tribution of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Hart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizensof Minneapolis, Minn., 
urging the passage of a certain bill for the construction of a dam 
on the Gila River, in Arizona—to the Committee on Rivers and | 
Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce, 
protesting against the passage of the so-called Cullom bill, entitled 
“An act to promote commerce ”’—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of Clarksville (Tenn. ) Tobacco Board | 
of Trade for appropriation for soil survey—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Murray Dibrell & Co., of Nashville, Tenn., for 
the repeal of the tax of 15 per cent ad valorem on imported hides— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Charles H. Cramp, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 727, known as the ship-subsidy 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Associa- 
tion, opposing the free distribution of medicinal remedies—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, — of 200 citizens of Avalon, Pa., and the Eighth 
United Presbyterian Church of Allegheny, Pa., favoring the ex- 
clusion of the liquor traffic in Africa, etc.—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to John Tibbetts, of Dillsboro, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of gaugers and storekeepers in the internal- 
revenue service of the Sixth district of Indiana for sufficient ap- 
propriation to provide for them vacations without loss of pay—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of heirs of Thomas Clevenger, deceased, 
late of Frederick County, Va., for reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the internal-revenue gaugers, 
storekeepers, etc., of the collection district of Massachusetts, for 
sufficient appropriation to provide for their vacation without loss 
of pay—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
House bill for the relief of trustees of Harmony Methodist Church, 
Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: Petition of Friends’ Monthly 
Meeting, Otsego County, N. Y., in favor of an amendment to the 
Constitution against polygamy, and various other reform meas- 
ures—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of 19 voters of the Fifteenth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the anti-polygamy 
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amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petitions of the Ladies’ Missionary and Foreign Society 
and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Montrose, Pa., for 
the protection of native races in our islands against intoxicants 
and opium—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Baldwin Locomotive Works, 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 11350, to 
establish the nationa) standardizing bureau—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, resolution of the Thirty-fourth National Encampment, 
Grand Army of the Republic, commending the work accomplished 
by the Gettysburg National Park Commission, and asking for fur- 
ther appropriation to complete the work—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
favoring the passage of a bill relating to a session of the Inter- 
national Congress of Navigation to be held at Washington, D, C,— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 9, 1901. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ELECTORAL VOTES OF WISCONSIN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a certified 
copy of the final ascertainment of the electors for the President 
and Vice-President appointed in the State of Wisconsin at the 
election held therein on the 6th day of November, 1900; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 12740) making an apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress among the several States under the Twelfth Cen- 
sus; and 

A bill (H. R. 13394) providing for the payment of electoral mes- 
sengers. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2955) providing for the resurvey of township No. 
8 of range No. 30 west of the sixth principal meridian, in Fron- 
tier County, State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4099) for the relief of the Marion Trust Company, 
administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6344) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
records of the War Department against Frederick Mehring; 

A bill (H. R. 11213) for the relief of occupants of lands included 
in the Algodones grant in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 11588) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Osage River at the city of Warsaw, Benton County, Missouri; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 12447) to amend an act approved June 1, 1900, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to create the southern division of the southern dis- 
trict of Iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and place 
for holding court therein.” 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr, PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Waiters’ 
Alliance, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the hours of daily work of laborers and mechan- 
ics, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented petitions of 8. O. Rusly, of Barryville; of the 
congregations of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Branchport, 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Wellsville, and the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Clifton Springs, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the salo 
of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of South Harmony Grange, No. 525, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Watts Flats; of Empire Grange, No. 
804, Patrons of Hubandry, of Oxford; of sundry citizens of Dela- 
ware County and Allegheny County; of Joseph Cooper, of Perry 
Center; M. B. Pratt, of Jamestown; A. B. Carter, of Jamestown, 
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and G. F. Sisson, of Collins; of Local Grange No. 576, Patrons of | South, all of Ravenswood, in the State of West Virginia, praying 


Husbandry, of East Schuyler; and of Local Grange No. 698, 

2atrons of Husbandry, of Amenia, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

He also presented the petition of Dudley & Co., of Fairport, 
N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
pure-food bill relative to the manufacture of baking powder; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lan- 
sing, lowa, and the petition of E. L. Combs and sundry other 
citizensof Winthrop, lowa, praying for theenactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native racesin Africa; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE. I present the petition of Laurus Loomis and 37 
other manufacturers of cotton in the Southern States, expressing 
their approval of the action of the United States in the protection 
of American interests in China, known as the ‘‘ open-door” policy. 
The petition is very brief, but important. and I move that it be 
printed as a document with the names and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Boston Paper Trade Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
tending to promote trade with the Dominion of Canada; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Mary E. Taylor and 17 other 
members of the Daughters of the Revolution, of Haverhill, Mass., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the purchase of the 
Valley Forge camp ground to be used as a national park and mil- 
itary reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Miii- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. J. Eagan and 39 other citi- 
zens of Holyoke, Mass., praying for the repeal of the duty on tea; 
which was referred to the Committee of Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Taunton, Mass., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
teens; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of C. E. Mooday and 14 other | 


citizens of Natick, Mass., and the petition of Martin Sears and 25 
other citizens of Rockland, Mass., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph F. King and 14 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, and the petition of John A. Balam and 
157 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 


legislation to regulate the hours of daily labor of workmen and | 


mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented petitions of M. R. Sampson, keeper, and 7 mem- 
bers of the crew of the life-saving station at Manomet Point; of 
Charles A. Bearse, keeper, and 7 other members of the crew of 
the life-saving station at Gap Cow; of Augustus B. Rogers, 
keeper, and 7 other members of the crew of the life-saving station 
at Gurnet; of Darius Wiekes, keeper, and 7 other members of the 
crew of the life-saving station at Cuttyhunk, and of Daniel Cole, 
keeper, and 7 other members of the crew of the life-saving station 
at Cahoons Hollow, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life- 


Saving Service, and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Burgess, of Wareham, 
and 25 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for a survey of Onset Bay at that place; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TOWNE presented the petition of the Spring Lake Coop- 
erative Creamery Company, of Spring Lake, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manu- 
facture and sale of olemargarine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of Federal Labor Union No. 
8321,of Marine; of Post-Office Clerks’ Union No. 8708, of Chicago, 
and of Local Union No. 8165, American Federation of Labor, of 
O'Fallon, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the hours of daily work of laborers and 
mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Parkers- 
burg, W. Va., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Sunday school of the Presby- 
terian Church, the Sunday school of the Methodist Episcopal 
Charch, and the Sunday school of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 








for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER resented a petition of the Wentworth 
Creamery Company, of Weshuentin of F’. Parnell, of Manchester, 
and of Horace Marshall, of Manchester, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Plain- 
field, N. J., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Broadway; of the congregation of the Methodis{ 
Episcopal Church of Farmingdale, and of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Trenton, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquorsin Army canteens; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of Federal Labor Union, 
No. 8139, American Federation of Labor, of McSherrystown, of 
Rock Men’s Union No. 8728, of Pittston, and of 188 citizens of 
Potter County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to limit the hours of daily labor of work 
men and mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison 
competition; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of New Alexendria, Pa.; of the Presbytery 
of Chartiers, Pa.; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian 
Church of North America; of the Westchester Friends’ Temper- 
anceassociation of Pennsylvania, and of 33 citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, canteen, or transport. 
or upon ary premises used for military purposes by the United 
States; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and crew of the life- 
saving station at Turtle Gut, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the retirement and pensioning of those 
filling positions in the Life-Savip¢g Service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Canton, Car- 
lisle, Lavonia, Fannettsburg, Newcastle, Pittsburg, Carnezie, 
Stevens Point, Crafton, Rushville, Allegheny, Brandt, and Cau- 
onsburg; of the Home Missionary Society of Hermon Church of 
Frankford, Philadelphia, the congregations of the Presbyterian 
and Methodist Episcopal churches, the Woman's Home and For- 
eign Missionary Society and the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Honeybrook, and the Home Missionary Society of the 
Allegheny and Pittsburg Presbyteries, all in the State of Pennsy1- 
vania, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 


| tion to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committe 


on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Tioga, Eric 
Butler, Crawford, Clarion, Cumberland, Susquehanna, Bradford, 
Lackawanna, Columbia, and Warren counties; of Grange No. 1070, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Mahanoy City; of the Farmers’ Union 
of Geigers Mills; of Ackley Grange, No. 870, Patrons of Hus 
bandry, and of Edinboro Grange, No. 947, Patrons of Husbandry, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the T-Square Club, of Phila 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against certain improvements being 


| made in the White House, unless recommended by a commission 


of architects to be appointed by the President, and praying that 
no appropriation be made for such improvements unless reco10- 
mended by a commission so appointed; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. THURSTON presented sundry petitions of citizens and 
business firms of Nebraska, praying for the repeal of the revenuo 
tax on grain; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Wholesale Drug- 
gists’ Association, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the free 
distribution of blackleg vaccine by the Department of Agricul- 
ture; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the Sioux City Seed and Nursery 
Company and the Griswold Seed Company, both in the State oi 
Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to discontinue 
the free distribution of common seeds by the Government; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. | 

Mr. MORGAN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 5149) for the relief of H.C. Armistead; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTERS, 
Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (H.R.4080) granting a pension to James E., | 


Arvin, Teresa Arvin, and Anna Arvin, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10570) granting an increase of pension to John Kinsey, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referr ill (8.5174) authorizing the constructi f a bridge | : : Po ee 
referred the bill (5.5174) aut g the construction of a bridge | regulate the transaction of business in the Indian Territory by 


across Rock River, in the State of Illinois, reported it with 
amendments. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
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A bill (8.5491) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H, 
Ballard (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5492) granting an increase of pension to Mary Morely 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5493) granting a pension to Merit C. Welsh (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 5494) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John 8. Mitchell; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5495) to authorize and 





| trust companies organized under the laws of the State of Missouri; 


was referred the bill (H. R. 10725) granting a pension to Mae | 
Pearman, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report | 


thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment, accompanied by a report, proposing to 
appropriate $2,000 to pay, out of humane consideration and with- 


out reference to the question of liability therefor, to the Mexican | 


Government as full indemnity to the heirs of its citizen, Floren- 
tino Suaste, who was taken from jail and lynched in Lasalle 
County, Tex.. on October 5, 1895, intended to be proposed to the 
general deficiency appropriatica bill, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

REPORTS ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed of the Compilation of Reports of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senate from 1789 to 1900, pre- 
pared under the direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations, as author- 
ized by the act approved June 6, 1900, entitled *‘An act making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year endiug June 30, 
1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes,” 500 copies, of which num- 
ber 35 copies shall be for the use of the committee. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is to be done with the other number? 


Ought not the resolution to specify how they are to be divided? 
There is no law fixing any given distribution. 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5496) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Ware; 

A bill (S. 5497) for the relief of Leonara Carnahan; and 

A bill (S. 5498) for the relief of George H. (ireen and Mrs. 
Alice M. Barker, administrators of George W. Green, deceased. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 5499) providing for the ad- 
justment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising 
under the eight-hour law; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 5500) granting a pension to 
Andrew C, Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 5501) for the relief of the heirs of Henry A. Shadel, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5502) for the relief of the estate of George W. Chap- 
man. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 5503) granting an increase of 


| pension to William M. Hall; which was read twice by its title, 


and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


| erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


It is a valuable | 


document, and a sufficient number ought to be printed for the use | 


of Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. 
to the fact that this is a Senate resolution. 
to the Senate, 


I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 


All the copies will go | 


Mr. COCKRELL. They will all go to the Senate if it is a Sen- | 


ate resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a Senate resolution. 
of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand exactly what they are, and I 
want to have them printed, but I thought if it was a concurrent 
resolution there ought to be a division. 

Mr. LODGE. No; it is a Senate resolution, and that is the rea- 
son why no division is made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The cost will not reach over the prescribed 


amount. I think it ought to be printed. It is a valuable docu- 
ment, 
Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 


GALLINGER] if a reference is necessary to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses in a case like this? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think it is. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I think the law provides that the Commit- 
tee on Printing shall consider it. 

Mr.LODGE. TheCommittee on Printing hasconsidered it, and 
considered it favorably. I will state to the Senate that this is an 
extremely valuable publication, and 1 trust the resolution will be 
adopted. I do not think there is any action necessary further 
than what is proposed to be taken. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 
Sophie Kosack; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 5489) granting an increase 
of pension to James R. Husted; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 5490) granting an increase 
of pension to Eva H. McColley; which was read twtce by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 
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They are the reports | 


Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5504) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Hotham (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5505) granting a pension to Kate M. Scott; 

A bill (8. 5506) granting a pension to Mary Fryer, now Gardner; 

A bill (S. 5507) granting a pension to Mary Priscilla Allen, now 
Barry; 

A bill (S. 5508) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin K, 
Spangler; and 

A bill (S. 5509) granting a pension to Sallie J. Cochran. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5510) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Franklin Heckler; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5511) for the 
relief of the heirs of Mrs. Gabriel Le Breton Deschapelles; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (8. 5512) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of J. J. Abrahams, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $45,000 for improving Warroad Harbor and Warroad River, 
in the State of Minnesota, intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill: which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 


| the salary of the microscopist in the office of the Surgeon-General 


5488) for the relief of | 


of the Army from $1,800 to $2,400, intended to be proposed by him 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr, TALIAFERRO (for Mr. KENNEY) submitted an amend- 
ment proposing to appropriate $20,000 for improving St. Jones 
River, Delaware, intended to be proposed by Mr. KENNEY to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also (for Mr. KENNEY) submitted an amendment providing 
for the improvement of Little Creek River, Delaware, and for the 


| improvement of Leipsic River, Delaware, intended to be proposed 


by Mr. Kenney to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also (for Mr. KENNEY) submitted an amendment proposing 
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to increase the appropriation for improving the Mispillion River, 


Delaware, from $2,000 to $25,000, intended to be proposed by Mr. | 


KENNEY tothe river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $4,350 to pay to the board of county commissioners of Custer 
County, Mont., in full settlement of all demands of that county 


igainst the United States for the construction of a steel bridge | 


across the Tongue River, in part for the accommodation of the 
Fort Keogh Military Reservation, etc., intended to be proposed by 


him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
FLAGSHIP NIAGARA, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 5148) to provide for raising and pre- 


serving the hull of the Viagara, the flagship of Commodore Perry | 


in the battle of Lake Erie; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

PROSPECTIVE ALLOTMENTS. 

On motion of Mr. THURSTON, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (S. 5161) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to make rulesand regulations governing the selection and renting of pros 


pective allotments, under the act of Congress approved June 28, 1898, be re- 
committed to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


WASHINGTON TELEPHONE COMPANY. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the amendments submitted on March 28, 1900, intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9047) to incorporate the Washington 
Telephone Company and to permit it to install, maintain, and operate a tele- 
phone plant and exchangesin the District of Columbia be reprinted. 

REPORT ON PLANTS POISONOUS TO STOCK, 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies additional to the usual number of the report of Dr. 
V. K. Chestnut and Dr. E. V. Wilcox of their investigation of plants poison- 
ous to stock in Montana, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 6,000 copies 
for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 


HYDROGRAPHIC BRANCH OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to | 


transmit to the Senate an abstract of the Ss memorials, requests, and 
estimates relating to the operationsof the hydrographic branch of the United 
States Geological Survey. 


B. R. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom 
patible with the public interest, to furnish for the use of the Senate copies 
of all papers and correspondence filed or received in the Department of 
State subsequent to July 1,1897, elating to the action taken by that Depart 
ment to obtain an adjustment of che claims of B. R. Henry and other Ameri 
can citizens against the Government of Great Britain, in regard to certain 
lands in the Fiji Islands. 


Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible with | 
the public interest, to inform the Senate if any action has been taken, and | 


to what extent, in pursuance of the report and resolution from the Commit 
tee on Foreign Relations adopted by the Senate June 4, 1896. 


SOLDIERS’ ROLL OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. DEBOE submitted the following resolution as an amend- 
ment to Senate resolution No. 386; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate is hereby directed to | 


place on a special messenger roll the names of all messengers now employed, 
or who were so employed habitually about the Senate Chamber on April 1, 
19%), during the session of the Senate, whose Army record, wounds and dis 
abilities, and service in the Senate justly entitle them to favorable consider 
ation, to be known and designated as “ The soldiers’ roll of the Senate,” and 
to continue such persons in such positions and employment until cause for 
their removal shall have been reported to and approved by the Senate and 
their removal directed. 
MOBILE BAY IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. PETTUS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to send to the Senate the 
report of Major Rosselli, of the United States Engineers, of the survey and 
estimate for opening the outer bar at Mobile Bay, together with his recom 
mendation thereon 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 12740) making an apportionment of Representa- 


tives in Congress among the several States under the Twelfth | 


Census was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Census. 
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PAYMENT OF ELECTORAL MESSENGERS, 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
| (H. R. 13394) providing for the payment of electoral messengers, 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill provides for the payment of compen- 
sation to messengers who carry here the electoral vote. It isthe 
usual bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read in full. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that after it shall 
| have been read it may be given present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read in full. 
The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the payment of the messengers of the respex 
tive States for conveying to the seat of government the votes of the electors 
of said States for President and Vice-President of the United States, at the 
rate of 25 cents for every mile of the estimated distance by the most usual 
roads traveled from the place of meeting of the electors to the seat of gover1 
| ment of the United States, computed for one distance only, the sum of $12,7(0) 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
| not otherwise appropriated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 144) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1734) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 

A bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
P, Tierney; 

A bill (H. R, 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 

A bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Lurinda Laughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon; and 

A bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenberg. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 18274) to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease 
suitable premises for use of the Post-Office Department; in which 
| it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 13274) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
| lease suitable premises for use of the Post-Office Department was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

REGULAR OFFICERS AS OFFICERS OF VOLUNTEERS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 
| The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
| PETTIGREW, as follows: 











Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to fur 
| nish the Senate with the names of all officers of the Regular Army who were 

appointed to be officers of volunteers since May 1, 1898, the rank said officers 
| held in the Regular Army when so appointed, the rank to which appointed 
| in the volunteers, and the rank now heldin the volunteers; whether any reg 
ular officers so appointed to volunteer regiments have been assigned to duty 
other than that of duty in the field with their regiments, the names of officers 
so detailed, with the date of the detail, the special duty to which assigned, 
| and where such special duty has been and is now being performed. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the resolution be referred to the 

| Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Mr. HAWLEY. Personally I have no objection to it-—— 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
| moves the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the Senator from Connecticut rose 
to speak to the question. I should like to hear what he has to say 
before the resolution is disposed of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; I did not rise to speak to the resolution, 
| which calls for a lot of appointments and details. I was about to 
| say that I have no objection to its being adopted now. I have 
| been looking at it and thinking about it. Is the resolution before 

the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, 
| Mr. HAWLEY. Then I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the Army bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Do | understand that it is necessary, be- 
fore 1 o’clock, to ask unanimous consent? Is not a motion proper 
to take up the bill? 





—a 
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A motionisinorder. Is there 


objection to the request of the Senator from Connecticut? ; 
There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (8. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the military es- 
tablishment of the United States, the pending question being on 
the amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs, in line 4, 
page 43, section 34, before the word ‘‘ wine,” to strike out “ beer;” 
and in line 5, after the words ‘or any,” to strike out ‘‘intoxicat- 
ing liquors” and insert ‘distilled spirits;” so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

The sale of or dealing in wine or any distilled spirits by any person in any 
post exchange or canteen or Army transport or upon any premises used for 
military purposes by the l nited States is hereby prohibited. The Secretary 
of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of this section into full 
force and effect. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it is probably true that long 
ere this stage of the discussion Senators have individually formed 
definite opinions, and hence any further argument can have little 
effect in either fixing or unsettling their respective views. 

On a question so important as this it is due not only to the 
individual, but probably to the body itself, that the reasons for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


supporting or antagonizing the amendment offered by the com- | 


mittee should be given. 

He who, in the face of all the testimony of the officers of the 
Army favorable to the sale of beer in the post exchanges, can see 
nothing to support their contention must be either blinded by 
prejudice or blindly self-opinionated. There is no evil that does 
not produce some good results, and no good that does not bring 
forth some evil effects. The only proper course, therefore, is to 
adopt that which will give the greatest benefits with the least in- 

uries. 
' It has been assumed that because the Armyofficers are almost a 
unit in favor of the committee's amendment their conclusions 
should have governing force with us who have but slight personal 
acquaintance with the subject. 

But, Mr. President, I look to the expert not so much for his con- 
clusions as for the facts, and when he has put me in possession of 
the facts upon which he bases his opinions he has placed me upon 
an equal footing, and Imay draw my own conclusions, which must 
be paramount with me. 

Now, I do not presume there is a single Senator or an Army 
officer but will admit not only that the use of beer is detrimental, 
even to the extent consumed in the post exchange, but that total 
abstinence would be a godsend to the Army. But their conten- 
tion, in a nutshell, is this, and we will see whether it will bear 
close analysis: They say, and everyone knows it to be a fact, that 
in the cities and surrounding the Army posts are saloons, or dives, 
more properly called, where the vilest of all liquors are sold, and 
where every alluring vice, from the gambling room to the thrice- 
dangerous brothel, abounds; that the unvarying monotony of the 
life of a private soldier, without some attraction in the post, im- 
pels him first to the saloon, where in almost reckless abandonment 
he imbibes not a glass of beer, but the worst drug concoction 
imaginable, which at once unchecks the rein of judgment and lets 


loose his unbridled passions, carrying moral and physical wreck | 


in their train. 

And I might add, what is an equally: known fact, that a large 
percentage, if not a large majority, of the privates in the Regular 
Army have strong convictions that there is no moral wrong in 
taking a glass of liquor, but that in depriving them of that right 
you are depriving them of their just liberty—the right as intelli- 
sent beings to determine for themselves their drink as their diet; 
and, so feeling, they are restive under this restraint, and that 
spirit intensifies their desire to assert what they consider their 
personal privilege, and excess in drink when outside is the result. 

And they tell us that the post exchange, with its beer and light 
wines, its luxuries in food, its gymnasium, its games, and reading 
matter—in fact, the private soldiers’ club—creates a counter at- 
traction which keeps the soldier away from these surrounding 
physical and moral death traps. 








it isprobably equally true that if the young men of the country | 


understand that a soldier's life is equivalent to a term in the peni- 
tentiary—is a reform school, where he surrenders both liberty and 
individuality—you would find it extremely difficult to recruit a 
standing army of intelligent, patriotic privates. And when I have 


said this I have placed their contention in its strongest bearing. | 


Now, I believe, and I think the record will bear out the assertions 
of the officers of the Army and the supporters of the amendment, 
that since we have inaugurated the post exchange as it now exists 
crime, desertions, and the thousand evils that flow from the ex- 
cessive use of intoxicating liquors have vastly decreased. 


But here comes the question, What feature of the post exchange | 


should be credited with all these good results? What is it that 
contributes to these great benefits? 


Is it the beer and light wines, or is it the club, the reading, the | 


gymnasium, the games, the social opportunities? The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Money] says he will vote for the commit- 





tee’s amendment because it promotes sobriety, What is it that | allowing light drinks to be used there, while nothing more heavy 


promotes the sobriety? Is it the drinking of an intoxicant that 
promotes sobriety, or is it the other pleasures and diversions that 
satisfies and prevents the desire for an unnatural and artificial 
stimulant? 

Suppose you retain all the good features of the post exchange— 
that you sell everything you sell now except two articles, beer and 
light wine—would that destroy its utility and beneficial effects? 

If a soldier wishes a glass of beer, he desires it for its effect, and 
that effect is its intoxication. To what extent does beer add to 
the enjoyment? Just to the extent that it intoxicates, and no 
more. 

If it is taken simply for its refreshment, then there are hundreds 
of soft drinks equally refreshing, equally inviting to the taste, and 
without deleterious effect. 

Your position is that in allowing a half drunk you satisfy the 
individual desire and at the same time prevent a fulldrunk, I do 
not believe that is good logic. On the contrary, it is a physiolog- 
ical as well as a psychological fact that the partially satisfied de- 
sire for intoxicating stimulus only intensifies the desire for 
greater intoxication. Shut off from all the diverting and self- 
satisfying social and business relations of civil life, this insidious 
tantalizer, slight intoxication, necessarily brings most disastrous 
results. It creates a desire for greater intoxication. It creates it 
under circumstances that would not surround the individual ex- 
cept in Army life. 

Mr. President, it was suggested here yesterday that only about 
450 soldiers and sailors were lost by wounds or by being killed 
directly in battle during the war with Spain. During that 
time about 5,000 died of disease. It is safe to say that, in any 
ordinary war, while one individual is killed by the bullet of the 
enemy at least ten times that number die of some disease. 

It is equally well established, at least to my satisfaction, that 
the great majority of the deaths in the Army, if not directly due 
to the use of intoxicating liquors, are certainly indirectly due to 
that habit, and that by their use they so debilitate the individual 
that he is unable to withstand the changes of climate and the con- 
ditions unnatural to him into which he has been forced by the 
Army discipline. 

While we are expending millions upon millions of dollars for 
the protection of the individual against any character of injury 
from the enemy, while all of our tactics are directed toward the 
preservation of human life in open engagement while at the same 
time it may inflict the greatest injury to the opponent, but com- 
paratively little attention is given to the protection of the life of 
the individual while in the post. 

Mr. President, considering the great comparisons in the matter 
of the death rate in actual engagement and out of engagement, 
remembering also that whilst we have one year of actual warfare 
we have from twenty-five to thirty years of peace, in which there, 
is no stimulus to the soldier to take any part in active exercises at 
the post, the natural tendency of our young men is to become dis- 
satisfied. That tendency leads them to the use of drink, and that 
produces the most extraordinary and deleterious effects upon the 
Army. 

If we give one-half of our attention to the protection of the indi- 
vidual against this one article, which produces more deaths, di- 
rectly or indirectly, than any other one thing, it seems to me that 
we shall have done our duty, and when we have done less than 
that we have failed to fulfill our requirements as persons having 
in charge the real welfare of the Army. 

Mr. President, it has been suggested all along here that the real 
benefits were due entirely to the use of light wines and beers in 
the exchange. Very little has been said about the other things— 
the games and the many things that are in the post that tend to 
make the life of the private soldier more agreeabie, which, I be- 
lieve, have had ten times the effect in lessening the death rate and 
in lessening the number of desertions by making life more agree- 
able. Everyone, it seems to me, knows and fully comprehends 
that the life of a private in the Army, in time of peace—at least 
until within the last twenty years—has not been a life that would 
be desired by many of your young men. It seems to me that our 
duty is to guard them in time of peace, and that duty means that 
we should give attention to everything that will make life agree- 
able and pleasant to the privates. When we have done that, we 
have taken away the great temptation for strong drink. 

I can not agree with that philosophy which says that the soldier 
who from an inherent taste desires strong liquors will be willing 
to stop with a glass of beer at the exchange. If his desire is so 
strong that it becomes a necessity, overruling his better judgment, 
notwithstanding the exchange, notwithstanding the light liquors 
sold at the exchange, he will find his way to the city, and he will 
find his way to those vile resorts surrounding every Army post, and 
will suffer the same results as though no intoxicating or but 
slightly intoxicating liquors were allowed to be sold to the soldiers 
in the post itself. 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me that we gain but very little in 
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is sold. At least, whatever may be the opinion of Senators, I be- 
lieve that we are entitled to have a fair, honest trial of the can- 
teen or the post exchange without the sale of intoxicating liquors. 
I do not know how this would affect, or is expected to affect the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in prohibition States, but I believe you 
will find that if you will place an army in the State of North Da- 
kota, or any other prohibition State, that there will be just as few 
desertions from the Army at that place as there will be in places 
where soldiers can receive their beer at the post or elsewhere. 

So, for my own part, I believe that nothing short of justice would 
require that I cast my vote in favor of a fair trial of the canteen 
without the sale of intoxicating liquors. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the canteen ought to be distin- 
guished from the post exchange. It is not necessary in order to 
have the post exchange that we shall have the canteen system. 
So far as I am aware and know, nobody proposes to make any at- 
tack upon the postexchange. I have no doubt that the Army has 
derived benefit from that system. What is objected to is the sale 
of intoxicating drinks inside of the posts. In 1899 Congress passed 
the following act on the 2d of March: 

Sec. 17. That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxicat 
ing drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, nor 
shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any en 
campment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the United 
States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such general 
order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into full 
force and effect 

Mr. President, the canteen system was not established by law. 
It was established by a military order. This provision of the law, 
which was intended to compel the abandonment of the canteen 
system, was a direction to the military department of the Govern- 
ment. If it had not been passed, the power existed to destroy the 
canteen at any time the Commander in Chief of the Army—that 
is, the President of the United States—or the Secretary of War 
desired, 

But I want to call the attention of the Senate, and, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I want to call the attention of the country as well, to the 
fact that it was not necessary for the purpose of destroying the 
canteen that Congress should act or pass any law, unless the exec- 
utive department of the Government declined to act. The exec 
utive department of the Government having put this canteen 
system in force, there was objection to it made throughout the 
country, and an appeal was made to Congress to destroy it. 

We passed what, I think, is a clear, well-defined prohibition. 
As a lawyer, I have no hesitation in saying that it is clear and 
unequivocal, but in order to destroy its effect the Department of 
Justice, in construing the law, changed the character of the law. 
It is well understood that the punctuation of a bill is as mucha 
part of the bill as the wording of it. 


what is practically in one; and then, arguing upon the second 
branch of the paragraph, which is part of the first, declared that 
we could not have intended to destroy the canteen system, and the 
system thus survived. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into a discussion of the 
merits of the Attorney-General’s decision. I simply say that, 
submitted to me, I could not have construed it in that way. He 
could not have construed it that way if he had not put a semi- 
colon where there was a comma. Ido not mean to say that he 
changed the text of the law, becanse he did not, but when he 
wrote his opinion, where there was a comma, he put a semicolon, 
and then proceeded to argue upon false premises, and so came to 
a false conclusion. 

It is proposed by the House of Representatives, in the provision 
which they insert in the bill, that we shall get rid of the canteen. 


For myself I have listened with a great deal of interest and a great | 
deal of attention to the statements made here by Army officers, | 
and especially by those who were formerly against the canteen | 


and are now for it, who say that their experience has changed 
their views. Yet I am not convinced that the camteen system is 
a wise and a proper one. On the contrary, 1 believe that it is 
vicious; and so, 1 think, believe the great body of the American 
people who are concerned in promoting temperance, morality, and 
virtue. I think it is a sort of shock to the moral sentiment of 


this country that the Government of the United States shall put | 


back of liquor selling its great force and character. 

Mr. President, the Senator who sits next to me [Mr. HawLry] 
says ‘“‘not liquor.” It has been attempted here, and attempted by | 
some of these Army officers, to make it appear that wine is notan | 
intoxicating drink. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We exclude wine. 

Mr. TELLER. I meant beer. In my judgment, if you have to 
take either wine or beer, you had better take light wine, for it is | 
not, as has been repeatedly demonstrated, as deleterious as beer. | 
No man need stand here and say to us that beer is not an intoxi- | 
cating drink. We have seen hundreds of men go down to drunk- | 
ards’ graves as beer drinkers in the section of country in which I | 
live, and no doubt the same is the case in other sections. There | 


The Department of Justice | 
changed the punctuation of the law; it put into two paragraphs | 


is not any worse form of drunkenness in the United States than 
that occasioned by beer drinking. It is not only detrimental to 
morals, but it is detrimental to health. It may be that drinking 
beer in moderate quantities probably does not hurt; and a mod. 
erate drink of whisky may not hurt a good healthy man. 1 haye 
never tried it. I donot use either whisky or beer, and never have 
done so; but I know from observation that men can get as stupidly 
and as blindly drunk on beer as on anything else, and every other 
Senator in this body knows that to be a fact. So you are selling 
intoxicating drinks in the canteenif you permit theselling of beer, 

Mr. President, 1 donot intend to go into any discussion as to t] 
evil influences of the use of beer or wine or of strong drinks gen 
era'ly. The public understand that matter; but the best element 
of American society all over the country have come here ever 
since the canteen was opened and entered loud and strong protests 
against it. The attempt which has been made of late to make it 
appear that the saloon interests of the country were back of this 
movement is simply so absurd that it is not worth while to talk 
about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But it is true nevertheless. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not true, even if the chairman of the com- 
mittee does say so. I challenge him to say thatit istrue. The 
saloon interest is not back of this movement, and the Senator can 
not prove that itis. The saloon interests at the posts may be for 
it; but the great fight which has been made against the canteen, 
the Senator from Connecticut knows, is not made by the saloon in- 
terests; and it is unfair for him to say in this body thatitis. He 
knows that the fight is made by the church people, the temper- 
ance people, the moral people, and the decent people of the United 
States; and it is made against the rum-drinking and the rum- 
selling elements in this country. The great brewery combina- 
tions are on his side; all the great, wicked elements interested in 
the sale of intoxicating drinks in the country are on his side; and 
he need not say to us that we represent the saloon element, for it 
is not true. 

Mr. President, we have the right to exclude intoxicating liquor 
from our soldiers, and it is our duty toexclude it. I say that you 
have no right to put such a temptation in a place or in juxtaposi- 
tion to it, where a soldier has a right to go, where he might find 
it his pleasure to go, and where he ought to find it his pleasure to 
go, because there he ought to find newspapers and magazines and 
social relations which he ought to have—you have no right to put 


| by the side of it or in it, as in many places you have done, the 


temptation to an American boy, who goes from an honest American 


| home where liquor, whether beer cr wine, is not used, to drink it 


at his own impulse or at the request of somebody else. Every 
American father and every American mother who send out their 
boy into the Army, or allow him to go, has the right to insist that 
the Government of the United States shall not put such tempta- 
tion in front of him. 

Mr. President, no executive officer can escape the duty he owes 
to the country to take hold of this question. If he believes, of 


| course, that the canteen is a blessing, a good thing, and that the 


soldier has a right to it, then it becomes probably his duty to sus 
tain it; but he should not do that under the pretense that we did 
not provide a law which compelled him to do it when he had th 
power all the time—es the canteen existed by virtue of an Execu- 
tive order—by a stroke of the pen to have destroyed it. 

We have now in another part of the world ten or twelve mil- 
lion people not addicted to the use of strong drink. The Presi- 
dent of the United States as Commander in Chief of the Army, 


| now represented by a commission of five men, has absolute au- 


thority to deal with this question, and if we are to believe the 
testimony of the best men who have been to Manila—representa 
tives of this Government, not only in the civil service, so far as 
there is any civil representation there, but military officers—if we 
may believe the representations of the church people who have 
gone there, of the missionary bishops of one of the greetesi 
churches in this land, of a number of other missionaries, we are 
cursing that people with such a curse as they were never cursed 
with under Spanish domination—a curse that will in the end be 
as vicious and as vile and as dangerous to those people as all the 
oppressions of Spain and Spanish greed and avarice have ever 
been. It is within the power of the Executive, or within the 
power of this body acting with the other, to shut out from those 
people the temptation we are allowing to be put in front of them 
simply that we may make commerce with those islands. 

I have seen recently a statement of the vast increase of our com- 


| merce; but if you will examine as to what it consists of, you will 


find the increase of commerce is very largely in the increase of the 


| sale of intoxicating drinks. 


Mr. President, 1 promised yesterday the Senator who seems to 


| be concerned as to this matter that I would not delay this bill by 


any lengthy discussion of the canteen question. I regard the ques- 
tion of infinite importance to the American people; [ regard it as 
of infinite importance to the morale of the Army of the United 
States; but I do not believe it is as great a question as some other 
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questions which are before us for consideration. I think I shall 
discharge my duty when I enter my protest—a decided protest— 
against the Government of the United States making beer selling 
and beer drinking respectable. I do not set myself up to say that 
a man may or may not drink if he chooses, but I do say that the 
Government of the United States has no right to put this a 
tion in front of the American soldier. If he will, as it is said he 
will, go out and hunt liquor somewhere else, that is his business 
and not ours. We should restrain him as far as possible in that 
respect, so far as is consistent with liberty. 

I wish to call attention to and to putin the RECORD a few state- 
ments to which my attention has been called as to the condition 
in the Philippine Islands. It is said that when we went there 
there were 4,000 saloons; that we have destroyed them, and that 
they have been decreased now to 700, Ihave heard that repeat- 
edly stated in order to justify our conduct over there. Now, I 
want to read a statement from Mr. Edwards, who was our consul 
there for many years and for many years a resident of the islands. 
I shall not read it all. He says: 

During my long residence in the Philippines I rarely saw a drunken na 
tive or Spaniard. Certainly not more than two or three in a year. In 
crowds of 10,000 people not one would be seen or heard. To calla Spaniard a 
drunkard was amuch greater insult than tocall hima liar. The natives 
drank “tuba,” the juice extracted from the cocoa palm, which Mr. Dean C. 
Worcester, of the two Philippine commissions, thus described: **The unfer- 
mented ‘tuba dulce’ is a pleasant and nourishing drink, often recommended 
for those who are recovering from severe illness, on account of its flesh- 
producing properties. The fermented product is a mild intoxicant.” 


, 


The principal drink was “tuba,” and the “ gin shaks"’— 
This is a quotation and this is what we have been calling them— 


mentioned by Chaplain Pierce (up to 1888, when I last saw Manila) sold little 
else than this harmless beverage. The great point is that from 1852 to 1888, 
the range of my personal knowledge of the islands, drunkenness was practi- 
cally unknown among the natives or Spaniards. 

The Spanish cafés sold mostly Spanish wines, and men would sit an hour 
chatting over a glass or two of wine, and smoking in front or in them, with 
never a sign of intoxication. Nothing like the American saloon was ever 
known in Manila while [ lived there: and I heartily indorse the remark of 
President Schurman, the chairman of the Philippine Commission, as quoted 
by you from the Independent, and in his address to the Liberal Club of Buf- 
falo. 

This is what Mr. Schurman said: 


I regret that the Americans allowed the saloon to get a foothold on the 
islands. That has hurt the Americans more than anything else, and the 
spectacle of Americans drunk awakens disgust in the Filipinos. We sup- 
pressed the cock fights there and permitted the taverns to flourish. 


No one in this country believes that cock fighting is as degrad- 


ing and as demoralizing as the free use of intoxicants in a trop- | 


ical climate, Cock fighting may not be the most elevating thing, 
but yet, beyond the mischief which is inflicted on two cocks, it 
would not hurt anybody very much. 
One emphasized the Filipino frailty and the other the American vice. 
That is well stated, too. 


I have never seen a Filipino drunkard. The Filipinos have some excellent 
virtues. They are exceedingly cleanly and also exceedingly temperate 
Even the members of this Liberal Club would shock them by the amount of 
wine most of you have consumed this evening. 
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Mr. President, there is an article in Leslie's Weekly, by Mr. | 


H. Irving Hancock, their Manila correspondent, which I call to 


the attention of the Senate, so that it may gointo the Recorp. [| 


want to do it for two reasons. 
of the United States do not understand generally, I think, the 
character of the Filipino. 
izing influence in this beginning of the twentieth century, nine- 
teen hundred years after the birth of Christ, this great Christian 
nation is exhibiting there. 


The Filipinos of Manila are rather slow to take todrink. They have al- 
ways heretofore been an abstemious people. Yet slowly but surely the na- 
tives are veering around to the temptation to_be found in the saloon. Five 
years more of the present saloon reign in Manila will see a sad demoralization 
of the natives. 

At present the nondrinking majority of the Filipinos feel only contempt 
for the American whom they see lurchingly walking the streets or crouching 
in silly semistupor in the cabs on their way to office, home, or barracks. 

There is nowhere in the world such an excessive amount of drinking per 
capita as among the few thousand Americans at present living in Manila. 
Nor does this mean that we have sent the worst dregs of Americans there. 
Far from it; some of the best American blood is represented in Manila, men 
of brains and attainments, who would nobly hold up our name were not the 
saloon at every step. Gamblers and depraved women—in both classes the 
very dregs of this and other countries—have followed and work hand in hand 
with their natural ally. These people are fast teaching the natives the 
depths of Caucasian wickedness, and the natives imagine this is Ameri- 
canism. 

We tried to civilize the Indian and incidentally wiped whole tribes off the 
earth by permitting disreputable white traders to supply him with ardent 
liquors. Are we to repeat this disgrace, tenfold, as we at present seem fair 
to do in the Philippines? 


The following testimony is from Capt. Everard E. Hatch, Eight- 
eenth United States Infantry: 


The great source of evil hus come from the liquor interests. The first fol- 
lowers of an army are the saloons, with disreputable women a close second. 
To repress their pernicious influence taxes the efforts of those in authority. 
One s ipload of liquor was in Manila Harbor before the city was taken by 
the Americans. The agent of the company was with the Army, wearing a 


military uniform, under the guise of a “ volunteer aid.” The city taken, the | 
‘volunteer aid” 
establish saloons. 


cast aside his uniform, located a depot, and proceeded to 
In a few weeks the principal streets were transformed. 





I want to do it because the people | 


I want also to show what a demoral- | 


| 
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The one brand of wine and beer handled by the firm received a great boom, 
and in a way got a great start of competitors. It was not for long. Ina few 
weeks every brand of beer and whisky in America was represented, and the 
different agents vied for business and supremacy. 

I call the attention of the Senate to his conclusion. He says: 

The saloons were directly responsible for more of the friction, disturbances, 
and estrangements with the natives than all other causes combined. 

Now. Mr. President, here is the testimony of an American 
Methodist bishop, a man whose province it is to take charge of 
the Christianizing of these and other races. Nobody will doubt 
his word; nobody will say that he talks for political effect. This 
was written in April, 1899: 

Every alternate place of business seems to be a liquor shop of some kind 

This is in Manila— 
and the soldier has temptation before his eyes whichever way he may turn 
* * * Drunken soldiers meet me everywhere, and it is painful in the éx 
treme to remember that many of them have come from Christian homes and 
that they have been thrust into the very jawsof temptation from which only 
a strong man can be expected to escape. 

This is by Bishop Thoburn, who is known at least by a good 
many members of this Senate. 

Here is a quotation from an address delivered at the Young 
Men’s Christian Association rooms in the city of Manila by Chap- 
lain Cephas C. Bateman, of the United States Army. He said: 

The degradation of Manila means the degradation of Luzon, and the deg- 
radation of Luzon would result in the degradation of the whole archipelago, 
and the city of Manila would be a reproach and disgrace to the whole Amer 
ican nation. Every man should have pride that he is a representative of oc- 
cidental thought and progress, and he ought to be ashamed to give himself 
over to sin. 

A mestizo of cr said the common people of the islands never saw a 
drunken man until the Americans came. That may not be so, but I never 
saw adrunken Filipino or Chinaman. The people have reason to believe that 
the United States is a nation of drunkards. All the men should take this to 
heart. What have we come to these islands for? To establish a peace-loving 
people. Shall we leave them worse than we found them? 

Mr. LODGE. If it would not interrupt the Senator from Colo- 
rado, I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. He is reading what I have read, the gravity of 
which I appreciate, relative to the saloons that have been estab- 
lished by Americans in Manila. 


Mr. TELLER. Yes. 
Mr. LODGE. It does not touch the canteen question, except 
indirectly. . 


Mr. TELLER. It does not touch the canteen question. 

Mr. LODGE. No; and the stoppage of the sale of beer at the 
canteen would not affect it. 

Mr. TELLER. Not.in the slightest. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to say, and I am glad the Senator has 
brought it out, that there is an evil of the worst kind—the estab- 
lishment of American barrooms in Manila in the wake of our 


| army; and if there is any way to have them closed, I should bo 


glad to see it done. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

Mr. TELLER. Itisin the power of the President to close every 
one of them as quick as a telegram can reach Manila. [f the 
President declines to do it, it is within the power of this body and 
the House to compel it to be done. Will anybody say, in view of 
what I have read and mean to read, that it is not our Cuty to act 
promptly? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Colorado—— 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr, GALLINGER, I will say that this morning an officer, 
whose name I will not give. but who stands in the forefront of 
American generals, deplored this condition, in conversation with 
me, saying he had knowledge of the existence of four or five hun- 
dred American saloons, and that they were licensed by an officer 
who some time ago was in charge of military affairs in the archi- 
pelago. He said they of course could be very readily abolished 
if a military order to that effect should be issued. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
a question. 

Mr. TELLER, Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Itis whether he knowsof any statement that has 
been made in regard to that, as to why this condition exists? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether there has or not. I 
talked with an American officer, a regular officer, whom I have 
known for thirty-odd years, who emphasized to me this condition 
there, and I felt humiliated to have him say that it existed only 
where we had power and were exerting it, and that in that sec- 
tion of the country where our power had not been felt ihe old 
condition existed. 

Mr. LODGE. 
his time? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not mind it. 

Mr. LODGE, I do not know the reason for this condition of 
things in Manila, but I do know that under American orders and 


The Senator was not herg when I commenced? 


If it will not interrupt the Senator from 


Will the Senator excuse me for trespassi 
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under the command of General Ludlow that thing was absolutely 
stopped in the city of Habana. I refer to the opening of bar- 
rooms and saloons by Americans following in the wake of the 
Army. I know that was done. I had along talk last spring with 
General Ludlowabout it. It was entirely abolished. 

Mr. TELLER. When in Cuba last spring I never heard of any 
complaint of anything of that kind in Cuba, but I do know from 
the public press, I know it from conversations with men who 
have returned from there, both civilians and officers, that this 
condition of affairs existed. 1 want to read what an officer of the 
United States, Sergeant Wherry, says: 

The soldier's greatest enemy here— 

Manila— 


is strong drink. When we took possession of the city there was scarcely an 
open saloon to be seen, but in a few days they merved every prominent place 
inthecity. Beer by shiploads began toarrive. When the first pay was given, 
the soldiers in the town almost went wild. The saloon keepers, human yvul 

tures who had followed the Army in most cases, began to rake in the soldiers’ 
money, and have kept it up ever since. When the Army entered the city 
there was hardly a case of sickness in any of the companies, but in a short 
time the sick list began to lengthen, and the cause in fully half the cases was 
drink. At the present time the saloons are doing a rushing business, and 
will probably continue todoso. A full page of the newspapers is taken up 
each day by an advertisement fora certain brand of American beer. Almost 
every case of disturbance is the direct result of drinking. The inmates of 
the guardhouse in nearly every case found their way there through the neck 
of the bottle. A few months spent here should make an uncompromising 
temperence advocate of any American who desires to see his country’s great 

ness advanced and her moral and religious standard upheld. We boast of 
our civilization, but it is a poor example that the American has set to the 
new ward of the United States—the Filipino. There is something radically 
wrong somewhere. 


Mr. President, a great deal more of this character might be 
read. I wish to read, in answer to the statement so often made 
that there are less saloons now in Manila than when we took the 
city, what Mr. Harold Martin, Associated Press representative in 
Manila, said June 28 in the Independent: 


Before the arrival of the American soldier in Manila there was very little 
heavy drinking here, and this because both Spaniards and Filipinos are tem- 
perate people; they donot drink to excess. Anyone who has been in Spain, 
or who has seen the Spanish soldiers in Cuba, in Porto Rico, and the Philip- 
pines, will admit they are not addicted to heavy drinking, and I do not think 
this point needs any further support. And the Filipinois as temperate as 
the Spaniard. I have been in these islands for one year, and I have yet to 
see an intoxicated native. * * * 

Hence, given the incontrovertible facts that both Spaniards and Filipinos 
are not addicted to drink, we can understand how Manila got on before we 
came here with three saloofis licensed for the sale of liquors, such as brandy, 
whisky, and other strong drink, while to-day, May 10, there are 170 licensed 
saloons in the city and 53 licenses for the wholesale distribution of liquor. 

Before we came here there were in and about Manila some 4,000 native 
wine rooms licensed for the sale of Spanish winés and the native bino. Bino 
is a fiery drink distilled from grain, generally rice. and flavored with anise 
seed. Itis very strong, and when taken in excess by our men renders them 
temporarily crazy and utterly irresponsible. * * * When we first came 
to Manila the American soldiers very quickly discovered where bino could 
be had, and owing to their excessive use thereof the authorities were 
forced to close many of these wine rooms. Formerly those places were fre- 
quented by the natives, by the Spanish soldiers, and by the Chinamen of the 
city. Since the Spaniards have gone the demand for Spanish wines has 
dropped, and to-day about 700 of these native wine rooms are doing business 
* * * Their licenses are much more costly now than formerly, and this 
fact and the departure of the Spanish troops accounts for the very consider- 
able decrease in their numbers. These 4,000 wine rooms can not be consid- 
ered saloons. They were, with very few exceptions, quiet and orderly places 
where Spaniards and natives went for their wine. Such wine rooms are dis 
tinctly a product of wine-drinking countries, such as France, Italy, and 
Spain, and I believe that one well-patronized saloon, here or at home, is ac- 
countable for as much drunkenness and disorder as were 1,000 of these wine 
roomsin Manila. * * * 


I want to read that again to those people who are saying that 
the American domination over there has reduced the number of 
saloons: 

I believe that one well-patronized saloon here or at home is accountable 
oor as much drunkenness and disorder as were 1,000 of these wine rooms in 
Manila. 

Mr. President, that is not all of it, but I will not weary the 
Senate by reading more. However, I will read an extract from 
the report of the general secretary of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association: 

The Filipinos, while pagan and semicivilized, are moral and sober. They 
first learn of Christianity from the profane sailor, and when they see im- 
mense numbers of drunken, profane, and immoral soldiers representing this 
country they have little respect for the religion they profess. “If that is 
your religion,” they say, “‘ we prefer our own.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator permit me to make an in- 
quiry? Is not the Senator describing a situation in existence prior 
to the order of the Taft Commission abolishing the saloons on 
the Escholta and plazas in Manila and prohibiting the sale of vino 
and other native spirituous drinks in the saloons and anywhere to 
a soldier? 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator say the saloons have been 
abolished? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iasked himif he is not aware of the fact that 
the sale has been abolished in those places in Manila and very 
much restricted otherwise by the Taft Commission? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not mean to say they do not 
sell liquor in Manila? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I mean to ask the Senator if he has not been 
made aware, as is stated on page 35—— 
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Mr. TELLER. I have been describing a condition which ex- 
isted in Manila two months ago. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am asking the Senator whether or not that 
condition has not been very much abated by the action of the 
Taft Commission? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will produce any evidence on 
that point, I will be delighted. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I will read, if the Senator will permit me, 
what I find on page 35 of this document. 

Mr. TELLER. Inamoment. The last statement made from 
there was that the Taft Commission was controlling it, and, I be- 
lieve, had increased the amount of license; and that was within 
the last ten days. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator will permit me, I will read it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will let the Senator read it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I read from page 35. Chaplain Miller says: 

Under the recent order of Judge Taft, president of the commission in the 
ae. all the saloons are banished from the Escholta and plazas in 
Manila, a much higher license imposed on those that remain, and the sale of 
vino and other native spirituous drinks prohibited in the saloons and any 
where to asoldier. This puts Manila, in temperance and morals, ahead of 
most of the cities of our home land, and I do not believe I was ever in a city 
where law and order are so well established or where punishment so quickly 
follows crime. 

If the Senator will allow me, I should be very glad if out of his 
experience and with his skill he would draft an amendment to 
this bill—I should like to vote for it—still further enforcing the 
suppression of American saloons and the sale of poisonous native 
distillations, 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I think there is no doubt that the Taft Commis- 
sion has improved the situation in Manila, but I do believe that 
something could be done by legislation to improve it still further; 
and I think there is nothing we could do that would be more 
beneficial than to prevent the possibility of the recurrence of the 
evils about which the Senator has been reading and of which I 
read with a great deal of pain. 

Mr. TELLER. The other day in executive session the Senator, 
I believe, procured the passage of a treaty intended to secure the 
protection of the dark races in Africa and other places from the 
use of intoxicating drinks, and I think there is nobody better 
qualified to prepare such an amendment to this bill than the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, and I wish he would doit. I should be 
delighted to vote for it. 

Mr. LODGE. The treaty the Senator refers to was made pub- 
lic, and it was passed as the Senator states. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. And the Senate also agreed to a resolution ex- 
pressing its opinion that it was desirable to prevent the introduc- 
tion of spirituous liquors into such regions as these for sale to the 
aboriginal inhabitants. With that Iam wholly in sympathy. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Massachusetts introduced it. 

Mr. LODGE. Lintroduced it, and the Senate agreed to it unani- 
mously. 

_Mr. TELLER. I Voted for it, and I should be very much de 
lighted if he would draft an amendment to fit this case. He be- 
longs to the party in power, and I think it would be a little wiser, 
perhaps, for it to come from him than from me. In answer to the 
Senator from Maryland, that I may not appear to be reading ancient 
history, I will call his attention to an article in the London National 
Review for September. This is from the pen of John Foreman. 
He is an English engineer who went to that country and spent 
about eleven years as an engineer and some eight or ten years 
more living in the country attending to business. He was before 
ourcommission. He wrote the most interesting book on theislands 
that has ever been published, in my opinion. He has a full and 
thorough acquaintance with those people. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Maryland that I have not brought this up in a way 
to attack anybody or to gain any political advantage or anything 
else, but in the interest of what I believe to be justice and right. 

The conduct of the boisterous, undisciplined individuals who formed a 
large percentage of the first volunteer contingent sent to Manila has had an 
inetfaceably demoralizing effect on the proletariat and has inspired a feeling 
of horror and loathful contempt in the affluent and educated classes who 
guide Philippine aoe opinion. From the outset it was a mistake to treat 
the Christian Philippine population like savages ignorant of Western civili- 
zation, considering that there are thousands of Filipinos mentally equal to 
the invading forces, and ag in intellectual training, with the aver- 
age middle-class European. I would point out that the Philippine Christian 
population includes not only those of pure Malay descent, but a large admix- 
ture of sagacious Spanish and Chinese half-castes, educated in the university 
and colleges of Manila, in Hongkong, Europe, and other places. 

Within a fortnight after the capitulation of Manila the drinking saloons 
had increased fourfold. According tothe latest advices there are at least 
twenty to one existing in the time of the Spaniards. Druankenness, with its 
consequent evils, is rife a)Jl over the city among the new white population. 
The orgies of the newcomers, the incessant street brawls, the insults offered 
with impunity to natives of both sexes, the entry with violence into private 
houses by the soldiery, who maltreat the inmates and lay hands on what they 
choose, were hardly calculated to arouse in the natives admiration for their 


new masters. Brothels were absolutely prohibited under Spanish rule, but 
since the evacuation there has been a great influx of women of ill fame. 


There is some more than that which might be read, There isa 











1901. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


759 





chapter that might be read of the condition in the Sulu Island, 
which is enough to make any man ashamed who has any idea of 


oe SORAKER. Mr. President-— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatt of Connecticut in the 

chair). Does the Senator from Colorado yield tothe Senator from 
hio? 
, Mr, TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to make astatement. On account of 
another duty I am compelled to be absent from the Chamber dur- 
ing the rest of the day’s session. I am sorry for it, because I 
wanted to be here to vote upon this proposition. Inasmuch as I 
will perhaps not be here when it is voted on, I simply wish to an- 
nounce the reason why I am absent, and that if here [ should vote 
to abolish the canteen. I should vote against the Senate amend- 


ment. 
Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will pair with some one. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am paired. I am much obliged to the 


Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to put into the REcorD a state- 
ment made by the Rey. F. H. Morgan, a missionary of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal board in Singapore. I think I will readit. He is 
vouched for by the Rev. Dr. Leonard, secretary of the Methodist 
Episcopal board, as a worthy and reliable man. Some of the Sen- 
ators know Dr. Leonard. 


The colonial expansion which has taken place in our country has brought 
in its train certain evils which we have never met hitherto. Great Britain 
and the continental powers have set the pace in many things which are not 
altogether acceptable to Christian sentiment at home or abroad, and one of 
the evils which they have fostered, but from which we have hitherto been 
free, is the pandering to the vice of soldiers. It is a fact that is not probably 
known at home that the iniquitous “contagious-diseases acts,” formerly 
openly, and at the present time, it is claimed, secretly, enforced in the can- 
tonments of India, are now in effect in our new possessions. The subject 
was brought to my attention a few weeks ago, but, unwilling to jump at con- 
clusions, I have waited until I could confirm the statements then made that 
in Sulu, and if there, doubtless in other places, there is a quarter set off by 
the commanding officer, General Kobbé, as the recognized resort of prosti- 
tutes— 


That is what I referred to, not intending then to read it— 


that these women, mostly Japanese, are brought there with the knowledge 
and consent, if not the approval, of the authorities; that they are segregated 
and only soldiers allowed to consort with them; that sentries are posted at 
the entrance to keep peace and order and prevent the entrance of natives or 
the escape of the women, and that it is a recognized institution of our mili- 
tary occupation. The officers have full knowledge of it, but have yielded to 
the sophistry so common among military men that you ‘“‘can’t prevent the 
men doing such things, hence it is better to safeguard them as much as pos- 
sib >" 


That is the argument used in reference to the canteen. 


Do our Christian people at home realize what this means—that their sons 
are taken from Christian homes in Christian America and brought to the 
Tropics, with all the seductive influences prevalent there, and under the 
sanction of their officers find everything made as easy as possible for them 
to live lives of impurity and vice; that our Christian Government, through 
its representatives, provides every facility for such sin, and says, by actions, 
if not by words, that it is necessary, and that a young man can not be conti- 
nent and pure away from home and mother? The canteen is evil, but this 
is infinitely worse. Ought not the matter to be investigated and the seal of 
disapproval set upon it by the united Christian sentiment of our land? We 
want pure men to guard these outposts and to set the native races an ex- 
ample. The reports which came to my ears were confirmed by the Sultan of 
Sulu himself in an interview which I recently had with him. 

Mr. President, I will ask permission to put in, without reading, 
a statement by Miss Alice B. Condict, a doctor and missionary of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church in Manila: 

Several missionaries here have recently received letters from the home 
land inquiring as to the truth of accounts published in the United States of 
the licensing of houses of prostitution for the benefit of our United States 
soldiers. I have accordingly been making inquiries and find to my chagrin 
that these shocking reports are only too true facts. Iam forced to write it. 
Our United States Government officers have established here regular houses 
for prostitute women, examining them every week and giving each a certifi- 
cate, with her own photograph on it, to securely identify the girl who holds 
it. The reports are that after election is over in the United States the mili- 
tary authorities think of having this system of prevention of disease more 
systematically carried out here. 

. This, of course, is simply the iniquitous plan of men who regard the Army 
simply as so much fighting material. The idea of right or wrong has not 
been considered at all; therefore the dark deeds have become the military 
law. It therefore behooves Christian America to rise and assert herself. 
Especially is it the province of Christian women to come to the front, and I 
fully expect and believe they will be found fully equal (with God as their 
leader) to rise and put an end to this horrible evil. 

I have gone a little beyond the canteen, because I wanted to at- 
tract the attention of the Senate to the fact that these questions 
are under the control of the Government of the United States 
without any legislation. The President of the United States can 
close every grog shop in Manila in an hour. He is responsible to 
nobody. A power that can sit there and collect taxes and can ap- 
propriate the taxes when collected as it sees fit, can not be re- 
strained from enacting rules to close up these dens of vice, whether 
they be in Manila or whether they bein Sulu. We will not escape 
the responsibility that falls upon us, if the President fails to do 
this, if we do not compel, by words which can not be frittered 
away by an ingenious Attorney-General, to close them up and to 
maintain temperance and decency wherever the American flag 
floats over land where, whatever may be said of our relations to 


those people, we are now the dominant power and are denying 


| pressing measure, and lam not going into that question. 


| tion to the bill. 





every other power on earth the right tobe heard. We have taken 
away from the people of Manilathe right to legislate for themselves, 
and if they desire to close up these shops they are impotent to do 
it. Therefore we ought to do it, and if we donot do it, we ought 
to receive the condign contempt of the American people. 

Mr. President, I do not belong to the party that is in power in 
the Senate, and I know very well, and I have seen it demonstrated 
here again and again, it has been the experience that if you desire 
to seek legislation of this character you must call upon the friends 
who have the majority in the Chamber to initiateit and support it. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. Iam 
perfectly willing to wait. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill be through in a moment. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would offer it. 
to hear it. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not believe the canteen has done any great 
amount of harm in Manila. I think that the evil that we get rid 
of there is comparatively trifling. But Ido believe, and 1 have 
believed for a long time, that the people who followed the Army and 
opened saloons in Manila have done immense harm, and there is 
nothing that this commission has done better, in my judgment, 
than the restrictions which they have placed upon the liquor traf- 
fic, in a way in which I believe they are gradually limiting it. 


Ishould like 


But I think it is a thing important enough toregulate bylaw. No 
man is better in the Tropics for drinking distilled spirits. I sug- 


gest this amendment: On page 43, line7, after the words ‘* United 
States,” strike out the word ‘‘is” and insert— 
And the importaiion of distilled spirits into the Philippine Islands or their 


dependencies, except for medicinal purposes, under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the commissioners of the United States, are. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Ido not care to continue this 
discussion. I wish to say, however, one word about the use of 
intoxicating drinks in the Tropics. It is well known to everyone 
who has ever given any attention to it that in the Tropics it is 
quite impossible for men to indulge in the use of intoxicating 
drinks as they do in the Temperate Zone. It is equally true that 
in the higher altitudes of this country men can not do that. On 
high mountains the excessive use of liquors is exceedingly danger- 
ous to life. It is equally dangerous to lifein the Tropics. That 
has been the history of the English occupation of India and of 
every other tropical country. People do not take to it as we do in 
the North, and they never havedoneso. The vice of intemperance 
is not a vice which is usual in tropical countries, partly, perhaps, 
because of the domination of one great religious organization—the 
Mohammedans—who do not use liquor, who, according to their 
faith, must not use either wine, beer, or strong drink, and because 
of the fact that everywhere they recognize the danger of its use. 
So we shall do no harm to our soldiers there, we shall not invade 
any of their privileges that will be dear to them, if we cut off the 
use of intoxicating liquors of all kinds in the Philippines, and on 
every foot of it. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I did not clearly understand the Senator from 
Colorado. Did I understand him to say that he would favor the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, or an 
amendment of like import? 

Mr. TELLER. I have not had an opportunity to see whether 
that amendment goes as far as it ought, but as far as it goes Iam 
certainly in favor ofit. If it does not go far enough, I shall try to 
amend it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If I understand the Senator's position, he 
does not have any serious scruples about the prohibition as to 
taxes, duties, and imposts being uniform throughout the United 


States. He is not troubled by the Constitution being a camp 
follower. 

Mr. TELLER, I do not understand the point the Senator is 
making. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I mean to say you are not troubled by the 
question which is now being discussed in the Porto Rican case, 
by a want of uniformity in duties upon distilled spirits in the ports 
of the United States and in the ports of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this seems to me to be a very 
I am 
waiting to hear what the Supreme Court says on that subject. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I wish to say that I shall favor and that I 
will have no trouble about voting for the amendment proposed. 
I heartily favor the restriction on the traffic by that drastic means, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rose to appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to offer hisamendment as a separate sec- 
There is now a contest between the friends of the 
present canteen and those who are opposed to it, and it is very de- 
sirable that the issue should be squarely decided. 

The Senator from Massachusetts will recognize the fact that if 
his amendment to the provision prevails, it will put the question 
into conference and that the Senate will be, as it frequently finds 
itself, not in the hands of a majority of this body, but in the hands 
of three men who are the conferees, For that reason | trust the 
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Senator will withdraw his proposed amendment and submit it as 
a separate section. 

Mr. LODGE. 
section. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
time being. 

Mr. LODGE, I will withdraw it for the time b 
mit it as a separate section. 


ng and sub- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by | 


the Senator from Massachusetts will be withdrawn, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While i am on my feet—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
call for a reading of the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Massachusetts will be read and offered now, so that we will know 
it is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
by that Senator for correction. 

Mr. LODGE. 
will put it in the shape of a new section as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
shire will pre ceed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


I have drawn it very hurriedly and it is doubtless very imperfect. 
I offer the amendment to lie on the table. It need not be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section: 


That all licenses heretofore granted or that may be granted prior to the 
approval of this act for the establishment of American saloons in the Phili; 
une Archipelago are hereby revoked and annulled, and hereafter no such 
icenses shall be issued. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire, Mr. President, simply to have in- 
serted in the REcoRD by consent, if I can obtain it, the testimony 
of General Miles, which is found on pages 44 and 45 of the hearings 
before the Committee on Military Affairs, and also 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let it be read. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from South Dakota asks that 
it be read. I shail be pleased to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will read as re- 
cuested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TUESDAY, December 11, 1900. 

Lieut. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, U.S. A., commanding the Army, appeared be- 
fore the committee. 

Senator SEwevu. I want to ask you if you approve of the canteen as it is, 
and whether it has been a good thing in the Army? 

General Mies. I think it was on my recommendation that the sale of al- 
coholic liquors was prohibited in the Army. 
ago. 


whisky. It did not prohibit the sale of light wines and beers. 
step I thought at that time desirable: that was as far as I was ready to go in 
that direction, and that order, I think, has been of benefit to the service. 

Senator SEWELL. You think that has proved to be a good thing for disci- 
pline and satisfies the men, and as a result there is less intemperance than 
under the old system? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fewer offenses and more money saved? 

General MrLes. The old way was very bad, because the sutler’s store was 
demoralizing, and I asked President Hayes to make that order and he did it, 
and I have the pen now with which he wrote it. 
of the Spanish war I called attentioneven to the sale of beer and wine, urging 
that the department commanders would reduce the use of it as much as pos- 
sible, particularly in the Tropics, in a general order issued, and that was done. 
Having it under their absolute control now, they can stop the sale of beer and 
wine or restrict it. 

Senator Burrows. Whocan, General? 

General MILEs. The department commanders and the Army commanders. 

Senator BurRRows. They can abolish the canteen if they see fit? , 

General Mies. Yes; or they can prohibit the sale of more than one drink 
in a dayif they wantto. In fact, I called attention to that in an order Lissued 
at the commencement of the Spanish war. As to whether it would now be 
ad a to prohibit everything of that kind is a matter you can judge as 
well as I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would you say that the establishment of the post ex- 
change as it is now has had a good effect on the Army? 

General Mruxs. I think it is far better than it was before. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I now desire to have read General Orders, 
No. 87, Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant-General’s Office, 
Washington, July 2, 1898, which was issued by command of Major- 
General Miles at that date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator asks to haveit read? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GENERAL ORDERS, } HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
No. 87. ) Washington, July 2, 1898. 
The Army is engaged in active service under climatic conditions which it 
has not before experienced. 7 ; 
In order that it may perform its most difficult and laborious duties with 
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i uggest to the Senator to withdraw it for the | carefully note tle effect of the use of such light beverages—wines and beer— 


I hope the amendment of the Senator from | 


It was offered and is withdrawn | 


The Senator from New Hamp- | 


° | 
: Mr. President, I offer an amendment on | 
this question, which I may or may not desire to have acted upon. | 


That was done several years | 
I recommended it to President Hayes, and I have the pen now with | 
which he wrote the order prohibiting the sale of rum, gin, brandy, and 
That was a | 


Then, at the commencement | 





JANUARY 9, 


| the least practicable loss from sickness, the utmost care consistent with 


prompt and efficient service must be exercised by all, especially by officers. 
The history of other armies has demonstrated that in a hot climate absti. 
nence from the use of intoxicating drink is essential to continued health and 
Commanding officers of all grades and officers of the medical staff wi! 


as are permitted to be sold at the post and camp exchanges, and the com. 


| manders of all independent commands are enjoined to restrict, or toentirely 


prohibit, the sale of such beverages if the welfare of the troops or the inter- 
ests of the service require such action. 

In this most important hour of the nation's history it is due the Govern. 
ment from all those in its service that they should not only render the most 


| earnest efforts for its honor and welfare, but that their full physical and in- 


tellectual force should be given to their public duties, uncontaminated by 
any indulgences that shall dim, stultify, weaken, or impair their faculties and 
strength in any particular. 
Officers of every grade, by example as well as by authority, will contribute 
to the enforcement of the order. 
By command of Major-General Miles: ; 
H. C. CORBIN, Adjutant-General. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator permit me to put the amend- 


- . E a | > i a: =] ° 
I will say to the Senator from Missouri that I | ™@2* 12 before he goes on? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I now offer the amendment as a new section, 
section 41, to follow after the canteen section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Add a new section, to stand as section 37, and to read as follows: 

“Suc. 37. The importation or sale of distilled spirits into the Philippine 
Islands or their dependencies, except for medicinal purposes or for use in 
the arts under regulations to be prescribed by the commissioners of the 
United States, is hereby prohibited.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I also desire to offer an amendment. 
that it may be read and take the same course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by adding as 
a new section, to stand as section 38, the following: 


Sec. 38. That when any enlisted man of the Army (regular or volunteer), 


I ask 


| serving in the Philippine Islands, who may, on or before July 1, 1901, be enti- 


tled to his discharge and transportation home, reenlists for three years, he 
shall be paid $300 in lieu of the cost of his transportation to the United States 
and return of a soldier and the amount of pay and allowances during that 
period. On the expiration of his second enlistment he shall be entitled to 
the transportation and allowances to the place of his present enlistment as 
now provided for by law. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 


_ and lie on the table. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am aware of the fact 
that General Miles, in common with all the other high officers of 
our Army, whether they approve or disapprove of this canteen 
question, are averse especially to having their names made prom- 
inent in this debate. At least I assume that to be the fact; and 
yet, as attention has been called to the attitude of some of 
these great generals, I felt it incumbent upon me to put in the 
RecorpD the testimony that General Miles gave before the commit- 
tee. It has been said that he is in favor of the so-called post 
exchange as it is now conducted. General Miles said nothing 
of the kind in his testimony. He called attention toa reform that 
had been wrought at his suggestion—a very important reform— 


| and then he said to the committee, practically, *‘Gentlemen, the 


question is up to you; ‘let Congress dispose of it as Congress 
thinks best.” 

General Miles, for the most admirable order that he issued at 
the beginning of the Spanish-American war, is entitled to the 


| thanks of every temperance man and woman in thiscountry. In 
| it he called attention to a fact that is well known to the medical 
| profession, that the use of intoxicating drinks in tropical climates 
| is especially injurious to health, and he very pointedly suggeste1 
| to his officers that they should exercise great discretion in per- 


mitting the use even of light wines and beers, and that if they 
observed that any harm came from them to prohibit the use 


| entirely. 


General Miles is known to some of us as a man who believes in 
temperance in all things. More than twenty years ago General 
Miles called attention to the fact that there was not a great manu- 
facturing or railroad corporation or any other corporation in this 


| country that permitted the sale of beer or intoxicants of any kind 
| to its employees on its premises, and for that reason at that time 
| he did not see the necessity of it being sold to a regiment of sol- 
| diers. 


I quite sympathize with that feeling. The Amoskeag cor- 
poration in my State employs about 9,000 inen in the city of 
Manchester, and if anybody who is connected with that great vor- 
poration should suggest that they could not get men to work for 
them or that it would be for the benefit of the health of those 
men to have a beer saloon in that great establishment he would 
be hooted at. : ; 
The great Pennsylvania Railroad, the Boston and Maine Rail- 
road, and all the pr great railroads of this country, employing 
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tens of thousands of men, have never thought it necessary to 


tee are willing to come before the Senate and the country with 


establish saloons in connection with their corporation. And I, | this sort of a document to justify increasing the Army to a hun- 
for the life of me, can not understand why the boys we send out | dred thousand men, to justify having more men to place under 
from New England and other parts of the country to fight our | the influences of the Army canteen and there sell liquor to them, 


battles should be tempted in this way, and that it should be ar- 
gued that it is necessary to their comfort and to prevent them 
from deserting and to encourage their enlistment that we should 
establish these places where they can procure intoxicating drinks, 
even of the mildest kind. 
Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate a moment 
nger. 
lone. BUTLER... I call the Senator’s attention to section 17 of 
the Army reorganization act passed in 1899, which reads as follows: 


Sec. 17. That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxi- 
drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen» 


cating L : I 
nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any | 


encampment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such 
general order as may #e necessary to carry the provisions of this section into 
tull force and effect. 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


j 


| enforce the law. 


I should like to ask the Senator if he knows what construction | 


has been put by the Department upon that section? 
Mr. GALLINGER. In the observations I made yesterday on 


this bill, while I did not discuss that matter at length, not caring | 


to do so, I said that the Attorney-General had made a remarkable 
discovery, and that discovery was that that section did not mean 
what it said it means. 

Mr. President, that amendment was submitted to me before it 
was offered. I read it carefully, desiring to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in ourArmy. lLlapprovedof the amendment, 
believing it would accomplish that result if it was passed. It was 


passed and became a law, and the Attorney-General, the Senator | 


from Colorado this morning said, by putting a semicolon ina place 
where Congress put a comma, and dividing the section into two 
parts, proceeded to render an opinion that it did not mean what 
we intended it should mean, and so the post exchange has con- 
tinued without regard to that statute. 

I will say to the Senator that [have no sympathy whatever with 
the construction which was put upon that section by the Depart- 
ment of Justice. It certainly was not what the friends of the sec- 
tion intended. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
think very unjustly. 

Mr. BUTLER, I should like to ask the Senator if he can con- 
ceive of any language that we could use which would be plainer 
than this? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I have said in print, and I have said in cer- 
tainly one public address, that I donot believe that there is an 
American citizen capable of writing any plainer language or lan- 
guage more easily understood than that section, and I was as- 
tounded at the time and I am equally so now, that any different 
construction could have been put upon it than that 1 put upon it 
at the time I read it. 

Mr. BUTLER. What hope does the Senator then see in any 
legislation which we may enact? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Perhaps the commas will be all right this 


It nullified the law. 


time and the sentence may not be susceptible of a different punc- | 


tuation. 

Mr. BUTLER. We had better punctuate this seventeenth sec- 
tion of the law and reenact it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I simply desire to say 


section now known as the anti-canteen section has been drawn 
with an idea to overcome the objections that were contained in 


the decision or the judgment that was passed upon the former | 


section by the Attorney-General, and competent lawyers have 
agreed, at least those to whom I have talked, that it will pass 
muster. 


It nullified the law absolutely and as I | 





| 
| 


Mr. BUTLER. That it will be impossible to construe it away? | 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, Thatit will be impossible to construe it 
so as to nullify it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tuaurston in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I have been somewhat sur- 
prised at the debate which has occurred upon this bill. 
mittee have reported a bill to increase the Army of the United 
States to 100,000 men, undertaking to disguise their purpose by a 
provision by which the President can reduce the number of pri- 
vates and corporals to a less number, but the bill provides the 
officers for 100,000 men. No necessity has been stated by the com- 
mittee for this increase in the Army. 
and the committee make a report which contains nothing of value, 
except it be a justification for the sale of intoxicating liquors to 
the Army of the United States. 
port. Page after page is devoted to showing that the sale of liq- 
uors toour soldiers is a good thing, and a majority of the commit- 





The com- | 


| teen. 
for the information of the Senator from North Carolina that the | 


I supposed there wasa minority of thiscommittee. Their voices 
are silenced; we hear nothing from them. How the minority 
should have been silenced I know not. Commissions have been 
abundant in the Army, and the volunteer service finds many rela- 
tives of prominent menamongtheirnumber. The majority of the 
committee seems to have been engaged principally in trying to 
defend the President of the United States for violating an act of 
Congress. 

There is no necessity for this legislation prohibiting the Army 
canteen. We have passed alaw upon that subject. It is clear 
and distinct. There is no possible chance to misunderstand its 
language. And yet the President of the United States refuses to 
Pursuing that course, with the same disregard 
for the law and a disregard for the Constitution, he sets up his 
authority as superior to everybody's, and withholds from this body 
the information in his possession necessary to an intelligent dis- 
charge of our duties as legislators. 

The act of Congress which we passed before, prohibiting the 
sale of liquor in Army canteens, was not necessary. The power 
of the President was abundant. An order from him as the Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army could have prevented the sale of 
intoxicating liquors upon the ground occupied by the Army and 
in every Army canteen throughout the United States. And yet 
he refused to issue the order, and not only refused, but has since 
refused to execute the law we passed. To justify this act on his 
part, the majority of the committee devoted their entire attention 
to a defense of his action. 

What is more, Mr. President, in the hearings before the com- 
mittee not an Army officer has been subpcenaed to testify to the 
injurious effects of thesale of liquor to soldiers. Only those were 
selected who would justify the course of the President, and yet 
many Army officers have stated to the contrary, as was shown by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBRoUGH] yesterday. 
But in this document there is not a line from any officer of the 
Government except those in favor of selling liquor to our soldiers. 
Why this special plea? What peculiar purpose influenced the 
majority of the committee tomake this special plea to defend and 
shelter their President, who has violated his duty? 

Mr. President, the report of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which embraces 10 printed pages, contains the following as area- 
son why the Army should be increased: 

It is impossible to suppose that any intelligent citizens would pretend that 
anarmy of 29,000 is sufficient to meet existing requirements. Sixty-nine thou- 
sand soldiers must be discharged before July 1, 1901. The work has necessa- 
rily commenced already. Invalid soldiers are brought home first. <A shipis 
now on the way with its complement, and ships are to leave twice a month 
untilallare brought home except those who desire to remain in our island 
possessions as citizens. 

If no legislation shall interfere, on the 30th of June the men who enlisted 
in the Regular Army for three years will have to be mustered out before 
ON, eal now to preserve the Army substantially at its present strength 
would be to plunge our present position into chaos and to let loose all shames 
and crimes. 

That is all there is on the subject. The remainder of this re- 
port, except some tables covering less than a page in relation to 
the number of men provided by the bill and the number of the 
Regular Army under existing law, is devoted to the Army can- 
Here is page after page to show why liquor should be con- 
tinued to be sold in Army posts. 

Now, I am not opposed to the canteen; Iam simply opposed to 
the sale of liquor in the Army canteen. Beer is an intoxicant, as 
any other liquor,if men drink enough of it, and, generally, when 
men commence and learn to drink the milder intoxicants they fol- 
low it up ultimately with the stronger intoxicants. If beer is sold 
to the boys who enlist, if it is authorized by the Government, if 
it is declared by Congress to be wholesome and proper, if it is kept 
where the men ali must assemble to have any amusement, the 
boy who has been taught by his mother that temperance is better 
for him, and that the use of intoxicants will undermine his health, 
will conclude that he will do as others do, and thus the canteen 
becomes a nursery for drunkards and a kindergarten for the 
crimes that follow the use of more strong intoxicants. 

it is said that the canteen keeps the men from the grogshops. 
Why, Mr. President, the grogshops exist on the borders of tho 


| reservation, and the numbers who patronize them will be re- 


Information is withheld, | 


There is nothing else in their re- | 


cruited and increased if you provide that they shall be schooled 
in intemperance upon the reservation and within the military post 
itself. 

I have heard of no argument, I have seen no evidence, which 
shows that the use of intoxicating liquors is of advantage to the 
men. When lasked the chairman of the committee {Mr. HawLey] 
yesterday if there was any testimony that the use of beér wasa 


| good thing for the men and conducive to their health, he declined 


| to answer my question, 


I have looked through the testimony, and 
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there is not a line anywhere which indicates that it would be of 
advantage to the health of the men. The only argument pre- 
sented is that intemperance was reduced in the Soldiers’ Homes 
by having beer sold within their walls or upon the premises; but 
a rule which would apply to the Soldiers’ Homes would not ap- 
ply to the Army. 

The men in the Soldiers’ Homes are, as a rule, men on an average 
of over 55 years of age, and their habits are fixed. They are either 
intemperate or they are not. The influence of the presence of 
liquor would not induce a man to drink who had been temperate 
until he had reached such an age, but it is different with the 
Army. The Army is composed of boys, boys from 17 to 25 years 
of age; boys who have largely not yet come in contact with the 
world; boys fresh from their homes, many of them trained and 
brought up in temperance, taught that it is an evil and an injury to 
them to indulge in intemperance; and yet this class are tobe taught 
that, with the approval of the President and the approval of Con- 
gress, it is their license to commence a course of intemperance by 
the use of beer in the Army canteen. 

As | understand it, the Army canteen is a place where the boys 
may go and amuse themselves, where they may go to buy extra 
articles of food. The Senator from North Dakota says that is the 
post exchange. The Army canteen and the post exchange, as I 
understand, are synonymous terms,and the same person conducts 
both; they are together. In the rooms adjoining the post ex- 
change there are tables where the boys may play games and 
engage in amusements which are entirely harmless. Now. it is 
proposed by act of Congress to add to that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors; and a great committee of this body devote their entire 
time to a justification of this course. They have devoted nearly 
two days—all of yesterday at least—to a debate to show why this 
policy of the President should be continued inthe future. I have 
here the law which was passed upon this subject March 2, 1899, 
a law which remains unenforced, and a law which the Presi- 
dent refuses to execute. 

Sec. 17. That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxi- 
cating drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, 
nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any 
encampment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such 
reneral order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into 

ull force and effect. 

I have also the opinion of the Attorney-General upon this sub- 
ject, which furnished the excuse that the President found for 
refusing to enforce this law. As I said before, the law was un- 
necessary. An Executive order could have been issued without 
the law. Refusing to issue the Executive order, the President 
had his Attorney-General write an opinion, upon which he based 
his evasion of the Jaw and refused to execute it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why does the Senator say that the President 
had his Attorney-General write an opinion against the law? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think he would have gone on and en- 
forced the law according to its clear and specific terms if he had 
not an Attorney-General to write an excuse. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator should quarrel with thecon- 
struction placed by the Attorney-General upon the law. Does he 
suppose that the President directs the Attorney-General to render 
an opinion construing the law in a certain way? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know whether he does or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I would not say so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Attorney-General, addressing the 
Secretary of War, says: 

You request my opinion as to whether the statute above quoted prohibits 
the continuance of the sale of beer by the Government in the canteen sec- 
tions of the post exchanges, which are organized and maintained at the va- 
rious Army postsand encampments throughout the United States. Ipresume 
that by ‘** beer’ you mean a particular kind of intoxicating drink, and what 
I shall have to say will refer to that as well as to other “intoxicating drinks,” 
that being the phrase used by the act in question. 

In practice the Government commissary stores constituting the regulation 
ration allowed for the soldiers in each company are required by the War De- 
partment to be issued by the commissary officer to the commander of the 
company, and the commander of the company is (by the same authority) re- 
quired to have prepared for the mess table of the soldiers only such portion 
of the same as is found to be necessary at the time, and to sell the remainder 
and thereby constitute a ‘“*company fund” from which tosupply the soldiers’ 
mess table with desirable food not contained in the commissary stores drawn 
by him as regulation rations from the commissary officer, as above stated. 

At every post where it is practicable the War Department requires the 
--— commander to institute a post exchange, the capital stock of which is to 

© made up of contributions from the said funds arising out of the said sales 
of commissary stores and held by the company commanders, as above stated, 
and known as company funds. The post exchange is an establishment in 
which all articles are sold such as soldiers usually buy with the money they 
spend from thelr pay, and the establishment is divided up into the following 
sections: 

““(a) A well-stocked general store in which such goods are kept as are 
usually required at military posts, and as extensive in number and variety 
as conditions will justify; (>) a well-kept lunch counter supplied with as 
great a variety of viands as circumstances permit, such as tea, coffee, cocoa, 
nonalcoholic drinks, soup, fish, cooked and canned meats, sandwiches, pas- 
tries, etc : (c) a canteen at which, under the conditions hereinafter set forth, 
beer and light wines by the drink, and tobacco, may be sold; (d) reading and 
recreation rooms, supplied with books, periodicals, and other reading mat- 
ter; billiard and pool tables, bowling alley, and facilities for other proper in- 
door games, as well as apparatus for outdoor sports and exercises, such as 
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cricket, football, baseball, tennis, etc.; a well-equipped gymnasium, possess- 
ing also the requisite paraphernalia for outdoor athletics. At small posts it 
may be im pactiealihe te maintain all of these sections, but at every exchange 
there should be no less than two departments—the refreshment, embracing 
store, lunch counter, and canteen; and the recreation, which includes all the 
other branches.”’ 

The net profits arising from the whole business go to the company funds 
from which the capital stock was contributed, as above stated, and then are 
used with the rest of the funds, of course, to improve the soldiers’ mess table. 
All of these transactions are carried on by the Government through the War 
Department under a branch of the Army Regulations promulgated as Post 
Exchange Regulations. Under these regulations it becomes the official duty 
of certain officers at the post to attend to the general direction of the business 
affairs of the post exchange, including all its sections, and the post com 
mander and other officers are, of course, officially responsible to the Govern- 
ment for the management, discipline, and order of the whole matter. Also 
the Post Exchange Regulations provided for enlisted men to be detailed, 
under certain circumstances, as salesmen, etc., in all sections of the post ex- 
change, including the canteen section. 

Officers in command of camps, forts, reservations, or other premises used 
for military purposes have usually exercised the authority (when people de- 
sired to sell to soldiers) to allow them to come on the premises to do so, or to 
refuse to allow them such privileges, in their discretjon, and also to dictate 
or determine what those should or should not sell #ho were permitted to 
come on the premises. 

The post exchange thus organized and conducted is, in effect, a voluntary 
association, similar to an unincorporated club, the officers and men compos 
ing the garrison constituting the members thereof, and the rules and con- 
duct of the exchange being under the regulation and supervision of the War 
Department. 

=ae section of the statute referred to consists of three parts or clauses, 
namely: 

1. That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxicating 
drinks, as a bartender or otherwise,in any post exchange or canteen; 

2. Nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in 
any encampmentor fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States: 

3. And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such general order 
as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into full force and 
effect. 

The question to be decided is whether this enactment absolutely prohib- 
its the sale of intoxicating drinks in any manner or by any person in any post 
exchange or canteen, or whether its effect is merely to modify and regulate 
sales of intoxicating drinks in those places by discontinuance of the custom 
heretofore followed of detailing enlisted men as salesmen in the canteens. 


Then the Attorney-General quotes from many authorities and 
gives his own opinion as to the construction of the statute. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator if he is reading from the 
opinion of the Attorney-General? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am reading from the opinion of the 
Attorney-General, 

Mr. BUTLER. 


2, 1899? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; construing away section 17 of that 
act. Then he continues: 


But the sale of intoxicating drinks in post exchanges and canteens is not 
the only method in which those commodities are supplied upon premises used 
for military purposes. As is stated above, officers in command of encamp 
ments, forts, reservations, and other premises have usually exercised the 
authority to allow persons to come upon the premises and sell intoxicating 
drinks to soldiers, or have exercised the discretion of refusing such privilege. 
The second clause would seem to relate particularly to this class of persons 
and to this custom. Given its full effect, it forbids any such license or per 
mission to be granted hereafter by any military officer. I do not think that 
the second clause of the section is intended to modify or affect in any way 
the sale of intoxicating drinks in the post exchanges or canteens. 


Now let us see what the second clause is: 


Nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in 
any encampment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by 
the United States. 


The Attorney-General says that language is not ‘‘intended to 
modify or affect in any way the sale of intoxicating drinks in the 
post exchanges or canteens.” 

It seems to me that a President would hardly need the advice 
of anybody who could put such a construction upon language 
used on this or any other subject, unless he was desirous of secur- 
ing an opinion as an excuse for violating an act of Congress. 

Then the Attorney-General says: 

Strength is given to this proposition by the third clause, which directs 
the Secretary of War to issue such general order as may be necessary to 
carry the proveens of this section into full force and effect. If the section 
was intended to be an absolute prohibitory act, preventing the sale of intox 
cating drinks on all Government premises occupied for military purposes, 
then it would execute itself and would require no general order from the 
Secretary of War or from anyone else. In the face of a general prohibitory 
section of that kind such sales would be unlawful and the order of the Sec- 
retary would not in any way enhance their illegality. If, however, that in- 
terpretation be adopted which separates the first and second clauses and 
makes the second refer only to sales by persons not connected with post ex- 
changes or canteens, then the third clause of the section becomes intelligible 
and appropriate and apes to the future sales in post exchanges or can- 
teens. Theact having forbidden the employment of soldiers as bartenders 
or salesmen of intoxicating drinks, it would be lawful and appropriate for 
the managers of the post exchanges to employ civilians for that purpose. 


Of course, employment is a matter of contract and not of requirement or 
permission. 


That is the language he uses to evade these words: 


Nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in 
any encampment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by 
the United States. 

The Attorney-General says: 


Of course, employment is a matter of contract and not of requirement cr 
permission. The regulation of the post exchanges and canteens being within 
the power of the Secretary of War, the act means that he shall by order 
modify the regulations upon that subject so as to make them consistent with 


Construing away section 17 of the act of March 
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the provisions of this act. To that end it will be requisite that he shall deter- 
mine the question of the persons who may be employed in the post exchanges, 
and such other conditions and requirements in connection therewith as his 
good judgment may dictate. ; 

The result of these reflections is, then— 


He calls these ‘‘ reflections "— 


that this section does not prohibit the continuance of the sale of intoxicating 
drinks through the canteen sections of the post exchanges as heretofore 
organized anc carried on, except that, of course, no officer or soldier can be 
put on duty in the canteen section to do the selling, either directly or indi- 
rectly. This latter the law clearly prohibits. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I understand from that decision that the 
ground on which the Attorney-General held that the law did not 
prohibit the sale of liquor was because the money which was ex- 
pended in the purchase of the liquor went back to the soldiers and 
was reinvested; that it was like a club unincorporated. I should 
like to know if I am correct in my understanding of that point of 
the decision, because, if lam correct, I should like to know what is 
the difference in that situation and that which is presented by the 
amendment which is now before the Senate? In other words, it 
is the same condition exactly. I do not see any distinction be- 
tween them; and I do not see how the Attorney-General, if the 
matter were submitted to him again, could avoid rendering the 
same decision regarding this proposed legislation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, Ido not understand from 
the opinion that the Attorney-General puts it on the ground that 
the post exchange isa club. He puts it on the ground of the con- 
struction of the language of the second section of the law—he 
having divided it into sections. However,I do think that the At- 
torney-General can, with equal a: override the law which 
we are now about to enact, after having overruled the previous 
one, and that he can find, ‘‘after due reflection,” not reason, but 
words, to express his opinion that the law should not be obeyed. 

Mr. MALLORY. The present proposed legislation contains the 
third paragraph, which was in the other law which the Attorney- 
General construed, namely, that— 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such general order as 
may we necessary to carry the provisions of this section into full force and 
effect. 

It is almost identical with his issuing a general order to carry 
it into full force and effect. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No; as I understand it, the Attorney- 
General first declares that no officer or private soldier shall be de- 
tailed to sell intoxicating drinks. He says the law is clear on that 
subject. Then he says these words: ‘‘ Norshall any other person,” 
etc., do not mean what they say; and he divides the law into three 
paragraphs. Under the head of ‘‘ second,” he says the language 
‘Nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such 
liquors” applies to soldiers, civilians, and everybody else ‘‘in any 
encampment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes 
by the United States.” 

It covers everything, and yet the Attorney-General says, ‘‘Of 
course employment is a matter of contract and not of requirement 
or permission”—not required or allowed, but a contract to sell, 
and therefore they may sell. Under that construction of the law 
the President of the United States refused to enforce the act of 
Congress, and now we are called upon to pass another act. The 
same Attorney-General may be called upon to render another de- 
cision to nullify that, and there will be just as much reason for it, 
just as much sense for it, and just as much justification for it. If 
the committee had said, ‘‘ We already have a law upon this sub- 
ject and therefore another is not necessary,” the report could have 
been shorter, this debate shorter, and we could have come down 
to a discussion squarely of the question. 

I have examined these hearings, Mr. President. There are two 
books or pamphlets containing them, I think. The one I hold in 
my hand relates to the ‘‘ sale of intoxicating liquors at the Army 
canteens.” It is entirely devoted tothat subject. It contains the 
testimony of many philanthropic people, people who have studied 
this question, and who came before the committee voluntarily to 
express their sentiments upon it. It contains the statement of 
Rev. E. C. Dinwiddie, legislative superintendent of the American 
Anti-Saloon League; the statement of Mrs. Cornelia B. Forbes, 
of Connecticut; the statement of Mrs. Ella A. Boole, representing 
a constituency in the State of New York, having a membership 
of 22,149 women, opposing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Army canteen; the statement of Mary H. Hunt, representing the 
mothers of the United States; the statement of Mrs. Margaret 
Dye Ellis, of the Northwestern Christian Temperance Union, 
superintendent of legislation in favor of abolishing the sale of 
liquor in the Army canteens; the statement of Miss Leitch; the 
statement of Rev. W. F. Crafts; the statement of Mrs. Ella M. 
Thatcher, of Florence, N. J.; the statement of Mrs. Katherine 
Lente Stevenson; the statement of Mrs. M. Kells, president of the 
Mississippi Woman’s Christian Temperance Union; the statement 


of Mrs. Ingalls, of Missouri, and the statement of Miss Belle 
Kearney, of Mississippi. 

I shall not read the testimony of these people, because I think it 
is unnecessary, although the committee did not furnish this testi- 
mony until after the debate upon this bill had commenced and 
there has been little opportunity to examine it. These statements 
are all in favor of abolishing the sale of liquor in the canteen. 

Then follow the statements of Rev. Oliver C, Miller, chaplain, 
voluntarily attached to the Fourth United States Cavalry, and of 
Army officers, all in favor of continuing the present practice ex- 
cept the statement of General Miles, which, while he does not 
express an opinion, clearly indicates that he believes, having 
abolished the use of alcoholic liquors in the canteens, the time 
has now come to abolish the sale of wine and beer. Although 
many Army officers have made statements showing the injurious 
effect of the sale of beer and wine, the Committee on Military 
Affairs did not choose to subpcena any of these officers or take 
their statements or their testimony. They seem to have been 
especially desirous of making a case to justify the course of their 
President. 

I do not know that I care to discuss this question further, ex- 
cept to say that this legislation is unnecessary. The power is 
ample to deal with this question, both by act of Congress and by 
the power lodgedin the President as commander ofthe Army. I 
do not think it is necessary to adopt the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, as I do not believe we should 
legislate with regard to the people in the Philippines, and as we 
have no authority there; but in consequence of the war power 
and as martial law has been declared in Manila, the President can 
abolish every saloon in that city. Hecan prevent the importa- 
tion of alcoholic liquors and their sale, and, although I shall vote 
for the House provision in the bill prohibiting the sale of beer in 
Army canteens, I shall feel that I am voting for unnecessary legis- 
lation, if the officers of the Government would enforce existing 
laws and exercise the power which they now possess. 

As long as they refuse to do that they advertise to the Ameri- 
can people and to the world that if the boys enlist they are to besub- 
jected tothe almost forced habit of using intoxicating liquors, for 
no boy who visits the Army canteen and enjoys its amusements 
can avoid, without great mental discomfort to himself, the follow- 
ing of that practice set by older members of the Army. So long 
as this practice continues, the President of the United States says 
to the mothers of the United States, ‘‘ We will subject your boys 
to the pressure, not alone the temptation, of becoming drunkards, 
and we will furnish the school and the opportunity.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as [ recall the matter the 
Senator from Florida interrogated the Senator from South Dakota 
as to whether or not if we passed this bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives the Attorney-General would not nullify 
the law on the same ground that he did the provision that was in 
the last military appropriation bill. Iwill sayin reference to that 
point that I have been informed that the present provision in the 
bill is drawn in the precise language used by the Attorney-General 
in his decision when he suggested the form in which the amend- 
ment should have been drawn to have madeit operative. So there 
is no danger on that score. 

Mr. President, as this matter of the opinion of the Attorney- 
General has been discussed, and I have received a good many 
letters first and last concerning it, I simply desire to have incor- 
porated in the REcoRD without reading first a promulgation by 
the Adjutant-General, under date of March 2, calling attention to 
the provision in the last Army appropriation act; then a letter to 
the Attorney-General by George D. Meiklejohn, the Assistant 
Secretary of War, asking for his interpretation of the law; next 
the opinion of the Attorney-General, and next the General Order, 
No. 69, of the Adjutant-General, conveying to the Army the opin- 
ion of the Attorney-General or its substance. The papers will be 
found on pages 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, and 92 of the Annual Report 
of the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
and I ask that they may be put in the Recorp. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have them read if they are 
not long. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are very long, occupying 5 pages. 
The Senator read a part of the papers. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the RECORD. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

On the 2d of March, 1899, the same being section 17 of the act entitled “Aa 
act for increasing the efficiency of the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes,’’ Congress enacted the following provision: 

“Sec. lv. That noofificer or private soldier shall be detailea tosell intoxicat 
ing drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, nor 
shall any other person be required or allowed to se!l such liquors in any en- 
campment or fort or onany premises used for military purposes by the United 
States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such general 
order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into fall 
force and effect.”’ 

In accordance with the concluding sentence of the above-mentioned act, 


The papers will be printed in 
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the following was published to the Army under date of March 10, 1899 (Gen- 
eral Orders, No. 38): 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
No. 38. } Washington, March 10, 1899. 
* » * * co * * 
Il. By direction of the Secretary of War. the following extract from an 
act of Congress is published for the information and government of all con- 
cerned: 


GENERAL ORDERS, } 


“An act for increasing the efficiency of the Army of the United States, and 
for other purposes 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled. 
* * * * * + * 

‘*Spc. 17. That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxi 
eating drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, 
nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any 
encampment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such 
genera: order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into 
full force and effect. 

“Approved, March 2, 1899." 

By command of Major-General Miles: 

H. C. CORBIN, Adjutant-General. 


As a consequence of this publication, a large number of inquiries reached 
this office asking for an interpretation of the act in question; whether or not 
the sale of beer is absolutely prohibited; whether the Department will enter- 
tain exceptions; whether the rule applied to military camps where canteens 
were conducted and where there was no post exchange, and, among others, 
from the Board of Commissioners of the National Homes for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers as to whether the War Department construed the act in ques 
tion as prohibiting the sale of beer at such Homes. 


and 357, Revised Statutes) which authorize the Secretary of War to require 
the opinion of the Attorney-General whenever a question of law arises in the 
administration of the Department of War the cognizance of which is not 
given by statute to some other officer from whom the head of the Depart 
ment may require advice, the following letter was addressed to the Attorney- 
General: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 24, 1899. 
Srr: In practice the Government commissary stores constituting the regu 


War Department to be issued by the commissary officer to the commander 
of the company, and the commander of the company is (by the same author 
ity) required to have prepared for the mess table of the soldiers only such 
portion of the same as is found to be necessary at the time, and to sell the 
remainder and thereby constitute a “‘company fund” from which to supply 
the soldiers’ mess table with desirable food not contained in the commissary 
stores drawn by him as regulation rations from the commissary officer, as 
above stated. 

At every post where it is practicable the War Department required the 
0st commander to institute a post exchange, the capital stock of which to 
be made up of contributions from the said funds arising out of the said sales 
of commissary stores and held by the company commanders, as above stated, 
and known as company funds. The post exchange is an establishment in 
which all articles are sold such as soldiers usually buy with the money they 


spend from their pay, and the establishment is divided up into the following | 


sections: 

(a) A well-stocked general store, in which such goods are kept as are 
usually required at military posts, and as extensive in number and variety 
as conditions will justify; (>) a well-kept lunch counter, supplied with a 
great a variety of viands as circumstances permit, such as tea, coffee, cocoa, 
nonalcoholic drinks, soup, fish, cooked and canned meats, sandwiches, pas 
tries, etc.: (c) a canteen at which, under the conditions hereinafter set forth, 


beer and light wines by the drink, and tobaccos, may be sold; (d) reading | 


and recreation rooms, supplied with books, periodicals, and other reading 
matter, billiard and pool tables, bowling alley, and facilities for other proper 
indoor games, as well as apparatus for outdoor sports and exercises, such as 
cricket, football, baseball, tennis, etc., a well-equipped gymnasium, possess 
ing also the requisite paraphernalia for outdoor athletics. At small! posts it 
may be impracticable to maintain all of these sections, but at every exchange 
there should be no less than two departments—the refreshment, embracing 
store, lunch counter,and canteen; and the recreation, which includes al! the 
other branches.”’ 

The net profits arising from the whole business go to the company funds 
from which the capital stock was contributed as above stated, and then are 
used with the rest of the funds, of course, to improve the soldiers’ mess table 
All of these transactions are carried on by the Government through the War 
Department undera branch of the Army Regulations promulgated as Post 
Exchange Regulations. Under these regulations it becomes the official duty 
of certain officers at the post to attend to the general direction of the busi 
ness affairs of the post exchange, including all its sections, and the post com 
mander and other officers are, of course, officially responsible to the Govern 
ment for the management, discipline, and order of the whole matter. Also, 
the Post Exchange Regulations provided for enlisted men to be detailed, 
under certain circumstances, as salesmen, etc., in all sections of the post ex- 
change, in cluding the canteen section. 

Officers in command ot camps, forts, reservations, or other premises used 


for military purposes have usually exercised the authority (when people | 
desired to sell to soldiers) to allow them to come on the premises to do so, or | 


to refuse to allow them such privileges, in their discretion, and also to dictate 
or determine what those should or should not sell who were permitted to 
come on the premises 

Your attention is invited to section 17 of the act entitled “An act for in 
creasing the efticiency of the Army of the United States, and for other pur 
poses,” approved March 2, 1899. It is a: 

“That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxicating 
drinks, asa bartender or otherwise,in any post exchange or canteen, nor 
shall any other ‘son be requ illowed to sell such liquors in any en 
campment or ‘t or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed toissue such gen- 
era! order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into 
full force and effect 

You are r fully requested 


follows: 


spe to render an opinion as to whether this 
statute prohibits the continuance of the sale of beer by the Government in 
the canteen sect f the post exchanges as described above, except, of 
course, that no officer or soldier can be put on duty in the canteen section to 
do the selling, either directly or indirectly, for it is clear that the law pro- 


hibits this. 
Very respectfully, G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 
Acting Secretary of War. 


ons 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
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; : For the purpose of deter- of commissary storesand held by the company commanders, as above stat 
mining the question, and in accordance with provisions of law (sections 356 | : . ; 


| ation rooms, supplied with books 


Supreme Court of the United States. 


JANUARY 9, 


To which he made the following reply: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 3, 1899, 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Sir: Section 17 of the act entitled “‘An act for increasing the efficiency of 
the Army of the United States, and for other purposes,’ approved March », 
1889, provides as follows: 

“That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxicating 
drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen, nor 
shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors in any en- 
campment or fort or on any premises used for military purposes by the 
United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such 
general order as may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into 
full force and effect.” 

You request my opinion as to whether the statute above quoted prohibit 


| the continuance of the sale of beer by the Government in the canteen secti 
of the post exchanges, which are organized and maintained at the vario 


Army posts and encampments throughout the United States. I presu: 


that by “* beer’’ you mean a particular kind of intoxicating drink, and what 


I shall have to say willrefer to that as well as to other “intoxicating drink; 
that being the phrase used by the act in question 

In practice the Government commissary stores constituting the regula 
tion ration allowed for the soldiers in each company are required by the Wa 
Department to be issued by the commissary officer to the commander of t) 
company, and the commander of the company is (by the same authority) 1 
quired to have prepared for the mess table of the soldiers only such porti 
of the same as is found to be necessary at the time, and to sell the remaind 


| and thereby constitute a ‘‘company fund" from which tosupply the soldie 
mess table with desirable food not contained in the commissary stores draw 


by him as regulation rations from the commissary officer, as above stated 
At every post where it is practicable the War Department requires 


| post commander to institute a post exchange, the capital stock of which ist 


be made up of contributions from the said funds arising out of the said sa 


and known as company funds. The post exchange is an establishment 
which all articles are sold such as soldiers usually buy with the money t 
spend from their pay, and the establishment is divided up into the followi: 
sections: 

*“(a) A well-stocked general store in which such goods are kept as ar 
usually required at military posts, and as extensive in number and variet 


| as conditions will justify; (6) a well-kept lunch counter supplied with a 


great a variety of viands as circumstances permit, such as tea, coffee, « 


| 7 ‘ c : . a 
/ L nonalcoholic drinks, soup, fish, cooxed and canned meats, sandwiches, pastri« 
lation ration allowed for the soldiers in each company are required by the | 


)}a canteen at which, under the conditions hereinafter set forth, bee: 
and light wines by the drink, and tobacco, may besold; (d) reading and recr« 
periodicals, and other reading matte: 
billiard and pool tables, bowling alley, and facilities for other proper indoo 
games, as well as apparatus for outdoor sports and exercises, sttch as cricket, 
football, baseball, tennis, etc.; a well-equipped gymnasium, possessing also 
the requisite paraphernalia for outdoor athletics. At small posts it may |! 
impracticable to maintain all of these sections, but at every exchange ther 
should be no less than two departments—the refreshment, embracing sto: 
lunch counter, and canteen; and the recreation, which includes all the oth: 
branches.”’ 

The net profits arising from the whole business go to the company funds 
from which the capital stock was contributed, as above stated, and then are 
used with the rest of the funds, of course, toimprove the soldiers’ mess tab! 
All of these transactions are carried on by the Government through the Wa 
Department under a branch of the Army Regulations promulgated as post 
exchange regulations. Under these regulations it becomes the official dut 
of certain officers at the post to attend to the general direction of the bus 
ness affairs of the post exchange, including all its sections. and the post com 
mander and other officers are, of course, officially responsible to the Gover: 
ment for the management. discipline, and order of the whole matter. Als: 


ete.; (¢ 


| the post-exchange regulations provided for enlisted men to be detailed 


under certain circumstances, as salesmen, etc., in all sections of the post 
exchange, including the canteen section 

Officers in command of camps, forts, reservations, or eee used 
for military purposes have usually exercised the authority (when people «i 
sired to seli to soldiers) toallow them to come on the premises to do so, or to 
refuse to allow them such privileges in their discretion, and also to dictate or 
determine what those should or should not sell who were permitted to com 
on the premises. 

lhe post exchange thus organized and conducted is, in effect, a voluntar 
association, similar to an unincorporated club, the officersand men composin 
the garrison constituting the members thereof, and the rules and conduct ot 
the exchange being under the regulation and supervision of the War Depart 
ment. 

en section of the statute referred to consists of three parts or clauses 
namely: 

i. That no officer or private soldier shall be detailed to sell intoxicating 
drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange or canteen; 

2. Nor shall any other person be required or allowed to sell such liquors 
in any peers or fort or on any premises used for military purposes 
by the United States. 

3. And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue such general order 


| aS may be necessary to carry the provisions of this section into full force and 
| effect 


The question to be decided is whether this enactment absolutely prohivits 
the sale of intoxicating drinks in any manner or by any person in any post 
exchange or canteen, or whether its effect is merely to modify and regulate 
sales of intoxicating drinks in those places by discontinuance of the custom 
heretofore followed of detailing enlisted men as salesmen in the canteens 

In order to solve this question and determine which is the proper construc- 
tion, it is pot permissible to resort to the debates in Congress, nor to refer to 
any particular remarks made by members of Congress at the time this pri 
vision was before that body foraction. It isa rule of construction that what 
may be called the parliamentary history of an enactment is wisely inadmis- 
sible to explain its meaning. Its language can be regarded only as the lan- 
guage of the three branches of the legislative establishment, namely, the 
House of Representatives, the Senate,and the President. and the meaning 
attached to it by its framers or by the members of either House can not 
control the construction of it. The opinion held or expressed by one or 
more members of Congress may or may not have been those entertained by 
the more than 400 members who gave no such expression. The declaration 
of some and the assumed acquiescence of others therein can not be adopted 
as a true interpretation of the statute. (Endlich on the Interpretation of 
Statutes, p.4l.) 

This doctrine of construction has frequently been stated and applied by the 
See United States vs. Freight Associa- 
tion (166 U. 8., 290, 318), where the earlier cases in that court are cited, and 
the following language is used by Mr. Justice Peckham: 

“Debates in Congress are not appropriate sources of information from 
which to discover the meaning of the language of a statute passed by that 
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body. The reason is that it is impossible to determine with certainty what 
construction was put upon an act by the members of a legislative body that 
passed it by resorting to the speeches of individual members thereof. Those 


who did not speak may not have agreed with those who did, and those who 
spoke might differ from each other, the result being that the only proper 
vay to construe a legislative act is from the language used in the act, and, 
upon occasion, by a resort to the history of the times when it was passed.” 

Another rule of interpretation that must be applied in the construction of 
this statute is that no part of an act shall be regarded as meaningless or 
superfiuous if a construction can be legitimately found which will preserve 
it and make it effectual. A construction of a statute which would leave 
without effect any part of the language should not be made, unless it is 
otherwise impossible to give a reasonable and consistent construction of the 
act. Itis to be presumed that in enacting a law the legislature means pre- 
cisely what it says, and the effort of the interpreter should be to give force 
and effect to every word, paragraph, and section of the act. (Endlich on the 
Interpretation of Statutes, p. 2. ) 

If this act was intended to be entirely prohibitory of the sale of intoxicat- 
ing drinks in post exchanges or canteens, as well as in encampments, forts, 
and other premises used for military purposes, then, to say the least, Con- 
gress used a very circuitous route to reach that point and employed many 
superfluous words to enact a simple provision which could have been stated 
in a single sentence declaring that hereafter no intoxicating drinks should be 
dealt in or sold in any post exchange or canteen or any premises used for 
military purposes by the United States. The act does not make any such 
declaration. On the contrary, the first clause merely forbids the detail of an 
officer or private soldier to act as a bartender or otherwise in the sale of in- 
toxicating drinks in any post exchange or canteen. Whyspecify officers and 
private soldiers as forbidden if it was intended to forbid the traffic by all 
other persons? r 

The designation of one class of individuals as forbidden to do a certain 
thing raises a just inference that all other classes not mentioned are not for 
bidden. A declaration that soldiers shall not be detailed to sell intoxicating 
drinks in post exchanges necessarily implies that such sale is not unlawful 
when conieenten by others than soldiers. If a statute were to provide that 
no liquors should be sold to minors in any saloon, would not everyone infer 
that the enactment was predicated upon a state of law which, as to others 
than minors, allowed the sale of liquor in saloons? As all parts of the act 
must be given effect according to their natural sense and meaning, if possible, 
it becomes necessary to attach to this first clause, therefore, a signification 
which implies that the sale of liquor in post exchanges is not unlawful when 
conducted by others than soldiers. Certainly, standing by itself, it can re- 
ceive no other or broader meaning than that officers or private soldiers are 
not to be detailed to sell intoxicating drinks. 

But the sale of intoxicating drinks in post exchanges and canteens is not 
the only method in which those commodities are supplied upon premises 
used for military purposes. As is stated above, officers in command of en- 
campments, forts, reservations, and other premises have usually exercised 
the authority to allow persons to come upon the premises and sell intoxicat 
ing drinks to soldiers, or have exercised the discretion of refusing such priv 
ilege. The second clause would seem to relate particularly to this class of 
persons and to this custom. Given its full effect, it forbids any such license 
or permission to be granted hereafter by any military officer. I do not think 
that the second clause of the section is intended to modify or affect in any 
way the sale of intoxicating drinks in the post exchanges or canteens. That 
is dealt with and covered by the first clause. The second clause relates en- 
tirely to a different matter. 

Strength is given to this proposition by the third clause, which directs the 
Secretary of War to issue such general order as may be necessary to carry 
the provisions of this section into full force and effect. If the section was in- 
tended to be an absolute prohibitory act, preventing the sale of intoxicating 
drinks on all Government premises occupied for military purposes, then it 
would execute itself and would require no general order from the Secretary 
of War or from anyone else. In the face of a general prohibitory section of 
that kind such sales would be unlawful, and the order of the Secretary would 
not in any way enhance their illegality. If, however, that interpretation be 
adopted which separates the first and second clauses and makes the second 
refer only to sales by persons not connected with post exchanges or canteens, 
then the third clause of the section becomes intelligible and appropriate, and 
applies to the future sales in post exchanges or canteens. The act having 
forbidden the employment of soldiers as bartendersor salesmen of intoxicat 
ing drinks, it would be lawful and appropriate for the managers of the post 
exchanges to employ civilians for that purpose. 

Of course, employment is a matter of contract and not of requirement or 
permission. The regulation of the post exchanges and canteens being within 
the power of the Secretary of War, the act means that he shall by order 
modify the regulations upon that subject so as to make them consistent with 
the provisions of this act. To that end it will be requisite that he shall de- 
termine the question of the persons who may be employed in the post ex- 
changes and such other conditions and requirements in connection therewith 
as his good judgment may dictate. 

The result ot these reflections is, then, that this section does not prohibit 
the continuance of the sale of intoxicating drinks through the canteen sec- 
tions of the post exchanges as heretofore organized and carried on, except 
that, of course, no officer or soldier can be put on duty in the canteen sec 
tion to do the selling, either directly or indirectly. This latter the law clearly 


prehibits. 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-General. 


In accordance with this opinion, an order was published to the Army 
quoung the opinion of the Attorney-General as above cited and concluding 
as follows: 


GENERAL ORDERS, ) 


No. 68. \ 


1. The following opinion of the Attorney-General, and orders of the Sec- 
retary of War based thereon, are published for the information and guidance 
of all concerned: 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 12, 1899. 


* « & x « * a 
2. The provision of paragraph 3 of the post-exchange regulations (General 
Orders, No, 46, 1895, from this office), to the effect that * inestablishing a new 


exchange, and at posts where the business is small, the steward and attend- 
ants may be enlisted men,” is revoked so far as the canteen section is con 
cerned, so that the said paragraph will hereafter be authority for the em- 
ployment of civilians only in the canteen. J 

So much of paragraph 10 of the said exchange regulations as requires that 
“the canteen must in aroom used for no other purpose, and, when prac- 
ticable, in a building apart from that in which the recreation and reading 
rooms are located; the sale of beer must be limited to week days, and the 
beer consumed upon the premises;” and that ‘the practice known as ‘treat- 
ing’ will not be permitted,” is amended by the additions thereto of the pro- 
visions that no officer shall be assigned, nor any private soldier detailed, to sell 
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intoxicating drinks, as a bartender or otherwise, in any post exchange, or can- 
teen, and that such sales shall be made only by civilians employed for that pur- 
pose; and the requirements of said paragraph 10 of the exchange regulations, 
to the effect that “the sale or use of ardent spirits in any branch of the ex- 
change is strictly prohibited,” is emphasized, and also extended so as to apply 
to any encampment or fort or premises used for military purposes 

3. No person shall be required, permitted, or allowed to sell liquors of any 
kind, character, or description in any encampment or fort or any premises 
used for military purposes by the United States; and commanding officers 
are especially enjoined to see that this prohibition is strictly enforced, and 
that the sales of liquors in the canteens are confined to the beer and 


) 





sales of 


light wines by civilians employed in the canteen for the purpose by the proper 
Government authorities. 
By command of Major-General Miles: 
H. C. CORBIN, Adjutant-G al 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have read, as part of my re- 
marks, a pamphlet which I hqJd in my hand upon this subject. 
[It seems to me to outline an ideal canteen, and I should like to 
have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

As the question is being asked, ** What can we offer to take the place of the 
Army canteen?” we beg to offer the following proposition, which was pre- 
sented at a hearing before the Senate Committee on Military Affairs Decem- 
ber 7, 1900. 

PROPOSITION TO THE UNITED STATES WAR DEPARTMENT. 
[By Sergt. Francis H. Buzzacot, of Chicago, II1.]} 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 20, 1899. 

Str: I have the honor to respectfully tender my services and such an 
amount as is necessary, not to exceed $5,000, to be expended by me or under 
my direction, forthe purpose of erecting and establishing a model Army tem- 
perance canteen, to be conducted under military regulations, for the recrea- 
tion, benefit, and modern advantages of such United States volunteer troops 
as are now serving in the Philippines. 

In this temperance canteen there will be sold, on a scale lower than pre- 
vailing market prices, all such articles and comforts that troops in tropical 
camps require; to supply many of such articles as books, literature, games, 
all free of cost (in short, to provide anything that is right and proper), ex- 
cept liquors or intoxicants; absolutely nothing of this nature to be permitted 
or disposed of in its vicinity. 

This temperance canteen will be capable of accommodating 1.000 men un- 
der its portable canvas roof. It will be floored, ventilated, and equipped with 
a general store for the disbursement of such goods as are approved of by the 
War Department. It will be provided with reading and writing tables, recre- 
ation tables, benches, music, pictorial magazines, and will be absolutely free 
to our soldier boys for their comfort, entertainment, and accommodation at 
all such times as they have for recreation when off duty. Neat and tasty 
lunch counters will be erected and maintained for the serving of hot tea, cof- 
fee, chocolate, fresh milk, iced tea, lemonade, and such drinks as will be benefi- 
cial to troops instead of hurtfultothem. The serving of light lunchesof ana- 
ture to relieve the monotonous effect of the Army ration will be encouraged. 

Athletic games will be furnished, baseball and football outfits provided 
and loaned to the troops on all proper occasions, when time permits, and thus 
supplied to the men free. 

* this temperance canteen and its establishment : 
fer my services until its erection and complete organization; whereupon I 
shall make full and complete presentation of same to the Government, 
through such commanding officer as the Honorable Secretary of War directs, 
absolutely free of debt or any expense whatever to the Government or 
troops, asking only that upon its successful existence that the United States 
Government will so maintain it, as a strictly temperance canteen, wherever 
it can be of service to bodies of troops who remain in the camp or field 

It is to be understood aiso that all profits arising from the sale of every- 
thing will be strictly accounted for (less a reasonable percentage for running 
expenses), and the entire balance to be used for the purpose and issue to the 
troops or commands who patronize this canteen in such a way as will relieve 
the monotony of camp fare and rations and best add to the comfort, benefit, 
health, and moral advancement of the troops abroad. Lastly, that a small 


The Secretary will read as 


1d equipment I prof- 








percentage be set aside for the sole purpose of extending the movement and 
reestablishing other temperance canteens elsewhere, thus letting the good 


work go on. 

Religious or song services could also be held here, and what more fitting 
place could be found for a regiment and its music thanin a temperance can- 
teen amidst the heart of a camp of our soldier boys? 

It is to be hoped that the Secretary of War will, with other Departments, 
look well into this offer. There should be unison in one fair effort to estab- 
lish a model Army temperance canteen, which would be a source of comfort 
and convenience to the boys and a credit to those who indorse such a move- 
ment. 

Surely it will be appreciated by the men, for is it not a twofold benefit and 
acredit tothem? In conclusion, I beg in support of my offer tostate that an 
experience of over ten yearsin the Kegular and Volunteer both in 
peace and war) acquaints me with the actual requirement soldiers in the 
tield, and I trust will in a small measure contribute to the success of the tem- 
perance canteen. 

For your information I may add that during the Spanish-American war I 
presented tomy regiment, the Third Lilinois Infantry, a complete temperance 
canteen on the lines herein indicated, and the records will show that in sev- 
eral months’ existence it grew to be the largest temperance canteen ever 
established, capable of accommodating an entire regiment and band for 
church service. Its profits cleared its original cost and amounted in all to 
$5,000 (in but a few months’ time), all of which was turned over to my regi 
ment and distributed and used by its various companies during its campaign 
in the Tropics. 

At this camp 20,000 troopers visited and patronized it. I refer with pride 
to these facts simply to indicate what can be done by a soldier alone. With 
its recognition and cooperation by the Secretary of War and other Depart 
ments, I will strive to repeat and extend its influences with a credit to every 
man and soldier concerned, and I will cheerfully pay every dollar necessary 
for its establishment. : 

[ believe such a movement will be 


armies 





indorsed by every Christian temper- 


ance association in the United States. Mothers, sisters, and men have long 
since urged reform in Army canteens. 

There is a way to do away with the beer canteen. Put in its place some- 
thing better, something so vastly superior and elevating that will make 
American soldier boys proud of their own iustitution. Let thera be a re 


spectable, honorable temperance canteen and it will reflect both on the serv- 
ice and men and honor those who sanction and aid the movement. I feel, 
sir, that I have said enough. What is most needed is to go to work. 
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I respectfully urge the indorsement of this offer by the honorable Secre- 
tary of War, the generals commanding the various departments, and whoso- 
ever is for a model Army temperance canteen. If this offer is accepted, I 
will personally establish it at any point in the Philippines, where a large 
body of troops is stationed. Then let the results accomplished speak for 
themselves. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, 
FRANCIS H. BUZZACOT, 

Late Fifth United States Cavalry, late Fifteenth United States Infantry, 

Sergeant, United States Volunteer Infantry, Porto Rico Campaign, 

The Honorable SECRETARY OF WAR, 

(Through the Adjutant-General U. S. Army, Washington, D.C.) 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I thought this question was set- 
tled when we voted on the Army bill which was enacted March 
2, 1899; but we have had a most remarkable decision by the chief 

; y 
law officer of the Government tethe effect that Congress did not 
know what it wanted when it enacted that. As technical as many 
of the sections of the bill are and as plain as that section is, it is 
very strange that it is the only section which it was thought 
necessary by the War Department to call upon the Attorney- 
General to construe, and his construction was a wonderful intel- 
lectual feat. On account of his decision, which nullified the law, 
we have the whole question up again. It was considered impor- 
tant enough by the committee which reported the present bill to 





have many copies of the hearings on that question printed sepa- 
rately for distribution, on the ground, asexplained by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], that it was thought that the 


public was not interested in any other part of the bill, but that | 


the country was intensely interested about this section. 
it was considered so important by the Administration that an em- 
inent bishop, I understand, was brought down to Washington to 
be conferred with about it, and he has furnished an opinion in 
favor of the canteen as one of the greatest civilizers known to the 
religious world. That opinion is published in the report. In 
fact, the opinion occupies nearly all of the last half of the report, 


In fact, | 
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Their representative put a great deal of valuable information 
before the committee, and it seems that the committee asked him, 
after a brief hearing, to file with the committee his brief. The 
representative sent it in in two installments. The first install- 
ment reached the committee, it seems, in time and was published, 
The latter installment, as I have already stated, reached the com- 
mittee a few days later, but was not printed. Probably it was 
too late; probably the matter had been sent to the printer. We 
have, therefore, only a small part of their argument in the hear- 
ing. Ihave the remainder of it here. It seems to me that they 
represent enough people to be entitled to a hearing about a mat- 


| ter that has been made the most important part of the bill, and 


surely the time of the Senate would not be wasted—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator please let me make an in- 
quiry of him? Is the agent of the Anti-Saloon League that he re- 
fers to Mr. Dinwiddie? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has seven pages of testimony in the book. 
He appeared before the committee. He was very welcome. He 
talked until he was tired or as long as he wanted to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have already stated—the Senator probably 


2 | did not hear me—that I have been informed by him that he was 
devote nearly all of their report to the canteen question, and to | 


given permission or was requested, probably, by the committee, 
after a brief hearing, to file with the committee a statement of 
facts and arguments which the Anti-Saloon League wanted to put 
before the committee in support of the anti-canteen amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Perhaps this is what the Senator refers to. 
Somebody did ask to putin some more testimony, and was given 


| notice that it must be in by Saturday, because the testimony was 


| sent it by mail, I think. 


and it is all a special plea for the humanizing, civilizing, Chris- | 


tianizing effect of beer. 


There are many other good people in this country, equally as | 


good as those the Archbishop speaks of, and probably more numer- 
ous, who donot agree with him. They have diametrically opposite 
views. Some of them appeared before the committee, and some 
of their testimony is in the report of the hearings. The repre- 


sentative of the Anti-Saloon League, who is stationed in Washing- | 


ton, was before the committee, and it seems that after a brief 
hearing he was requested or permitted to add to his testimony and 
file it with the committee for publication in the hearing. As I 
understand it, he sent the matter that he wished to present, rep- 
resenting his people, in two installments. and the first installment 
got into the hearing, and the latter installment, arriving probably 
a little too late, delayed a day or two, was not printed. Therefore 
the case as presented by those opposed to the canteen and by the 
official representative of the Anti-Saloon League is not given in 
the hearing in full. 

Inasmuch as this section has been made the most important 
part of the bill, it seems to me entirely proper, as well as just to 
the people interested, that the case as made out by those opposed 
- to the canteen should be fully put before the Senate. I have had 
furnished to me by the representative of the Anti-Saloon League 
the remainder of the matter that he intended to go into the 
hearing. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask a question for information. 





to be printed; it could not wait, and it did not come. 
know when it did come. 
Mr. BUTLER. That conforms with what he informed me. 


Ido not 


He 
At any rate, he thought himself that 
probably he was to blame for being a day late, but still he did not 
want his people not represented, and he did not want the report 
which is now before us to be the only hearing that they would 
have, it being only a partial statement of the case. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iremarked that he has seven pages here. He 
made a very good speech. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I think myself it is very good, as far as it 
Foes, 

P Mr. HAWLEY. And then he failed to come to time on some 
other papers that we know nothing about. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is the trouble. The distinguished Sen- 
ator who is chairman of the committee is in ignorance of part of 
the argument and facts that the Anti-Saloon League want to put 
before him. It is their misfortune, and his misfortune probably, 
and the misfortune of the country, as far as the temperance ques- 
tion goes, that they did not get it in this report, so many copies 
of which have been called for and distributed over the country. 
Now, it is to remedy that misfortune as far as possible that I wish 
to get the matter together. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I will bein duty bound to object to 
this very late addition of a large mass of matter when the man 
might have given it all when he had his hearing. I do object to 
making a bulky book when it is not needed, because we should get 
down to the grain. Thechaff has been abundantly thrashed over 


| and over. 


Does the Senator propose to add all that to the hearing in addition | 


to the testimony given? 

Mr. BUTLER. We have had put before us everything on the 
other side, it seems, that the Government could get, and the report 
is devoted almost entirely to the canteen. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have had more evidence against the can- 
teen than for it. A very large body of good women came here 
and had a hearing, and many of them made very good speeches. 
‘the committee excluded nobody who wanted to testify. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had not charged that, because I did not know 
it was so, but I stated the facts as I understand them. The rep- 
resentatives of the Anti-Saloon League had a conference in Wash- 
ington I think on the 19th of December, and had representatives 
here who represented probably eight to ten million people. That 
is what they claim. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What body is that? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Anti-Saloon League. They had a confer- 
ence here in December last. They appointed a representative to 
appear before the committee and present their reasons. They 
wanted to offer a kind of section to the bill that they thought 
would not be construed away by the Attorney-General. In fact, 
they were shrewd and intelligent enough and diligent enough to 
pick out from the Attorney-General’s opinion the words which he 
himself suggested could not be construed away. In that opinion 
he stated that if section 17 in the bill that we passed last year had 
employed certain words he could not have construed it away. 
He practically stated that. And so they selected just those words 
and got them incorporated in the bill in the House. 


Mr. BUTLER. Congress hasexpressed itself on this important 
question, and its expression is now a statute. It has been con- 
strued away by an executive officer, and now we are here legislat- 
ing on this important question again, and it is attempted to pass 
legislation that can not be construed away. The distinguished 
Senator who is chairman of the committee brings in a report here 
advising Congress to reverse itself and to be convinced that the 
Attorney-General was right when he told us in his opinion that 
we did not know what we wanted or what the country wanted, 


| and now he seems to be impatient that anybody should want to 


| will be satisfactory to the Attorney-General. 


| 


present any further argument or reasons why we should adhere 
to the law that we passed before and try to put it in such shape as 
The amendment 
that is pending is in the words practically recommended by the 
Attorney-General or which he stated would have been sufficient to 
prevent him from construing it away. 

I do not understand what the Senator means when he says that 
he objects to my furnishing this information. I have not made 
any request up to date, but Iam going to make one, and that is 
that this matter be put altogether before the Senate. What is in 
the report nowisshort. This [exhibiting] followsit. In fact, the 
first sentence in the new matter begins by discussing the last 
paragraph in the matter that isin the report. It is not at all in- 
telligible separate. I ask the Secretary to read the brief part 
which is in the report, and I wish to take up and discuss this mat- 
ter to follow it, so that it will be altogether in the Recorp. I do 
not see how we can well put it altogether in this report without 
reprinting it, and it would be after the bill has passed probably 
before we would get it. Of course they would be very glad to have 
it altogether in this report, but the easiest way to get it altogether 
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isto get it in the Recorp, and that is the quickest way. I ask 
the Secretary to read Mr. Dinwiddie’s statement as far as it is 
printed in the report, beginning on page 26, down to the marked 


place on page 31, where the new matter will come in to follow it. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


The Secretary will read as 
requested. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to | 


interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, If I understand the view of the Senator, it is 
that in the printed report a part of a statement made by the gen- 
tleman who represented a large body of people is printed and an- 
other part of it is not printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, would it not satisfy the Senator and the 
Senate to allow the part which is not printed to be appended to 
what is printed and incorporate it in the document or in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
ator wants. 

Mr. ALLISON. | I understand him now to ask that several pages 
be read, and then—— 

Mr. BUTLER. And then a part of this matter to follow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let those pages be incorporated without 
reading likewise. 


Mr. BUTLER, I have just explained, as it will appear, that 


| the horse is out. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 
abroad. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lintended to ask (I did not suppose the Sena- 
tor would object) to have it printed as a supplement later, to go 
out with all this matter; but I want the Recorp to contain it all. 
We shall probably have a vote on this question this afternoon, 
and I have never seen the propriety of closing the stable door when 
If the matter is worth anything at all, it is worth 


It will not be independent of what was sent 


| something now, as far as practical value is concerned, on this 


vote. It may not be worth anything to-morrow, after we have 
voted, except for the information of the country. It will not then 
be worth anything for the information of the Senate as far as it 


| affects anyone’s vote. 


I understand that that is what the Sen- | 


Mr. HAWLEY. It will go out, of course, with the 15,000 copies 
of the whole body of testimony? 

Mr. BUTLER, It is desirable it should. I think it ought. I 
think these people are entitled to have it go out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 donot object tothat. I ask only one con- 
dition, that it shall be put on as an appendix and say that it is 
matter intended by the committee which unfortunately failed to 
reach them in time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if that is the fact, and of course 


these people were informed that that was fact by the committee, 


the matter is so connected that where the new matter begins it | 


discusses the matter that is now in the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. And my suggestion is that the matter which 
is now in the report shall be incorporated, and that the new mat- 
ter shall follow it in the Recorp. That would cover the idea, it 
seems to me, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator speaks in a very indefinite way 
about these people, somebody he supposes I am speaking of. Does 
not the Senator know of the Anti-Saloon League and the eminent 
gentlemen who are at the head of it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; I heard the Senator’s statement 
as to who these people are. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


| the proper person to state those facts. 


A distinguished gentleman from the Senator’s | 


own State is the president of this league, an ex-Congressman, a | 


mun who was Indian Commissioner under President Harrison. 
Mr. ALLISON, I was endeavoring to promote what the Sena- 
tor desires to do. I am in favor of doing just what I understand 
him to propose, namely, to get this whole matter in a connected 
form in the Recorp. I want to promote his wish in that regard, 


| 
| 


but I did hope that it might be done without occupying any great | 


length of time. 
ing. But I will not make that suggestion now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to offer a solution of this question. 
propose a reprint of all we have printed, and then to put in addi- 
tion to it, ** The following is matter intended by the committee, 
but it arrived too late.” 
heading, that it is additional matter intended by the committee, 
but it failed to reach it. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
very matter that I have here, or most of it. 
regret very much that he did not have it printed with that head- 
ing, if it came too late, and furnish it to us. He considered that 
it was not worth printing after getting it. It may have been one 
day late, butit is lying now in the committee room in a pigeonhole 
somewhere. It has not been used; it has not been put before us. 

Mr. HAWLEY, The clerk of the committee thinks it has been 
taken away; that it was not left there. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
the representatives of the Anti-Saloon 
it would not be printed or incorporated in the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I offer to let it be printed now. 
suit the Senator. But I want to have him tell the truth about it 
and say that it is additional matter, that it goes in by unanimous 
consent, having failed to reach the committee in time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I think that is the fact. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is fair to do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithink probably that it reached the committee 
later than the day named by them. I stated that twice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
ditional matter? 

Mr. BUTLER, 
way if it were practicable, but the trouble is, as I have stated 


twice, that the part which is published in the Recorp is unfin- | 


ished; it breaks right off. It was sent in two installments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Add these pages to it, only saying it was mat- 
ter intended by the committee, but failed to reach it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The first sentence of the new matter begins by 
discussing where the last sentence of the other stops off, and you 
will have it disconnected. I was trying to get it in the Recorp 
as the best solution of the question, so that we would have the 
matter all together. 


I would be very glad to have it printed that | 


We can all read itin the REcoRD in the morn- | 


that it came to them too late, then I think the committee ought 
to publish it as a supplement and let it go along with the report; 
and in any reprint it ought to be embodied in the proper place, 
which could be done. 

Mr. TOWNE. With a footnote. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes: with a footnote, as the Senator from 
Minnesota [ Mr. TOWNE] suggests, stating the facts. I will state 
what I understood to be the facts. The Senator knows, and he is 
{ think it is due to the 
large number of people in this country who are deeply interested 
in this question that it should be printed. For the purposes of 
this vote, however, that will not answer, because this matter ought 
to be before us before we vote. Therefore I ask the Secretary to 
read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Burrows in the chair), 
Secretary will read as requested. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. What is it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Some belated testimony of the Anti-Saloon 
League. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
olina desire to have read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina will state. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to have read that part of the testimony, 
a small part of it, by Mr. Dinwiddie, representing the Anti-Saloon 


The 


What does the Senator from North Car: 


| League, which is now in the report, and then this matter to follow 


T | 


it, because the first sentence in the new matter begins by discnss- 


| ing extracts and facts set forth above, and that is the only way 


I suggest that it be printed with that | 


| 


we can have it placed before us intelligently. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest to the Senator that he request 
that it be inserted in the REcorD consecutively, allowing the un- 


| printed portion of Mr. Dinwiddie’s statement to be published 


The Senator has now before his committee this | 
I have all of it. I} 


If it was taken away, it was taken away after | 
eague were informed that | 


That will | 


following that portion which has been printed. Willit not satisfy 
the Senator to have it published in the REcorRD and also to have 
it published after that in the 15,000 copies of the hearings? 

Mr. BUTLER. The chairman of the committee has already 
agreed todo that, which Iam very glad that he suggested, but, Mr. 
President, we should not trifle with a great question and with the 
millions of people who are interested in this subject. We simply 
want to get something in the RECORD to send out to our constitu- 
ents and let them see it there and know that we had it before us, 
not to stick it in without reading. Here is a question that we are 
going to vote on. These people hope to appeal to our hearts and 
consciences by certain facts and data. Now, we are about to 
vote. It is treating this great question lightly and improperly 
and it is not becoming the dignity of the Senate to just push the 


| matter into the RECORD, so that to-morrow morning, if we want, 


after we vote, we may read it. Weare now about to vote. Here 
is something in the nature of a petition from 10,000,000 people 

for this league represents that many, I understand—and millions 
of other people who agree with them, and is it said that what 


| they want to put before us should not be heard by us before we 


Will you put that in the heading of this ad- | 


vote? 
w 


The Senator surely would not treat their petition in that 


ay. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not wish tosee a mass of matter that I 
know nothing about put in now as testimony before the committee, 
when we never heard it in committee, and without an answer. 
There may be things in it that ought to be commented upon, and 
that would have been commented upon in the committee room if 
the papers had reached there in time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, that is unfortunate. We will 
not stop to discuss who is to blame for the matter not getting there 
in time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not blaming anybody; it might have 
been an accident through missing a train or something of that 
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sort: but 1 simply wish it stated there that this addendum iscom- | ize the Army. We believe the trend isin the right direction, and in h 


posed of matter intended for the committee, but it failed to reach 
here in time to be read by the committee, 

Mr. BUTLER. The statement of the chairman will gointo the 
Ri ORD, 
nent record of the Government, and that is sufficient, it seems to 
me, to set the committee right and everybody else. Iask the Sec- 
retary to read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will read what the 
Senator from North Carolina has requested shall be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| partment that prohibition is imperative,” and ‘it is particularly important 

» has just made it : it wi >a part c > perma- | : 
He has just made it and it will be a part of the perma- | offically to erekbe tn theen the habit a 
|} our Army are recruits to-day. 
| attempts of the British war department to promote temperance. Wo! 


Sitatement of Rev. EF. C. Dinwiddie. national superintendent of the legisl itive 
tment of the American Anti-Saloon League. 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee. there are several Senators 





here this 1 iing who were not present yesterday, and I think for the pur 
pose of making our object clear we should state to you just what is before 
tl mmittec 
The amendment to the Army bill, section 40, which is really before you for 
consideration, is as follows: 
Sec. 40. The sale of or dealing in beer, wine, or intoxicating liquors by 


any person in any post exchange, or canteen, or Army transport, or upon any 
promises used for military purposes by the United States.is hereby pro 
} ted. The Secretary of Waris hereby directed to carry the provisions of 
h full force and effect.” 

This is designed to correct the difficulty which has existed almost two 
years past in an amendment to the Army reorganization bill, approved 
March ”, 1899, in which it was intended to cover this point and prohibit abso- 
lutely the sale of liquors in the military establishment. The language, it 
seems, did not cover the case. It was simply held by the Attorney-General 
that no officer or private soldier should be Cetailed, as a barkeeper or other- 
wise, to sell intoxicating liquors, and that no other person choad be required 
or allowed to seil such liquors. It was, as I have said, to correct any real or 
supposed defect in language in the act of March 2, 1899, that this amendment 
passed the House on Thursday, when the Army bill was up for considera- 
tion, and which I have already read in your hearing. Thisisnotnew. It 
was before the Fifty-fifth Congress, when a unanimous report was made by 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. [t was finally passed as an 
amendment to the present Army law of March 2, 1899, but rendered inopera- 
tive by the opinion of the Attorney-General already referred to. In the 
Fifty-sixth Congress a similar measure was introduced by Mr. BowERSOCK, 
of Kansas, and on the 24th of May the Committee on Military Affairs returned 
a report, a portion of which I will add hereto, in which they recommended 
the passage of this bill. 

“The bill was referred to the War Department, and a very voluminous re 
port was returned to the committee against the passage of the bill, but the 
committee believes that,in view of the legislation of the last Congress, when 
it was intended by Congress to abolish the canteen, but on account of faulty 
language did not accomplish it. the present bill should pass. Theexpressions 
received from all parts of the United States go to the point that even if the 
canteen results in the decreased consumption of liquor by the Army, the 
United States Government should not in any sense be connected with the 
liquor traffic, but let private parties conduct it under the laws of the differ- 
ent States.”’ 

I want to get distinctly before you one or two points with reference to our 
advocacy of the inhibition of liquor selling in the Army. 

The advocates of the present canteen system have to some extent, at least, 
befogged the issue. Our position is rational and common sense, and despite 
a mass of ex parte testimony for the system is supported both by reason and 
observation. First, we do not oppose the post-exchangesystem. We believe 
in it and are willing to see it extended and improved. We are opposed tothe 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the canteen, and such prohibition need not 
militate against the successful operation of the post exchange in its other and 
valuable features. That this is true is copares® from the fact that no class 
of people have a higher regard for the soldier than the petitioners for this 
legisiation, and I call attention to the fact that our interest is not sordid or 
commercial; we have no profitable market we are attempting to preserve by 
stopping governmental liquor selling to the soldiers, as is the case in so many 
instances on the other side. Also, we indorse the proposition of Sergeant 
Buzzacott, well known in Army circles the country over, to establish tem- 
perance canteens, one of which proved so valuable and profitable in 1898. 
(See proposition accompanying, marked Exhibit A.) 

Second. The Littlefield amendment does not extend to Soldiers’ Homes, 
but only to the military establishment, seeking only what the people inte}- 
ligently asked for and Congress intended to grantin the act approved March 
2, lave 

Third. The charge that the suppression of liyuor selling in the canteen 
will compel drinking on the outside is answered by the statement, which we 
can prove beyond a peradventure, that the soldiers—not all, but those who 
desire to do so—do this now. Experience in many places shows this conclu- 
sively, and it is reasonable as well. Cases like Trooper Davis (see Exhibit A) 
at Fort Myer, almost within the shadow of the War Office, within the year, 
and the cashiering and dismissal by General Otis of four high officers in the 
service in the ee for drunkenness and unbecoming conduct conse- 
quent thereupon, and the condition at the Columbus Barracks, where the aid 
of the police department of the city was invoked by the commandant to 
keep the soldiers out of down-town saloonsand resorts,and where the records 
show frequent arrests of soldiers for drunkenness and disorder, either prove 
that men can and do get drunk on liquors sold in the canteen or else, not- 
withstanding the canteen, drink outside, or, what is probably true, both. In 
either of which cases this argument for the canteen is destroyed. 

Our contention is that it is quite as important, from every point of view, 
to provide good environment in the hope of preventing the creation of appe- 
tite in abstaining recruits as at is to pander by governmental sanction to the 
liquor habits of some in the service who still would drink. 

Fourth. A second argument for the canteen is, in our judgment, a strong 
condemnation of the system, namely, that the profits tance selling go to 
improve the mess and hospital service. The Government is amply able to 
provide for all the needs of the officers and enlisted men, and it should not 
eee the resort to the menacing inducement to drink by such a system. for 

ew men are liable to share with comfort regularly the profits of a fund they 
do not help tocreate. Again, the opponents of the presentsystem are charged 
with trying to regulate the habits of men in regard to drink, but the canteen 
defenders are not only guilty of the same charge, but they seek both to pre- 
scribe what a man shall drink and where he shall drink it, insisting, if the 
regulation were carried out, which it is not, that only beer and wines be 
drunk by the soldier, and then in the canteen. However, this is not an unu- 
sual thing in military life. We prescribe what kind of food a soldier shall 
eat in the Army. and how much of it, and discipline says to him if he grum- 
blesand is recalcitrant because it does not please him, ‘“*Gotothe guardhouse.”" 

Weare not theorists. We do not claim this bill will reform or revolution- 
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with General Ludlow’s wise suggestions (Major-General Miles’s report isod, 
vol. 1, pp. 226-227) when he said: ‘The weight of authority and precept in 
this department is on the side of total abstinence. It is believed »Y this de- 


where alarge proportion of the sone are recruits, that nothing be ¢ 
i drinking.” Seventy-five per cen: 
This suggestion is in line with the sucx il 


Roberts, White, Kitchener, Gatacre, Methuen, Kelly-Kenny, and th: sf 
leaders in the British service lend their aid in this direction, and the G 
ment encourages the British Army Temperance Association by grantin 


| annual stipend thereto. , 
The beneficent results are shown in the table, which I give from th 
ords of the British army in India for the year 1898: 
Members | Nov 
Army Tem-| **° 
perance As- — 
sociation. — 
Number soldiers included in return ...............-- | 18, 663 48, 842 
Convictions by court-martial ...............-- scien 7 1, 977 
Convictions by court-martial per 1,000 _.............. | 4.12 38 
Summary punishments for insubordination ---. 741 4, fi 
Summary punishments for insubordination per 1,000 | 39. 70 2. 32 
Admissions to hospital .....-. Fee Lak an sei 8, 891 14, 8&2; 
Admissions to hospital per 1,000 ................-..... | 209 202 


| 


We are not clamoring for or asking impossibilities. Weask the Depa 
ment to use its influence and its discipline on the right side, and a steady 
ward trend will result. 

There is another misconception I desire to correct. The Army testi: 
was collected after the will of the Department had been made known in fa 
of the canteen. Anyone familiar with Army life knows how difficult it is 
under such circumstances to get an uncolored and unbiased opinion. | 
notwithstanding the unusual requirement of courage under such conditions 
35 reporting officers declared the canteen to be detrimental to the mor 
of the men; 40 said it was prejudicial to discipline; 20 say it has increased 
drunkenness, and 36 declare in favor of its abolition. The high generals 
Miles, Shafter, Wheeler, Ludlow, Wilcox, Robertson, Boynton, Carlin, 1 
others, are on record against it, and the chaplains, those best qualifie/ to 
speak about the morals of the men, were not invited to express their op 








| ions. The reason is obvious, though a few have volunteered their help in 





| of the Adjutant-General’s report —_ referred to: In rounc 


sustaining the Department against the will of the people, though many more 
through other channels, have declared against the canteen. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, that the 
constituency which we represent does not malign the soldier. We have the 


| profoundest respect for him and the greatest interestin his welfare. We 


recognize him as not simply the hireling of the Department, but as typifving 
the will and might of our people, and we have the right to demand from him 
the clearest brain, the steadiest nerve, and the best American manhocd. If 
we get these in the Regular—if he keeps in condition to meet emergencies as 
they arise—it will be well; but if, as many of the officers defending the can- 
teen attempt but fail to have us believe, he will desert if he can’t have beer, 
that he would be low and drunken and unfit for service without the canteen, 
then we shall needs depend upon the soldier who has never failed us. who 
always responds in the nation’s need and peril, who represents at least the 


| average of our people, the American Volunteer. 


The Adjutant-General, in his report for 1899, practically admits the charg: 
of bad results of liquor selling in canteens among Volunteers (p.39), with an 
intended inference that it operated well with Regulars in some way or by 
some means. That the Volunteers do not suffer by comparison, and that 
some causes were at work to the comparative disadvantage of the Regulars, 
is evidenced by the following facts taken from tables facing pages 10 and 16 

j T aaaiiiers the 
average monthly strength of Regulars from May 1, 1898, to June 30, 1899, was 
56.000; of Volunteers, 112,000—almost 2 to 1. 

During that period, among the Regulars, 1 officer and 32 men committed 
suicide; among twice as many Volunteers, | cflicer and 20 men; 26 Regulars 
died from murder or homicide; among twice as many Volunteers, 26; 024 Reg- 
ulars were dishonorably discharged by sentence of general court-martia!: 
among twice as many Volunteers, only 508; 3,086 Regulars deserted ont ot! 
56,000—1 out of every 19; 2,736 Volunteers deserted out of 112,000—1 out of 





| every 41. 


I shall not take the time of the committee to read the official action of th 
large and influential church bodies and temperance organizations throug) 
out the country condemning the liquor canteen and urging its prohibition in 
the establishment. very many of which are on file at our national headquar- 


ters in this city. The following are but indicative of similar action by Pr: 
byterians, Congregationalists, Evangelical Lutherans, Friends, United Pré 


| byterians, United Brethren, and the other branches of the church. T! 


general conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church declared in May, 1‘): 

* We deeply regret that after the enactment of a law prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicating beverages at Army posts and in forts, camps, and reservations 
used for military purposes, a law plainly intended to effectuate this result, 
and so underst« by its friends and foes in and out of Congress and ‘yy the 
Chief Magistrate who signed it, by a construction which seems to us forced 
and unnatural, placed upon the law by the Attorney-General, its plain intent 
was defeated, and the Government of the United States, amid the exultation 
of all sympathizers with the liquor traffic, resumed the practice of selling in 
toxicating beverages to its soldiers. Aroused and indignant at the aggres 
siveness of the liquor power, at the inexcusable miscarriage of the anti-canteen 
law, and at the new perils in which the nation is involved in its new posses 
sions, the church will summon and pledge all her ministers and people to a 
more determined struggle against this enormous evil and urge each to con 
epee thereto, according to his judgment, his testimony, his example. and 
his ballot.”’ 

The Columbia Association of Baptist Churches, November 21, 1900, adopted 
the following resolution against the canteen: 

* That this association unites its voice with that which we hear coming up 
from all parts of the land in earnest protest against the perpetuation of the 
official saloon for our soldiers, known as the canteen. No amount of testl- 
mony is convincing that making it easy to get drink will reduce drunken- 


| ness, or that the substitution of beer for the stronger drinks of soldiers who 





already have tormed the drink habit will, for any considerable length of 
time, compensate for the creation and cultivation of this enslaving appetite 
in those numerous recruits who are not yet slavesto drink when they enlist. 
The great temperance organizations of the country, the Anti-Saloon League, 
W.c. Fo. Good Templars, Sons of Temperance, Rechabites, Royal Tem 
— as well as the yWung people's societies, like the Y. P. S. C. E., Epworth 
vague, B. Y. P. U., and others are petitioners for this legislation by Congress, 
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and, gentlemen, when it is intimated that we must defer to the superior 
knowledge of men in the service we reply, “‘ Yes, in matters of military tac- 
tics and skill and strategy, but not ef necessity upon moral propositions.” It 
is not necessary to own asaloon or tend bar to become familiar with the evils 
of the liquortraffic. It is not necessary to be in the service to learn the evils 
of the canteen system of to-day. ; sat 

But we have read the testimony, which was solicited, after the pro-can- 
teen policy of the Department was well known, from certain officers and re- 
8] oneal to by about 1,000 (one-half of them noncommissioned, sergeants and 
corporals) out of over 2,000 in the regular establishment, and over 5,000 in our 
whole Army at the present time, including the classes of officers to which the 
inquiries were addressed, and I submit, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that 
a candid review of the pro-canteen testimony in the Secretary of War's re- 
nort for 1899 forces the convictions: First, that the testimony is ex parte, 
many of the officersstating that they have been or are in charge of canteens, 
and are therefore not likely to testify against the system and, per conse- 
ouence, themselves. Second, that after the Department had so openly sig- 
nified its pro-canteen sympathies it would requirecommendable courage for 
any considerable number of men in the humbler positions to stand out 
against it. (This I have from officers of the Army themselves.) Third, 
ny of those testifying for the canteen plainly show by the language em- 
ployed that they have no sympathy with the temperance side and are opposed, 
to total abstinence and temperaace reform, either in or out of the Army. 
Many of these sneer at the opponents of the present system as being 
‘*meddlers,”’ “long-haired men,” ** short-haired women,” scorn the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and other agencies for good, and criticise even 
the State and local legislation which the sovereign people in these States in 
their wisdom saw fit to enact. Fourth, that these pro-canteen officers have, 
in these reports, said more to convict the Army of excessive drinking and 
drunkenness and lack of self-control than all the temperance people have 
done or have attempted to do in all the discussion. Pith. that it would 
be surprising if our Army shonld be abstemious when a few of the Depart- 
ment or bureau heads become agitators for the Government saloon, and 
large numbers of the officers defend liquor drinking and favor liquor selling 
to the men under governmental auspices. Sixth, that under all these con- 
4 






litions the wonder is we have the magnificent establishment in its person- 
nel that we have to-day. The reason probably lies in the facts behind the 
statement of Maj. C. A. P. Hatfield, Eighth Cavalry (Secretary of War's Re- 
ort, p. 127): 

a inxcellent. {Referring to effect of legislation we seek.] In favor of pro- 
hibition. The reforms in morality, temperance, and good behavior which 
have swept over the United States (particularly the thickly settled Eastern 
portion) have had a direct and indirecteffect for good inthe Army. Twenty 
years ago the average recruit was already a drunkard before joining his com- 
pany, or with all his inclinations that way; now four out of five recruits are 
young men brought up in practices of temperance, sobriety, and morality, 
and with some idea of Christianity. If to take proper care of this good ma- 
terial, develop it, and turn the men out, on discharge, a credit to the Army, 
to their officers, and to themselves is aided by introducing the recruit to a 
wine and beer room, where he is taught that it is the geoper and loyal thing 
to patronize the canteen, and beer especially, then my deductions are cer- 
tainly at fault.” 


Mr. BUTLER. The part of the statement of the Anti-Saloon 
League that is not printed in the hearings should come in at this 
point. I will not ask that it all be read, but that a goodly part of 
it be read. I am willing that the remainder shall go into the 
RECORD without reading, but the part which I send to the Secre- 
tary’s desk I desire to have read. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I might interpose something of a protest here. 
I find that this reverend gentleman puts in words which imply 
that he was addressing the committee. The committee did not 
see him at allin that matter and did not hear a word of what 
has been read. There are some statements there as to which he 
certainly would have been criticised if he had made them while I 
was in the chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill say to the chairman of the committee 
that the language he is referring to is a part of the hearings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a part of the Senator’s own report. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a part of the report of the Senator's com- 
mittee. There has been nothing read so far except what is in the 
report submitted by him. 

The reece OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Besides these facts the testimony is not all on one side, as witness the fol- 
lowing, taken from the report of Secretary of War for the year 1899, and in 
answer to the questions, ** What, in your opinion, would be the effect of an 
absolute prohibition of the sale of beerin the Army? Are you in favor of 
such prohibition, or are you in favor of the exchange as conducted at present,” 
etc., these officers said: 

Capt. G. H. Paddock, commanding Troop F: “ A good effect, especially in 
this hot climate, where drinking isso injurious. 'The only excuse, in my opin- 
ion, for the canteen was to improve the mess. Now that the ration is good 
and sufficient, Iam in favor of the total prohibition of the sale of intoxicants 
of all kinds. Have observed for several years the workings of the canteen at 
several different posts. I have been a successful exchange officer at several 
posts, as the records will show, and I have done everything in the power of 
an officer to make the system a success. Yet itis my deliberate opinion that 
the ease with which intoxicants can be obtained at a post exchange hasa 
tendency to make men, especially young soldiers, drink who would not doso 
otherwise. In the best-managed exchanges the part where beer is sold is 
frequented and occupied by the ‘old soaks’ of the command, whose blear 
eyes and ribald jests have nothing but an injurious effect upon the decent 
(always the large) element of a regular command. When no exchange is at 
a station, none but the worst element of a troop will frequent the public sa- 
loons, or, if they do, will do so very seldom, but the exchange saloon, or por- 
tion of the exchange where beer is sold, being authorized by law and to that 
extent made respectable, is more frequented. The argument usually made 
that men will have their drink is absurd. Our men join us quite young, and 
if no liquor is in sight they do not think of it. The few oldsoaks of the Army 
are of more use in the guardhouse than inline. I do not think that their ap- 
petite for liquor should be considered ” (p. 120). 


Capt. Clarence Deems, commanding Battery C: “ Highly beneficial to the 
pealt and discipline of the Army. Am in favor of such prohibition” (p. 


pt. Luigi Lomia, commanfing Battery H: “I think it would be a good 
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thing. lam in favor of the post exchange with the canteen feature in it elimi- 
nated. Billiards, coffee, soda water, ice cream, lunches, etc., might be sold to 
the men with profit. I have observed the workings of the canteen feature of 
the exchange more especially since promoted to captain, 1804, February 3. 
As battery commander I have been informed many times that many df the 
young men who come into the service would let beer and all other ‘ntoxi- 
cants alone were it not for the fear of being considered ** mean ’’—that is, the 
old soldiers in some way or other get the younger soldiers to spend money on 
them, although ‘treating’ is prohibited. Thus young mon acquire the taste 
for drink that, if the opportunity were not afforded, might never acquire such 
ataste. In my opinion drink in ninety cases out of one hundred is at the bot- 
tom of all a soldier's troubles” (p. 151). 

Capt. George E. Sage, commanding Battery E: “Benefit the moral tone 





of the men and improve the discipline of the service. I am in favor of such 
prohibition” (p. 153). = 
Capt. Thomas H. Wilson, commanding Company L: “A very wise proceed- 


ing, with beneficial effect. Yes; Iam in favor of such prohibition, especially 
in Cuba. The exchange, so far as I can see, simply affords men a chance to 
tipple. In this country I think it wise to keep the men from drink as much 
as possible. The exchange gives them no chance to save money, as the 
temptation to drink seems very strong here. A well-regulated canteen in 
the States I consider a necessity. A man who drinks to excess occasiona! 
has, I believe, a much better chance here (Cuba) than the man whu tak 
regular drinks, and this the canteen encourages” (p. 161) 

Capt. A. R. Paxton, commanding Company I: “Good, if supplemented by 
a careful recruiting service” (p. 187). 

Lieut. Col. H. W. Wessells, jr., commanding regiment: ‘It would help the 
decency of the service. I am unalterably opposed to saloons and saloon 
keepers. I never can or will believe in saloons or saloon keepers, call them 
by what euphemistic names you please."’ (Secretary of War, 1899, p. 112 

First Lieut. Alonzo Gray, commanding Troop H: “It can not be done except 
on paper. Iam in favorof neither. Stationed ten years wherea canteen 
has been in operation. If the exchange isa cooperative clubhouse for en 
listed men, it should be managed by a board composed of enlisted men only, 
subject to the approval of the commanding officer. Either the canteen isa 
club ora beer saloon. My position requires me to be a gentleman, and, as 
such, lobject to managing a beer saloon, and do not think any officer ought 
to be required to do so” (p. 120). 

Capt. William Stanton, commanding Troop C: ‘*There would be less 
drunkenness at the post and, I think, no more in the town or other places 
near the post. Iam in favor of such prohibition. The canteen at the post is 
a temptation to many who would not take the trouble to go outside the post 
foradrink. Thisis especially the case with young men who have not formed 
the habit of drinking. Even men of intemperate habits might often be pre- 
vented from getting drunk if intoxicants were not placed so conveniently 
within their reach. The plea that you limit the amount of beer sold toa 
man in the canteen is fallacious. The man who will refuse a man beer when 
he thinks he has had enough will, I suspect, be hard to find. I believe that 
the exchange without the canteen can not be maintained, and in consequence 
the profit now enjoyed by the companies must cease, and it is to this fact 
Iattribute much of the support which the canteen receives from the officers 
of the Army” (p. 122). 

Robert von der Goltz, post quartermaster-sergeant, U. 5S. A.: “I firmly 
believe, although not classing myself as a total abstainer and admitting that 
I indulge occasionally in a glass of beer, but never in liquor, that the abso- 
lute prohibition of the sale of beer in the Army would be a benefit to the sol- 
diers and would improve the efficiency of the Army, both from a standpoint 
of morality and discipline” (p. 210). 

Capt. W.H. W. James, commanding Company C: “In my opinion the effect 
of an absolute prohibition of the sale of beer in the Army would be a won- 
derful benefit and advantage tothe Army. I am most emphatically in favor 
of an absolute prohibition of the sale of beer in the Army. I have com- 
manded a company where an exchange was in operation for about three 
years. In my opinion the way for a man to keepfrom drinking immoderately 
is for him not to drink intoxicating liquors at all. By not drinking intox1- 
cating liquors at all a man does not cultivate a taste and liking for intoxicat- 
ing liquors. If a man drinks at all he is, in my opinion, liable to form a taste 
and liking for it, the taste and ee for which may be the cause of his ruin. 
In my opinion, very often the moderate drinker becomes a drunkard. [ 
have seen a statement in print to the following effect: That Sir Garnet Wol- 
seley, the commander in chief of the British army, stated that two young 
officers of the army starting out, supposing them to be equal in all respects 
except that one was a total abstainer from the use of intoxicating liquor and 
the other was a moderate drinker, that the total abstainer had a great ad- 
vantage over the other officer, a moderate drinker of intoxicating liquors. 

“T believe his statement is true, and I believe the same will apply to two 
soldiers, supposing them to be equal in all respects except that one is a total 
abstainer from the use of intoxicating drinks and the other a moderate 
drinker of intoxicating liquor. I believe that the one whois atotal abstainer 
from the use of intoxicating liquor has a wonderful advantage over the one 
who is a moderate drinker. I believe the argument in favor of the sale of 
heer in the exchange is that it is the lesser of two evils—that is, that if not 
sold in the exchange more intoxicating and worse intoxicating liquor would 
be obtained outside of the post or camp. I say, why take either evil? I 
am, myself, a total abstainer from the use of intoxicating liquor, except when 
used as a modicine, which is exceedingly seldom. I believe it is wonderfully 
better for me to be a total abstainer from the use of intoxicating liquor, ex 
cept when used as a medicine, and [ believe it would be wonderfully better 
for the enlisted man to bea totalabstainer from the use of intoxicating liquor 
I believe the sale of beer in the exchange under official sanction is likely 
to produce the impression in the mind of the soldier that as it is sold with 
official sanction that it is not so badafter all to drink beer” (p. 201). 

Edward A. Brown, post quartermaster-sergeant, U.S. A.: “A benefit to all 
concerned.”’ Fort Bayard, N. Mex., June 14, 1899 (p- 206). 

Edwin F. Ambrose, commissary-sergeant, U. 5. A.: “Would save many 
young men from acquiring the drink habit. Much of the money now squan- 
dered for drink would be saved. General efliciency of the Army w yuld be 
improved” (p. 233). 

Seary Chapman, commissary-sergeant, U. 8. A.: “It would remove temp 
tation from the young soldiers, and also from the older men who can not r« 
sist the temptation to drink to excess when it can be had so conveniently 
(p. 234). 

Philip Roth, commissary-sergeant, U. 8S. A.: “In the main it would have a 
beneficial effect”’ (p. 245). 

John Noel, ordnance-sergeant, U.S. A.: “In my opinion, the effect would 
be good ” (p. 227). 

Charles Cooper Young, hospital steward, United States Army: 

rovement in the morals. In my opinion the sale of intoxicants of any kind 
in the Army, no matter how restrictive, is not conducive to the health or 
morals of the soldiers” (p. 278). 

Stuart G. Gibbaney, hospital steward, United States Army: “It would 
result in much improvement in the tone of the Army. The authorizing of 
the sale of an intoxicant by the Army is looked upon asa licensing of this evil 
by enlisted men. The absolute prohibition of the sale of intoxicants within 
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one or two miles of a post orcamp would, in my opinion, result in much bene- 
fit to the service, along with strict regulations against inebriety. Less en- 
couragement to post exchanges and more to post libraries would, in my 
opinion, tend to increase the moral tone and afford a means of counter at- 
traction p. 255). 

Maj. Charles A. P. Hatfield: “Excellent. Infavor of prohibition. The re- 
forms in temperance, morality, and good behavior which have swept over 
the United States (particularly the thickly settled ezstern portion) have had 
a direct and indirect effect for goodintheArmy. Twenty years agothe aver- 
age recruit was already a drunkard before joining his company, or with all 
his inclinations that way; now four out of five recruits are young men brought 
up in practices of temperance, sobriety, and morality, and with some icea of 
Christianity. If to take proper care of this good material, develop it, and 
turn the men out on discharge a credit to the Army, to their officers, and 
to themselves is aided by introducing the recruit to a wine and beer room, 
where he is taught that it is the proper and loyal thing to patronize the can- 
teen, and beer especially, then my deductions are certainly at fault.” (Sec- 
retary of War's Report, 1899, p. 127. 

Capt. E. H. Catlin, commanding Battery I: “‘ Yes. Good. I have been sta- 
tioned at posts where canteens existed for ten years. It seems to me con- 
trary to good morals to give official sanction to the sale of alcoholic drinks to 
soldiers, especially to recruits, some of whom in the canteen acquire the taste 
for drink that they would not acquire elsewhere. The fact that it is consid- 
ered inexpedient for soldiers to sell beer is enough to condemn its sale by 
civilians. To myself personally it is repugnant to have any connection with 
the management of io beer feature of the exchange, which is catering to 
men’s lower tendencies” (p. 142). 

Second Lieut. Edward Kimmel, commanding Battery G: “To a certain 
considerable extent would lessen the use of the beverage, and to that extent 
the effect would be beneficial. Am in favor of the prohibition. In my 
opinion, there is no good to be derived from the use of beer; on the other 
hand, it has a degrading influence on the soldier, physically, intellectually, 
and morally. The soldier may obtain beer in some other way, but the Gov- 
ernment should not counteract its own efforts toward the making of a good 
soldier by supplying that which will impair his efficiency ” (p. 145). 

Edgar C. Graham, post quartermaster-sergeant, U. 5. A.: ‘*Benicia Bar- 
racks, Cal., June 15, 1899. Organization messes would not live so highly s9 
far as table fare is concerned, but the ordinary enlisted man would be bene- 
fited otherwise” (p. 210). 

Howard Irving, post quartermaster-sergeant, U. 8. A.: “Fort Apache, 
Ariz. I believe it would be beneficial to the greatest number” (p. 212). 

August Kurlmann, post quartermaster-sergeant, U. 8. A.: “Fort Mott, 
N. J. in my opinion the effect would be good” (p. 213). 

Samuel A. Trask, post quartermaster-sergeant, U.S. A.: “Pinar del Rio, 
Cuba, June 17, 1898. Better morals, better discipline, better soldiers. It 
would take off the socalled respectability. As it is now said,the United 
States Government fosters the traffic, and thereby a curse to all mankind is 
made respectable” (p. 216). 

R. O. R. Bergath, ordnance sergeant, U. S. A.: “Excellent” (p. 219). 

Martin Dahl, ordnance sergeant, U.S. A.: “If the question is meant to 
-imply within the military reservations or camps, I think the effect would be 
for the better” (p. 221). 

Figures are produced to show that desertions have decreased inthe Army, 
but none have shown that the liquor-selling feature of the canteen is respon- 
sible for the fact. On the other hand, it isa matter of general knowledge 
that the character of the recruits has materially improved during the past 
years. This was mentioned in the first report I read from an officer in your 
hearing, and Adjutant-General Corbin himself says (1899 Report, p. 40): 
“*For various reasons a better class of men are now entering the service.” 
Resides. it is more difficult each year to desert, because the means of detec- 
tion and capture are greater. Formerly it was not so hard to escape; now 
the means of communication make it more difficult. It would bea poor com 
mentary uponour Army if wecould believe what the Adjutant-General would 
have us believe, by implication, at least, that our soldiers’ fidelity to duty and 
the flag is measured by their ability to get “booze” in a canteen. We be- 
lieve nothing of the sort. 

Much stress has been laid upon the law-abiding character of the post-ex- 
chunge saloons. In many of these places the stronger liquors, forbidden by 
the regulations, are sold. At Camp Meade, Pa., soldiers were detailed to sell 
contrary to section 17 of the present law, even as liberally construed by the 
Attorney-General, as a reference to the canteen case will prove, reported in 
22 Penna. C. C. R., 387, June, 1899. 

But, while these things are true and the arguments for the present system 
have been more than answered, even upon the low plane which has been set 
for them, we plead for a higher standard and an upward trend in our Army 
life. General Corbin was right when he said in 1892, when he ranked as 
Assistant Adjutant-General: 

“A cause of restlessness (in the Army) is traced to the excesses of the ex- 
change, the saloon feature of which is not productive of good, and should be 
done away with without furtherexperiment. Thesale of r, superintended 
by a commissioned officer and served y 4 noncommissioned officers and sol- 
diers, is not conducive to discipline, nor is it a picture that can be submitted 
to the people for their approval. The men who drink spend the greater por- 
tion of their money for beer. The credit system brings them tothe pay table 
with little or no money due. This takes all heart out of them and makes 
them quite ready to ask their discharge and try some other calling. The 
exchange, with an open saloon, would be a first-rate thing to recommend for 
adoption in the army of the enemy.” He reiterated these sentences by di- 
rect reference to two different friends of my own, separately, during the 
pendency of the Army bill in February, 1899, after nine years’ trial of the 
present system. Why he changed his opinion so suddenly I do not under- 
take to say. 

Before Focndinte I want to call attention to a practical difficulty and dan- 
ger. With the present system there is constant danger of scandal in the 
service. There is great competition in the brewing trade. Who shall deter- 
mine what brand shall be sold in a given canteen. and what inducements will 
not be offered by anxious competitors for coveted trade? This is a serious 
phase, as it concerns the officer of lower rank, and we can conceive of its 
reaching to the higher grades in the service, with the temptation, at least. 

I desire to say that the statement that the friends of this amendment are 
band In glove with the saloon interests is almost beneath notice, but, as it has 
been made by officers in the reports referred to, and gratuitiously by the 
Adjutant-General, I wish to say, from personal examination, that the liquor 
press, from the Washington Sentinel down, and from New York to Cincin- 
nati and Chicago, have opposed and do oppose this amendment, and commend 
peeseeneen attitude assumed by the War Departmentagainst the people's 
will. 

We ask as fair a trial of no liquor selling in the canteen as the sale has had, 
with the executive branch, of which the Army isa part, by precept and dis- 
cipline aiding in the enforcement of its spirit and letter. Our position is well 





stated in the House Report by the Committee on Military Affairs referred 
to and the following editorial in Harper's 
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‘It is particularly important, where a large proportion of the troops are re- 
cruits, that nothing be officially done to create in them the habit o using in- 
toxicants.’ Recruits form 75 per cent of the strength of the Army. These 
men have left home, family, business, all minor duties, to serve their country 
in time of war. Shall this country repay them by officially establishing in 
their midst a temptation threatening them, and the loved ones to whom they 
will return, with the horror of the vice of drinking? 

“If, as General Corbin says, these men, in the absence of post canteens, drink 
native liquors in the Tropics worse in effect than the beer or light wine the 
canteen would furnish, it is deplorable—a hideous individual sacrifice in the 
cause of civilization which the United States has undertaken in the Philippine 
Islands. But for such consequences of individual human frailty, amid sur- 
roundings tempting to vice, the Government is not officially responsible. It 
doubtless is morally responsible so long as it sustains war in the Philippines 
but the volunteer who, having served his country three years in the ropics 
and come home diseased, debauched by drink, can not accuse anyone but him- 
self if he sought his doom outside the post to which the Government assigned 
him. If, however, by official act the Government tempted him to drink, he 
shall say in bitterness of heart which is a curse upon patriotism, ‘I answered 
the call of my country at the risk of all my earthly interests and it called me 
to this—dishonor, depravity.’ 

* To abolish the canteen will not regenerate the Army. But the words of 
General Ludlow should be the text for Congressional action: * Nothing should 
be done officially to create in volunteer troops the habit of using intoxi- 
cants.’”’ (Major-General Miles’s Report, 1899, vol. 2, pp. 226, 227.) 

By the committee's courtesy I shall append to my statement a number of 
exhibits on various features of the discussion without comment. 

I assure the committee that the friends of this amendment will be glad to 
assist in every practicable way to provide for the men in our military serv- 
ice. None helped in many ways more heartily and loyally during the late 
war than many who join us in this petition to you, and I may be pardoned if 
I say Iam specially hopeful that you will recommend the adoption of section 
40 as it has come from the House, and then that the Department will accept 
Mr. Buzzacot’s generous and patriotic and practical offer (see Exhibit A). 
Give what we ask a fair chance, and we believe much good will result and 
the blessings of thousands of our people who break up homes and part with 
loved ones at the nation’s call will be upon you. 

Mr. Dinwippre. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, there is 
a gentleman present, at the request of the Secretary of War, who desires to 
represent the defenders of the present system, and I have no desire to run 
over the present time. If you will permit me to file with the committee, for, 
I trust, their careful consideration, a proposition from Francis H. Buzzacot, 
of Chicago, I will oar, call attention to that now. This isa proposition 
which has been on file for months past in the War Department, thus far 
without definite answer. Mr. Buzzacot is a man who has conducted temper- 
ance canteens, which have been expatiated upon in the reports of the Depart- 
ment, and which canteen during the Cuban war netted a profit to the 
regiment of $5,000. He offers to do the same thing at a good point in the 
Philippines and carry it on from place to place if the Government will give 








him the opportnnity to do so,and without the Government expending any 
mane in itsinitiation. It is a marvelous proposition, gentlemen, and I wish 
to call your attention to it in the course of the papers which I shall file, with 
the courtesy of the committee, with the stenographer, in order to reach you 
more fully, so that you may give it your attention. 


Mr. SEWELL. Where does that letter or article come from? 
From whom is it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis from the Anti-Saloon League. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. BUTLER. The distinguished Senator certainly knows of 
such an organization. 

Mr. SEWELL. But will the Senator now let us have a vote on 
this question? 

Mr. BUTLER. 
through. 

Mr. SEWELL. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator will wait a moment. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is not so important about the canteen as to 
get to the passage of the bill at some reasonable time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I judged from the committee's report that the 
canteen was the only important part of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ah, the Senator is inclined to be a little sar- 
castic. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator can not read. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can, but he can not read like the 
Attorney-General can. Has the Secretary read down to Exhibit 
| A? Is that the next matter sent up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
| Secretary has read to that point. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are certain exhibits composing the re- 
mainder of this matter, and I will ask that they may be inserted 
in the RecorpD, following what the Secretary has read. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


EXnHrsit A. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 20, 1899. 


I have no objection to that, but I am not quite 


I beg pardon. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 
(Through the Adjutant-General United States Army, Washington, D. C.) 


Sir: I have the honor to respectfully tender my services and such an 
amount as is necessary, not to exceed $5,000, to be expended by me or under 
my direction for the purpose of erecting and establishing a model Army tem- 
perance canteen to be conducted under military regulations for the recre- 
ation, benefit, and modern advantages of such United States volunteer troops 
as are now serving in the Philippines. 

In this temperance canteen there will be sold on a scale lower than pre- 
vailing market prices all such articles and comforts that troops in tropical 
camps require—to supply many of such articles as books, literature, games, 
all free of cost (in short, to provide anything that is right and proper), except 
liquor or intoxicants; absolutely nothing of this nature to be permitted or 
jene of in its vicinity. 

This temperance canteen will be gems of accommodating 1,000 men under 
its portable canvas roof. It will be floored, ventilated,and equipped with a 

eneral store for the disbursement of such goods as are approved of by the 
ar Department. It will be provided with reading and writing tables, rec- 
reation tables, benches, music, pictorial magazines, and will be absolutely 
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free to ou? soldier boys for their comfort, entertainment, and accommoda- 
tion, at such times as they have for recreation when off duty. Neat and 
tasty lunch counters will be erected and maintained for the serving of hot 
tea, coffee, chocolate, fresh milk, iced tea, lemonade, and such drinks as will 
be beneficial to troops instead of hurtful to them. The serving of light 
lunches will be encouraged, of a nature to relieve the monotonous effect of 
the Army ration. | : 

Athletic games will be furnished, baseballand football outfits provided and 
loaned to the troops on all proper occasions, when time permits, and thus 
supplied to the men free. : 

Tn this temperance canteen and its establishment and equipment I proffer 
my services until its erection and complete organization, whereupon I shall 
make full and complete presentation of same to the Government, through 
such commanding Officers as the honorable Secretary of War directs, abso- 
lutely free of debt or any expense whatever to the Government or troops, 
asking only that upon its successful existence the United States Government 
will so maintain it, asa strictly temperance canteen, wherever it can be of 
service to bodies of troops who remain in the camp or field. 

It is to be understood also that all profits aa from the sale of every- 
thing will be strictly accounted for (less a reasonable percentage for running 
expenses), and the entire balance to be used for the purpose of issues to the 
troops or commands who patronize this canteen, in such a way as will relieve 
the monotony of camp fare and rations, and best add to the comfort, benefit, 
health, and moral advancement of the troops abroad. Lastly, that a small 
percentage be set aside for the sole purpose of extending the movement and 
establishing other temperance canteens elsewhere, thus letting the good work 
ro on. 

. Religious or song services could also be held here, and what more fitting 
lace could be found for a regiment and its music than a temperance canteen 
in the midst of a camp of our soldier boys? 

It is to be hoped that the Secretary of War will, with other departments, 
look well into this offer. There should be unison in one fair effort toestablish 
a model Army temperance canteen, which would be a source of comfort and 
convenience to the boys, and acredit to those who indorse such a movement. 

Surely it will be appreciated by the men, for isnot it a twofold benefit and 
acredit to them? In conclusion,I beg in support of my offer tostate that an 
experience of ove? ten yearsin the Regular and Volunteer Armies (both in 
peace and war) acquaints me with the actual requirements of soldiers in the 
held, and I trust will, in asmall measure, contribute to the success of the tem- 
perance canteen. For your information I may add that during the Spanish- 
American war I presented to my regiment, the Third Lllinois Infantry, a 
complete temperance canteen on the lines herein indicated, and the records 
will show that in several months’ existence it grew to be the largest tem- 
perance canteen ever established, capable of accommodating an entire regi- 
ment and band for church service. Its profits cleared its original cost, and 
amounted in all to $5,000 (in but a few months’ time), all of which was turned 
over to my regiment, distributed, and used by its various companies during 
its campaign in the Tropics. 

At this camp 20,000 troopers visited and patronized it. I refer with pride 
to these facts simply to indicate what can be done s. a soldier alone. With 
its recognition and cooperation by the Secretary of War and other depart- 
ments I will strive to repeat and extend its influences with a credit to every 
man and soldier concerned, and I will cheerfully pay every dollar necessary 
for its establishment. 

I believe such a movement will be indorsed by every Christian or temper- 
ance association in the United States. Mothers, sisters, and men have long 
since urged reform in Army canteens. 

There is a way to do away with the beer canteen; put in its place some- 
thing better, somethingso vastly superior and elevating that will make Amer- 
ican soldier boys proud of their own institution. Let there bea respectable, 
honorable, temperance canteen and it will reflect both on the service and 
men, and honor those who sanction and aid the movement. I feel, sir, that 
I have said enough; what is most needed is to go to work. 

I respectfully urge the indorsement of this offer by the honorable Secre- 
tary of War, the generals commanding the various departments, and whoso- 
ever is fora model Army temperance canteen. If this offer is accepted, I will 
personally establish it at any point in the Philippines where a large body of 
troops is stationed. Then let the resultsaccomplished speak for themselves. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, 
FRANCIS H. BUZZACOT, 
Late Fifth U.S. Cavalry, late Fifteenth U. S. Infantry, 
Sergeant, U.S. Volunteer Infantry, Porto Rico Campaign. 


Exursit B. 
[Washington Post, December —, 1899.] 


SOLDIER CRAZED BY DRINK—HOLDS FORT MYER GARRISON AT BAY FOR 
SEVERAL HOURS. 


Nicholas Davis, a member of Troop B, Third United States Cavalry, cfe- 
ated considerable excitement Thursday afternoon at Fort Myer, and for sey- 
eral hours held the entire garrison at bay. Davis is said to have been drinking 
to excess the fore part of the week, and the effect of the liquor was to lead 
him to the belief that the fort was being stormed by an enemy and it was his 
duty to defend it. Every man who appeared in sight was made a target by 
the infuriated man, and in order to prevent any accidents all of the roads 
leading through the reservation were guarded. 

Davis entered the troop quarters, and with a Krag-Jirgensen rifle kept a 
watch on all sides. There was plenty of ammunition at hand for him and he 
was free in his shots. The fortifications were almost impregnable against at- 
tack except with danger of loss of life attending the capture. All efforts to 
entice him out were unavailing, and he held the fort in spite of the various 
subterfuges employed in the endeavor to get him tosurrender. The soldiers 
of the garrison, acting upon orders from Captain Broughton, commanding 
Troop B, attempted to smoke him out, but this plan failed. 

a everal soldiers who were well acquainted with Davis, including his 
bunkie,” started to walk up the stairs to the place where he was holding forth, 
but he refused torecognize them and menacingly thrust the muzzle of his rifle 
in their direction, causing a general scamper to cover. Captain Broughton 
himself attempted to conciliate him, but he could do nothing. After all en- 
deavors to dislodge him from his position, and the waste of several hours of 
time, it is said, it was decided to shoot him. The sergeant of the guard was 
instructed to secure a detail for this purpose. The guard secured a point of 
vantage and waited for Davis to appear at one of the windows of the com- 
pany house. He was very shrewd, und only showed the top of his nead when 
taking aim. A chance was finally offered, and two soldiers tired at him. He 
Was seen to disappear, and for the time it was thought he had been shot 
through the head. Some of the men started up the stairs after him, when 
hey were alarmed by his heavy footsteps as he paced the floor above. 

Captain Broughton finally entered the room and fearlessly ordered Davis 
to come downstairs and receive attention from the doctor. Edging his way, 
he finally managed “0 arte the rifle, and ina short time Davis was subdues 
He had not been stru when fired upon. The bullet, however, struck the 


stock of his rifle and splintered it, some of the fiying particles of wood being 
embedded in his face. It required the combined efforts of four men to take 
him to the hospital. It is possible he will be sent to the Government Hos- 
pital for the Insane if his condition does got improve. 


Exuisit C. 
[Denver Evening Post, September 15, 1899.] 
CANTEEN'S WORK. 

The suicide of poor Harry McDowell, of Company M, took place last De- 
cember. Repeated attempts have been made to conceal the real facts. A 
stigma was put upon the memory of this man to which he was not entitled. 
McDowell had been out of the hospital only twodays. He was homesick; he 
got drunk on liquor bought in the regimental saloon on credit, and had not 
the canteen records been burned they would prove it. He was thrown into 
the guardhouse. This consisted of two rooms aggregating 16 by 32 feet in 
size, with a low ceiling, and situated on the ground floor—a part of a Manila 
house that no Filipino will sleep in because of the deadly fevers. 

This guardhouse had one small window and one door, which was kept 
closed by McCoy's (McCoy was colonel of the regiment) express orders. The 
thermometer was then nearly 100 degrees in the shade every day, and the 
days and nights were rendered terrible by the odors and mosquitoes in the 
prison. There were 23 men there the day McDowell died. He had passed a 
sleepless night; he was in the condition any man just from the hospital and 
sick from intoxication would be in, and he reported to Major Kemble for re- 
lief. Because McDowell took no bottle to the dispensary he got no medicine. 
He returned to the guardhouse. The door still being shut, he tried to get 
relief by using asmall fan. About noon he remarked, “I can't stand this 
any longer,” and, taking a knife from his haversack, cut his throat. After 
this the guardhouse door was kept open. There is blood on the canteen 
profits and its promoters. 


EXHIBIT D. 
(Habana Post, July 6, 1900.] 
A DISGRACED OCCASION. 


It was a source of genuine disappointment to the large assemblage of 
American citizens who gathered to witness the Vedado field sports of the 
soldiers belonging to the batteries stationed there that a feature not down 
on the programme, but made one of the most notable of the day, should have 
been brought prominently to their attention. The permitting of the Army 
canteen on the ground to the right and in front of the grand stand gave the 
visitors, American and Cuban, an enforced opportunity of witnessing the 
disgraceful spectacle of perhaps a hundred drunken soldiers, many of whom 
were violently disorderly, even to engaging in fist fights and general brawls, 
in the presence and ostensibly under the supervision of the officers of the bat- 
teries. It is doubtful if such a disgusting and disgraceful spectacle has ever 
before been offered the people of Cuba upon the occasion of a public celebra- 
tion. Certainly not within the experience of a large proportion of the civilian 
visitors who went to the exercises, expecting to see high-class sports, con- 
ducted in an orderly and truly American manner, has there ever been wit- 
nessed such scenes of drunkenness, disorderliness, and general confusion. 

The Fourth of July was disgraced by the debauchery which prevailed, 
but it was even worse prostituted by officers who gave their consent to the 
establishing of a drinking tent in a place of public amusement to which the 
public had been invited and whose money was taken for what was supposed 
to be a respectably conducted exercise. So noticeable was the debauchery 
for atime that some one in authority actually closed the place for at least 
two hours, giving the boys this much time in which to sober up, but it was 
reopened at 1 o'clock, and from that hour until the exercises were over was 
the rendezvous for all the Army toughs the batteries and visiting companies 
contain; fight after fight following as men lost their heads under the influ- 
ence of liquor in the rays of a broiling tropicalsun. It was a repulsive sight 
for the ladies, hundreds of whom were forced to view it from their grand- 
stand seats, and equally disgusting to the sterner sex, who love their natal 
day and would have been glad to have seen it observed in decency and order. 

Some one is to blame for the disgrace which was brought to the United 
States and its tlag Wednesday. How can we consistently censure ill-tem- 
pered Spaniards and Cubans for displaying it upside down when we admit 
to our public places of amusement disorderly conducted canteens to turn our 
soldiers upside down, make them lose their self-control, and indulge in row- 
dyism that belonged tothe Bowery of otherdays. Thecanteen didnot locate 
itself in a conspicuous part of the grounds, nor did it license itself to sell 
liquor to soldiers in all stages of intoxication. If it was thought necessary 
for the pleasure of the boys in blue that they should have their beer upon 
such an occasion the canteen should have at least been put under guard and 
at the worst have been conducted decently. Furthermore, it should have 
been located where visitors would not have been made to see its rowdyism 
and debauchery. Every self-respecting American must have felt like hiding 
his head in shame over the disgusting exhibition given him at the Vedado 
field sports on Wednesday. Small wonder is it that the Cuban ladies who 
were present, to whom such scenes are altogether unknown, should have 
shown the revulsion of feeling that many of them manifested, and small won. 
der it is that American ladies in the grand stand blushed with mortification 
at the indecencies of the day. The Fourth of July was sorely disgraced in 
our own house. 


EXHIBIT E. 
CoLuMBUS, O10, December 7, 1900. 

DEAR Srr: I was in and around St. Paul and Minneapolis great part of 
May, June, and July, 1898, and also during the month of April, 1899, engaged 
in temperance work. I was frequently at Fort Snelling and the Soldiers’ 
Home, being a civil war veteran myself, and interested in these localities for 
historic reasons, as well as for purposes related tomy work. I made a care- 
fulstudy of the canteen in Fort Snelling as to whether it kept soldiers from 
going outside for intoxicating drink. I was unable to see that it had any ap- 
preciable good effect in this regard. Soldiers came and went freely to the 
saloons a couple of hundred yards away-at the end of the high bridge across 
the Mississippi. I saw dozens of them in the barroom of the restaurant and 
hotel where | lodged, at the end of the bridge, and other throngs were com- 
ing and going all the time to and from another saloon just across the street. 

‘The trade in the saloons at the end of the bridge was enormous, the beer: 
kegs being stacked in the streets in great ricks, the patronage being almost 
exclusively that from Fort Snelling. I saw the sobliiers in Mendota at the 
saloons there. Isaw them in large numbers in the saloons of Minnehaha 
Park Station, near, and in the saloons of Minneapolis and St. Paul, to which 
there is access in a few minutes by street railway from Fort Snelling. 

The situation, in short, was that if a soldier did not get all the beer he 
wanted in Fort Snelling he went outside a little way and easily procured all 
he desired, while many who did not care enough for it to go outside, yet 
drank from the canteen in the fort because it was handy. 
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The Fort Snelling canteen seemed to me only one more opportunity to 
drink, and one more source of temptation, of which there were already too 


ry respectfully, J. C. JACKSON, 
Editor Amer n Issue. 
Hon. J ePpH R. HAWLEY, 
< irman Committee on Military Affai 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C 


EXHIBIT F. 
[From the Philadelphia Record.] 
FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF SECRETARY ROOT. 
Secretary Root’s annual report of the business of the War Department 








reopens the vexed question as to the advisability of maintaining post ex 
changes. The Secretary, who defends Army « I says 

“The practical question to be considered is not whether soldiers should 
drink or not drink, but whether they should be permitted to drink beer in 
the camp, surrounded by the restraiming influences of discipline and good 





association, or whether they should be driven to drink bad whisky in tl 
vile re ts which cluster around the limits of every military post and cam 
and especially around those in which prohibition is maintained.” 

Many people had cherished the belief that the post exchange would tend 
to repre the annoying exuberance of soldiers who indulge in intoxicant 
but the experience of residents in the vicinity of Camp Meade, when 30,00 
Spanish war volunteers were mobilized there, convinced them of their mis 
take. While the canteen wasin daily operation Harrisburg and the neigh 
boring towns were overrun by drinking soldiers, and the speak-easies in the 
vicinity found patrons by the hundred. 












EXxnursit G. 


CINCINNATI, Ont10, December 8, 1 


- 
My DrArR Mr. Dinwippte: In reference to the subject of the canteen at 

Fort Thomas, Ky. (just across from Cincinnati), you can say that while t) 

cantee! the camp is in operation there has grown up at the entrance a 


row of salo« which have no local patronage except from the soldiers. 
The sight of soldiers about the saloons of this city iscommon, and on some 
occasions that I have known of at the time their conduct on the cars going 
back has been offensive, to say the least. 
Very truly, yours, MELVILLE RITCHIE, 
420 Elm street. 


Exnipir H. 
[Cleveland Plain Dealer, December —, 1900.] 
REV. E. G. SAUNDERSON OBJECTS TO ARCHBISHOP IRELAND'S ATTITUDE ON 
CANTEEN. 
Rev. E. G. Saunderson, formerly of St. Paul and Minneapolis, is in Cleve 
Jand, and yesterday his attention was called to the statement made by Arch- 
bishop Ireland, of St. Paul, concerning the canteen. He made the following 


statement concerning it in reply to what Archbishop Ireland has said: 
**My attention has been called to the report from Washington that Arch 


bishop Lreland has spoken in favor of the Army canteen before the Senate 


Committee on Military Affairs, and referring to observations at Fort Snell 
ing. Knowing the Archbishop to be an ardent temperance man, lam sure 
1¢ would not advocate a course he believed would conducetoevil. The chap 
lain at Fort Snelling is one of the Archbishop's priests, and no doubt his 
efforts have been steady and strong for the good of the men under his care 

“Fort Snelling is just outside the corporate limits of §t. Paul, but the part 
of the city now in the Eleventh Ward is prohibition territory by charter, 
having been in the old city of Hamline, since united with St. Paul. But this 
fact, added tothe presence of beer in the canteen on the reservation, does 
not prevent the existence of resorts of the worst sort just off the reservation 


Neither does the canteen prevent soldiers from coming down town and pat- | 


ronizing the saloons and other places of evil resort. 
“ Fort Snelling would seem an ideal place to prove the efficiency of the can- 
teen system, as the Soldiers’ Club has a beautiful situation, pleasant sur- 


roundings of fine barrack and shade, well conducted school, faithful chaplain | 


interested in the good of his men, and all this surrounded by a belt of prohi 
bition territory. It ought to be easy to keep within the guard lines al! not 
strong enough to go down town and come back sober. But, as a matter of 
yersonal observation, soldiers, as soon as relieved from duty, in large num 
vers hurry past the canteon to the street cars, and spend their evenings 
cown town as they choose. 

“The condition of Fort Snelling, to my mind, proves nothing for or against 
the canteen, except as it is easy to get beer there any time, while beer and 
worse are to be had clandestinely across the bridge, and anything St. Paul 
offers at the end of thirty minutes ride downtown. The principal argumen 
for the canteen, that the soldiers will stay away from more dangerous drinks 
and resorts if afforded beer in the canteen, is not more true of soldiers than 
of other men. No one advocates wine and beer shops in residence districts 
of cities to aid in keeping young men from going down town nights. 


“The only possible argument for the canteen is that it is a concession to | 


the habits of the men which may be made without danger to discipline or 
efficiency. Discipline should keep the soldier from any danger outside. It 
experience proves that such of the soldiersas bring with them into the sery 
ice a thirst for beer, may have that thirst supplied, the Government may 
assume to permit them to obtain beer through military channels. But it 
should not be done by the canteen as now conducted, when every man who 
enjoys the financial advantages of the profits of the canteen feels in honor 
bound to contribute to the profits by paying for beer. 

“Efficiency is the first thing in the Army. In view of the recent testi- 


mony from prominent officers as to the effects of strong drink on the soldier | 


in the field, it would be well for the United States authorities to put a pre- 
mium on sobriety and encourage the enlistment of men who do not bring 
with them a love of drink, and de liver them from the dangers of drink in the 
soldier's club, the canteen. 

“In the interests of efficiency the Army Regulations prescribe what a 
soldier shall wear, what he shall eat,and where he shall eatit. Everything 
must bend to efficiency. No one claims beer is essential to efficiency. Ali 
that anyone claims is that it may be permitted to a degree without serious 
danger to efficiency. But the overwhelming weight of testimony is that it 
is always a meuace to efficiency, and in some cases a positive hindrance. 

“The canteen system is principally under the charge of regimental offi- 


cers. If any such officers are themselves fond of beer, and if brewers think | 


it worth while to subsidize them with free cases, the reason for some favor- 
ites for the saloon may be discerned. The Regular Army ought not to be 
the last resort for bums and toughs and loafers. It ought to be as honorable 
a calling as any in the country. Archbishop Ireland proclaims himself an 
abstainer. If total abstinence is good for the Archbishop, it is also good for 
the soldier.” 
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[From the Washington Post,December 15, 1900.] 
Exuinit L 
TAF’ COMMISSION DIVIDED—MANILA LIQUOR LAW THE SUBJECT OF SHARP 
CONTROVERSY 
MANILA, Decemb« Il, 




















The liquor-license law has passed the Taft Commission, but the com-nission 
is radically divided on its most distinctive feature, namely, the banishment 
of saloons from the Escolta and several other crowded streets and p'aza 
Commissioner Wright offered an amendment leaving the authority for the 
removal of saloons in the dis s in question to the provost marshsl. The 
ar iment rec l tes of Commissioners Wright and Ide. An 
amendment by Judge “ ertain streets and adding others wa 

ted, Commissioners and Ide voting in the negative. On 
passage of the bill Commission Ide voted “no” and Commissioner Wright 
| voted with the majority f there had been aseconder. Commissioner W rig 
would have offered an amendmen 1z the sale of liquor to soldier 
amendment was added ext ime for the removal of loor 
f n three to six months, nam One of the sections, increasi: 
the cost of licenses, goes into effe var when th ‘enses expire 

During the arguments of Commigsioncrs Wright, Ide, Worcester, ar 

‘aft in favor of closing the saloons they cited the liquor laws of 'Tennes 
and Massachusetts as effective precedents for confining the sale of liquor t 
prescribed localities. They also said the native police are ineffective to cope 

ith the situation when soldiers visit Mani‘a and become hilarious 





Heavy rain has fallen for seve days. This deters war operati 


on the part of the cavalry. 


Exnipit J. 
FIGURES THAT SPEAK VOLUMES. 
I official record of deathsin the Army and Navy from April7, 1898, t 
February 28, 1899, during the war with Spain, furnishes an indictment of the 
War Department that can not be answered by investigating commissions or 
courts of inquiry: 











' 

| THE ARMY i THE NAVY. 

| 

Killed in action : ‘ 329 | Killed in action ............. a 17 
| Died of 1 ie eee 125 | Died of wounds er J ae 
| Died of dis §.277 Died of diseases 0 
} 


Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, I desired to make a few remarks 
in answer to some of the unjust criticisms made, but the Senate is 
very thin. lam afraid we can not geta very satisfactory vote or 
I should be very glad to take it now. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. Let us take it now. 
| Mr. HANSBROUGH. We are ready for a vote. 
| Mr. HAWLEY. I think I ought to have a call of the Senate. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 

iggests the absenceof aquorum. The Secretary will call the 
roi, 

he Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 








Allen, Culberson, Hoar, Perkins, 

| Allison, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 

| Bacon, Deboe, Lodge, Platt, Conn. 
Bard, Dolliver, McComas, Piatt, N. Y. 

| Bate, Elkins, McCumber, Proctor, 
Berry, Fairbanks, McLaurin, Sewell, 

| Burrows, Foster, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Butler, Frye, Mallory, Simon, 

| Caffery, Gallinger, Martin, Stewart, 

| Carter, Hale, Mason, Teller, 

|} Chilton, Hanna, Money, Thurston, 

| Clark, Hansbrough, Morgan, Turley, 
Cla Hawley, Nelson, Wellington. 
Cockrell, Heitfeld, Penrose, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In answer to the roll call 55 
Senators have responded, There isaquorum present. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is on agreeing to an amendment reported 
by the committee, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 43, section 34, line 4, strike out the 
word ‘‘ beer,” and in line 5, strike out the words “ intoxicating 
liquors” and insert in lieu thereof ‘ distilled spirits;” so as to 
read: 

Seo. 34. The sale of or dealing in wine or any distilled spirits by any person 

| in any post exchange or canteen or army transport or upon any premises 
used for military purposes by the United States, is hereby prohibited. The 

Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry the provisions of this section 

into ull torce and effect. 

| Mr. GALLINGER. I moveto lay the proposed amendment on 

| the table. 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 

| shire moves to lay the committee amendment on the table. 

| Mr. BACON. The committee amendment, Mr. President? 

| Mr. SEWELL. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 

| President. What effect would that have on the House section? 

| Will it leave it in force? 

| 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would leave itin force. 
Mr. SEWELL. I think the Senator had better allow us to 
| have a direct vote on the committee amendment. I ask him to 
withdraw his motion. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. I think we can get a direct vote, and we 
| get the affirmative of it. I insist on my motion. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, to lay on the 
| table the amendment of the committee which has been stated. 
Mr. HAWLEY and Mr. SEWELL demanded the yeas ard nays, 
and they were ordered. 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SEWELL. Let us have a fair vote. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris}. Not seeing 
him in the Chamber and not knowing how he would vote, I with- 
hold my vote. : 

Mr. TURLEY. I was authorized by the Senator from Kansas 
to state that on this question he would vote in favor of the com- 
mittee amendment, if he were present. 

Mr. CLARK. With that understanding, and upon the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Tennessee, I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I havea gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin |[Mr. QUARLEs]. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. ForAKER’s name was called). 
The Senator from Ohio is absent, and is paired with the Senator 
from Montana {[Mr. CarTER]. The Senator from Ohio would 
vote ‘‘ yea” if here, 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the negative). Since vot- 
ing I have been requested by the Senator from New Hampshire to 
stand paired with the absent Senator from Ohio | Mr. FoRAKER}, 
and in view of his request, to which I accede, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw Lins]. He not being 
present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURLEY (when the name of Mr. Harris was called). I 
repeat the statement that I was authorized by the Senator from 
Kansas to state that if he were present he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when Mr. KEAnN’s name was called). I desire 
to announce that my colleague is paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). On this subject 
Iam paired with the junior Senator from Vermont [ Mr. DILLinc- 
HAM]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay” and he would vote 
‘“‘ veg.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr.CuLLom]. Not 
Snowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I shonld vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MASON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 
Heis absent. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripE]. I have telegraphed 
him to know how he stands, but cannot get a delivery of the mes- 
sage. Therefore Ican notvote. If he were present, I should vote 
‘‘nay.” Ido not know how he would vote. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], who is ab- 
sent. Were he present. I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiLL- 
MAN]. Not knowing how he would vote, I will refrain from 
voting. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington (Mr. TURNER). 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have been informed that the junior Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. DiLLincHaAm] is paired on this question with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Kran]. That leaves 
me at liberty to vote, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
QUARLES] is detained from the Chamber to-day by sickness. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam authorized to state that the senior 
Senator from Rhode Island {[Mr. ALpRicu], if present, would vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
CHANDLER], who is absent from the city, is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana {[Mr. McENrry}. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
whether the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] 
has-voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not. 

Mr. BACON. I have a general pair with that Senator, and un- 
der the circumstances am compelled to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 15; as follows: 


I am paired 


The Chair is informed that he 


YEAS—‘H 

Allen, Clay, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Daniel, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 

rd, Deboe, Jones, Ark. Simon, 
Bate. Dolliver, Lodge, Teller, 
Berry, Fairbanks, McComas, Towne, 
Beveridge, Foster, McCumber, Turley, 
Burrows, aie Nelson, Wellington, 
Butler, Gallinger, Perkins, 
Chilton, Hale, Pettigrew, 
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| 


| first and second lieutenants. 
| in reference to enlisted men reads as follows: 


Ti3 


NAYS—15. 

Caffery, Hawley, Morgan, Shoup, 
Clark, Heitfeid, Pettus, Spooner, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Pritchard, Stewart. 
Elkins, Mallory, Sewell, 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Hanna, Martin, Thurston, 
Bacon, Harris, Mason, Tillman, 
Baker, Jones, Nev. Money, Turner, 
Carter, Kean, Penrose, Vest, 
Chandler, Kenney, Proctor, Warren, 
Culberson, Kyle, Quarles, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Lindsay, Rawlins, Wolcott. 


McBride, 
Diilingham, McEnery, 
Foraker, Me Millan, 

So the committee amendment was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further committee 
amendments? 

Mr. PROCTOR. On behalf of the committee I submitted an 
amendment to section 24, which is in the hands of the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, line 16, strike out all of section 
24 alter the words ‘‘ Military Academy” and insert the following: 

Persons not over 40 years of age who have served as volunteers subsequent 
to April 21, 1898, may be ordered before boards of officers for such examina- 
tion as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, and who may establish 
their fitness before these examining boards, may be appointed to the grades 
of first or second lieutenant in the Regular Army, taking rank in the respec- 
tive grades according to seniority as determined by length of prior commis- 
sioned service; but no officer appointed under the provisions of this section 
shall be placed above another in the same grade with longer commissioned 
service, and nothing herein contained shall change the relative rank of officers 
heretofore commissioned in the Regular Army. 

Enlisted men of volunteers may be appointed second lieutenants in the 
Regular Army under the same conditions now authorized by law for enlisted 
men of the Regular Army. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam not familiar with the legislation on this sub- 
ject, but does the clause— 

But no officer appointed under the provisions of this section shall be placed 
above another in the same grade with longer commissioned service 
deprive the President of any general discretion? 

Mr. BACON. Senators are standing so close to each other that 
they do not raise their voices so that those who sit on this side 
-an hear them. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not hear the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Georgia is not heard on this 
side of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment is printed, and was distrib- 
uted yesterday. It does not affect in the slightest degree the dis- 
cretion of the President. In answer to the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I will say that it merely preserves the pres- 
ent relative rank of officers now inthe Army. The amendment, 


Scott, 
Sullivan, 
Taliaferro, 


Depew, 


The Senate will please be in 


| I may state, changes the original measure in this respect: The 


” 


first word in line 16, page 36, is ‘‘officers.” That is changed to 
‘*nersons,” so that it opens the door to anyone who has served in 
the volunteers since April 21, 1898, the outbreak of the Spanish 
war. It allows them to be ordered by designation of the Presi- 
dent, of course, before boards for examination, and to be appointed 
The last clause in the amendment 


utenants in the 
law for enlisted 


Enlisted men of volunteers may be appointed second li 
Regular Army under the same conditions now authorized b 


| men of the Regular Army. 


It gives enlisted men this additional opportunity. The first 
part of the section would only allow those enlisted men of volun- 
teers who were designated for examination by the President to be 
appointed. This second clause gives the right; and this I call to 
the attention of the senior Senator from Iowa especially, because 
{ noticed he was under a misapprehension the other day. The 
original law in regard to promoting enlisted men of the Regular 
Army to second lieutenants was confined to noncommissioned 
officers, who were designated by their captains and recommended. 
By an additional law, passed I think in 1892, the right was given 


| to any enlisted man on hisown motion, without the recommenda- 


tion of the captain, to come before those boards for examination, 
and this final clause gives enlisted men of volunteers that same 
right after two years’ service either in the yolunteers or in the 
RegularArmy. That right has been extended already by the De- 
partment thissummer, In the case of those who have served for 
two years, their volunteer service has been counted, and 65 have 
been appointed under this clause. That opens it to volunteers to 
come in for examination on their own motion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to have the amendment read 


again. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again be 
stated. 


The Secretary again read the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Proctor. 
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Mr. DANIEL. 


I should like to make aninquiry. I observe in 
the concluding part of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont it is stated that— 


Enlisted men of volunteers may be appointed second lieutenants in the 


Reguiar Army under the same conditions now authorized by law for enlisted 
men of the Regular Army. 

As I understand it, an enlisted man in the Regular Army is re- 
quired to serve two years before he can ask for an examination by 
a board. If this is a mere extension of that privilege to Volun- 
teers, the great mass of volunteers who served in the Spanish war 


would not be included initatall. Iask the Senator if that is his | 
| the Departments. 


understanding of the amendment? 


Mr. PROCTOR. Ths Senator from Virginia will notice that | 
the first part of the section gives enlisted men, by designation of | 


the President, the right to appointment as first or second lieuten- 
ants, regardless of the time they have served. It would be im- 
practicable, the Senator will see, to give the right to all who have 
served as enlisted men in any of our wars, for no matter how short 


a time, to come before these boards, for the number would be so | ‘ ‘ 4 
| years ago. It was largely liberalized about seven or eight years 


very great that it would be impossible toexecute the law. Butit 
gives the right to those who are designated for examination to 
come before the board without reference to the time they have 
served. Any who have served in the Volunteer Army, officers or 
enlisted men, since the outbreak of the Spanish war can be desig- 
nated for examination before the board. 


I wish before taking my seat to call the attention of the Senator | . 
NRE} | on the two years, and they were assured that it would be done. 
| 


from Minnesota |Mr. NELSON] to this provision, as he had some 
point to make upon it when it was introduced. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I think the amendment as it is 
now framed carries out the provisions that ought to be provided 
in this law, according to my notion. Volunteers, whether they 
were commissioned officers or not, who have served in the Army 
since the commencement of the Spanish war can, under the first 
paragraph of the provision, be examined and. if they pass, they 
may be appointed first or second lieutenants in the Army. 

The last part of the provision, and that is entirely independent 
of the other and supplemental to it, provides that a Volunteer en- 
listed man can come in and be examined as enlisted men are ex- 
amined for second lieutenants in the Regular Army, and I under- 
stand that their service of two years in the Volunteer Army will 
be credited to them in like manner as though they had served two 
years in the Regular Army. I believe that is the understanding 
and that that is the rule. 

The provision, so far as it relates to volunteers, is of a double 
kind. They can come in under the first paragraph and be exam- 


ined under that, and be a first or second lieutenant; or they can | 


come in under the last paragraph and be examined, and become 
second lieutenants. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator who 
has this matter in charge what is the object of putting it in the 
past tense— 


Persons not over 40 years of age who have served. 


It seems to me that might admit of a construction that it does 
not apply to future volunteers. I wish the Senator would allow 
me to move to amend it by inserting after the word “served” 
the words ‘“ or shall hereafter serve.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticrt. How would it then read? 

Mr. TELLER. ‘* Who have served or shall hereafter serve.” 
I understand it is intended to take in some who are out of the 
service now. A man who is serving has served,-of course, but 
any man who has served heretofore and gone out of the service 
could not under this provision be eligible, as I understand it. 
What I want tosecure is that the volunteer in the future shall 
have an opportunity of preferment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator if he puts the word 
‘“‘shall” before the word ‘‘have,” that will apply to the time of 
examination. If his amendment is adopted, then a man who to- 
day has served eight months would be included, because he has 
served heretofore, and he will not have served hereafter for two 
years. 

Mr. TELLER, I think that will hardly hold good. What I 
want to do is to get this provision in such a shape that in the 
future the young man who enters the Army of the United States 
will know that he has anopportunity, if he distinguishes himself, 
to be promoted to an office in the Regular Army. I think if this 
great Army is to be recruited you have got to offer some induce- 
ment to the people of the United States to enter the Army, Iam 
told on what I regard as good authority that the enlistments, with 
all the effort the Government can make, are so very small that it 
would take along time to fillup the Army. I believe, and I think 
Iam not mistaken, that last month's enlistments, with the induce- 
ments which have been made heretofore, were only about 1,600. 
At that rate it will take a long time to fill up the Army so as to 
have men to take the place of those who are to be discharged on 
the ist of July. 

I want to get the provision in such a shape that it will be un- 


mistakable that every young man who goes into the volunteer 
force will understand that every place in the Army is open to 
him, first by appointment, and subsequently by promotion. Now, 
I do not care just how that is done. I am willing that the Sena- 
tor who has it in charge shall make the change. 

Mr. NELSON, Willthe Senator allow me to interrupt him and 
to call attention to the last three lines on page 2? I think that is 
a continuing provision and will apply in the future as well as in 


| the past, 


Mr. TELLER. I want to make dead sure of this provision. 
We have had some trouble with the construction of statutes in 


Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; if the Senator wants to tell how he 
can accomplish this end, I shall be glad to hear him. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is not thought necessary to insert anything 
of that kind for the reason that the army provided for by this 
measure takes the place of volunteers, and the provision in regard 
to the Regular Army is one that has stood. It was adopted many 


ago, so that any man in the Regular Army, after two years’ serv- 
ice, might of his own motion go before the board of examination. 
That is continued, and his volunteer service will be counted. 

I would say that after the Spanish war there were quite a good 
many volunteers who wanted to know whether if they went into 
the Regular Army their service as volunteers would be counted 


That system has been adopted, and some of them have been ap- 
pointed as second lieutenants. That provision is continued, 


| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President. I should like to 
| inquire of the Senator from Vermont, so that I may understand 


this matter, whether the first portion of the amendment, namely, 
‘** persons not over 40 years of age who have served as volunteers 
subsequent to April 21, 1898, may be ordered before boards of 
officers” for examination, and on establishing their fitness *‘ may 
be appointed to the grade of first or second lieutenant in the Reg- 
ular Army,” will allow a person who served as a private in the 
Volunteer Army to be designated for examination, although he 
did not serve two years. a 

Mr.PROCTOR. Itdoes not matter how short the timehe served. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then I think that is wrong. A 
private enlisted in the Regular Army can only be designated for 
examination, as I understand it, after he shall have served two 
years. I do not think there ought to be such a discrimination as 
that made in favor of a volunteer. I think that he should be put 
on the same basis with a person who has served as a private in 





the Regular Army, but to say that a volunteer who served thirty 
days in the Spanish war as a private may be examined and ap- 
pointed a first or second lieutenant when the man who has served 
a year and eleven months in the Regular Army as a private can 
not be. I think is an improper discrimination. 

Mr. DANIEL, As I understand it, the President can appoint 
from the Regular Army if he chooses to do so, 

Mr. PROCTOR, i will say in reply to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that they are not put on the same footing. Volunteers 
who have served a short time may be designated by the President 
for examination. Those who have served two years may of their 
own motion as aright go before the board. It is not required 
that they shall be recommended by their commanding officers or 
be designated by the President or Secretary of War; they have 
that right. 

Mr. TELLER. [I still insist that there should be some amend- 
ment. 

Persons not over 40 years of age who have served. 

Now, that means who have served up to this time. We are en- 
listing men every day now, I understand, who will serve as volun- 
teers under the act of 1899, 

Mr. PROCTOR, No. 

Mr. TELLER. I have been toldso. There is the authority to 
enlist, and whether that is done or not Ido not know. But cer- 
tainly there is an authority to enlist, and it surely can not embar- 
rass the bill to put in words so as to make it certain that if there 
is any soldier serving between this and the ist of July he can 
come in. 

But, Mr. President, in addition to that, this is a general Army 
bill. If we should have occasion to muster a great big army, 

which we may have if the suggestion from the chairman the other 
day was true that there were some possibilities of a foreign war, 
for I notice that he said something that is being construed into 
| that by the newspapers—— 

| Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to correct the Senator. 





Mr. TELLER. I noticed that the newspapers said that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I said in the most general way that we are not 
out of sight of the possibilities of war. 

Mr. TELLER. With some European power? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; I do not think I said European power. 
Mr. TELLER. Yes,youdid. I have gotitrighthere. Thisis 
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the Recorp. This is what the Senator said, if the Recorp is cor- 
rect, and that is my memory,too. Bat it is not a material point. 
It does not make any particular difference whether there is a pos- 
sibility of wer. The Senator was not refering to the Philippine 
war. of course. He said: 

We are not altogether out of sight of some possibility of war yet with some 
European power. We donot know. They are ina great deal of trouble there, 
and I understand i look with very great jealousy upon our talk of a Dan- 
ish island and our talk about acquiring other territory. 

Now, the newspapers are insisting that the Senator from Con- 
necticut has some knowledge about foreign affairs which is with- 
held from the rest of us, and that we are in great danger of having 
a foreign war. I do not think the Senator intended toconvey any 
such impression. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The newspaper man who wrote that was un- 
der the necessity of making it as interesting as he could. 

Mr. TELLER. I am going to make a motion to amend the 
amendment. After the word ‘‘served,” in line 3, I move to insert 
‘‘or shall hereafter serve.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
interrupt him a moment to make a suggestion? 

Mr. TELLER, I shall be glad to hear the Senator's suggestion. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection whatever to modifying 
the amendment so that it shall apply to anyone who enlists in 
the Volunteer Army between now and the 30th of June, when the 
Volunteer Army goes out of existence. I do not understand that 
any men are being or will be enlisted. It would be a very 
unwise policy. Enlistments are going on, but I understand 
they are recruits for the Regular Army. I do not think it would 
be wise to putin a provision that this shall apply to volunteers 
who may be hereafter authorized. That could be done when 
there is any legislation authorizing the raising of volunteers. 
They might be raised for thirty days or three months, and Sena- 
tors can see that it would be unjust in such a case to have a gen- 
eral law on the statute book that any volunteer hereafter, no 
matter how short his services, shall be entitled to an examination 
for promotion. 

Mr. TELLER. This provision is that he may be ordered. By 
whom? By the President. Of course it is not on his motion 
that he goes. I move toinsert, after the word “served,” the words 
‘‘or shall hereafter serve.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. Previous to June 30? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I will not make it previous to June 30, 
because I want it a general provision of law with reference to a 
volunteer. If the Senator objects to that, I shall take a vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado desire to offer his amendment now? 

Mr. TELLER. I offer this amendment to the amendment 
because the amendment is up, and I understand this is the proper 
time to offer it. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. But under the unanimous- 
consent agreement, after the committee amendments have been 
acted upon, favorably or unfavorably, everything is to be open to 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. ThenI will let it go and offer it hereafter, when 
the bill shall be perfected, and when there will be plenty of time. 
I wish to say that if the Senator who has this in charge insists 
upon his objection to it, lam then going to submit a few remarks 
to show why I think this change ought to be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont is agreed to, I should like 
to inquire of that Senator how many volunteers will be open to 
the lieutenancy provided for in the last three lines? I understand 
that it applies only to volunteers now in the service: 

Enlisted men of volunteers may be appointed second lieutenants. 


Now, we passed a law on the 2d of March, 1899, providing for 
these volunteers, and [ think very few of them were enlisted be- 
fore the ist of July of that year. I do not think this holds out a 
very great opportunity for enlisted men who are now serving in 
the Philippines or elsewhere to become second lieutenants, be- 
cause they can not make application unless they have served two 
years. SoI think this is a very small boon to those soldiers of 
the 35,000 men who enlisted for the term of two years and three 
months, or whatever the term was. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I had intended to make it clear 
before that any volunteer now in the service or who has served 
any time, no matter how long or how short, since the 21st of April, 
1898, is eligible for appointment as first or second lieutenant on the 
designation of the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. That is the first part of 
the section. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is the first part of it. The second part 
of it will cover a great many cases, and some have already come 
in under it, where men served a few months in the volunteers and 
then enlisted in the regulars. They are being appointed all the 
time, as I said. Sixty-five officers were appointed this last year to 
second lieutenancies, and they are eligible to come in at any time 


when their entire service, volunteer and regular, amounts to two 
years. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that by law? This seems to provide that if 
they have served for two years in the volunteer service they shall 
be entitled to the same privilege as an enlisted man who served 
in the Regular Army for two years. Now, the Senator 1 think 
very well said that they should count the volunteer service. That 
certainly can not be counted unless it is a part of some statute. 
I do not know whether it is or not. In the face of this law, that 
service can not be counted unless it is provided for in the law 
itself, 

Mr. PROCTOR. The law as it stands has been interpreted by 
the Department to include the volunteer servicc. They have 
been acting upon it. There would be no objection to adding to 
this that their service in the volunteers shall be counted as a part 
of the required two years; but that interpretation has already 
been made and acted upon by the Department, and appointments 
have been made under it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely call attention toit. Now, there is one 
other inquiry that I wish to make in respect to the amendment. 
What is the purpose and effect of the following clauses? 

But no officer appointed under the provisions of this section shall be placed 
above another in the same grade with longer commissioned service. 

I understand that to mean a longer commission in the Volunteer 
Army. It is the last clause I wish to call attention to: 

And nothing herein contained shall change the relative rank of officers 
heretofore commissioned in the Regular Army. 

Mr. SPOONER. How? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know how it could do it, except I can 
see that possibly an officer might be appointed under the first 
provision to a first lieutenancy and take grade above an officer, 
for instance, who graduated at Westpoint who is now only a 
second lieutenant. What is the construction given to that clause? 
I do not think that would be right. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I do not understand that it 
has any such effect. It merely preserves those heretofore com- 
missioned; their relative rank between each other shall not be 
disturbed by this enactment. 

Mr. ALLISON. But suppose a graduate at Westpoint was 
commissioned second lieutenant in 1899 or in 1898 and is still a 
second lieutenant in the Regular Army. This amendment pro- 
vides that persons may be appointed either to the grade of first or 
second lieutenant. Now, suppose one of these persons should be 
appointed a first lieutenant, would he not take grade above the 
second lieutenant in the Regular Army, the graduate of West- 
point, say, of the class of 1898? I do not know but that it ought 
to be so. However, it does not quite seem to me that that ought 
to be the case. 2 

Mr. PROCTOR, If appointed first lieutenant he would take 
rank above all the second lieutenants. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That, I understand, is what the Senator thinks 
ought to be the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not think it ought to be the case. I 
think that graduates at Westpoint who were graduated, say, in 
1898, and who may have served as second lieutenants and have not 
been promoted ought to have an opportunity for promotion in the 
Benelen Army, whatever that may be. Butif the President of 
the United States shall fill up all the vacant places or places that 
may be created by this law by appointing these persons to the rank 
of first lieutenant it will relegate, of course, a body of young men 
to a second lieutenancy for a great number of years. It does not 
seem to me that that is quiteright, but if the committee have looked 
into it and believe it ought to be done, I shall not criticise it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I do not disagree substantially 
with the views of the Senator from Iowa. The action of the com- 
mittee when the bill was first brought before the Senate limited 
these appointments to the second lieutenancies. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That was the opinion of the committee; but 
it seemed, as near as we could judge, that the sentiment of the 
Senate was to open the grade of first lieutenant, and this propo- 
sition does it. 

The point the Senator makes is well taken, that the recent grad- 
uates would be jumped if the President made appointments to 
the grade of first lieutenant. The clause in regard to relative 
rank, I understand, merely preserves the rank now existing to 
those heretofore commissioned; that is, that nothing shall be done 
to put an appointee of 1900 over one appointed the yeaf previous 
who is already on the Register. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the fact stated by the Senator 
from Vermont is of no consequence whatever if it be the policy 
of this bill to make provision for first lieutenants. It seems to 
me, if we open the door at all to first and second lieutenants, we 
had better leave that matter to the President of the United States 
to appoint when there is a vacancy. If the President thinks that 
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some volunteer officer or soldier is entitled to rank some West- 
point officer, he ought to have the power to exercise that judg- 
ment. That power will hardly be abused in the United States, 
for it is certain that the policy of our Government has not been 
to encourage volunteers so far as giving them commissions. 
There has been very little encouragement for the promotion of 
the actual enlisted man under our system. There is probably no 
government in the world which has been more conservative, not- 
withstanding all our boasts of equality, than the United States 
Government in maintaining that the common enlisted man should 
not be promoted. 

Of course, there must be some system of putting proper men 
into the Army; but I think there is no danger of abuse in this re- 
spect, and that we may leave to the Commander in Chief of the 
Army, the President of the United States, the right to make these 
appointments. I believe that under certain conditions a man who 
performs heroic service, and who is a second lieutenant, ought 
not to be debarred from being made a captain without going 
through the other grade of first lieutenant. There ought to be 
the power to make him a major,or a colonel, or anything else 
which the Commander in Chief of the Army thought him entitled 
to. Itwasa source of great strength to old Bonaparte that when- 
ever a meritorious officer, no matter what his rank, displayed 
great ability he was promoted. Hecould make a field marshal 
anywhere, on any day; he could make a field marshal from a 

rivate. He did a great many of those things which incited the 

rench army to deeds of heroism which otherwise they would 
not have performed. ; 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion there? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state to the Senator that at the close of 
the civil war all the grades were thrown open. The present Lieu- 
tenant-General Commanding, from a volunteer officer, was ap- 
pointed a colonel in the Regular Army, as were many others. 

This bill was not originally framed on that basis; but at the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and some others, and itseeming to 
be the sentiment of the Senate that the committee ought to liber- 
alize the provision more than we had done, we putin first lieuten- 
ants. My own opinion is that a great many of the second lieu- 
tenants will go up to first lieutenants. There will not be many 
vacancies, but there will be some. I think it is fair to leave it to 
the President, who will not do any injustice in the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam quite willing to leave it to the President. 
As was suggested by the Senator from New Jersey, at the close 
of the civil war appointments were made from the volunteer 
forces to the regular force of a large number of people, some of 
whom had served and some of whom had held very high rank in 
the volunteer forces, and had*rendered very distinguished service. 
We took those gentlemen and put them into the Regular Army at 
a very much lower grade. We had to do that, because the higher- 
grade oflicers of the Regular Army had been doing their duty 
and we could not very well jumpthem. I believe—I do not know 
certainly as to that—that the General Commanding the Army was 
made a lieutenant-colonel, and possibly a colonel, in the Regular 
Army. 

Mr. SEWELL. A colonel. 

Mr. TELLER. A colonel; and from that he has come up to his 

present position. I knowa great many very good officers, who | 
had held high rank in the volunteers, who were made captains in 
the Regular Army, because, I suppose, there was no higher place | 
in which to put them, and some of them have since become colo- | 
nels and some have become generals. What I want is elasticity— | 
an opportunity for the soldier. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] thinks that we are 
never going to have any more volunteer soldiers. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if we should have a war with a foreign power—which I pray 
we may not have—we would have a volunteer service at once. 
We could not do otherwise. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not intend to say, and I think I did not 
say, that we should never want any more volunteers if we should | 
have a great war. I said there was no provision for any more vol- | 
‘unteers after June 30 of this year, when the present law expires. | 
If we should become involved in a great war, it would be proper | 
to put a volunteer force in the field. In such a case we might | 
need vo'unteers but for a very short time. | 

Mr. TELLER. If the volunteers were needed for but a short 
time and did not render service of the proper character, they would 
not get any positions in the Regular Army atall. If they did ren- | 


question and, to some of us, an entirely new question. I should 
like the opportunity to examine the amendment, so as to find what 
its effect will be, how far it will reach, and whether graduates of 
the Military Academy may be overslaughed by it. Therefore I 
suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill that, asit is late, we let 
the matter go over to-night, and that we take it up in the morn- 
ing. If this is agreeable, I will move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to 
me a moment in which to pass a pension bill for a soldier who is 
very near death. 

Mr. HALE. I will withhold my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. With the permission of the Senator who has 
the floor, I desire to offer an amendment to the pending bill, which 
I ask to have printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment intended to 
be proposed by the Senator from Alabama will be received and 
ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM I, HOYT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5360) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram I. Hoyt. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to plaee on the 
pension roll the name of Hiram I. Hoyt, late of Company H, 
Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is nowreceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID M’MURTRIE GREGG. 


Mr. Hae and Mr. PENROSE addressed the Chair. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HALE. I yield for routine business, 

Mr. PENROSE. I want to call up a bill. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator. 

_Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S.3210) authorizing the appointment and 
retirement of David McMurtrie Gregg as a captain in the United 
States Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the long and faithful services of David 
MeMurtrie Gregg, brevet major-general of United States Volunteers, before 
and during the late war of the rebellion, especially for gallant conduct at the 
battle of Gettysburg, and his participation and gallant conduct in forty or 
more battles and engagements, as shown by the records of the War Depart- 
ment, the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by 
and with the consent of the Senate, to appoint the said David McMurtrie 
Gregg, late a captain in the United States Army and a brevet major-general 
of volunteers, to the poe of captain in the Army of the United States, 
and to place him on the retired list as of that grade. the retired list being 
hereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws and parts of laws 
in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, That 
from and after the ge of this act no pension shall be paid to the said 
David McMurtrie Gregg, nor shall any compensation be paid him for any 
period prior to his appointment under this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have that bill explained a little. 
Is it simply to retire a captain of the civil war or a captain in the 
late war with Spain? 

Mr. PENROSE. This bill relates to General Gregg, one of the 
most distinguished cavalry officers during the civilwar. The bill 
is to permit the President to appoint him and retire him. 

Mr. HOAR. Has heany rank in the service now as a voluntser? 

Mr. PENROSE. No. : 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with whatis the proper 
policy in such a matter, especially where it is intended to pay an 
honor to a gallant soldier, but if the policy is to be adopted that a 
famous and gallant soldier who served in the civil war is now to 
be taken from civil life as a mode for providing for his old age, or 
doing him honor, if he is to be singled out and appointed to a place 
on the retired list—which, of course, is substantially a pension, 
with a certain special honor—I know of some soldiers in my own 
region who were as gallant officers as ever tied a sash about their 
belts, who are living lives of great frugality, not to say of hard- 
ship, whose names I want to present to the Committee on Military 
Affairs for a like distinction. If the committee have some policy 
or principle on which they are going to act on this case, which 


der meritorious service, no matter whether their service was long | will govern and control all like cases, I should like to have that 


or short, they ought to have that reward which is the great incen- 
tive to military men. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this matter opens a very important 


policy or aie stated. 
Mr. PENROSE. This bill has ae, twice passed the Senate. 
The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs can explain 
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better than I whether it is in strict accord with the policy of the 
committee. 

“There was no more distinguished soldier of the late war than 
General Gregg. I understand he was a major-general of volun- 
teers. He resigned for sundry reasons from the position of cap- 
tain in the Regular Army; and this, in the few remaining years 
that are left to him, is simply an act of justice on the part of the 
Government. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If there is a report from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, I think it ought to be read for the 
benefit of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. HALE. Does this bill retire General Gregg only with the 
actual rank he held? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Not the volunteer rank? 

Mr. PENROSE. No; his regular rank. 

Mr. HALE. His regular rank as captain, without pension or 
back pay? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator did not state that in the answer he 
before made to me. He stated simply that this was a gallant vol- 
unteer soldier who has been in civil life for many years, and that 
it was proposed now to give him a place on the retired list of the 
Regular Army. Now, I understand that he has been an officer of 
the Regular Army, that for some reason he was retired, and he is 
to be restored to the rank in the Regular Army he had previously 
held. That is altogether a different case from the one before 
stated by the Senator. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I did not make myself clear enough. 

Mr. HOAR. So far as I am concerned, I do not propose to dis- 
cuss that matter, and I am willing to follow the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Arkan- 
sas demand the reading of the report? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to have the report read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill gives General Gregg the rank he had 
in the Regular Army before the war. It is rather a delicate mat- 
ter to speak of, but I understand he is very poor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is too late an hour to begin the reading of 
that report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not very long. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let this poor old soldier have a chance, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, 

Mr.BUTLER. Mr. President,Ilaskedtohavethebill goover. It 
will take some time to have the report read and to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report has 
been demanded, and it is the right of a Senator to have it read. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that report is to be read, I hope, pending 
the consideration of this matter, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] will renew his motion. 

Mr. HOAR, I did not ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was theSenator from Arkan- 
sas who asked for the reading. 

Mr. HALE, I do not want to interfere with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, who has his bill up, but, of course, if the reading 
of the report is insisted upon it will take a half hour’s time. I 
should hope the Senator from Arkansas would be content with a 
statement of the case and of exactly what is proposed. I at first 
thought that it was a proposition to retire General Gregg upon 
the rank which he held in the volunteer force as major-general. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We never do that. 

Mr. HALE. There is no precedent for that, but this is really 
a different case, where it is only proposed to retire this man upon 
the rank he held in the Regular Army after thecivil war was over, 
and not the volunteer rank. That we have done in several cases, 
We have done it in the Navy and we have done it in the Army. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I may mention an instance—that of General 
Pleasonton. 

Mr. HALE. I donot see any objection to the bill, Undoubt- 
edly General Gregg was a very great soldier. During the civil 
war we heard from him almost every morning. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
General Gregg was one of the best soldiers we ever had in the 
service. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HALE. He was, undoubtedly. 

Mr. SEWELL. But I think the bill had better go over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PENROSE. 


I will not press the bill further now, Mr. 
President. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HALE. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





V7 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 34 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
January 10, 1901, at 12 o'clock m. 








CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1901, 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Oscar F. Williams, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Singapore, Straits Settlements. 


CONSUL. 


Frank R. Mowrer, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Antigua, West Indies. 
MARSHAL. 


Clinton D. MacDougall, of New York, to be marshal of the 
United States for the northern district of New York. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


William G. Whipple, of Arkausas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Arkansas, 


DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Jacob Trieber, of Arkansas, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Arkansas. 

James Edmund Boyd, of North Carolina, to be United States 
district judge for the western district of North Carolina. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander John J. Hunker, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the iith day of December, 1900. 

Lieut. Commander Clinton K. Curtis, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 11th day of December, 1900. 

Lieut. John G. Quinby, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the iith day of December, 1900. 

Surg. Walter A. McCiurg, to be a medical inspectorin the Navy, 
from the 19th day of November, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut, Henry C. Davis, to be a captain in the United States 
Marine Corps, from the 23d day of July, 1900. 

Second Lieuts. Leof M. Harding, Richard M. Cutts, Harold C, 
Snyder, Olof H. Rask, Julius 8. Turrill, George Herbert Mather, 
Henry L. Roosevelt, Jay M. Salladay, Macker Babb, and Harold 
C. Reisinger, to be first lieutenants in the United States Marine 
Corps, from the 23d day of July, 1900, to fill vacancies existing in 
that grade. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Herbert Orlando Shiffert, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 26th day of December, 
1800, 

John F. Hatch, a citizen of Vermont, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 2d day of January, 1901. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 9, 1901. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. CoupDeEn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

LEASE OF PREMISES FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. LOUD. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The bill (H. R. 13274) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
lease suitable premises for use of the Post-Office Department was 
read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be empowered to lease 
suitable premises in the city of Washington for the purposes of the rural free- 
delivery system, at a cost not to exceed $4,000 per annum, payable out of the 
appropriation for that service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
anything about this matter, but I presume the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads has unanimously recommended the 
bill. Is that true? 

Mr.LOUD. It has been reported unanimously by that commit- 
tee and is recommended by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is it a fact that the new 
Post-Office building is not of sufficient capacity to accommodate 
the business of the Department? 

Mr. LOUD. That seems, unfortunately, to be the condition 
which confronts us. This matter was presented to the Appro- 
priations Committee and to our committee some time ago; and it 
occurred to us—when I say ‘‘us” I mean the gentleman from 
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Illinois [Mr. CanNoN] and myself—it occurred to us that there 
ought to be room enough in that building for all these various 
purposes of the Department. 
and made examinations, and I find the space to be all occupied. 
While it is true there are some rooms in which it might be pos- 


sible to put one or two more clerks, yet the Postmaster-General | 


says that in view of the character of this work and the necessity 
that the clerks should have within reach the files with which they 
have to deal. it would be impracticab'e to meet the wants of this 
rural free delivery by putting one or two clerks here and there in 
various rooms. This service, as the gentleman knows, is grow- 
ing; I might say, perhaps, abnormally. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is it true that the Depart- 
ment is also occupying the old departmental building? 

Mr. LOUD. It is not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that? 

Mr. LOUD. The Interior Department has been in there for 
some time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then all of the old building 
is now used by the Interior Department? 

Mr. LOUD. The Interior Department is occupying all of the 
old Post-Office Department building; and also the leased quarters 
formerly used by that Department have been surrendered by the 
Post-Oftice Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, it seems to me unfor- 
tunate that this new building is not large enough to accommodate 
the business of the Government. 

Mr. LOUD. It is unfortunate, but the Auditor's department 
is in the Post-Office Department building, I believe very improp- 
erly. I believe that the Post-Office Department and the Auditor's 
department should be as far apartas possible. But the Auditor's 
department has been put in there, and has absorbed all the space 
that was not required by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As this matter is now before 
the House, I would like to ask one other question—whether this 
rural free-delivery service is growing and whether it requires 
more room now than heretofore? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1900, the appropriation for this service was some $300,000; for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, the appropriation was $1,750,000. 
There is estimated for the next fiscal year an appropriation of 
$3,500,000; and a great many of the ‘‘ brethren” around here are 
insisting on having £5,000,000, and I have no doubt they will se- 
cure it before we get through. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of ‘vennessee. I have been unable to get 
this rural free-delivery service extended to my district, although I 


They have given up all 


have made frequent rejuests and submitted frequent recommen- | 


dations to that effect. But Iam not complaining of that. 

Mr. LOUD. The more you get of this service the worse off you 
will be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much space is con- 
templated as necessary for occupation by the rural free-delivery 
service: 

Mr. LOUD. This bill proposes to lease one floor of the Star 
Building, which is opposite the Post-Office Department. 
in the aid of the Assistant Architect of the Capitol, who is re- 
garded as an expert in these matters, and he considered the limit 
of amount provided in this bill as a very reasonable rental for one 
floor of that building. There are a little over 2,700 square feet, 
exclusive of corridors. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How many rooms do you | 


et? 
Mr. LOUD. Twelve, I believe. Icounted them yesterday, but | 


I can not state the number with certainty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then 12 rooms are required 
now to accommodate this rural free delivery? 

Mr. LOUD. There are about 75 clerks or employees now en- 
gaged in this service, and probably there will be 150 before the 
end of the year. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, in connection 
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], I have been a 

reat deal interested in the allotment of space for the Post-Office 
Gavnrtanent: and when the matter was under consideration we 
supposed that for many years to come there would be sufficient 
room in that building for all postal purposes. I understand the 
gentleman from California now to say that he has consulted with 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LOUD. We consulted several times. I will notsay that the 
entleman from Illinois advocated this proposition; but he said 
e would give it up, and would like to have the Post-Office Com- 

mittee take charge of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts would indulge me, I would like to put one further in- 

uiry to the gentleman from California, and then I shall be 

rough. Did I understand that gentleman to say that if the 
force of the auditing department was removed from the Post-Office 


| 
| 


3ut I have been to the building | 





building there would be room enough for the rural free-delivery 
service? 
Mr. LOUD. There is no doubt of that. There are about 1,500 
— of the Auditor's department in the Post-Office Department 
uilding. 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to inquire how 


| necessary it is to pass this bill this morning? 


Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, the roomsare now overcrowded, 
Let me say that in rooms now devoted to the rural free-delivery 
service—or rooms which are now used jointly—there are, in aroom 
the size of one of our committee rooms, 15 to 20 clerks; and the 
demands of the service require additional force, which can not be 
put on unless we provide this additional space. They are now 
more crowded than they should be. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I add to what the gentleman has said, 
that the superintendent of the free delivery, who has charge of 
this branch of the service, tells me that there are two or three 
clerks now on leave, sick or otherwise, and when they return it 
will be absolutely impossible to find seating room in the space now 
occupied by their force. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on the Library be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the Senate joint resolution 144. and for its imme- 
diate consideration. I would state for the information of the 
House that this is perfectly agreeable to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the Committee on the Library be discharged from the further 
consideration of the Senate joint resolution 144 and that the same 


[After a pause.] The 


| be now taken up for consideration. The Clerk will report the 


joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 144. 

Resolved, etc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithson- 
ian Institution of the class other than members of Congress, caused by the 
death of William Lyne Wilson, of Virginia, shall be filled by the appointment 
of George Gray, a resident of Delaware. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following House bills 
passed by the Senate with amendments. The amendments were 


[After a pause.] The 


| severally read and concurred in: 
I called | 


A bill (H. R. 1734) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 
A bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon; 

A bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 

A bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 


| P. Tierney: 


A bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg: and 

A bli (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to Lurinda Laughlin. 

On motion of Mr. GIBSON, a motion to reconsider the several 


| votes by which the Senate amendments were concurred in was 
| laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Tuomas of North Carolina for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, / 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 13189) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. Before the motion is pre- 
sented to the House to go into the Committee of the Whole, I 
would like to ascertain whether we can agree as to the amount of 
time for general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion. The gentle- 
man from Ohio moves that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 13189, being the river and harbor 
appropriation bill, and pending that seeks to make an arrange- 
ment to limit general debate. : 

Mr. BURTON. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, from the few requests 


that have been made for time, that three hours would be required 
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for general debate. Three gentlemen who desire to propose amend- 
ments looking toward a rather different policy in the appropria- 
tions to be made by the bill have each requested twenty minutes, 
and that would consume one hour, 

Mr. McRAE. I have not indicated to the gentleman that I de- 
sire time, but I do desire to discuss the bill; and twenty minutes 
will be enough for me; and if any arrangement is made, I hope it 
will include my having twenty minutes. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman inform us whether there 
are any members of the committee who oppose this measure? 

Mr. BURTON. There are not. 

Mr. CORLISS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask the right of being rec- 
ognized in opposition to this bill. 

“Mr. BURTON. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that we first agree on 
the oa to be consumed in general debate, and then that can be 
arranged. 

Mr. CORLISS. If it can be equitably divided I have noobjection. 

Mr. BURTON. After it is determined what length of time 
shall be consumed in general debate, then it can be arranged as 
to how the time shall be controlled. 

Mr.CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I think that three hours is hardly 
enough for this important measure. <A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CORLISS. Is it not the right of a member—— 

Mr.BURTON. Weare trying to reach an equitable agreement 
for time for general debate. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, there area number of members 
on this floor who desire to oppose the bill, and it seems to me that 
three hours’ debate is not enough for a bill that carries $60,000,000. 
That leaves about three minutes to a milliondollars. Now, there 
are several of us on the floor who do not agree with the provisions 
of the bill. and who desire to be heard, and when the gentleman 
said that three gent!emen had asked him for time, and they have 
agreed to take twenty minutes each, I desire to say I was not in- 
cluded in that category. Iwas told by the gentleman that Icould, 
perhaps, have twenty minutes. Twenty minutes was not what | 
indicated, That is not all that I expected to obtain. I do not 





think three hours’ debate is sufficient for any of the members who | 


rise in opposition to this bill to make the remarks they desire to 
make on the bill. 
time I desire in addressing myself to the bill. 

Mr. BOREING. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill, 
and I would like to be heard at least twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
ton if he voted to increase the memlLership of the House so 1s to 
have more time for debate? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes. sir: I did. 

The SPEAKER. As there is ev:dently no agreement in sight, 
the Chair will put the motion of the gent eman from Ohio. 

Mr. CORLISS. A parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURTON. 
upon a time. 
three hours. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, 
Michigan has a parliamentary inquiry. 


The gentleman from 


I know that twenty minutes will not cover the | 


I would like to ask my friend from Washing- | 
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Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the first 


reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

fr. BURTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ascertain if 
gentlemen opposed to the bill can agree — some one who will 
control the time of those in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. CORLISS, I did not hear what the gentleman from Ohio 
said. 

Mr. BURTON. Iaskedif gentlemen opposed to the bill could 
agree upon some one who would control the time of those in oppo- 
sition to the bill. 

Mr. CORLISS. I being the member of the House who asked 
recognition for that purpose, and assuring those who desire to 
oppose the bill all the time they want, if Ican obtain it, I ask that 
I be recognized in opposition to it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentleman 
from Michigan be recognized as controlling the time of those in 
opposition to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Washington that that requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Then I ask unanimous consent, Mr; Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CorLIiss] be permitted to control the 
time in opposition to the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. McRAE. I object to that, Mr. Chairman; the gentleman 
from Michigan can be recognized for an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors present this bill with the confidence that no measure be- 
fore Congress confers greater benefit upon the country. Nothing 
has contributed more to make the nineteenth century the greatest 
of all the centuries than improvements in transportation. These 
improvements have not only brought nations and States nearer 
together, but they have made possible the enjoyment of a far 
greater share of the necessities, comforts, and luxuries of life. 
Increased facilities for transportation have greatly increased pro- 
duction and consumption, because, except for these improve- 
ments, a large share of that which is now annually consumed 
could not be brought within the reach of the consumer. Thus, 
increase of production and transportation must go hand in hand, 

But for the improvements in distributive energy, a very large 
share of that which is now produced and consumed could not 


[After 


| reach the consumer. 


| faster than production proper. 


Ido not give up the hope that we can agree | 
I want to suggest that general debate be limited to | 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, if the House resolves itself into | 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, will he not have absolute 
control of the time upon the floor in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all; only an hour. He contro’s an 
hour, and will have general control of the bill. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will a member opposing the measure have 
control of the time in opposition? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is asking a parliamentary 
inquiry that pertains to the Committee of the Whole. Nobody 
can control all the time. These are matters which will be con- 
trolled in the committee, and the Speaker has no power to say 
what shall be done there. We are now in the House, and that is 
a matter for the action of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
with Mr. Hopkurns in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union is now in session pursuance to the direction of 
the House for the purpose of considering House bill 13189, and 
the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 13189) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses. 





The late Mr. Mulhall, in 1896, made the estimate that in the 
preceding fifty years distributive energy had increased three times 
The same statistician used the 
iilustration that it now costs less to carry a bushel of wheat from 
St. Paul to Liverpool, a distance of 4,831 statute miles, than it 
cost in the days of Miltiades and Themistocles to carry the same 
bushel of wheat from Athens to Marathon, a distance of 20 miles 
by wagon road. 

No country has gained greater benefits from these improve- 
ments in transportation than our own. They have afforded a 
stimulus to our industry; they have made possible the develop- 
inent of our mines, our forests, and our farms, and made avail- 
ab!e the enormous supplies which can be used for consumption 
all over the globe. We must, in order to continue this progress, 
improve our facilities for transportation by land and water as 
well. Not to continue these improvements is to fall backward. 
The distinctive feature of this bill is the provision made for deeper 
waterways and larger harbors, where already large traffic exists, 
and increased facilities are made necessary by the deeper draft 
and larger size of boats and the large number of boats frequent- 
ing them. This was also the distinctive feature of the bill of 1899. 

Next to appropriations made for the Mississippi River, which we 
regard asin accordance with the settled policy of the Government, 
the largest project to which this bill commits us is that for Boston 
Harbor. An appropriation is made of $600,000 and authority is 
given for the additional expenditure of $3,000,000 to secure a chan- 
nel 35 feet deep and respectively 1,200 and 1.500 feet wide from the 
wharves in the inner harbor to the sea. The total cost of these 
improvements when completed will be nearly $8,000,000. In the 
bill of 1899 we made provision, by the appropriation or authoriza- 
tion of $4,000,000, for a channel 40 feet deep and 2,000 feet wide 
from New York to the sea. 

In this bill by the appropriation or authorization of eighteen 
hundred thousand dollars we have provided for the deepening of 
Buttermilk Channel, a subsidiary channel in New York, enabling 
vessels to reach that portion of Brooklyn where exist the largest 
and greatest number of warehouses. This channel also facilitates 
the movement of boats from New York Bay to the East River. 

We have also made provision by an appropriation of $100,000 
and an authorization of $596,000 additional for deepening and 
improving the channel between Staten Island and New Jersey. 
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This channel has an enormous traffic and is subsidiary to the com- 
merce centering at New York City. 

We have also made provision for the improvement of the Pas- 
saic River, so as to give the city of Newark, which already has 
a very large traffic, increased facilities. 

We have made appropriations and authorizations with a view 
to deepening the Delaware River to a depth of 30 feet from Phila- 
delphia to the sea. 
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In prior bills provision has been made for deepening the Pa- | 
tapsco River to a depth of 30 feet and a suitable width from the | 


city of Baltimore to deep water in Chesapeake Bay. 

We have provided in this bil! for additional harbor room at Bal- 
timore by improving Spring Garden Harbor, as it is called, at an 
expense of a little over $300,000. 

At an expense of $225,000 we have provided for a channel 30 feet 
in depth from the open sea to Newport News, the most rapidly 
growing port on the Atlantic coast. 

Together with sums already on hand, we have authorized the 
expenditure of a million of dollars for the improvement of the 
channel from Savannah tothe sea. This port is the most im- 
portant in its tonnage of all the ports on the Atlantic and Gulf 


coast between the mouth of the James River and the mouth of the | ! 
| ing the Post-Office Department, that Department of the country 


We have provided for the improvement of the St. Johns River | Which is mostin touch with the commercial growth of thecountry, 


Mississippi. 


from Jacksonville to the ocean. 

We have provided a prosecuting the improvement of 
the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi, with a view to a navigable 
depth of 35 feet, in order to afford an outlet for the various prod- 
ucts of the Mississippi Valley. 

We have provided for increased harbor facilities for the city of 
Buffalo. 

We have provided at the city of Cleveland for the improvement 
of the entrance to the breakwater already existing, and the exten- 
sion of the breakwater eastward so as to afford a better harbor of 
refuge and give additional and needed harbor room. 

We have provided for the improvement of the Detroit River, 
appropriating or authorizing the expendit: re of $1,750,000 with a 
view to providing a channel 600 feet in width sufficient for the 
great traffic along that waterway. 

We have appropriated $330,000 for the improvement, by doubling 
the channel, of the St. Clair Flats Canal. This canal was opened 
to traffic in 1870, or perhaps a year or two earlier, and the traffic 
there has outgrown the facilities afforded. The grounding of a 
single boat would stop the traffic of the Lakes, and there is urgent 
call for immediate improvement. 
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future, for which appropriations are to be carried on future sun- 
dry civil bills, approximating $37,150,000—in all, nearly $60,000,000. 

The amount authorized or appropriated for the ensuing fiscal 
year is larger, with one exception, than that in any prior bill, 
The amount carried in the bill of 1890 for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, was larger by $2,300,000. The bill for 1888 was 
—_ less by about $400,000. The total of appropriations and 
authorizations, however, is less by $12,000,000 than those carried 
in the bill of June, 1896. 

A comparison of the appropriations for the last twenty years 
shows that the river and harbor appropriations have not increased 
as rapidly as those for fortifications, for pensions, for the Army, 
or forthe Navy. The committee feels justified in bringing in a 


| bill for this amount. This bill looks toward peace and the com- 


mercial development of the country’s commerce. The task has 
been one of great difficulty, because we have had before us esti- 
mates officially made the total amount of which is more than 
$300,000,000, and it has been found necessary to eliminate, at least 
for the present, as much as four-fifths of the amount required for 
the completion of improvements for which there are estimates. 
This bill, I will furthersay, has not increased in itsappropriations 
for the last twenty years more rapidly than the expenses of conduct- 


and which most reflects the demand forincreased facilities. Itseems 
not unreasonable to ask that each year twenty-five to thirty mil- 
lion dollars shall be expended for river and harbor improvements; 
and whether this amount shall continue, whether it shall increase 


| or decrease, will depend upon certain general consideration as to 


policy. 

There are four questions which will arise which I wish to tako 
up in their order. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him if 
he can state to the committee the probable amount of river and 


| harbor appropriations that will be carried in the sundry civil bill 


for the next fiscal year? 

Mr. BURTON. A little over $8,000,000 for the next fiscal year, 
making in all, this year, $31,000,000. 

The first question will be whether the improvements on the 


| Mississippi River mut be continued at the present rate of ex- 


pense or whether completed results will be attained at an early 
day. The appropriations for that portion below Cairo have aver- 
aged for a number of years between two million and two million 


| five hundred thousand dollars per annum; those for the upper 
| portion above Cairo over half this amount. 


By an appropriation or authorization of four and a half millions 


we have provided for the improvement of the connecting waters 
between Lake Superior and Lake Huron, giving an alternative 
channel, so as to afford an up and a down route. The total esti- 
mate for this improvement is $5,750,000. We have limited the 
appropriation or authorization to four and a half millions in the 
hope that possibly this may finish the project, but with the view, 
at any rate, to providing ample funds for the rapid prosecution of 
this very important work. 

In the bill of 1899 we authorized the expenditure of a million 


The second question—and it is one to which I ask the attention 
of the House—is the policy that shall be pursued in regard to tho 
construction of locks and dams in navigable streams. We have 
a great many of those projects before us. While not wishing to 
criticise previous river and harbor bills, it is evident a policy has 
been pursued which looks only to very remote results. Rivers like 
the Tennessee, the Coosa, the Cumberland, and otliers have been 


| improved by locks and dams in detached portions of those respec- 


and a half for the improvement of the mouth of the Calumet | 


River, at South Chicago, a portion of the harbor of Chicago in 
which more and more the heavy freights are handled, and where 


there exist very extensive furnaces and manufactories of iron and | ments can profitably be pursued. When you fall below that 


We have authorized or appropriated a million and a half dollars | Gopth, woless 3 be te 6 spesmsly etttied conntry, selitend teane- 


steel. 


to repair damage caused to the jetties at Galveston by the great 
storm of last autumn. It seemed absolutely necessary to provide 
for the reparation of these jetties in order to preserve the port. 
It is probable that this expense will make the jetties somewhat 
more complete than they were before the storm; but if an addi- 
tional amount is required it is an econdmical expenditure of 
money. 

We have provided for the improvement of San Diego Harbor, 
in the southerly part of California. A small authorization is 
made for the harbor of San Francisco. This great harbor prob- 
ably needs less artificial aid than any barbor in the country. It 
seemed but due to provide a small amount for the blowing out of 
a rock which, while it merely impedes local traffic across the bay, 
is a menace to safe navigation. 

We have provided for the improvement of the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River. The improvement in this locality has been quite 
unsatisfactory. It has been found necessary to extend the jetties 
into the sea to a depth of 40 feet—a depth made necessary by the 
fact that the heavy waves make it difficult for large ocean ships 
to enter at a less depth of water. 

The minor harbors of the country and the rivers and the creeks 
which afford facilities for inland navigation have not been neg- 
lected. 

This bill carries approximately in appropriation for the next 
fiscal year $22,800,000. 1t authorizes contracts to be made in the 





tive rivers without any connection between them. The committeo 
have thought it best to adopt a policy under which each river 
shall be improved from its mouth toward its source, save under 
exceptional conditions. 

Unless a depth of 6 feet can be obtained in thickly settled por- 
tions of the country it is doubtful whether this class of improve- 


portation can be made available at cheaper rates. 

We have not included in this bill any new projects for locks 
and dams, except in Trinity River, in the State of Texas, where 
we have appropriated or authorized $750,000, part for general im- 
provements and part for the construction of locks and dams. 

I ain frank to say to the committee that on first examining this 
project I did not think favorably of it, but I gave ita good deal 
of consideration. The committeecalled before them the engineer 
having the improvement in charge, and it seemed to us that an 
expenditure of this amount was justified. The river is easily 
capable of improvement. It has stable banks, and the construc- 
tion of locks and dams is a comparatively easy problem. Thero 
is a great amount of traffic in prospect, both from the source to 
the mouth and from the mouth toward the source. In this par- 
ticular it differs from many other rivers, where the bulk of the 
traffic must necessarily be one way. Great quantities of cotton 
and grain will be carried toward the mouth, and from the mouth 
toward the source timber and building material for the large 
expanse of prairie tributary to Dallas toward the north. 

Ve have also made a provision of $360,000 and an authorization 
of $400,000 for the improvement of the Black Warrior, Warrior, 
and Tombigbeerivers This project has been under way for a long 
time. It affords great ee in the way of carrying sup- 
plies of coal from above Tuscaloosa to Mobile and the Gulf, where 
coal must be obtained by shipment for a long distance. It also 
affords the possibility of carrying, at cheaper rates, iron from 
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3irmingham, which has already become an important factor in 
the export trade of the United States. 

We have also made provisions for four locks on the Ohio River. 

The improvement of this river is different from that of those I 
have mentioned. The object of the locks and dams is merely to 

srovide a uniform stage of the water so thatit shall not fall below 

6 feet in depth and prevent the river from going out of use at low 
stages. In the other rivers it is necessary to overcome obstacles 
afforded by shoals and rapids. 

The third question which will, in part, determine whether the 
appropriations carried in this bill shall be increased or decreased 
will arise from the policy as to confining this bill to navigation 
proper. Very large amounts have been appropriated in past years 
for what is called rectification of banks, If the uniform policy is 
adopted of protecting the banks of alluvial streams against ero- 
sion, in time these amounts, if we pursue a logical policy, will 
come almost to equal those made for the legitimate improvement 
of rivers and harbors. 

Another feature of this appropriation has been that they have 
largely been expended at places where there is little or no naviga- 
tion. Without intending to call invidious attention to any local- 
ity, I will mention that portion of the Upper Missouri River for a 
few miles above and below Bismarck and Mandan, in North Da- 
kota. There is a project there for rectification of banks at an ex- 
pense of nearly $750,000, about $145 for each inhabitant of the two 
towns. The total navigation for a stretch of 1,600 miles, from 
Sioux City to Fort Benton, is a little over 20,000 tons. The com- 
mittee desired to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
and of the House to this incongruity in appropriations, and desire 
a full discussion of the subject, whether upon this bill shall be 
carried appropriations for rectification and protection of the banks 
of alluvial streams where practically no navigation exists. 


There has also been an effort in recent years to place upon this | 


bill appropriations for utilization of so-called arid lands. Two 
years ago an amendment was placed upon this bill appropriating 
$250,000, I believe, for the construction of reservoirs in the upper 
waters of the Missouri River, more than 9,000 feet above the level 
of the sea, remote by hundreds of. miles from any navigation or 
use of any boat, unless it be a birch canoe. 

Members of the House are familiar with the fact that this body 
stood for the exclusion of that item, and before the bill became a 
law it was excluded. 

A fourth question arises, the decision of which will have its in- 
fluence upon the future amount of these appropriations, namely, 
the fixing of a proper boundary line between improvements to be 
made by the Federal Government and those to be made by munic- 
ipalities or private parties. An examination of the projects sub- 
mitted to us shows that if we seek for a uniform rule in this regard 
we shall find only hopeless confusion. In many cases the General 
Government has carried its improvements merely to the mouth 
of the harbor, while in others this improvement has been carried 
to the wharves and up small streams tributary. On the Great 
Lakes there is a good illustration, where most of their harbors are 
afforded by rivers flowing into the lake. In the great majority of 
them the whole improvement of the harbors on the rivers where 
boats reach the wharves has been undertaken by municipalities 
and private parties. In a few, however, the General Government 
has gone inside of these harbors and done dredging and made im- 
provements which in the other places are made by the municipal- 
ities. 


While not attempting to enforce any hard-and-fast rule, the | 


cominittee have sought to make one which shall create some bound- 
ary line between the municipalities and the General Government. 
We have tried, however, to judge each case according toits merit. 


In some cases there is no opportunity for an outer harbor, and | 


there must be an improvement of the inner harbor. In that case 
it makes a strong showing for an appropriation within, which 
otherwise would not exist. 

A criticism has been made on this bill, of which I speak with 
some hesitancy, because my own interest has been identified with 
that locality ever since I tirst came to Congress. The statement 
has been made that undue proportion of the amounts in this bill 
is appropriated for the Great Lakes. On examination of the sub- 
ject this criticism will be found to be utterly without foundation. 
it may be a surprise to some of you to know that 4 of the 8 
ports in this country having the largest tonnage are located on 
the Great Lakes, I must concede some lack of confidence in the 


official statistics available, owing to the fact that at the ocean- | 


going ports the actual tonnage reported by the collector of cus- 
toms is restricted to foreign-going vessels, while other statistics 
are furnished by boards of trade and commercial bodies. 

In the statistics before us I fear that injustice may be done to 
the city of Boston, the figures concerning which are not satisfac- 
— as presented tous, It should be said in this connection that 
at an 
valuable quality, and that in the sum total of the value of its ex- 
ports and imports it is second only to New York City. It should 
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rate, whether its tonnage be large or small, it is of a very | 
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also be stated that there are other tests of the importance of im- 
proving a port besides its tonnage, namely, the value of the ex- 
ports and imports, the necessity of precautions to save human 
life, the existence of rival ports which could carry merchandise 
as well as the one improved, or the possession of an exclusive field 
by the one which asks appropriations. 

But after making all these concessions it still remains true that 
tonnage is the most important test, because it determines the 
number of @pats entering a harbor, the probable size and draft of 
those frequenting it, and the dangers from collision arising from 
large traffic. 

The eight largest ports in the country, as given by the official 
statistics contained in the reports of the Chief of Engineers, are, 
in their order, New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, Buffalo, Pitts- 
burg, which, perhaps, you can hardly call a port, being located on 
the head waters of the Ohio; Baltimore, Cleveland, and Duluth- 
Superior. It thus appears that four of these ports are located 
upon the Great Lakes. 

There is another fact: On the exterior coast of the United States 
there are numerous bays affording ample space for anchorage 
within, and there are numerous good-sized rivers flowing into the 
sea, up which there is ample space for wharves. With three ex- 
ceptions, upon the Great Lakes these facilities are lacking. - These 
three exceptions are in the harbor of Duluth-Superior, where 
there are two magnificent inner bays, the harbor of Erie, in which 
a large bay or interior body of water is nearly surrounded by a 
long and curving peninsula, and the harbor of Sandusky, Ohio, 
which is within Sandusky Bay. 

In this last harbor, however, the benefits obtained by the pro- 
tection of headlands are neutralized by the low draft which can 
be carried to the wharves, or by the shallow depths of water. 
But in most localities on the lakes it is necessary to create a harbor 
on what is nearly a straight stretch of the shore. It is obtained 
either by utilizing a small river or creek which runs into the lake 
or by building breakwaters onthe outside. These differences which 
I have pointed out emphasize the necessity for more ample pro- 
visions for harbors upon the lakes. 

Now, let us take up the channels on the lakes and see if there 
is anything that looks like discrimination there. The distinctive 
feature of the Great Lake traffic is that the difficulty in navigation 
between terminal points is in the connecting waters. The lakes 
themselves for the most part have a depth and size as ample as 
that afforded by the ocean itself; but in the connecting waters 
between Lakes Superior and Huron, between Lakes Huron and 
Erie, through the two rivers, St. Clair and Detroit, and Lake St, 

Clair there are serious obstacles. There is an almost insuperable 
barrier between Lake Erie and Lake Ontario. 

Now, let us make a few comparisons. We have provided fora 
| channel 2,000 feet wide from New York Harbor to the sea. We 
| are making provision in this bill for the prosecution of a project 
| for channels respectively 1,200 and 1,500 feet wide from Boston to 
| thesea, butin the Hay Lake Channel, between Superior and Huron, 
| the channel is only 300 feet wide. In the Detroit River, in the 
| lower portion, the channel is only 440 feet wide. This, however, 
|is only part of the facts. In the last two channels mentioned 
| boats must turn atsharp angles, guided byrange lights and marks, 
which in thick or dark weather are very hard to descry. 
| In the single season of 1899, by collisions and groundings in the 
Hay Lake Channel, a direct damage was incurred amounting to 
$370,118, according to an official report contained in Senate Docu- 
ment No. 80, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. And the engi- 
| neers who made the report stated that $675,000 would be a con- 
servative estimate, taking into account consequential damages in 
the way of delays and damage to other vessels. So I submit to 
the committee and to the House that by increasing this channel 
by providing an alternative one 300 feet up as well as 300 feet 
down, by widening the Detroit River Channel to 600 feet and by 
| improving the harbors on the lakes, we do not furnish any ground 

for the criticism that the Great Lakes receive undue attention in 
this bill. In the connecting waters between Lake Superior and 
Lake Huron there is a larger traffic than that which goes in and 
out of any harbor in the country. In the Detroit River there is a 
| still larger traffic, greater than that which goes through any other 
river in the world. 
| Mr. Chairman, I have detained the House much longer than I 
had anticipated. There are, however, several features of this bill 
of which 1 wish to speak somewhat further. On full considera- 
tion by the committee, it did not seem best to continue the Mis- 
souri River Commission or the large appropriations made for that 
| stream. The report gives some comparisons which [ should like 
| to have each member of the committee read, showing that we have 
expended nearly $11,000,000 on this stream with very trivial de- 
| velopment of navigation. Thenavigation is less than it was thirty 
years ago, when only small amounts were appropriated. 
| The question arises, would it not be better for the navigation 
| of the stream if we went back to the former policy of small ap- 
| propriations? These large amounts have been largely diverted, 
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as I have said, to the rectification of banks. We mean no reflec- 
tion on the Missouri River Commission. It is no doubt made up 
of men of ability and integrity, but they are proceeding on a plan 
under which it would cost $30,000,000 to improve this river in the 
single part between its mouth and Kansas City. So longas there 
are other streams where improvements can be made much more 
economically and profitably, we do not feel justified in recom- 
mending to the House that these large appropriations should con- 
tinue. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I shouft like to ask 


the gentleman a question in connection with the Missouri River. | 


Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The committee practically declares 
that no more money shall be appropriated for the preservation of 
the banks of the Missouri, and practically abandons the river. 
Now, the question I want to ask is this: Will the chairman of the 
committee or the committee itself antagonize an amendment which 
will permit the riparian owners on the Missouri River to construct 
dikes or wing dams or whatever is necessary at their own expense 
to protect their own lands? 

Mr. BURTON. Speaking for myself, I should say not for an 
instant. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I will take great pleasure in 
offering that amendment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Provided they are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War. 

Mr. BURTON, Of course there must be some regard, to the 
effect on the navigation of the river. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And subject to the approval of the 
engineers. 

Mr. BURTON. With that reservation, I do not think there 
would be any objection on the part of any member of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. My district straddles the Missouri. 
Several times the owners of very rich lands on the banks of the 
river have undertaken to build some kind of a thing out in the 
river—a dike, or whatever you call it—to protect their lands, and 
were perfectly willing to pay for it, but every time they did it the 
Engineer Department jumped them, because it was interfering 


with the navigation of the river. If there is no navigation, they | 


ought to be allowed to protect their own lands. 


Mr. BURTON. I want to say to the gentleman that I believe | 


that plan would be altogether better for the people on the Mis- 
souri River than the plan we have pursued. I believe they could 
judge more judiciously of what is needed and that the expendi- 
ture would not be wasted. If you leave this matter to be deter- 
mined by private interests, no one is going to throw money away 
or act res favoritism. It is going to be expended where it will 
do good. 

Now, I want to say, further, that in order to do complete jus- 
tice to that locality we have recommended in our bill $300,000 for 
the portion of the river below Sioux City and $40,000 above. 
Possibly our action might have had more character, I may say, 
if we had stricken out those appropriations entirely, in view of 
the statement made in the report and our opinion in regard to the 
matter; but we did not wish to discriminate against that locality 
and wanted to make provision for finishing works in progress, so 


that they may not entirely be neglected, and for all legitimate | 


claims of navigation upon the river. 


Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will yield to me, I should | 


like to ask him if he does not understand that the appropriation, 
as it is made, could be used for the very purpose suggested by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK]? 

Mr. BURTON. The wording of the bill is in this language: 

Improving Missouri River below Sioux City: Continuing improvement, 
$300,000, w hich shall be orggaees in the improvement of such portions of said 
river as the Secretary of War may designate; and such portions of said ap- 
propriation as he may deem necessary may be expended for the improve- 
ment of tributary streams of said river heretofore under improvement under 
the direction of the Missouri River Commission. 

Now, that leaves it in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 
It is expected, however, that this amount will be confined to im- 
provements that bear with some directness on increase of naviga- 
tion or facilitiesfor navigation. Now, there may bea dike partly 
under way where to complete it would result in serious damage. 
We desire to leave with the Secretary of War a large measure of 
discretion with reference to that; but I have no hesitation in say- 
ing to the gentleman from Iowa that the idea the committee had 
in mind was ultimately to restrict these appropriations absolutely 
to improvements of navigation. I think I should say that in 
frankness to the gentleman and to the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would you consent to an amendment that 
would give to the Secretary of War jurisdiction to use this ap- 
propriation for the purpose of confining the river within its pres- 
ent limits, for instance? 

Mr. BURTON. I should hesitate about that, because I would 
regard that policy as impracticable. This is a very long stream. 
To confine it within its present limits is a stupendous proposition. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Of course that could not be done through its 
entire length; but it might be done so far as the appropriation 
would go. 

Mr. BURTON. The trouble about that is that it would repeat 
the erroneous policy which it seems to me has already been pur- 
sued. That policy has been to limit the improvements in a given 
case to a stretch of 40, 30, or 20 miles—taking, for instance, Jef- 
ferson City, and making an improvement there on the theory that 
the whole river, at an expense of tens of millions of dollars, is 
going to be improved in the same way. That has been the vital 
error in the course thus far pursued. While I do not undertake 


| to answer the gentleman's question offhand, I should fear that 


his suggestion would lead to results in the same direction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of course the expenditure would have to be 
confined to a certain locality—to some given point; and there 
might be different points at great distances apart. 

Mr. BURTON. One trouble about that is the scramble—for 
that is the right word—for appropriations in different localities 
along the river. Contests would arise between different locations 
as to where the money should be expended; and this amount, 
$300,000, is notoriously inadequate to accomplish any general re- 
sults in the way of confining the river within its present limits, 
I should think it would be better to leave absolute discretion in 
this matter with the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Has the committee made any calculation 
as to the amount of money which will be saved by the policy 
which they now advocate, of dispensing with the Missouri River 
Commission? 

Mr. BURTON. In salaries, not a very large amount, but in 
the abandonment of a policy which we think erroneous, a very 
considerable sum. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. AsI understand, the members of the Mis- 
souri River Commission are also members of the Mississippi 
River Commission. 

Mr. BURTON. That is not the case. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Most of them are. 

Mr. BURTON. Some of them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The commissions are separate. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Even under the policy which the gentle- 
man advocates, it would be necessary to have offices somewhere, 
to employ clerks, etc., and in my judgment you would save abso- 
lutely nothing by abolishing the commission. The officers now 
engaged are gentlemen who have devoted many years to this work 
and who consequently are better posted than any new engineers 
who might be put in charge of it. 

Mr. BURTON. It did not seem best to the committee to con- 
tinue the bureau unless the bureau has something to do. We 
saw no need for officials unless certain duties are assigned to them. 
But I would say further that these subordinates of the commis- 
sion who are no doubt competent would, if fit for their places, be 
very likely to be employed by the Engineer Department when it 
assumes control. As to the military ofticers—the engineers—their 
positions are of course secure. They will merely be assigned to 
some other work, or possibly this same work. I should not be at 
all surprised if Colonel Stickney would be continued on the Mis- 
souri River. He no doubt understands it better than anybody 
else. I have no criticism of him to make, but only of the line of 
policy that has been pursued. Perhaps you may say that Con- 
gress has been at fault in making appropriations for continuing 
classes of improvements which have been enormously expensive 


| and have brought no good. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. My point is that if what the chairman of 
the committee says be true, you do not save any money by abolish- 
ing the commission. 

Mr. BURTON. But it certainly would be avery peculiar policy 
to deprive those officers of anything to do and yet continue them 


| as Officials. That, it seems to me, would certainly not commend 


itself to the House or be justified by sound principles of economy 
or business. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. At the last session of this Congress a 
law was passed providing for a —— and estimates of cost for 
constructing a system of canals and lakes at The Dalles, Oregon, 
and at Celilo Falls, Washington. Some years prior to that Con- 
gress passed a law providing for the construction of a boat rail- 
way at The Dalles and a a large amount of money for 
that purpose, of which there is yet available some $220,000. 

I notice by section 7 of this bill you repeal that item entirely. 
That is the bulk of your repealing clause. I believe the total is 
about $270,000, and $220,000 of that is for the boat railway at The 
Dalles. Now, this Congress at the last session authorized the sur- 
vey for making another improvement, an improvement looking to 
the construction of a canal and locks, and that survey has been 
made and the report submitted to your committee. 1t seems to 
me that it is not right to pass this bill making this repeal and ig- 
noring the improvement contemplated in this report. It leaves 
this improvement between heaven and earth, and I would like to 
know something about it. 
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Mr. BURTON. I would state to the gentleman that the same 
repealing clause was contained in the river and harbor bill as it 
assed the last House, but it was stricken out in the Senate. 


here was some little discussion about the matter. The commit- 
tee thought this boat railway—the idea of taking a boat out of the 
water and carrying it 8 miles on a track or tracks 40 or 50 feet 
wide, and to put it down in the water on a level 82 feet lower— 
was much more worthy of Jules Verne than of a sober engineer’s 
report. oe.) 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 

ized it. 
, Mr. BURTON. Itis true that Congress had authorized it, but 
I trust the gentleman, while I do not wish to criticise, will not 
hold this present committee responsible for some things that have 
heretofore been authorized by Congress. Now,as to the repeal 
covering this appropriation into the Treasury, it is true other im- 
provements are contemplated there, but it did not seem to the 
committee that this amount—something over $200,000—should be 
held as a leverage for another improvement. We felt that any 
other project ought to come = asan independent question. When 
we come to that we will settle the question of recommending a 
portage railroad or canal, and try to do justice to all parties. 

We found this amount of money remaining, and it is dribbling 
away a few thousands a year, and we did not think it a business 
proposition to leave that there so that an amendment might be put 
on that would commit us to a larger project. It is true that a re- 
port was made, and I will say that it is a splendid thing on paper. 
It was granted a quasi approval of some very eminent engineers, 
perhaps the full approval of severalof them. But we, on full con- 
sideration, did not think the boat railway a good or an economical 
method for the improvement of the navigation of the Columbia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman has before him page 
75 of the bill. Would you consent to an amendment by inserting 
after the word “‘ river,” in line 20, the words “‘ and in maintaining 
the stability of its banks,” so that it shall read ‘‘ which shall be 
expended for the improvement of such portions of said river and 
in maintaining the stability of its banks as the Secretary of War 
may designate?” That would - it entirely in the discretion of 
the Secretary and remove all the difficulties that the gentleman 
suggested, 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I could not consent to that 
amendment. It is only a continuation of the method of expendi- 
ture there which I think we ought to abandon as rapidly as pos- 
sible. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is all for the improvement of the river. 

Mr. BURTON, There is a little navigation, in addition toa 
considerable quantity of sand, thirty or forty thousand tons, I be- 
lieve, and possibilities of future improvement. Now, I yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the appropriation for 
the Tennessee from Riverton to the mouth is only $25,000. I 
would ask the chairman why it is not larger? 

Mr. BURTON. I would say to the gentleman that the last bill 
carried an amount for this purpose, which is the improvement 
of the Tennessee from Riverton to the mouth, the portion com- 
paratively on a level and easily susceptible of improvement, of 
which there was still available on the 80th of November $33,000, 
and there was $29,000 remaining at the end of the month of De- 
cember. Thecommittee thought that the $29,000 remaining, with 
the $25,000 appropriated, would be sufficient to prosecute the work 
there with a reasonable degree of vigor. I think my friend will 
=~ his constituents satisfied. Now yield to the gentleman from 

owa. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. I desire to ask a question in relation 
to this part of the bill. It seems that the bill provides for an ap- 
propriation of $40,000 above Sioux City and $300,000 below Sioux 
City. Now, heretofore a considerable appropriation has been 
made for the improvement of the banks and wharves at Sioux 
City, and these improvements are in progress. They are not yet 
completed, and it seems that this bill excludes anything from be- 
ing expended at Sioux City. 

Mr. BURTON. I would not think so; the dividing line is at 
Sioux City. It isa mere matter of phraseology. A question has 
been raised as to the work done above and below Sioux City. I 
am informed that there has been aruling by the Attorney-General 
which seems to create some doubt, and I would be willing for the 
ceeeme to offer an amendment when we reach that part of the 

ill. 


But Congress had already author- 


Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. The appropriations in the river and 
harbor bill carries an appropriation of $70,000 above Sioux City. 
The Secretary of War in making the allotment allotted $30,000 to 
be expended at Sioux City. Objections were made to that allot- 
ment, and the question has been submitted to the Attorney- 
General, and he held-— 

Mr. BURTON. Iam perfectly willing to have any phraseology 
you name there to cure the ambiguity, if it is an ambiguity, 
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I would just make the statement now. 





Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. 
At and below Sioux City 
Mr. BURTON. The gentleman can call attention to that when 
we reach it in the consideration of the bill. Now I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DALZELL., I notice a matter for the improvement of the 
Allegheny River. I will ask the gentleman whether that has re- 
lation to the improvements already under way or in contempla- 
tion. 
Mr. BURTON, It pertains to the general improvement of the 
Allegheny River. There is an item of $244,000,1 think it is, which 
will be carried in the sundry civil bill for building locks and 
dams there 
Mr. DALZELL, In addition to those appropriated for? 

Mr. BURTON. No; to beexpended on those heretofore author- 








zed, 

Mr. DALZELL, There is no appropriation for providing ad- 

ditional locks and dams? 
Mr. BURTON, No, we had so many locks and dams in that 
neighborhood to provide for that we felt we had gone to the limit 
of what we could do. I want to say to the gentleman further, 
although I do not want to say anything which shall have the 
semblance of a promise for the future, that we regard that im- 
provement of the Alle; heny asof importance, and that it will un- 
doubtedly have consideration. 

Mr. DALZELL. One other question. I notice an appropriation 
here for the purchase of land and locks where necessary on the 
Monongahela River. I would like to know whether that is land 
adjoining the locks 1 and 2? 

Mr. BURTON. Itis. This is the fact; boats come up, some- 
times in great numbers—the gentleman probably is more familiar 
with it than I am—and in waiting to be locked through they 
have to rest against the side of the banks. Private owners own 
the banks along where they happen to anchor and charge them a 
fee for it, and in order that there might be ample room for them 
to moor while waiting to be locked through, this provision was 
inserted in the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I would like to ask the chairman of 
the committee why there was no action taken by the committee 
on Captain Hart’s report for a system of locks at The Dalles? 

Mr. BURTON. Thegentleman from Idaho asks why there was 
no action taken by the committee on Captain Hart's report for a 
system of locks at The Dalles. I will say that it would cost 
$4,000,000. I say candidly to the gentleman that if we had done 
that, together with other improvements between the mouth of the 
Columbia River, where we authorized $2,000,000, it would have 
been only proper to change the title of this bill to this: ‘‘A bill 
for the development of the Columbia River.” We can not take 
up a project in one part of the country and give it standing in a 
class to which it does not belong to the detriment of others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Ohio be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gentle- 
man from Ohio be allowed to conclude his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio a question. I have been urging this committee to 
make an appropriation for a beautiful stream that flows through 
the district [ have the honor to represent. 

Mr. BURTON. The Elk River? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. I do not find any ap- 
propriation in this bill fur that purpose, and I would like to in- 
quire why the committee did not deem it wise to give us some 
relief, 

Mr. BURTON. I want to say to the gentleman that it would 
have afforded us the utmost pleasure to accommodate the gentle- 
manfromTennessee. Werecognize his long service in this House, 
and that while he has not heretofore asked the committee for river 
and harbor appropriations, he has repeatedly urged us to do some- 
thing for the Elk River. but the fact is that here is a project for 
improvement costing $880,000, the whole of which must be ex- 
pended or it will do no good. As remarked to me by an engineer 
who is familiar with the locality, when this country becomes as 
thickly populated as Holland, and like that country furnished with 
numerous canals and other improvements, it would seem fit to 
improve the Elk River at this expense of nearly $900,000. 

But I think we ought to advance a few stages in population be- 
fore that improvement would be justifiable. We have inserted a 
provision, I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee, providing 
for a survey up to Estill Springs. The fact isthe Elk River has 
this characteristic—that it goes down hill—and that is true of it 
in amore marked degree than it is of a great many other streams. 
It goes down rather rapidly, and it would be necessary to improve 
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it by locks and dams at rather short intervals, in order to utilize it | 


for navigation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is satisfied 
that it flows through a great country? 

Mr. BURTON. Oh, no doubt about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And that thereis considera- 
ble commerce on its banks? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes; and no doubt commerce would be stimu- 
lated if these improvements are made. I think, however, that it 
would afford a simple solution of the question and would be more 
economical for the Government to build a railroad paralleling it. 
(Laughter. | 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio a question. On page 70, line 10, the following 
item appears: ‘‘ Reservoirs at the head waters of the Mississippi 
River, continuing improvement $300,000.” Will the gentleman 
explain about that? ° 

Mr. BURTON. Thesereservoirs are a legacy from a preceding 
Congress. I speak only for myself, but ii that question was to 
arise to-day I do not think we would recommend thatitem. Theré« 
were several reservoirs located up there with the idea that they 
would affect the water on the Upper Mississippi. They were 
built at great expense, and they are out of repair. They are in 
danger of going to pieces and submerging the surrounding coun: 
try. It is probable that they do raise the water at Minneapolis a 
little. The question is whether an appropriation is justifiable. 
This amount is justifiable because it is necessary to put them in 


conaition, so that they may not be dangerous to the surrounding | 


property. 

Mr, NEWLANDS. Was the appropriation originally intended 
to promote navigation or utilize the power on that river? 

Mr. BURTON. [donot know. I wasnot a member at the time 


it was originally projected and placed in the bill, but Lunderstand | 
The gentleman 


it was alleged that it would aid navigation. 
himself is familiar with the fact that there are a great many 
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Mr. BURTON. That was in pursuance of the plan in regard 


| to which a question has already been asked. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. [ notice there is no appropriation 
in this bill for the project entitled ‘‘ The improvement of Grays 
Harbor and Chehalis River.” f 

Mr. BURTON. That is carried on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is at the bar entrance, But 
this project might be said to be divided into three projects. One 
is at the bar entrance, which is now under continuing contract: 
then there is the improvement of the inner harbor, which is called 
the improvement of Grays Harbor and Chehalis River; and there 
is the project for the improvement of Chehalis River. Under th 
act of 1892, $50,000, and under the act of 1894, $25,000 was appro- 
priated for this improvement; and in the annual report for 1896 
the engineers state that unless the appropriation be made for the 
improvement of this inner harbor, the value of the improvement 
of the outer harbor will be very largely diminished. The diffi- 
culty is that the harbor next to the outer bar entrance is separated 
from the inner harbor by two shoals or dams, one below the town 
of Hoguiam and the other above the town of Aberdeen. 

Mr. BURTON. I prefer that the gentleman should raise that 
point after we come to the debate under the five-minuterule. But 
I will say to him now, briefly, that it would seem to be the best 
policy to finish the main improvements first. Iam occupying now 
more time than I had intended, and I would prefer that all ques- 
tions that may be addressed to me should be limited hereafter to 
matters of general policy. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Just one further question. The 


| engineer also reports that in order to maintain the improvements 


men in the country, including some engineers, who have an idea | 


that the building of a reservoir well toward the North Pole will 
affect the level of water even on the Lower Mississippi. Itis prob- 
able that their views at some time have prevailed with Congress 
and induced the insertion of items which I think would be more 
carefully considered now. | Laughter. | 

Mr. NEWLANDS. One further question. I understand that 
the River and Harbor Committee has refused to insert in this bill 
any provision relating to the improvement of rivers in the arid 
regions for the purpose of meeting the demands of irrigation as 
contradistinguished from navigation. Do I understand that to 
be the case? 

Mr. BURTON. The committee has taken this stand: That we 
ought to confine our improvements to navigation—to rivers and 
harbors; that the providing of irrigation for arid lands is a widely 
distinct problem with which we ought to have nothing to do. In 
the first place, it opens up a subject as broad almost as the im- 


second place it would put something on this bill which we do not 
think belongs to it. 


already made at the inner harbor there ought to be an appropria- 
tion of $18,500. I called that matter to the attention of the com- 
mittee. Was it considered? 

Mr. BURTON. It was briefly considered. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I will endeavor to bring this mat- 


| ter up under the five-minute rule. 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Iwould like to ask whether in the framing 
of this bill the committee has endeavored to make always appro- 
priations where the Engineer Department has made a recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. BURTON. The committee has pursued no rule about that. 


| On the one hand we haveavoided being mere clerks to write down 


the recommendations of the Engineer Department, and on the 
other hand we have endeavored to give careful and close attention 
to their reports. We have pursued no hard-and-fast rule about 
that matter; we could not do so; it would have been out of thie 
question. We have omitted a great many where the engineers 
made recommendations. If we had putthem all in it would havo 
been necessary to bring in a bill for at least $120,000,00). 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Have you not also put in somewhere thero 
was no recommendation from the engineers? 

Mr. BURTON. No, we have not; certainly not within my 


| knowledge. 
provement of the rivers and harbors of the country, and in the | 


Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman will recognize the fact that | 
the rules provide that all bills relating to the improvement of | 
rivers are to go to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Is not | 


that true? 





Mr. BURTON. If there is norule that our appropriations shall | 
be restricted to navigation, we thought it right to make one of | 


our own. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Then it isarule made by the committee, 
not by the House? 


Mr. BURTON. We do not understand the rule of the House | 


as meaning that we as a committee are to have jurisdiction of 
water all through the country. We understand the intent of the 
rule to accord with our interpretation of it. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. The title of this bill is *‘A bill making ap- | 


propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other improve- 
ments.”’ 

Mr. BURTON. “ For other purposes.” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, I ask whether an improvement to 
promote the use of water for irrigation would not come within 
that bill under its title? 

Mr. BURTON. Ido not think it would. 

Mr. SHAFROTH rose. 

Mr. BURTON. [yield to the other gentleman [Mr. Saarroras] 
interested in arid lands. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Has not the committee on previous occa- 
sions allowed an appropriation for the construction of a dam in 
Minnesota? 

Mr. BURTON. What dam does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. One at the mouth of the Mississippi some- 
where. I do not know exactly. Was there not such an item in 
the appropriation bill of last year? 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Was there a recommendation from the Chief 
of Engineers in reference to your own improvement at Cleveland? 

Mr. BURTON. Most certainly, and a very elaborate one. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Was that an estimate or was it a recommen- 
dation? 

Mr. BURTON. It was both a recommendation and an estimate. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I differ with the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman in his 
figures a few moments ago, in giving the eight cities having the 
largest tonnage in the United States, did not include Boston. 

Mr. BURTON. I stated, I believe, that I was fearful of doing 


| Boston an injustice in that respect. I gave the figures as given 


in the Engineers’ Report, and 1 will say to the gentleman that for 
fear I have made them inaccurate I have written to Boston, and, 
I believe, have telegraphed, asking them to furnish the figures if 
»0ssible. 

: Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The reason I ask tho 
question is that we supposed that Boston was the second port in 
the country, and we believe it to be so. 

Mr. BURTON. I will agree to anything the gentieman says as 
to the importance of the port of Boston. |Laughter.] I want to 
say to the gentleman that the claim has frequently been made be- 
fore us on behalf of four ports that each is next to New York, 
namely, Philadelphia, Boston, Baltimore, and New Orleans. As 
a diversion I once prepared some figures showing that in some im- 
portant particular each was second to New York, and I will be 
glad to give the figures to the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. My question is intended to have a bearing 
on the general policy of this committee, and I will preface it by 





901. 


saying that we all in Kansas, so long as we have to depend upon 
competition in freight rates, are materially interested in main- 
taining some degree of navigation on the Missouri River as well 
as the Arkansas. Now, in the preservation of the banks from 
erosion we contend that you preserve and assist the navigation 
of the rivers. Does not the committee recognize the fact that if 
you protect the river banks from erosion you are preserving and 
aiding the navigation of the river? 

Mr. BURTON. That is, if there is any navigation on it, and if 
the cost is commensurate with the benefits. Of course you can 
not answer that question by yes or no. Undoubtedly the erosion 
of banks is a proper subject for expenditure where it prevents cut- 
offs, prevents the stream from going off somewhere, so that the 
channel which has been previously followed will be dry. It is 
proper, I think, to protect landings where there is considerable 
traffic, but to go in and protect banks against erosion merely be- 
cause they are on a stream, even if it is a navigable stream, is 
opening up a field that is limitless. 

I will say to the gentleman that ever since I have been a mem- 
ber of the bar I have had charge as trustee of a piece of land con- 
taining 45 acres on a navigable river. Almost every year the 
storms make a change of an acre or two in the ownership on the 
two sides of thestream. Ishould not think of coming to Congress 
to ask an appropriation so that these banks might be rectified. 
We should regard that as a matter for private expense, although 
the stream is a navigable one and the land very valuable. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Certainly not, but as a general policy. Iam 
not interested in the immediate property on the banks of any of 
these streams, but I am interested in preserving the navigation so 
long as we have to depend on competition for our freight rates. 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman will find that carrying the 
principle that he advocates to its logical conclusion will go away 
beyond and outside of anything that has the remotest effect on 
freight rates. 

Mr. RIDGELY. But we are alarmed at the attitude of the 
committee, because you clearly indicate that you are going to 
abandon these rivers, so far as being worthy of Government 
appropriation and improvement is concerned. 

Mr. BURTON. Idonot think the gentleman quite understands 
our recommendation. We have appropriated an amount which 
we regarded as ample for navigation. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes, but you abolish the Missouri River Com- 
mission, and in your remarks you cite particularly the small ton- 
nage of freight upon these streams, and say it is a question as to 
how far the Government should go, and clearly indicate, as I take 
the tone of your remarks and the tone of your committee report, 
that you as a committee are looking to the abandonment of those 
two streams, so far as Governmeut appropriations are concerned. 

Mr. BURTON. Notas far as improvements to navigation are 
concerned. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Iam glad to have that assurance. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow a 
question? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of ate I heard the gentleman from 
Tennessee ask you a question about Elk River, and I want to ask 
you a question now about something which is below the mouth of 

ilk River, namely, Colbert Shoals. It is foundin lines 12, 13, and 
14 of page 59 of the bill: 

And the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
mate of cost of improving said river at the Colbert Shoals by 

Mr. BURTON. What is the question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Are you willing to allow an 
amendment to your bill based upon an accurate estimate of the 
cost of locks and dams by the chief engineer in charge of the 
Tennessee River, on the 2d day of August, 1899? 

Mr. BURTON, We could not do that, because, in the first 
place, it is not officially before us. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, isit nota fact that if 
the Secretary of War has prepared an estimate for locks and dams 
at Colbert Shoals, in preference to the lateral canal plan, that you 
would be in favor of a generous and liberal appropriation for the 
removal of obstacles at Colbert Shoals? 

Mr. BURTON. Icould not go as far as that. Speaking for 
myself, and I think for the committee, I am unwilling to embark 
on an improvement that will cost $6,000,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. One further question. I 
want to vote for the river and harbor bill and [ intend to vote for 
it. That is my purpose. Butis it not a fact that there was an 
elaborate and an accurate estimate of the lock and dam system in 
preference to the lateral canal system at Colbert Shoals, made by 
& competent, certified engineer on the 2d of August, 1899, and was 
not that before the committee? 

Mr.BURTON. There may have beensome such estimate made, 
but it has never come before us officially, We can not take into 
account reports that are lodged in the engineer's office. 
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Was it not filed in the office 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
of the Chief of Engineers? 

Mr. BURTON. That, however, does not bring it before us, 
even ifit were. I telegraphed the Chief of Engineers and asked 
for it, and he said it had never been published. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Isee an appropriation on page 68, section 6, 
for the improvement of the Wabash River, $35,000. I should like 
to have an explanation at about what point on the Wabash River 
this improvement is expected to be made, and what the character 


| of the improvement is to be? 


Mr. BURTON, That is ata place called New Harmony Cutoff. 
The situation is very similar to that created at Vicksburg, Miss., 
by the water cutting a channel across a bend, the one which 
General Grant sought to make as a military measure and which 
nature accomplished afterwards. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Do you havetoconstruct adam at any point? 

Mr. BURTON. We have to construct a dam to fill in the cut 
through which the water goes, because that is filled with rocks 
and shoals, and navigation through there is absolutely prevented. 
The aim of this dam is to carry the river around in its natural 
course, more circuitous, but susceptible of navigation. 

Mr. CROWLEY. One more short question. 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Does this appropriation include anything in 
the way of constructing a dam or adding to the dam already con- 
structed at Mount Carmel, Il.? 

Mr. BURTON. It does not. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BURTON. I greatly desire to conclude my remarks, if the 
gentleman will kindly excuse me. There are several general pro- 
visions in this bill. One of the most important is that which per- 
tains to the creation of a board of review of five members, to be 
constituted by appointment by the Chief of Engineers. Such a 
measure as this we have found absolutely necessary. Pressure 
has been brought upon us through members of the House and 
from all parts of the country for the insertion in our bill of items 
which would either appropriate or commit us to the early appro- 
priation of $300,000,000. 

It is evident that local engineers in the different parts of the 
country have very different standards. One will take a project of 
a certain degree of importance that costs $200,000 and send in a 
glowing report recommending it. Another will take a project 
four times as important, that costs only $50,000, and he wil! send 
in a report saying it is not advisable. Now, we think the func- 
tion of the local engineer should, measurably at least, be restricted 
to furnishing facts and figures, and that this board of review 
should, with all projects before them, make recommendations to 
Congress. 1t would make the recommendations somewhat similar 
to those pertaining to light-houses. 

They are graded as desirable, necessary, and indispensable. Let 
us have more facts before us. We have been sitting here for 
weeks, holding daily sessions, with almost every member of the 
committee present. And I want to say to the House that if we 
have erred it has not been for lack of attention to this bill or 
study upon it, but with all the reports before us, bringing in en- 
gineers in many cases, I feel a great measure of doubt as to the 
desirability of some items included here, while probably some 
have been left out which perhaps ought to goin. But we have 
tried to do the best we could. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the gentleman explain to us why the com- 
mittee of which he is the distinguished chairman refused any aid 
whatever in furtherance of the project that has been for twenty- 
two years under way to give us slack-water navigation of the 
Big Sandy River and its tributaries in Kentucky and West Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr. BURTON. I will state that the committee thought where 
you have a main stream only partially improved, where great 
expense will be necessary, it is good business policy to finish that 
main stream before you go out and expend three, four, or five 
million dollars in improving a branch of it. 

Another thing: The locating of a dam just below the mouth of 
the Big Sandy might render several of these dams absolutely un- 
necessary. The committee feel that they are entitled to credit for 
their course in that matter, and for their policy, as far as possible, 
of seeking not to scatter appropriations all over this country; im- 
proving the top of a stream before the bottom of it is improved, 
locating a dozen locksand dams scattered along a river where they 
can do no good; but we thought it best to adopt the policy of tak- 
ing up those that are more important and finishing them. That is 
certainly the way an ordinary business concern would do, and we 
think this is only a business concern on a large scale, that should 
pursue a businesslike policy. 

Mr. PUGH. Does not the gentleman know that the committee 
even refused the $50,000 additional appropriation for the two locks 
and dams for which the committee on March 3, 1899, had on an 


erroneous estimate made an appropriation of $450,000? 
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Mr. BURTON. That provision for one lock and dam was made that this bill is free from defects. There are items in it that do 


under great pressure in this House; but another, however, was | 


added in the Senate. NowT[ yield to the gentleman from Loui- 
siana. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. I find on page 55, $100,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Red River in Arkansas and Indian Territory, contin- 
uing improvement. Is not that a decrease of the usual appropria- 
tion of $150,000 per year heretofore made, and was not $150,000 
recommended by the engineer in charge? 

Mr. BURTON. One hundred and thirty-five thousand was 
called for by the Chief of Engineers. One hundred thousand dol- 
lars was the amount last appropriated. This is exactly the same 
amount as the last appropriation—at least that is the sum shown 
in our Estimate Book, 

Mr. BREAZEALE, Was not that increased in the Senate? 

Mr. BURTON, If it was increased in the Senate, $100,000 was 
the amount as it finally became law. We have appropriated the 
same sum. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. One hundred and fifty thousand was the 
amount, the Chief of Engineers writes me. 

Mr. BURTON. Now, I think the Chief of Engineers must be 
in error, because this Estimate Book is made up largely in his 
office. The amount last appropriated was $100,000. The amount 
called for by the Chief of Engineers was $135,000. 1 should like 
to see the letter if the gentleman has it in his possession. I think 
there is an error. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Very well. 

Mr. PUGH. I notice that you refused the $50,000 additional to 
complete the two locks between Louisa and tlie mouth of the Big 


Sandy River, although it has been recommended by the local en- | 


gineer in charge and by Captain Hodges. 

Mr. BURTON. And very much pressed by the member from 
that locality. 

Mr. PUGH (continuing). Also recommended by Colonel Rob- 
erts, of the Engineer Corps, and by the Chief of Engineers, General 
Wilson himself. 

Mr. BURTON. Ido not think the gentleman has understood 
what I have already said on these projects. We have projects 
before us recommended by local engineers and by the division en- 
gineers aggregating $300,000,000. Does not the gentleman see 
that, as a mere matter of computation, it is necessary to diminish 
that amount very materially? And he certainly can not expect 
that because a matter*is recommended by the engineers it will go 
into this bill. 

Mr. POGH. What is there lacking in this matter to commend 
it to the favorable recommendation of this committee, if all the 
engineers in charge of this project clearly show that as a business 
proposition, with a view to the best interests of the public, the 
aid necessary to the completion of this project should be given? 


Mr. BURTON. Because there are other projects four, six, or | 


ten times more important than it, and certainly the committee 
could not take into favorable consideration all their projects. 

Mr. PUGH. Bynomeans. But I should like toask the gentle- 
man what there is lacking in this matter to commend it to equal 
consideration with other improvements, even in my own State? 

Mr. BURTON. Ithink I must decline to yield further. 

Mr. PUGH. I do not wish to get the gentleman into deep 


water, but rather would I invite his fair, equitable, and impartial | 


consideration of the vast interests involved in this slack-water 
navigation matter. 

Mr. BURTON. I donot think the gentleman can say anything 
that will get the committee into deep water or slack water. He 
is simply coming here and asking this committee to do an impos- 
sible and unjust thing—a thing that would be unjust to the 
House. If I could I would—— 

Mr. PUGH. Ithinka business House and business committees, 
when they look into the matter, would know that opening up the 


most valuable and extensive coal fields on the face of the globe | 


would be a matter in which at least every citizen in each State 
bordering on the waters of the Ohio and the Mississippi below 
the mouth of Big Sandy River is deeply concerned. 

Mr. BURTON. Iam glad if the gentleman is through. The 
fact that he has continued as long as he has is an illustration of 
the difficulties under which this committee has labored during all 
this session. No man who had a project recommended by the 


serving of consideration, or whatever its merits, but has come 
to us with the idea that we must put his pet project into the bill. 

Mr. PUGH. I want to say 

Mr. BURTON. I can not yield. The committee can judge 
some of the difficulties under which we have labored by what the 
gentleman says now. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 desire to say that the gentleman knows—— 

Mr. BURTON, I declinetoyieldfurther. The committee will 
know something of the difficulties, with $300,000,000 of projects, 
with persistent importuning, sometimes amounting to personal 











not meet my individual approval; some of them are there because 
we are pursuing a policy thet has been under way for years: 
some of them because we do not want to put the items entirely off 
the list that are near to completion, but we have certainly given 
close attention to these details. 

We have tried to make our standard not what would make it 
equal between the different States of the Union or what would 
please members, but what would promote the commerce of this 
country, by selecting out great harbors and great and small rivers 
alike, with a view to stimulating the growing wealth and increas- 
ing the prosperity of the United States. [Applause.| We invite 
the fullest criticism. If there are items on this bill that any man 
regards as objectionable, let him rise in his seat. It is possible 
that in some cases, even with all the reports before us, we have 
not been able to form a correct judgment. But with its imper- 
fections we submit this bill to the House, confident that it is a 
measure beneficial to all the people of the United States, one 
which will bring to them greater prosperity and aid in all the ele- 
ments that give us greatness as a nation. a | 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes of 
my time to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpDELL], and | 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, in the limited time which has 
elapsed since the bill under discussion was reported to the House 
it has been impossible for members not on the committee to form 
an intelligent opinion as to the necessity for, or comparative impor- 
tance of, the many projects provided for. I believe, however, that 
the committee, guided in its deliberations by its able chairman, 
has given careful, intelligent, and conscientious attention to the 
projects which have been presented to them, and I am inclined to 
accept the judgment of the committee with regard to the relative 
importance of the items contained in the bill. 

My criticism of the committee in making up the bill is a criti- 
cism for acts of omission rather than of commission, and I am 
rather inclined to the opinion that failure on the part of the com- 
mittee to act favorably in regard to certain matters in which the 
people of my section of the country are interested is due rather to 
a lack of knowledge of the importance of the great questions in- 
volved than from any disposition to ignore the proper claims of a 
great interest. 

I appeared before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors when 
the bill now under consideration was being considered by them 
and requested the insertion in the bill of two items; one providing 
for the construction of reservoirs at the head of one of the tribu- 
taries of the Missouri River; the other containing provisions for 
surveys of reservoir sites in the arid and semi-arid States and 
Territories and reports thereon. The items are as follows: 

Reservoirs at the head waters of the Missouri River: For construction 
along Piney Creek, Wyoming, of three reservoirs, in accordance with the rec 
ommendations submitted in House Document No. 141, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
second session, $50,000; Provided, 'That the Secretary of War may enter into 
a contract or contracts for such work and materials as may be necessary for 
the completion of such reservoirs, to be paid for as appropriations may from 
time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $165,000 exclu 
sive of the amount herein appropriated: Provided further, That these reser 
voirs shall be emptied, as near as may be, each year between June 30 and 
September 30, the discharge of stored water to be under the direction of the 
State engineer or other State officer especially designated for the purpose by 
the State wherein such reservoirs are located; and beneficial use shall be the 
basis, the measure, and the limit of any right sought to be obtained to the 
use of any water so discharged. 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause preliminary surveys or 
examinations to be made of one or more reservoir sites in each arid and semi 
arid State, and report upon the cost, practicability, and desirability of con- 
structing such reservoirs and other works necessary for the storage and 
utilization of water to prevent floods, overflows, and erosion of river banks 


and levees, and for the reenforcement of the flow of streams and raising the 
water line therein during drought and low water, and to utilize the water so 


| stored where practicable for irrigation, mining, or domestic purposes while 
| itis in transit to replenish the streams during the season of low water, and 


the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated to carry out the purposes of this 
section. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not find these items in the bill as reported 
by the committee. I have been unable to learn just why they 


| were not inserted, though in a somewhat indirect and unofficial 


manner I have been informed that some of the members of the 
committee did not consider the items germane to a river and 


| harbor appropriation bill. If this constitutes the ground on 
| which these items were ignored, then the committee must have 
engineers, whether it has behind it speculators, promoters not de- 


overlooked the fact that there is abundant precedent for these 
items on ariver and harbor appropriation bill, as similar items 


| have heretofore had place on bills of this character, notably the 


bills of 1880, 1881, 1882, 1884, 1886, 1888, 1890, 1892, 1894, 1896, and 
1899, which in the aggregate appropriated $1,115,500 for reservoirs 
on the Upper Mississippi River, and the bill now under considera- 
tion contains an item of $300,000 for the repair and renewal of 
these reservoirs. 

As for the second item, a similar provision was contained in 
the river and harbor bill of 1896, and under this provision the 
reservoirs for which we now propose an appropriation were sur- 


recrimination, we have had in framing this bill. I do not say | veyed and exhaustively reported upon by Capt. H. M. Chittenden, 
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of the Corps of Engineers. So it seems that there is ample prec- 
edent for both of these items on ariver and harbor bill. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Wyoming allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Does the experience of the Government with re- 
spect to these reservoirs which he says have been constructed 
warrant appropriations for them? 

Mr. MONDELL. I believe it does, Mr. Chairman. Engineers 
of the Government have reported that the construction of these | 
reservoirs has resulted in increasing the navigable depth of the | 
river 18 inches in time of low water for hundreds of miles below | 
the reservoirs. and the gentleman will appreciate what a vast 
benefit to navigation that is. 

There certainly could nave been no valid objection to the items 
on the part of the committee on the ground that the expenditure 
would not result in accomplishing the objects sought, for no one 
will claim that these reservoirs would not serve highly beneficial 
public purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, in the last twenty years the United States Gov- 
ernment has spent approximately $52,000,000 for the improvement 
of the Missouri and Mississippi rivers, and the bill now before us 
adds nearly $12,000,000 to thissum. In the same period of time 
the various riparian States have expended for levee construction 
on the Lower Mississippi about $20,000,000. Of the fifty-two mil- 
lions which the Government has spent on these rivers, over fifteen 
millions have been for levee construction, making a total for levee 
construction alone in the past twenty years on the Lower Missis- 
sippi of upward of $35,000,000. This in addition to the vast sums | 
which were expended by the levee organizations of the various 
States bordering the Mississippi prior to 1882, an expenditure | 
which amounted to many millions. 

Of all this vast expenditure by the States and by the nation, 
amounting to over $72,000,000 in less than twenty years, to be | 
augmented if this bill becomes a law to eighty-four millions, the | 
major portion has been expended to minimize and repair destruc- 
tion by floods, to remove flood-formed obstructions to navigation, 
and to guard against flood inundations. The jetties themselves 
were built to remove the silt which the river brought down in its | 
spring flood, to deposit where the mighty volume of the Gulf 
checked the onward rush of its turbid waters. 

Each year vast expenditures were required to remove flood-built 
bars and shoals and flood-deposited snags, while the expenditure 
for levees is neither more nor less than an enormous outlay by the 
General Government for the protection of private property, for 
instead of permanently improving navigation, their effect is quite 
the contrary, as they confine the silt-laden waters within parallel 
banks, compelling the deposit of all solids within those narrow | 
confines instead of allowing it to be deposited over the surround- 
ing country as the waters spread. 

A greater portion of this expenditure is not only ineffectual as | 
a permanent remedy, but. in the case of dredging of flood-built 
bars, it must, under the present system, go on annually forever, 
and the building of levees, as is well understood, simply aggra- 
vates the situation, for as the flood-borne silt, held in its narrow 
channel, is annually deposited in the stream bed, the levees must, 
year after year, rise higher and higher in order to control the 
floods, postponing, but making more certain and terrible, the in- | 
evitable disasters of that fatal day when the mighty stream shall | 
break the walls of its built-up channel and carry death and de- 
struction in its wild rush to the sea. 

_Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not here to criticise the appropria- 
tions which have been made for the improvement of navigation or 
for the protection of private lands from inundation along the Missis- 
sippiand Missouririvers, but rather for the purpose of calling the at- 
tention of this House to the fact that the appropriation which I have 
asked strikes at the root of the flood evil and tends to remove the 
cause, whereas the many millions which have already been spent 
have sought only to minimize the evil effects of the floods. While 
making these vast expenditures in an almost fruitless attempt to 
control the floods and repair their effects, why should not this 
Government, in the interest of navigation and in order to mini- 
mize flood destruction, hold back, at the sources and along the 
courses of the tributaries of the Mississippi and the Missouri, a 
portion, at least, of the waters that now go to swell these streams 
in time of flood? 

The appropriation proposed is for certain reservoirs at the head 
waters of one of the tributaries of the Missouri, and this location 
is selected for the beginning of this important work owing to the 
fact that the proposed reservoirs have already been, in accordance 
with a provision in the river and harbor bill of 1896, surveyed and 
pronounced feasible by an officer of the Government, and their 
cost, as estimated by him, would be very low, considering the 
amount of water impounded. But it is proposed by the second 








item of the appropriation to have other surveys made and thereby 
provide for the storage of flood waters on other branches of these 
mighty rivers and on other streams, ~ 


ee 


Mr. Chairman, the present system of handling flood-built ob- 
structions and protecting private property from inundation on 
the Mississippi and others of our navigable rivers is to a consid- 
erable extent confessedly but a makeshift, if not an aggravation of 
the evil. It seems to me, therefore, that it is high time that the 
River and Harbor Committee of this House and the House itself 


| give some heed to a plan which gives promise of some permanent 


relief. That plan is the construction of reservoirs to hold back 
the flood waters—a plan which, it must be conceded, will, so far 
as it is carried out, be effective; for no man can deny that, to the 
extent of the waters impounded, the reservoiring of flood waters 
is a permanent and complete preventive of flood destruction. 

It has come tome in a roundabout way that one objection made 
to theinsertion of the items which I proposed in theriver and har- 
bor bill was on the ground that the waters impounded might be 
used for the purposes of irrigation. If such an objection should 
be offered in any quarter, it is scarcely necessary for me to say 
how wholly trifling and puerile and unworthy of a statesmanlike 
view of this great question such an objection would be. On the 
assumption that the water which it is proposed to reservoir shall 
be used in whole orin part for the purposes of irrigation, that fact, 
instead of being an objection, is one of the best reasons for the con- 
struction of these reservoirs in the arid regions, for there the res- 
ervoirs could be successively filled and discharged during the flood 
period and the discharged waters spread over the lands for irriga- 
tion purposes, from which they would slowly percolate into the 
streams, thus largely augmenting the volume of water stored. 

If, in addition to serving the purposes of fiood protection and 
providing a continuous flow of water during the dry season for 
navigation, the waters thus impounded could, at great cost and 
infinite labor on the part of the people themselves and without 
cost to the Government, be carried out upon the deserts to fruc- 
tify them, to make the waste places blossom, the valleys and hill- 
sides, now barren, beautiful and fruitful, make possible the 
founding of homes, replace the howling of the coyote with the 
laughter of children and the music of the village bells, is there 
anyone so narrow, so biased, and churlish that he would withhold 
a Federal appropriation which will, beyond all question and cavil, 
serve the interests of navigation, simply because in the accom- 
plishment of those objects these other and manifold blessings 
shall follow? 

If there ever was a time when objections might reasonably be 
urged to appropriations of this character on the ground that the 
waters stored would be available for irrigation purposes, such an 
objection certainly is not valid at this time, if the party platforms 
count for anything, for each of the two great parties represented 


| on this floor is pledged, in its last national platform, to promote 


the cause of irrigation. 

The clause in the Republican platform is as follows: 

In further pursuance of the constant policy of the Republican party to 
provide free homes on the public domain, we recommend adequate national 
legislation to reclaim the arid lands of the United States, reserving control 
of the distribution of water for irrigation to the respective States and Terri- 
tories. 

Our friends on the other side of the House also appreciated the 
importance of the question of irrigation, and in their national 
platform pronounce as follows: 

We believe the National Government should lend every aid, encourage- 
ment, and assistance toward the reclamation of the arid lands of the United 


States, and to that end we are in favor of a comprehensive survey thereof 
and an immediate ascertainment of the water supply available for such rec- 
lamation, and we believe it to be the duty of the General Government to pro- 
vide for the construction of storage reservoirs and irrigation works, so that 
the water supply of the arid region may be utilized to the greatest possible 
extent in the interests of the people while preserving all rights of the State. 


We of the arid West now confidently expect that the members 
of both parties shall make good the declarations of their platforms 
by supporting appropriations for storage reservoirs in the arid 
region, particularly where the construction of such reservoirs 
comes within the legitimate scope of river and harbor appropria- 
tions for the control of flood waters and in the aid of navigation, 
and where, as in the appropriation which I propose, the aid to 
irrigation simply follows as an incident and asa valuable adjunct 
to the system of storage in aid of navigation. 

I have understood that some hesitate on embarking in construc- 
tion of the character proposed on the ground that it would be 
but the beginning of expenditures, the ultimate aggregate and 
limit of which they believe may not be accurately foreseen or 
calculated, but which, without giving the subject any particular 
study or investigation, they imagine may ultimately lead to the 
expenditure of enormous sums. 

These fears, in my opinion, are not well grounded, and they 
arise largely from a misconception of the extent and character of 
the works which it is proposed the Government shall undertake. 
As an official announcement with regard to these matters, I quote 
the resolutions adopted by the National Irrigation Congress, which 
convened in Chicago last month, and which are as follows: 


We hail with satisfaction the fact that both the great political parties of 
the nation in the last campaign declared in favor of the reclamation of arid 
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America in order that settlers might build homes on the public domain, and 
we urge upon Congress that national appropriations commen- 

magnitude of the problem should be made for the preserva- 

e forests and the reforestation of denuded areas as national storage 

rs, and for the construction by the National Government as part of 

icy of internal improvement of storage reservoirs and other works for 

‘tion, and to save for use in aid of nevigation and irrigation the 


which now run to waste, and for the development of artesian and | 


‘anean sources of water supply. 

vater of all streams should forever remain subject to public control, 
and the right of use of water for irrigation should inhere in the land irri- 
gated, and beneficial use be the basis of measure and limit of the right. 

There have been widely divergent views held in the past by the 
people of the arid West relative to the scope and extent of works 
which the National Government should be asked to undertake, 
directly or indirectly, in the aid of irrigation, but this declaration 
of the Irrigation Congress represents the crystallized thought and 
opinion of the majority of those who have most carefully studied 
the subject. 

Let it be clearly understood, then, that there is no general dispo- 
sition to have the National Government embark in the enterprise 
of irrigating arid lands. Even those who believe that such a pol- 
icy would be wise and beneficial, but who have given the subject 
careful study, appreciate the fact that Congress will authorize the 
inauguration of no such policy, and even if it were inclined to do 
so, there are grave doubts whether such a policy would be prac- 
ticable or satisfactory for many reasons, but particularly owing 
to the divergent water laws and customs of the various States. 

W hat we ask is that the National Government shall undertake 
the truly national work of storing and controlling flood waters 
by the construction of storage reservoirs, and in some ‘instances 
by the diversion of the larger streams in the arid regions from 
their natural channels where such diversion would effect a con- 
servation of the flood flow and the work is too stupendous to be 
undertaken by private capital. While asking that the Govern- 
ment shall store the floods, now an element of waste and destruc- 
tion, we contend that it is no valid objection to this proper and 
effective expenditure by the General Government to say that after 
the waters have been discharged from the Government reservoirs 
and returned to the stream beds the people of the West may, at 
infinite labor and expense, divert these waters to the arid valleys 
and uplands, to make the desert fruitful and the waste places glad. 

Keeping in mind, then, the fact that the work that the nation 
should undertake in the arid regions shou!d be confined to enter- 
prises of a public character and which can not properly be under- 
taken by the States or associations of individuals, the inaugura- 
tion of such work by the National Government would open up no 
such wide avenue of expenditures as is popularly supposed. The 
number of eligible reservoir sites is unfortunately comparatively 
limited, and no one need be terrified with visions of large appro- 
priations running into the indefinite future for this class of work. 

On the other hand, consider the benefits which would flow from 
such expenditure in addition to the permanent aid to navigation 
and the lessening of destruction by floods. 

If in the next twenty years we were to expend in the construc- 
tion of storage reservoirs in the arid region the amount which has 
been spent in the past twenty years by the United States alone 
for levees on the Lower Mississippi and for the removal of flood- 
built obstructions to navigation on that stream and the Missouri 


River, we could build a comprehensive reservoir system at the | 


head of every tributary of the Missouri and Mississippi in the arid 
and semiarid region. 

We would thereby, to the extent of the waters reservoired and 
conserved, permanently and appreciably aid navigation and lessen 
tiood destruction, and while thus accomplishing more permanent 
benefit than has resulted from the outlay I have referred to, in 


addition thereto, without the expenditure of a single additional | cities. This united desire of our people to own a home rather than to rent 


dollar by the National Government, would make possible and cer- 
tain, through the utilization of the impounded waters by private 
enterprise after it had served its public purpose and been released 


from the reservoirs, the reclamation by irrigation of millions of | 


acres of lands now arid and barren; the development and growth 
of regions now comparatively undeveloped and desolate; the ad- 
dition of millions to our population and of hundreds of millions 
to our wealth, affording an opportunity for the securing of homes 
by the rapidly accumulating homeless and landless among our 
citizens, and assuring an ever-growing and expanding market for 
our trade and our manufactures. 

I am aware that certain interests in our country are short- 
sighted and narrow enough to oppose these appropriations for the 
very reason that the proposed work would, in addition to its bene- 
fits which lie within the aim and scope of the river and harbor 
appropriation, open new lands to settlement and cultivation and 
bring the products of these lands possibly into competition with 
the products of lands now under cultivation. 

Objections of this class are entitled to as much weight as the 
objections of the citizens of a seaport town already having 25 feet 
of water on their bar toappropriations in aid of a feasible project 
te provide the same depth of water at another harbor on the 
ground that such a project might deprive them of a part of their 
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| commerce would be; furthermore, the fears of this class of people 
| are entirely unfounded. No matter what the Government may 
| do; no matter how earnestly and energetically individual enter 
prise may go on developing irrigation projects and supplementing 
national expenditure, the additions to our arable lands in the fu- 
ture through reclamation by irrigation must, in comparison with 
the enormous additions by settlement in our humid region since 
the civil war, ever be lamentably insignificant. 

We are now a nation of 76,000,000 souls, demanding to keep 
pace with our growth in population the addition of large areas to 
our arable lands yearly, but the National Government has not 
to-day, outside of some limited timber tracts, a single compact 
160 acres in all its 500,000,000 acres of public lands upon which 
may be produced with reasonable certainty each year a good 
crop of wheat, corn, or cotton without artificial irrigation. The 
Eastern farmer need have no fear that the development of the arid 
West will be to his disadvantage by reason of the increased com- 
petition. With every possible agency at work we can not from 
now on increase our acreage of arable land by irrigation reclama- 
tion fast enough to keep pace with the increased consumption of 
our own population. 

The prevention of flood-wrought obstructions to navigation and 
| the increase and maintenance of a uniform depth of water in our 

navigable streams have always been important subjects for con- 
sideration in connection with ariver and harbor bill. We now 
link with these subjects the important one of irrigation and insist 
that appropriations for the former purposes shall not be denied be- 
cause they indirectly serve to aid in the accomplishment of the 
latter object, to the consummation of which both great parties 
stand solemnly pledged. 

The irrigation of our arid domain is to-day the most important 
question of internal policy before the American people, and what- 
ever their views may be as to the advisability of extending our 
control over lands beyond our continental borders, there can be 
no division of opinion as to the duty and responsibility of annex- 
ing arid America—one-third of our imperial domain on this con- 
tinent—by assisting in the conquest of her irrigable deserts, 
making them fit for the uses of civilization, and thereby furnish- 
ing homes for the increasing millions of our population and an 
ever-expanding market for our manufactures. 

I shall append hereto, as a part of my remarks, the very clear 
and forcible statement as to the necessity and advantages of Gov- 
ernment aid in the construction of storage reservoirs, contained 
in the letter of Lieut. Gen. Nelson A. Miles to the Irrigation Con- 
gress held at Chicago last November: 

My interest in the subject of irrigation began some three decades ago when, 
in the performance of official duty, I had occasion to explore more or less 
thoroughly that vast extent of sparsely settled or unoccupied land bounded 
on the east by the one-hundredth meridian, on the north by the forty-ninth 


parallel, on the south by the Rio Grande, and extending to the Sierra Nevada 
and Cascade ranges on the west. 


The thought often occurred to me then, and the thought has grown intoa 


; conviction as the years have gone by, that it was not a part of the economy 


of nature to have this enormous expanse of land lie inert and waste. Mil- 
lions of acres were apparently desert, where the coyote starved and only tho 
cactus and sage brush could live; yet the soil held within itself the elements 
of productiveness, the air was pure as heaven, scenery as inspiring as a beau 
tiful picture, the application of the vivifying water being the only thing 
lacking to arouse its rich potential energies. 

Since those early days i have from time to time, with voice and pen, done 
what I could to advocate the conservation of the water supply of our arid 
lands and the preservation of the trees, which are the guardians of the foun- 


| tains at the waters’ source. Ten years ago I responded to an invitation to 


express my views in public print on the subject of our unwatered empire. | 
would refer you to those views now, as I have had no reason to materially 
alter them. 

Since the foundation of our Government the center of population has been 
steadily moving westward, the pioneer spirit of the Rast seeking homes and 
independence far away from the stifling atmosphere of the large overcrowded 


one—to be their own landlord rather than some landlord's tenants—assured 
the vitality of the great American Republic. The American is so sovereign 
to-day, and the dignity and independence engendered by his free environ- 
ment, the healthfulness of his mind and body resulting from the pure air he 
breathes, the love of country which home owning stimulates, make him the 


| preserver of those beneficial institutions under which we live. 


It would bea sad day, full of evil portent to the Republic, if home building 


| should become unpopular, if gravitation toward the cities should overcome 


the outward march into the expansive country, if tenantry in an overcrowded 
alley should be chosen in preference to a free quarter-section in valley or 
upland. Therefore, I say, the devising means whereby the public domain is 
made available for home seekers and the arid lands are made habitable and 
productive is now one of the most important lines of American endeavor. 
reiterate the saying of the keen satirist and wise philosopher: ** That whoever 
could make two ears of corn or two blades of grass to grow upon a spot of 
ground where only one grew before would deserve better of mankind and 
do more essential service to his country than the whole race of politicians 
put together.” 

The utility of irrigation ceased to be questioned thousands of years ago, 
and we have the records of successful methods which are as old as the first 
pages of written history itself. We have evidence that the aborigines of the 
Southwest had perfected a system of irrigation, and the natives of New Mex- 
ico and Arizona, who brought their methods from Mexico and Spain, handed 
down their skill to posterity. These methods are at once simple, inexpensive, 
and effective, and can coally be adapted to the needs of a large proportion of 
our great arid country. 

Iam not optimistic enough to believe that the ingenuity of men can en- 
compass the redemption of the 600,000,000 acres which comprise the nation's 
vacant public lands; but if, as has been claimed, there is water enough for 
the irrigation of 100,000,000 acres, providing the supply is economically used, 
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I can easily imagine 10,000,000 good citizens finding homes on farms which are 
self-supporting. In the State of Texas there are still many millions of acres 
of unclaimed areas which would lend themselves readily to irrigation meth- 
ods and become valuable to settlers. s , 

The area of this great State may be appreciated by remembering the fact 
that if it were populated as densely as the State of Massachusetts there 
would be over ninety millions of souls within its borders. But it is the im- 
mense tracts that embrace a large part of Arizona, New Mexico, Utah, and 
Nevada, much of Wyoming, Colorado, California, and Oregon, and the basin 
of the Columbia in interior Washington, which comprise mainly the public 
domain the reclamation of which you are strenuously advocating. Whether 
this great work is to be left to private or corporate enterprise, whether it 
shall be turned over to the States in which the land is situated, for such 
treatment as is thought best by those most interested, or whether the Na- 
tional Government, the owner of this vast arid region, should perform the 
duty of reclamation, are questions which you are no doubt now ably dis- 
cussing. 

It appears that private or corporate enterprise can not be trusted to con- 
trol the improvement with justice and uy for all concerned. The 
States themselves are, as yet, not financially strong enough to undertake 
the task. It seems to me, therefore, that the plan proposed by one of the 
members of your association is the most feasible and just. It is: “Let the 
Government build the storage reservoirs and the main-line canals, and 
the settlers provide the smaller distributing system by banding themselves 
together in cooperative organizations.” 

I believe that Congress is awakening to a sense of the importance and pro- 
priety of lending national aid tothe movement. Already considerable sums 
have been appropriated for the purpose of investigating hydrographic con- 
ditions, measuring streams, making reservoir surveys, ete., and I believe 
that before long the policy of national aid in the building of storage reser- 
voirs will be established. 

The Government has spent over $11,000,000 in improving the navigation of 
the Missouri River, and as its middle course is through an arid or semiarid 
region, and as the necessity for water transportation increases in direct 
ratio to the productiveness of the land through which the river flows, it 
seems logical and right that the attention of the Federal authority should 
now be given to the conservation, for irrigation purposes, of its surplus flood, 
which does such great damage along its lower course when, swelled by melt- 
ing snows, its mighty volume bursts through its expensive confines. 

The National Government has appropriated to June 30, 1900, for expendi- 
ture by the Mississippi River Commission $37,647,780.17, of which $15,403,901.87 
was expended for a ees. There must be added to this latter item over 
$15,000,000 contributed by the States, making thirty and a half millions 
expended in efforts to confine the surplus wealth of vitalizing fluid contrib- 
uted by mountains until it islost in the great ocean. Think of the thousands 
of farms that could be made productive by the judicious expenditure of only 
.part of this greatsum. There are able engineers who even question the 
wisdom of constructing artificial banks, claiming that sooner or later the 
resistless flood will break through, and when it does the damage will be a 
thousandfold greater than it would were the waters allowed to spread as 
nature permitted. 

But there is no question as to the utility of storing up a portion of the 
flow of water that runs away in nonirrigation seasons, that it may be avail- 
able for use during the growing periods. Asa distinguished United States 
engineer, referring tothe arid regions of the West, reports: “In no other 
part of the United States, nor anywhere else in the world, are there such 
potent and conclusive reasons of a public as well as a private nature for the 
construction of a comprehensive reservoir system.” 

Talso present, as a most clear and forcible statement on the 
subject of Government aid in the construction of storage reser- 
voirs, the address delivered by Capt. Hiram M. Chittenden, United 
States Corps of Engineers, before the Irrigation Congress held in 
Chicago last November. 

The industrial growth of any country and its capacity for high civilization 
depend in an eminent degree upon its agricultural development. In the 
western portion of the United States this development is limited by the 
amount of running water available for irrigation. In the natural condition 
of the streams only a portion of their flow is so available, and it is imperative 
that another portion be held back in times of high water, in order that ail 
may be used. The storage of the waste flow of its streams thus becomes an 
indispensable condition to the highest development of the Western country. 

While public opinion, guided by an intelligent understanding of the con- 
ditions, is certain to be agreed upon this point, there will be less unanimity 
of ae as to what is the proper agency for accomplishing the work. But 
the logic of the situation is steadily enforcing the conclusion that there is 
only one agency broad enough and powerful enough to handle so large a 
proposition in the way it should be handled. The benefits that flow from the 
storage of water cover a wide and diversified range. They extend to differ- 
ent communities and even to different States. They are interstate in char- 
acter, and fallin thesame category with those arising from works in aid of in- 
terstate commerce. The great cost of developing a comprehensive storage 
system, and the impossibility of controlling its benefits so as to derive a di- 
rect and tangible revenue from them, exclude private agencies, and even the 
individual States, from undertaking the work. The functionclearly pertains 
to the General Government, that sovereignty which covers all the country 
and embraces the streams from their sources to the sea. 

The trath has long been recognized by the National Irrigation Congress, 

and, thanks to itsactive and intelligent propaganda, as well as to that of the Na- 
tional Irrigation Association, it hasnow also been recognized by the twogreat 
parties in our national politics. Undoubtedly a campaign of education must 
yet be carried on before so important a policy becomes finally established, 
but all the arguments upon which it rests are thoroughly understood, and it 
seems unnecessary to go over them again here. In opening this discussion, 
therefore, I shall spend notime in considering propositions which we accept as 
already definitely settled, but shall take up a few of the practical questions 
at cole to the matter of inducing the Government to undertake these 
vorks. 
_ Asin the first stages of every new movement, there will be encountered 
in this the inertia of conservatism on the part of Congress. It was so in the 
early days of the Government in regard to works in aid of interstate com- 
merce, and it will be sonow. Itis natural and right that Congress should 
insist on being convinced that the step is a proper one before it is taken. 
lhe difficulty will not be in demonstrating the necessity or importance of 
the works in themselves. but that the Government is the proper agency to 
undertake them. Now that both political parties are committed to this 
policy, it would seem that the battle is as good as won, provided that it be 
ound practicable for the Government to undertake the work, and that it do 
not entail a burden of excessive magnitude nor inaugurate a policy which is 
contrary to the genins of our institutions. 

As to the burden involved, if the work be limited strictly to reservoirs it 
will be a comparatively light one—a mere bagatelle compared with the cost 
of other river works now being carried on. The possible expansion of the 
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reservoir system of the West isin reality very limited—far more so, unfor- 
tunately, than one might wish it to be. The lack of good reservoir sites and 
the existence of other natural difficulties are going to restrict the work 
more than anyone can appreciate who has not traveled extensively through 
the Western country. One or two million dollars a year will carry on the 
work as fast as it will ever be needed, and after it is well under way its bene- 
fits will practically pay for what remainsto bedone. Congress, we may rest 
assured, will never reject a meritorious project so long as it involves no 
greater burden than that. 

“But.” some one will say, “even if the project is limited to reservoirs, 
there will be no end to applications for Government expenditure. Every 
community in the West will think that it must have a reservoir, and every 
creek and river in the mountains will demand attention.’’ That is entirely 
true, but, after all, itis more of a bugaboo than a seriousdanger. Ifevery de- 
mand had to be complied with, if every reservoir asked for had to be built, 
then indeed the Government would bein a bad way. Butthis matter will be 
treated exactly as a similar condition is treated in the river and harbor bill. 
When these projects come into Congress, as they now do in great numbers, 
preliminary examinations are ordered, and a separate provision is made for 
them in the bill. They are conducted at trifling expense and are reported 
upon at the ensuing session of Congress, so that no time is lost in securing 
consideration of them. It will surprise many to learn to what a great extent 
these preliminary examinations give the quietus to unworthy projects. 

Out of a total of 1,230 examinations under the river and harbor bill down 
to 1897, only 570 were reported favorably, and of these only 407, or less than 
one-third, were reported favorably upon further survey. Anadverse report 
ordinarily kills such a measure at the start. When a project is favorably re- 
ported it is in line for direct appropriation for construction. If it be of such 
magnitude or importance as to require detailed surveys and estimates before 
coustruction is begun, then an appropriation is first made for these surveys 
When construction is ordered it has ‘Seon usual in later years to provide an 
allowance which shall insure the completion of the work within a specified 
time. 

This system of inaugurating and constructing public works is founded 
upon business principles and is the outgrowth of long experience. I believe 
it to be as well designed to protect the public from imposture and to secure 
a just return for their money as it is possible to devise. Its drawbacks are 
of a character which can not be avoided, for they arise from the nature of our 
Government and the power which rightly reposes in the hands of the people, 
whereby it will occasionally happen that local influence will force through 
measures against the reports based upon official investigation. In the case 
of reservoir construction, however, the liability to take up ill-advised proj- 
ects will be even less than in the case of river and harbor works. I doubtif 
there is any other class of works in which the data for deciding the question 
of merit are of a character sodefinite and easily determined. Solongas these 
projects have to pass the scrutiny of independent and nonpolitical investiga- 
tion the public need have no fear that any very flagrant instance of unworthy 
expenditure will occur 

The crucial question upon which this matter will turn relates to the prob- 
able consequences of so radical a departure. If the Government takes up the 
construction of reservoirs in the arid regions, will it not commit itself toa 
general policy of reclaiming the arid lands, with the multitudinous details 
and the unlimited outlay which such a policy will entail? There will be a 
deep distrust of the movement, lest it drag the Government into the con- 
struction of irrigation works as such, and the establishment of lawsand regu 
lations governing the use of stored water. It isthe dreaded ramification of 
such a system and the unseen lengths to which it may lead that will cause 
Congress to hesitate when asked to act upon this matter. 

Now, there can be, in my judgment. no doubt in the minds of thinking 
men who carefully study the question that it would be exceedingly unwise 
for the Government to enter upon the business of irrigation,even on the un 
settled public domain of the West. Consider what such a policy would mean. 
While the storage of water is essentially a thing of general concern, pertain- 
ing to streams that flow from one State to another, the irrigation ditch is 
essentially a local concern, pertaining to the land, and naturally subject to 
local State regulations. On this principle the irrigation system of the West 


has grown up. Itis absolutely in the hands of the States. The irrigation 
laws differ materially in the different States, but under each vested rights 
have become established, judicial construction has crystallized into a power 


ful body of law, administrative regulations have reached a high state of per 
fection, and the whole business has developed into an elaborate and satisfac 
tory system. There is no complaint in any quarter that it does not meet 
fairly well the necessities of the situation. 

To permit or require the General Government to enter this same ficl 
would result in endless confusion and complication. It is not a practic 
proposition at this stage of irrigation development. Existing systems are 
too well established and vested rights too thoroughly intrenched to permit 
of it. Moreover, it would not be desirable, even if practicable. It is con 
trary to the theory and spirit of our institutions for the General Government 
to take control of matters which are essentially local in character. It would 
involve the Government in the multitudinous and complex details of a vast 
industrial system where these details can be managed more satisfactorily by 
the local authorities. So far does the business of irrigation enter the very 
life of the Western people, and so large a part of the local law relates to this 
subject that if the General Government were to enter the field, it would vir- 
tually replace local government over a vast portion of the national domain 

That these are certain to be the views of Congress when the question 
again comes up for consideration may be seen in the expressions which have 
already emanated from that body. Let those who would get at the pith of 
this matter study the CONGRESSIONAL REecorD for the latter part of the 
third session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, when the debate took ace in the 
Senate uponthe Warren amendment to the river and harbor bill providing 
forthe construction of two reservoirs in the aridregions. Thisdebate makes 
it very clear that it is not the principle of Government construction of res 
ervoirs, noreven the cost of the work, that will find opposition in Congress, 
but the fear that sucha policy will lead to the inauguration of a Government 
system of irrigation works in the West and to an interference with existing 
systems established by the States. 

Senator STEWART, of Nevada, who favored the amendment, insisted that 
it must be so drawn that the proposed works should not interfere with 
the State system. Otherwise the proposed law, he said, * would be utterly 
destructive ’ and impossible of administration. : 

Mr. RAWLINS, of Utah, was also favorably disposed to the proposition, but 
with this reservation: “If-these moneys are expended by the Government, 
it must be with the distinct understanding that the reserynirs are to be 





created, first, subject to all the rights to the use of the water already ac 
crued, and, secondly, tothe contro] of the States themselves in respect to the 
management and disposition of the waters thus im ! 

Senator TELLER said: “I do not know whether i thing to do or 
not. If the General Government should attempt at yt to a rt con- 
trol over the water, I should say it was an « ding vise thing. I am 
sure that the State which I in part represent calied uy to grant the 


Government the right to build a reservoir on its W | insist that the 


] 
Government should not control the water in the slightest degree; that while 
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it may impound the water for a time, it should certainly let the water loose 
when the time comes for irrigating use in the State.” 

Among the Eastern members who discussed the measure, Senator SPOONER, 
of Wisconsin, gave it the most thorough and searching examination. The 
burden of his remarks was that he feared that the policy of building storage 
reservoirs would be a stepping stone to that of building ditches and other 
irrigation works, and that he considered it not only wrong in principle, but 
contrary tothe Constitution. He said in part: 

“If this were the end of the proposition, even if it involved a vastly larger 
sum, I should not object to it; but I believe it is only the beginning. I can 
see no reason why this appropriation should be made to construct a reser 
voir for irrigation purposes in one State and not made from time to time in 
al! the States, and in all the places in all the States where irrigation may re- 
quire the construction of similar reservoirs. What I dread about this busi 
ness is that it is the committal of the Government toa principle which I be- 
lieve to be paternalistic and wrong, and which will involve the expenditure 
of countless millions of dollars before we are through with it.” 

it is evident from these expressions that Congress will not be unfavorably 
disposed toward the Government construction of reservoirs, but will be ab- 
solutely opposed to going into the irrigation business. Here, then, is one 
rock which we should try to avoid lest it cause us shipwreck. The reservoir 
question must be divorced from the irrigation question so faras active aid 
from the General Government is concerned. but is it possible to do this? 
Entirely so. 

The reservoir question is a question by itself. The conservation of the 
waste flow of our streams does not pertain exclusively to irrigation, but to 
all the uses that are made of running water and to the dangers that arise 
from floods. Their purpose is to regulate the flow of streams so that they 
may more fully serve the purposesof man. There is noobligation whatever 
that the builders should follow the course of these streams and see that the 
water is used thusand so. Forests are being preserved by the Government 
in part because of their supposed influence in regulating stream flow, but 
does that give the Government any right to control the local use of the waters 
that flow from them? Several years ago there was a great craze on the sub- 
ject of rain making, and many unstable minds actually believed that some 
alchemic formula would be discovered to extract from the atmosphere the 
golden moisture that was not there. 

But suppose that this impossible scheme had succeeded and that the Gov- 
ernment had gone into the shower business ona large scale, would that have 
justified it in attempting tocontrol the local uses of the increased flow of the 
streams? Now, the case of the reservoir is exactly the same. Its purpose is 
to give the streams more water at certain seasons than they had before—to 
enlarge the resources of nature. It is not in any way incumbent upon the 
Government to regulate the use of this water after it leaves the reservoir 
The laws, regulations, and administration which were good enough for the 
stream in its natural condition will be good enough for it in its enlarged 
condition. 

Toshow how this principle could be given practic:! effect, suppose that 
the Government were to build a reservoir somewhere in the arid regions. 
it would require title and jurisdiction to all the land in any way essential to 
its construction and maintenance, and such other rights as were necessary 
or important. Having constructed the work,it would control its manage- 
ment under regulations designed to make the stored waters serve the great- 
est good to the community at large; that is, it would regulate the overflow as 
nearly as possible to meet the natural demand for the water. This would bean 
easy matter to determine, and there should never be any difficulty about it. 

There would,in my opinion, be no necessity for even consulting the local 
State authorities, for all the data are well known and the Government could 
have no object in controlling the water otherwise than for the general good 
The moment the released waters leave the Government property, they should 
pass absolutely to the same local control which governs the stream in its 
natural condition. All questions relating to the use of this water should re- 
main exactly as at present. In this way the Government would avoid all 
interference in irrigation matters and all the complications and burdens 
which would result from such interference. 

In thus making the waters of the reservoir free to the people, as are those 
of the stream in its natural state, a difficulty arises in the minds of many 
persons who can not get rid of the idea that the Government should collect a 
toll or tax for the water stored. Accustomed as they are to pay such a tax 
for the use of the waters stored by other agencies, they have come to look 
upon the levy as an inherent condition in the construction of such works, and 
can not understand how the Government can get its money back in any other 
way. If it makes no charge, then its work looks like a free gift—an expendi- 
ture of so much of the people's money for the gratuitous benefit of particu- 
lar localities. 

This isan entirely erroneous view, and until it is thoroughly eradicated 
the true scope and character of Government works can not be understood. 
When a farmer lays out a sum of money to dig a well on his farm, he does 
not charge himself so much a pailful for all the water he draws from it. 
That would be simply taking money out of one pocket and putting it into 
another. But he gets a return for his outlay none the less surely in the 
greater facility with which his business is carried on and in the resulting 
increase in the value of his property. 

So itis with Government work. Take the great lock at Sault Ste. Marie, 
through which there now passes a commerce whose magnitude the mind can 
hardly comprehend. Would the Government be any better off if it should 
charge atoll on this commerce, and go into the always vexatious and trouble 
some business of collecting it? Does not it already derive a greater revenue 
in a far less expensive and disagreeable way? The reduction in freights, 
which this canal makes possible, reduces the cost of living and increases the 
general wealth all over the United States. The Government, whose revenue 
comes from various taxes upon articles of daily life, finds this revenue in- 
creased in proportion with the increase of wealth, and everything which it 
can do to augment the wealth of its people will operate to augment its own 
income 

Of no class of public works will this be more certainly true than of reser- 
voirs. The uses of the impounded waters reach so far and affect so many in- 
terests that their benefits to the Government would be far greater than any 
revenue which it could derive from a tax on the use of the water. 

Let these two principles, then, be given corporate form in the resolutions 
which this congress may present to the National Congress in asking for Gov 
ernment aid in the construction of storage reservoirs: 

1. That the water so stored shall be for the free use of the people, subject 
only to such laws and regulations as may be in force in the States through 
which they flow; and 

2. That, in thus advocating the construction of reservoirs by the Federal 
Government to conserve the waste waters of the arid regions, this Congress 
disclaims any purpose of drawing the Government intoa policy of construct 
ing irrigation works, or of enacting legislation for the control of the waters 
used in irrigation, as in its judgment such matters should be left exclusively 
to the States as at present. 

And in proposing a law for the appropriation of money to build any reser- 
voir, particularly the first which may be built, it should contain the follow- 
ing provisions: 

i. That the waters sostored shall be for the free use of the people and shall 
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| be released under regulations to be established by the Secretary of War (or 


the Interior, as the case may be). 
° 


2. That the waters so released shall, after flowing off the Government res- 
ervoir property, become a part of the stream in its natural condition, and be 


egos to the laws and regulations of the State or States through which they 
| ow. 


3. That the construction of this reservoir, or of any other that may here- 


| after be built, shall not in any way commit the Government to a policy of 


constructing irrigation works, nor of controlling the distribution of the 
waters which flow from such reservoirs. 

With a clear understanding upon the foregoing points, I do not believe 
that there will be any insuperable obstacle in the way of securing appropria- 
tions from Congress. The question of the lack of constitutional authority 
to build these works was most effectually disposed of by Senator GALLINGER 
in the debate on the Warren amendment. His remarks were so pertinent, 
and so full of hope and encouragement to the movement which this con- 
gress and association represent, that they will justify repetition here. He 
said: 

* Mr. President, the people of the great West, where the rainfall is deficient, 
come here and in this river and harbor bill ask for a very small appropria 
tion to make an experiment in the matterof building reservoirs, which they 
contend are primarily for the promotion of commerce, but which, to my 
mind, are very much in the same position that the reservoirs are at the head 
waters of the Mississippi and the levees that line the banks of that stream 
Weare solicitous sometimes about the Constitution, and we are not solici 
tous about it at other times. I think we have transgressed the letter of that 
instrument, and perhaps the spirit of it, over and over again, and it may be 
that we are trenching upon it somewhat in adopting these amendments. 

“But, Mr. President, it has been the tenet of my faith since I have been a 
member of this body to vote for almost every proposition that those great 
Western States have asked at the hands of Congress. I do not think they 
shere in the benefactions of this Government in the same degreé that the 
Eastern and Middle States share them, and for my part I am willing to take 
a little chance regarding the constitutionality of any measure that the Sen- 
ators representing those States ask for at our hands, and I am willing to tako 
that chance to-day. 

“IT rose, Mr. President, simply to say that this is certainly no greater trans- 
gression of the Constitution than when we are voting away the poome money 
to build along the Mississippi and Missouri rivers what are called harbor im 
provements. That money is voted simply for the purpose of protecting the 
towns and railroads that lie on the banks of the river, and for no other pur 
pose onearth. We say it is designed to improve commerce, but as a matter 


| of fact it is designed to protect the property of the citizens, which, if we did 
| not make these appropriations, would be —— away, and they would be re- 


duced to the condition of abject poverty and of suffering. I vote for these 
appropriations. I vote for them cheerfully, and upon the same line of argu- 
ment I shall give what little influence I have and my vote in support of these 
amendments.’ 

That is the whole question of constitutionality in a nutshell. The reser- 
voirs at the head waters of the Mississippi would never have been built if the 

mprovement of the navigation of that river had been the real motive behind 

them. More powerful than the interests of navigation were those of the log 
ging business of northern Minnesota and of the great water powers at St. 
Anthony Falls. The levees of the Mississippi would never be built if they 
were being built for navigation. The primary,if not the only, purpose of 
levee construction is the protection of private property from floods. 

The works now being constructed along the Missouri River from its mouth 
to its source are primarily for the protection of private property, whatever 
the official'statement of their purpose may be. All these motives are worthy, 
and the works justifiable, but the interests of navigation are in every case a 
secondary or incidental consideration. Congress understands this perfectly 
well, but it still does not come out directly and support these measures on 
their merits. It disguises the true purpose under a purpose which is not the 
true one, and in so doing deals unfairly with the public. 

As Senator Gray said in the debate already quoted from: “ We ought not 
in legislation play tricks upon our own understandings; and it would bea 
more frank and open course for Congress to specify the true purpose of these 
expenditures. If they are constitutional, then the storage of water for the 
primary purpose of irrigation is constitutional. There is nothing in the 
Constitution or out of it that will justify the storing of water for the mills 
at St. Anthony Falls or the building of levees to protect the Mississippi 
bottoms that will not justify the construction of reservoirs in the arid 
regions whereby the barren desert may be made productive and homes be 
provided where are now only cactus and sagebrush. 

In citing the class of expenditures commonly called the river and harbor 
bill the purpose is to call attention to the results of experience ina system of 
public works which has itselt evolved the greatest artificial reservoir system 
in the world, and which furnishes us the best guide we now have in regard 
to future works of this character. It isa public measure which receives its 
full share of ridicule, and yet no public measure has a more persistent lease 
of life. It has no official propaganda, for the Department in whose charge it 


| rests holds absolutely aloof from advocacy of any of its measures. 


It rests with the people, originates with them, and is in the fullest sense a 
popular measure. The slurs often cast upon it arise mainly from the fact 
that many people draw their conclusions from trifles instead of essentials. 
The vast sums spent on the great harbors and other important works they 
readily admit to be properly spent there, but they condemn the bill because 
it gaa a thousand or two on this or that waterless stream out West some 
where. 

In other words, they anathematize a great measure simply because it co”- 
tains a few unworthy projects. Now, this same difficulty will be encoun- 
tered whenever the reservoir project is taken up. There will be some un- 


| worthy measures without question. It is part of the price which we have to 


pay in a popular Government for the support of other measures which are 


| truly of great importance. 


It is no more than justice to those States which receive no portion of the 
public expenditures on rivers and harbors, yet contribute to pay for them, 
that some consideration should be given to the streams in their own section. 
The carrying of a boat or raft is not the only public use to which a stream 
may be put, and many of the streams of the far West will yet be turned to as 
much account as are to-day the navigable waters of the Ohio and the Missis- 
SiIppL 

‘In the two years 1896 and 1897 there was appropriated for the improve- 


| ment of rivers and harbors the sum of nearly $40,000,000, most of it for impor- 


tant work, but some, no doubt, for work of questionable importance. This 
expenditure was well distributed throughout the country, extending even 
to Alaska and Hawaii, and including every State and Territory except Ari- 
zona, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. It is not in- 
tended to assert that a general distribution of the expenditures under this 
bill is in itself a desirable thing, but merely tocallattention toafact. So far 
as this distribution arises from the practice of * logrolling’’ in Congress, not 
much can be said for it. 

But this is so far from being the sole motive. Apart from the value of a 
work in itself after completion—that is, apart from the ultimate purpose for 
which itis undertaken—there is always an important local advantage arising 
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from the progress of the work during construction and from its presence in 
a locality after it is constructed. What community but would be proud to 
boast the presence of a work like the great lock at Sault Ste. Marie, or a 
great reservoir dam such as will yet be built in the West? Not only is it a 
perpetual source of gratification and local pride, but it is a source of income 
as well, on account of the expenditures required for its maintenance. Again, 
in works of great magnitude the expenditure during construction is often 
such as to develop important industries for a number of years and yield 
great benefit to the communities where they occur. 

~ There are thus ample reasons why the people view a general distribution 
of public expenditures as no more than a matter of justice. If, as often 
alleged, members of Congress occasionally recommend unworthy measures 
simply to enhance their popularity among their constituents, that fact should 
not be permitted to discredit theentire system. Thedesideratum inall such 
matters is, not that the distribution of expenditures be more restricted, but 
that their character be raised by eliminating those that are unworthy. | 

1f, for example, Montana must have a slice of the river and harbor bill as 
the price of her support of important public works outside of her limits, how 
much better it would be to use that slice in constructing reservoirs on the 
tributaries of the Missouri than in improving the stream fora navigation 
which has almost entirely passed away. If the committees of Congress upon 
rivers and harbors would devote more of their energies to a thorough con- 
sideration of these obvious improvements in a great public measure and less 
to phantom fears of the possible consequences of doing something out of the 
ordinary line, they would render a greater service to their country. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Spark- 
MAN] is recognized. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELL}. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, to 
be considered as pending subject to a point of order, which 
amendment I ask the Clerk to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offers the 
following amendment, to be considered as pending: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “ dollars,” at the end of line 11, at page 70, the follow- 
ing words: ‘‘And $300,000 for the building of reservoirs near the head waters 
of the Platte and Arkansas rivers,in the State of Colorado, and for channels 
diverting the high spring flows into the same, and for holding the same for 
the purpose of relieving the banks during the spring freshet of the Missouri 
and the Mississippi rivers; and that the navigable waters of said last-named 
streams may be increased during low water.” 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, during the recent conventions of 
both political parties the representatives of the Western States 
went before them and the Republican party declared that it would 
enter upon a policy of reclaiming the arid domain of the United 
States, as follows: 

REPUBLICAN PLATFORM. 

In further pursuance of the constant policy of the Republican party to 
rrovide free homes on the public domain, we recommend adequate national 
footelations to reclaim the arid lands of the United States, reserving control 
of the distribution of water forirrigation to the respective States and Terri- 
tories. 

tepresentatives of the same States went before the Democratic 
convention, and it announced in its platform that it would enter 
upon the reclamation by the Government of the arid domain if 


put into power. 
DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM. 


We favor an intelligent system of improving the arid lands of the West, 
storing the waters for purposes of irrigation, and the holding of such lands 
for actual settlers. 

In the campaign in all the arid States the Republican speakers 
and the Democratic speakers vied with one another, read and re- 
read their platforms, each insisting that if their candidate should 
be elected they would more vigorously enter upon the performance 
of this promise than the other. In the State of Colorado, Senator 
WoLcoTtT, on every stump, declared to the people that if Mr. 
McKinley and a legislature for his return should be elected they 
would enter upon this reclamation at once. Now, I say both 
parties have pledged themselves to enter upon the reclamation of 
the arid domain. Now, seeing this is true, as evidenced by both 
platforms, I want to statesome conditions of the country through 
which these streams run. 

Early in the spring, when the snows melt, the Platte River and 
the Arkansas River are flooding the entire country near their 
head waters, and flow into the Missouri and into the Mississippi, 
and the Government is spending untold millions every year to 
hold those waters within the banks of the Missouri and the Mis- 
sissippi. Now, what we ask in this case is, that instead of spend- 
ing all of this money for the purpose of holding the waters within 
the banks of the Missouri and the Mississippi, the Government 
enter upon the reservoir sites selected by it and set apart and 
expend some of this money in diverting the spring flow into 


these great reservoirs and holding it back to the relief of the | 


streams below. And when they are holding it back from the Mis- 
souri and the Mississippi during the high tide they can well per- 
mit the farmer to use it there. It will percolate back to the 
streams by the time the water becomes low; then it will serve the 
purpose of raising the water during the low water. 
Not only this, b 

Government to sell it, puts it upon the market, and makes homes 
for the people of the United States. . The arid-land States are per- 
fectly willing that the price of the public domain with water may 
be increased. We do not ask the Government to run these reser- 


ut it reclaims the public domain, permits the | 
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irrigation. All we want the Government to do is to reclaim its 
own lands. And while reclaiming its own lands on streams like 
the Arkansas and like the Platte and like the Rio Grande it will 
not cost it a dollar, because it is putting the same money on levees 
below for the purpose of holding these waters, during freshets, 
within their banks. 

Little do the people of the East know of the great possibilities 
of the great arid domain. Colorado last year produced in live 
stock and produce upon the farm more than $75,000,000 in values. 
The minerals in these mountain waters and the earth brought 
down in the muddy water acts as a daily fertilizer. The glaring 
light and the almost unbroken sunshine gives a flavor to fruits, 
melons, and many cereals not found in the humid climates. The 
saccharine matter in the sugar beet ranges from 17 to 23 percent. 

Thegreat San Luis Valley, as large as the State of Massachusetts, 
and almost as level as a billiard table and as fertile as the valley 
of the Nile, is dependent on the Rio Grande, and the cultivation 
but fringes its margin, because the crop must be gauged by the 
supply of water in the low flow of August and September, Under 
these adverse conditions this great valley produces from a million 
to a million and a half bushels of wheat, and other crops in pro- 
portion. Enough water flows away unused in May and June to 
water every acre in the valley. Great basins are there, which 
would hold it till August and September if the outlet was closed, 
and this would enlarge the production of this great valley to from 
three to five million bushels of wheat and other crops in propor- 
tion and would relieve the overflow of the Rio Grande below. 

The luscious fruits of the Uncompahgre, Gunnison, and Grand 
valleys havea national reputation. By taking the water from the 
Gunnison and Grand rivers and spreading it over these dry, 
parched valleys we would not only reclaim hundreds of thou- 
sands of acres of valuable public domain and make ideal homes 
for many of our homeless people choked up in the great cities, but 
would relieve the banks of the sluggish streams down near the 
Gulf at the same time. 

The broad alfalfa fields and sugar production of the matchless 
Arkansas Valley would be more than quadrupled by storing the 
Arkansas, and the levees of the Missouri and Mississippi would 
be relieved, and the Government would sell hundreds of thousands 
of acres of land. Thousands of new American homes would be es- 
tablished in this fertile valley as an auxiliary to our great scheme 
of self-government. 

The arid region of the West is unquestionably the greatest piece 
of territory on the American continent. There is nothing elselike 
it, in my judgment, in this country. WhenI was going homea 
few months ago J found myself in the car with Booth Tucker go- 
ing out to Colorado for the purpose of planting a colony from the 
State of New York. I said to him, ‘‘ Why do you go from the 
State of New York? Why do you go from a country that is re- 
nowned the world over for its agricultural and horticultural pos- 
sibilities to the dry, thirsty lands of the arid West to plant a col- 
ony?” He said, ‘“‘I spent many of my early years in India. I 
found in India, from actual experience, that 1 acre of irrigable 
land with plenty of water was worth 4 to 5 acres of land in the 
humid climate with your chance rainfall.” He added, ‘* My ob- 
ject is to plant a colony where the individuals can be kept close 
together; that they can have common schools; they can have com- 
mon halls; they can havetheirirrigating waterincommon. Ican 
concentrate them better in Colorado under an irrigation system 
than I can in any spot in America where you depend upon hap- 
hazard rainfall.” He told me of his plan. He told meat that 
time he was going to that colony for the purpose of giving them, 
or selling to them, 100 milch cows. He said, ‘‘ We do not give 
them one cent. We sell to them; we give them an opportunity to 
work out their own salvation. We take them to these agricul- 
tural colonies that their families may not be separated, and we 
propose to make them self-sustaining, and we thereby relieve the 
overpopulated cities.” I went last fall to Amity Colony, Colo., 
where they have abundance of water, and found numbers of 
these men there from the poverty-stricken districts of New York 
City, at that time owning 10 and 20 acres: some of them out of 
debt, with from 15 to 20 acres of land with a water right, that 
is worth at least $50 per acre. They have planted trees; they 
have planted gardens; they have planted fruit patches, and they 
are becoming absolutelyindependent. From the Arkansas to-day 
there is a little narrow strip of ground on both sides, only large 
enough to consume the water in the low flows; they can not afford 
to plant any more, and this among the richest grounds in America. 
I was there last year when they were building two sugar plants, 
and they produced over a million and a quarter dollars’ worth of 
sugar in the first year. I was at Rocky Ford while these sugar 
plants were running an average of 1,000 tons of sugar beets every 
day. Around Rocky Ford is grown every year 7,500 acres of can- 
taloupes and watermelons. The Rocky Ford melon is known in 
London, the Greeley potato is known in London, Colorado apples 
are known across the water, the Colorado peach is known all 


voirs. We do not ask the Government to operate our system of | over the United States, and we can grow everything in great 
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abundance on this soil wherever water can be obtained. But 
I wish to say that the individual can not reclaim it. He can only 
lant on the river banks at such places as the water during the 
mee flow will supply. But if the Government had these reser- 
voirs, instead of selling the public land on the river banks, it 
would sell it all over the arid domain. We would sell it every- 
where; we could, if need be, sell it for a higher price than it 
now brings. I do not care if you double it, if you think that 
justice would be done, so long as you reclaim this soil. It is 
worthless as itis. This is a part of the great scheme of handling 
this water. It will cost the Government but little; it will relieve 
the banks of the Mississippi; it will relieve the levees, and it will 
reclaim arid America. 

Now, I say both parties have agreed to this in their national 
platforms. You Republicans pledged the people of the arid States 
that if you got their votes, you would enter upon this reclamation, 
and your orators from the East—because you were there, or the best 
of you [laughter]—and your orators of the West said on every 
stump in Colorado, ‘‘If McKinley is elected, we will enter upon 
the reclamation of the arid lands.” Every Democrat that came 
to that State read the Democratic platform and said, ‘‘ Bryan isa 
better reclamation man than McKinley, and if you vote for Bryan 
and he is elected, he will insist upon entering upon a systematic 
reclamation of the public domain.” 

I ask both parties to keep that pledge, and you can keep it. 
Now, so far as the Arkansas River and the Platte rivers are con- 
cerned, that proposition would not cost us a dollar, as what we put 
on the reservoirs above we would save from the expense of the 
levees below. We have thereservoirs surveyed at public expense. 
We have them set apart at public expense. We own the ground. 
All we ask of you is to build the channels, establish and strengthen 
the reservoirs, all of which can be done at a comparatively small 
expense, and we will reclaim our own soil and make homes for 
the homeless in this country, and we will add more to the wealth 
of the United States than we can do in any other possible way. 


Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman from Colorado allow me a | 


question? 

Mr. BELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does not the gentleman think that it would be bet- 
ter for the United States Government to give the States the arid 
lands and let them do what they please with them? 

Mr. BELL. We do not want them. 

Mr. HILL. Why not? . 

Mr. BELL. Because whenever you turn the lands over to the 
poor States now struggling to raise money for ordinary expenses 
they will not be able to do anything with them in the way of irri- 
gation. 

Mr. HILL. But the gentleman says it is not going to cost any- 
thing; that the returns will be far greater than the outlay. 

Mr. BELL. The States are not taking care of the Mississippi 
or the Missouri River. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, no; but this is a speculation on a large scale 
to improve arid lands and make them tillable; and if it is going 
to be a profitable speculation, why not iet the States make the 
money out of it instead of the Federal Government? 

Mr. BELL. The trouble is, the States are too poor to do it. 

Mr. HILL. But they will get rich under this speculation, ac- 
cording to the gentleman's argument. 

Mr. BELL. Will the gentleman from Connecticut wait until 
I get through? In the second place, the people of these new States 
are not willing to have the public domain of these States put into 
the local legislature, and put into politics in the different States. 
They want one grand system of reclaiming the arid lands, and 
let it be common to every part of the United States, and let the 
Government manage it as it has managed the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman, but does 
the gentleman mean to say that he can not trust the legislature 
of his own State and the legislatures of other States? Does he 
mean to say that they can not be trusted to handle the arid lands? 

Mr. BELL. I meanto say this: That whenever you leave this 
to the States you will not be sure of the improvements being car- 
ried out. Here is Wyoming, that is not able to build a ditch; Col- 
orado is not in a situation financially to advance the money. 
Then, again, you will have one land system in Wyoming, another 
in Colorado, a different one in Utah, a different one in Arizona, 
and there will be no harmony about it. Besides, if it is the 
governmental function to look out for the rivers and harbors of 
Connecticut and of the Mississippi Valley, to save it from over- 
flows where they have a superabundance of water, it is a govern- 
mental function to look after the dry and thirsty soil of the great 
arid domain that is perishing for the want of water. 

Mr. HILL. If the gentleman will excuse me for again inter- 
rupting, would not the same argument lead the United States 
Government to go into Connecticut and rake off the cobblestones 
from the farm lands? 
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Mr. BELL. No, sir; not by anymeans. Hereisa Government 
that owns a majority of the land in these arid-land States. In 
Spain, China, India, France, Italy, Egypt, and all over the arid 
regions of Europe, and 1 do not know of a case in history where 
any great government ae such arid lands has failed to take 
up the irrigation of such lands or aid in the construction of ca- 
nals, and many of these canals costing millions of dollars; and 
then they reaped the benefit from the thrift and the success of 
their citizens through the common use of that water. 

Not only that, but your party promised to reciaim the arid lands, 
You claim now, and insist on your party avoiding its promise by 
turning the lands over to the different States. Is that your idea? 

Mr. HILL. I asked the question asa matter of information. 
If this is going to be a profitable enterprise for the United States 
Government, if the Government can make money out of this by 
reclaiming these lands and selling them at an increased price, 
why can not the States themselves do it? 1 think the gentleman 
from Colorado is mistaken in regard to irrigation in foreign 
countries. Irrigation in Egypt and Italy is by private enterprise. 
It is a joint-stock enterprise and not a government enterprise. I 
know of no country where they have taken up the irrigation of 
arid land by the government. 

Mr. BELL. Some places may be by private enterprise, but the 
most of them have had government aid. 

Mr. HILL. There is a law passed by Congress three or four 
years ago allowing joint-stock companies to organize under cer- 
tain conditions to irrigate arid lands. 

Mr. BELL. Yes; the Casey law permitted the States to reclaim 
a million acres; but the land will never be reclaimed under that 
law. 

Mr. HILL. I think the gentleman from Colorado voted for it. 

Mr. BELL. Well, I would vote for anything that will reclaim 
or tend toreclaim these aridlands. The trouble is, the gentleman 
from Connecticut does not understand the situation and the East- 
ern people do not understand the conditions or importance of the 
subject. I hope, however, that the Democrats and Republicans 
on this floor will read their respective platforms and that the 
Democrats will read Mr. Bryan’s letter of acceptance before they 
cast a vote against this amendment. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GARDNER of New Jer- 
sey having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 
10785) granting a pension to Thomas White. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an 
| agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 

poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. THurston, Mr. 
PLATT of Connecticut, and Mr. Jonges of Arkansas as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, 
| and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Taurston, Mr. Piatt of Connecticut,and Mr. 
JoneEs of Arkansas as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 4208. An act for the relief of George K. Bowen; and 

S. R. 149. Joint resolution providing for the distribution of com- 
piled statutes of the District of Columbia to judges of United 
States courts. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 





lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 


Senate concurrent resolution 89. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish Congress with a 
report showing the present condition of the breakwater at Burlington, Vt., 
with an estimate of cost for its proper repair and completion. 

Senate concurrent resolution 90. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return tothe Senate the bill of the Senate No. 1226, 
granting an increase of pension to George G. Kemp. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentle- 


man from Arkansas [Mr. McRae) thirty minutes. and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 
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Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to oppose the passage 
of this bill. I am in favor of river and harbor improvement, and 
if I have criticism for the committee it is not for what it has recom- 
mended, but for its failure to adopt at least one important and 
meritorious project that I think should be in the bill. I refer 
to the Ouachita River and tributaries. I shall at the proper 
time offer the following amendment, and hope that it will be 


adopted: 


Insert between lines 21 and 22, on page 58, the following: | 
“Improving Ouachita and Black rivers, Arkansas and Louisiana: For the 
construction of two locks and dams, one below Monroe, La., and the other 
below Camden, Ark., according to the project, plans, and specifications sub- 
mittedin PartlV of the Report of the Chief of Engineers, printed in House Doc 
ument No. 2, second session Fifty-sixth Congress, to complete said locks and 
dams, $550,000; and the Secretary of War shall construct said locks and dams 
at two of such of the sites selected by said plan as will in his judgment most 
effectually lengthen the navigation of said rivers, and he may have said work 
erformed by contract or otherwise, as in hisjudgment may be most econom- 
ical and advantageous to the Government.” 


Mr. Chairman, Ouachita River flows for 500 miles in a south- 
easterly direction through Arkansas and Louisiana until joined 
by Tensas and Little rivers at Trinity, La. Below this for 60 
miles it is called Black River, and enters Red River 35 miles 
above its mouth. The tributaries are Little River, which enters 
on the west at Trinity; Tensas and Macon, which unite and enter 
above Trinity, giving 250 miles of high-water navigation; Bueuf 
River, which enters from the east at Stafford Point and gives a 
high-water navigation of about 150 miles; Bayou d’Arbonne, which 
enters from the west above Monroe and gives a high-water navi- 
gation for 40 miles; Bayou Bartholomew, which enters from the 
east, 25 miles above Monroe, and gives navigation at high-water 
stages for 125 miles; Saline River, which enters from the same 
side, about 100 miles below Camden, is navigable at high-water 
stages for nearly 50 miles. 

The main river and its tributaries combined afford over 1,000 
niles of navigation at high-water stages, which exist on an aver- 
age for six months in the year. 

The people of the valley earnestly desire that the main river and 
its tributaries be so improved by a system of locks and dams as 
to continue this half-year navigation all the year. 


CAN IT BE DONE? 5 


Thirty years ago an examination of the Ouachita River was made 
and a project submitted for temporary improvement by the re- 
moval of snags and dredging the worst bars, and this work was 
commenced in 1871. 

Since then a number of examinations and surveys. have been 
made to ascertain the feasibility of improving the navigation upon 
some comprehensive plan. 

In 1872 the engineer in charge recommended the improvement 
of it by locks and dams from Camden, Ark., to Trinity, La. This 
examination was made in less than three months, and the plan 
reported contemplated five locks and dams, 49 by 250 feet, with 
an average lift of 14 feet, at a cost of $1,163,083. In 1873 the maps 
and notes of the survey were reviewed by a board of engineers 
appointed for that purpose, and upon a full examination it was 
deemed necessary to resurvey the river to determine definitely 
certain questionable points that had not been sufficiently consid- 
ered in the hurried examination. 

The second survey was made in about six weeks, under explicit 
instructions to search for and connect with marks of the first and 
to utilize all of it that was found to be good. 

In 1874 Captain Benyaurd reported that the plan of improvement 
by locks oan dams was the only one that would give permanent 
and uninterrupted navigation throughout the entire year, but 
that the project as approved by the Department required revision 
on account of faulty location of dams, and because, if completed, 
it would only accommodate the very smallest of boats. For these 
good reasons the project for locks and dams was abandoned in 
1874, and since then appropriations have been made only for 
removing wrecks, logs, snags, and at Catahoula Shoals a small 
amount of dredging has been done. 

The river and harbor act of 1894 directed the Secretary of War 
to submit plans and estimates for the improvement of these rivers 
by locks and dams, to give slack-water navigation as far above the 
mouth of the river as, in his judgment, such improvement is 
practicable. Maj. J. H. Willard, the engineer in charge at that 
time, reported that, with the small amount of available funds on 
hand for that purpose, an exhaustive and correct survey of the 
river and the valley could not be made, and asked for $120,000 ad- 
ditional appropriation, making in all $150,000, to complete it. 
This was made, the project for further survey was approved, and 
since then the work has been prosecuted on an extensive scientific 
scale, that embraces all the features necessary to a clear under- 


standing of every phase, considered from an engineering stand- | 
point, such as a traverse line, precise levels, ordinary levels, 
topography, hydrography, temporary and permanent gauges, dis- 
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charge measurements, overflow, sediment observations, and pro- 
files. 

Although not completed, the work has progressed so far as to 
convince the engineer in charge, Major Casey, that the work is 
entirely feasible, and he has furnished us a plan for the canaliza- 
tion of the beds of said rivers and tributaries at times of low 
water by the construction of 13 locks and movable dams, each 
lock to have 5.6 feet lift, with guard of 3.2 feet, and to be 49,2 
feet wide and 394 feet long between quoins, and to cost per lock 
and dam, including site, lock house, miscellaneous and contingent 
expenses, $275,000, or a total for the whole river and tributaries 
of $3,575,000; and he adds ‘‘that any revision of the estimate 
will be in the direction to lessen cost.” The water supply is four 
times greater than the greatest demand. 

_ Captain Marshall, in his report on the physical condition of the 
Ouachita, says: 

The fall from Camden, Ark., to mouth of Black River at time of low water, 
73.8 feet, gives a gentle average slope for the 350 miles, of course not uniform, 
being steeper in the upper and flatter in the lower part; besides that, it is 
more or less concentrated at the shoals, with depths as small as 0.6 foot, and 
long, almost level pools, with depths as great as 65 feet; the depth generally 
averages from 6.5 feet in the upper end to 16 feet in the lower; the width at 
low water varies from 65 feet to 541 feet, and bed measured between top 
banks from 295 feet to 820 feet; the width at canal water line would be from 
262 feet to 656 feet; the banks are low in some localities, but generally they 
are above overflow. except when flooded by water from the Mississippi; they 
are usually composed of clay,and do not cave; the water carries from 21 to 
150 grains of sediment in a million grains of water. being usually very clear; 
the material en train is sand and gravel on the shoals and mud in the pools; 
some of the shoals are rocky; these are almost ideal features for a canalized 
river. 

[ risk nothing in saying that the Government has undertaken 
no public improvement that has been more thoroughly considered 
than this one. The engineer who made the first survey in 1871, 
the board of engineers that reviewed the work, Captain Benyaurd, 
who made the resurvey; Major Willard, who seven years ago 
commenced the last survey; Major Casey, who now has the work 
in charge, and the Chief of Engineers all agree that the river can 
be made continuously navigable by locks and dams. 

The time and money spent in making the plans and estimates 
and the ability, character, and standing of the engineers who 
have worked them out leave no doubt as to the practicability 
of the project, and so we answer upon the authority of these dis- 
tinguished engineers that the improvement can be made. 

From the standpoint of benefits to accrue to the commerce of 
the valley, let us see if 


THE IMPROVEMENT SHOULD BE MADE. 


This beautiful and ideal river and its tributaries affect 10 coun- 
ties in South Arkansas and 11 parishes in North Louisiana, with 
an area of nearly 16,000 square miles, an extent of territory 
nearly twice as large as Massachusetts, and upon which there is a 
population of nearly 400,000. With less than one-tenth of the 
and in cultivation, the farmers residing there produced last year 
200,000,000 pounds of cotton for export and 400,000,000 pounds of 
cotton seed, nearly all of which must be hauled to railroads and 
then shipped at low-water railroad rates. 

it is estimated that in cotton and cotton seed the shippers of 
that valley pay annually $550,00f for outgoing freight—more than 
they would have to pay with the proposed improvement com- 
pleted. This valley is indeed one cf the richest cotton-growing 

countries in the world. It produces the longest staple cotton of 
which we have any knowledge, except the sea island, and is 
eagerly sought after by the New England and other spinners for 
the manufacture of fine goods. 

There are located on these rivers and in the counties affected by 
this improvement about 50 of the most progressive, thorough- 
going towns of from 1,000 to 5,000 population, with an aggregate 
active business capital of over $7,000,000, and of an annual com- 
mercial business of over $20,000,000, to carry on which business 
the incoming freight charges are estimated to be over $1,700,000. 
With this improvement these charges would be reduced at least 
one-third. 

The engineer’s report shows that there are 36 steamboats, with 
tonnages from 665 tons down and with drafts when loaded from 5 
to 2 feet, plying said river, which for five years past have carried 
an annual commerce of over $5,000,000. 

This commerce consists of merchandise coming in from New 
York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans, and of 
cotton and lumber going out. 

We are not asking for the improvement of rivers not navigable 
and upon which there is no commerce. 

lam prepared to demonstrate by difference in railroad freight 
| charges during low and high water periods the advantages to the 
| shippers of that great valley. 

I present here a table made up from freight bills actually paid 

| ae year at Camden, showing this difference and the saving per 


1undredweight when the river is navigable. 
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Comparative table of railroad and water rates. 


: iSaved by 

Rail- Ww | ’ 

ae : ater; water 
Destination. | wane rates.| trans- 
—— port. 


f shipping.| Kind of goods. 


South Ashburn- *$1.65 | * $0.6 

ham, Mass. 
3oston, Mass ...- 
Baltimore, Md-....| Cotton overalls 56 
New Orleans, La .| Domestics 18 


> 0 | 

wed ‘“ -51 | 

Do . Staple groceries.|...- .70 of 
Do ............| Sugar, molasses, . ck *.70 | 2 
| 


| #1. 
: os. 
* 


and rice. | 
General dry |..-. *1.15 | 
goods. | 

| Rope and bind- |.-... 1 *1.10) ¢. 
ers’ twine. | 
New Orleans, La _| Cotton goods ...-! | +3. 
Camden, Ark .| Cotton | New Orleans} +3 
ery ee | eee Camden,Ark| } 


New York, N. Y 





+1.00 
+1.50 
+.35 


1 


$1 
1. 
1. 


*Per hundredweight. 


+Per barrel. 
It shows that the saving by water per hundredweight from Bos- 
ton to Camden on shoes is $1.23; from Baltimore on cotton goods, 


+Per bale. 


77 cents; from New York on rope and twine, 60 cents; from New | 


| 


| No Character 





Orleans on cotton goods, $2.70, and from St. Louis on flour, 40 | 


cents per barrel. 


f Is s] > t ig . res > ‘g > 
It also shows that the freight charges on cotton from Camden | by capitalists from New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania, 


to New Orleans, our natural cotton market, by water is less than 
half of the railroad charges, or a saving of $1.60 per bale when the 
river is low. 

When the river is navigable the railroads meet the water rates 


and the people get the benefits that come from low rates whether | : : ree a aes , 
| coal and gas in every city on the Mississippi River or its tribu- 


the commerce is by water or rail. 

The manufacturers of yellow pine and hard woods in this valley, 
about equally divided between natives and those who have come 
from Northern States, shipped out last year 800,000,000 feet of 
manufactured lumber at acost tothe consumer of at least $800,000 
more than it would cost if they had permanent navigation on these 
rivers. There is no section of our great and growing country 
where there are more progressive, wideawake, intelligent, and 
deserving people than the lumbermen of Ouachita Valley, and no 
part of the country with greater possibilities. 

It is known that in these 21 counties and parishes there yet 
remains to be cut over 40,000,000,000 feet of the very choicest 
timber. Give us this improvement and thus enable the manu- 
facturers to ship down these rivers to the Mississippi and then up 
that great river and its tributaries, and lumber will be reduced 
at least $1 per thousand in every lumber yard in the great Central 
West. 

Nay, more, if you will permanently open these waterways to 
the sea they will undersell all other foreign countries in every 
country to the south of us or that can be reached by water, now 
or when the Nicaragua Canal has been completed. I have only 
spoken briefly of what has been done in a country that at the 
close of the civil war was absolutely bankrupt in purse, broken 
in spirit. with want. widowhood, and orphanage around every 
fireside, and yet the development and progress made even under 
these adverse conditions show that the savings that would come to 
the people even now residing there in freight charges for two years 
would complete the proposed improvement. 


But, Mr. Chairman, we have not the one-fifth of the people or | 


business that we will have before this enterprise can be completed, 
even if commenced at once and pushed as fast as we could expect. 

Since locking and damming was first recommended for the 
Ouachita River this valley has doubled its population and quadru- 
pled its business. Then it had no lumber mills except for the 
small local trade; now it has more than any territory of the same 
size in the United States. 

While the Government has been investigating whether this 
great work should be undertaken private capital has built, at 
many times the cost of this improvement, two north-and-south 
railroads, one on either side of the river; and three east-and-west 
roads, one crossing at Arkadelphia, one at Camden, and the other 
at Monroe; and there are others in course of construction. And 
yet the hearings before the committee show that the railroads 
can not move the present tonnage in the valley. 

On this river there are mountains of building stone and inex- 
ew fields of coal and clay, as valuable as any known in the 
world. 

I call attention to an analysis of the coal made by the United 
States Geological Survey. 

TECHNICAL ANALYSIS, 


In order to ascertain the gas-producing qualities of the Camden coal a 
quantity of it was shipped to the Pittsburg Testing Laboratory, Limited, of 
Pittsburg, Pa., for testing. 

The test was run under the direction of a man familiar with practical gas 
manufacture. 

The quantity of gas obtained per ton of 2,000 pounds of coal was 11,386 cubic 
feet of 2.3 candlepower. 


JANUARY 9, 


The following table enables a comparison to be made between the Camden 
coal and other standard gas coals. The first six coals in the table were tested 
by the same apparatus under similar conditions, and the results are, there- 
fore, strictly comparable: 

lCubic feet of| Candle- 
gas per ton | power of 
of coal. gas. 


of coal Source of coal. 


' 


i 
Lignite aan Camden, Ark 
| Bituminous; Washington County, Pa 


| ee ee 

Cannel | Beaver County, Pa : 

& do Kentucky 
7 | Bituminous Upper Monongahela River (Pitts- | 9,500-10,000 

| surg Gas Co.). 
Silkstone Seam, Yorkshire, England |10, 000-10, 000 
ae Newcastle, England (average 3 10, 760 
typical coals). 

| South Yorkshire, England 

| Derbyshire, England 
2 | Cannel _....| Scotch cannel 


* Thorpe Dictionary of Applied Chemistry, Vol. II. 


It will be seen from this table that the Camden lignite is superior, both in 
yield and candlepower of gas, to the standard bituminous coals of Pennsy1- 
vania and England, and is inferior as a gas producer only to the best cannel 


coals. 





These vast beds of coal and clay lying in juxtaposition are owned 


who are waiting for this improvement to begin extensive opera- 


| tions in the mining of coal and the manufacture of ornamental 





and vitrified brick. 
Give them this improvement and they can reduce the price of 


taries. 

So, Mr. Chairman, upon this showing of present and prospective 
commerce, I answer that it would be a good investment for the 
Government, and that the improvement should be made, 

The proposition involved in my amendment does not appropriate 
for the whole improvement, nor does it commit the Government 


| to the completion of the work, but is in line with the suggestion 


of the engineer in charge when he says: 


There would seem at least little to be urged against the construction of a 
few of the dams and locks, which would extend the low-water navigation 


| some distance above its present upper limit in the river and afford a satis- 


factory test of the ultimate benefits to be derived. 


In behalf of every waterways convention for seven years past, 
every commercial and legislative body of this great valley, I 
appeal to this committee to adopt this amendment and begin an 
improvement that, when completed, will free the farmers, mer- 
chants, miners, and manufacturers of a deserving section of our 
country from the extortion of railroads that they must submit to 
under present vonditions. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. Cor.iss addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor- 
Liss} is recognized in his own right for one hour. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman,I represent a district that is 
more deeply interested in the navigation of the Great Lakes and 
other points on the coast than any other district in this country; 
yet we have no part of the ‘‘ animal” embraced in the provisions 
of this great bill. Nature has supplied us with our necessities, 
and we can therefore look upon this subject from the standpoint 
of the impartial legislator, working for the best interests of the 
country. 

It was not intended by our forefathers that the money belong- 
ing to the people, derived from taxation, should be distributed 
for the benefit of local interests. Any appropriation made for the 
advancement of commerce—beneficial to the people of the coun- 
try—is wise and justifiable;.but when you attempt, as has been 
done in this bill, and as has been done repeatedly in measures of 
this character for many years, to appropriate large sums of money 
for the upbuilding of some local interest, it is wrong, and such a 
system or method should stop. 

As a neophyte on this floor, when I first observed these meas- 
ures and regarded the wisdom that seemed to be displayed by the 
committee in charge thereof and the leaders upon the floor, I 
voted for such measures; and when I became convinced that the 
methods by which they were appropriating money was wrong and 
the distribution thereof unwisely made, I hesitated to take the 
stand I now do because my colleagues and the State that I have 
the honor in part to represent are deeply interested in this meas- 
ure. NoStatein this Union has been benefited more than Michi- 
gan by such appropriation measures. They have enabled the 
commerce of the Great Lakes to be developed until the Detroit 
River carries the greatest tonnage that passes at any point of 
navigation in the world. 

What I complain of, Mr. Chairman, is that instead of legislating 
and appropriating for the benefit of the commerce of our country 
exclusively you attempt in this measure to benefit local interests. 
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As the chairman of the committee said, the committee has evi- 
dently taken into consideration all of the local interests in dis- 
tributing the appropriations made in the measure. In looking it 
over, it seems to me that this bill, aside from some great appro- 
priations which are necessary, ought to be -alled ‘ the liver and 
light bill,” because I find more livers and lights exhibited than 
any other part of the animal. 

Mr. Chairman, when an appropriation is made from the funds 
belonging to the people, it should be for the benefit of the people. 
I want to call attention to some of the items of this bill to illus- 
trate the idea I wish to present and the criticism I desire to make. 
I wish to make no invidious distinctions; and I will call attention 
to the item of appropriation for the benefit of the Erie Basin at 
Buffalo—a purely local matter, of no benefit to the great com- 
merce of the country. The people around that little basin will 
derive the entire benefit from the appropriation. 

Two years ago $50,000 was appropriated to make a survey of the 
Erie basin at Buffalo, The survey was made and an estimate 
submitted showing the probable expense of making the improve- 
ment desired by the local interests in this basin. The estimate 
was less than ‘$200,000. I have the estimate before me. The 
money was appropriated—the entire amount mentioned in the 
estimate of the engineer. Now, we must assume that the engi- 
neers making these estimates in the first instance knew what they 
were doing. But I find in this bill, on page 12, an additional appro- 
priation of $200,000 and an authorization of a continuing contract 
tor $614,643 in addition, carrying altogether nearly a million dol- 
lars for a local improvement for the express benefit of local 
interests. 

That is one of the ‘‘important” improvements. Some members 
here, probably the members of the committee, regard that im- 
provement as beneficial to the country because it is located at the 
end of navigation; but I desire to call attention to the fact that 
the harbor of Buffalo is amply sufficient outside of this basin for 
the great navigation and navigating interests of the lakes and 
rivers. 

Permit me also to call attention to another item of this bill—an 
item found on page 10—for what is called the Buttermilk Chan- 
nel, adjacent to New York City. We all know the vast sums of 
money that have been appropriated from time to time for im- 
provements in that locality. Until New York Harbor is capable of 
taking care of the interests of our navigation at that great point, 
I would not object to our appropriating anything that contained 
a little cream for the people; but when it gets down to butter- 
milk it seems to me it is time to call a halt. 

Now, what is Buttermilk Channel, as it is called in the bill? 
Mr. Chairman, this improvement is for the benefit of the property 
holders along the water front of Brooklyn, for the express benefit 
of their interests, and of no interest to the people at large in this 
country. 

These are largeitems. It is better to take them for illustration 
and argument than to pick out some little appropriation for some 
little river that will not become a navigable stream during the 
life of this nation. 

A few years ago, Mr. Chairman, looking to the interests of our 
country, Congress wisely passed a measure authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appointa commission of engineers to 
survey the Great Lakes and waterways from Duluth to New York, 
anda very large sum of money was appropriated for that purpose. 
Three of the most eminent engineers in this country were ap- 
pointed to perform that work. Their reports area part of the rec- 
ords of Congress, and it will appear, by an examination of them 
and of the act by which they were appointed, that the President 
was given power to secure, by diplomatic agreement, the right to 
establish the level of the water upon Lake Erie and tributary 
waters. ° 

The Deep Waterway Commission, at the request of the Secre- 
tary of War, filed a preliminary report, which I havein my hand, 
which is Document No. 200, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. 
In that they reported that in order to maintain the level of Lake 
Erie and tributary waters and secure a sufficient depth for navi- 
gation a regulating dam should be placed at the foot of Lake Erie. 
They submitted maps and estimates showing the cost thereof and 
the importance to navigation. It will appear upon an examina- 
tion of these maps and estimates that the entire cost of this regu- 
lating dam will not exceed $1,000,000. It can be constructed 
within a year. It will not interefere in the slightest degree with 
the navigation above or below the dam. 
any, navigation below the proposed dam. The commissioners 
show conclusively that at least $1,000,000 of the money already 
appropriated by Congress would be saved tothe people if the dam 
was built. Notwithstanding this report, disregarding the econcmy 
that might be secured thereby, the River and Harbor Committee, 
at the last gession, appropriated additional money for the purpose 
of digging out the highway of commerce through the lakes, Lake 
Erie and its harbors, and the Detroit River. 

Mr. Chairman, you can not raise the level of water by excava- 
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ting from the bottom of the basin. That has been going on for 
many years, and at each excavation the natural level of the water 
has been lowered, until any engineer of ability who is familiar 
with the subject will admit that the only economical way to 
maintain the level of Lake Erie and assist navigation in the future 
is to raise the level by damming the water. If that is done, 
$1,000,000 appropriated in this bill is unnecessary. Why waste 
the money of the people in excavating where it is absolutely un- 
necessary when you adopt the regulating dam that is necessary 
to maintain the proper level for navigation in the future? 

The committee have inserted, at page 84 of the bill, a paragraph 
to which I desire to call special attention. It is very short. I 
will read it. 

Sec. 4. That the President of the United States is authorized, by diplo- 
matic negotiation or otherwise, to enter into such agreements as will secure 
as far as possible the maintenance of suitable levels in the Great Lakes and 
connecting waters between the United States and Canada. 

What does that mean? I should like to have the chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. Burton] enlighten us. 
Does he not know that that law was passed by this Congress 
more than three years ago in the bill creating the Deep Water- 
ways Commission? Does he not know that this provision is mere 
claptrap and does not amount to anything, and will not authorize 
the President to accomplish the object desired? 

Can he secure an agreement with Canada by diplomatic corre- 
spondence that will affect the level of the great waterways of this 
country? If the chairman of the committee or the committee 


| itself were sincere in desiring to carry out the wishes of these great 
| engineers and the demands of commerce, they would put a pro- 


vision in the bill that would authorize the President of the United 
States to call engineers to his aid and cooperate with like engi- 
neers of Canada, who are ready and anxious to secure a level that 
will benefit them as well as us in Lake Erie and the rivers tribu- 
tary thereto. If you will raise the level of Lake Erie as is pro- 
posed by these engineers, one-half the appropriation now made in 
this bill for the harbor of Cleveland will be saved to the public 
purse. I can not understand such methods. Why will this com- 
mittee goon and appropriate money to excavate where it is in- 
evitable, if we can rely upon the testimony of the best engineers 
of the country, that such excavations will become unnecessary 
when a dam is erected? 

Permit me again to call attention to the Detroit River, the 
fairest stream in the world, upon the banks of which I reside. 
The people of Detroit are deeply interested in navigation. Just 
below the city of Detroit, running across the bottom of the river, 


| isa ledge of limestone rock, which makes what is known as the 





There is very little, if | 
| mark a good deal of that country is under water? 
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| 
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Limekiln Crossing, and a very large sum of money has been ex- 
pended in excavating there. Yet the channel is only about 400 
feet wide and very crooked. It ought to be widened, and an ap- 


| propriation has been made to widen it; but if this dam is con- 
| structed, further excavations in the river at the Limekiln Cross- 


ing will be unnecessary. The water at that dangerous crossing 
will be raised 2 feet, and the necessary depth will be given to 
serve the interests of navigation. Every year we have harbored 
about the city of Detroit the great transportation steamers that 
traverse the lakes, which wait there because they can not cross 
the Limekiln Crossing in consequence of the fluctuation of the 
water from the effect of the winds. This regulating dam at the 
foot of Lake Erie will do away with that without any injury to 
anybody, and will save a million dollars already appropriated for 
the proposed improvement of this river. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. Willthe gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. How much will your proposed dam 
raise the water at Wyandotte and Trenton? 

Mr.CORLISS. The water at Wyandotte would be raised about 
18 inches above low-water mark, but would not be raised a par- 
ticle above high-water mark. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. 
tory there, would it not? 

Mr. CORLISS. The gentleman did not understand my propo- 
sition. The opinion of these engineers can not be questioned 
either by the gentleman or myself, and their statement is that 
this dam will raise the mean level of the water 2 feet above low- 
water mark and maintain it there without raising high-water 
mark aninch. Consequently the high-water mark at Wyandotte 
after the construction of the dam will not be one particle higher 
than it is now without the dam. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Is it not a fact that at high-water 


That would flood much of that terri- 


Mr. CORLISS. At high-water mark some portions of the land 
along the Detroit River and on Lake Erie are under water. But 
that condition of affairs has existed ever since white men have 
lived on the shores of those waters, and that condition of affairs 
will continue for all time. It is proposed by this dam so to regu- 
late it as not to allow the water to overflow any more thap it now 
does at high water, but the mean level would be maintained 2 feet 
higher than low-water mark now. 
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Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Do you notthink that all theriparian 


the Government for flooding their property? 


owners between Buffalo and Chicago would have a claim against | 
On the contrary, if the water is not raised 


Mr. CORLISS. 
above what it now is at high water, how can they make any claim? | 
And the engineers state, and give reasons that are absolutely con- | 
clusive to any man who wiil read them, that they will not raise 
the high-water mark a particle upon any of the waters that they | 
propose to affect. Il understand, Mr. Chairman, how it appears 
to a man who has not studied the question. It seems probable 
that if you raise the mean level of a body of water you would af- 
fect its high-water mark; but when you understand the proposi- | 
tion made by these eminent engineers, which no man with a 
knowledge of the subject has ever dared to quéstion, you will un- 
derstand that high-water mark will not be raised a particle. 
Therefore it does not affect the riparian interest in the slightest 
degree. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. 
question? 

Mr. CORLISS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. As a legal proposition, do you not 
think that the riparian owner has the right to have the low-water 
mark maintained during the season of low water? 

Mr. CORLISS. I think not, where for a century it has been a 
well-known fact that these fluctuations have been going on, and 
the rights of the riparian owner have been acquired since the course | 
of nature was established. A man has no legal right to demand 
the control of nature, and this does not propose to affect that in 
the slighest degree. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Is not thelegal proposition this, that 
a man’s riparian rights follow the advancing shore? 

Mr. CORLISS. The gentleman is trying to discuss a proposi- 
tion which is not involved in this question, and he either does not | 
understand the position taken by the engineers or does not wish | 
to comprehend the proposition that I have made. 

Mr. BISHOP. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CORLISS. Let me answer my colleague [Mr. Henry C. 
Smiru] first. I-have simply stated that the regulating dam pro- 
eae will raise the level of the water on Lake Erie 2 feet above | 
ow-water mark and maintain that depth for navigable purposes. | 
It will affect Lake Erie and the harbors of the Detroit River and 
Lake Huron and Lake Michigan in proportion to the stemming 
of the tide that flows down and the volume of the water that is 
necessary to regulate its height. It will not affect any property | 
interests, because it will not raise the water at its highest period 
in the year in the slightest degree. Now I will yield to my col- 
league | Mr. BisHopP]}. 

Mr. BISHOP. To what height do you propose to raise the 
water? I understand you to say 2 feet. 

Mr. CORLISS. The engineers have recommended that an in- 
crease of 2 feet above low-water mark could be very wisely estab- 
lished for the benefit of navigation without interfering with 
riparian or other rights. 

Mr. BISHOP. That would raise the entire surface of Lake 
Erie, would it not? 

Mr. CORLISS. It would raise it, but not up to high-water 
mark. Lake Erie and the Detroit River at high-water mark are 
deep enongh now, and this appropriation would be unnecessary 
if the depth of the water at the Limekiln crossing was always 
maintained at high-water mark. 

Mr. BISHOP. Do you mean to be understood by the House 
as advocating a plan to raise the level of Lake Erie 2 feet? 

Mr. CORLISS. Above low-water mark. 

Mr. BISHOP. Above low-water mark, and maintain it there 
during the time of flood without raising it beyond that mark? 

Mr. CORLISS. My dear man, if they have regulating dams 
they do not maintain it when the natural volume of water is great 
enough to raise it without artificial assistance. 

Mr. BISHOP. Does not the gentleman understand it will take 
at least thirty days to reduce the head water in Lake Erie, in 
spite of his waste dams, during the time of high water? 

Mr. CORLISS. I am surprised that a gentleman occupying 
the position he does on the Committee of Rivers and Harbors 
has not evidently read the voluminous reports that have been filed 
by the Deep Waterway Commission and the hearings that have 
been had before his owncommittee. He would not ask that ques- 
tion if he did understand the proposition made by the engineers. 

Mr. BISHOP. If the gentleman wishes to get off on that point, 
allright. I can assure him that I have spent more time in read- 
ing that report than he has, and have heard all the arguments. 

Mr. CORLISS. Possibly; and if you deemed it of the great im- 
portance that the best engineers of this country and navigable 
interests do, you would be advocating some provision in this bill 
that would give the navigable interests of the lakes an opportunity 
tosecure an international agreement that would enable us to main- 
tain the level of the lakes, and thereby advance the interests of 
commerce. But instead of that you appropriate money to still 


Will the gentleman permit another 
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dig out from the harbor and the river that are rendered unneces- 
sary, and would be absolutely unnecessary if this regulating dam 
was erected. 

At the proper time, Mr. Chairman, I shall offer an amendment 
that will authorize the President of the United States to secure 
by international agreement some definite understanding by which 
the level of these waters can be established, and give him author- 
ity to use the information that has been acquired and confer with 
the engineers of Canada and our own engineers, so as to arrive at 
a definite conclusion and permit this great public work to go on. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, permit me to call attention to one or two 
other items in this bill. I find on page 92 authority granted for 
the engineers to survey a part of the Hudson River—I assume for 
the purpose of advancing the commerce of our country. It does 
not explain or give any details or appropriate any money. It 
simply authorizes the expenditure of an unlimited amount, in the 
discretion of the Department, for this survey. The Hudson River 
at the point described has already been surveyed by the Deep 
Waterway Commission, and it is now before Congress as a docu- 
ment, showing just exactly what is asked for or can possibly be 
secured by this legislation. 

This is simply a duplication of work already done by the Deep 
Waterway Commission. It isascheme on the part of some one to 
ask the Government of the United States to assume a burden that 
is now being carried by the State of New York in her Erie Canal. 
lt is an entering wedge that will finally end in fabulous appropri- 


| ations by the Government for the benefit of local interests that 


are now controlled by the State of New York. It ought not to be 
Why? First, because the project is not of a national 
character, purely local; and second, the information desired is 
here for the examination of this body, by more eminent engineers 
than belong to the Army (and this is no disrespect to them), be- 
cause this survey was made by Mr. Noble, of Chicago, Mr. Ray- 
mond, of the War Department, and Mr. Wisner, who has probably 
had greater experience with reference to the water of the lakes 
than any other civil engineer living. Their opinions can not be 
questioned and will not be questioned by any man who knows the 
subject. Therefore I say that item is wrong. It isa duplication, 
it is local in its character, and it ought not to be made, 

[ find another ingenious provision on page 69, where an appr - 
priation is made of $200,000 for the purpose of making surveys 
or investigations to determine the feasibility of improving the 
navigable water to the depth of 14 feet from Lockport, II1., to 
the mouth of the Illinois River. Another entering wedge into the 
public Treasury for the benefit of a local interest, in which the 
people can never become interested, because you can never im- 
prove that highway so as to make it of any advantage to the 
commerce of this country; and when built, if it ever is, all of the 
products that would go down that narrow shallow way could be 
transported by rail for the interest upon the original cost of the 
enterprise. 

It is wrong, because it attempts to impose upon the Government 


| aprivate enterprise, not public in itscharacter, of noearthly bene- 


fit to the general public, and, when once adopted, surveys come in, 
other appropriations are made, and millions of dollars—yes, hun- 
dreds of millions—would be necessary to make that project a suc- 
cess. Therefore I say, Mr. Chairman, these are a few of the glar- 
ing and more prominent mistakes in this measure. I do not ex- 
pect that my remarks will have any effect. The liver and the 
lights have been properly distributed: Michigan, my Michigan, 
has got her part. Thank God for that! I really think that she 
has part of the ham, and hardly any of it is not wise from the 
standpoint of a Representative of Michigan. 

I have tried to locate the different interests as [ have read this 
measure, and I have endeavored not to point out any little appro- 
priation that is simply permitted for the gratification of the mem- 


| ber without benefiting the public, because I do not wish to make 


any invidious distinction, and I have located the point at Buffalo 
in which my friend here is interested because it 1s a large enter- 
prise and he can justify it upon the ground of the Pan-American 
Exposition; that is some justification for the expenditure of this 
money. I have referred to the Buttermilk Channel because I 
know the great power of the Representatives of that State in ref- 
erence thereto, and it will have no effect. 

Mr. Chairman, there are other points I desire to make. No 
other country in this world appropriates from the public funds 
money for the benefit of local interests. Take England as an ex- 
ample. Weall know of the Manchester Canal, where it is located, 
and that it cost $75,000,000. Not one dollar was appropriated out 
of the general fund of England. It was all paid by the local tax- 
ation upon the city of Manchester and her people. Take the 
river Clyde, which was a narrow stream, like many we are im- 
proving, and is now excavated at an enormous expense, 50 as to 
permit of the great freighters entering the city of Glasgow. Not 
one dollar of it was contributed by the Government. Every cent 
of it came from local assessment and taxation. How long will 
the people permit this pernicious system to go on? 
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Now, one other point. I find hes: a very wise provision appro- 
priating a considerable sum of money for the improvement of the 
Sault Ste. Marie River. I think the appropriation and authoriza- 
tion by contract amounts to about $4,500,000. The chairman 
of this committee knows that the estimate made necessary to im- 
prove that river amounts to nearly $9,000,000; and itis important 
to the great public interests of this nation that it be made, that 
the improvement go forward, and that the improvement be made 
speedily. Why bite the cherry in two? 

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman from Michigan permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURTON. Has the gentleman any information whatever 
as to how long it will require to complete that improvement? 

Mr. CORLISS. Not positively. 

Mr. BURTON. Has he investigated the subject of the time 
required to complete the contemplated improvement? 

Mr. CORLISS. Somewhat. 

Mr. BURTON. Would the gentleman favor carrying on the 
bill an appropriation or authorization beyond that which can be 
expended in four years? 

Mr. CORLISS. I would appropriate in this bill and authorize 
whatever may be necessary to complete the enterprise by one con- 
tract, and thereby save a million dollars to the taxpayers. The 
chairman of this committee, if he will pardon me, knows that 
large sums of money are lost to the public because the contracts 
are not made covering the entire project at once. 

Mr. BURTON. Does the gentleman think that if $4,500,000 is 
available for this work economical results can not be obtained? 

Mr. CORLISS. I think the $4,500,000 might be economically 
expended, but it will not complete the work, and in order to do it 
you must pay a premium for additional contracts to complete it. 

Mr. BURTON. Does the gentleman know that the War De- 
partment has expressly commended this course of not including 
the whole amount, in order that necessary modifications may be 
made when the contract is partly done, if on considering that part 
of the work it is thought desirable? 

Mr. CORLISS. I know that the engineers of the Department 
have peculiar methods, some of which are most bitterly con- 
demned by the best engineers of the country. 

Mr. BURTON. In brief, is not the gentleman from Michigan 
speaking of something about which he is not very well posted? 

Mr. CORLISS. If the chairman of the committee wishes to 
criticise the statement I am making, I am willing that he should. 
I am stating this as a general proposition, that when you have a 
public work involving the appropriation of millions of dollars, 
which will take two or three years to perform, it is wise to 
authorize the contract for the entire completion of that work 
based upon the estimate made. 

Mr. BURTON. Is not the gentleman aware that he is in error 


in stating that these improvements will cost $9,000,000, when the | 


fact is that the estimate amounts to only $5,750,000? 
Mr. CORLISS. I have before me a communication signed by 


Colonel Lydecker, and I want to read the last paragraph, in order | 


to show to my friend where I got my information: 


Summarizing the above, it appears that the total cost of securing such safe | 


and convenient channel as is indicated by Congress will be in the neighbor- 
hood of $9,000,000, | to either of the projects herein suggested, and it 
is believed that no less radical improvement will meet the demands of the 
St. Marys Rivercommerce. The estimated cost is to be taken as a maximum, 
and itis not unlikely that it may be materially reduced by further study of 
the complicated questions involved in the best final solution of the problem. 

Mr. BURTON. Does not the gentleman from Michigan know 
that that involves a new lock at the Soo and the improvements of 
the channel above the Soo? : 

Mr. CORLISS. _It does include a lock, which ought never to be 
built, because we have sufficient lock facilities, and by agreement 
with Canada wecan use hers. I think there are expenses included 
there that ought not to go in. ie 

Mr. BURTON. Then the gentleman from Michigan should 


revise his estimate of the total cost if he says there is included | 


there something which ought not to be. 

Mr. CORLISS. But the estimate is $5,750,000 for this improve- 
ment alone. Why leave a million dollars and more for some 
future time when this is one of the greatest improvements that 


could possibly be suggested for the advancement of the commerce | 


of the country? 

I call attention to these items because we are interested in ad- 
vancing that character of legislation which benefits the State and 
the nation. It is not local in its character. It is nationa!, and I 
submit that when legislation of that character is proposed you 
should not go halfway. You should cores for the entire 
project under one contract and thereby get the a vantage of com- 
petition for the entire project. 

Mr. Chairman, I have referred to this measure as the liver and 
lights bill with nointention of wounding the feelings of any mem- 
ber. I have not attempted to condemn any member's piece of 
liver, but think that some of them are salted unjustly and 
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unwisely with the funds paid into the Treasury by the people. I 
have called attention to the glaring defects in the method, because 
| I believe the time has come when we should change them. 
Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP obtained the floor and said: Mr. Chairman, after 
occupying a few minutes I will reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. Chairman, [ did not intend and did not think it necessary 
for me tosay anything in regard to this bill, thinking that the bill 
was so wise in its provisions thatit would need no defense, partic- 
ularly from a Michigan member. But since the gentleman repre- 
senting the Detroit district [Mr. Coriss] has seen fit upon this 
floor to attack the bill as well as to attack the motives of the gen- 
tlemen who framed it, it seems to me that it demands at least from 
a Michigan man a few words in reply. 

It has seemed to me that among all the Michigan members or 
among all the members on this floor he should be the last to rise 
in his place and criticise this bill or criticise even the methods of 
| creating it. I wish to say that while [ have been on the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors we have never sought at any time 
to favor any section or any State or any private enterprise. The 
only object and purpose of that committee from the very first has 
been to do absolute justice to the commerce of the country—noth- 
ing else. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BISHOP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CORLISS. Do you think that the improvement of a small 
river—an inland stream having, perhaps, a depth of 5 or 10 feet, 
that might possibly be raised to 14 feet in order to reach an inland 
town—is a benefit to the public at large? 

Mr. BISHOP. State your proposition. 

Mr. CORLISS. Answer the question. 

Mr. BISHOP. Name some particular stream where we have 
done that particular kind of work. 

Mr. CORLISS. Iam not particularizing. 

Mr. BISHOP. The gentleman can not particularize. 

Mr. CORLISS. Iam asking a hypothetical question. 

Mr. BISHOP. It is easy for a member on this floor to get up 
and scold, when he has his motives in the failure to get something 
in the bill that he may have wanted; but when the gentleman 
will come down and particularize as regarding some particular 
stream where we have been unjust to him or to any locality, or 
have made an appropriation which we ought not to have made, 
then we shall have an opportunity of correcting it, but not when 
he makes a general statement or puts a hypcthetical question. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. BISHOP. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. CORLISS. Have | suggested any appropriation for my 
district? 

Mr. BISHOP. The gentleman has not asked for an appropria- 
tion for his district, because he has no navigable stream within it: 
but he has one of the finest streams in the United States running 
by it, which has done more than any other one thing to build up 
the city of Detroit. 

Mr. CORLISS, That is right. 

Mr. BISHOP. it has done more than any other one thing to 
add to her industries and her wealth, and the gentleman should be 
| onthe floor defending the billrather than criticising it. Hedoes not 
represent the interests of Detroit in saying what he has said about 
it. I do not believe the good people of Detroit will commend his 
action or commend his words. I know that there are great ship- 
ping interests in Detroit, and the people of that city are proud 
that Michigan stands among the foremost to-day in the great in- 
dustries of this country and foremost in the great commerce that 
is now carried on her lakes, and I believe he is the only gentle- 
man from Michigan who seeks to criticise the bill or will vote 
against it. 

The animus, as I said a moment ago, undoubtedly comes from 
the fact that he bas failed to get something in the bill that was a 
pet scheme of his; and judging from his remarks I should say it 
is the lake levels. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is true that a proposi- 
tion of that kind was made to the committee, and fairly made. 
It was carefully considered, but it did not come to usin sucha 
shape that an appropriation could be made in the present bill. 
| As a matter of fact, when the question was considered by the 
committee, it was ascertained that by raising the waters of Lake 
Erie 2 feet very much of the adjacent country would be flooded; 
| and there is not a lawyer or layman upon this floor who does not 

know that by so doing we would render the United States subject 
| to damage suits to an extent almost unheard of. And until that 
matter can be disposed of we thought it not wise for the Com- 
| mittee on Rivers and Harbors to put the United States Govern- 
ment in the position of a defendant. . 
Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit another interrup- 
tion? 
Mr. BISHOP. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. CORLISS. Why, then, did you not insert in this bill some 
provision that would give the President the right and clothe him 
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with the authority to secure a diplomatic agreement, and not put 
in the bill just what has already been passed by Congress before, 
without giving him authority to act? 

Mr. BISHOP. We think section 4 of the bill gives ample power 
to the President to appoint any such commission as he may desire. 

Mr. CORLISS. Do you not know that the same thing is in the 
act passed three years ago creating the Deep Waterways Com- 
mission?’ 

Mr. BISHOP. If the gentleman is not satisfied with the pro- 
vision in section 4,let him prepare his amendment and let the 
committee vote upon it. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
have acted toward him in good faith. They have sought to carry 
out his wishes, and if they have failed he can appeal to the mem- 
bers of this House to correct the committee. 

There is another thing in the gentleman’s remarks that strikes 
me as very harsh. The gentleman calls it facetiousness. Now, 
that may be a very kindly thought of his, and very courteous to 
the committee, when he talks about liver and pork. I hardly 
think it necessary for me to attempt to defend the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors before this House. Members of this House 
know the make-up of that committee, and so I do not feel called 
upon to say a word in defense of the committee against a slur of 
that kind. This bill is not made up in the way the gentleman 
seems to intimate. Itis not made up on the idea of favoritism 
either to the members of the committee or to any section of the 
country. 

The gentleman can go outside in the lobby and find the figures 
there presented by some other member of the House attempting | 
to cast reflections on the committee, first by showing that the 
States represented by membership on that committee have received | 
more of the appropriations than other States; but there is no mem- 
ber of the House who does not know that the Speaker in making | 
up this committee selected its membership from the great States | 
that are largely interested in commerceand transportation. That 
being true, it is quite necessary that we should make appropria- 
tions to the States that have the commerce. That is true of the | 
great State of New York, with the harbors of New York and Buf- 
falo, and the great rivers of that State. It is true of Michigan, 
with more than 1,500 miles of lake coast and more than 30 great | 
ports. It is true of Michigan, because those Jakes carry a com- 
merce greater than that of any three of the great ports of Europe. 
We, of course, must take care of that commerce, and we have 
taken care of it only by making reasonable appropriations. Al- | 
though the gentleman may seek to reflect upon that committee, 
the membership of this House will understand that we make ap- 
propriations where commerce is, and not where commerce is not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it hardly seems to me as though it was | 
necessary for me to speak regarding the level of Lake Erie, of 
which the gentleman from the Detroit district [Mr. Cor iss] has | 
so bitterly complained. He proposes to raise the level of Lake | 
Erie 2 feet. He thinks that will raise the water on the Limekiln | 
Crossing, and thereby avoid the necessity of digging the channel | 
deeper. The question asked by my colleague [Mr. Henry C. | 
SMITH] was very pertinent and tothe point. Many of the great | 
industries along the Detroit River would be flooded by any such | 
action as the building of that dam. But the gentleman from the | 
Detroit district [Mr. Cor.Liss] would have an automatic dam. 
There is to be plenty of water when you need it and less water | 
when you do not need it. That is the gentleman’s idea, 

The gentleman should understand that if we build restraining 
works and raise the level of the lake we can not dispose of that 
water in a brief period of time. It will take a month to lower the 
level of Lake Erie with all the gates in the dam open. In the | 
meantime a flood may come and do untold injury to the people | 
living along the flat shores of the lake, and great industries whose 
plants are situated just outside of the First Congressional district 
and which are in the district of my friend to the south of him [Mr. 
Henry C. SMITH] may be destroyed. 

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BISHOP. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. CORLISS. Is it not truethat the engineers to whom I have 
referred, one of whom, at least, appeared before the committee, 
stated that their plan of raising the lake level would not raise the | 
high-water-mark level? 

Mr. BISHOP. It would raise the water. 

Mr. CORLISS. Did not the engineers so state—that the high- | 
water mark would not be affected—and have they not so reported | 
to your committee? 

Mr. BISHOP. There was one engineer, a gentleman whose 
ability I greatly respect, who thought that restraining dams could 
be built in such a way that when they wanted less water they | 
could let it out and that when they wanted high water they could | 
raise it, but that was criticised by other engineers equally able. 
And if it were possible as an engineering project, what will you | 
do with the damages to the land that would be overflowed by such | 
raising of the lake? Until that is cared for this committee, at | 
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least in the present bill, could make no appropriation, and the 
gentleman knows enough to know it. 

Mr. CORLISS, Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. BISHOP. Certainly. 

Mr. CORLISS. You admit that the engineers stated emphatic- 
ally that their plan of damming Lake Erie would not raise the high- 
water level. Now, if it will not raise the high-water mark how 
on earth can it flood any land that is not now flooded at high- 
water mark? 

Mr. BISHOP. If they raise it up to high-water mark, and the 
floods come in the Detroit River, before you can dispose of that 
water you have an overflow inevitably, and it will take at least 
thirty days to dispose of that water in Lake Erie, Further, the 
gentleman knows perfectly well that there is no project before 
the committee at this time upon which an appropriation could be 
made, and therefore his criticism is ill timed. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to join 
the harmony among the members from Michigan. [Laughter | 
The real fact is that by reason of this kind of harmony or the want 
of it among the members from Michigan, as I apprehend, there is 
an item in this bill which should not be there and which, when 
the time comes, I shall move to strike out. It is found on page 
65 of the bill, and provides for an appropriation of $500,000 for 
the construction of Plan A, referred to in House Document No. 712, 

Now, there are three channels in the Detroit River opposite 
Ecorse, Wyandotte, and Trenton. One is the Canadian channel, 
which is classed in this report as Plan A. This is the channel on 
the Canadian side. That is what I object to. I object to the 
American Congress spending more money to construct, toenlarge, 
and to maintain a ship channel on the borders of Canada. In the 
early days the channel was along the American side, extending 
from Trenton clear up to the city of Detroit. But, for certain 
reasons which I can not fathom, of late the money has been ap- 
propriated for and the channel has been changed over to the Cana- 


| dian side, where the bottom is all rock, where it has to be blasted 


out at large expense,and where boats get across the channel and 
impede navigation. 

And I ask gentlemen to read report 712, in which it will be 
seen that the engineer has made his estimates, wherein he claims 
it will only take about $2,000,000 more to complete, according to 
this plan, the channel on the Canadian side. It will cost about 
$10,000,000, according to his statement, to complete the central 
channel between the two, and he estimates that it will take $13,- 
000,000 to complete the American channel and make it what it 
should be. But I respectfully call attention to the fact that these 
are only estimates. They are stated to be estimates, and I am 
unable to find that any survey or any soundings have ever been 
made as a basis upon which this estimate is made. 

And I want to say, further, that the engineer or the assistant 
engineer who makes this report, Mr. Dickinson, as I am informed, 
lives in Amherstburg, Canada, right across the river from Wyan- 
dotte. His property is there, and my constituents in Wyandotte 
advise me that they have never had an opportunity to have any 
conference with him or opportunity to make any statements to 
him. Before the Canadian channel was opened there were three 
shipyards in Trenton at the south end of theisland. When the 


| Canadian channel was built up these shipyards perished. Within 


the last three years a shipyard of considerable importance has 
been built up at Wyandotte. This engineer made no report in 
favor of any assistance to the harbor at Wyandotte, but I will 
say in behalf of the committee, all the members of which have 


been very courteous to me, that they have not neglected that 


matter. 
I want to say further that those who know Colonel BisHop 


| know that he needs no defense as to his honor, his ability, or his 


integrity on the floor of this House. I went tothe committee, and 


| when I explained to them the conditions they authorized an appro- 


priation, which is in this bill, which is satisfactory and which will 


| assist the harbor at Wyandotte so that the shipyard may be used. 
| But I want to submit this: It has been stated here that 35,000,000 


tons of freight pass through the Detroit River every year; that 
six times as great a tonnage passes through that river as through 
the Suez Canal. I will not be outdone by my brother from the 
First district |Mr. CorLiss] in my praise and my love for my 
beloved State of Michigan, but I do want to submit that the facts 
show that the city of Wyandotte, in the district which I have the 
honor to represent, is the third city in the State of Michigan in 


| the amount of freight handled, the cities in their relative impor- 


tance as to the amount of freight handled being Detroit, Grand 
Rapids, and Wyandotte. 

In the latter city there originates every year more than one 
million and a half tons of freight, or about one-thirtieth as much 
as passes through the entire Detroit River. And I want to say 
that there is no boat of any kind which ever stops at Wyandotte 
to get one ton of that freight. This $20,000,000 spent on our Great 
Lakes is spent for the benefit of four cities—Chicago, Duluth, 
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Cleveland, and Buffalo. Now, I submit that if we are legislating 
for the general good of the greatest number, some provision 
should be made whereby boats might touch the wharves at Wy- 
andotte; that could gather up the million and a half tons of freight 
that originates there every year. 

There is no competition there either. There is the Michigan 
Central Railroad, and what they call the Lima Northern, a little 
road 80 miles long, which starts nowhere and ends nowhere as 
an independent line, something like the railroad spoken of by the 
chairman of this committee as one of Jules Verne’sdreams. Havy- 
ing been one of the promoters of the Detroit and Lima Northern 
Railroad, I do not want to give it a black eye, but it is said that its 
initials D. & L. N. stand for ‘‘ Dead and Left Nothing.” [Laugh- 
ter.| While it has done somewhat to relieve the shippers of our 
district it has not Ang pepe the purpose indicated in the report 
of the engineer, who had under investigation the conditions of the 
Detroit River at these points. 

But really it affords no real, substantial competition. I only 
speak of it because this report says my constituents have ample 
shipping facilities and full competition with the Lima Northern 
and the Michigan Central railroads. I know that the Michigan 
Central is a great system, and by the courtesy of the committee, 
when it went through the Wyandotte Channel, I was invited to be 
its guest, and with that committee was the general attorney of the 
Michigan Central Railroad. For what purpose? It was not a 
day that he went for pleasure in the rain; but he was there with 
the committee. I asked one of the members of the committee 
why he was there, and he said he did not know. [Laughter. | 
What I am submitting is this: My constituents are left absolutely 
at the mercy of the Michigan Central Railroad. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. May I interrupt the gentleman one moment? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I desire to ask him if it is one of the legitimate 
purposes of this bill to furnish competition to the shipping inter- 
ests of the large cities of the country? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I supposed it was for the general in- 
terest of the shipping. If Iam wrong I should be glad to be put 
right. I did not suppose it was for the benefit of the great ship 
owners and boat owners of this country. I will admit, however, 
that those great boats have pretty nearly driven the small boats 
from the lakes up in my country. 

Now, [have not, Mr. Chairman, attained that advance in science 
where I can contemplate the science of the dam proposed by the 
able Representative of the First district of Michigan. I can not 
conceive how a dam can be constructed or a breakwater, at Buf- 
falo, which will raise the water 18 inches at Wyandotte when the 
water is low and will not raise it at all when the water is high. 

|Laughter.] That is one of those paradoxes that is only equaled 
by the result of the bill we passed yesterday concerning Colorado, 
It isa paradox,if any such thing could exist. Letme submit this: 
In Wyandotte we have one concern that makes 300 tons of its 
product and ships it every day. It burns 500 tons of coal and 200 
tons of coke everyday. There are 57 salt wells there,too. These 
salt wells yield, on an average, 300 barrels ofsaltevery day. Ifthe 
water at high-water mark or low-water mark were raised 18 inches 
it would destroy them, andif we should pass a law which destroyed 
that property, as a legal proposition, I submit we would be bound 
to pay for it, 

In addition to that, if you raise the water by a dam of this kind 
it would not only flood a great part of my district, but a large 
part of the low country between Buffalo and the city of Detroit, 
about Toledo and all those cities, filling up the sewers, flooding 
the streets, filling the wells, and the damage could not be esti- 
mated. So thus far 1 am in harmony with the committee in this 
proposition. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the rest of my time. 

Mr. BALL.. Will the gentleman from Michigan, before he takes 
his seat, give the balance of the committee a certificate of char- 
acter as well as Colonel BisHop? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Every man in Michigan is all right, 
except one who lived in Texas once. [Langhter. | 

= BALL, I mean the balance of the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee, 

a C. SMITH, Oh, yes; certainly. I have done so 
already. 


[Mr. SCUDDER addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. ApAMs having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from tbe Senate, by 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 13394) providing 
for the payment of electoral messengers. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada is recognized 
for twenty-five minutes, 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the commiitee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise 
for the purpose of opposing the bill of the committee, but simply 
to indicate an amendment that I will offer at the proper time. I 
now ask unanimous consent that my amendment be sent to the 
Clerk’s desk and be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read in the gentle- 
man’s time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, Yes; read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 12, 13, and 14 and substitute therefor the following: 

“Improving Tennessee River at Colbert Shoals: Continuing improvement, 
$300,000: Provided, That a contract or contracts may be entered into by the 
Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary to com- 
plete Lock and Dam No. 1, and to construct Lock and Dam No. 2, at Colbert 
Shoals, to be paid for as appropriations may, from time to time, be made by 
law, not to exceed in the aggregate $1,000,000, exclusive of the amount herein 
and heretofore appropriated.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am very grateful to the 
distinguished chairman of the committee [Mr. Burton] for his 
courtesy and kindness in allowing me fifteen minutes to speak on 
this subject. I am to speak on the Tennessee River, which is 
fifteen hundred miles long, and as I have fifteen minutes, that 
allows me one minute to each hundred miles. Hence it becomes 
very necessary for me to concentrate my views and my remarks 
upon one single point of that river—Colbert Shoals—which my 
amendment discloses. - 

I was especially gratified, Mr. Chairman, when the war-reve- 
nue bill was under discussion before this House before the recess, 
to hear the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR| 
state that he favored a liberal and generous appropriation to Col- 
bert Shoals on the Tennessee River. It was a broad, liberal, pa- 
triotic, and national spirit that prompted that remark, because 
the gentleman knew the importance of that place in our river. 
And I hope, Mr. Chairman, that that distinguished gentleman be- 
lieves with me this evening, that now is the accepted time to ren- 
der his aid and his help in our behalf. 

There is no question, Mr. Chairman, and. no subject that can 
probably arise before this House in which the people whom I 
have the honor to represent on this floor are more interested and 
more concerned than they arein the improvements of the Ten- 
nessee River. Every county in the district that I represent bor- 
ders on the one side or the other of this great stream—more than 
200 hundred miles in distance—embracing what is known as the 
fertile and beautiful valley of the Tennessee, a valley that Com- 
modore Maury, years ago. said would yet be, in the course of 
years, the most densely populated section of the American Union, 
outside of the great centers of population. He said: ‘‘ Why, the 
Tennessee River will be made navigable, and then you will be 
tapped in this valley by railroads from all directions, and enter- 
prises will dot the sides of the river from the eastern boundary of 
Alabama to its western boundary.” 

And Iam glad, Mr. Chairman, to say to-day that the prophecy of 
that wonderful man is in part realized in that valley, and we only 
await now the generous hand of the Government to reap all of 
the fruits of the prophecy. 

The amendment that I propose to offer at the proper time is in- 
tended to carry out what I believe to be the purposes of the River 
and Harbor Committee in the near future as to what they will do 
in the matter of appropriations for Colbert Shoals. I do not say 
that from any personal information that has been given me by 
any member of that committee, but I base the statement upon 
the incontestable facts of record that I propose to submit for the 
consideration of this committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that part of the river and harbor bill 
which I propose to amend recites that ‘‘the Secretary of War is 
authorized and directed to prepare an estimate of cost of improv- 
ing said river at Colbert Shoals by locks and dams.” On the 2d 
day of August, 1899, areport was made and filed in the War Depart- 
ment by one of the ablest engineers in this country, the chief en- 
gineer in charge of the improvements of the Tennessee River. He 
made an elaborate survey, estimate, and investigation of tne cost 
and expense that would enter into the matter of improving the 
Tennessee River at Colbert Shoals by locks and dams, 

That report was filed on the 2d of August, 1899. What was 
that estimate? It wasthat the lock and dam system, by practical 
use of the improvements that have already been made at the lower 
lock on Colbert Shoals, would cost $1,433,850. That is the testi- 
mony of an able, experienced, skillful man, who ranks high as an 
engineer. What we ask, Mr. Chairman, was the estimate of cost 
and expense that he made in this report for the lateral-canal sys- 
tematColbert Shoals. The estimate of cost, in which he included 
the cost of the canal of earth embankment, was $2,748,722. The 
other estimate, relating to the lateral-canal system, which was for 
rock or masonry for the wall of the canal, was $3,017 222. 

Thus I present, Mr. Chairman, the actual ascertaine@dand estab- 
lished difference in the matter of expense or cost between the plan 
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of improving the Tennessee River at Colbert Shoals by locks and 
dams and the plan of a lateral canal, the former indorsed and 
recommended by the chief engineer who is now and has been for 
years past in charge of the improvements of the Tennessee River, 
the latter plan—the lateral canal—indorsed and recommended 
by two competent engineers, appointed, together with the chief 
engineer in charge, to inquire into that matter, 

What is the difference that the engineer in charge of the im- 
provements of the Tennessee River makes between the lock-and- 
dam system and the lateral canal? In the one, that of earth em- 
bankment, it is $1,300,000 difference: in the other, the rock-wall 
system, it is $1,600,000 difference. There is the matter presented 

n a nutshell—that is to say, if the committee adopts the lock-and- 
dam plan it will effect a saving to the Government of either 
$1,300,000 or $1,600,000. Why, l ask, and Lask it in all serious- 
ness, with the report of the chief engineer in charge of the river 


the lateral-canal plan, was the lock-and-dam plan not accepted? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, two years ago this very same question 
came up, and Colbert Shoals was told that it must stand aside and 
wait, because there was a difference between the engineers on the 
lateral-canal system and the lock-and-dam system. We were asked 
to wait, and we patiently have done so; and to-day, in this report 
of the committee, we are confronted with the same thing. We 
are asked to wait two years longer, until the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee can have another survey and estimate made for locks 
and damgat Colbert Shoals. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not complaining of the River and 
Harbor Committee. I imagine thatit is just as difficult to arrange 
a river and harbor bill as to arrange an apportionment bill between 
the States. But these are the facts before us. Iam not here con- 
tending, nor have I contended, nor have the friends of the Ten- 
nessee River contended, for either one plan or the other. All that 
we have asked is that an appropriation commensurate with the 
importance of Colbert Shoals be made on the one plan or the other. 
it is proper for me to say I havein my hands and I read, Mr. Chair- 
man, from the Annual Report on the Improvement of the Tennes- 
see River and its Tributaries for the year 1900, made by Maj. Dan 
C. Kingman, chief engineer in charge of the improvements of the 
Tennessee River: 

On the 2d of August, 1899, [submitted a report suggesting a modification of 
the plan of improvement adopted for Colbert Shoals. It is a modification or 


substitution of a slack-water system for the lateral canal system, utilizing the | 


work already done and employing two closed dams across the river instead 
of a canal. 


cision of this board was that it was best to adhere to the lateral 
canal system. 

I propound this question to the distinguished chairman of the 
River and Harbor Committee: Which plan does his committee 
indorse? Surely it has rejected the lateral canal plan, because in 
its bill it directs the Secretary of War to prepare estimates for a 
lock and dam system; and no reasonable, sane man can think for 
a moment that if the Secretary of War prepares or has prepared 
the items of cost and expense for a lock and dam system that (un- 


less the committee in its personnel should entirely change in the | 


next two years) it would make a generous appropriation to Col- 
bert Shoals and place it where its importance requires—on the con- 
tinuing-contract system. Then, if they do that, and there is 
literally no other rational conclusion to be reached, why can not 
they allow this amendment, Mr. Chairman, to be made right 
now and relieve us of unnecessary delay? 

I say, Mr. Chairman, with entire respect, that it appears to me 
that the attitude of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors toward 
Colbert Shoals is that of procrastination. The lateral canal plan 
recommended by a majority of the board of engineers is rejected 
by the committee and they decline to act on the careful, exhaust- 
ive, and elaborate estimate of the cost of the lock and dam system 
submitted by Major Kingman, the chief engineer in charge of the 
Tennessee River. It is then manifest in the face of this seeming 
conflict the only hope for immediate relief that the friends of 
Colbert Shoals have isin Congress. The distinguished chairman, 
Judge Burton, in reply to a question that I propounded to him 
during this debate, said in reference to the report of the chief 
engineer in charge of the Tennessee River: 


There may have been some such estimate made, but it has never come be 


fore us officially. We can not take into account reports that are lodged in 
the Engineer's Office. 


Mr. Rich aRrpson of Alabama. Was it not filed in the office of the Chief 
Engineer? 


Mr. Burton. That, however, does not bring it before us even if it were. 


I telegraphed the Chief of Engineers and asked for it, and he said it had never 
been published. 


The report, Mr. Chairman, was very accessible. It was on file 
in the War Department and was kindly handed me at my re- 
quest. The same reportis referred to in the ‘Annual report upon 
the improvement of Tennessee River and its tributaries, in charge 
of Dan C. Kingman, major, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, for 1900.” 
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making this difference in favor of the lock-and-dam system over | 





JANUARY 9, 


The improvement of a river or a portion of a river by means of 
locks and fixed dams is no new thing in this country or in Europe. 
The fact is that our best and most successful improvements on 
fresh-water rivers have been accomplished by locks and fixed 
dams. In reading the history of the Tennessee River I find that 
the lock and dam system was adopted many years since as the 
mostefficient for the improvement of Colbert Shoals. Onthis sub- 
ject Lask permission to read from the report of the chief engineer 
in charge of Tennessee River, made on August 2, 1899, to Brig, 
Gen. John M, Wilson, Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The act of Congress of March 2, 1837, made the first appropriation for a 
survey of Colbert Shoals, and following this efforts were made to secure the 
improvement of these shoals, first, by sluicing, so called, and second, by tho 
construction ofa lateral canal. But actual work upon these shoals was pu 
aside in order that the proposed improvements might be continued at Mercer 
Shoals, and it was not until 1888 that a definite plan for the radical improv: 

f Colberts and Bee Tree shoals was formulated. This was the pla: 
p spared by Lieutenant Waterman, under the immediate direction of Colone!| 
arlow, for the improvement of Colberts and Bee Tree shoals by the meth 
ocks and dams. 

This project was never approved, and there is no record that it wa 

formally disapproved, but it waschanged by Colonel Barlow to a project co 


bar 
] 
ofi 


| sisting of locks and longitudinal damsin the bed of the riveritself. T) 


board of engineers heretofore referred to in considering the question « 
improvement of Colbert and Bee Tree shvals appeared to give but littl» « 
sideration to the method of improvement by cross dams and locks. Thx 

ject was dismissed in a paragraph with the statement that it was “ inexp 
dient to interfere with the free and unobstructed navigation of the open 
river, whichis practicable during a large portion of the year.”’ 

The board stated, however, that ‘if a slack-water improvement of tho 
main channel of the river was decided practicable and advisable its cost would 
undoubtedly be much less than the cost of the proposed canal.” This stat 
ment of the board as regards the cost is undoubtedly correct, and for 1! 
reason alone I was first led to give careful consideration to the subject of t! 
slack-water improvement. The lower lock, which has already been co 
structed, might, with very slight modification, be used as wellin connection 
with the slack-water improvement as with the lateral canal, so that all o 
work actually done would now be available for either project, but it is: 
practicable to proceed any further with the work of construction without 
having finally fixed upon one plan or the other. 


Mr. Chairman, nearly three-quarters of a century have passed 
since the attention of our Government was first given to the im- 
provement of Colbert Shoals, and yet in the face of this fact wo 
are now asked by the Rivers and Harbors Committee ‘ to wait yet 
a while” and possess our souls in patience, for sooner or later our 
hopes and expectations may be realized. The total amount ex- 
pended on the Tennessee River to June 30, 1899, as shown by the 
annual report heretofore referred to, is $4,650,057.94, Out of this 


| large amount $3,181,736.50 has been expended in the completion 


| of Big Muscle Shoals and Elk River canals and their approaches. 


The proposed modification was submitted to a board of engi- | The total amount expended on Colbert Shoals is $652,731.35. With 


neers composed of Major Kingman and two others, and the de- | 


permission, Mr. Chairman, I will now read an extract on page 
2914 of the annual report upon the improvement of the Tennessee 
River, heretofore referred to: 

3. Decatur, Ala., to Florence, Ala. (50 miles). 


The principal obstructions upon this section of the river are the Mercer 
Shoals, extending from deep water at Browns Ferry to deep water at Flor 


| ence (38 miles), and embracing Elk River Shoals, Big Muscle Shoals, and 


Little Muscle Shoals. Only 8 miles of this distance of 38 miles is navigable 
in its natural condition. The Elk River Canal, a mile and one-half long. hav- 
ing two locks, with lifts of 12 feet, and from 8 to11 feet. respectively, over- 
comes the obstruction at Elk River Shoais. The Big Muscle Shoals Canal, 
originally built for the United States by the State of Alabama, which was 
completed in 1836 and practically abandoned in 1837, overcame the obstruc 
tion of the Big Mercer Shoals. 

This canal was subsequently repaired by the United States, its locks re 


| modeled, enlarged, and given increased lifts, whereby their number was 


diminished and the whole completed in 1890. An attempt was made to over- 
come the difficulty of navigation on Little Mercer Shoals by channel work, 
but the fall is too great, and the limit of the improvement was reached with- 
out satisfactory results. The projecthas since provided for the construction 
of a canai 15,000 feet long, with a guard lock at the head and a lift lock at the 
foot having a lift of 12 feet, toovercome this obstruction. _ 

The Big Muscle Shoals and the Elk River Shoals divisions of the canal 
permit navigation through them at all stages of the water. Between theso 
two canals there is a stretch of water about 8 miles long, which still offers a 
number of obstructions to navigation. A good deal of work has been done 
here, but in their present condition these obstructions are sufficient to stop 
navigation between the two divisions of the canal, even before extreme low 
water is reached. 

I am anxious, Mr. Chairman, to see all of the obstructions at 
Muscle Shoals and elsewhere on the river speedily removed. but 
it is manifest that it will take years to accomplish this. What 
we are asking for now, and what we want and need, is an ap- 
propriation sufficient to produce immediate results. If Congress 
will give us enough money to remove the obstructions at Colbert 
Shoals, a wonderful impulse will at once be given to trade prog- 
ress and development in that section, which will be most grati- 
fying to all the people of the country. The great misfortune, L 
think, is that the work was not commenced and the money ex- 
pended on the lower part of the river and continuing upstream. 

I do not wish to be understood as saying that no commercial 
benefits or results have been realized from the 1. 
heretofore made for the improvement of the river. But I do say 
that if the amount asked for in my amendment is appropriated, 
in two years we will see a tenfold increase in the commercial re- 
sults compared with what have already taken place. Mr. Chair- 
man, we have large iron industries located at Sheffield and F lor- 
ence, with two or more of the largest cotton factories in the South 
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at the latter place. These cities are 8 miles below the Muscle 
Shoals and 22 miles above Colberts Shoals and are two of the 
most prosperous cities of our State. 


On the repeated promises that have been made to us for years | 


vast of sufficient appropriations for the removal of obstructions 
at Colbert Shoals, [ personally know that millions of dollars have 
been invested in the localities I refer to above. I say, and say it 
with earnestness, that it is not fair and just to these enterprising, 


energetic, and thrifty people, who have invested their money on | 


these expectations and promises created and made by Government 
engineers and Congressmen, to postpone this matter of relief for 
two years longer, to await the myth of another survey and esti- 
mate of cost. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, all the surveys that can be conjured or 
concocted will never change or alter the indisputable fact that 
the improvement of Colbert Shoals is of paramount necessity. 
Another survey is simply a useless expense and an unnecessary 
consumption of time. 
what I believe the increased prosperity would be as the result of 
the opening of Colbert Shoals. A distinguished friend of mine, 


Maj. A. W. Wills, of Nashville, Tenn., who for years has given | 


his hand, his heart, and his indomitable energy to this great work, 


very aptly said in the remarks that he was permitted to make | 
recently on this subject before the Rivers and Harbors Committee: | 


Again, the number of additional manufactures of every conceivable kind 


that would be attracted to that section and, in fact, all along the line of the 
river should not be lost sight of. 
entire Alantic coast for exporting iron, because of the tramp steamers in 
which pigiron is principally exported. Now, permit me, please, to empha- 
size the most important items in a commercial or financial sense in connec- 
tion with the matter being considered. Iron can be barged from Sheftield 
and Florence to New Orleans at $1 per ton against an all-rail rate of $3 per 
ton, taking the capacity of the present six furnaces (1,200 tons daily), a sav 
ing in_ freight alone of $2,400 per day. It might be asked why iron is not 
barged to New Orleans at present. 

1 answer because of the condition of the Colbert Shoals. Even in high 
water it is dangerous to load more than 300 tons on a barge, and in this quan- 
tity it would not pay to barge iron sucha distance. We have at times barged 
iron over the shoals for shipment to Chicago and Western points from Brook- 
lyn on the Ohio River via the Illinois Central Road, but only in small barge 
loads, because of the dangers cited above. To make the work profitable we 
must have continuous navigation whereby we can use large barges and have 
them made specially for the trade. I have referred above to iron and other 
articles barged to New Orleans for export. Of course, if our river is im- 
proved the same rule holds good for shipment of iron, coal, etc., 
Tennessee and distributed to all Western and other points via the Ohio, Mis- 
sissippi, and other rivers. 

Let the Colbert Shoals obstructions be removed and you will find millions 
of tons of coal from the great Warrior coal fields finding its way to the Gulf 
and to the South American countries. You will find new furnaces, rolling 
mills, and all conceivable kinds of manufactories taking root along the Ten 
nessee. The immense timber, cotton, agricultural, phosphate, and other in- 
terests of that great section will come to the front. The Tennessee River 
will be found dotted from its source toits mouth with all kinds of transports 
and water craft, and peace and prosperity will reign supreme. 

The above are the views of one of the brainiest and most promi- 
nent Republicans of the South—a man who has identified him- 
self with the commercial development of the South. I have no 
hesitancy, Mr. Chairman, in stating that no section of the South 
to-day presents a more inviting field for profitable investment and 
is receiving greater accessions to its population than the valley of 
the Tennessee from Stevenson toCherokee, Ala. Industries and en- 
terprises of all kinds are coming to us and locating among us from 
one end of the valley to the other. In the city of Huntsville. 


lam not able to present a real picture of | 2 | 
| States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


New Orleans is the natural point along the | 


down the | 
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| confined to the subject under consideration. 
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RECALL OF BILL FROM PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to lay before 
the House the following resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_Resolved, That the Presiden$ be requested to return to the Senate the bill 
of the Senate 1296, granting an increase of pension to George G. Kem] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4208. An act for the relief of George K. Bowen—to th 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

5S. R. 149. Joint resolution providing for the distribution of 


compiled statutes of the District of Columbia to judges of United 


le 


Ae 


Com- 


Senate concurrent resolution 89: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish Congress with a 
report showing the present condition of the breakwater at Burlington, Vt., 
with an estimato of cost for its proper repair and completion 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


LEAVE TO 


the 


PRINT. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
members who address the committee on this bill may have leave 
to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 


| unanimous consent that members addressing the House on the 
| pending measure have leave toextend their remarksin the REcorpD. 


Mr. STEELE. Confining their remarks to the subject under 
consideration, otherwise | object. 

Mr. BURTON. I will modify my request so that it shall bo 
that they confine their remarks tothe subject under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Provided that their remarks be 
Is there objection? 
[After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURTON, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for rent of build- 


| ing in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appropri:- 


where I have the pleasure of residing, we have recently located | 


Say 


the seventh cotton factory, and other factories have been located 
at Scottsboro, Athens, Florence, and one or more other places. 

Our people are not repining over the past, recent or remote, but 
they are buoyant and hopeful of the future. Thousands of most ex- 
cellent and worthy people from the North and the West aremaking 
their homes with us, attracted by our healthy climate, our fertile 
and cheap lands, and the generous cordiality and welcome of our 
people. AndI say now if Congress will ‘‘add unto us” the free 
navigation of the Tennessee River, our joy will be complete and 
our prosperity will be assured. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I would like, Mr. Chairman, 
> have the consent of the House to extend my remarks in the 
VECORD. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
| struction by the Dominion of Canada of a dam from Canadian to 


mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And to include the report of 
the engineer that I have been speaking of. 

Mr. BURTON, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hopxins, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unicn, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 13189, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


XXXIV 


5) 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of James Taylor 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Isaac G. Whit- 


n 


worth against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tran 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Jacob M., John 
Q., and Mary L. Adams, executors of the estate of Henry Adam 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 


ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a cop: 
of a communication from the Secretary of Stat ibmitting ; 
communication from the British ambassador relating 
Messrs. Ralli Brothers—to the Committee on Claims, a 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let 
from the Secretary of State, communications relating to the co 


tr: 


United States territory—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbor: 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a lett 
from the Quartermaster-General of the Army to the 
necessity of appropriation for military roads and bridges 
Alaska, an opinion of the Comptroller of the Treasury relating to 
such appropriation—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letters in r 
tion to the claim of Frank Goodwin and calling attentiont 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be print 


ij 
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REPORTS OF 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

‘Mr. BROSIUS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12333) to pro- 
vide for the extension of the charters of national banks, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2205); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H, R. 1 ) providing for the construction of asteam revenue 
cutter for service in the harbor of Boston, Mass., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2207): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 13371) to au- 
thorize advances from the Treasury of the United States for the 
support of the government of the District of Columbia, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2208); 
which said bill and report were referred tothe House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12553, 
reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 13399) for the establishment 
of a beacon light on Hambrook Bar, Choptank River, Maryland, 
and for other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 2174); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 428) for the relief of Laura 
S. Gillingwaters, widow of J. E. Gillingwaters, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2177); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bills of the House H. R. 2260, 
H. R. 12712, H. R. 12714, H. R. 12717, H. R. 12933, and H. R, 12934, 
reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 340) for the relief of 
Newton W oodgard and others, accompanied by a report (No. 2178); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House, H. R, 12983, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 341) for the relief of the estate of Rebecca E. Sexton, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 2179); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


(H. Res. 342) for the relief of Thomas Caldwell, accompanied by 


a report (No. 2180); which said resolution and report were referred | 


to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4209) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Sanders, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2181); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (5S. 2886) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Thomas T. Phillips, reported the | 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2182); | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12606) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marcellus A. Lothrop, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2183); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11144) granting a pension to Samuel 
McKamey, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2184); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4556) granting an increase of pension to 
William Fox, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 2185); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 





Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5235) 
granting a pension to Mary R. Pike, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2186); which said bil] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 12620) 
granting an increase of pension to John P. C. Shanks, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2187): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5259) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Gordon, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2188); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4073) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert A. Edwards, jr., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2189); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5015) 
granting a pension to Betsey L. Woodman, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2190); which 
said billand report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 12526) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander C. Scott, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2191); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5140) granting a 
pension to Mary C. Coombs, reported thesame without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2192); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5017) granting a pension to 
George H. Shapley, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2193); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5016) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis H. Buffum, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2194); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13086) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eunice Henry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2195); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4418) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Woodman, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2196); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12434) granting a pen- 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the House, H. R. 6927, reported in lieu thereof a resolution | 








sion to Marie Barton Greene, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No, 2197); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senute (S. 5091) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah L. Palmer, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a ore (No. 2198); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11303) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Killen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2199); which said bili 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 5090) granting a pen- 
sion to Minerva McClernand, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2200); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12801) to pension Willis Brady, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2201); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10718) 
granting an increase of pension to J. W. Gatton, reported tho 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2202); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13154) granting a 
pension to Ernestine Lavigne, reported the same with amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 2203); which said bill and report Also, a bill (H. R. 13408) granting a pension to George Owens— 
were referred to the Private Calendar. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 13409) to amend the mili- 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5524) to pension | tary record of John O’M. Hurley—to the Committee on Military 
R. P. Mitchell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied | Affairs. 
by a report (No. 2204); which said bill and report were referred | By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13410) granting a pen- 
to the Private Calendar. : ae : sion to Hannah Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to| Also, a bill (H. R. 13411) granting a pension to Charles E. Chap- 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5107) to remove | man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Anton Ernst, By Mr. O’GRADY: A bill (H. R. 13412) granting a pension to 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report | Jerome J. Garrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

(No, 2206); which said bill and report were referred tothe Pri-| By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13413) for the relief of the heirs 

vate Calendar. of Robert Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 13414) to correct the military 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS record of Eli Norris and to grant him an honorable discharge—to 
INTRODUCED. the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | _ By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R, 13415) granting an 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | increase of pension to Libbie D. Lowrey—to the Committee on 
follows: Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H, R. 13395) providing that By Mr. TURNER: A bill (H.R. 13416) for the relief of Lafay- 
section 15 of the act approved May 28, 1896, relative to the em- | ette L. Griffith—to the Committee on Pensions. 
ployment of clerical assistance by United States attorneys, shall | _ Also, a bill (H. R.13417) granting an increase of pension to 
apply to the district of Alaska—to the Committee on the Judiciary, | George Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13396) to amend section 5546 of the Revised Also, a bill (H. R. 13418) granting a pension to Helena Brondt— 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 13897) to provide an American | _ Also, a bill (H. R.13419) granting an increase of pension to 
register for the barkentine J. C. Pfluger, of San Francisco, Cal,— | William H. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 13420) granting a pension 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13398) to provide for the pur- | to Benjamin F, Hazen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Also, a bill (H. R. 18421) toremove thecharge of desertion from 
Superior, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Public | the military record of Halsey Lindsey—to the Committee on 
Buildings and Grounds. Military Affairs. ' ; ' 

By Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign} By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 13424) granting an increase of 
Commerce: A bill (H. R. 13399) for the establishment of a beacon | pension to Henry S. Comer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





light on Hambrook Bar, Choptank River, Maryland, and for other | S!ons. 
purposes—to the Union Calendar. By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13425) granting a pension to 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 13422) to authorize and | Martha M. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
regulate the transaction of business in the Indian Territory by By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13426) for the relief of Charles 
trust companies organized under the laws of Missouri—to the | R. Hooper—to the Committee on Claims. 
Committee on Indian Affairs. By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 13427) to increase the pension 
By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 13423) to revise and codify the laws | of Zachariah R. Saunders—to the Committee on Pensions. 
relating to the Post-Office Department and postal service, and for By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 13428) granting 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | increase of pension to John B, Tucker—to the Committee on 
Roads, | Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 291) to| Also, a bill (H. R. 13429) granting a pension to Lucy B. Bevis— 
continue copyists in the General Land Office—to the Committee | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


on Appropriations. Also, a bill (H. R. 13430) to increase the pension of Abraham 
By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. | Stine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
292) providing for reprint of Bulletin No. 80, entitled ‘‘ The Agri- Also, a bill (H. R. 13431) to increase the pension of Lucius C, 


cultural Experiment Stations of the United States ’—to the Com- | Moss—to the Committee on Pensions, 
mittee on Printing. 
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A resolution (H. Res. 343) directing 
the Clerk of the House to pay Joel Grayson, jr., $270.50 for serv- PETITIONS, ETC, 
7 By Mr ee ree ee in (H. Res. 344) Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
authorizing the payment from the contingent fund to O, A. Har- | wey = pay tg eee =e a ok fc _ a 1 95 other cit! 
vey of the difference between the salary of a folder and that of a| _ > ‘rE sol G 9 : , oor ool ~ we — 23 other — 
messenger and doorkeeper—to the Committee on Accounts. Vents bill rt aha 0 een on an = ia Pee of @ service 
By Mr. McCALL: A resolution (H. Res, 345) authorizing the Poy M . OMRON beeain — of th Siectteeenel we 
binding of certain bills, documents, and original papers for the can WON: Hesolution of the Engineers’ Society of 


_ * a: : Tes J > T é ig i si i assave P £ i 
files of the House, and providing for the preparation of the same— ee Z ere © a pa = ” = 
to the Committee on Printing. & spans ght: ges ¢ he Ohio, Alle 


gheny, and Monongahela rivers—to the Committee on Interstate 
ea . a and Foreign Commerce. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. Also, petition of citizens of West Alexander, Pa., for the exclu- 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | sion of spirituous liquors from portions of Africa, etc.—to the 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

follows: By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Farragut Association, No. 1, 
By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 18400) to remove the charge | Naval Veteran Association, of the port of Philadelphia, Pa., for 

of desertion against Thomas Dignan—to the Committeeon Military | the passage of Senate bill No, 3422—to the Committee on Naval 








Affairs. Affairs. 
By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 13401) granting a pension to| By Mr. BELLAMY: Resolutions of the Produce Exchange of 
Joseph H. Woodruff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Wilmington, N. C., for the establishment of a national forest 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13402) granting a pension to William W. | reserve in the mountains of Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro- 
Plank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | lina, Georgia, and Tennessee—to the Committee on Appropria- 
_ By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 18403) grant- | tions. 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Thompson—to the Commit- Also, resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Wilmington, 
tee on Invalid Pensions, N. C., asking for an appropriation to enable the Geological Sur- 
By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13404) granting a pension to | vey to obtain more accurate data concerning the artesian water 
Thomas M. Harris—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. supply in the malarial regions on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts— 


By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 13405) granting an increase of | to the Committee on Appropriations, 
pension to Samuel Dorwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Wilmington, 
_ By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13406) grant- | N. C., favoring the enlargement of the work of the Geological 
ing a pension to 8S, Josie Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Survey so as to include mapping of forest regions in Southern and 
sions, Eastern portions of the country—to the Committee on Appropria- 
By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13407) granting a pension to | tions. 
William Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, — Also, resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Wilmington, N.C., 
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favoring the appropriation asked for by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to enable him to cooperate with the various States in ex- 
amining into the best modes of securing permanent road building— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the National Wholesale 
Drugzists’ Association, opposing the free distribution of medici- 
nal remedies—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Jewel Post, No. 3, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pleasanton, Kans.,indorsing House bill No. 5779, relating 
to appointments in the Government service—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BULL: Protest of W. E. Barrett Company, of Provi- 
dence, R. L, against an appropriation for the distribution of 


seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the National Wholesale 
Druggists’ Association, opposing the free distribution of medicinal 
remedies—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Papers to accompany House 
bill granting an increase of pension to John W. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of the National Association of Mas- 
ter Plumbers, urging a change in the method of making contracts 
in the erection of public buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas Dig- 
nan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 1575, 
granting a pension to Nancy Hawkins—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of trustees of Florida Agricultural 
College, certified by Hon. J. D. Callaway, secretary, favoring 
Senate bill No, 3982, establishing mining schools in connection 
with agricultural colleges—to the Committee on 
Mining. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the Thirty-fourth National 
Encampment, Grand Army of the Republic, commending the 
work already accomplished on the National Military Park at Get- 
tysburg, and asking that continued aid be given thereto—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition adopted at a meeting in Allegheny, Pa., A. R. 
Van Fossen, chairman, to ratify treaty between civilized nations 
relative to alcoholic trade in Africa—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the Engineers’ Society of Western Pennsy]- 
vania, remonstrating against any change in existing laws relating 
to the spans and bridges across the Ohio, Allegheny, and Monon- 
gahela rivers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


Mines and 


>? 


By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic of Cooperstown, N. Y., to accompany House 
bill grgnting a pension to Anna M. Lasher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 300 citizens of Waverly, N. Y., favoring the 
exclusion of the liquor traffic in Africa, etc.—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of David McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, 

Also, petition of the heirs of Alfred Rector, deceased, late of 
Fauquier County, Va., for reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jenneatt D. Jeter, for the heirs of Mrs. Agnes 
B. Jeter, of King George County, Va., for reference of war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the internal-revenue 
gaugers, storekeepers, etc., of the sixth collection district of In- 


| diana, for sufficient appropriation to provide for their vacation 


Also, letter of F. B. Thurber, of the United States Export As- | 


sociation, relating to certain features in Senate bill No. 727, known 
as the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Thirty-fourth National Encampment, 
Grand Army of the Republic, commending the work accomplished 
by the Gettysburg National Park Commission, and asking for fur- 


without loss of pay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petitions of Home Temperance Mission 
and Independent Order of Good Templars, No. 366, of Islip, Suf- 
folk County, N. Y., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy and various other reform measures—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of S. E. Barton and other citizens 
of Holland Patent, N. Y., in favor of the anti-polygamy amend- 
ment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany House bill 
to place the name of William D. Rabern on the pension roll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of H. P. Macloon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10NS, 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
bill granting an increase of pension to John B. Tucker—to tho 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Milla 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 10, 1901. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miteury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 


| report of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
| 190i, made in the States and Territories of the appropriation in 


ther appropriation to complete the work—to the Committee on | 


Appropriation: 

By Mr. HALL: Resolutions of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Clarion, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of officers of the various national and 
savings banks of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, for the repeal of stamp 
tax on checks, drafts, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of citizens of Freehold and Plain- 
field, N. J., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of P. W. Shearer and other citizens 
of Livonia, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution 
against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Three petitions of citizens of Germantown, 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the exclusion of the liquor traffic in 
our new possessions—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the National Wholesale Drug- 
gists’ Association, opposing the free distribution of medicinal reme- 
dies—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill 


granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Chapman—to the | 


Comuinittee on Invalid pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of J. T. Cowan and other citizens of 
Radford, Va.. for the improvement of the channel of New River, 
Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of employees of Bureau of Animal [n- 
dustry at Milwaukee, Wis., for the restoration of certain salary 
conditions—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of keeper and surfmen of Milwaukee station, Wis- 
consin, favoring bill to promote efficiency of Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


aid of colleges of agriculture and the mechanic arts; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed, 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


| munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 


| bill called the canteen amendment. 


| Bro 


mitting the findings of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims relating to tho 
vessel snow Jenny, Hugh Lyle, master; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION—VOTE TO TABLE AMENDMENT. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to make a personal state- 
ment, with the consent of the Senate. I was called out of the 
Chamber yesterday and was unavoidably detained when the voie 
was taken upon the amendment of the committee to the Army 
If [ had been present, I should 
have voted in the negative and to sustain the action of the com- 
mittee. That is all 1 desire to say. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President,I desire also to state that I was 
absent yesterday when the vote in question was taken upon the 
canteen amendment. Had 1 been present, I should have voted to 
sustain the action of the committee. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
VNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the resolution of the Senate requesting the President to return 
to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 1296) granting an increase 
of pension to George G. Kemp. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of John T, Faulds and 72 
other citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the hours of daily labor of workmen and 








1901. 





mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison competi- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. a 5 rim 
He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association 
of Marshalltown, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the 


so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of the lowa Academy of Sciences, of | 


Des Moines, lowa, praying for the establishment of a national 
standardizing bureau; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

ie also presented petitions of the Farmers’ Institute of Musca- 
tine County, of Ray A. Clark and 23 other citizens of Poweshiek 
County, and of Jones Mill Grange, No. 917, Patronsof Husbandry, 
of Delaware County, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the en- 
actment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petitions of S. Choat and 11 other citizens 
of Bassett, of James C. Mills and 8 other citizens of Dickens. of 
D. Ross and 5 other citizens of Akron, of J. M. Roe and 15 other 
citizens of Carpenter, of D. H. Thurston and 54 other citizens of 
Plymouth, of W. B. Dawes and 10 other citizens of Lime Springs, 
of S. J. Clausen and 16 other citizens of Clear Lake, of W. H. 
Johnson and 13 other citizens of Hartley, of C. A. Hoppock and 5 
other citizens of Boyden, of W. F. Lehman and 18 other citizens 
of Sexton, of J. H. McCarthy and 33 other citizens of Elma, of 
F. R. Wilder and 2 other citizens of Otranto, of I. C, Scofield and 
16 other citizens of Charles City, of A. T. Mackie and 10 other 
citizens of Hull, of A. Ellsworth and 10 other citizens of Emmets- 
burg, of Fred Reeck and 49 other citizens of Grafton, of George H. 
Ray and 28 other citizens of La Crosse, of A. Johnsen and3 other 
citizens of Everly, and of John B. Hemphill and 20 other citizens 
of Rudd, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on wheat, oats, corn, rye, and farm produce; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the National Association of 
Agricultural Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, of Chicago, 
[li., praying that an appropriation of $100,000 be made for an irri- 
gation investigation by the Department of Agriculture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the National Good Roads Asso- 

iation of Chicago, Ill., praying that an appropriation of $150,000 
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| for the improvement of the harbor at Savannah. 





| 


be made to be applied to the uses of the Office of Public Road | 


Inquiry; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of John A. Logan Post, No. 
88, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Vermont, and a 
petition of W. J. Fulton Post, No. 52, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Vermont, Dorset, Vt., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation giving preference to veterans in the public 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 


Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Milwaukee Clearing | 


House Association, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the repeal of 
the revenue tax on certificates of deposit, notes, drafts, tele- 
grams, express receipts, etc.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newton, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and crew of the life- 
saving station at Bayhead, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service 


and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; which was 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Plainfield, 
Jacobstown, Summit, and Orange, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of street and water 
commissioners of Newark, N. J., remonstrating against the en- 


805 


Mr. CLAY. I present a joint resolution of the legislature of 
Georgia in favor of an appropriation for deepening the river and 
I ask that it be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution by Mr. Hitch, of Chatham County 


Whereas the city of Savannah, an important seaport of this State, through 
its city council, its various commercial and trade organizations, and its 
zens generally, is making a strong and earnest effort t re an appropri 

| ation from the Congress of the United States for the deepening of the river 

and harbor at that place from 26 to 28 feet at mean high ti and 

Whereas the success of such a movement and the deepening of the river 
and harbor at Savannah in the manner contemplated would naturally result 
in greatly increasing the commerce of that port and in benefiting largely 


g 
be it 
Stale of Geo 
id appropriation f 


not only the people of Savannah, but rally of the entire 
southeastern section of our country: Therefore, 
Resolved by the house of representative 


concurring), That the movement to secure s 


also the people gen 


oO the senate 


yia 
rthe purposes 


of deepening the river and harbor at Savannah, Ga., from % to28 feet at 
mean high tide, be, and the same is hereby. most earnestly indorsed ond 
approved, and the Senators and Congressmen from this State are res ct- 


fully requested to lend their active assistance to this worthy un 


Passed house December 8, 1900. 


lertaking. 


JNO. T. 
Clerk of Hous 


BOIFEUILLBT, 
of Representativ 
Passed senate December 12, 1900. 
CHAS. § 


NORTHEN, 


Secretary of Senat 


Approved, December 15, 1900. a 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bibb 
County, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for an increase in the salaries of the Federal judges; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and aldermen of Sa- 
vannah, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made providing 
for the South Carolina and West Indian Exposition; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and aldermen of Sa- 
vannah, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made to continue 
the improvement of the harbor at that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Atlanta, Ga., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Maine, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petitions of H. Boynton and sundry other 
citizens of Biddeford, of Henry Farrington and sundry other citi- 
zens of Gardiner, and of N. T. Palmer and sundry other citizens 
of Brunswick, all in the State of Maine, praying for the repeal of 
the revente tax on bank checks; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of J. W. Doughty and 10 other 


| citizens of Windhaven, Me., and the petition of H. F. Wood and 


| 


25 other citizens of Maine, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Hie also presented the petitions of C. S. Cotton and 32 other citi- 
zens of Richmond, of George S. Wilson and 8 other citizens of 
Fairfield, of George E. Webber and 34 other citizens of Auburn, 
of A. E. Burleigh and 40 other citizens of Houlton, of C. M. Saw- 
year and 23 other citizens of Dexter, of William S. Shorey and 55 
other citizens of Bath, and of H. Fairfield and 45 other citizens of 
Saco, all in the State of Maine, praying for the re] f the stamp 


tax on bank checks; which were referred to the Committee on 
| Finance. 
He also presented the petition of George W. North and sundry 


actment of legislation granting relief to the widow of Isaiah Smith | 


Hyatt; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

_Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Kansas City Life 
Underwriters’ Association, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 
repeal of the revenue tax on life-insurance policies; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Council No. 3, Liquor Deal- 


ers’ Benevolent Association of Missouri, of Kansas City, Mo., pray- | 


ing for the repeal of the revenue tax on beer; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce | 


of San Diego, Cal., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 


other citizens of Darby, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis 


lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races 


in Africa; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
MINTS OF THE UNITED STATI 

Mr. ALLISON. I present sundry letters from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, relative to the deficiencies in the appropriations 1 
the mints at San Francisco, Philadelphia, New Orleans. and C 
son City, and also in the accounts of the branch mints operated 
prior to April 1, 1861, at Charlotte, N. C., and Dahlonega, Ga. 1 
move that the letters be printed as a document and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITION OF FILIPINOS, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there has been handed to mea 
petition signed by 2,000 inhabitants of the Philippine Islands. I 
have examined the petition, and I think I can say it bears the 
evidence of being a bona fide, properly signed petition. It is 


couched in respectful language to the Congress of the United 


‘ 
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States. It involves a question of immense interest not only to the 
people who signed it, but to the people of the United States. It 
is a representative document, I think, of the people of Manila and 
that immediate region. 

These people are not in hostility tothe United States. They can 
not be called insurgents or bandits or rebels. They have sub- 
mitted to the jurisdiction of the Government of the United States. 
They enter their dissent from the condition existing in those 


islands, and, as I said, in a respectful way and in a way that I | out other arms than their fists or at most a rasty knife, resolute as martyrs, 


believe will give the people of the United States a better opinion | 


of the character of the people of those islands than they have 
hitherto had. 
lit is not a very long document. 
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| their ranks. 


I know what I am going to ask | 


is an unusual request, and yet, Mr. President, I think it is one | 


that we may properly grant, and that is the privilege of having 
the whole petition read to the Senate. I have heard it carefully 
read, as have two or three other Senators, and I think they will 
all agree with me that there is nothing offensive in it, and I be- 
lieve it would be a wise thing to read it. 

Therefore I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
body of the petition may be read. Of course I do not expect that 
the names will be read, although I have had them copied, and I 
have them here so that anyone can see the names not in script. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why do you have to ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator asks me why I have to ask unani- 
mous consent. Under the rule I do not understand that we have 
a right to have a petition read. 

Mr. ALLISON. The substance is to be stated. 


Mr. TELLER. The substance is to be stated. But, Mr. Presi- 


dent, Iam not capable, nor is any other man, of making a synop- | the | e ; : 
s I eee. oe I | were initiated daily, so that in four years it had 40,000 members, all of whom, 


sis of the petition that will do justice to those people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent that the petition presented to the Senate 
by him may be read. Is there objection? 
and it is so ordered. The Secretary will read the petition. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the Clerk will read the petition with 
some care, and I ask the careful attention of the Senate to the 
reading. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
allowable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. TELLER. 
is suggested tome by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, 
that the petition is signed by the leading people of that section of 
the country—lawyers and bankers and professional men gener- 
ally—and it is not a picked-up thing where somebody has secured 
a lot of uninterested signers. It, I believe, represents the senti- 
ment of the best element of that community. Now let the Clerk 
read it. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
are attached to it? 

Mr. TELLER. There are 2,006 signatures by actual count. 
As I said before, I believe they are true signatures, each man 
signing for himself. 

Mr. HALE. This is the original petition? 

Mr. TELLER, It is the original petition which I have sent to 
the desk. I have a copy of the names here in order that they 
might be a little more legible. 

Mr. HALE. But the original signatures are attached? 

Mr. TELLER. They are attached to the petition. 

Mr. HALE. They are a part of the petition? 

Mr. TELLER. They are a part of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read the 
petition. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the petition, and read as 
follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


The undersigned, Filipinos and peaceful inhabitants of this city, in their 
own name and in the name of the misnamed “irreconcilables,”’ respectfully 
present themselves and submit to the worthy consideration of the Congress 
of the United States of America the following 


APPEAL. 


The people of the Philippine Islands, in view of their calamitous condition, 
demand in the name of her sons,in the name of all races,in the name of 
humanity, that an end be put to the misfortunes which afflict them which, 
while they distress and agonize her, compel her to struggle for the rights 
that are hers, and for the maintenance whereof she must, if necessary, con- 
tinue to pour out her blood as she has so constantly and generously done on 
battlefields, inthe woods, on the mountains in the city, everywhere! The 
blood which has been shed and that is still being shed, and which will con- 
tinue to be shed until she has secured her rights, is not shed because of the 
intrigues of a few who, according to misinformed persons, desire to exploit 
the people and enrich themselves at the cost of their brother's blood. It has, 
gentlemen, sprung from the hearts of the people, who alone are the real 
strength of nations, the sovereign king of races, the producers of the arts, of 
science, of commerce, of wealth, of agriculture, of civilization, of progress, 
and of all the productions of human labor and intelligence, in all of which 
the people of the Philippine Islands had made great progress. 

The lipinos were not sunk in lethargy, as some untruthfully assert. 
They suffered, but the hour to break their chains came to them in August, 
1896. and they proclaimed to the world their emancipation. 

The revolution which broke out in August, 1896, was the work of the whole 


Iask, for information, is debate on this matter 
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people, prepared with solemn oaths signed in the blood of the con urors, 
drawn from each man’sleft arm, to befree or die. And amid cries of * Father- 
land!” they hailed the “Supreme and Sacred Association of the Sons of the 
Country” (Kataastaasavag’t Kagalangalang na Katipunan ng mga Anak ng 
Bayan). That work was eminently great; it was a present example for ail 
time, and a fitting apopee for poetand historian, though it hasas yet failed to 
achieve the result due toit; its grandeur and abnegation, though insulated 
from the rest of the civilized world, have instilled an unconquerable will into 
the once despondent people and an energetic life to sustain the rights of the 
new nation. Thesonsof the Philippines, some of the people barefooted, almost 
naked, without money, withouta morsel of rice to appease their hunger, with- 


launched themselves on the batteries of their enemies and, with banners fly- 
ing, rushed literally into the mouth of cannon vomiting red destruction upon 
They cried: “‘Assassinate us, drink our blood and eat our flesh, 
but we will be free!” 

Hunger, cold, the sun's heat, mud, rain, and all the privations and suffer- 
ings of a merciless war, an almost certain death in campaigns undertaken 
without weapons, served but to stimulate their heroic hearts. The tears of 
mothers, wives, and children served only to spread throughout the people 
of the archipelago the unanimous cry, ** Independence or death!” 

It has been untruly said, but perhaps only ignorantly on the part of some, 
that when the revolution of 1896 broke out the country was not asking for in 
dependence. Those who say this, if they are honest in so saying, are simply 
without knowledge of the great association of the Katipunan and are igno- 
rant of its noble principles and high aims. 

The Katipunan is the worthy and legitimate creation of the unfortunate 
Andres Bonifacio. It was founded in his house, Sagunto street, Tondo, be- 
tween 6 and 7 o'clock in the evening of the 7th day of July, 1892. Andres 
Bonifacio assembled his best friends, Teodoro Plata, Valenyin Diaz, Ladislao 
Diwa, Deodato Arellano, and Ildefonso Laure}, and proposed to them the 
creation of a supreme association of the sons of the country, whose only 
object was to be the independence of the country under the protectorate of 
Spain, or of Japan in the event of the failure of the former. The idea met 
with serene and enthusiasm, and immediately the propaganda thereof was 
commenced. 

The people who felt their hearts throb with the resolve to be free joyfully 
allied themselves tothe Katipunan, and thus inall the suburbs of the capital, 
in all the provinces, in all the towns and villages of the archipelago, hundreds 











absolutely all, belonged tothe genuine Philippine populace, from its founders 
to the last member who joined before the insurrection. Bonifacio was a 
warehouse clerk in a firm; Plata, Diwa,and Diaz were humble officials in the 
law offices; Arellano was a clerk in one of the offices of the State,and Laurel 
was a retail merchant. 

Toward the middle of 1894 they went on an exploring expedition in the 
mountains of San Mateoand Montalban. The party was composed of Andres 
Bonifacio, Aurello Tolentino, Emilio Jacinto, Francisco del Castillo, Faustino 
Manalak, Valeriano Dalida, Pedro Zabala, Restituto Javier, and Nicomedes 
Carrein. They visited the caves of Makarok and Pamitinan. In the latter 
they initiated the leader of all the ‘‘remontadoe”’ in San Mateo Mountains 
and in the province of Morong. They advanced tothe inner part of the cave, 
and there inside, where the air is rare, where the flames of their bamboo 


| torches gave no more light than a live coal in the darkness, where the smoke 


was suffocating, there was frantically given the first cry for the Filipine 
emancipation. Had the moisture and time respected the hardships of those 
explorers, the words “ Viva la independencia Filipina,”’ with the date, writ- 
ten with charcoalin the handwriting of Sefior Tolentino. would to this time 
exist on the dark wallsof thecave. Ah, it seemsasif it were only yesterday! 

Who now will dare to affirm that independence was not contemplated when 
the revolution broke out? 

Aguinaldo, the most prominent figure in the revolution, is the idol of the 
people, the constant object of their blessings and affectionate regards because 


| he understands the aspirations of the country; he strives unceasingly for her 


independence, he represents her highest ideals. Nevertheless, if this great 
man were to go out of the path the people have traced for him, if he should 
ever show weakness in the arduous labors he has undertaken, if his energies 
should ever fail him in the present difficulties, he would undoubtedly lose 
the nation’s love, and the blessings now showered upon him would be trans- 
ferred to whomsoever would realize better the nation’s aspirations and fur- 
ther the work which Rizal and his worthy companions have begun. 

In mentioning all these facts we want it to be understood that nothing 


| but the noble desire of bringing the truth tothe illustrious Congress has moved 


| us 


We want to lay before her these antecedents that she may bear them in 
mind and consider whether they deserve to be placed among the many data 
which she is collecting. It is not merely for the sake of the alleged facts pub- 
lished in annexation papers, but to tell the truth about the principles, means, 


|; and ends of the revolution; we want. as parties directly interested in the 





question, tc contribute to the work of solving the serious difficulty which 
weighs upon the country; we want not only a greater moral and material 
guarantee for America, but astable, permanent, worthy, and honorable peace 
tor the Philippines, our beloved country. We want, finally, to strengthen 
the bonds of friendship with those with whom we have shed our blood during 
the Spanish-American war, and who helped us to throw off the sovereignty 
of a mother, affectionate indeed, but weak and ruled by mercenary hands 
which oppressed us in a scandalous manner. 

Well, since facts are required for the solution of the present problem, we 
will give some of those which are in our possession. 4 

1. On the night of February 4, 1899, hostilities began between the Filipinos 
and Americans. Those who knew nothing of our people thought that wit. 
the capture of the general headquarters at Polo the Filipinos would lay down 
their arms. oe ace was taken, but no arms were surrendered. 

Then it was said, if Malolos, the birthplace of the newly born Philippine Re- 
public, was captured the Filipinos would realize the weakness of their army 
and would soon surrender. alolos was captured, but there was no thought 
of surrender. 

Then it was affirmed that the Filipinos did not surrender because they 
thought that the Americans would perish in the Rio Grande of Pampanga 
Province. The river was crossed, but they waited in vain for the surrender. 

It was believed that if San Isidro should happen to fall into the hands of 
the Americans the Filipinos would see that the revolution was being pur- 
sued, not only on the railway line but also on other sides, and that this 
vot compel them tosurrender. San Isidro was taken, and what happened? 
Nothing! 

It was contended that the capture of the northern provinces of Luzon 
would cause the revolutionists to despair. The said provinces were captured 
and the revolutionists, instead of surrendering, prepared themselves for an 
indefinite war. The Republic was suspended; the army was divided into 
guerrilla bands; Aguinaldo, whose whereabouts nobody knows, seems to 
command and direct everybody on the mountains and towns of all the Philip- 
pine regions. 

2. In May, 1899, Sefior Tolentino, who was commissioned by the junta of 
grominens Filipinos of this city and by the American Civil Commission, un 

er the presidency of Mr. Schurman, to establish a means for a mutual under- 
standing between the American Government and the Filipino 
went to San Isidro, Nueva Ecija, with the consent of General 
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verbal instruction of the latter and of the said commission. He obtained sev- 
eral formal interviews with Sefior Aguinaldo, Sefior Mabini, and other promi- 
nent men of the revolution, and spoke to them according to the instructions 
he had received. He stated that the Americans did not come to the Philip- 
pines to wage war on us, but to protect us, further our welfare, and defend 
our interests against unexpected and serious things which might befall the 
country; but in order to accomplish this, the surrender of the arms of the 
Philippine army was first necessary, without which the American arms 
would be compelled to annihilate everything relating to the Philippine re- 
public. To this everyone, without exception, replied that they preferred 
death to surrendering their arms, because, they said, her were striving for 
the independence of the country. Sefior Aguinaldo, on his part,replied that 
he did not want to have war with anybody, and still less with the Americans, 
but that he did want and would always want the Philippine nation to be 
recognized as such, even at the cost of oe the land with its people's 
blood. He further said that in view of the inferiority of his weapons, as 
compared with those of the Americans, it might happen that some day he 
would lose the hope of victory, but he would never lose the hope of dying for 
the independence of his country. : 

3. Since the revolution began until now the peaceful pacpte who are en- 
gaged in their ordinary vocations have liberally supported in private the 
national soldiers, and they seem to be disposed to support them all the time 
so long as the war lasts. 

4. It has been said that the continuous vicissitudes of a poor and toilsome 
campaign as that of the Philippine nationalists would initself kill the revolu- 
tion, compelling the former to find the living of their family in the labors 
which peaceful people always offer to those who desire them. Without con- 
sidering that the revolutionists are inured to these vicissitudes, we would 
say that perhaps they are right; but if 2 get tired there would be 4 who 
would take their places in the battlefield; and if 100 retire, 1,000 would take 
their places, as it happened during the insurrection against the Spaniards 
and still happens now all over the a. On the other side, it is evi- 
dent that misery, death, desolation in the towns, and all the horrors with 
which every war is attended only dissuade the self-sufficient and the rich, 
whilst we notice acontrary effect on the people, arousing in them spite, re- 
venge, in some perhaps despair, which darkens the future toward which 
they look with eagerness and hope. 

5. It has also been said that there would be a day when the revolution 
would not have even a grain of powder, and this would be a sufficient cause 
for it to die by itself. We dispute this, not for the reason that it would be 
possible to smugglearms in a place which might not be watched, but because 
the facts show that with “* bolos*’ the nationalist soldiers have provided and 


still provide themselves not only with ammunition, but also with arms, from | 


the enemy itself. That it is also necessary to destroy the bolos. Yes; it is 
necessary, but it seems, nevertheless, to be an impossible necessity, because 
if with 10 bolos they can get 1 rifle, with 10 bolos and 1 rifle they could get 3 
rifles; that makes already 10 bolos and 4 rifles, with which they could lay an 
ambush, and thus, alas, peace would only be an illusion. 

6. It has been said that no political aspiration is at the bottom of the rev- 
olution, but that it is only a pretext employed by the generals, leaders, and 
officers in order to enrich themselves by means of theft. This is disproved 
by the fact that, though violations and robberies are common in all the rev- 
olutions of the world, inthe Philippine revolution the very few Filipinos who 
committed dr 1s of this kind have all been summarily dealt with and given 
exemplary puuishment as a warning to the rest. Moreover. in order to belie 
calumnies so unjust, it must be borne in mind that there are many, a great 


many, people who before taking to the battlefield had very large fortunes, | 


but who afterwards came back without home, without clothing, and without 
a penny with which to feed their children. It is consequently unquestion- 
able that the revolution is pursuing a highly political ideal. Let its aspira- 
tions be satisfied, and we shall see if there will a single insurgent in those 
forests which recall such sad recollections to our afflicted minds. 

7. The hostile attitude of the nationalist soldiers reveals itself in a con- 
clusive way, in that they are ready to a the arms of the revolution, 
even at the cost of long and mortal sacrifice to be offered at the altar of the 
Philippine independence. The people, on their part, share this attitude 
morally and materially by lamenting their defeats, by celebrating their vic- 
tories, and by giving their support in every possible way, in attending the 
wounded, when the least possible military advantage has been gained, and 
in defending the new positions occupied. 

8. All the islands of the archipelago are supporting the arms of the revo- 
lution while they are waiting for the attitude which Luzon shall take, as 
they consider that on the decision of the latter hangs the ultimate destiny of 
the Filipino people. 

9. The Filipino government and congress, provisionally suspended, are 
the synthesis of all that the country thinks. Even the Moros of Mindanao, 
Sulu, and other islands desire and demand the independence of the country, 
convinced that this alone could satisfy the necessities and aspirations of the 
people they pegsenens. This is unquestionable, inasmuch as the constitu- 
tion of the Philippine republic has been celebrated with the greatest enthu- 
siasm in all the forests, mountains, barrios, towns, and cities of the archipelago. 

For these reasons and for thousands of others, which would be too Seal to 
relate, we think it to be urgent to seek the remedies which our beloved 
country demands in the name of humanity, and so relieve her from the ter- 
rible situation into which she has been led by long and bloody misfortunes. 
We have not hesitated, therefore, to present this appeal to the United States 
Congress, trusting that the latter may better understand the real aims and 
aspirations of our people. Therefore the appease Nation, bearing in mind 
not only the hervic history cf America, but also her sacred traditions, her hu- 
manitarian doctrines, and her democratic institutions, asks of America to 
cease her persecution of men struggling to be free against greater odds and 
greater wrongs than those which inspired the fathers of the American Re- 
public. We ask this of Americans in the name of Washington, in the name 
of Jefferson, in the name of Lincoln, in the name of justice, and in the name 
of God Eternal, Judge of the world. 

We have said that the Filipinos desire a solution that would satisfy their 
aspirations, but which would at the same time guarantee, morally and mate- 
rially, the sacrifices which have been made by America. Let us see what 
this solution is. 

The annexation of the Philippines to America as one of her States can in 
no way be admissible in the present difficulties. First, because the Filipinos 
see in the difference of races great impediments to political unity. Secondly, 
because we are 7,000 miles away from her shores. Thirdly, because the peo- 
ple think that they should live by themselves. 


The difference of race brings with it the difference of its traditions, lan- | 


uage, manners, policy, necessities, aspirations, and ways of thinking. This 
ifference is causing and will cause isagreement in everything that con- 
cerns the life of bot. races. It will cause deceit in their relations, since be- 
tween the two there is no real sincerity possible. It will cause a constant 
difference, if not direct ar. in their opinions regarding the past, the 
resent, and the future. It will cause continuous and permanent discord in 
ilipino-American societies. And, worst of all, it will cause a a tenacious and 
unavoidable distrust of the people in the administration of a mother who im- 
poses herself by means of force. 
The great tance which separates the Philippines from America will 








render direct communication between the two difficultand the burden of the 
political and military expénditure of the Philippine State heavier, to the dis- 
advantage of the country and the indefinite condemnation of the people whodo 
not make the laws which they are called ontoobey. All these things together 
are causing and will always cause the perversion of the truth regarding 
public matters in order to favor privateconveniences. Manis weak. It will 
mean ruin toall the productions of the country, for the exports must cease 
when the price of our products is raised beyond their real value, which will 
necessarily be the case, because the pay of workmen and officials will have to 
be raised and the commercial and industrial taxes increased to meet the 
Filipino political and military expenditures, occasioned by the expense of 
paying soldiers from across the ocean. What is more lamentable still, is that 
only those who have money would be able to go to America to learn the 
American laws and language, and thus the people would remain deaf and 
mute, and “ between the sword and the wall,” ready to step forward when 
they are told to step back and to step back when they are told to step 
forward. 

The ideal which the country has conceived to lead an independent life will 
compel her, even at the cost of cruel sacrifices, to threaten, to provoke, and 
attack in all occasions any hindrance to her aspirations. She sees in these 
aspirations a sacred purpose, and this makes her constant in what she pur- 
sues, because she shall never forget the generous blood which has been shed 
by her illustrious sons, from Burgos, Zamora, and Gomez, to those who are 
still struggling on the battlefields. There have been occasions when seeing 
so much bloodshed, sO many corpses, so much horror, and unable to refrain 
herself, she has given utterance to the desperate cry: ‘Let us all die there 
where our brothers died.” 

We have seen, therefore, in an unquestionable way that the annexation of 
the Philippines to America as a state would not be acceptable to the Philip- 
pine people. 

An ample autonomy similar to that of Canada or Australia would not be 
acceptable either, since itis not in accordance with the aspirations of the 
people as it has already been proven. 

The people established the ‘‘ katipunan” in order to proclaim their inde- 
pendence. They were prodigal inall kinds of sacrifices, they knew that their 
undertaking would cost them dear, but they persevered and are persever- 
ing in their ideal, and, what is more striking, the long train of bitter misfor- 
tunes neither brings them matter for reproach nor clouds the sky of their 
cherished hopes. 

Even supposing that America should force us to submit, and after many 
years of war the country should submit, as the lesser evil, to the proclama- 
tion of an ample autonomy, that autonomy would not produce asincere bond 
of friendship between the two people, because, having sacrificed herself for 
her independence, the cou atry could not look with affection upon those who 
would be the only obstacle to her happiness. She would always retain her 
aspirations, so that autonomy would be a short “interregnum,” which the 
country would necessarily take advantage of to regain new strength to be 
used in the attainment of her high political ideals, happen what may, and 
perhaps in some hour cf peril strike a fatal blow at a hated oppressor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate that the petition may be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iobject. Itis a treasonable denunciation of 
the Government and an attack upon all our soldiers. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there to be debate? I thought the Senator was 
delighted that we were to be dumb; butif heis going to speak—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No debate is in order. The 
Senator from Colorado asks unanimous consent that the petition 
be printed as a document. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. BACON. I am informed that the reading was not com- 
pleted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
been completed. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed it had been concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the petition. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the peti- 
tion, as follows: 


No! Autonomy would not bring the desired peace. There might be a rel- 
ative tranquillity, but this would be simulated and temporary. The greater 
the tranquillity the more reason there would be for fear; like a volcano, 
which smothers in its breast numberless destructive elements, concealing by 
the appearance of its crater the incessant rage of its infernal bosom, so that 
when it lets loose its passions the shock is more powerful, everything that it 
contains being belched forth far and wide as if to lay waste whatever it 
meets in its terrible passage. 

In giving this warning we do not forget the good Americans whom we sin- 
cerely respect; we are mindful of the rupture of our good relations with the 
United States; we are mindful of the blood which will again run on the soil 
of our country. Wesee in that autonomy a new and sorrowful page in the 
history of the Philippines, and therefore we can not but look upon it with 
horror. Our people have had enough of suffering. 

It has already been demonstrated that autonomy could not bringanything 
but serious grievances to America and the Philippines alike. Let us see if 
independence could produce mutual benefits for both countries. 

We have already shown that independence has been our motto, and, in 
order to secure this independence, the people swore to sacrifice their whole 
existence, if necessary. They have ap ealed to humanity, asking to have 
recognized what by rights belongs to chem, They steadfastly believe that 
their independence is their only salvation. Should they obtain it, they would 
be forever grateful to whomsoever shall have helped them in their undertak- 
ing; they would consider him as their redeemer, and his name will be en- 
graved with bright letters in the national history, that all the generations to 
come may read it with sublime veneration. 

America, consistent with her tradition, is the only one which could play 
that great réle in the present and future of the Philippines. If she recog- 
nizes their independence, they could offer her a part of the revenues of the 
Philippine state, according to the treaty which shall be stipulated; the pro- 
tection in the country of the merchandise of the United States, anda moral 
and material guarantee for American capital all over the archipelago; finally, 
whatever may bring greater prosperity to America and progress to the 
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country will, we doubt not, be taken into account in the treaty which shall 
be celebrated. 
That the independence of the country will be attended with anarchy is 
asserted only by those who, offending the truth and forgetting their dignity, 
represent the Filipinos under horrible colors, comparing them to beasts. 
Their assertions are backed by isolated acts of pillage and robbery. What 
revolution of the world was free from such deel At this epoch passions 
are unrestrained; vengeance finds opportunity to satisfy itsel?. private am- 
bitions are often favored by the occasion. Could such criminal deeds be 
avoided? Pythagoras said: “If you like to see monsters, travel through a 
country during a revolution.” 
Are the Filipinos not fit to govern themselves? It has been sufficiently 
proven that they are since the constitution of the Philippine republic down 
to this time, in which the government is compelled to seek refuge in the 
mountains It has always recommended itself on the Filipino character; it 
has always been respected by the people with reverence, and it has always 
been the protector of life and property and of all that which has come under 
its jurisdiction. 
The constitution of the Philippine republic has proven in a conclusive way 
that the Filipinosare fitted for an independent governmentof the archipelago. 
It is true that on certain occasions there have been afew slight interruptions 
tothe normal progress of the government. But these were unavoidable, since 
the attention of its prominent men not only could not exclusively be turned 
to their civil duties, being engaged by the American military operations; for 
with war, incendiarism, and the continual movement of entire towns and 
provinces the wisest government in the world could not make regular prog- 
ress. Furthermore, the future of the country was uncertain, and this 
caused, in spite of the good and united will of the rulers and the government, 
further irregularities 
On the other hand, it must be remembered that there were and are Fili- 
pinos eminent in politics, military affairs, letters, fine arts, law, medicine, 
commerce, agriculture,and a!l that relates tothe moral and material culture 
of man. The most ignorant Filipino reveals a refined quality in his civil life, 
‘an unusual submission to authority, a sublime patriotism which is not notice- 
able in everyone; and what is more remarkable is the fact that in spite of 
the religious corporations having declared war against Philippine instruction, 
there are only B® per cent of the people who can not write and read, and their 
eagerness for education and improvement is incomparable. 
This is no doubt the reason that made honest Americans to realize that 
the Filipinos are more capable of self-government than the Cubans. 
In order to end our appeal we will say, with the learned lawyer, Sejior 
Mabini: ‘To govern is tostudy the wants and interpret the aspirations of the 
people, in order to remedy the former and satisfy the latter.’ If the natives 
who know the wants, customs, and aspirations of the people are not fit to 
rovern them, would the Americans, who have had but little to do with the 
‘il:pinos, be more capable to govern the latter? 
We have, therefore, already proven— 

1. ‘That the revolution was the exclusive work of the public; 

a 2. That in preparing it they were moved by a great ideal, the ideal of in- 
ependence; 


s? 


3. That they are ready to sacrifice their whole existence in order to realize | 


their just aspirations; 


4. That in spite of the serious difficulties through which they are passing, | 
they still expect from America that she will consider them with impartiality | 


and justice, and will recognize what by right belongs to them, and thus give 
them an opportunity to show their boundless gratitude; 

5. That the annexation of the Philippines to America is not feasible; 

6. That the American sovereignty is not favored by the Philippine people; 

7. That an ample autonomy can not be imposed without violating the Fili- 
pino will; 

8. That the Filipinos are firm for self-government. 

From this it results that the only admissible solution for the present diffi- 
culties is the recognition by America of the independence of the Filipinos. 
In saying this we do not consider either the nullity or the legality of the 


Paris treaty on our country, but the well-known doctrine of the immortal | 


Washington, and of the sons of the United States of America, worthy cham- 
pions of oppressed people. 

Therefore we, in the name of justice and with all the energies of our souls, 
demand— 

1. That the independence of the Filipinos be recognized; 

2. That all the necessary information regarding the events which are tak- 
ing place, concerning the peaceful towns and places which are supporting 
the arms of the revolution, be obtained from Filipinos who, by their ante- 
cedents and by their actual conduct, deserve the respect and confidence of 
the Filipino people 

MANILA, July 15, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to renew the request I made that it be 
printed as a document. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And I shall renew the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials are 
still in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, [addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to make an inquiry of the Chair. This 
petition has been read. Will the names which follow appear in 
the Recorp? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection ismade. The Chair 
will state that there was an order passed at a former session of 
the Senate directing that no names should be printed wherever 
the body of a petition was authorized to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER. Dol understand that to be therule of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


1900. 


They will not. 
Then I willask permission to havethem put in. 
I object. 


Can not 


the Senator from Colorado or any other Senator move to have this | 


paper printed as a public document with the names? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to the 
opinion that such a motion might not be in order just now, but 
there are times when such a motion would be in order. Under 
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the rule, however, if the motion were made, the Chair would be 
| obliged to send it to the Committee on Printing, unless the Senate 
| should otherwisedetermine. The regular order now is the recep- 
tion of morning business. 
| Mr. TELLER. I did not make the motion to have the entire 
| petition printed because I thought it ought not to be made in the 
| morning hour, but I intend to make it later. 
Mr. HOAR (to Mr. TELLER). Putitin the form of an ordinary 
resolution, and then it will come up properly in the morning hour, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further peti- 
tions or memorials, reports of committees are now in order, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5404) to extend the privileges provided by an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 10, 1880, as amended, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
| referred the bill (S. 5365) to extend the privileges provided by an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 10, 1850, as amended, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5350) for the establishment of a subport of 
entry at Douglas, Ariz., reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5331) to provide an American register for the 
barkentine J. C. Pfluger, of San Francisco, Cal., reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5364) to establish a light and fog station 
at Point Dume, Los Angeles County, Cal., reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
| whom was referred the bill (S. 3852) providing for an additional 





| district judge in the districts of Minnesota and Nebraska, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


STEAM REVENUE CUTTER FOR BOSTON HARBOR, 


Mr. MASON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 5337) providing for the construc- 
tion of a steam revenue cutter for service in the harbor of Boston, 
Mass., to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massxchu- 
setts asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
| bill which has just been reported. It will be read to the Senate 
in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to purchase or build a suitable vessel to be used as a revenue 
cutter of the third class at the port of Boston, Mass.: Provided, That the 
cost of said vessel shall not exceed the sum of $50,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MASON. Iwill say to the Senator that the substance of 
the report is the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
be read, which is the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5337, 

sroviding for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for service in the 

Cot w of Boston, Mass., having considered the same, report with recommen- 
dation that the bill pass. The reasons for this conclusion willappear in the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, to whom the bill was referred, which 
is appended and made a part of this report: 





The Secretary will read the 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 6, 1901. 
Sir: I have the honor toacknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th 
| instant, inclosing bill S. 5337, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, providing 
for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for service in the harbor at 
Boston, Mass., and requesting me to furnish your committee with such sug- 
gestions as I may deem proper touching the merits of the bill and the pro- 
priety of its passage. . 
The revenue cutter Chandler, now employed on harbor service at Boston, 
Mass., has been worn out in service. It has been actively on duty for the 
| past thirty-five years. It did duty in the civil war, and was transferred to 
the Revenue-Cutter Service in 1865, at an original cost of $6,500, and it has 
cost nearly £35,000 to keep this vessel in order since. It is a wooden vessel, & 
very small tug, very slow, and not at all adapted to the work. 
Believing that this vessel should be romeess by a suitable one as soon as 
practicable, I recommend the passage of the bill herewith returned. 
Respectfully, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- lief of Maj. James Rockwell, jr.; which was read twice by its 
ent consideration of the bill? | title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. ) for the relief of 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REGULAR OFFICERS AS OFFICERS OF VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I report favorably from the Committee on 
Military Affairs a resolution calling for certain statements relat- 
ing to the Army. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
January 8, 1901, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish the Senate with the names of all officers of the Regular Army who were 
appointed to be officers of volunteers since May 1, 1898, the rank said officers 
held in the Regular Army when so appointed, the rank to which appointed 
in the volunteers, and the rank now held in the volunteers; whether any 
regular ofticers so appointed to volunteer regiments have been assigned to 
duty other than that of duty in the field with their regiments, the names of 
officers so detailed, with the date of the detail, the special duty to which as- 
signed, and where such special duty has been and is now being performed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think if that information is to be obtained, 
the quicker we obtain it the better. 
on the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I report favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Printing a concurrent resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] for the printing of hear- 
ings before the Committee on Military Affairs, for which I ask 
immediate consideration. 

The concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. BuTLER January 8, 
1901, was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed as a Senate document 15,000 copies of the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the Senate and the House on Army bill (8. 4300), 


of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5513) for the relief of 
Rosemond Le Blanc; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 5514) granting a pension to 
William Y. Turner; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5515) granting an increase of 
pension to John Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TOWNE introduced a bill (S, 5516) granting an increase of 
pension to John Frett, jr.; which was read twice by its title. and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 5517) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin F, Freeman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 5518) for the purchase of a na 
tional forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains; 


Is there objection to the pres- 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | ; 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 5519) for the re- 
lief of certain owners and occupants of land in Monroe County, 
Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 5520) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Utah; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 5521) for the establishment of an 
assay office at Provo City, Utah; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. CARTER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S, 5522) granting a pension to John J. Zimmerman; and 

A bill (S. 5523) granting a pension to Elizabeth K. Freeman. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 5524) for the relief of Dr. 
Charles B. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5525) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Warren Dumon; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. SHOUP (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5526) for the re- 


| of causes from State courts, and for other purposes,” 
| March 3, 1875, as amended by an act approved March 3, 1887; 


So I ask for immediate action | 


| of Columbia to acquire by purchase from the owners, 


| Marion McKibben; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Healso (by request) introduced a bill (S.5528) for the relief of 
Thomas M. Steep; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on the District of Colnmbia. 
Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred tothe 
Committee on Claims: 


A bill (8.5530) for the relief of Lucy B. Legrande, Catharine 
Jameson, Elizabeth H. Lester, Shirley B. Shackelford, Edwin A, 
Gibson, and the heirs of Henry Shackelford, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5531) for the relief of Richard K. Hughlett. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 5532) to amend section 3 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal 
approved 


| 
| A bill (8.5529) for the relief of John J. Mitchell. 
| 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. TURLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 12394) to amend an act entitled 
*An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1898, and to reduce 
taxation thereunder; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment increasing the salaries of 
the judges of the Supreme Court of the United States and of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States, intended to be 
proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment providing for the estab- 
| lishment in the Department of the Interior of a psychophysical 
laboratory, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to appoint a board of engineers to make an additional 
survey of an inland water route from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort 
Inlet, N. C., intended to be proposed by him to the river and har- 
bor appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment proposing to con- 
fer full jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment upon the claim of the Sisseton and Wahpe- 
ton bandsof Dakota or Sioux Indians for the annuities provided by 
the treaty with said bands on July 23, 1851, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $125,000 to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
Analostan 
Island, in the Potomac River, near the city of Washington, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appro- 


f Priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE ENROLLMENT. 
Mr. President, I desire to present to 
the Senate, and by that means to the public, two letters which I 
have in my possession, which I think the ends of justice require 


shall be made public. They are very short, and I will read them. 








The first letter is dated Maysville, Ark., December 10, 1900. It is 
addressed to me, and is in the following language 

Will you please inform me if there is an agreement made with the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs with Mr. M. M l ton, of Vinita, Ind. T 
125 families to be enrolled as Cherokees? Lamaclaimant myself a v 
paid Mr. Edmiston a good deal of 1 ey to attend to i get it all rigl i 
up for me. Now, I understand that the ;no contract to that effect, and 
f it is not so, Mr. E. has obtained 1 y under false pretel , as he has in 
{ “<i us that he had a contract t it effe with you 

Plea ve me allthe information you can concerni the claimants’ right 
in the itory. Please let me hear from you as early as possible and 
oblige, etc. 

Some other gentleman in the Indian Territory has sent mea 
copy of a letter written by this man Edmiston to one of those peo- 
ple. Itis proper for me to explain to the Senate that t! are 
thousands of people in the Indian Territory who are claiming the 
right to be enrolled as Cherokees, and there are some men claiming 
to be attorneys who are pretending thatthey can by some means, 


| by some sort of influence which they can bring to bear, have those 
people enrolled as Cherokees. This means is adopted for the pur- 
pose of robbing hundreds of poor people of their hard-earned 
money, when the men who are getting the money know perfectly 
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well that they can render them no service whatever, and they do not 
expect to render them any service. 
taining money by fraudulent pretenses. Here is the letter of Mr. 
Edmiston, referred to in the letter which I have just now read: 


ViniTA, IND. T., August 3, 1900. 
DEAR Str: Pressing business, after five months’ absence in Washington, 
has caused delay in writing claimantsas to present conditions. The fight was 
persistent before the committees. Our efforts from the first were to have an 
investigation of the works of the Dawes Commission. We won our conten- 


tion by securing the removal of Mr. McKennon, who presented matters for | 


legislation in favor of the Indians, as a paid attorney would be expected to 
do. His removal was a victory, as much interest exhibited by our opponents 
was lost when Mr. McKennon stepped down. 

We were promised by the Senate committee that our amendment would 
go on the treaty. The subcommittee of the House, acting independently, in- 
troduced the treaty bill without ouramendment. When Senator JoNEsasked 
for consent to introduce the same bill in the Senate, Senator STEWART, whom 
we had won to our side, objected on the proposition of right, that our amend- 
ment should go on the treaty. This prevented the bill then introduced in 
the Senatefrom passing. Later Senator JoNgEs agreed thata modified amend- 
ment made or suggested by himself should go on the bill. The amendment 
is as follows: 

“That claimants having Masters reports showing Indian blood, not to ex- 
ceed 125 families, to be named, shall be enrolled by the Secretary on proof of 
residence on April 1, 1900.” 

This was agreed to by members of the House committee who had opposed 
our claim. The following day Senator JoNgs arose to introduce the treaty 
with our amendment, when Senator MCLAURIN had the bill go over to De- 
cember, that the lease provision might be discussed. It is understood that 
the lease clause will be compromised and the treaty with our amendment 
will pass early in the next session. 

The Indians can not afford to accept the Curtis bill, and they will ratify 
the treaty with our amendment, which will admit about 500 or 600 people. 

Of course, the amendment cuts out those who have moved out of the 
tory with intent to remain away. 
those who have remained. 

It is important that 1 return to Washington to see that no slip is made and 
that the promises made us will be fulfilled. 

A very few claimants advanced the extra money to keep me in the capital 
so long, some of them paying more than $75. There is to bea cash expendi- 
ture of probably $500 to insure enrollment, besides my expenses. The claim- 
ants now in the Territory to the stated number have every assurance of en- 
rollment. The men who have advanced the money suggest that a list of 105 
families be made on the conditions that $10 be paid me by each family, which 
amount will be deducted from the contract fee of 15 per cent. 

My clients will not number more than 105 families. I wish to place them 
first on the list. As there may be families represented by other attorneys 
who may apply to me, it is important that my clients who desire to join this 
list do so at once. I will name the families in the order I receive them to the 
number of 105. If there are others, they will be left out under the amend 
ment 
aclaimant. This letter is intended for all claimants. 

I gave up my office for five months,and I will succeed, as I have always 
stated; but success will only come to those who do their part, which is small 
compared to my loss of time. You are at home conducting your business. 
A few dollars is nothing to you compared to my loss of time from family and 
business. Trusting you will see the importance of acting early, 


lam, very truly, 
W. M. EDMISTON. 


Mr. President, the statements of alleged fact in this letter of 
this man, intending to induce hundreds of applicants for enroll- 
ment to send him money, are absolutely false in every single re- 


We could not take chances in the loss to 


spect so far as they relate to the Indian Committee or to any | 
| to the desk. 


member of it, so far as I know and believe. 

All the claim on his part that he had Mr. McKennon removed 
from the Dawes Commission is the veriest nonsense. Mr, McKen- 
non saw the Secretary of the Interior and told him that on ac- 
count of private arrangements he wanted to resign. It was a 


matter strictly confidential between Mr. McKennon and the Sec- | 


retary. Neither mycolleague {Mr. Berry] nor I, who have known 
Mr. McKennon almost from boyhood, knew that he had any idea 
of resigning. We were told of it only at the time the Secretary 
was ready to fill Mr. McKennon’s place. He resigned because he 
wanted to go into other business; and yet this man Edmiston 
unblushingly publishes in a letter—it was not published in the 
newspapers, but sent broadcast throughout the country—that he 
had Mr. McKennon removed. He had nothing on the face of the 
earth to do with it. Mr. McKennon’s resignation was voluntary. 
There has never been a charge made @gainst his good name, so far 
as I know or have ever heard, except in this letter. 

The claim of this man Edmiston that he is attorney for 105 fami- 
lies and that he has some private arrangements with the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs by which he can have these people enrolled 
is nothing but nonsense. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the name? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. M. M. Edmiston. 
Ind. T. 

He comes here occasionally, and wanted to come before the com- 
mittee, claiming to represent somebody. The whole purpose of 
all this business is to induce a lot of people there to believe that he 


has some influence here, and that by paying him ten, or fifteen, or | 


twenty dollars, or fifty dollars, he will be able to do them some good, 
when everybody in the Senate and everybody who knows anything 
about the proceedings here knows there is not the slightest possi- 
bility of his doing so. 
may be made public and so that they can go to every one of these 
oor people who have been hoodwinked and deluded and robbed 
fe tkese scoundrels, so that they may know what the facts are. 


Mr. STEWART. I wish to say only a word. So far as my 
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It is simply a means of ob- | 





| the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry upon 


erri- | 


I desire the names and ages of each member of your family who is | 


I simply present these matters so that they | : 
| Saturday, the 19th of January, after the routine morning busi- 
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knowledge extends,every material part of that letter is false. 
Mr. Edmiston came before the committee and we heard him there. 


| We were willing to correct any mistakes and to listen to what he 


had to say and to what others had to say in regard to the matter, 


| No intimation of what we would do was made by me or anybody 


else, as Iam very certain, and the whole substance of the letter is 


| therefore absolutely false. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Arkansas request that the letters be printed 
as a document, or simply in the RecorpD? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I care nothing about it. I read 
them, and I suppose they will go into the REcorD and thereby 
become public. I do not care anything about it. 

PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHERS, 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following resolution; which 


| was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 


gent Expenves of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before 


| the Committee on Patents on the bill (S. 5089) for the relief of the widow of 


Isaiah Smith Hyatt be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to ro the hearings before 


‘ r q fouse bill 3717, known as 
the oleomargarine bill, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, 


Mr. MONEY. Iaskleave to withdraw the amendment of which 


| I gave notice, intended to be submitted to the bill (S. 4300) to in- 


crease the efficiency of the military establishment of the United 
States, and to present in its place, in order to correct verbal errors, 
another amendment, which I ask to have printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator asks that the present 


| proposed amendment be inserted in the RECORD? 


Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the former 
amendment will be withdrawn and the amendment now submit- 
ted by the Senator from Mississippi will be printed in the REcorpD, 
and lie on the table. 

The amendment referred to is as follows: 


And provided also, That each and every provision of this act shall continue 
in force utitil July 1, 1908, and on and after that date all the general, staff, and 
line officers appointed to the Army under this act shall be discharged, and 
the numbers restored in each grade to those existing at the passage of this 
act, and the enlisted force of the line of the Army shall be reduced to the 
number as provided for by law prior to April 1, 1898, exclusive of such addi- 
tions as have been or may be made under this act to the artillery, and except 


| the cadets provided for by this act who may be appointed prior to July 1, 


1908: And provided further, That no officer who has been or may be promoted 
under existing law or under the rules of seniority shall be disturbed in his 
rank. 

PETITION OF FILIPINOS. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask for the adoption of the order which I send 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado pre- 
sents an order, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the petition of certain inhabitants of the Philippine Islands, 
which has to-day been read in the Senate, be printed as a document, together 
with the names of the signers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has the Senator from Colorado 
ascertained the probable cost of printing this document? 

Mr. LODGE. It will be much less than $500. It is a very 
short petition to be printed, I think, The names, I understand, 
have all been taken off. 

Mr. TELLER. The names have all been put in type, so there 
will be no trouble in agreeing to the order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I just want to enter my pro- 
test against this violently treasonable document, an attack upon 
the United States, upon its power, upon its troops, a passionate 
appeal to continue to kill our men. If Jefferson Davis brough* 
along a similar paper after the battle of Gettysburg I do not think 
it would have been read and printed as a document to be circu- 
lated among the people of the United States, and it would have 


| been a mild crime in comparison with this. 


He lives at Vinita, | understand that the Senator from Connecticut objects. 


Mr. TELLER. Iask for the adoption of the order, Ido not 
Mr. HAWLEY. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator objects, it will 
go over for one day under the rule. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I object. 
Mr. TELLER. Then let it go over until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The order will go over. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR GEAR. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 


ness, I shall submit resolutions commemorative of the life and 
services of the Hon, Joun HENRY GEAR, late a Senator from the 
State of Iowa. 
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THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Army bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 4300) to increase the efficiency of the military estab- 
lishment of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont will be read. 

The SECRETARY. An amendment by Mr. ProcTor, on page 36, 
line 16, to strike out all of section 24 after the words ‘‘ Military 
Academy” and insert the following: 

Persons not over 40 years of age who have served as volunteers subsequent 
to April 21, 1898, may be ordered before boards of officers for such examina- 
tion as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, and who may estab- 
lish their fitness before these examining boards, may be appointed to the 
grades of first or second lieutenant in the Regular Army, taking rank in the 
respective grades according to seniority as determined by length of ae 
commissioned service; but no officer appointed under the provisions of this 
section shall be placed above another in the same grade with longer commis- 
sioned service, and nothing herein contained shall change the relative rank 
of officers heretofore commissioned in the Regular Army. 

Enlisted men of volunteers may be appointed second lieutenants in the 
Regular Army under the same conditions now authorized by law for enlisted 
men of the Regular Army. 

Mr. SPOONER. We had some discussion the other day as to 
the construction of this amendment. I understood the Senator 
from Vermont to agree that there should be inserted there the 
words ‘‘at any time,” the point being to exclude the construction 
that it required a continuous service. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iacceptthat. Letitread ‘‘shall have served.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido notthink that does it. Isuggest thatthe 
words ‘‘shall have at any time served” will cover it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Sezator from Vermont. 

Mr. SPOONER, Tke Senator from Vermont, if I am not mis- 
taken in the signs, is willing to accept my suggestion and is writ- 
ing it into the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. Inline3oftheamendmentI move 
to modify it by inserting after the word ‘‘ who” the word “shall,” 
and after the word ‘‘have” the words ‘‘at any time,” so as to read 
‘‘who shall have at any time served as volunteers.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator proposes to modify 
his amendment in that way? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be consid- 
ered as modified to that extent. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer a substitute for the entire 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be read. 

Mr. PROCTOR, I suggest the point whether the substitute is 
in order, It was understood that after the committee amend- 
ments had been adopted any amendments might be considered, 
and it was my impression that amendments to amendments were 
not to be considered at this stage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


mont is correct. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will bein order after the committee amend- 
ments are considered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be read for 
information, 

_ The Secretary. An amendment by Mr. DANIEL to insert, in 
lieu of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, 
the following: 

An officer or enlisted man of volunteers who has at any time been, or who 


The Chair is of opinion that | 
under the unanimous-consent agreement the Senator from Ver- | 


| 
| 








may hereafter be, mustered into the service of the United States, and who | . 
| ment of the officers there. 


may possess an honorable record, shall be eligible to appointment by the 
President, subject to confirmation by the Senate, to any office in the Regular 
Army of the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the unanimons-consent 
agreement the proposed substitute can not now be considered, but 
it will be in order ata subsequent time. The questionis onagreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is not this amendment in order now as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the Senator from Vermont? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the 


Senator {rom Virginia that as the present occupant of the chair | 


understands the matter there was a unanimous-consent agree- 


should be first considered, but that afterwards it should be in 
order for any Senator to move to amend them, or to substitute 
any matter for them. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course, if this is thought to be a breach of the 
unanimous-consent agreement, I shall notinsist uponitnow. Dol 
understand that the Senator from Vermont looks at it in that way? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understood the agreement and purpose to 
be that the bill should be perfected as the committee recom- 


mended, and that then any amendments would be in order, but not 
before that time. 

Mr. HOAR. The unanimous-consent agreement, as I under- 
stood it, went a little further than the Chair has stated it, because 
if committee amendments were to be first in order, of course it 
would be in order to amend them or to offer substitutes for them. 
The unanimous-consent agreement was that thereafter all amend- 
ments, even to those committee amendments or otherwise, should 
bein order. It was intended first to get the bill in the shape in 
which the committee wanted it, as if it were reported. So 1 un- 
derstand the substitute for the committee amendment now pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia will be in order later under 
the agreement, although it would not be without the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts is undoubtedly correct. The Chair 
did not think it necessary to state that fact. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think every Senator here who knows me 
knows that I would not trench upon a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. I have not the words of the agreement before me, but as 
I understood the agreement it was that gentlemen who had inde- 
pendent amendments to the bill to offer would not be precluded 
from offering them by passing by amendments now, and would 
be heard after the bill was perfected by considering amendments 
offered by thecommittee. I did not know orapprehend that there 
was any agreement that would cut off any member of the Senate 
from perfecting or offering a substitute for a proposition of the 
committee to amend the bill. Idid notsounderstandit. If that 
is the understanding of the Senate, of course I have not another 
word to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Virginia is not cut off. As 
I understand the effect of the agreement, it is that the amend- 
ments of the committee should be considered, and that those 
amendments should be open to amendment as though they were 
a part of the original text. So it is perfectly proper under the 
agreement at a later stage to move to strike out this amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not proper now? 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand the Chair to think not. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Chair thinks, andI submit this matter 
entirely to the judgment of the Chair, that it is not within the 
purview of the unanimous-consent agreement that this substitute 
shall be offered now, I shall not offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair regrets to say to the 
Senator from Virginia that it does so hold. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand. 

Mr. BATE. Dol understand that no amendment can be pre- 
sented as a substitute for a committee amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The opinion of the Chair is that 
under the unanimous-consent agreement it can not be done at the 
present time, but it may be at some subsequent period. 

Mr. BATE. I suppose after we have passed upon the amend- 


| ments which the committee have recommended. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on agreeing tothe 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Vermont as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. An amendment proposed by Mr. HawLey, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, on page 31, line 9, after 
“two hundred” to insert ‘‘and fifty.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know how the paragraph 
will then read. 

Mr. BATE. DolI understand that is the amendment relating 
to the Signal Corps, providing an addition of 50? 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The amendment relates to the Signal Corps, 
and has been approved by the committee. It adds 50 privates to 
the force of that corps, who are absolutely needed, in the judg- 


Mr. BATE, I had asubstitute that I proposed to offer for that, 
but under the ruling of the Chair it will goover. I donot object to 
this amendment, but I do not think it is large enough, and I shall 
offer an amendment calling for a larger number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 


The next committee amendment 


On page 39 the committee proposes to strike 


, i : | out section 37 and insert as new section 31 the following: 
ment entered into that amendments submitted by the committee | 


Sec. 31. That any officer of the Army now on the active list below the 
grade of brigadier-general, who served during the civil war, shall, when re- 
tired, be retired with the rank and pay of the next higher grade, except such 
officers as may be retired under section 29 of this act. This section shall 
apply to officers who have been retired on or since the llth day of August, 
1898, but shall not apply to any officer whose service on the active list does 
not exceed thirty-five years. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There ought to be more than that. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There is an amendment to the amendment in 
line 10, 
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The SecreTARY. Committee amendments have been agreed to| Mr. COCKRELL. Thatisright. Offer it now. 


in line 10, after the word * whose,” to insert ‘‘active:” in line 11 
the words ** 
‘‘in the Army, exclusive of service as a cadet at the United States 
Military Academy.” were inserted; so that the last part of the sec- 
tion reads as follows: 

This section shall apply to officers who have been retired on or since the 
lith day of August, 1895, but shall not apply to any person whose active serv 
ice in the Army. exclusive of service as a cadet at the United States Military 
Academy, does not exceed thirty-five years. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iwish the Senator would allow me a moment. 
There was an amendment made, I think, in line 5, by inserting 
the words ** prior to April 9, 1865.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair understands that, af 
ter the word ‘** war,” in line 5, the words ** prior to April 9, 1865,” 
were agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont 
if the amendment has yet been adopted striking out section 37? 

Mr. PROCTOR. In response to the question of the Senator 
from Texas I will state that the committee considered that a pro 
vision of this kind could not be properly matured and considered 
in connection with this bill, and that it could come up at any 
time as a separate measure. There is no immediate action pro- 
posed under it, and it was thought better not to incorporate it in 
this bill. There was no adverse action upon it in committee, but 
it was thought better to defer affirmative action. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iwill ask the Senator from Vermont if he 


will not pass for the present the Senate committee amendment | 


striking out section 37? I am looking into the matter and am not 
prepared at this moment, as my attention has just been called to 
it, and I should like to inquire into it a little further. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to that course. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask the Senator to allow section 31 to stand 
over. I have an amendment which I wish tooffer. I might offer 
it now, I suppose. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What page? 

Mr. TELLER, Page40. It is quite impossible to say what the 
Senator’s amendment is from hearing it read, or how the section 
willstand. If after the section is perfected and printed I shall 
have the same right that I now have | shall not insist upon pro- 
ceeding now. 

The PRESIDING 
pr tected. 

Mr. TELLER, There is an amendment, which I have offered, 
to strike out the whole section. 

Mr. ALLISON, Section 31? 

Mr. TELLER. Section 31, and to insert one which I have pre- 
pared. I have prepared that with reference to some of the officers 
who have retired under the thirty-years act. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has it been printed? 

Mr. TELLER. It has been printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has section 31 been passed over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by 
the committee have been agreed to, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My understanding is that the committee 
authorized the offering of another amendment, and I now offer 
it, to come in at the end of the amendment already agreed to. 

But this act shall not apply to any officer who has been placed on the re 
tired list by virtue of any special act of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that to be inserted at the end of section 31° 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want it to come in at the end of section 31. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted from 
the committee will be reported. 

The SecRETARY. On page 40, line 7, after the words “ thirty- 
five years,” it is proposed to insert the following: 

But this act shall not apply to any officer who has been pla 
tired list by virtue of any special act of Congrs 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have that section read as the 
committee want it perfected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
amended, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That any officer of the Army now on the active list below the 
lwho Y the civil war prior to April 9, 
ed with the rank and the next hig! 


pay of the © 
nay b P 


n t nignel 

tired under section 29 of this act 

ull ay rs who have been retired on or since the lith 

f August, 1S ut si not apply to any office acti rvice in 

the Army let at the United States Military Acad 

emy, does! . But this act shall not apply to any 

officer who has been placed on the retired list by virtue of any special act of 
Congress. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to one point. I think there is a little addition to 
his amendment. It was not in my charge, and I speak only from 
memory. Iithink there was a further provision that it should not 
apply to any officer who had received an additional grade on his 
retirement. 


OFFICER. The Senator's rights will be 


‘ed on the re 


‘ss. 


The section will be read 


as 


i auring 


rwhose ve Ser 


,exclusive « -a ead 
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on the active list” were stricken ont and the words | 


JANUARY 10, 


Mr. PROCTOR. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘There area number of officers on the retired 
list who have already received this grade. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And if they have, they ought not to have it 


Will the Senator put that in? 
Let the Senator offer it at the end of the 


| again. 


Mr. TELLER. There are a great many who have not received 
it who ought to receive it under this bill. 

Mr. BACON. I judge by the very numerous limitations that 
this provision is designed to meet the requirements of certa’n in- 
dividuals—I may be in error abort that—or, if not certain indi- 
viduals, ofacertain particular class. Doubtiess the Military Com- 
mittee are correct,in what they propose to do, but they know what 
the effect of it will be; we do not; and [ think it is due to us that 
the committee should with perfect frankness disclose to us how 
many will be benefited by this provision; whether it is so framed 
that if will cover a general ciass, meritorious, or whether it will 
be so limited as to be enjoyed by a very few. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this provision applies to 268 
officers. It is— 

Mr. BACON. Iwill state to the Senator that so far as Iam 
concerned that statement is sufficient for me. I do not know 
about others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri pro- 
poses to amend the amendment just adopted. The Secretary will 
read the proposed amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

But this act shall notapply toany officer who has been placed on the retired 
list by virtue of any special act of Congress or to any officer who has already 
ived such higher grade. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish tosecure, if I can, in this 
amendment a provision that it shall apply to those who served 
thirty years. I wish to know whether the committee are going 
to a!low that to come in or whether they are going to object to it. 
If they are going to object to it, I wish to present my amendment, 
and | am prepared to present some reasons why I think this is a 
very invidious distinction that they are making. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The committee deemed that it would be 
wise to extend the amendment any further at this time. 
ofticer retires at thirty years only at his own request. It is 
compulsory retirement. He retires because he wishes to en 
in business or because for some reason he thinks it is to his 
vantage toretire. Thereis no compulsory retirement after thirty 

| years of service. After forty years of service he may be ret red 
| by the President without his consent, and at 64 years of age he is 
| retired by operation of law. 

The committee deemed that it was unwise to extend the provi- 
sion any further. We know just how many officers are affected 

y it. It covers those who had service in the civil war and in the 
late wars. While, of course, the committee individually recognize 
that there area good many worthy officers who do not come within 
the provision, it seemed that this was quite as far as we ought to 
go at this time certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this provision is drawn ex in- 
dustria for the purpose of taking care of certain men and certain 
men only, and it is an act of great injustice that men who have 
served a limited time and who have been retired should get this 
advantage and men who have served a long time and been retired 
under other conditions should not get it. 

What the Senator says about retirement under the thirty-years 
act may be technically true, but he knows very well that a large 
number of officers have retired under the thirty-years act who 
could have retired under the disability act. There was no dis- 
tinction made between a retirement under the disability act and 
a retirement under the thirty-vears act. A retirement under the 
thirty-years act could be readily accomplished. Under the other 
act you must call a board and there must be consideration by the 
board and much delay, and frequently some expense to the purty. 

Mr. President, I havein my hand a memorandunrn of oneofficer at 


rec 


Without objection, the amend- 


un- 
An 
not 
raze 


ad- 


by 


air. 
least who sat down and wrote to the Department that he was en- 
titled to return under the disability act. He entered the civil war 
at the very commencement and had gone through the civil waras 
a volunteer. He had then been put in the Regu'ar Army. He 
had served for years on the frontier, and his total service was 
over thirty years. He stated to the Department that he was so 
incapacitated by rheumatism, which had followed him for several 
years, that he could no longer render the service the Government 
had a right to expect of him, and he ought to be retired under 
that act. If he told the truth in the letter which was written at 
that time he was entitled then to be retired under the act. He 
was retired under the thirty years’ act asa consequence. He gets 
nothing but a colonel’s pay, while men who entered the Academy 
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United States Army come in under the provisions of this proposed 
act and secure the pay of the additional grade. 

Mr. President, lam going toreadamemorandum. Idonotcare 
about bringing in these officers’names. They are all sensitive 
about those things. I happen to know this gentleman very well. 


| 
at Westpoint after he had served ten or a dozen years in the | 


Between January 1, 1861, and August 1, 1866, the number of 


| general officers, exclusive of staff departments and corps, of the 


It is suggested to me that a man might serve during the whole | 
civil war and be on the active list going from the Volunteer Army | 


into the Regular Army, and still not fall within this provision. 
That is the fact, and | am going to show it before I get through. 
Appointed from civil life first lieutenant, Fifteenth United States 


Regular Army was increased from 1 major-general and 3 briga- 
dier-generals to 1 general, 1 lieutenant-general, 5 major-generals, 
and 10 brigadier-generals—this is a Regular Army officer and he 
always has served in the regulars—an increase of 1 general, 1 
lieutenant-general, 4 major-generals, and 7 brigadier-generals, 
constituting 13 original vacancies. During the period the major- 


| generals and brigadier-generals who left the active list led to 


| casual vacancies, which were increased by the appointment of 


Infantry, and made regimental quartermaster; served during civil | 


war in various capacities with regiment in Army of the Cumber- 
land, and on staff duty as provost-marshal Chattanooga, Tenn.; 
acting assistant adjutant-general, inspector of District of Etowah, 
and at close of war inspector of the Department of Georgia, from 
which he was relieved in December, 1865, to join his company and 
regiment. 


at Atlanta, Ga., Augusta, Ga., Fort Morgan, Ala., and being sta- 
tioned at other posts. Stationed at Davids Island, New York 
Harbor, from fall of 1870 till spring of 1872, when he went in com- 
mand of his company to the Yellowstone River (marching from 
Fort Rice, on Missouri River), during which time he was in 
a number of interesting little skirmishes with Sitting Bull. 
Served at Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo., and Camp Sternburgh until 
July, 1874, when he went with regiment to Arizona, where, off 
and on, he served abouteight years, and where he performed very 
arduous service. 
in San Francisco on recruiting service; then back to Arizona; then 
to Fort Pembina, in Dakota, for four years, where the tempera- 
ture each winter was 45° below zero; then back to Arizona, with 
115° in the shade. He finally wound up as colonel Nineteenth 
Infantry, at Fort Wayne, Mich., but his health had been so 
impaired by hard work on the frontier that he was no longer fit 
for service in the field, and therefore applied for retirement under 
section 1243, Revised Statutes. 

I have here on my desk a certified copy of this officer’s letter 


Served until fall of 1870 during reconstruction times | 
in the Southern States, commanding at different times the posts | 


some of the remaining general officers to higher grades. All of 
the appointments were given to distinguished officers who, after 
appointment, served for a considerable time. As a result promo- 
tion was relatively slow—he is a Westpoint man—and numer- 
ous regular officers who had been major-generals and brigadier- 
generals of volunteers during the civil war of four years had to 
stand in the regular establishment as colonels and lieutenant- 
colonels, and several as majors. Thus was the subject rested. 
Some of the officers subsequently became generals; others died 
without promotion, and others stand to-day on the retired lists 
as colonels and in lower grades. 

In May, 1897, prior to the Spanish war of a few months 


insig 


| nificant when compared with the momentous civil war of four 


| as to the appointment of general officers. 


After four years in Arizona, he was two years | 


that he wrote detailing to the Department why he wanted to re- | 


tire from the Army. 


He stated that he had spent some time at | 


the Hot Springs and had received some relief there, but he felt | 


that he could no longer endure the hardships of military life. 
This man was brevetted a major for gallant and meritorious serv- 
ice in the battle of Missionary Ridge, Tennessee. He was brevetted 
lieutenant-colonel for gallant services in action against the Indians 
in Arizona on various occasions. He has a record that is as good 
as anybody’s, and this man, who is incapacitated for active serv- 


| 


ice on account of his health, is shut out by this provision which the | 
Military Committee, without any reason under the heavens that [ | 


can see, insist shall not be amended so as to give him an oppor- 
tunity as it would give to certain others, I admit. 

Mr. SPOONER. When was he transferred to the Regular 
Army? 

Mr. TELLER. 


the war. 


He was transferred to the Regular Army after 
Ido not know whether the date is shown here or not. 


Iam told that most of these people came to the Regular Army | 


about 1866. 


Mr. President, I have another case here to which I wish to call | 


attention. A soldier entered the Army from Michigan June 10, 
1861, and was discharged August 16, 1862, for a severe wound in 
the head received at Malvern Hill. 
reenlisted. He might have stayed out of the Army, but he re- 
turned to the Army as sergeant-major. He returned September 
6, 1862, having been discharged August 16, 1862. He was a ser- 


geant-major September 6, 1862, captain November 21, 1862, and 
was honorably mustered out of the Army October 12, 1865. He 


was a captain, United States Army, July 28, 1866, on the recom- 
mendation of Generals Sheridan, Hancock, Franklin, Custer, Sted- 
man,andothers. Hewasretired in 1868 for disabilities from wound 
in line of duty, brevetted major, United States Army, for gallant 
and meritorious services in the assault at Port Hudson, June 14, 


1863, nearly a year after he had been almost mortally wounded at | 


Malvern Hill. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
Regular Army? 

Mr. TELLER. He was only two years on the active list., He 
would like to have stayed on the active list, if he had been capaci- 
tated, but he said he could not stay because of his disability. Any 
persen who is acquainted with this officer and his record will, I 
elleve, Say Without any hesitation that there are few men on the 


How long was he on the active list of the 


Army roll, no matter what their service may have been, who are | 


better entitled to be considered under this generous provision of 
the Government toward the old soldiers than that major. 

I have another statement here that I wish to read. 
memorandum made by an officer. 
cares about having his name mentioned. 
know him. 


It is a 


I know him; Senators 


| by brevet. 


years—a new method, coupled with good intention, was observed 
Vacancies, through re- 
tirements, happenedinthegradeofmajor-general. Two brigadier- 
generals were appointed major-generals, and within eight days 
both of them were retired, at their own requests, without having 
been assigned to duty. in June two colonels were appointed 
brigadier-generals and similarly retired. 

After the commencement of the Spanish-American war the 
method of using vacancies, caused by retirements, for several pro- 
motions was continued, with the result that 13 officers were ap- 
pointed brigadier-generals, and, without assignment to duty, all 
of them were retired very soon after their appointments. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to complain of that, and I do not 
know that anyone does; but I do think that when we could go to 
the extent of making colonels brigadiers for the express purpose, 
and the only purpose, and the admitted purpose of giving them an 
increased rank upon which to retire, we ought to do justice to 
some of these men who have been on the retired list at the low 
rank of captain and major and lieutenant-colonel for many years, 
who had quite as much service as those whom we thus signally 
promoted, and in some instances very much more. 

The effect of such appointments has been to disturb the equi- 
poise of the retired list, in that juniors in rank, service, and age 
have been placed on the retired list and made seniors in rank to 
officers of the civil war who had been previously retired. Of the 
juniors so placed not one was a brigadier-general of volunteers 
during the civil war; three were brigadier-generals of volunteers 
Among the colonels thus made juniors the 1900 Army 
Register lists many colonels, in their order of retirement, with 


| periods of service ranging from forty-three to sixty-two years, 


I do not know whether he | 


ow I believe he would not get any benefit from this act | ' ' 
asitis. He gives a reason why this provision should be changed. | they had continued in the service would have received higher 


| general, or colonel of volunteers; and the Dep: 
As soon as he recovered he | 


against periods of service of forty-two years or less for their 
former juniors. And, moreover, the class of colonels, as citéd, 
had gained in the majority of cases the “ highest assignable rank” 
by brevet of major-general, brigadier-general, or colonel in the 
Regular Army during the civil war; and in addition many of 
them during that war held the rank of major-general, brigadier- 
irtment made jun- 
lors of some people who did not serve in the civil war at all. At 
least there can be found one or two instances of that kind, I 
know. 

Striking instances are apparent in the cases of Col. John G, 
Parke, who died recently, as you will recollect, who was a briga- 
dier-general and major-general of volunteers, commanded an 
army corps, and in 1865 brevetted major-general, United States 
Army; Col. Wager Swayne, who was brigadier-general an jor 
general of volunteers, and after the war colonel I 
United States Infantry, and major-general, by brev 
States Army. He lost his right leg in battle. 

If we pass to the list of retired brigadier-generals, we have th 
prominent cases of Horatio G. Wright and David S. Stanley. 
Both had commanded army corps and have brilliant records. 
Getty, Stanley, Abbott, and there may have been others, endeav- 
ored to get Congress to legislate them higher rank, but failed. 
They went upon the retired list with the rank they then held in 
the Regular Army. Since then we have superseded them with 
men whohad not seen any such servic red any such serv- 
ice to the Government as they rendered. 

Mr. President, I want to stop here a moment and say that this 
Army bill was drawn in the Army office, and it was drawn to 









> or rende 


take care of the pets of the Army. It has no intention, in my 
judgment (if it has,it absolutely fails), to do justice to th: men 
who are entitled to justice here, if any men are. The crippled 


soldiers who were retired at an early day because of their dis- 
abilities, who would have rather continued in the service, and if 
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rank and higher pay—in other words, Mr. President, the men who 
took their lives in their hands in the desperate fight and went to 
the front and were wounded and disabled are put below the men 
who either by fortune or otherwise escaped unhurt. 

I have on my table here a letter from a man who was nine times 
wounded, and brevetted on various occasions for his service in the 
Army, who was retired as a captain, and who will remain as a 
captain under this bill, while men who never saw an hour's serv- 
ice in the civil war were promoted from time to time and became 
colonels and are receiving colonel’s retired pay. 

Mr. President, if this bill passes it ought to pass so as to do jus- 
tice not to afew men selected by somebody at the War Depart- 
ment, but to do justice to the men who are entitled to it by virtue 
of their service; and if occasionally you should give tosome man 
who is not entitled to it, it is better to do that than that you should 
deny it to the great body of the men who were retired in the early 
days for disability and who are entitled to it. 

The disturbance of the equipoise is not confined to the brigadiers 
and colonels. It involves the lieutenant-colonels, majors, and 
lieutenants—many wounded in line of duty, and a number losing 
legs, arms, or feet—because promotion on the active list, due tothe 
promotions of major-generals and brigadier-generals, under the 
recent and well-intended method, as recited, have advanced some 
officers on the active list, and that advancement will pass to their 
advantage when they shall have reached retirement. 

The unintentional injustice done to the retired officers of the 
civil war, as indicated by the foregoing, should be remedied; and 
liberal action of the Congress should be extended to that end. 

And then the writer adds: 


The amendment proposed will, if adopted by the Congress, extend in part 
the desired relief. 


He then referred to the amendment offered by the President pro 
tempore of the Senate [Mr. Fry], which was then pending. It 
Was not ae in all respects, because it did not do justice to 
the men who had been retired under the thirty years’ provision. 

Mr. President, I wish to read one or two memoranda that I have 
here. Where a gentleman has written and sent his name I do not 
feel any hesitation in reading it: 


DEAR Sire: Section 31 of the House bill for the reorganization of the Army, 
as amended by the Senate committee, among other things, provides— 


This is a letter dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, December 31, 1900— 


“This section shall apply to officers retired on or since the 11th day of Au- 
gust, 1891, but shall not apply to any officer whose service on the active list 
oes not extend thirty-five years.” This proviso as to length of service on 
the active list precludes me from the benefit of the act an 
consider an injustice. 
lowing facts, viz: 

As a native of Virginia, and while still a very young man, I entered the 
Union Army as first lieutenant, Third West Virginia Cavalry, in 1862, and 
was regularly promoted and served in every grade up to lieutenant-colonel, 
being brevetted colonel and brigadier-general for gallant and meritorious 
services during the Shenandoah campaign of 1864 and the final campaign 
around Richmond and Petersburg in 1865 (see pages 220 and 356. Army Reg- 
ister, 1900); was honorably mustered out of the service June 30, 1865. 

August 30, 1880, President Hayes, of his own volition, appointed me major 
and paymaster, United States Army. I accepted and served faithfully as 
such until September 8, 1899, the date of my retirement on account of disa- 
lulity incident to the service, a period of nineteen years. 

During this entire time I held the rank of major, while numbers of officers 
who were captains when I reentered the service in 1880 were regularly pro- 
moted to the grades of brigadier and major general. At the date of my re- 
tirement, September 8, 1899, I ranked every major in the Army except two 
pay masters. 

Notwithstanding these facts and the further fact that numbers of officers 
have been recently promoted to the rank of major, colonel, and brigadier- 
general, and immediately retired, who had not reached the retiring age, and 
who were in the enjoyment of good health. 

And it is now proposed, as shown by the list of officers furnished by the 
Secretary of War to the Senate Committee on Military Affairs, that 280 more 
officers on the active list are to be promoted on their retirement under the 
bill in its present ane 73 of this number being colonels who will thus be 
made brigadier-generals, who the record shows only served on an average 
some five years as majors and three to four years as lieutenant-colonels, 
though it is true that their promotion up to this time had been slow. 

Notwithstanding under the provisions of the bill in its present shape my- 
self and other officers similarly situated are excluded from its benefits. 

These being the facts, as can be verified by the official records— 


Mr. President, I have verified this— 


and having honestly and faithfull served my Governmentas an officer on the 
active list in time of war and peace for over twenty-one years, and my rec- 
ord during this long service being without stain or blemish, I confidently ap- 
peal to your sense of justice and right to see to it that the clause in section 
dl of the bill which reads “That the benefit of the act shall not apply to an 
officer on the retired list unless he shall have served thirty-five years on 
the active list,” be stricken out or amended soas to give me the rank and 
pay = lieutenant-colonel on the retired list, which I have most justly 
earned. 


He says: 


In making the above statement as to my case I do not wish to be under- 
stood as advocating the passage of the Army bill now under consideration. 
Isimply desire that I be not unjustly discriminated against should the same 
be enacted into law. 

lam, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
J. 8. WITCHER, 
Major, U. S. A., Retired, Brevet Brigadier-General, U. S. V. 


Mr. PROCTOR. A paymaster? 7 
Mr. TELLER. A paymaster, but he had service. Under this 
act there will be some men retired who have not served in the 


does me what I 
In support of this assertion I beg to submit the fol- 
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civil war. I have a memorandum which was handed me by a re- 
tired Army officer, in which he says: 


There are now on the retired list 153 officers, who retired with increased 
grades, who did not serve in the civil war; 15 majors, 52 captains, and 37 first 
lieutenants who entered the Army after the close of the civil war. 


I have gone over the Army Register, and I find men retired with 
this increased grade who entered the Academy at Westpoint after 
the civil war had closed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Youramendment would include them? 

Mr. TELLER. My amendment would not interfere with the 
people who are on the retired list, but would take in many who 
are now cut out by this a provision of the law, 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understood the Senator to say that the pro- 
vision of the committee included men who did not serve in the 
civil war. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it might include them. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The languageis intended to be specific, and to 
apply to those who served during the civil war. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe that is now so. What I had in view 
was that, at the time the Senator first introduced the amendment, 
those officers might have been only perfunctorily performing serv- 
ice, because they might have entered after the war actually 
ended; butif the Senator takes that out the difficulty is obviated. 

There are two or three other matters I wish torefer to. I want 
to call attention to the fact that the Army Register is full of the 
names of men who entered the civil war, who went through the 
civil war, held high commands in the Army during the civil war, 
and then wentinto the Regular Army and were retired for disa- 
bility or retired after thirty years’ service, who are not promoted 
to this additional bounty, while men who were not then in the 
Army, who had not had four years’ service, who had not yet en- 
tered the Military Academy at Westpoint, afterwards going there 
and coming out, are now on the retired list with a grade above 
that of these men, and besides an additional grade. I havea 
letter from a retired officer on the list who has the service that he 
claims, for I have looked up his record in the Army Register. 
He says: 

1 may view the situation from the standpoint of personal interest, butcan 
see no good reason why officers whose good fortune it was to escape the ef 
fects of shot and shell during the civil war, so that they could serve in the 
war with Spain, should be retired with increased rank, and the officers whose 
disabilities resulting from wounds received in the prior and much greater 
war, that compelled their earlier retirement, should not be treated with the 
same consideration. 

I was wounded nine times, and received six brevets for gallant and meri- 
torious conduct in battle, and believe myself entitled to as much reward as 


any officer who escaped all injury during the war of the rebellion and lived 
in health and strength to serve in the war with Spain. 


Very truly, yours, 
SAM’L K. SCHWENK, 
Captain and Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel, U. 8S. A., 
Brevet Brigadier-General of Volunteers. 

Mr. President, there is one other thing I think I ought to state. 
The retired Army officers of the civil war are naturally older men 
than those who have retired since—those who entered the Military 
Academy at Westpoint, as I said, after these men had their four 
years’ service and sometimes have had ten years’ service either in 
the volunteer or theregularforce. Theseold men are disappearing 
much more rapidly from the rolls than the new men. 

I have here some memoranda furnished me by an officer who is 
a retired captain. He was avolunteer private. He became areg- 
ular after the civil war, and was retired because he did not have 
the good fortune to get at the head of the list. 

A large number of captains who reached the head of thelist, who 
got there by accident, who got there by the deaths of others on the 
list, were promoted when other men who served much longer and 
were retired practically at the same time, but not standing at the 
head of the list, were retired only with the rank in which they 
then served, while the men who succeeded in getting to the head 
of the list—which is no indication of superior merit or superior 
service—were retired with a higher grade. 

Mr. PROCTOR. With the permission of the Senator, I will 
suggest to him that his amendment would give this additional 
grade to certain men who have already received an additional 

rade. 
. Mr. TELLER. The Senator can amend it in any way to pre- 
vent that. It was not intended to do that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Those who have got to the head of the list and 
on examination are considered fit to take the higher grade will 
not be excluded. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. If the Senator will accept my 
amendment, he can make that amendment to it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I merely wanted to call the Senator's atten- 
tion to it. 

Mr. TELLER, I did not, of course, intend to give anybody an 
increased grade who had it; but it is intended, if I can succeed in 
having the amendment adopted, to give to these people what I 
think is justice, and to prevent what I think would be a scandal- 
ous favoritism by enabling one man, who has rendered no more 
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efficient service, to be their superior in rank and their superior in 


vy. 

* retired officer sent the memoranda to me which I am going 
to read. I happen to know him and to know something of his 
record. He says: 

In the ordinary course of events the old soldier is fast passing away. The 
officers who served during the war between the States are nearly all on the 
shady side of 58, most of whom are far beyond that, and many of whom are 
supporting large families and eking out a precarious existence on the pit- 
tance received by them on the retired list of the Army. 

I want to say that this officer retired as a captain, and retired 
as a captain simply because in doing his duty as an officer he had 
received wounds which incapacitated him for longer remaining 
in the Army. There is no demerit, Mr. President, in an officer 
being retired when he is incapacitated from longer staying in the 
Army. There is no special merit in an officer who, escaping the 
shot and shell in battle and who has not been broken down by 
arduous labor, can longer remain. There is nothing in the mere 
length of service which ought to entitle such an officer to rank 
over the man who was disabled and disqualified, and not only 
disabled and disqualitied from staying in the Army, but disabled 
and disqualified from following the ordinary pursuits of life, as 
many of these officers have been. 


As to what inroads death is making among them the following compara- 
tive statement of the deaths among them and those on the active list will 
show; and it should be remembered that the retired list is carrying a large 
number of young officers, and that a large proportion of the deaths occur 
among those officers who served from 1861 to 1865. 

The proportionate rate of deaths mene those on the active list and those 
on the retired list will appear by the following list taken from the Army 
Register for the years 1890 to 1897, the number on both the active and retired 
lists being given: 








Active list. Retired list. 

: ! a 
Year. Wamber ran — Number Number Deaths 
of men. | deaths. | 1,000. | 9 ™©2-| deaths. per 100. 

2,170 20 ll 501 26 5 

2, 169 38 18 548 31 6} 

2,159 14 7 582 33 64 

2, 156 22 11 665 28 6} 

2, 159 17 9 665 32 5} 

2,145 22 11 624 25 4 

2,148 23 ll 653 46 6} 

2, 164 18 8} 663 46 7 








This list shows the average death rate of those on the retired list to be 6 to 
100, while the death rate on the active list shows an average of less than 2 to 
the 100, and in the nature of human events the death rate is much greater 
among the older officers who served during the war of the rebellion. 

At the same rate of mortality, if no more retirements were made, the en- 
tire retired list, so far as relates to this class of officers, would become extinct 
in about fourteen years. It will not be a great while before all those officers 
who saw service during the rebellion will have passed beyond the river. 
These veteran officers are now stricken in years, with increased responsi- 
bilities and diminished ability to proviie for themselves and families. any 
of them have been retired without promotion when within a very few num- 
bers of the head of the list, when a year or two more service would have 
brought promotion, with increased rank and pay on retirement. 

By reference to the Army Register it will be observed that there are 15 
majors, 52 captains, and 37 first lleutenants who entered the Army after the 
close of the war between the States and who never saw field service, but who 
have been retired, many of whom were promoted over the heads of the gal- 
lant officers who served during that war. 

That an injustice has been done to these officers and that they are deserv- 
ing of some relief is admitted on all sides. The Adjutant-General, in his 
letter of January 25, 1898, speaking on this subject, says: 

The officers now in service who might reasonably expect some considera- 
tion are those who, notwithstanding long, faithful, and meritorious service, 
including that rendered in the late war, have not reached a grade higher than 
that of captain. Congress seems to have recognized such claims by the pas- 
sage of a numberof special bills for the benefit of officers of meritorious serv- 
ice so circumstanced, and many bills for this purpose have been introduced 
from time to time for the benefit of various officers that have not received 
favorable consideration. Equity would seem to require that some considera- 
tion should be extended to meritorious officers who served during the war 
and since who, notwithstanding a long active service, have reached only the 
grade of captain or lieutenant. Some of these have been retired and others 
are closely verging on retirement, either through disability contracted in the 
service or on account of the age limit. Some of these officers have received 
but scant promotion for their merit and length of service and would seem 
entitled to some consideration above that enjoyed by those of their comrades 
who have joined the Army since the close of the great contest between the 
States, uch might be suid in favor of so distinguishing and rewarding those 
having meritorious service during the war and since. Such action would be 
in line with the custom of most European countries of adding one grade to 
the rank of an officer of long and distinguished service upon his transfer from 
the active to the inactive list, which is apt to bea painful transition. I think 
a bill drawn to reward the captains and lieutenants who are now on the re- 
tired list after prolonged active service, including that rendered during the 
late war through disability contracted in the service, or through retirement 
on account of age after long, meritorious, and substantially continuous serv- 
- commencing in the war, might fairly claim some consideration from 

ongress. 


That is an extract from a letter of the Adjutant-General with 
reference to another bill, not to this bill. That bill provides for 
something different. 


The principle involved in such legislation has received the unqualified in- 
dorsement of General Grant, General Sherman, General Sheridan, General 
Hancock, General Doubleday, General Upton, General Smith, General Gib- 
bon, Secretary of War Ramsey, and others. 

It should be borne in mind that the provoeed legislation will not increase 


the number on the retired list. It will only benefit the officers who served 
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during the war between the States who are now on the retired list, and those 
on the active list who so served when retired. : 
The number of deaths during the year 1898 up to December — is as follows: 








There were 2,164 officers on the active list at the beginning of the Eroeent 
year, the percentage of deaths being a little in excess of 3to the 100, whilethe 
retired list, which contains 660, shows the percentage of deaths to be about 4 
to the 100, thus showing the percentage of deaths to be greater among re- 
tired officers, notwithstanding the fact that the active list has just passed 
through a war of several months. 

Should this measure become a law? There are now on the retired list 162 
captains, 61 first lieutenants, and 8 second lieutenants who would be bene- 
fited by its provisions, less the number of deaths which have occurred dur- 
ing the past year, and it would require an appropriation of about $125,000 for 
the first year. This amount, according to the paaenees of deaths among 
retired officers, will decrease about 12 per cent during the next year, and the 
percentage will be much larger each succeeding year as the Officers grow 
older, and it will be but a very few years at most when the appropriation 
would lapse for the want of beneficiaries. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should be glad to have the Senator read again 
the number of officers that would be affected by his amendment 
and not included by the amendment of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and the amount that would be paid to them for the 
first year. 

Mr. TELLER. This was handed to me, asI stated, by an offi- 
cer whom I know very well, who, after a good many years of 
arduous service both in the Regular Army and in the Volunteers 
during the civil war, was retired, and who is receiving now the 
magnificent sum of $1,800 a year from the United States, while 
men with no greater service and no greater claim upon the Gov- 
ernment are receiving the pay of a brigadier-general, because they 
were influential enough or had enough influential friends to pro- 
mote them to that high office before the time came at which they 
were compelled to retire. This officer says: 

Should this measure— 


I suppose he means my amendment, for he was then consider- 
ing another amendment which is practically the same as mine, 
except that I have included in mine the thirty years’ service pro- 
vision. 

Should this measure become a law, there are now on the retired list 162 
captains, 61 first lieutenants, and 8 second lieutenants who would be bene- 
fited by its provisions, less the number of deaths which have occurred dur- 
ing the past year, and it would require an appropriation of about $125,000 for 
the first year. 

Then he says that that, of course, would be a decreasing sum 
every year. He then says: 

It would seem but just and equitable that the action of the Government 
should be uniform and impartial in the application of general principles to 
all officers of the Army, and especially so in the case of those officers who 
served from 1861 to 1865. 

It may be added that the number of deaths among officers on the retired 
list who served during the civil war, during the year 1899, was 37, while the 
number of deaths among officers on that list who did not serve during that 
war was only 2, thus showing much greater mortality among those who 
served during that period than among those who did not so serve. 

It may be further added that there are now on the retired list 153 officers 
who were retired with an increased grade, but who did not serve during the 
civil war. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to know whether this committee 
are going to stand here and say that the men who have rendered 
distinguished service and who have held high commands, and 
because of their disabilities were compelled to get out of office, 
shall not be provided for, and that those who went as cadets 
to Westpoint after the war closed and have come in nearly ten 
years afterwards shall be placed on the retired list with this in- 
creased bounty of the Government. If there ever was a just 
proposition presented to the Senate, it is that these men shall be 
put upon an equality. If there is anything that is disgraceful to 
this nation, it is the attempt to give to one class of its soldiers a 
preference and advantage which their public services and merits 
do not require, do not demand, and do not justify. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment as to the 
statement he has just made that there were 158 ofticers—— 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and fifty-three. 

Mr. SEWELL. One hundred and fifty-three officers who were 
not in the civil war who have been retired at an advanced grade? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, with advanced grade; and I have two 
statements made by two different officers to the same effect. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ishould like to have that statement verified, 
because I do not know of it. Iam sure it does not come from the 
War Department. 

Mr. TELLER, If any man stood at the head of the list of cap- 
tains and he had not been in the service more than six weeks— 
that, perhaps, is not probable—but if he had not been more than 
six weeks at the head of the list of captains he got an additional 
grade. 

Mr. SEWELL. I know the Senator has made that statement, 
and of course it is honestly made, but where it comes from | do 
not know—that there were 153 officers who were not in the civil 
war and who have been retired with higher grade under the 
operation of law. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me to answer the 
question? 
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-, TELLER. 


Mr. PROCTOR. 


Certainly. 
I know of no class of officers who were retired | 


wi s incr 1 grade except under a general law passed some 
ten years ago, when promotion was exceedingly slow, and when 
there were first lieutenants who had served over twenty-five years 
‘ eutenants before reaching their captaincies. A law was 
passed that when a man reached the head of the list and was en 
titled by his rank to the next promotion, but upon examination it 
was found that he was physically disqualified for that promotion, 
he was retired at the advanced grade which he would have re- 


ceived in due cour 
ficafion. 
Mr. SEWELL. 
Mr. PROC 


se of promotion except for his physical disquali- 
Then, those men were ret 
POR, It wa 


ired for disability? 
retirement for disability, but I would 


not supp that the number could be nearly so large as stated, 

because I know during my experience it was not often the case. 
Mr. TELLER. I will insist that that statement is correct. If 

the Senator wants to verify it, he can verify it. I have made that 


statement on the authority of two officers who, distinct from each 
other, have gone over the record and who are interested in the 
matter. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is retirement for disability? 

Mr. TELLER. It is retirement for disability, of course; but 
there are men who have had larger service, longer service, and 
more arduous service, who did not succeed in getting to the head 
of the list, though they were the superiors in service of the men 
who secured the advanced grade. One man might get to be acap- 
tain in his regiment while another might remain a lieutenant for 
y* ars. 

Mr. SEWELL. Isuppose the Senator does not mean to charge 
that there is any favoritism about that? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh,no; I do not mean to charge the committee 
with any favoritism. 

Mr. SEWELL, Or the Department. 

Mr. TELLER. I regret that the committee does not see that 
this is a fair and just thing to do, and does notallowit. It seems 
to me that there are not two sides to this question. 

Mr. President, I want to show how unjust this bill was as it 
originally came to us, and, if it is changed, it must be by amend- 
ment here. 

I have here a brief military history of Col. Daniel W. Benham, 
of the United States Army. He was born in Ohio in 1837 and en- 
listed early in 1861 to subdue the rebellion. He was honorably 
discharged after ninety days’ service and reenlisted. He was 
appointed lieutenant, October 18, 1861, and served during the civil 
war in numerous battles. He entered the Regular Army early in 
the civil war. He served during that war and after that war. 
He also served in the Spanish war, and was commended by his | 
officers for excellent service. He likewise served on the frontier. 
I have here a list of the very numerous battles in which he was 
engaged. He retired July 23, 1898, and retired just at a time when 
this bill, after all that service from 1861 to 1898—I do not know 
whether purposely or not—leaves him out. 

A gentleman has sent me this: 


Some officers of my acquaintance retired after thirty years’ service (section | 
1243 R. S.), because the hard service they had performed, together with the 
unhealthy climates where they had been stationed, had impaired their health 
and made them unable to perform field duty. They could have gone before 
a board and been retired for ability, when they would have received the 
benefits of tl iment, but they supposed it to be as honorable to retir« 


under one law as anothe: 







That does not come from the gentleman whose case I have par- 
ticularly mentioned who had such arduous service on the frontier. 
*, President, I know something about these Army officers on 
the frontier. Amongst my acquaintances is an officer who is a 
captain yet. Ido not know how long it will be before he will be 
anything more than a captain—at least, I have not heard of his | 
being promoted. He will be promoted whenever his major 
dies or whenever his major gets out of the Army, and he will not be 
promoted until thatoccurs. This officer has served in all the In- 
dian wars for thirty years. He has served from the very extreme 
northern part of the United States to the extreme southern part, 
and I have had occasion to know of his service in the West for | 
many years. When he retires he will undoubtedly retire as a 
captain, because he is unfortunate enough to have a long-lived 
ofiicer ahead of him, which prevents his promotion. 

Mr. President, I am going to call the attention of the Senate to 
certain cases, because Lam afraid if I do not the Senator from 
Vermont will rather question some of my suggestions that you 
have some young men on the retired list. I do not mean to say 
that they ought not to be there, but they ought not to be there 
ahead of other people. On page2i7 of the Army Registeramongst 
those retired from active service I find John O. Skinner, who en- 
tered the Army in 1874. You will find by going down the line a 
gentleman who entered as cadet July 1, 1860, and so of course did 
not see much of the civil war. coming out in 1864, and who is on 
the retired list asa major. If you go down to the bottom of the 
list, you will find a gentleman there who entered the Army in 1861, 
served until 1865, then went to Westpoint and was graduated 
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there, and has been retiredas a major. He did not have anybody 
who could secure his nomination as a lieutenant-colonel or colonel 
and then as a brigadier. 

Mr. President, you will find on page 216 of the Register the 
name of Robert Craig, who entered Westpoint in July, 1862, and 
of course did not graduate until after the war was over. He ro- 
tired as a lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. SEWELL. How many years did he serve? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not finding any fault with it, but what 1 
am complaining of is the inequality, that men who served lon 
than he did are retired at a lower rank and are denied this addi- 
tional rank. 

Mr. SEWELL. It has often occurred that there have been 
casualties in the artillery or the infantry or the cavalry branch dur- 
ing our Indian wars by which certain officers got ahead conside1 
ably faster. 

Mr. TELLER. We all know that promotion is almost an acci- 
dent. One man drops out and another one immediately su: 
him. Sometimes the vacancy is caused by death and sometiimn 
by resignation, sometimes by sickness, sometimes by the fate of 
battle. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is absolutely so. 

Mr. TELLER. Itisnot a question of favoritism in promotion. 
There is not any there except when you reach the line of colone!] 
When 13 men were taken and put into the position of brigadier- 
general for the express purpose of being given the increased grade, 
i voted for the confirmation of every one of them, and was glad 
to doit. There were more than that—15. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say tothe Senator that that was done, 
as he knows very well, because they were the oldest colone!s 
the service, and they were incapacitated as colonels practically by 
reason of their age. They were just going out, and they were 
given a chance of retirement to allow younger men to come into 
the commands, 

Mr. TELLER. As I said to the Senator, I make no complaint. 
It was a wise and just thing to do. 

Mr. SEWELL. It was done by the deliberate action of the 
Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly: and thereby we said we want to re- 
ward these people. Now, I say you should not confine your 
reward to the colonels. The captain who would have been a col- 
onel if he had not been disabled by the shot and shell of the 
enemy ought to be just as much under our care as the men who 
secured safety from the enemy and rose gradually, not to a place 
higher than he deserved, and perhaps not so high, and became a 
colonel, You take special care of him and have no care about the 
captain or lieutenant. That is what I complain of. In my judg- 
ment, this bill works an injustice upon very meritorious men. If 
is not an equitable bill in that particular, and this feature of it 
ought to be amended so that it shall take in these other people. | 
do not believe the American people will complain or criticise 


| anybody who votes to put upon the Government of the United 


States an additional tax of $125,000 or $150,000 a year to do justice 
to these men. 

Everybody knows that the civil war, unlike the last war with 
pain, was a continuous war. There were men in the Army who 
ought every day, day by day, day by day, longer than the whole 
vanish war lasted. Every day they were under fire and every 
they were sleeping on the battlefield. There was in the ! 

t of the world no such war. For courage, for endurance, the 
world presented no parallel, simply because it was a fight betw: 
the great, vigorous Anglo-Saxons, It was a fight at home among 
our own people. You can not in modern times show battles lik 
we fought during the civil war, both sides contending, not sur- 
rendering when fifteen or twenty of the regiment were killed, 
surrendering only when the great majority in many insti 
went down. There are instances in the war on both sides wh 

a regiment was practically decimated and destroyed, rendered ‘n- 
capable almost of organization. I read the other day of a Norih 
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companies, which held an important point, was either killed or 
wounded. That is the kind of men who were fighting in that 
war, and you are going to take care of the men who served a few 
days in the Spanish war and forget the men who fought duri: 
the great civil war, and demonstrated, as it had never been dem- 
onstrated before, the fighting character of the American race. 

Mr. President, we are asking nothing but justice at the hands 
of the Government of the United States for these men, and we are 
asking it with full confidence, as I believe, that the American 
people will approve of what we will do in this particular. I do 
hope that the committee will not compel us to call the roll upon 
this, but will generously say that this amendment may be mado 
and these worthy and deserving men may be taken care of in their 
old age. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I do not propose to reply or to 
undertake to reply to what I consider the very unjust aspersion 
of the Senator from Colorado upon the War Department in regard 
to the preparation of this bill. It has not been prepared by the 
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War Department any more than every such bill must be. We 
have looked to them for the facts. The committee took the bill 
that came to us from the House as a substitute or an amendment 
in that form for our bill of last winter. Thatis what they worked 
upon, and not the War Department bill. I wish to say for the 
work of the War Department that it has not been in the least re- 
spect one that favored any class, but that it has been conspic- 
uously and remarkably impartial, not favoring any class, not 
favoring any staff department at the expense of another, but seek- 
ing to do, as no bill in my knowledge of War Department matters 
ever has, equal and impartial justice, giving each class as near as 
possible an equal opportunity for promotion. 

" Now, in regard to this measure, I have received many letters of 
the same tenor, some of them identical with those read by the 
Senator, from the same parties, and, without committing the 
members of the committee, I presume individually they would be 
vlad to see all promotion given to those officers who served in the 
civil war that could be consistently given. Most of the members 
of the committee served in the civil war on one side or the other. 
| wish to have the Senate understand what they are doing by this. 
They are practically giving this increased grade to all officers who 
served in the civil war and who have been discharged for any 
reason. 

The Senator gave the number on the retired list. There are two 
retired lists, the limited and the unlimited. I think he must have 
given only the limited list. 1 have not been able to get the fig- 
ures, but in the Army Register the two lists occupy 81 pages and 
a fraction, and in running it over as carefully as I could I should 
think there must be 10 names on each page, and nearly all of 
them, except those who have already been retired with the rank 
of brigadier-general or with an increased grade, would come un- 
der this bill. I think it would add at least five or six hundred to 
the retired list. It would practically wipe out the limited list and 
put them all on the unlimited list. 

What the Senator from Colorado said is very true—that there 
are a great many individuals who deserve this. I should be glad 
to have them have it. It is impossible to frame a general law of 
this kind that will not, unless we include everybody, exclude 
some whom we would be glad to include. The provision as re- 
ported by the Senate committee had been rejected from the House 
billon the floor of the House. I think itis proper tostate that fact. 
The Senate committee felt as though this was as far it was judi- 
cious to go at this time, but if the Senate choose to go further, I 
personally have no objection to make. I simply wish to have the 
Senate see how far they are going. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to say to the Senator that I am not mis- 
taken about the retired list. When you take out the people who 
have already received this bounty, the list will be practically asI 
have stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many? 

Mr. TELLER, Ireadit. I looked it over with the gentleman. 

Mr. SEWELL, I will say to the Senator from Vermont, if he 
will allow me, with the permission of the Senator from Colorado, 
that while I was ordered to report this adversely, I have not done 
so, because I wanted to hear his argument on the subject. I am 
perfectly willing to-day, so far as I am individually concerned, if 
the remainder of the committee will consider it, to let the matter 
go over until to-morrow and until we get more information from 
the Department as to this list. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the committee will get the statement 
of the War Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this is going over until to-morrow, I hope 
that somebody connected with the committee will give us an 
accurate statement, or as nearly accurate as possible, as respects 
how many officers this will embrace, so as to verify what has 
already been stated by the Senator from Colorado, Ifindthatthe 
appropriation for retired pay of officers of the Army for last year 
was $1,273,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; and it will be very much larger. 

Mr. ALLISON. So this involves in the neighborhood of a very 
considerable sum. 

- COCKRELL. It will soon be nearly as large as the active 
ist. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ascertain, before I vote for this 
amendment, what it will require in the way of payment. With- 
out discussing the question now, I think there is as much justice 
in the Senator's amendment as there is in the provision as it 
stands here, 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill as 
an original section or to be inserted where it may be more prop- 
erly placed. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia offers an amendment. Does he desire to have it read? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be read. 

Mr. PENROSE. 1 asked for its present consideration. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Thatcan not bedone. It will 
be read, printed, and lieonthetable. That is all that can be done. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been priuted. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent to have it considered 
now. I do not think there will be any objection toit. I have to 
leave the city this afternoon to be gone for several days. I ask 
to have it read and, if there is no objection, to have it considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of an 
amendment which he has offered to the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Let it be read. 

Mr. PENROSE. My recollection is that it is an amendment 
which has been printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been printed. 
be read to the Senate fc * its information. 

The Secretary. After section 41 it is proposed to insert: 

Sec. 42. That the distinctive badges adopted by military societies of men 
“who served in the armies and navies of the United States during the 
Spanish-American war and the incident insurrection in the Philippines” 
may be worn upon all occasions of ceremony by officers and men of the Army 
and Navy of the United States who are members of said organizations in their 
own right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
there is any law against it now. 

Mr. PENROSE. The purpose is to remove the discrimination 
which now exists in favor of the officers of the Regular Army, by 
giving official recognition to the wearing of such decorations by 
volunteer officers. I may be wrong, but that is the information 
given to me when I was requested to introduce the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isee no harm in it, but I do not see any abso- 
lute necessity for it. It seems to me those who are now out of 
the military service can wear the badges they please. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the rule as to those who served in the 
civil war? 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ithink so. 

Mr. PENROSE. Thisis simply to remove an unfair discrimi- 
nation against volunteer officers. It is an amendment requested 
by every volunteer in the recent Spanish-American war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to its con- 
sideration now? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
whether the soldiers of the civil war are now authorized by law 
to wear such badges? If they are, we ought to apply the same 
rule to these soldiers. If they are not, I do not see any occasion 
for the amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iam under the impression that the soldiers of 
the civil war are so permitted, but I could not answer the Senator 
positively on that point. I know, however, that the soldiers of 
the Regular Army are so permitted, and their decorations are rec- 
ognized by law, and if the veterans of the civil war are not so ofti- 
cially recognized, I will cheerfully permit an amendment to ex- 
tend the scope of this amendment to them. 

Mr. ALLISON. It ought to be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The members of the Military Order of the 
Loyal Legion, composed of officers, are authorized to wear badges. 

Mr. ALLISON. By law? 

Mr. HAWLEY. By law, I think. 

Mr. PROCTOR. And the Grand Army of the Republic? 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the Grand Army of the Republic. 
protected by existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. All right. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE. Now I ask the same favor of the Senate, as I 
have to leave the city in an hour. I ask consideration for the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert as an additional sec- 
tion, the following: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to have suit- 
able medals of honor struck, to be presented to the volunteers, regulars, sail 
ors, and marines who voluntarily remained on duty in the Philippi 
their terms of service had expired, and for this purpose a sum sufficient is 
norele sgge ypriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated. 

Mr. PENROSE. I offer the amendment in accordance with the 
message of the President recommending this legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to consider- 
ing the amendment now? . 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like the amendment to lie over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs will have 
a meeting in the morning, and we can settle it very easily. 


It will 


I should like to inquire whether 
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Mr. PENROSE. Allright. I only asked for its consideration 
because I shall not be present. If the chairman of the committee 
will see that it is brought up, I shall not press it now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We will have it considered. 

Mr. PENROSE, I offer another amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as additional sections 
the following: 


Sec That any person or persons or employee of any corporation or 
company who shall in any manner place upon or attach to, or cause to be in 
any manner placed upon or attached to, the flag or coat of arms of the United 
States, or any imitation or representation thereof, any advertisement, trade- 
mark, label, inscription, words, design, or device, or any representation of 
any person or thing, or who sliall exhibit, or display, or sell, or cause to be 
exhibited, displayed, or sold, or who shall hold in possession for exhibition, 
display, or sale, the flag or coat of arms of the United States, or any imita 
tion or representation thereof whereon is placed, or to whichis attached, 
any such advertisement, trade-mark, label, inscription, words, design, or de- 
vice, or any representation of any person or thing, shall be deemed guilty of 
amisdemeanor: Provided, That a national or State regiment or Grand Army 
post shall have the right to put upon the flag the name and number of such 
regiment or post. 

Sec . Any person or persons, or employees of any corporation, or com- 
pany, who shall imitate or represent, or cause to be imitated or represented, 
the flag or coat of arms of the United States asan advertisement, trade-mark, 
label, or device for exclusive or personal advantage, gain, or profit upon any 
material, article, goods, or merchandise, or who shall exhibit, display, or sell, 
or cause to be exhibited, displayed, or sold, or who shall hold in possession 
for exhibition, display, or sale, any material, article, goods, or merchandise, 
bearing, in any manner, any imitation or representation of the flag or coat 


of arms of the United States as an advertisement, trade-mark. label, or de- | 


vice for exclusive or personal advantage, gain, or profit, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor: Provided, however, That the devices now attached 
to the representation of the flag of the United States and used by the Grand 
Army of the Republic as the badge of their order may continue to be so used 
by them: Provided further, That any person, persons, or corporations now 
holding a copyright or trade-mark issued by the Librarian of Congress or 


Patent Commissioner upon which is the national flag shall cease using the | 


same,and may have a new trade-mark in its place, of same design without 
said flag, or a new onein its stead, free of Government fee. 

Sec. —. Any person or persons whoshall tear down, trample upon, or treat 
with indignity, wantonly deface, or destroy the flag or coat of arms of the 
United States, or any imitation or representation thereof, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor. 

SEC . That any person or the employees of any corporation or company 
violating any provisions of sections of this act shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine 
not exceeding $100 for the first offense and $500 for each subsequent offense. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the amendment? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I rose for the purpose of making 
an objection, and I should like to state the reasons why I make 
it. That subject has nothing to do with the Army reorganization. 
It is entirely an independent matter. It is a matter which has 
given rise to a good deal of discussion as to the proper bill which 
should be passed to prevent what is called the desecration of the 
flag. It has to be very carefully considered. I do not think there 
is any proper time for it to be considered now, nor do I think it is 
in order on this bill. Therefore I object. 

Mr. PENROSE. If I may be permitted by unanimous consent, 
I will state that there are several bills to this effect pending in the 
Senate. Congress has been about fifteen years holding under con- 
sideration the subject of flag legislation and has accomplished 
nothing practical. According to military regulations every pri- 
vate and every officer is compelled to salute the American flag. 
It is part of the military regulations. It seems to me it is perti- 
nent to this measure that it should be protected from desecration 
and from being used for commercial and advertising purposes. 

I know that this legislation isoverwhelmingly demanded by the 
patriotic sentiment of this country and is particularly demanded 
by the soldiers of the late Spanish-American war. If there is any 
bill at all in which it can be properly inserted, it is the present 
measure. It is unpopular in some sections of the country, and to 
insert this item, instead of hurting the bill, in my opinion would 
greatly strengthen it. It would be an assertion before the whole 


tional defense, not for the sordid purposes which have been at- 
tributed to it by those opposed to the creation of a standing army 
of this size. 
do would be to insert this amendment. 

As to the details of the amendment, I have taken the bills intro- 
duced by the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH] and the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLKs}, 
and I have carefully compiled the amendment from those two 
bills, one of the bills containing certain provisions which the other 
omitted. So I believe that it is a well-considered and a carefully 
worded piece of legislation. I hope the Senate will adopt it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
amendment is not now before the Senate. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
that is the end of the committee amendments. 

Mr. PENROSE. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 


which I ask to have printed and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
and referred as requested. 

Mr. ALLISON. What was the amendment just agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 31 as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. That does not preclude other amendments? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was passed over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought it was to go over until to-morrow, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair was not present when any such agreement was made. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado, or, I believe, the 
Senator from New Jersey, asked that the amendment might go 


The amendment will be printed 


| over until to-morrow to secure some additional information. 





| the Senator has proposed. 





| SEWELL. 


| the amendment is. 
country that this army is for the usual purposes of patriotic na- | 


Mr. SEWELL. Yes; in order to get information from the De- 
partment, which I have sent for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
go over? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was my understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will go over. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iask, then, what other amendments are pend- 
ing? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no other committee 
amendment apparently. The Chair lays before the Senate an 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL}, 
which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 


The committee desired it to 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 
On page 40, after line 11, insert: 

That the President is hereby authorized to select from the retired list of 
the Army an officer not above the rank of brigadier-general who may have 
distinguished himself during the war with Spain, in command of a separate 
army, and to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the 
officer so selected to be major-general, United States Army, with the pay and 
allowances established by law for officers of that grade on the retired list. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
if he has offered his amendment? 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that my amendment is on 
the Clerk’s desk. It was offered with the understanding that it 
would be brought up at the proper time, and I will call it up now. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think that should be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was laying the 
amendments before the Senate in the order in which they were 
offered in the Senate, in order to prevent confusion. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will offer my amendment, then, as an amend- 
ment to this amendment. I move to amend the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey by adding what will be 
read. 

Mr. SEWELL. Lintended to offer my amendment as an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will then offer mine to come before the words 
It will be the same in effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers an amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

The Secretary. Insert, to precede the amendment offered by 
Mr. SEWELL, the following: 

Any officer or enlisted man of volunteers—— 

Mr. DANIEL. That isa mistake, if you please. The Clerk is 
reading the wrong amendment. It was an amendment offered 
about three days ago, and it was printed. 

Mr. SEWELL. I havea copy of the amendment here, 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator kindly send it to the desk? 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, after line 11, insert: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to select from the 
brigadier-generals of volunteers two volunteer officers, without regard to 


age, and appoint them brigadier-generals, United States Army, for the pur 
pose of placing them on the retired list. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know what the purpose of 
Will the Senator explain it? 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that this amendment was 


| offered on consultation with a number of members of this body 
| with a view to giving an opportunity to the President of the 
It seems to me that the wisest thing the Senate could | 


United States to appoint General Wilson and Gen. Fitzhugh Lee 
brigadier-generals in the Regular Army. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And to retire them? 

Mr. DANIEL. And toretire them. They are the two persons 
the friends of the amendment have in view, but of course it leaves 


| it in the power of the President to appoint any two he pleases. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. What battles were these generals in? 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator can read the Spanish war history 
for himself. I am not here to give general information that is in 
the possession of everybody. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. if Ishould read it, my question would not 
be answered. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think that is the reason why the Senator asked 
it. It is obvious that he asked it on that account. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state that as far as one of these officers 
is concerned he was in the battles of the civil war and was one 
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of the most distinguished cavalry officers we had. The other you | eral Wilson. I think they are excellent generals; but it does seem 
all know, @ man who bore his saber on the other side, but who | to me that these positions ought to go to the men who see service, 
did immense service to this country while serving in Cuba as a | and by that I mean who have won their right to the promotion 
civil officer, and who was practically selected to command and | by the danger they have run on the field of battle, and that the 
lead the attack on Habana when it should come about. Ido not | practice is a pernicious one for Congress to step in and interfere 
know of anything more meritorious than the services of Fitzhugh | and place those who did not do the fighting over the heads of those 
Lee in connection with the Spanish war, and as far as General | who did. 

Wilson is concerned there was no finer soldier in the service. Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask what is the difficulty that is to be 

Now, Mr. President, I move to amend by adding to the amend- | met by the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. Is it 
ment of the Senator from Virginia the amendment offered by me. | because there is no major-general who can be appointed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This was offered by the Sen- Mr.SEWELL. I wish to say to the Senator from Colorado that 
ator from Virginia as an amendment to the one which was pend- | the amendment introduced by me covers the case of the most de- 
ing offered by the Senator from New Jersey. serving soldier we know of. 

Mr. SEWELL. I thought it was the reverse. Mr. TELLER. I did not ask who it was; I thought I knew. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The language would have to | But there is no vacancy. 
be changed a little perhaps. This is the present one: ‘* The Presi- Mr. SEWELL. He is the man who in a few days conquered 
dent is hereby authorized,” etc., and the amendment of the Sena- | the Spanish nation, the man who has even not had a brevet, the 
tor from New Jersey is ‘‘ that the President is hereby authorized.” | man who above all others in this country ought to be rewarded. 
I suppose it should read ‘‘ and the President is also hereby author- | They are all gallant people. The American soldier is gallant 
ized.” under any and all circumstances, and so is the sailor. 

Mr. SEWELL. Let it read ‘‘and the President is also hereby} Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not understand my inquiry. 
authorized.” Mr. SEWELL, I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on agreeing to Mr. TELLER. I did not ask who it was; I thought I knew. 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. What I wanted to know is the difficulty. Is there no vacancy he 

Mr. BATE. Let the amendment be read. can be putin? That is what I mean. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. Mr. SEWELL. He is retired now as a brigadier-general. I 

The Secretary read as follows: want to have him made a major-general on the retired list. 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to select from the Mr. I ELLER, He 1s retired already as a brigadier-general? 
brigadier-generals of volunteers two volunteer officers, without regard to Mr.SEWELL. Yes; asa brigadier. He is a major-general of 
age, and appoint them brigadier-generals, United States Army, for the pur- | volunteers, to be mustered out on the 30th of June, but he is re- 
pose of placing them on the retired list. tired from the Regular Army. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, as I can not find anything Mr. TELLER. This propositionis to create a major-generalship 
in the history of the Spanish war which shows that these generals | and put him in it? ‘ 
were in any battle, and therefore can not secure an answer tomy | Mr. SEWELL. On the retired list. 
question in that way, lshould like to make a still further inquiry. The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
I should like to know why promotions can not be made without a | theamendment offered by the Senator from Virginia {| Mr. DANIEL]. 
special act of Congress? The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will explain that to the Senator. Both of The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
these generals are above the age for appointment in the Regular | [Mr. SEwELL| offers an amendment to follow the amendment of 
Army. Itis on account of age that a special act is asked. the Senator from Virginia, which will be read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Suppose they were within the age, could; The Secretary read as follows: 
they still be appointed? 


And the President is also authorized to select from the retired list of the 


Mr. DANIEL. They could then be appointed brigadier-generals | Army an officer not above the rank of brigadier-general who may have dis- 
tinguished himself during the war with Spain, in command of a separate 


| 
in the Regular Army . 
n acy : : | army, and to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the 
Mr. PETTIGREW. And there is no statute which makes any | officer so solected to be major-general, United States Army, with the pay 
| 
| 
| 


difficulty in that direction? How is it with regard to promotions? and allowances established by law for officers of that grade on the retired 
list. 


I notice that whenever an effort is made to promote asoldier who 
has not been in any battle they come here; and Congress never 
promotes anyone except those who have not done any fighting. 
That has been the case during the Spanish war, atleast. I think | just been read. 
we have had three promotions by act of Congress of three men| Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, as I understand it, this is 
who were in no battle. | for the purpose of promoting General Shafter, an officer of the 
I suppose promotions can be had, if a man was in battle, for | Regular Army, and therefore the same reason can not be urged 
meritcrious service, even over the heads of the others; bnt if that | that was urged in favor of the other two officers. I suppose this 
man has not been in any fighting’ I understand he can not under | is done because of the fact that he was in command at Santiago, 
existing law be promoted over the heads of those who have served | and I am sure there is nothing I can find in the history of that 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
| to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, which has 


longer. | contest which justifies Congress in making an exception in this 
Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me tocall his attention | case. 
to the case of General Wheeler, a man who, utterly used up phys- Therefore I am opposed to the amendment. Iam opposed to 


ically, got in an ambulance to go to the front at the battle of San’| this method of promoting people. We are quite liable to take 
Juan? people who have not done any fighting and promote them, or to 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I was referring to promotions in the Reg- | promote people and give them credit for that fighting which was 
ular Army. done by somebody else. This would bea case of the latter, because 
Mr.SEWELL. He has been promoted. He was one of this | at Santiago the fighting was not done by Shafter. It was done by 
class. Wheeler, Fitzhugh Lee, Wilson, and myself were appointed | Wheeler. It was done by other officers in spite of Shafter, as [ 
major-generals. I, unfortunately, did not go, for reasons known | understand it. It seems to me to promote him over the other 
to the Senate, but the other three were the distinguished men on | officers of the Army, and to have Congress do it, and confer spe- 
both sides, North and South, who were selected and who did go | cial distinction for honor that was not won and service that was 
and who did do everything that it was possible for men to do under | not rendered isa pernicious practice. It isa practice of favoritism, 
the circumstances. and it ought not to be adopted. Nosuch further precedent should 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr, President, I had an opportunity to see | be established. 
one of these officers, General Lee, at the critical time just before I am well aware it is not pleasant to urge these objections; but 
the outbreak of the Spanish war. He was serving as consul-gen- | if I read the history of the Santiago campaign correctly, there is 
eral in Habana, and in my opinion was in as much danger every | nothing in it that entitles General Shafter to promotion. 
day as he would have been in the ordinary battlesofa war. He| Mr. WELLINGTON, Will the Senator from South Dakota 
stood up manfully, a good, strong American, and I think he richly | allow me a question? 
deserves, if he had not served at all, for his services there this Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 
promotion, for he is a true, good soldier. When he was in the Mr. WELLINGTON. Was not about the only action worthy 
service, I presume for good reasons he was not given the command | of note in the campaign at Santiago the naval battle fought in 
over the city of Habana, where he had been, where he was well | the bay? 
known and knew the people. Naturally he would have been Mr. PETTIGREW. I have here an account of the battie of 
disappointed, but he took service outside, and there was never | Santiago which, it seems to me, discloses to whose credit it is due, 
one word of fault-finding on his part; but he took pride in his | and it certainly is not to General Shafter. The battle fought by 
command and he bore the disappointment like a true soldier. I | the Navy in the bay was a brilliant affair. The conduct of our 
think he richly deserves this promotion. troops at Santiago was as fine as the conduct of American troops 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not wish to be under- | always is, and the charge that they made is a brilliant one and 
stood as throwing any slight whatever upon General Lee or Gen- | sustains the reputation of the American soldier as unsurpassed 
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by any other soldier in the world. But there is not one line that 
i can find which would give Shafter a particle of credit. It seems 
to me to be a bare matter of favoritism that this sort of thing is 
allowed and we permit this amendment to be adopted. 

I ask the Secretary to read the most authentic history of the 
battle of Santiago extant. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Who is the author of the book? 





Mr. BACON, Will the Senator please state by whom it is 
written? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It is Senator LopGe’s account of the 


battle of Santiago. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yuested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
But these reflections did not h 

+) ‘ } 


and é feeble battery, the s 
the plea 


The Secretary will read as 
Tre 


lp matters at El Caney that July morning: 
w fire. and the target smoke soon disposed 

int headquarters plan of taking the village in the course of an hour. 
There was nine hours’ savage work ahead before the desired consummation 
could be reached. The Spaniards, although without artillery or siege guns, 
numbered about 80) men; were entirely protected and under cover in astone 
fort, rifle pits, and strong blockhouses; knew perfectly and accurately all 
the range could not retreat without rushing on destruction afte rour troops 
surrounded them—a sharp incentive to desperate resistance. So, while the 








slow artillery fire went on, the infantry began to suffer seriously from the 
deadly Spanish fire. They worked their way forward, creeping from point 
to point, but it was very slow and equally costly. At half past 1 the situation 
looked badly. The Americans were holding their own, but losing far more 
heavily than the Spaniards. An order from General Shafter at this moment 
to neglect El Caney and move to the assistance of the troops at San Juan 
must have seemed like a grim satire, and was disregarded 


But the evil hour had really passed. The artillery fire was quickened.and 
the fort began at last to go rapidly to pieces under the steady pounding. 
Colonel Miles’s brigade joined General Ludlow in pressing the attack on the 
south; and then at last General Chaffee, whose men had been enduring the 
brunt of the fight, gave the order to storm, and the Twelfth Regiment sprang 
forwardatthe word, eagerforthecharge. Uptheravine they went tothe east 
side, then swung to the right, broke through the wire feaces, rushed upward 
to the top of the hill, and the fort was theirs. The enemy who had fought so 
stubbornly at rifle range could not stand the American rush; they had no de 
sire to be taken “by the hare hands.” The price paid had been heavy, but 
the dearly bought fort, in the words of an eyewitness, was “floored with 
dead Spaniards; a grewsome sight. Yet, even as the wild cheers went up, 
it was seen that they were still exposed, and a heavy fire came from the 
blockhouses. Lining up in the fort the Americans pauses volley after vol 
ley into these other strongholds, and the other brigades pressing home their 
charge the Spanish gave way, even retreat seeming less hopeless now than 
resistance, and fled from the village, dropping fast as they went under the 
shots of Ludiow’s men. By 4 o'clock the firing had died away, and El 
Caney, ata cost which proper artillery would have greatly reduced, had been 
won by the unyielding, patient gallantry of the American regular infantry. 

The Spaniards had less than a thousand men at El Caney, but they were 
under cover, strongly fortified, and knew the ranges. Shut in, desperate, 
and almost surrounded as they were, they appeared at their best,and fought 
with astubborn courage and an indifference to danger which recall the defense 
of Saragossa and Gerona. Worthless as the Spanish soldiers have too often 
shown themselves to be. behind defenses and penned in by enemies, they 
have displayed a fortitude worthy of the days, three centuries ago, when the 
infantry of Spain was thought the finest in Europe. Of this tradition El 
Caney offered a fresh and brilliant illustration. The Spaniards lost nearly 
500 men in killed, wounded, and prisoners, much more than half their num 
ber, and among the killed was the commander, General Vara del Rey, his 
brother, and two of his sons. On the American side the killed numbered 4 
officers and 84 men; the wounded 24 officers and 332 men—the loss falling 
chiefly on Ludlow’s and Chaffee's brigades, comprising the 4,000 men who were 
actively engaged throughout the day. 

The force was composed entirely of regulars, with the exception of the 
Second Massachusetts Regiment, in Ludlow’s brigade. These volunteers, 
never in action before, behaved extremely well, coming up steadily under 
fire and taking their place in the firing line. But the moment they opened 
with their archaic Springfields and black powder, which they owed to the 
narrow parsimony of Congress and to the lack of energy and efficiency in 
the system of the War Department, they became not only an easy mark for 
the Spanish Mausers, but made the position of more peril to all the other 
troops. Inconsequence of this they had to be withdrawn from the firing line, 
but not until they had suffered severely and displayed an excellent courage. 
The lack of artillery and the black powder made the assault on El Caney a 
work to which infantry should not have been forced. Yet they were forced 
to it.and supported by only four guns, but, splendidly led by Lawton, Chaffee, 
and Ludlow, they carried the position at heavy cost by sheer courage, disci 
pline, and good fighting, manifesting these great qualities in a high degree, 
and one worthy of very lasting honor and remembrance. 

Lawton and Chaffee and Ludlow had gone to E] Caney with a well 
purpose; but it is difficult, even after the most careful study and repeated 
reading of the official reports, to detect any plan whatever in the movements 
of the rest of the army. The troops had been moved up the narrow trail the 
night before, and at 7 in the morning Captain Grimes's battery opened from 
Ei Pozo Hill. Black powder again. and a magnificent target, so that the 
Cubans in the farmhouse, Rough Riders in the yard, and the First and Tenth 
Cavalry.all thoughtfully massed by some one in the immediate neighborhood 
of the battery, where they could be most easily hit, began to suffer severely. 
Then the two brigades of the cavalry division under General Sumner—the 
First, commanded by Colonel (now General) Wood, leading—moved down the 


defined 





road to Santiago. When the Rough Riders reached the ford of the San Juan 
they crossed and deployed in good order. Then acaptive observation balloon 
was brought along and anchored at the ford where the troops were crossing 


and were 1 ed in the road. As one reads the official statement of this 
fact comment and criticism alike fail. That such a thing should have been 
done seems incredible. The balloon simply served to give the Spaniards a 
perfect mark and draw all the rifle aa artillery fire to the precise point 
where our men were densely crowded in a narrow road. 

Fortunately the balloon was quickly destroyed by the enemy’s fire; but it 
had given the place and the range, and there the troops remained for nearly 
an hour, exposed to heavy fire from the forts and blockhouse, and from guer- 
rillas in trees, who here and elsewhere devoted themselves especially to pick- 
ing off surgeons, wounded men, and Red Crossnurses. There the men stayed, 
dropping under the shots of the Spaniards, able to do nothing, waiting orders. 
No orders from headquarters came; the situation was intolerable; retreat 
meant not only defeat but useless and continual exposure to a slaughtering 
fire. No other resource remained except to take rifle in hand and, with in- 
fantry alone, carry strong intrenchments and blockhouses defended by well- 
covered regulars supported by artillery. Still no orders, and at last the 
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division, brigade, and regimental commandg's acted and ordered for them. 
selves. Colonel Roosevelt led his Rough Riders forward from the woods 
and asking the men of the Ninth to let him pass through, the regiment of 
regulars rose and followed him, and then the whole cavalry division went 
out and on —— first hill, where there was a red-roofed farm house, whenco 
they drove the enemy. 

A pause here, a taking breath, exposed all the time to a heavy fire from 
the strong main intrenchments now in plain view. Again Colone) Rooseve}t 
calls on his men, starts, comes back because they had not heard, and off they 

again over the long, open space, more than half a mile, which separates 
them from the Spanish post. Thelineof blue figures looks very thin and very 
sparse to those who are watching it. Itseemstomove veryslowly. But itis 
moving all the time. Men stagger and drop, but the line goes on and up. It 
nears the top, the Spaniards break and run, and tbe cavalry division—six 
regiments—all mingled now, finds itself with the heights carried and the 
trenchments on the right in its firm but tired grasp. With it has gone the 






Gatling battery under Captain Parker, who,in really splendid fashion, has 
ke guns right at the front—a powerful ally and support in these trying 
moments. Colonel Roosevelt, who rode at first, has left his horse at a wire 
f id now finds himself the senior officer present and in command of a)! 


that is left of the six gallant regiments, having led dauntlessly and unhurt 
f the most brilliant charges in our history. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
South Dakota if it is his intention to have this book printed as a 
document after having it read? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will yield to a motion to that effect by 
the Senator from Montana if he desires to make it. 

Mir. SPOONER, Would not that violate the copyright? 

Laughter. } 

| Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course, if the Senator from Montana 
wants it in that form, I have no objection atall. Itisa very good 
book, | want to say. Ishould like to have the remainder of the 
chapter read. Itisnot much longer. I want to have read the 
comments of the Senator from Massachusetts on the battle, which 
come later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
If there be no objection, the Secretary will continue the reading, 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 


Meantime over on the left the regular infantry are repeatin 
fort of San Juan—the strongest of all the Spanish positions, and on a larger 
scale—the splendid work of the dismounted cavalry. This division, consist- 
ing of eight regiments of regularsand one of volunteers, was admirably com- 
manded and led by General Kent. They moved up the road on the afternoon 
of June 30, and started again early on the next. morning as soon as Captain 
Grimes's battery opened at El Pozo, with the First Brigade, under General 
Hawkins,in the lead. Theirorders were to keep their right on the main road 
to Santiago. They, too, were held back by the crowd in the narrow trail, and 
still further delayed by waiting for the passage of the cavalry division, who 
were given the right of way. As they began at last to advance slowly they, 
too, came under the Spanish fire; they, too, received the punishment brought 
upon the army by the luckless balloon, and thus crowded together, at a halt 
almost, suffered severely. 

The enemy's fire steadily increased; the shrapnel poured in where tho 
balloon had marked the position, and the sharpshooters in the trees busied 
themselves, as they were doing already with the cavalry division. General 
Kent attempted to send the Seventy-first New York through a bypath,so as 
to bring them out in their proper position with the First Brigade, but when 
they came under the heavy fire of the enemy the first battalion broke, and 
were only held from a panic by the exertions of General Kent's staff officers. 
The other two battalions remained steady, for the regiment was of first-rate 
material, and the trouble arose from their being badly officered, and besides 
being endowed with a colonel who apparently did not come onto the field of 
action. In the end they rallied, and many went forward in the final charge 
with the regulars, notably the company under the gallant lead of Captain 
Rafferty. But at the moment the confusion in the New York regiment still 
further checked the already impeded advance. The First Brigade had gone 
on without the volunteers, and the Third Regiment was hurried forward by 
General Kent into the blocked road, and finally pushed through the New York 
regiment. As they came out and crossed the lower ford, Colonel Wikoff was 
killed, and two lieutenant-colonels who succeeded him in command of the 
brigade were quickly shot down—all in the course of ten minutes. Yetnoth- 
ing could shake the nerve or break the discipline of this splendid brigade. 

Following orders, making all the formations, operating in companies, bat- 
talions, and regiments, on they went through the heavy undergrowth, waist 
deep through the streams, and across barbed-wire defi Nothing could 
break them as they went steadily and fiercely onward. The Second Brigade 
finally, led by Colonel Pearson, was pushed through in the same way beneath 
a galling fire, out of a narrow trail and across the ford. Two regiments of 
Pearson's men went to the support of the Third Brigade, one to that of the 
First. Meantime the Third Brigade, connecting with the First on the right 
and sweeping round through a heavy fire, turned the enemy's right, and 
shared with the First in the assault. On they went up a steep hill 125 feet 
above the level, tangled with barbed wires, and crowned with top trenches 
and the strong brick fort of San Juan. No artillery to helpthem. Regu.ar 
infantry, rifle in hand, were going to take this high and heavily fortified po- 
sition. Steadily and quickly they went at it, General Hawking, a noble fig- 
ure, white-haired, and with all the fire of youth in his gallant heart. leading 
a charge at the head of his two regiments. To those who watched itseemed 
to take a long time; but it was twenty minutes past i2 when the Third Bri- 
gade followed the First out of the death trap in the woods, and at half past 1 
the steady, strong moving mass of infantry had cleared an outlying knoll, 
crossed the valley, scaled the rough, steep hill, and with Hawkins at their 
head and the men of the Third Brigade sweeping up on the left, stood 
triumphant on the crest, where they fell to intrenching themselves, and 
sent the Thirteenth Infantry off to support the cavalry division, while the 
Twenty-first Regiment pushed on 800 vards farther and took an advanced po- 
sition. Altogether avery splendid feat of arms, very perfectly performed. 

One other movement was made on July 1 on the extreme left. General 
Duffield was ordered to move along the railroad by the coast and make a 
demonstration at Aguadores, in order to keep the Spaniards engaged at that 
point and prevent their attacking our left. General Shafter especially or- 
dered General Duffield not to sacrifice his men, but to ‘* worry the enemy.” 
When he reached the river at the point of crossing, he found that the bridge 
had been in part destroyed. The river also was deep and, according to Gen- 
eral Duffield's estimate 600 to 700 feet wide. He therefore made no attempt 
to cross, but kept the enemy under fire until 3 o'clock, engaging them again 
the next day, and carrying out in this way his orders to the entire satisfac- 
tion of General Shafter, aa recommended him for gallantry and good con- 
duct at Aguadores. The total loss in their skirmishes, when the Thirty- 
third Michigan behaved very well, was 2 killed and 15 wounded. 
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The battle of San Juan, as it is called, consisted really of two detached at- 
tacks on the hill of that name and the separate action of El Caney. There 
were 6,464 officers and men at El Caney and 7,919 engaged at San Juan, apart 
from the small brigade (3% all told) of lightartillery. There wereamongthem 
3 regiments of volunteers, but the Second Massachusetts, after suffering se- 
verely, had to be withdrawn from the firing line, on account of its black pow- 
der. and the Seventy-first New York was only partially engaged. 

Neducting these two regiments, there were 12,507 officers and men engaged, 
including of volunteers only the Rough Riders, who, like the regulars, were 
armed with modern magazine rifles, and who showed themselves on that day 
the equal of any regulars in desperate fighting; but_they numbered only 583 
of the more than 12,000 men brought into action. The ttle of San Juan, 
therefore,was preeminently the battle of the American regulars, of the flower 
of the American standing Army. Withscarcely any artillery support, armed 
only with rifles, they were set to take heights and a village strongly held by 
recular soldiers and defended by forts, intrenchments, batteries. and a tangle 
of barbed-wire fences. This is something which the best military critics 
would declare well-nigh impossible and not to be attempted. The American 
Army didit. Thatis enough tosay. They lost heavily, largely through the 
awkward manner in which they were crowded and delayed at the start. 
There were 21 officers and 220 men killed, and 98 officers and 1,280 men 
wounded, the percentage of the officers being remarkably high, except at 
Aguadores, where none were injured. On the Spanish side it is almost im- 
possible to get any figures of the slightest value, even their official reports 
being filled with obvious falsehoods and contradictions 

General Wheeler gives the number at El Caney as 460; the official Spanish 
report puts it at 520, of whom only 80 returned unwounded. Capt. Arthur 
Lee, of the British army, who has written by far the best account of El 
Caney, says there were somewhat less than 1,000 Spaniards in the works and 
that at least half were killed and wounded. As hisestimate of the lossesagrees 
with the Spanish report, I have acceptedit. The Spanish statement of their 
numbers at El Caney is so absurd, on their own report of losses, that Captain 
Lee's dispassionate estimate of the total force must also be accepted. 

The case at San Juan is much more difficult. According to Lieut. Muller 
y Tejeiro, quoting what professes to be official reports, there were only 3,000 
men defending Santiago, including the sailors, and only 250 men at San Juan 
Heights. This was so grotesquely 
is not easy to reach the truth. Muller gives 520 men at El Caney and 250 at 
San Juan, and in one place gives the total killed and wounded as 593 and in 
another as 469, both manifestly absurd losses for 770 men. The Spaniards 
said at different times that they had as few as 1,400 and as many as 2,500 at 
Las Guasimas, which hardly coincides with the statement that there were 
only 3,000 men in the city. 

Deducting Escario’s force, which came in on July 2, there were 13,000 rifles, 
Mausers and Remingtons, surrendered in Santiago City when it capitulated. 
which indicatesa total force of that number, unless we assume that each of 
Lieutenant Muller’s 3,000 soldiers carried 4 rifles. Asa matter of fact, the 
Spaniards had ultimately 12,000 to 13,000 men in Santiago; they had over 
0,000 along the line of defenses on the east side confronting the Americans; 
and the works at San Juan were strongly held by at least 4,000 men, as stated 
by Mr. Ramsdem, the British consul, a thoroughly trustworthy witness. 





Their actual losses it is not easy to detect through the clouds of falsehood in | 


the official reports; but as we know that they were heavier than the Ameri- 
can at El Caney, and also at Las Guasimas, we may safely assume that the 
case was nearly the same at San Juan, although they had all the advantage 
of cover and position. 
more men in the hospital than the Americans. 
ground bravely, fired heavily in volleys, and bore their punishment unflinch- 
ingly, but no where did they face the American rush and onset when they 
cameclose upon them. It was a hard fought battle, and both sides suffered 
severely, but the steady and irresistible American advance won. 

After the victorious charge there was still no rest for the men who had 
climbed the steep sides of San Juan. Worn and weary as they were. they 
went to work to make intrenchments, and with scant food—Colonel Roose- 
velt’s men feeding on what the Spaniards had left behind—they all toiled on 
through thenight. Atdaylight the Spaniards attacked, opening a fire which 
continued all ov. 
worked on, and the new intrenchments, now frowning down toward the city, 
grew and lengthened. At 9 o'clock in the evening another attack by long- 
range firing was made by the Spaniards, and repulsed. ‘The losses on the 
American side during this fighting on the 2d were not severe, us they were 
protected by breastworks, and the Spaniards were utterly unable to take the 
hill they could not hold from the men who had driven them from it when 
they had every advantage of position. 
doubtedly grave. 

With 3,000 men only on the extreme ridge at first, we were confronted by 
9.000 Spaniards. Our men were exhausted by battle, marching, and digging 
They were badly fed. Transportation was slow and supplies scarce, and they 
were at first unsheltered. Under these conditions some officers thought 
about and urged withdrawal, while General Wheeler, backed strongly by 
many of the younger officers, and later by Lawton and Sumner, opposed any 
such movement. The spirit which carried the heights of San Juan held them; 
but to General Shafter, away from the front and the firing line, the voices of 
doubt and alarm came with effective force. During the day he fluctuated 
from doubt to confidence. He wanted Sampson to try at once and at all 
hazards to break in, and he proposed to General Wheeler to move against 
the entrance forts of the harbor, thus giving a tardy adhesion to the wise 
plan of Sampson and Miles, which he had abandoned. 

Early on the morning of July 3 there came a dispatch from him, written 





under the first depressing influences, to the War Department, saying that he | 


had Santi 

fended, anc 
ments, and was considering withdrawal to a position which an examination 
of the map showed to mean a retreat to the coast. This news—the first re- 
ceived in twenty-four hours—came upon those in authority at Washington 
with a depressing shock. General Shafter was urged to hold San Juan 


0 well invested, but that our line was thin, the city strongly de- 


Heights, and in a confused hurry every effort was made to get together more | 


transports—none having been brought back from Santiago—and to drive for- 
ward the departure of troops. It was the one really dark day of the war, 
and the long, hot hours of that memorable Sunday were heavy with doubt, 
apprehension, and anxiety. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, 1 wish to make some com- 
ments upon the history of this battle. 

It appears from this description that General Shafter refused 
to adopt the plans suggested by General Miles and Admiral Samp- 
son to attack along the seacoast and have the support of our Navy 
in taking Santiago. He preferred to have the glory all to himself; 
and therefore he sent our troops into the interior without artil- 
lery, through thick brush, through narrow lanes, crowded to- 
gether, to attack hills armed by batteries and men sheltered by 


The question is on the amend- 


false that it is easy to throw it aside, but it | 


[tis certain that when the city surrendered they had | 
The Spaniards stood their | 


not to be taken without heavy loss: that he needed reenforce- | 
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Yet, despite the fire and the drenching rain, the men | 


Nevertheless, the situation was un- | 
| Miles which he had abandoned 
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intrenchments and covered with barbed wire fences. In other 
words, he did not send his artillery to clear the way; and the emi- 
nent historian says that hardly any commander of men would 
undertake such an experiment contrary to the lessons of history. 
Artillery should have been sent; but Shafter did not send it, and, 
according to this account, sacrificed the lives of many American 
soldiers because he did not send artillery and because the way was 
not cleared in advance by artillery. 

Finally, when the hills were taken, Shafter wanted to retreat, 
and would have withdrawn if it had not been for the men at the 
front, who refused to withdraw. It will appear from this history 
that the only order Shafter made during the battle was disre- 
garded. I read: 

An order from General Shafter at this moment to neglect El Caney and 
move to the assistance of the troops at San Juan must have seemed like a 
grim satire, and was disregarded. 

And that is the only order he made during the battle. He re- 
mained miles in the rear,in perfect safety, and gave one order, 
which would have been ‘‘a grim satire,” and must have so seemed 
to the men in the front, who disregarded it, and who won the 
battle in spite of the commanding general. For this the command- 
ing general is to be promoted by a special act of Congress over 
the men who actually did the fighting! 

The lack of artillery and the black powder made the assault on El Caney a 
work to which infantry should not have been forced. Yet they were forced 
to it, and supported by only four guns; but,splendidly led by Lawton, Chaf 
fee, and Ludlow, they carried the position at heavy cost by sheer couras 
discipline, and good fighting, manifesting these great qualities in a high de- 
gree, and one worthy of very lasting honor and remembrance. 

Lawton and Chaffee and Ludlow had gone to El Caney with a well-defined 
purpose, but it is difficult, even after the most careful study and repeated 
reading of the official reports, to detect any plan whateverin the movements 
of the rest of the Army. 

And this is the man we propose toespecially honor by a special 
act of Congress! Of course. 1f it is done, there ought to be some 
reason given to overcome this damaging testimony of the most 
eminent historian in this body. 

There the men stayed, dropping under the shots of the Spaniards, able to do 
nothing, waiting orders. No orders from headquarters came; the situation 
was intolerable; retreat meant not only defeat, but useless and continual ex 
posure toa slaughtering fire. No other resource remained except to take 
rifle in hand and, with infantry alone, carry strong intrenchments and block 
houses, defended by well-covered regulars supported by artillery. Still: 
orders, and at last the division, brigade, and regimental commanders acted 
and ordered for themselves. 

And for this the man in command, Shafter, is to be especially 
selected for special honors by Congress itseif! If this history is 
correct, his friends must certainly have been ignorant of it, or 
they would not have brought his name in here to have this record 
placed before the country. 

The historian further says: 

The American Army did it. That is enough to say. They lost heavily, 
largely through the awkward manner in which they were crowded and de- 
layed at the start 

* x * = + oe 

The spirit which carried the heights of San Juan held them, but to General 
Shafter, away from the front and the firing line, the voices of doubt and alarm 
came with effective force. During the day he fluctuated from doubt to con 
fidence. He wanted Sampson to try at once ¢ all havards 
and he proposed to General Wheeler to move against the 
the harbor, thus giving a tardy adhesion to the wise pla 

Early on the morning of Ji 
a dispatch from him, written under the first depressing ir 
War Department, saying that he had Santiago well inv 
line was thin, the city strongly defended, and not to be tak« 
loss; that he needed reenforcements, and was considering wi 
position which an examination of the map showed to mean 
coast. 

Shafter wanted to get under the guns of Sampson, where he 
could be safe and remain out of fire and out of range. He sent 
his men, without artillery, to take a hill by charging it. They 
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| had done all this, and held the hiil, and yet Shafter wanted to 


retire so as to get under the guns of the fleet! 

I remember well when the dispatch came, and I remember the 
feeling of the American people. I[t is fortunate that there was 
some one else at Santiago than Shafter. We had Lawton and 
Ludlow and Kent and Chaffee and Wheeler, who won the victory 
in spite of Shafter: and now it is proposed to especially promote 
Shafter for this blundering incapacity and inefficiency almost 
unparalleled in the history of a battle that was won. 

It seems to me, unless these things can be answered and over- 
come, there is no reason, unless honors have become cheap and we 
have them to throw away, why we should select a man who soin- 
efficiently sacrificed our troops on that occasion. Itseems to me, if 


| Congress has any honors especially to bestow, we had better stop 


bestowing them upon men who do not fight and give them to the 


| men who do, 


We have already promoted Corbin by act of Congress, though 
he remained in Washington during the whole war; and by act o 





Congress since the Spanish war commenced we have | oted 
Ainsworth, who kept the records and performed the duties of a 
clerk; and now it is proposed to put Shafter on the list, to empha- 
size the fact that Congress never promotes anyone by special act 


unless it is sure that he has not done any fighting. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before the Senator takes his seat, I should like 
to ask him whether the book from which he has read was written 
bya gentleman on the ground—a man whoknows. Isit not unfair 
to General Shafter to have this statement uncorroborated by of- 
ficial documents? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
observation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The eminence of the author of the book is 
a sufficient answer to the question, and if there is any official 
record that contradicts its statements, the friends of Shafter had 
better bring itin. I have no doubt that the eminent historian 


I do not think the Senator ought to make that 


who wrote this book thoroughly examined the records and took | 


the testimony of innumerable people, and that the statements can 
be reasonably relied upon as accurate and correct. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the whole record come out, however? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ThatIdonotknow. Ishould like to have 
the Senator, if he wishes more accurate information on this sub- 
ject, address his questions to the author of the book. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator seems to know so much about it 
and is so fully informed that I thought he would give us some in- 
formation as to the remainder of the disc!osures that might be 
brought out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not feel warranted in doing that in the 
presence of the historian himself. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Perhaps, then, he had better ask the his- 
torian. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, it is unfortunate that the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota never says anything good of anybody. 
He merely abuses everybody. His mind runs in that direction. 
I suppose he can not help it. Shafter was appointed in command 
of the Army, which consisted of about 18,000 men, selected as one 
of the best soldiers we had, the man who had settled up the whole 
of the Southwest. He had conquered the Comanche and all the 
surrounding Indians. He was the fighting man of the period 
from the civil war until the Spanish war, or until he had settled 


Perhaps the Senator can inform me on the 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripE]. I donot know how he 
would vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEy.] If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when the name of Mr. QUARLES was called), 
My colleague is paired, but Ido not know withwhom. I wish to 
say that he is detained from the Senate to-day by illness, 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). lam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the negative). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
QUARLES]|. He being absent, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HEITFELD. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
New York [| Mr, PLATT], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANNA (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw.ins]. I desire to 
inquire whether he has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
he has not voted. 


The Chair is informed that 


I have a general pair with him, and therefore 


| withdraw my vote. 


Mr. ELKINS. Iam paired with the Senator from Texas [{ Mr. 
CHILTON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS—41. 
Allen, Foraker, McCumber, Shoup, 
| Allison, Frye, McEnery, Simon, 
Bacon, Gallinger, McMillan, Spooner, 
Bard, Hale, Morgan, Stewart, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Nelson, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Harris, Perkins, Thurston, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pettus, Warren, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
Dillingham, Kean, Proctor, 
Dolliver, Lodge, Scott, 


the Indian question in the territory which came under his control. | 


I have known Ord to say, when in command of that department, 
that to Shafter was due the credit that was given him as coi- 
manding officer. 

My admiration for Shafter is on account of the genius that he 
displayed in the Santiago campaign. Many of themen with whom 
I served during the civil war would have sat down at the landing 
at Guantanamo and other points and waited until the time when 
in that sickly country the men would have been used up; but he 
did not do this. He knew the danger of waiting. He knew that 
he could not even wait to build a road to get guns up. He 
knew the valor of his men. He even left the horses by the sea- 
shore. I consider that he is entitled to great credit. 

The idea which he carried out, that he could fight better to-day 
than to-morrow or two weeks or a month from that time, gave us 
an early victory over the Spanish army and the Spanish nation, 
and to him is due the credit for the conception of that idea and 
for its execution. 

The idea of keeping away from battle line! 
place to be on the battle line. 


It is not a general’s 
It is to be at some convenient point 
where he can direct. There was never a question in his mind of 
retreat. It wasadvance, advance; gothrough the sand and every- 
thing else to strike the enemy, which he did. General Shafter 
made one of the greatest successes that we have in our history— 
the conquering, practically, of a great nation, with the help of 
the Navy afterwards, in a very short period of time, closing the 
war within a hundred days, and demonstrating to the Spanish 
infantry at Santiago that notwithstanding what they had, not- 
withstanding their defenses and their barbed wires, our men, with 
their usual gallantry, would carry something to cut the defenses 
and then rush on the enemy. 

Mr. President, General Shafter has never asked for anything. 

$y reason of the grumbles in the Navy about who should have 
reward, there bas been nothing done in connection with the Army 
on account of the Santiago campaign. He has gone to his work 
without any promotion. He has faithfully served his country on 
the Pacific coast, and all the officers who were his lieutenants 
have had their reward in regular promotions to brigadier-generals; 
but General Shafter remains there to-day on duty, retired as a 
brigadier-genéral, entitled to what I ask for him and what the 
country owes him, and, I trust, will give to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]}. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 


Fairbanks, McComas, Sewell, 


NAYS—11. 


Bate, Clay, Pettigrew, Towne, 
| Berry, Jones, Ark. Teller, Turley. 
Butler, Mallory, Tillman, 





NOT VOTING—34. 
Lindsay, 
McBride, 


Aldrich, 
Baker, 


Cullom, 


Quarles, 
Depew, 


Rawlins, 


Beveridge, Elkins, McLaurin, Sullivan, 
Burrows, Foster, Martin, Turner, 
Caffery, Hanna, Mason, Vest, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Money, Wellington, 
Chilton, Jones, Ney. Penrose, Wolcott. 

| Cockrell, Platt, N. Y. 


Kenney, 
K 


Culberson, yle, Pritchard, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. An amendment by Mr. PETTIGREW, to strike 
out all provisions in this bill which place an age limit against the 
appointment of meritorious volunteers to positions in the staff 
and line of the Regular Army, and add the following at end of bill: 


lt is further provided, That « t 


e-third of the original vacancies created by 
this act, in all grades, from colonel down to second lieutenant, in both staff 
and line, shall be filled by selection from the officers of volunteers who have 
been commissioned in their respective staff corps or arm of service since 
April 21, 188. The remaining two-thirds of original vacancies created by 
this act to be filled by selection from the officers of the Regular Army. 


Mr. PROCTOR. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 1 move that the amendment be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. DANIEL. There was so much noise in the Chamber thet 
we could not hear what the amendment is. I ask that it may be 
again stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The Secretary again stated the amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I inquire who offered the amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. TheSenator from Vermont moves to lay 
the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is an unusual motion, I think—at 
least, until the author of the amendment has an opportunity to 
state his reasons for offering it. I hope, therefore, the Senator 
from Vermont will withdraw his motion to lay on the table, and 
thus allow me to discuss it before it is voted upon, rather than 
afterwards. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
briefly. 








The amendment will again be 


Very well. We will hear from the Senator 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
withdraws his motion, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the Senator from South Dakota to yield 
to me to offer an amendment. 


The Senator from Vermont 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to move, on page 21, line 7, to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘ That’ down to the end of line 10 and to 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 7, after the words ‘‘ Provided, 
That,” it is proposed to strike out: 

All vacancies created or caused by this section shall be filled, as far as pos- 
sible, by promotion according to seniority of officers of the Inspector-General’s 
Department. 

And in lieu thereof insert: 


Promotions to vacancies above the grade of major created or caused by 
this act shall be made, according tothe rules of seniority, from officers now 
holding commissions in the Inspector-General’s Department. Vacancies cre- 
ated or caused “4 this act in the grade of major may be filled by appointment 
of officers who have held commissions as inspector-general of volunteers 
since April 21, 1898. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the amendment which I 
offer provides: 

That one-third of the original vacancies created by this act, in all grades, 
from colonel down to second lieutenant, in both staff and line, shall be filled 
by selection from officers of volunteers who have been commissioned in their 
respective staff corps or arm of service since April 21, 1898. 

A little over one-third of the Army employed to-day are volun- 
teers. This leaves all the places above colonel to be filled by those 
who are graduates of Westpoint, or from the Regular Army. It 
seems to me that itis no more than just and fair and right that one- 
third of the places from colonel down shall go to the men who 
have seen actual service in the field. Not only that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but this embraces the volunteers who served in the Spanish 
war, and not alone those who are now in the service and did not 
serve in the Spanish war, but have served in the Philippines, but 
that large number of men who served in Cuba and in the Philip- 
pines previous to the passage of the last Army bill. So the num- 
ber of officers provided for is out of all proportion to the num- 
ber of men from whom the selections are to be made, for under 
this provision two-thirds of the officers will come from the regu- 
lars, besides all of the positions above colonels of regiments. 

Therefore it seems to me that it is no more than just and fair to 
the volunteer service that this amendment should be adopted. 
The provision which we have made is inadequate and unfair and 
unjust. If it isleft to the Regular Army, of course the volunteers 
will receive as scant consideration as it is possible to bestow upon 
them. If it is left to examination, only those volunteers will get 
through who can answer the technical questions which will be 
propounded for the purpose of limiting their number to the small- 
est possible degree. 

I ask to have the amendment which I have offered separated, 
and I offer first the latter part of it, which I will send to the desk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota modifies his amendment, and it will be stated as modified. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

It is further provided, That one-third of the original vacancies created by 
this act, in all grades, from colonel down to second lieutenant, in both staff 
and line, shall be filled by selection from the officers of volunteers who have 
been commissioned in their respective staff corps or arm of servicesince April 


#1, 1898. The remaining two-thirds of original vacancies created by this act 
to be filled by selection from the officers of the Regular Army. 


Mr. PROCTOR. This amendment would compel the President 
to appoint one-third of the officers in all the positions up to and 
including the grade of colonel from those who had served perhaps 
one or at most two years over officers of the Regular Army who 
have served thirty-five or forty years. I do not think the amend- 
ment is worthy of any consideration, and therefore I move to lay 
it on the table. 

_ Mr. DANIEL. I rise toa point of order. I do not think it is 
in order to make a speech and then to move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is over- 
ruled. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Vermont, to lay on the table the amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER, Does the Senator from Virginia wish to ad- 
dress the Senate? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I wish to speak on this subject. 

Mr. PROCTOR, 1 did not so understand. 

Mr. DANIEL. I want to make a few observations on the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On the amendment as divided—on the volun- 
teer part of it? 


Mr. DANIEL, I desire to make a remark or two on the amend- 
ment before the Senate, 


The amendment will be 


Mr. PROCTOR. Very well, then; I will oblige the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. We can seek an opportunity hereafter, if it is 
inconvenient now. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
withdraws his motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am in favor of the amendment 
which has just been offered or some amendment of like nature. I 
do not think the Senate ought to engage in so strenuous an effort 
to deny to the citizen soldiery of this country, who came to the 
front to serve it in time of war, an opportunity to hold such 
offices as they may be fitted by experience and talent to hold, con- 
firmed by the judgment of the President and of the Senate. Iam 
a believer, Mr. President, in the freest kind of free institutions, 
and I believe that the Constitution of the United States has left 
this matter exactly where Congress would be wise to leave it also. 
It does not follow that because an officer has served as a volunteer 
the President will see fit to appoint him. Neither does it follow 
as matter of course that should the President make an inadvisable 
appointment the Senate would confirm it. But I consider that it 
is the right of every free citizen of this country to fight for his 
country, and I do not think that anything ought to be done by law 
to abridge the exercise of that right in such place and in such man- 
ner as his character, intelligence, service, and patriotism may befit. 

The view which the committee seems to take of the volunteers 
now is very different from that which Congress took of the volun- 
teers after the civil war. I can appreciate that there is some dif- 
ference, because the last war was nothing like so severe a one, 
but it seems to me that the Military Committee has gone too far 
in fixing it so that no volunteer, however distinguished, however 
fitted, however appropriate his selection may be, shall receive a 
commission in the Regular Army higher than that of first lieu- 
tenant. 

I have before me Public Act No. 181, approved July 20, 1866. It 
is entitled ‘‘An act to increase and fix the military peace establish- 
ment of the United States.” In that act there is a provision that 
the military peace establishment shall consist of 5 regiments of 
artillery, 10 regiments of cavalry, 45 regiments of infantry, and 
the professors and cadets at Westpoint, and soon. Now, as to 
the 4 regiments of cavalry to be added to the 6 then existing, to 
make the 10, it is provided: 

The original vacancies in the grades of first and second lieutenants shall 
be filled by selection from among the officers and soldiers of volunteer cav- 
alry, and two-thirds of the original vacancies in each of the grades above 
that of first lieutenant shall be filled by selection from among the officers of 
volunteer cavalry, and one-third from officers of the Regular Army, all of 
whom shall have served two years in the field during the war and have been 
distinguished for capacity and good conduct. 

In reference to the infantry it was provided: 

And all the original vacancies in the grades of first and second lieutenant 
shall be filled by selection from among the officers and soldiers of volunteers, 
and one-half the original vacancies in each of the grades above that of first 
lieutenant shall be tilled by selection from among the officers of volunteers, 
and the remainder from officers of the Regular Army, all of whom shall have 
served two years during the war, and have been distinguished for capacity 
and good conduct in the field. 

Respecting the Quartermaster’s Department, it was provided: 

And the vacancies hereby created in the grade of assistant quartermaster 
shall be filled by selection from among the persons who have rendered meri- 
torious service as assistant quartermasters of volunteers during two years 
of the war. 

So, Mr. President, it will be observed from this act, which was 
the organic act of the Regular Army in 1866, that Congress took 
particular pains to open the Regular Army to the entrance of 
meritorious volunteers who had served for two years. There 
were a great many more volunteers in the late war than there 
were regulars. There were over 200,000 volunteers. There were 
many more than had opportunity to distinguish themselves in 
battle. 

But the present volunteer force of the United States, some 30,000 
strong, has every enlisted man of it in the Philippine Islands to- 
day in the presence of the enemy. They have fought in those 
islands in over a thousand battles and skirmishes, the names of 
which are mentioned in the report of the Adjutant-General. 
There are many officers belonging to the Regular Army, which 
has 38,000 men in the Philippines, who are here in the United 
States, and there are some volunteer officers in the United States; 
but there are no volunteer enlisted men—not a company, not a 
squad—here in the United States. The whole volunteer service 
of this country to-day that we are engaged in fencing off from the 
honors of war are absent 7,000 miles from home in the presence of 
the enemy, and their representatives are engaged, while they are 
in the face of the enemy, in legislating to deny to them the fitting 
honors of war 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. And so to proscribe them in this military bill 
that although this body may consider and although the President 
of the United States may consider that they are the fittest men to 
command companies and battalions, to see to it that not one of 
these shall get such a commission, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- | 
ginia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not very familiar with this bill and | 
especially not familiar with military matters. I wanted to ask | 
the Senator from Virginia if I correctly understood him to say | 
that no man now in the volunteer service, whatever his rank, can 
be appointed under this bill in the Regular Army at a higher rank 
than first lieutenant. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iso understand it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Whatever his rank may be, if he is a gen- 
eral—— 

Mr. DANIEL. He may be a general, colonel, major, captain, 
or what not, it is proscriptive against the whole volunteer force 
of the United States, denying to the President and to the Senate 
the right to give them any commission whatever above that of 
first lieutenant. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will ask the Senator further, does the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota reach 
this point and cure this apparent defect? 

Mr. DANIEL. Toadegree. It prescribes that one-third of the 
commissions shall be given to the volunteers, I doubt if that is 
the best way to get at it. 

Mr. BATE. Then, as I understand it, if the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will allow me, the bill provided for second lieutenants 
only until it was amended the other day to meet the difficulty. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will call attention to the fact just here that 
the public documents onthis subject do not indicate, at least with 
such perusal as I have been able to give them, the origin and au- 
thorship of these proscriptive disfranchising measures. 

It is said in one of the reports—I can not turn to it at this mo- 
ment—that care has been taken to provide for the volunteers. 
What was meant by carein that expression was that the rear end 
of the Army, the lowest rank, had been opened for the possibility 
of their entering into it in the rank of second lieutenant, I have 
the report before me now. Itis on page 2. It reads: 

Care has been taken to give deserving officers of volunteers who are to be 
mustered out an opportunity for entering the Regular Army. 

That care, Mr. President, consists in this case in authorizing, 
under certain restrictions and conditions and after giving a great 
many preferences, their examination for the office of second lieu- 
tenant. The Secretary of War, the President of the United States, 
have not seen fit to recommend to Congress this disfranchisement 
of our volunteer forces who are out of the country engaged in 
its defense, and who have no men here to look after their interests 
and to beset members of Congress with their proposals of plans 
for organizing the Army of the United States. 

Neither has the committee in its report given indication of any 
other sentiments toward the volunteers save of the great care that 
they feel for giving deserving officers or volunteers an opportunity 
of being mustered into the Regular Army of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President 

Mr. DANIEL. But we find, Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon; I should like to have a little 
matter of business transacted which would be for the convenience 
of the Senate, lam sure. The copies of the pending bill are so 
marred with amendments made and printing that it is vexatious 
to try to find anything. I ask an order to print it to-night for 
to-morrow morning, as far as possible, with all the amendments 
given to date. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am very glad that the chairman of the Mili- 
tary Committee has asked that the bill may be printed for use 
to-morrow after such amendments as have been adopted by the 
Senate have been ingrafted upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate consent to 
the order? Without objection, the order is made. The Senator 
from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will discontinue my remarks, Mr. President, 
until we get a printed copy of the bill, with just one suggestion 
about it. 

It seems to me that when a large force of volunteers has re- 
sponded to the call of Congress and entered upon a task which is 
dangerous and far away trom home, every member of the body 
to whose call they have so patriotically responded should feel in 
their absence that he should scrutinize the bill and see that it 
does them no injustice. 

1 do not desire, Mr. President, to press consideration for the 
volunteer soldier beyond a due regard to the regular soldier, for 
both are entitled to high consideration, and in commending the 
one I would not disparage the other. But it is true, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that if ever this country gets into war of any magnitude it 
is the volunteer we have got to rely upon to defend it. The very 
moment that the war, which is now over with Spain, broke out, 
the President and the Congress and the people at once turned to 
the volunteer. 

It was said correctly a few days ago by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that we are not out of sight of war. He 














might have added that we are not only in sight of war, but we are 
in war, and he might also have reflected that whether that be a 
war which is recognized according to international law as be- 
tween nations or a de facto nation on one side and a recognized 
nation on the other, it is a war which has to-day in the field iz 


| the Philippine Islands 68,000 men, and nearly one-half of them 
| are volunteers. I will present the statistics to-morrow upon ths 
subject, and they will show that the volunteers have fought tn 
| the Philippine Islands more battles than the regulars have aud 


have suffered greater casualties in blood. While I would not 


| exalt them beyond their due and equitable share of military honor, 


surely the men who have gone upon the field together and spilt 


| their blood in the same channel ought not either of them to try 


to exclude the other from the just and proper recognition by their 
countrymen of their merits. 

I hope to-morrow, Mr. President, before this bill shall goto the 
other House for concurrence, that the Senate will turn its atten- 
tion to the just and proper recognition of the volunteer. If you 
make the bill restrictive on one side by requiring that so many 
positions shall be given to the regulars, it will then be necessary 
for those who wish to see justice done to the volunteer to seek 
for some corresponding restriction upon the other side, such as 
that proposed by the Senator from South Dakota; but it would 
be better, in my judgment, to trust the President of the United 
States and the Senate of the United States, which are the consti- 
tutional officials of a free country, to judge of the fitness of men to 
hold office and to select them for that office without too many re- 
strictions put upon the places to be filled by law. 

I believe you injure the service of the country and injure the 
growth of free ideas whenever you put incumbrances and restric- 
tions around official position. The men who have the right to 
select these officers are not going to select improper persons sim- 
ply because their choice is unrestricted by law. They will then 
more keenly feel that the responsibility of selecting the right man 
is upon them; that responsibility will be daily impressed upon 
their minds by the exercise of it and by the pursuit of the in 
quiries necessary to proper selections, Wherever a law attempts 
to define and describe a certain particular few, it relieves the 
Executive and the Senate of their responsibility for the selection, 


| and the whole official coterie of the country is consolidated to- 


gether under partial and discriminating laws. Instead of such a 
condition we should leave a fair field and open competition to the 
great body of the people, which is the very genius of true repub- 
licanism and true democracy. 
PREFERENCE TO VETERANS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from 
Maine asks for the present consideration of an order which will 


| be read to the Senate. 


The order was read and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of all petitions praying the pea of H.R. 5779 (the 
veteran preference measure) and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced to the Senate the in- 
telligence of the death of Hon. Frank G. CLARKE, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of New Hampshire, and transmitted 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
appointed Mr. SuLLoway, Mr. HILL, Mr. Knox, Mr. Capron, 
Mr. Howett, Mr. Lang, Mr. ALLEN of Maine, Mr. Lanpis, Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD, Mr. WEAVER, Mr. FiTzGERALD of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Griaas, Mr. GAINES, Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. NAPHEN, 
and Mr. Kine members of the committee on the part of the House 
to attend the funeral of the late Hon. Frank G. CLARKE. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the Houss 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 1734) granting apension to Mary A. Whitmore; 

A bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
P, Tierney; 

A bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 

A bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Lurinda Laughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixsen; 

A bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg; 

A bill (H. R. 10785) granting a pension to Thomas White; 

A bill (H. R. 13394) providing for the payment of electoral mes- 
sengers; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 144) to filla vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CLARKE, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions 
just received from the House be laid before the Senate. 
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The President pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

resolutions from the House of Representatives; which were read: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 10, 1901. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
of the death of the Hon. FRANK G. CLARKE, late a Representative from the 
State of New Hampshire. 

Resolved, That a committee of 16 members of the House, with such mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral at 
Peterboro, N. H., and that the necessary expenses attending the execution 
of this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out 
the provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate, 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions I 
send to the desk, for which I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. FRANK G. CLARKE, late a Representative from 
the State of New Hampshire. ; 

Resolved, That a committee of six Senators be appointed by the presiding 
officer to join the committee appointed on the a of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. GALLINGER. lIask for the adoption of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and the President 
pro tempore appointed as the committee on the part of the Senate, 
under the second resolution, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. 
Desor, Mr. Scott, Mr. McLAURIN, and Mr, HEITFELD. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect 
to the memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. — : 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock p.m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 11, 1901, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 10, 1901. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer was offered by the Rey. 
JOHN COLEMAN ADAms, D. D., of New York City, as follows: 

Let us pray, Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, before the 
beginning of this day’s work, to ask Thy blessing and Thy gracious 
favor upon these Thy servants assembled here. (Guide and direct 
them, we beseech Thee, in all that they shall do. Help them to 
be ever mindful of their responsibility unto Thee, whose throne 
is the highest of all tribunals, and their obligation unto that law of 
the Lord which is the chief and supreme code. Lead them, we 
pray Thee, in all they shall do here that nothing may be done to 
hinder, but all things to help, that blessed day when the kingdoms 
of this earth shall be the kingdoms of the Lord. 


Weremember tenderly,O Thou Almighty God, that the shadow | 


of death has swept this Chamber, and that one has been called from 
his labors here to enter upon the tasks of the invisible God. 
Cherish and comfort, we beseech Thee, the family and friends of 
him who hath gone, and give us all a sense of how brief our time 


is, and help us to work while it is day, for the night cometh when | 


no man can work. And these things we ask and beseech for Thy 
name's sake, in the spirit of the blessed Master, Jesus Christ. 
Amen. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | 


CODIFICATION OF POSTAL LAWS. 





Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent | 
that after the conclusion of the river and harbor bill House bill | 


13423 be made the special order. I will say to the House that it 
is a bill to revise and codify the postallaws. It contains nochange 


of law, but simply incorporates into statute the changes that have | 


taken place since 1873 and repeals such statutes as have become 
obsolete. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is it recommended by the 
committee? 
Yes. 


Mr, LOUD. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- | 


mous consent that House bill 13423, a bill to revise the postal laws 


of the United States, may be made the special order after the dis- | 


position of the river and harbor bill. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman 


from California if this is the unanimous recommendation of the | 


committee? 
Mr. LOUD. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that it is the unanimous 
recominendation of the committee. 


The criminal laws are such | 


as were revised by the Commission to Revise and Codify the Laws, | 


of which our late member, Judge Culberson, was a member. 
This bill has been carefully gone over by Judge BuRKE, of Texas, 


the Assistant Attorney-General, and Representative MCPHERSON, 
of Iowa, 





Mr. McRAE, This is a codification bill, and not to authorize 
the codification? 

Mr. LOUD. It is a codification. 

Mr. McRAE. It calls for no change of postal rates in any class 
of matter? 

Mr. LOUD. None whatever. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, to-morrow being Friday, is it pen- 
sion day under the rule? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I will incorporate 
into my request that it shall not interfere with pension day. 


Mr. GIBSON. Then I have no objection. 
‘ _ SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
ered. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR CUSHMAN K, DAVIS. 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, February 2,1901, at 3 o’clock p. m., be assigned 
for the consideration of resolutions of respect to the memory of the late 
CUSHMAN K. Davis,a distinguished member of the United States Senate 
from the State of Minnesota. 





The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RICHARD A, WISE. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, some time since I gave 
notice that I would ask the House to fix a day when those who 
desired to do so might present eulogies on my late colleague, 
RicHARD A, WISE, of Virginia. I now ask unanimous consent 
that Saturday, February 9, at 4 o’clock, shall be set aside for that 
purpose. 

TheSPEAKER,. The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous 
consent that Saturday, February 9, at 4 o'clock p. m., be set 
apart for eulogies upon the life and character of the late Repre- 
sentative Richarp A. Wise. Isthereobjection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR JOHN H. GEAR. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Saturday, January 26, at 4 oclock in the afternoon, be set aside 
to pay tributes of respect to the late Senator Joun H. Gear, from 
the State of Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that Saturday, January 26, at 4 o'clock p. m., be set aside 
for tributes of respect to the late Senator GEAR, of Iowa. Is there 
objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none, and that order 
is made. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE JOHN H. HOFFECKER, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that February the 16th, 
at 4 o'clock p. m., be set aside for eulogies and tributes of respect 
to the late Joun H. HOFFECKER, a member of this House from the 
State of Delaware. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that February 16, at 4 o'clock, p. m., be set apart for eulogies 
on the late JoHN H. HOFFECKER, from the State of Delaware. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. BURTON. Before making the motion that the House go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the river and harbor bill, I 
desire to ascertain whether we can agree upon any limitation of 
general debate. I ask unanimous consent that general debate 
terminate at 3 o'clock to-day. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I object. 

Mr. BURTON. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of House 
bill 13189—the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. HopkIns in the chair) and 


resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13189) making ap- 


| propriations for the construction, repair, and prescrvation ot cer- 


tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri J/Mr. SHACKLEFORD] for five minutes. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read 


| for information an amendment which at the proper time I desire 


to offer to this bill. 
The Clerk read.as follows: 


_ Amend by striking out in line 18, page 75, the word “ three ” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word “six.” 


{Mr. SHACKLEFORD addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 


| twenty-five minutes. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not crave the pleasure 


of disturbing the harmony that seemed to exist yesterday in the 
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matter of the irrigation of arid lands, and yet I feel the duty press- 
ing upon me to make known a few suggestions that may be of 
ultimate value, or may not, as the predisposition of Congressmen 
now appear. I recognize the mighty importance of the subject. 
I recognize in the fullest extent how grand is the picture of 
600,000,000 acres of land, now practically a barren waste, and which 
it appears can be made available for homes and for the develop- 
ment of the country and the disposition of the crowded overflow 
of population which we anticipate in the future. I have no doubt 
that the coming Congresses of the United States will take hold of 
this question, for it is quite apparent that the organization in fa- 
vor of some action of a national character is complete and perfect, 
and yet I fear that it will be my duty hereafter, as well as now, to 
make suggestions that will not be promotive of the possibility of 
national action in this behalf. 

I wish to discuss the question very briefly from two standpoints, 
One, the question of legality, and about that I shall say but very 
few words; the other the question of propriety, or expediency, or 
justice, as you may divide up the question. Under what power of 
this Government is this measure sought to be promoted? What 
jurisdiction has the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to con- 
sider, report, and act upon a proposition looking to the fertilization 
of waste farming lands, lands available for farming purposes, but 
by reason of their character originally or by reason of something 
which has occurred since, more latterly, they are no longer fit for 
agricultural purposes. What is the power of Congress, and from 
whence derived, to appropriate money looking to the fertilization 
of those lands? I deny that there is any power and deny that it 
is any part of the province of the Federal Government to in any 
way, by any system whatever, either by direct appropriation, un- 
der the right name, or by other device that reaches the same re- 
sults by a different route or travel, I deny that Congress has any 
such power, 

I will not quote the language of our Democratic brethren upon 
cognate questions; but we all understand that the fathers of the 
Constitution, and the great statesmen that followed its adoption, 
not only condemned by their utterances action of this character, 
but they denied the power of Congress to legislate for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, and over and over again the Demo- 
cratic platforms of the country, under the inspiration of the very 
men who grew up with the development of the Constitution, de- 
nied the power of Congress to dredge a river or a harbor of the 
country. Since I have been a member of this House, and while a 
member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, over and over 
again aged Democrats, Democrats of great experience, Democrats 
ot wisdom, when they came before the committee for their States 
always reiterated—I have in my mind one of them, and I am 
looking at my friend from Mississippi, who has heard it—always 
reiterated his latent denunciation of the proposition that Con- 
gress had any right to legislate for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, and always said that in the interest of his constituents 
he would waive his constitutional objection. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

‘Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you not know that so great a logician as Cal- 
houn admitted the constitutional right of Congress to improve the 
great waterways? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At what date? 

Mr. CLARK. It does not matter what date. Did not he do it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If my friend will allow me, I will share 
his information with mine. 

Mr. CLARK. And I want to ask you another question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wait until 1 answer this. Some time 
about 1845 Mr. Calhoun was converted. He was converted ona 
great many other questions, too. 

Mr. CLARK. Suppose he was? 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. But he was especially converted to the 
doctrine that Congress has the power to improve rivers and har- 
bors; and I will tell you when it came, how it came, and why it 
came. He was a protectionist, a high-tariff man. He was con- 
verted when the magnificent interest in Southern cotton grew up, 
and when thére grew to be a necessity for deep water and better 
harbors; and that corrected the erroneous eas of the distin- 
guished gentleman to whom my friend has referred. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, let me ask you another thing. Is there 
not a good deal of difference in argument against a thing as an 
original proposition, and then, when it has become the settled pol- 
icy of the Government to do that thing, to accept the theory? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think that is quite a fair statement. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, anotherthing. Did not Calhoun and Web- 
ster just simply swap places on the tariff question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, there has been a good deal of swap- 
ping, until it would seem that there is nothing left to swap. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you read the Philadelphia North American 
Review? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Sometimes. 

Mr. CLARK. It is advocating cutting down the tariff on ac- 
count of the extortions of the plate-glass trust. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwas going to say, and insist upon it, 
that we have just come out of a mighty Presidential campaign, 
when great men have appeared before the public; and while I did 
not hear every speech made, nor did I read every one of the edi- 
torials written, I did not hear, nor do I hear, of any man making 
any speech on free trade or against the present protective tariff. 

Mr. CLARK. That simply grew out of the fact that there was 
a multiplicity of other issues. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You havehad yourchance. I therefore 
consider that question foreclosed; and when the gentlemen who 
are to perform the reorganization of the Democratic party,if they 
have any consistency, when the next pronunciamento shall be 
issued the Democratic platform will contain a high-protection 
proposition and the assertion that the party has always been in 
favorof it. [Laughter.] Aftera while it came to beadmitted, or, 
in other words, the Democratic party ceased to oppose appropria- 
tions for rivers and harbors, and having been so long out of the 
business they became about as vigorous advocates of appropria- 
tions as anybody I have ever met in Congress. [Laughter. ] 

Upon what ground is that? Upon the ground that Congress 
has the right to legislate for the navigation of the waters of the 
country in the interest of commerce, the great subject that is 
placed exclusively in the hands of Congress, the right to control 
commerce both among the States and with foreign nations, and 
the right to do all the incidental things that relate to the move- 
ment of the products of theland. Put when you get to fertilizing 
real estate you have got beyond the dream of the most optimistic 
constructionist of the Constitution when he casts his eye over the 
sentence ‘‘to promote the general welfare.” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, what is the difference in legal principle 
between the proposition to irrigate the arid lands of the West and 
another proposition which would be of the highest value, a prop- 
osition to fertilize the lands of abandoned farms in some of the 
Eastern States? 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Does not my friend see a wide distinction between 
the fertilization of private land and the Government taking care 
of and rendering more profitable and valuable its own land? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think not; when the land is intended, as 
it is now, for the occupation of actual settlers, or for sale under 
the public-land act of this country exclusively for settlers, I can 
see no distinction. I deny that the Government of the United 
States has any power to tax me in order to enhance the value of 
the public domain of the country. I meet the gentleman’s ques- 
tion fairly. Now,I have gone far enough upon the question of 
law. Ido not believe, I do not yield the point, I deny the power 
of Congress by a much stronger reason, the duty of Congress. 

Now let me go very briefly to another side of the question. It 
is unjust, and will not become the policy of the American people. 
We have gone far enough in legislation for special interests in the 
United States. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. What is the difference, in 
the gentleman’s opinion, between appropriating money to irrigate 
arid lands and granting bounties in the way of subsidies to ship- 
building companies? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As wide as the difference between the 
levying of a tariff and the supplying of agricultural implements. 
I do not know anybody that disputes the legal right of the Goy- 
ernment to subsidize the ships of this country in the foreign or 
domestic trade. We have always, from 1789, subsidized the 
American ships in the coastwise trade of the United States. We 
are doing it to-day. We do it by protecting them from foreigu 
competition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. The gentleman said a 
moment ago that he objected to being taxed to improve the public 
domain. Is he willing to be taxed to enrich a private monopoly? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Lamnot,andnobodyelseis. Thereisnot 
any such thing in the shipping business in the world as a private 
monopoly. While the timber grows, while the iron is produced, 
while labor exists, and money is in the country, and the ocean 
spreads itself out, there will never be a monopoly in the shipbuild- 
ing business. There never can be a monopoly, and the gentleman 
must not possess himself of such a doctrine as that. The ocean 
and the interest of the carrying trade is duplicated in principle 
by the right of the Government to build and construct the Pacific 
Railroad, as was done in the time of the rebellion, when we sub- 
sidized the Pacific Railroad line, one first and then others later, 
in order that we might connect the various parts of our system by 
iron and steel bands with the Pacific coast and give us access to 
the Pacific Ocean. ButIam not going to be led aside to discuss 
the subsidy question now. I will meet my friend in due time, 
ready for any fray he may engage in. 


Will the gentleman permit 
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Now, then, let us see how this stands. Here are these great 


Now, apropos of that and in consonance with that, I would be 


agricultural interests in this country. They extend from the | willing tosee a test made; I would be willing to see a great reser- 


Atlantic to the Pacific. There are abandoned lands. There are 
the worn-out lands of some of the Eastern States. There are rich 
and fertile lands in a number of the States. Then you pass over 
the Missouri River, across a great belt of magnificent land and 
come to thesearid lands. All these lands are the foundation upon 
which is built the agricultural system of the country. Land in 
the State of Ohio, much of it, is worth $100, $125, to $150 an acre 
for agricultural purposes. It brings $10, $15, to $20 per acre net 
rental, ex taxes. That lower rate is often paid in the county 
where I live per acre for land for purely agricultural purposes. 
What makes it thus valuable? In one respect its quality, and in 
another respect its location. It is nearer the world’s markets, it 
is nearer the great markets of the country, and another thing is 
its great value inherent in the soil itself. 

Mr. BROWN. And it is located in Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; that is one thing that helps it very 
much. But go farther into the Wabash country, into the White 
River country, go everywhere into the Middle West and into that 
great country we call the Northwest, and the soil is magnificent 
and the facilities for agriculture are not surpassed in the world. 
Now, we are paying taxes, we are upholding our State govern- 
ments, our municipal governments, our educational systems, and 
incidentally we are paying our taxes for the upholding of the 
Federal Government and putting the money into the Treasury 
that it is proposed now shall be used for—what? For the fertiliza- 
tion of the lands of the West and Northwest. I deny the pro- 
priety of it from the standpoint of equal, exact justice to all the 
people of the country. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. As I remember, in the platform of the party to 
which my distinguished friend belongs there is a declaration in 
favor of the reclamation of the arid lands of the West. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all right, if it is so. 

Mr. KING. How does my friend suppose that reclamation can 
be effected unless the parent Government makes appropriations 
for the purposes indicated? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Several times in the course of my brief 
career on this floor I have had occasion to say that some of these 
ornamental propositions in the national platform have never been 
approved by me, because I did not know that they were there. I 
always take the platform as representing twoor three great things, 
and the declarations I pay but very little attention to; but there is 
this distinction: We own the land, and one of the things which are 
the duty of the General Government is to survey it, and while my 
friend the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcry], chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Lands, doubtless has all the precedents 
right at his tongue’s end, I donot know how much beyond that in 
the way of fertilization the Government has ever gone in the mat- 
ter of these lands. But I do know that the principle upon which 
you would take the money of my constituent and pay it out for 
the building up of any competitive power against my constituent 
is not just legislation. 

That is what I have to say, and that the farmer of the Scioto 
Valley, the farmer of the Hocking Valley, the farmer of the Miami 
Valley, and the farmer of the lateral streams crossing the country 
away west of there shall not be put in the position of paying taxes 
for the purpose of benefiting the landowner of the Northwest, and, 
secondly, indirectly obliterating the advantage which God has 
given him in the location of hisfarm. Every new tillable and rich 
farm becomes a competitor of every other; and whileI shall glory 
in seeing these arid lands coming into use, and shall rejoice in the 
growth of a population thrifty and happy, as much as any man 
can, I deny that any system ought to be inaugurated by which the 
money of the East shall be taken to build up competition against 
their best interests by improving the arid lands of the West. 

Iam willing to vote for all the experiments that will give in- 
formation to the people of the country and the world about these 
public lands, Iam willing to do anything that will bring these 
lands into the market and under the notice of the teeming thou- 
sands that I hope will go there; but Iam unwilling that this sys- 
tem of fertilization shall be carried on until the arid lands of New 
Hampshire and of Maine (which is now apparently becoming a 
keystone or pivotal State of the Union) shall also have the benefit 
of phosphorescent improvement of their agricultural lands. What 
is the difference? My friend from Utah suggests that the differ- 
ence is in the fact that the farmer of Maine owns his land, while 
these lands which are sought to be reclaimed are Government 
lands. Now, very well. Has the Government, therefore, a right 
to improve its lands in soil by taxing the land that is already held 
by the citizens of the country? I deny it. Let us develop these 
lands as far along the line as possible. We have experimental sta- 
tions in the agricultural States of the country, and we devote our 
money sometimes to experiments that the Government can make 
and which private individuals can not make. 


| 
| 


ber of this House is interested. 





voir upon some tract of arid land completed and experimented 
with for the purpose of pointing out to the people who might come 
and settle upon those lands the possibility of what might be done, 
And I would gladly and cheerfully vote to turn over those lands 
to any State that desires them; but I am unwilling that without 
protest a great scheme shall be put in motion here to-day looking 
too the enormous expenditures that must come when, in my judg- 
ment, it is first unconstitutional and illegal, and second, unjust 
and unfair to the whole mass of the people of the country. 

Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Iowa that he will first recognize the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. JONES], and then will recognize the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, at the properstage 
in the proceedings on this bill I propose to offer an amendment 
for the improvement of Grays Harbor and Chehalis River, and I 
propose briefly to explain the reasons why I intend to offer this 
amendment. I think it is an improvement in which every mem- 
ber of this House is interested, for this reason: This House has 
heretofore provided for the improvement of the bar entrance to 
this harbor at an expenditure of a million dollars, and unless this 
project is carried out and completed the benefits that the Gov- 
ernment was to derive from that: improvement will be very 
largely lost. 

Hence, it seems to me that this is a matter in which every mem- 
I think also that this is a propo- 
sition which, while I called it to their attention, did not receive 
the consideration at the hands of the committee that they probably 
would have given it had they fully understood the situation. I 
understand how it is, with the great number of claims and de- 
mands made upon the committee that they might have overlooked 
it somewhat. So I desire especially the attention of the members 


| of this committee to this proposition. 


Now, there are three improvements which are similar in name, 
One is called the improvement of Gravs Harbor and the bar en- 
trance. This is the construction of the jetty at the entrance to 
the ocean. The other is the improvement of Grays Harbor and 
Chehalis River. This is the one for which I desire an appropria- 
tion and covers the natural harbor as far as large vessels ascend. 
The third is the improvement of Chehalis River. This is the im- 
provement of the river itself. In name they are very similar, but 
the improvements are entirely different. A description of each 
project is found in Report of Engineers of 1896, pages 3333 to 3344. 

Grays Harbor is about 17 miles long. At the entrance of the 
harbor there is a great work being conducted by the Government 
now, which was authorized by the act, I think, of 1896, at a total 
cost of $1,000,000. They are putting in a jetty in order to confine 
the waters and increase the depth of the channel connecting it 
with the ocean. The results have been more than the engineers 
and officers of the Governmentexpected. In the report of the en- 
gineers for 1900 the statement is made that the depth of this chan- 
nel has been increased from 14 to 18 feet, or an increase of 4 
feet in the last two years. The depth expected is from 20 to 24 
feet. The Grays Harbor and Chehalis River improvement that I 
have mentioned is an improvement within the harbor, several 
miles above the bar entrance. Coming up from the ocean the 
first city that we strike is the ci of Hoquiam. Below that, be- 
tween the city and the bar entra.:ce, there is a shoal which at low 
water has only a depth of 8 to 12 feet. 

Now, vessels coming in through the bar entrance, where we ex- 

ect to get a depth of 20 feet, can not pass that shoal unless some 
improvement is made without waiting from day to day on the 
tides. In other words, unless this amendment is made the im- 
provement at the bar entrance is almost useless. A million-dollar 
improvement there that the Government has made will be almost 
useless. Hoquiam is the first town to be reached. Then above 
Hoquiam we get to Aberdeen, the largest town on the harbor, and 
between these two cities there is another shoal where the depth of 
the water is only about 7 feet and vessels have to wait from day 
to day on tides in order to get out to sea. So you can see unless 
these two shoals are made deeper by dredging a channel the en- 
trance improvement will be almost valueless. This is the im- 
provement covered by my amendment and termed Grays Harbor 
and Chehalis River. 

The project that Iam talking about now was adopted prior to 
the bar entrance project. It was estimated to cost $150,000. 


| Seventy-five thousand dollars were appropriated; $65,000 and over 


have been expended. <A depth of 2 or 3 feet additional was se- 
cured by washing, but it was hoped that by confining the water 
to a channel it would wash out the channel to the required depth, 
16 or 18 feet. It was found, bowever, that the soil was of a very 
different character from what they expected in the first place, and 
the engineer says it is of such a refractory nature that it will re- 
quire dredging in order to doit. Now, 1 want to call your atten- 
tion to what the engineer says in the report of 1896, prior to the 
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beginning of this bar entrance work. Here is what he says as to 
the bar entrance work and proposed improvement: 


The proposed improvement at the entrance to the harbor, calling fora 
channel! 20 feet in depth at low water over the bar, will probably be started 
atanearly date. A plan for this improvement was submitted on March 20, 
189, and anthority for the commencement of the improvement under this 
plan was given by the river and harbor act of June 3, 1896. 

At present the deep water of the lower harbor is separated from the deep 
water of the upper harbor by two bars. One is below Hoquiam, commonly 
known as the Lower Shoal, having a low-water depth of very nearly 12 feet, 
and the other above Hoquiam and below Aberdeen, commonly known as Cow 
Point Bar, having a low-water depth of only 8 feet. 

The character of these shoals is a refractory material, and if removed, will 
have to be by dredging, aided, perhaps, by a deflecting dike from the west- 
erly end of Rennies Island. 

Uniess the channel to the upper inner harbor is deep enough to permit 
shipping which may be enabled to enter the lower harbor to reach the har- 
bor towns and mills which are located on the upper inner harbor, the value 
of the improvement of the outer bar will be greatly diminished. 


I repeat that the value of this improvement that Congress has 
provided for will be very greatly diminished if this Government 


refuses to make a small appropriation for this inner harbor in | 


order to allow vessels that can enter the outer harbor to reach the 
town and business of the harbor. In other words, the Govern- 
ment is in this position: It is like a man with a magnificent man- 


sion, constructed with beautiful rooms, nice hall ways, and doors, | 


without any stairway to get from one floor to the other. The 
question is whether this Congress will refuse to make the neces- 
sary appropriations to get the full benefit of this million-dollar 
improvement. The engineer says this can be done at a reasonable 
expense. His language is as follows: 

It is practicable to obtain a channel 18 feet at mean lower low water ata 
reasonable cost over these troublesome shoals, and it is believed that such a 
channel would be permanent when once obtained, and that it is all that will 
be required for several years. s 

The estimated cost of a channel 100 feet wide at the bottom and 18 feet deep 
at mean lower low water is $107,500. 

Now, sir, will the Government allow an appropriation of $1,000,- 
000 to be practically lost when $107,500 will save it? Furthermore, 
$65,000 have been expended in the construction of dikes; and yet 
this engineer states: 

Toeven maintain the depth which has already been obtained, it will be 
necessary to make quite extensive repairs tothe dikes heretofore constructed. 
The cost of these repairs as the dikes are at present is estimated at $18,500. 
The longer before repairs are made, the more will be the cost. 

It seems to me, sir, that this Congress ought to appropriate at 
least enough to maintain the improvements which have already 
been made, and that we should appropriate something to enable 
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of which aggregate 1,476 feet, has settled considerably. I estimate the top of 
this filling to stand at an elevation of about 4 feet below the level desired to 
be maintained. Some of the timberwork is broken and will need to be re 
placed. To make these repairs, it is estimated the following quantities of 
materials will be required, at about the following cost: 


[In place.] 


ee Oe I antnn cog acids cnmtitinntee sen neemne smpeudinonmeninenne $625 
en oe cesne ambenrbh anon bbenwdhe bane 60 
ee EN C0 SP OE ocnindsndonees nccdac cucesnsstesbesSnieuekceb dees lh 
per I G0e PO swede ckcer bande eceedes bedmst cebettcoccunbenn dite 350 

te a a a el lee 1,050 


Cow Point Dike.—The total length of this structure is 8,486 feet,of which 
1,000 feet is a mattress sill without timberwork. It isestimated that this dike 
will require a general refilling of from 1} to 2 feet for its entire lergth, and 
that the timberwork will have been destroyed in places owing to the heavy 
drift which is ever present in the vicinity of this dike. To make the repairs, 
it is estimated that materials in the following quantities will be required: 

[In place. ] 


eT i i a aed Send senudauded Glbeaial $1,900 
A crnee ik, an, SnD, INET ih cts nad ie badd Ghaibe sede kbbuabitbumen 180 
1.500 pounds spikes, 6 and 8 inch, at 3 cents.......... 2.2.2. 22.200 -eeeeeeee 5 
A I I i attrac iin aitiihe apecnertheces 42 
il ec AE I. Ait IIE PNM eps VER IE I i) 
OE ie ditt aeiditced attbins 9 eddindnditiddatenetncs tenihiiledn 1, 665 


Middle Channel Dike.—The physical condition of this structure is such that 
I do not believe it would be safe to repair it along the lines of the old specif 
cations and plan. I aminclined tothink that better results and a, greater 


| insurance of permanency would be obtained by filling the lower side of thi 


us to derive the proper benefit from an appropriation of $1,000,000 | 


at the entrance of this harbor. 


Now, that is the condition. I propose to tell this committee— | 


and I believe that they will see the justice of it when they look 
into it—that we should have appropriations not only for continu- 
ing this inner improvement, but for making the repairs. 

i propose to put in my remarks a statement from the commer- 
cial bodies relative to the business done in that locality, and also 
the detailed recommendations of the engineer. I will at this 
time simply call attention toa brief statement of that business 
and how it has increased within the last four years. 

The following table shows the exports and imports for each 
calendar year since and including 1896: 


Year. | Tons. | Value. 
I ee ee ee ee | 310,748 | $629,677 
I alas ean taco le eee ti iin, jenseetalgteabianl | 150,908 | 1,071,747 
ee ee Se eS | 168,468 | 1,252, 0R9 
STITT ss iideindnth tneeeina cscs ert Woeetdldaeis hia ndmeeeneattinatidiiiiaik ta simeasliail 265,918 | 1,979, 998 


This is the business of the harbor as distinguished from the 
business of the Chehalis River, which is about 3,000 tons. 

I wish to say that this is one of the greatest harbors on the Pa- 
cific coast. It has tributary to it probably the most magnificent 
lumber region that there is in the United States. About 60,000,- 
000,000 feet of iumber is tributary to this harbor. Trees two and 
three hundred feet high and eight and ten feet in diameter of the 
finest kindof lumber. <A million feet of lumber are manufactured 
on this harbor every dry. And there are ships being built there; 
two or three years ago there were two built; in the past year 
three or four; and to-day there are four or five in course of con- 
struction at these towns, 

I am asking this appropriation not alone for the benefit of Grays 
Harbor—not alone for the State of Washington—but for the bene- 
fit of the United States, and for the utilization of a million dol- 
lars already expended there, or that will be expended there within 
one year. I ask this committee in justice to the interests of this 
Government that they propose to look after, that we authorize 
this additional improvement. 

The following are the detailed recommendations of the engi- 
neers as to repairs: 

RECOMMENDATIONS. 
I respectfully recommend the following for future improvements in Grays 


Harbor and Chehalis River, based on my study during the last three years: 
Chehalis River Dikes.—The brush filling of these several dikes, the length 


} 
| 


dike with stone to about the level of low waterand then filling the remainder 
of the dike with brush. Based on this plan, material in about the following 
quantities will be required: 

[In place.] 


Se ne webabkmeainh oécdanbessbeweindtehedis $7,000 
I Is a a es wubb Gesepeubeke esiasdb oGhane 1,250 
EEE EE ENN a Se eee ee } 
Se EL, oo. oan inn guns bieseseedaneines 


100 bolts, at 20 cents . wl) 


New work (3,500 feet protection sill).—For the construction of this work, 
which would be in two parts, 2,000 feet at the south end of the Middle Chan- 
nel Dike across the flats, and 1,500 feet at the east end of the present prot 
tion sill along the ship channel, materials in about the following quantities 
will be required: 


Oe a a a ae $728 
I eo ene dameweinomediines 8,000 
a ee ee OS Jona ican enedddendete cabeentebe wi Sbseuiitle wall 1,750 
a ee SO oa ee cclndinet nd Ubessctidbveddecte 132 
I OS EEE TEE: 3b 

WEEE beets cudecd theiids cdbbabbdasid suncedGedgchtechs’ hediattbedaes 5, 643 


DREDGING. 

Chehalis River.—The improvement of the Chehalis River in accordance with 
the approved plan calls for dredging a channel 16 feet at half tide through 
four shoals below Montesano, so that coasting vessels can reach that town. 
At the time this project for improvement was formulated there was a saw- 
mill located at Montesano, which town was the terminus of the Grays Harbor 
branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

Small, shallow-draft, steam coasting vessels, the extreme draft of which 
did not exceed 10 feet, occasionally went as far as Montesano, and I am in- 
formed that two flat-bottomed schooners have lain at the mill wharf. Since 
this time the sawmill has burned down, and for the past three years neither 
steam nor sail coasting vessels have been farther up the river than Cos 
mopolis, which is 12 miles below Montesano. The Northern Pacific Railway 
Company has extended its line as far as Aberdeen and Ocosta. A line of 
shallow draft stern-wheel boats make two trips daily between Montesano and 
the lower harbor towns. These steamers experience but little difficulty at 
the shoals, the greatest trouble being on account of snags, which after each 
freshet lodge at different points along the river. 

In view of the foregoing facts and the heavy and refractory nature of the 
material composing the shoals which would be expensive to remove by dredg 
ing. it was recommended by Captain Symons that this project be reconsidered 
and the dredging of these cionta be abandoned. 

Cow Point Bar.—It was supposed at the time the plan for improvement of 
inner Grays Harbor was outlined that this bar was composed of sand, and 
that by the construction of the dike partly closing the south channel the in 
creased tidal flow over the bar would scour it away. Borings made on this 
bar in July and August, 1895, show it to consist of tough clay, which will 
not wash or scour. As a consequence, in order to obtain the desired depth 
of 16 feet at half tide,as outlined by the approved plan of improvement, 
dredging will have to be resorted to. 

The commerce of Grays Harbor is constantly increasing. During the last 
year nearly 300 cargoes of lumber left Grays Harbor, of which about heif 
that number crossed thisshoal. Considerable delay is experienced in getting 
ships to sea, owing to Cow Point Bar, it requiring two tides to get them out. 

Lower Shoal —The prospective improvement at the entrance of the harbor 
calling for a channel] 20 feet deep at low water over the bar will necessitate 
the deepening of the channel in the inner harbor to a corresponding depth in 
order that shipping entering the harbor can reach the townsand mills located 
on the upper inner harbor. 

The appearance of rock at Cow Point ata depth of about 18 feet below 
mean lower low water makes this depth the maximum to which the channel 
can be improved, except by the costly removal of submerged rock. 

About 2 miles below Hoquiam there is a middle ground in the north chan- 
nel. At present the bulk of the flood tide passes to the north of this middle 
ground, whereas the bulk of the ebb passes to the south of it, the results of 
which are two shallow channels, neither of which appears to occupy the 
most favorable position. y 

The velocity of the ebb tide in this vicinity is about one and one-half times 
that of the flood tide. 

To improve either charnel which runs north or south of the middle ground 
at the expense of the other would necessitate the construction of a deflecting 
dike near the mouth of the Hoquiam River, which would interfere with tho 
established harbor lines and form a menace to navigation. 

It seems to me that the establishment of a new channel through the middle 
ground, following as nearly as possible the general direction of the ebb tide 
andat the sametimein prolongationof the general direction of the flood 
tide, would provide achannel in a more direct line, and one whose depth 
would be maintained by the action of both the flood and ebb tides. 


1901. 


—_—_— 


The total cost of the repairs to dikes already constructed is about as fol- 
lows: 











Repairs to Chehalis River dikes. ...< ................22202.0- .sscceeceeesee $1, 050 
Repairs to Cow Point Dike ...... ..- 2-2 ---.0.---2 2. seen eneeee ones eeeene 1, 665 
eS as 
Construction of protection sill across Mud Flats........................ 5, 643 
E 16, 778 

Engineering, contingencies, ete .... ....00.0--c-ccccsccccccccesncee--ss--- 1,728 
creed cdntiec dh wndintducacccodndaasqudetetnciassce 18, 500 


I submit the following from the chambers of commerce named: 
To the Congress of the United States of America: 


Your memorialists, the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Aberdeen, the | 


Commercial Club of the city of Hoquiam,the Business Men's Club of the 
city of Montesano, the Improvement Club of the city of Cosmopolis, the 
Merchants’ Club of the city of Elma, the Commercial Club of the city of 
Ocosta, the Board of Trade of the city of Westport, all of Chehalis County, 
southwestern Washington, respectfully present to your honorable body the 
urgent need of deepening the inner channels of Grays Harbor, as recom- 
mended in the Annual 4 ~y of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
to the Secretary of War for the year 1896, Part V, Appendix U U, report of 
Captain Taylor, pages 3336 and 3337. The amount therein Soscmanened for 
improvements needed is $125,000. 

Ve beg to call your attention to the following facts respecting tributary 
country, present industries, commerce, and benefits to shipping; also the in- 
crease in wealth of the nation that will result from such improvements, and 
to the shortened ocean route such improvements will give to the deep-draft 
commerce of the North Pacific Ocean: 

First. The area drained into Grays Harbor is about 4,140 square miles, 
nearly equal to the area of the State of Connecticut, which has an area 
of 4,845 square miles. 

Second. The area of the ‘‘Olympic Peninsula,” set off from Puget Sound 
by high mountain ranges and accessible to Grays Harbor as its only shipping 
port, is 2,866 square miles; nearly equal to the area of Rhode Island and Del- 
aware, which have an area of 3.045 square miles. 

Third. The entire area looking to Grays Harbor as its proper shipping 
port is then nearly equal to the States of Connecticut, Rhode Island, and 
Delaware combined, now sustaining a population of 1,521,291 inhabitants. 

Fourth. This area is estimated to contain one-third of the timber of the 
State of Washington, or about 100,000,000,000 feet. 

Fifth. The best markets for this timber are Asia, Africa, Australia, the 
Islands, South America, and Europe, from which it is only excluded by the 
depth of water at the entrance, now under improvement, and inner chan- 
nels of Grays Harbor, which exclude suitable vessels for long voyages. 

Sixth. We estimate the value of this timber for foreign shipment to be at 
least $1 per thousand more than for coastwise or Eastern shipment; there- 
fore that the improvement of the entrance to Grays Harbor, now under rapid 
construction, and the deepening of inner channels, the subject of this memo- 
rial, would add $100,000,000 to the wealth of the nation from this one source. 

Seventh. This area is largely fertile land; many rivers fall from adjacent 
mountains and offer fine water powers for manufacturing purposes. The 
value of the proposed improvement to the immense population this area 
will agmne day sustain, therefore to the wealth of the nation, can not be esti- 
mated, 

_ Eighth. This area is rich in minerals, coal, iron, and choice clays predom- 
inating. 

Ninth. The improvement of these channels, inconnection with improve- 
ments nowin progress at the entrance of our harbor, would shorten the 
route of travel and commerce from the State of Washington to California 
and Mexico over 200 miles: avoid navigation in stormy latitudes; also the 
long and expensive tow incident to Puget Sound ports. 

Tenth. In face of present inadequate depth of entrance and of inner chan- 
nels our coastwise exports haye grown from nothing in 1881 to be fourth in 
importance on the Pacific coast in 1900, the ports of San Francisco, Puget 
Sound, and Columbia River only being greater. 

Eleventh. The improvement of ourchannels would offerstimulus tomannu- 
facture, agriculture, and mining,increase the commerce of this port, there- 
fore increase the commerce and wealth of our nation. 

Twelfth. Number of vessels leaving Grays Harbor in the year ending De- 
cember 31, 1899, was 286, carrying coastwise 82,000,000 and foreign nearly 
14,000,000 feet of lumber, and other products to the total of nearly 164,000 tons. 
Report of Chief of Engineers, Appendix U U, 1899. 

The number of cars of lumber and shingles leaving our county by rail 
during the year 1899 is estimated at 5,000, or 75,000 tons. (Statistics, Northern 
Pacific Railway freight department. ) 

We also respectfully refer, for information concerning commerce, re- 
sources, and proposed improvement of the inner channels of Grays Harbor, 
to report of United States Engineer Maj. Thomas W. Symons for the year 
1895, and to that of his successor, Capt. Harry Taylor, for the years 1896, 1897, 
1898, and 1899; to the report for the State of Washington, by Henry Gannett, 
Chief of the Division of Forestry, United States Agricultural Department, 
published at the Government Printing Office in the year 1900, giving areas 
and estimates of timber tributary to Grays Harbor; to special consular re- 
ports entitled ‘“‘American Lumber in Foreign Markets,” { i 
the value of our lumber and its use in the markets of the world; to the vari- 
ous surveys of Grays Harbor by the different departments of the Govern- 
ment, showing the depth of water in our channels and at our entrance, and 
the improved condition at the entrance brought about by the appropriations 
already expended. 

Thirteenth. In view of the facts herein stated, your memorialists urge upon 


your honorable body the immediate necessity of an appropriation adequate | 


to the expeditious carrying forward of the improvements estimated and 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers’ Report, 1896. This expenditure is 
a part of your original plan for the improvement of Grays Harbor, asis fully 
set forth in said report. The appropriation asked for by your memorialists 
is the amount recommended, $125,000. 
That you may appropriate the requisite funds your memorialists will ever 
pray. 
Dated Chehalis County, Wash., this 19th day of December, A. D. 1900. 
Chamber of Commerce of the City of Aberdeen, A. J. West, presi- 
dent; by Phil 8S. Locke, secretary. Commercial Club of the 
City of besten. W. L. Adams, president; by_T. C. Frary, sec- 
retary. Business Men's Club of the City of Montesano, F. L 
Carr, president; by L. H. Brewer, secretary. Improvement 
Club of the City of Cosmopolis, N. D. Gaylord, president; by 
L. M. Roser, secretary. Merchants’ Club of the City of Elma, 
J. Will Anderson, president; by J. R. O'Donnell, secretary. 
Commercial Club of the City of Ocosta, W. H. Smith, presi- 
dent; by Alfred Beaulieu, secretary. Board of Trade of the 
City of Westport, A. K. Bush, pavabdients by Geo. L. Raymond, 
secretary. 


_ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepsuRN] 
is recognized for one hour, 


Folume XI, giving | 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, for nearly twenty years I 
have thought that 1 discovered in the river and harbor bill evi- 
dences of the wasteful expenditure of the public money. When 
I tirst made that discovery the bill appropriated $19,000,000. The 
country at that time was, | might almost say, horrified at so vast 
an expenditure. Yet this bill carries $60,000,000; and another 
bill which will be before us shortly, to provide for carrying on 
works of improvement that have been already authorized, will 
carry an expenditure of eight or ten millions more. 

I recognize the fact that many of the improvements authorized 
are wise and judicious. I think that perhaps this bill has as few 
meretricious propositions in it as any one; and I will say here, Mr. 
Chairman, that 1 would be content to allow the present chairman of 
the Rivers and Harbors Committee to prepare a bill, satisfied that 
it would represent nothing but material interest. But the chair- 
man can not do that; he has 16 colleagues, and all of those gen- 
tlemen have their special interests which they feel compelled to 
advocate. 

I think this policy is a mistake. I donot believe that gentlemen 
strengthen themselves by this wanton, this reckless, expenditure 
I remember an instance. There wasa gentleman here 
from the State of Oregon—a gentleman beloved by all his col- 
leagues—who devoted himself to securing appropriations for his 
State. They were colossal in amount, and yet they were not 


| sufficient to meet the constantly growing appetite of his people— 


contractors and interested persons—and when the time came 
that he had reached the limit, they struck him down because he 
could not continue these extraordinary appropriations. 

I see seated before me now a gentleman who has done more to 
secure appropriations for the Mississippi River Commission and 
for that enterprise than any other gentleman in this House. In 
season and out of season he has labored until more than $41.000,- 
000 has been thrown away in abortive attempts to improve the 
navigation of the Mississippi River. Each year commerce on that 
stream has dwindled. 

I can remember a time when there were many lines of magnifi- 
cent steamers plying the length of that river. Where are they 
now? You do not find them. There are scarcely as many tug- 
boats on the river to-day as there were magnificent palatial! steam- 
ers forty years ago. Last night, to my astonishment, I found in 
my mail an unsigned letter calling my attention to a newspaper 
article which I would receive in that mail. To my surprise, I 
found that it was an assault on my friend from Mississippi who has 
done so much for his people because he had not done more. It 
contained a speech of PATRICK HENRY—I do not know whether it 
was the shade of the Revolutionary orator or some one in being— 
an assault on my friend because he had secured only a beggarly 
$2,000,000 and more for the rurpose of building levees in that 
State. The charge was macc that he had not secured for the 
rivers of that State—and I undertake to say that there is no gen- 
tleman here who could name three of the dozen rivers named— 
as large appropriations as some predecessor of his had, although 
those appropriations amounted to two hundred and more thou- 
sand dollars. The complaint was that four of the rivers, after 
years of appropriation, had disappeared from the river and harbor 


| bill. 


Ah, gentlemen, this thing is perennial. It never does to com- 
plete a work of this kind. It never does to put it in such a situ- 
ation that it may be dropped, with its attendant hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, from the river and harbor bill. The work 


must goon and on and on; and unless you are able to secure these 


| sums which are demanded, [ warn you, gentlemen, you are not 
| helping yourselves in the end by these extraordinary appropria- 


tions. 
Why, think of it—you gentlemen who have been colleagues of, 
General CATCHINGS—that any man should charge him with dere- 


| liction of duty in not securing ample appropriations to build up 


the levees of his State and protect the plantations of the State 
from the inundating waters of the Mississippi! 

Democrat as he is, strict constructionist as he is, he has gone 
intinitely further than my friend on my right whospoke a moment 
ago. He finds constitutional warrant for keeping water away 
from private lands, while my friend can not find constitutional 
warrant for putting water on Government lands, {Laughter. | 
And right here I might say that this is one of the evidences of 
progressive Democracy. The gentleman from Missouri asked a 
question of the gentleman from Ohio a little while ago. I can re- 
mind him when it was for the first time a prominent Democrat in 
the United States took the position that a river, an interior river, 
could properly be the subject of improvement by the Government 
of the United States. 

It was when Mr. Calhoun made his speech in the city of 
phis, in 1845, at a river-improvement convention held there at the 
time. He then said that the original Democrats had believed 
that a harbor, if upon the sea, might be a subject of improve- 
ment. Later they progressed, and took the position that if 1t was 
upon tide water it was a proper subject of improvement; but now 
he was willing to say that if the stream crossed the border of a 
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State line it was thereby nationalized and made a subject of im- 
yrrovement; and there for the first time the Democratic party got 
itself upon this doctrine that the gentleman from Mississippi has | 
so expanded as that under the general-welfare clause we can now | 
protect the plantation of a Mississippi planter from the invading 
waters of the Mississippi River by building a levee all around it. 
Mr. Chairman, gentlemen have said here that this bill brought 
its blessings to all parts of the country and to all constituencies 
alike. Idenyit. Iitisnottrue. I have in my hand anexecutive | 


document, I presume published under the sanction of the Com- | 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors. It isastatement in detail of the 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says we are 
driven to take care of her harbors. You are driven to coerce the 
Government of the United States to take care of the harbors for 
your local traffic. 

oe WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is a most narrow view to 
take of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is the correct view. You have precisely 
the same advantage for your interstate commerce that we have 
in Iowa. Then you have the sole advantage for your local com- 
merce that we do not have. Then you have the sole advantage of 
the expenditure of the money going into your pockets that we do 


appropriations that have been made, amounting to more than | not have. Therefore I say that there is a special advantage, and 


$330,000,000, for this class of improvements. There isa table, a 
recapitulation by States, the last table in the volume, 


Mr. VANDIVER. May I ask the gentleman how far back it | 


roes? 


| there is some reason for the extraordinary industry and zeal that 
| is manifested on this placard that we have here in the Hall. 

And right here let me say that there are gentlemen, I under- 
stand, who are taking exception because some gentleman has seen 





Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is from the early times up to 1867. 


Here is the statement. Recapitulation of total appropriations by | 


States. The total is $330,863.642.14. Remember the cents, gen- 
tlemen. [am not sure that it is accurate, but it is a committee's 
publication, lassume. I find that the total for the State of Iowa, 
the appropriations are represented to be $2,500; the State of Mich- 
igan, $21,891,000. Now, gentlemen, the State of Michigan and 
the State of Iowa alike are beneficiaries so far as interstate com- 
merce is concerned. They stand alike. That serves the purpose 


of the Iowa farmer. It is the means manyof them utilize in get- | 


ting grain to market; but there is a local advantage; that is, a 
local advantage to the man in Michigan, because it enables him 
to use these waterways for that traffic thatis State, not inter- 


state. It does away with the necessity of so many miles of rail- | 
way; it gives him cheaper and easier transportation for his local | 


traffic; and, in addition to that, it gives him the great benefit of 


the expenditures in Michigan, to the people of Michigan, because | 


these expenditures are largely items of labor. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the | 


gentleman a question? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Iowa cer- | 


tainly would not claim that there is any analogy whatever between 
the location of his State and the location of Michigan. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, thank God, not. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Perhaps we can say, ‘‘ Oh, thank | 
God, not,” onour side. Our State is wave washed andsurrounded | 


by water: it is a peninsula. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Are you making this speech? I thought you 
were going to ask me a question. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam going to ask you a question. 
Does not the Federal Government exercise jurisdiction over every 
harbor and in every navigable water; and is it not right that it 
assume the responsibility thereof and keep them in proper con- 
dition to subserve their natural purposes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It assumes the responsibility, but its juris- 
diction is not exercised except for the benefit of your people only; 
but because it exercises this jurisdiction, are you going to base upon 
that a demand that all the other people shall make contribution? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is not St. Marys River a great in- 
ternational waterway, and does it not serve every State in the 
West, as well as the State of Michigan? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I say that it does; and if the gentleman had 
listened to what I have said he would have known that I did say 
in regard to interstate commerce we had the same interest with 
Michigan, but with regard to the commerce that is local to Mich- 
igan—State commerce—you have advantages we do not have, and 
in addition you have the benefit coming from the expenditure in 
your midst. This money goes into the pockets of the people of 

fichigan; so that I say there are two advantages that you have 
that we in Iowa do not have, disproving the proposition that the 
benefits of this river and harbor bill fall equally upon all the 
0ple. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman from Iowa will 
permit me again. We have the same internal facilities of trans- 
portation that Iowa has, we have the railroads, but we have the 
necessity confronting us of keeping our harbors in proper condi- 
tion. The gentleman would not drive a vessel the whole length 
of Lake Michigan to get a harbor in Wisconsin when there was 
a nearer harborin Michigan. We must keep up the improvements 
and keep these waterways in condition, or allow the harbors to 
fill up and imperil the lives of those engaged in commerce upon 
the lakes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I supposed I was yielding toa question. I 
did not know I was yielding toa speech. I have no doubt it will 
be a better one. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not admit that. The gentle- 
man from lowais recognized among his associates here as the best 
debater on this floor and I have no disposition to trouble him 
further. 


fit to makea public statement of what they havedone. What are 
you angry about, gentlemen? About the notoriety given to the 
| actor the actitself? [Laughter.] I am not here to quarrel. [ 
| take it that an explanation that was made here is perhaps en- 
tirely proper. Naturally those great States that have a water 
front and that have water communication are interested, and nat- 
urally their Representatives would seek places on that committee. 
That is right and proper. But I do not think that any one of 
these gentlemen has a right to regard himself as insulted, treated 
| with indignity, simply because somebody has seen fit in a public 
| way to show by contrast what has been done. 

| Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman permit an 
| interruption? 


Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from lowaif he has ever investigated the question whether 
in other countries where these improvements are made, a part of 
| the cost of them is ever assessed upon the locality in which they 
are made? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hadsupposed that in many instances it was 
all assessed on the locality. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not know myself, and I 
ask simply for information. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have never given careful attention to that 
matter, but I have supposed that many of the greatest works of 
that character have been conducted to completion by localities, 
just as the city of Chicago has, unaided by the Government, com- 
pleted the most magnificent improvement in connection with 
hydraulics in this country. Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that in 
order to make this bill a fair one there ought to be some provision 
by which these States that can not in the nature of things be bene- 
ficiaries under this law should have a corresponding appropriation 
at least equal to that which would represent the local value to the 
State, the use of these waterways for State commerce. I take it 
that the gentleman from Michigan does not desire and insist that 
the Federal Government shall aid in any way any transportation 
of the local merchandise of the State of Michigan. Surely he 
would not. And yet when these waterways are provided they 
are provided for all purposes, the same for the State as for national 
purposes, and he does get that benefit. Now, I say that justice 
and fairness require that the other States should have in some 
way or other an equivalent for that peculiar advantage. 

Mr. WEEKS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. WEEKS. I would like to have the gentleman state how 
the appropriation should be made for the benefit of the State that 
has no rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not prepared to say just how it should 
be made, but I might suggest to the gentleman that, take these 
Western States, with the rich, deep loam that has no limestone 
base that is accessible, that can not have the good roads that you 
have in Pennsylvania and in many other States, aid could be 
given in that direction. We do not have the sandy soil that you 
havein very many parts of Michigan. There are States where the 
road problem is one of terrible significance. There are monthsin 
the year in the region of country where I live that the highways 
are practically impassable, and there is an embargo on travel, and 
often from farm to farm. We have no stone, we have no sand, 
we have the rich, deep soil that when the frost comes out in the 
spring, or when the rains are unusual, make it into mud so deep 
that the wagon will sink almost out of sight. 

Mr. WEEKS. Would the gentleman have that appropriation 
for roads in the States that have no rivers and harbors, made in 
the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am not talking about where it should be 
made; I am trying to get into the mind of the gentleman, if I can, 
some slight conception of the justice there ought to be in appro- 
priations of this kind. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another measure that I wish to speak 
about and in regard to which I think the committee is making a 
great mistake, In the last appropriation bill they started upon a 
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new departure that will have no end, gentlemen, no end. I refer 
to the harbor of New York upon which millions of dollars have 
been spent; a harbor that was supposed to be in perfect condition, 
One would have supposed it no longer needed the care of this bill. 
But the newspapers announced that upon the stocks, in some 
shipyard in Glasgow, there was a vessel that would draw 34 feet. 
No such vessel had ever been built, no such vessel had ever ap- 
peared, but straightway the Representatives from that great 
State came to the River and Harbor Committee with the proposi- 
tion that New York Harbor must be fitted for the advent of that 
vessel, if, perchance, that vessel ever should come to American 
waters. And at once there was a proposition engrafted upon the 
bill to widen and deepen the channel, giving them a depth of 35 
feet, 2,000 feet wide, from the point of the island out beyond the 
bar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Forty feet. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Massachusetts corrects 
me by saying the depth was to be 40 feet. 1 think that was the 
proposition originally, but it was modified, as I understand, to 35 
feet. Two thousand feet wide! It has been developed in this de- 
bate that in the Detroit River, where more commerce passes dur- 
ing the twelve months of the year than at any other spot on earth, 
the channel is but 300 feet wide, and the committee proposes in 
this bill to double its width. In that fast moving stream, with 
many sharp.angles, 600 feet is deemed a sufficient width of chan- 
nel for the passage of the greatest volume of commerce that is 
congregated at any one point in the whole surface of the earth, 
yet at New York the proposition is to give a breadth of channel of 
more than three times what is proposed for the channel of the 
Detroit River and more than six times the width that has served 
the uses of commerce in the Detroit River all these years. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York rose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether he knows that there is a line of steamers drawing 
34 feet of water running from Liverpool to an Australian port, 
and that the owners of that line applied in New York for wharf- 
age in order to run such a line to New York? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1 did not knowit. I remember reading some 
years ago the statement in regard to this vessel being upon the 
stocks, accompanied with the statement that it was the only ves- 
sel in the world drawing more than 30 feet. My information is 
based upon that statement. If the gentleman has other informa- 
tion, I shall be glad to be corrected. 

Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
that within the last six months application was made in New York 
Harbor for wharfage facilities for vessels of 34 feet draft. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, that raises the pertinent in- 
quiry, Are we to adapt our entire harbor system to the depth of a 
few vessels, or by establishing our own water depth are we going 
to compel the conformation of vessels to that? Shall we expend 
millions upon millions because some shipbuilder sees fit occasion- 
ally to give this greater draft to his vessels, or shall we say to him, 
“If you want the trade of our ports, you must conform your ves- 
sels to our 80-foot standard.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this appropriation of six or eight or ten 
million dollars—whatever it may be—for New York Harbor were 
the last—if that were all, it would not so much matter. But 
here comes the city of Boston insisting that Boston must not be 
discriminated against. Boston was “the cradle of liberty.” Bos- 
ton has Bunker Hill Monument. Only a few miles from Boston 
Lexington and Concord furnished battlefields of great renown, 
and therefore Boston must not be discriminated against. And 
the complaisant River and Harbor Committee, probably in order 
to hold the Massachusetts delegation to the support of this bill, is 
compelled (I am satisfied against the will of the chairman) to au- 
thorize an appropriation for this purpose. And next year will 
come Philadelphia, where the Declaration of Independence was 
signed. [Laughter.] And a little while after that will come 
Baltimore, the home of the man who wrote the ‘Star-Spangled 
Banner.” [Laughter. ]} 

And a little later will come Charleston, 8. C., which has the site 
of old Fort Moultrie, where was exhibited such heroic valor a cen- 
tury and a quarter ago. Whata blessing it is to some people that 
they have ancestors. [Laughter.] Charleston must have her 35 
feet. And then New Orleans. Theyareafteritnow. They want 
the improvement of the Southwest Passage. A few years ago, 
when they were clamoring for the expenditure of many millions 
to accomplish the jetty system, they told us here that the method 
to be adopted for the proper control of the Mississippi River was 
the policy of concentration—to concentrate all the waters in one 
exit—to get the rush of the current and scour out the bottom. 
That was the theory then. Now, in order to get this 35 feet depth 
they have changed all their theories of engineering, and to-day the 
policy and the demand is dispersion. ‘‘Let us have as many 
mouths as possible to the Mississippi River; let us have the South- 
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west Pass improved, the South Pass, the Southeast Pass,” and then 
after a while we may possibly be met with the proposition (although 
I can not speak for New Orleans) that the Atchafalaya must be 
opened in order to give some further benefits perhaps to the State 
of Texas. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If his question is a pertinent one in connec- 
tion with what I am discussing. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. As I understand, under the present system 
of taxation the money can be provided to meet the $60,000,000 of 
expenditure that the gentleman is talking of without creating a 
deficit in the Treasury. That being so, if the $60,000,000 is not 
subtracted from the United States Treasury by these expenditures, 
more or less for State or national benefit, how are you to get 
$60,000,000 out of the Treasury and distribute it among the people? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, Ido not know that that money has been 
accumulated for the purpose of distribution among the people. 
That seems to be the idea of the river and harbor bill, but it has 
never been my idea. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. 
it out? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I propose none. I am not discussing that 
question. We will cross that bridge when we get to it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa, if the great percentage of the foreign com- 
merce of the world is being done at the present time by vessels 
drawing 30 feet of water—and I think the statistics will show that 
practically all the tonnage that is being built at the present time 
for ocean traffic is being built with that draft—whether it is not 
as essential for the protection and advancement of American com: 
merce to expendthe money appropriated in this bill for the widen- 
ing and deepening of harbors to admit these vessels as it is to ex- 
pend the $150,000,C00 of the people’s money for the construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal, which has for its purpose the advancement 
of American commerce, and a project which we all believe in? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think thereis a very great difference. The 
great work to which the gentleman refers is in its very essence 
and of necessity national in character. It will benefit the com- 
merce of all States alike, or the people thereof. There is no local 
advantage secured by anyone. All the commerce that will pass 
through that canal will be interstate and international commerce. 
It will not be the commerce of a single State. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman 
permit another question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well. I would rather not. I do not see that 
that question was especially pertinent to my argument one way 
or the other. But the gentleman is always full of what are sup- 
posed to be catches or traps. He has always ‘‘got one up his 
sleeve” which, with a bland smile and a mellifluous brogue, he 
thrusts into the debate. [Laughter. } 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like to have 
the gentleman answer my question in his own Western brogue, 
I have not heard the answer yet. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; and you will not hear an answer. 
not answer and be polite. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman 
will continue to be a gentleman on the floor of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, I hope so; and perhaps that is not be- 
yond the domain of hope in my case. [Laugbter. } 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Well, I trust not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak with refer- 
ence to the one matter in this bill that affects my people locally. 
One county in my district borders upon the Missouri River. The 
Missouri River has received the attention of the river and harbor 
bill for a long time and very many millions of dollars have been 
expended upon it with a view toimproving its navigation. Now, 
there may be some stretches of that river in the extreme upper re- 
gions of it or near its mouth where there is some commerce, but 
in this portion of the river upon which my district abuts I am in- 
formed that one steamboat passed up the river last summer—the 
first steamboat attempting to do that in ten years. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did they ever get it down again? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is not intended that it should come down. 
Away up near Fort Benton there is a stretch of the river, a few 
hundred miles it may be, because the Missouri is a very long 
stream, up above the mouth of the Yellowstone, where the slope 
of the river is but little, where there is some steamboat naviga- 
tion. and there are three or four boats on that stretch of the river. 
As they are not built there and usually are built at Pittsburg. they 
have to use the lower riverin getting to the seat of their industry. 

Mr. CORLISS. During high water. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, the great trouble is this: It is utterly 
impossible to navigate that river cheaply, the slope of the river 


What method do you propose for getting 
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is sogreat. It is a foot and one one-hundredth of a foot per mile 
from Sioux City to its mouth—more than double the slope of the 
Mississippi River from St. Louis to Cairo; three times the slope 
of the river from Cairo to Vicksburg; six times the slope of the 
river from Vicksburg to the Gulf. 

So that if it were possible to straighten the river and remove 
the sand bars the velocity would be so great that it could not be 
cheaply navigated. The vessels would be like the fast liners that 
cross the Atlantic. All their space would be taken up by power- 
ful machinery and by coal bunkers and there would be no room 
left for freight. No one except the engineers, the contractors, | 
and the Representatives who have a false idea that appropriations | 
strengthen them at home have ever advocated an attempt to im- | 
prove the navigation of the Missouri River. Those are the three | 
classes of people. Now, that river, where it affects Iowa, flows | 
through a magnificent valley almost as level as a billiard table, | 
from 5 to 25 miles in width. There is a soil from 10 to 20 feet in 
depth. Below that soil there is a stratum of sand. When the 
river is low and its surface is opposite this stratum of sand it eats | 
in, constantly undermining, and I have seen stretches of it half | 
as wide as thisroom and half a mile long drop into the river at | 
once. That vast amount of matter is taken up in solution, that | 
rich soil is carried on down, aiding to give the muddy and the | 
turbid appearance that the waters of the river have. 

it is in time deposited lower down and forms an obstruction in 
the shape of asandbar. What I think ought to be done even to 
improve the navigation of the Lower Mississippi is to prevent this 
vast volume of drift, as we call it, composed of vegetable matter, 
some sand, some lime, and some clay, from being dropped into the 
river. If by means of small and inexpensive dikes the Secretary 
of War was authorized to divert the current from these washing 
places where it is in contact with the bank, infinite good could be 
done. An appropriation of $600,000,in my judgment, would do 
that. It would start a current across the river, it is true. It 
would strike 2 or 3 miles below on the opposite bank, but one of 
these barriers made of mattresses formed of willows and of wire 
and weighted with rock an angle of 30° from the bank would soon | 
have behind it a solid bank, and that would protect the river in 
its whole length where it is now making the dangerous and expen- 
sive incursions. 

W hen I went into the region of country where I live, thirty-four 
years ago, the town of Hamburg was our port of entry, so to 
speak. We had norailways. There were then a few boats mak- 
ing occasional visits up the river. I remember hauling shingles 
from there thirty-four years ago. The town was upon the bank 
of the river. To-day it is 8 miles from the river. The river has 
wandered off toward the Nebraskans, and has destroyed the 
greater portion of that region between its old location and the 
presentone. Now, it may be said that this improvement, of which | 
1 have spoken, is not in the interest of navigation—that it is for | 
the protection of the Iowa farmer. May I not suggest that the 
committee are estopped from making that statement, for they 
have appropriated $41,000,000 already for the protection of the 
Southern farmer. But it will be said, ‘‘We have only spent | 
$15,000,000 in building levees in the last twenty years.” 

I undertake to say that the other twenty-six million would | 
never have been demanded if it had not been the desire to get the | 
fifteen million; for I want to make the statement now, in the pres- | 
ence of the champion of these improvements, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CaTCHINGS], who has done so much to secure 
them, and who, perhaps, is sometimes now saying to himself, 





‘‘How sharper than a serpent’s tooth it is to have a thankless 
child,” I want to say in his presence that there has been no sub- 
stantial improvement in the navigation of the Mississippi River 
in the last twenty-two years. Iam ready to stand by that state- 
ment and tosubmit it to the dispassionate judgment of any man 
on earth except one interested in the river and harbor bill and an 
engineer of the United States Army. 

Il remember the President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, 
in a message to Congress, referred to this matter, and while he 
was a great friend of the gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. Catcu- 
incs]}, I acquit that gentleman from any suspicion of inspiring the 
suggestion of the message. President Cleveland said that after 
the expenditure of—I have forgotten how many millions, probably 
twenty-nine millions or something like that—they had secured an 
improvement to the extent of 5 inches on the New Madrid reach, 
i think, and 7 inches of depth on the Plum Point reach. If I am 
wrong in my figures—I am not about the inches—if I am wrong | 
in any of my figures, the gentleman from Mississippi will correct 
me. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if we can make these appropriations for 
the protection of the plantations in Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkan- 
sas, and Tennessee, can we not do the same thing for the protec- 
tion of the farmers in Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota? 

You gentlemen do not appreciate how serious this matter is. 
A farmer goes to bed at night the owner of 160 acres of as prolific 
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land as there is under the sun. He gets up in the morning and 
sees that a current is setting across the Iowa side of the river. 
The riveris low and he sees that the bank has broken away and 
that he has a strip a rod or two wide and half a mile long less 
than he had when he went to bed, So it goes on and on until in 
three months’ time that splendid farm has absolutely disappeared. 
Towns have been so treated. East Nebraska City was once a 
flourishing town on the eastern bank of the Missouri River. To-day 
the Missouri River is some distance east of the most easterly 


| building in that town. St. Marys, in Mills County, was once a 


flourishing town. It has absolutely disappeared, and its site is 2 
miles over in the State of Nebraska. 

i think this matter is one of national importance, because all of 
you gentlemen are interested in the preservation of the corn belt. 
You must remember that there is but little of it in the world. 
That region of country that produces corn in its best condition is 
limited to six degrees of latitude and extends from Ohio only a 
couple of hundred miles west of the Missouri River. That is sub- 
stantially all the corn land—I mean where corn is produced in 
greatest quantities and cheapest—that there is in the world. All 
are interested in these lands. Therefore I hope that when the 
time comes and the gentleman from the Eleventh Iowa district 
moves his amendment, asking an increase of this appropriation 
and that it may be used in maintaining the stability of the banks 
of the river, that all of you fair-minded men who want to disburse 
the blessings of the river and harbor bill so that they will fall, like 
the dews of heaven, upon the heads of all will vote for it with abso- 
lute content. 

Mr. Chairman, I once said that I expected to live long enough 
to see a river and harbor bill carry $100,000,000. That was only 
a few yearsago. We have got up to 60 per cent of my expecta- 
tion. Iexpect to live,if you goon as you are going, if the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] can not assert himself, if we do 
not see a change in our rules, so the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors may consist of one person, and that the gentleman from 
Ohio, I expect to see the time when we will have more than a 
hundred million dollars appropriated and authorized. 

Right here let me suggest to you this method of authorization 
is subtle and perilous. Would the gentleman from Ohio, would 
he have permitted this bill to bear his name if the appropriation 
was for $60,000,000 direct and the $8,000,000 that will be borne by 
the sundry civil bill—$68,000,000? I take it he would not; and I 
take it that he would have been able to go farther in the direction 
that he did go. 

I do not suppose that I am telling any secrets—in fact it did not 
come to me as a secret—but that he did compel cutting off of 
$20,000,000 from this bill as it was originally drafted. The coun- 
try should thank him for that. I say seriously, if we could put 
the responsibility on that gentleman I would be perfectly content 
to do it. We would have a river and harbor bill then that did 
not contain fads; we would have a river and harbor bill that was 
not filled with experiments; we would have a river and harbor 
bill that did not minister to the greed of localities and of indi- 
viduals. It would be national in its character, and would repre- 


| sent only those works that were of national character and that 


did give equality of blessings to all who contribute to the expense. 

But 1 see another danger looming up. Here are industrious 
young men from the far West. They are now at the head waters 
of those great streams. They can not ask for improvements for 
navigation, for they lack both navigation and commerce, and often 
even river way; but that does not necessarily put a limitation on 
desire, and they come to us with the plea that we must—we 
must—reclaim the arid lands. A little while ago they came with 
the proposition that we should give them the aridland. Many 
gentlemen thoughtlessly were willing to doit. But see what it 
would come to. Years ago the Congress of the United States 
gave the swamp lands and overflowed lands lying within the 
borders of the States to such States. 

Shortly after that a gentleman from Mississippi—not the one 
that I have before me now, but another one—in conjunction with 
other gentlemen from Louisiana and from Arkansas and from 
those States to whom those lands had been given on the condiiion 
that they would reclaim them and add them to the arable acres 
of the United States. That was the plea—that that would bea 
benefit to them; that they were to be covered with corn, cotton, 
rice, and sugar. So they were given to the States. I think 1 oui- 
siana nominally had about 10,000,000 acres, and I think Arkansas 
had—on paper, at least—6,000,000, I do not remember whar the 
other States had; but after they had got the title tothe lands. then 
they came up to us in ariver and harbor bill for improving the 
Mississippi River, with a scheme so comprehensive that it would 
include the reclamation of those lands, saving them from that 
duty and expense upon which as a condition the lands were g:ven 
to their States. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. | 
Mr. MONDELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa if he | 
considers it fair—in view of the fact that he has just stated that | 
the Government gave certain Southern States their lands with 
the understanding that they would reclaim them, and then ap- | 
propriated for the construction of levees to protect them—is it now | 
fair that this Congress should refuse to give Western States their | 
arid land and at the same time refuse to extend aid in the reclama- 
tion of them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, certainly it is entirely fair to refuse to | 
do that. Because a Congress has made a great mistake, because | 





two Congresses or many Congresses have, where all men can see | 
now that a mistake has been made, is it wise to go on in the light 
of experience, still blundering and still frittering away the public 
domain? Ido not hesitate to say to the gentleman that I have 
another reason for that, a selfish one it is true, but I have it, and 
it isstrong with me. When the time comes for the reclamation | 
ofthis land and there isan agricultural necessity for it, when the | 
product of the farm is insufficient for the food supply, then let 
the generation to be affected make these changes. To-day we 
have a surplus of farm products of hundreds of millions, a sur- 
plus that we have to send abroad in order to realize upon it at all. | 

Sending it abroad as a surplus we permit the consumer abroad 
to fix the price. That foreign price fixes the price of the product | 
at home. There will besubstantially no more farms until the arid- | 
region landsare reclaimed, Theavailablelands are now occupied. 
Every new one is a competitor in this overcrowded market with 
the farms that now exist. When we have such a population as | 
will consume all we produce, which will probably be in twenty | 
years, when thirty more million people will greet 1920, and we will 
consume the product that is our present surplus, then is the time; | 
then is the hoped-for time for the Iowa farmer. Then he can fix 
his price in justice. [Loud applause. | 

os the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, before beginning my remarks 
I would like to have brought into this Hall for display and inspec- 
tion achart to which I expect to refer as a part of my remarks 
and for illustration pertaining thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have heard the request of 
the gentieman from Washington. Is there objection? [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to make 
any remarks on the pending measure. I would not dosonowif I 
felt that I could honorably sit still and keep still while this bill is 
being considered. 

Paraphrasing a Democratic term, I have in this bill a “ para- | 
mount” interest. Representing in part on the floor of this House | 
the great State of Washington, a State filled with vast and varied | 
productions, both agricultural and manufactured; a State that | 
fronts upon the Pacific and looks out toward the East, and | 
through whose maritime gateways is now flowing the increased 
and ever increasing commerce of the Orient, I must, in the very 
nature of affairs, have a very great interest in this bill. 

My interest in this bill was so great that I arose from a sick bed | 
in order to interview the members of the River and Harbor Com- | 
mittee with reference to this all-important measure. i now pro- 
pose to submit to this House a few general observations on this | 
bill that fell unheeded on the cold ears of that committee. 

In the first place, let it be understood that I have no feeling of 
hostility whatsoever toward the work of improving by artificial | 
means the splendid maritime highways of the nation. That isa |} 
great and good work that has my full sympathy. Indeed, it is | 
my feeling in favor of the meritorious maritime needs of this na- | 
tion, and not my hostility thereto that causes me to utter my | 








feeble protest against the pending measure. 

Here is a great appropriation bill—one of the greatest appro- 
priation bills that this body is ever called upon to consider or | 
pone a bill that, in its provisions, carries millions of dollars; a | 

ill that is seldom passed oftener than once in two years. There- | 
fore, the man whose loyal constituency is victimized by the pro- 
visions of this bill, and who sits still on the floor of this House | 
while it is passed, his mouth will be closed to utter any protest 
on this subject for two long years. Therefore, now is the ap- | 
pointed time. 

A FAIR DIVISION. 


It must be remembered that this bill is, or at least it ought to 
be, an 7a bill for the rivers and harbors of the United 
States. I will endeavor to prove, by indisputable facts and fig- 
ures, that this is an appropriation bill for the members of the 
River and Harbor Committee. In order to prove this, it is nec- 
essary for me, to some extent, to review very briefly the entire 
bill, because it is only by a review of the whole and a comparison 
of the parts that its unfairness may be shown. If a member of 
the River and Harbor Committee gets a million of dollars in this 
bill for his State, and another State, with an equally meritorious 
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project, is turned down, it is no answer to the charge of unfatr- 
ness to say that the first proposition was worthy, or was important, 
or was necessary. The question is, was it more worthy, more 
important, or more necessary than the other proposition which 
was turned down. All things in this world are relative, and their 
relation to each other is measured by comparisons one with the 
other. 


THE DIVISION OF THE SANDWICH. 


A few years ago I, in company with a few more young adven- 
turers, climbed to the snowy summit of one of the grandest moun- 


| tain peaks on the Western Hemisphere. The cold and hardship 


of that trip is a theme that beggars description. On our return 
from the summit in a semifrozen and starved condition we met an 
ascending mountaineer with a single sandwich. We wildly im- 
portuned for a division: but he sat calmly down in full view and 
devoured the entire biscuit, and excused himself by telling us 
how hungry he was, If in the future that man should ever be 
elected to Congress I bespeak for him a place on the River and 
Harbor Committee. [Laughter. | 


A COWARDLY AND COMPLACENT PHILOSOPHY. 


One member of the River and Harbor Committee—one of the 
direct beneficiaries of this unfair bill—has urged me not to make 
an attack upon this bill, because, forsooth, he said, that at some 
time in the future I might desire to secure appropriations for my 
State, and that I ought not to incur the hostility of the commit- 


| tee. That is a cowardly and complacent philosophy that finds no 


lodgment in my anatomy. [trust I shall always so demean my- 
self as to retain the personal friendship of the gentlemen of that 
committee. I believe 1 have their friendship now, but they have 


| not provided for my State in this bill. What warrant have I 


for supposing, if I refrain from an attack on this bill, that in 
the next bill the committee will do what they have failed to do in 
this one? According to the philosophy of my friend on the com- 
mittee, if I attack the bill I get nothing, and if I refrain from at- 
tack I surely get nothing. Another case of ‘‘ pay your money and 
take your choice.” 

Mr. McCULLOCH, What member of the committee said that 
to the gentleman? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, I have no personal objection to giving the 
gentleman's name. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Give it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I do not know whether it would be fair to 
the gentleman or not. I have no desire—— 

Mr. WHEELER (to Mr. CusHmMAN). I would not do it unless 
the gentleman consented. 

Mr. BISHOP. Allow me to say that if any member of the 
committee made a suggestion of that kind it does not reflect the 
sentiment of the committee. 

Mr. BALL. We would like to have the name, so as to know 
whether it is a fact or not. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. [am not aware that the gentleman has any 
reason to doubt that itis afact. If the gentleman concerned is 
willing, perhaps at a later stage in this debate I may give his 
name. Itis continually stated here that the committee have re- 
ported unanimously in favor of this bill. 

As I understand the duties of any of the great committees of 
this House, they are appointed to assist the House in legislation, 
and not to control it; to advise the House, and not to boss it. If 
we have reached the stage in this body where 17 men, however 
good and worthy they may be, can by simply giving their judg- 
ment on any matter in question control the vote and strangle the 
judgment of the 340 remaining members—I say if we have reached 
this point in Congressional legislation, I for one want to be defi- 
nitely informed of the fact. 

The honorable chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee 
has called particular attention to the fact that this bill has the 
unanimous support of thecommittee. Tothenew and uninitiated 
member on the floor of this House the one incomprehensible 
feature of Congressional legislation is the more than holy sanctity 
that surrounds and permeates that thing known as ‘‘ the commit- 
tee report.”” The superstitious never looked upon his fetich, nor 
the heathen gazed upon his idol, with one-half the holy awe that 
in this Chamber is accorded te that thing called ‘‘ the committee 
report.” There are members on the floor of this House that have 
violated the Ten Commandments and forgotten the lines of the 
doxology, but who expect to be saved from the hot hereafter 
because, forsooth, they have always voted with the committee! 

[Laughter.] 

Perhaps I am wasting my time and trespassing upon the patience 
of this House by combating that which has received the sanction 
of the committee. Now, then, if this bill is fair and equitable in 
its provisions, it does not gain any additional sanctity by reasonof 
having a committee report back of it; and if it is unfair and in- 
equitable, then all the committee reports on earth will not justify 
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it; Then permit me to demonstrate to you beyond all doubt that 
it is not a fair and equitable bill. As I proceed with the discus- 
sion, it will become apparent that there are abundant personal | 
reasons Why the committee should be unanimously in favor of | 
this bill; but the question will gradually form in your mind, to 
use a slang expression, ‘‘ Where do the rest of us get off?” 


I wish during the course of my remarks to refer to two charts 
or tables of figures that I have compiled and prepared for the pur- 
pose of more forcibly calling to the attention of the members of 
this House the unfair and inequitable character of this bill. 

I now call your attention to the large chart displayed before 
the Speaker’s desk, marked “ Chart A.” 


CUSHMAN’S CHART A, 


Seventeen States with members on the River and Harbor Committee. 





aa | Amount ap- | Amount au- | 

otates. propriated. | thorized. Total. 
Ohio wee nnce ceneeeeeee------| $1,814, 300.00 | $4,242,000.00 | $6,056, 300.00 
IIL... cm nthciniens teheiinamniiaadlaiin 450, 000.00 | 245, 000. 00 695, 000. 00 
a | ee iting al diel i lien tania tami alas ane 
ORT OA 2, 153,000.00 | 5,515,000.00 | 7, 668,000.00 
0 953, 000. 00 2, 836,913.57 | 3, 789,913.57 
i eee 210,000. 00 235, 000.00 | 445, 000. 00 
New York ..............--...-.-.....|  1,854,859.50 | 2,114,643.00 | 3,969,502. 50 
ESS EERE RES EN 830,500.00 | 1,500,000.00 | 2,330,500.00 











INN a nicictipenineme distri 1, 486,201.00 | 3,319,495.37 | 4, 80: 

SII aciinntigs bhisninnduenatiat nian nies 599, 200.00 | 178, 000. 00 | 

NS cnetiin intiins ebeanimmenemie 94,000.00 |...... adn 

ES ELIE LLL LOCTATE 450,700.00 | 1,174,845.00 | 1,625,545. 00 

ER cece sipsritcene ne-auemieseseiibih 790, 000. 00 400,000.00 | 1, 190,000.00 

EE reer | 434, 000.00 

I « acinsnadscsnaindtiie akcoueee 130, 000. 00 207,000.00 | 337, 000. 00 

SII ‘otvstindne ints welnaies saaaiaiidne 468, 500.00 | 590,000.00 | 1,418, 500.00 

ae <iieaeaiadiin Gamat diame | 1,520, 000.00 | 1, 900,000.00 | 3,420, 000.00 
Eas cin cater ense eens 14, 238, 260. 50 | 24, 457,896.94 | 38,955, 657. 44 


Items not properly chargeable to any State: 
EE III... cas ceeeepihienaininenitien aainianls $11, 905, 000. 00 
Missouri River sss tes anneal aedivanianh ieeabebiiaiiiy wieebsisiven 340, 000. 00 
Examinations and surveys.......-.....- cieniinen 200, 000, 00 

——| 12, 445, 000. 00 


A I co Men A ‘51, 400, 657. 44 











Total saieihcnmat 
Total amount carried by this bill SS 
Amount appropriated in above 17 States (including 3 items not 

chargeable to any separate State) ..................------.--s00 51, 400, 657. 44 


The amount remaining to be divided between 28 States 
and 4 Territories not represented with membership on 
River and Harbor Committee. ...............- ccc -ececcee 8, 534, 757. 88 


* Amounts included under head of Ohio River. 


The slightest glance at that chart will show you that it has 
taken a vast deal of labor and study to go through this great 
bill and tabulate these figures. Here is a bill carrying nearly | 
$60,000,000, divided between 408 different projects, and scattered 
from one end of the country to the other. It has been an enor- 
mous task to go through this monster bill and dig out these fig- | 
ures. I state this fact not in order to magnify my own labors, 
but to excuse a few errors which are contained in the chart. It | 
is practically impossible to deal with such a vast mass of figures 
and not have a few errors creep into the compilation. I have dis- 
covered a few small ones since the chart was completed, and it 
may be that there are a few more that have escaped my atten- | 
tion. This much I state in order to be perfectly fair with the 
members of the House in the presentation of this matter. 

But, having admitted this much, I will now say that the chart 
before you is substantially correct, and that no man can point out 
a sufficient number of errors to change in any material degree the 
facts and conclusions arrived at by a glance at this chart. It was 
not with any desire to criticise the members of the River and 
Harbor Committee that I began the compilation of these figures, | 
but merely to ascertain the facts in relation to this bill. 

Gentlemen will observe that this chart is prepared for the pur- 
pose of making a comparison—a rather startling comparison it 
proved to be—between the share of this bill which the members of 
the River and Harbor Committee have appropriated to their 
own States and the share which they have bestowed upon the 
rest of the country. You will notice that in the first column are 
named the 17 States, each one of which States has one member on | 
the River and Harbor Committee—Ohio, Illinois, West Virginia, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, Minnesota, New York, Oregon, Massa- 
chusetts, Wisconsin, Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama, Arkansas, 
Kentucky, Florida, and Texas. 

Now, this bill contains two different kinds or items of appropri- | 
ations. First, cash items, that are immediately available; second, | 
certain sums or amounts pledged or authorized for the continu- 
ance in the future of the projects contained in this bill. The 
amounts which are authorized are in every sense appropriations, 
just as much as thecash items. Theamounts which weauthorize | 
in this bill we are bound in honor to appropriate in future bills as | 
the sum shall be needed. Now, in the first column, opposite the 
name of the State, I have placed the total of the cash items which | 
this bill appropriates to that State; in the second column, oppo- 
site each State, I have placed the total of all the items which this | 
bill authorizes for that State. Thus the two sums opposite the | 
State of Ohio added together show the total sum appropriated | 


Twenty-eight States and three Territories with no member on the River and 
Harbor Committee. 

















| | 
Ss Amountap-| Amount 
States. neopriahed. authorized. Total. 

lain ania hilisichamaenniticgpianty I sieiiestasaleal $155, 000. 00 
DT SERREUD ccacntniweccenenmendest EE Snucne @aeduihinn 50, 000. 00 
MN. ccadiidinminetianstaateathed | SE iccuas knadeend 43,000.00 
ee DE cet al acta 165, 700. 00 
I ha tetas dita tance | 188,000.00 | $120,000.00 308, 009. 00 
a | 848,000.00 | 817,000.00 } 1,165, 000.00 
EE IS OEE IIL | i as 12, 000.00 
IL ..;.. .tdicauiel wbiieedemuegemee cade aCe 221, 000. 00 868, 350. 00 
ED nin cued deelieiubbneasestnedneed | 843,600. 00 398, 957. 08 742, 557.08 
eee | PRD Lonié caanesdied 223, 900. 00 
i CIID. .c ssnswienesesonnatibive | SD fh acnwcipae nen 155, 000. 00 
IN ad ck id eee ati eae ek 728, 000. 00 2, 950, 000. 00 | 8, 687, 000. 00 
i Sen, OP Benne cams snes 477, 500. 00 
ie MR i REN eR ieee ED Bo on onauhin subd 50, 000, 00 
I | I i 20, 000. 00 
RIED, acd cell etlucin Sete debupasibivaiignie 133, 000. 00 217, 850. 00 850, 850. 00 
DN 9... ccicnintdindes wbaine oeniine xt 4 ae 130, 000. 00 
Sskcdihihhnacdnenennbicmakatn 3, 366,050.00 | 4,724, 807.08 | 8,095, 357.08 

Total appropriated and authorized in this bill for the 28 States 
and 3 Territories not represented on committee -.............. $8, 095, 357. 08 


The following 11 States and 3 Territories received no appropriation under 
this bill: Colorado, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Nevada, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming, Montana, Arizona, Oklahoma, New Mexico. 


| and authorized which this bill provides for projects in Ohio, to- 


wit. $6,056,300. 

The next State, being Illinois, shows a cash appropriation of 
$450,000, and $245,000 authorized, making the total amount appro- 
priated in this bill for Illinois. $695,000. The third State is West 
Virginia. There are no appropriations in this bill to be expended 
within the State of West Virginia, but there are a number along 
the Ohio River where West Virginia borders on that river. As 
all the appropriations for the Ohio River are included in my chart 
under the head of ‘‘ The State of Ohio,” it was not proper to in- 
clude the same amounts a second time opposite the name of West 


| Virginia; hence the blank opposite this State. 


Now, so much for a general explanation of the nature of this 
chart. Permit me to call your attention specifically to some of 
the enormous amounts which some of these States have received 
in this bill. First, there is the State of Ohio, which receives un- 
der this bill the enormous amount of $6,056,300; the entire bill 


| carries practically $60,000,000, therefore the State of Ohio receives 


more than one-tenth of the entire amount in this bill. There is 
the State of Michigan, which receives the largest amount of any 
State, a total of $7,668,000, or more than one-tenth of the entire 
amount carried by this bill. The State of Oregon receives 
$2,330,500, and the State of Massachusetts the sum of $4,805,696.37. 
You will observe that these States to which I have called your 
attention, as well as others in this column of States too numerous 
to mention, have received far more than their fair share of this 
$60,000,000. 

In order to show you exactly how much more than their share 
they have received, let me pass to the bottom of the chart, to the 
total, where you will observe that these 17 States receive under 
this bill a total of $38,955,657.44. The three items, the ‘‘ Missis- 
sippi River,” the ‘* Missouri River,” and ‘‘ Examinations and sur- 
veys,” are not properly chargeable to any separate State. The 
total of these three items is $12,445,000. Add this item to the 
$38, 955,657.44, and it produces the sum of $51,400,657.44. Now, if 
you subtract this last amount from the whole amount carried by 
this bill—$59,935,415.82—the remainder is $8,534,757.88, which is 
the amount left to be divided among all the remaining States! 

Now, then, to get down to the meat in the cocoanut, in substance 


| what do these figures show? They show that the members of this 


committee haveappropriated to their own States nearly $39,000,000, 
and given to the other 28 States $8,500,000. Can any man look 
those figures in the face and justify this action? 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 
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Mr. BROMWELL. 


I see that the gentleman, in this chart, has 
a large amount charged up to the State of Ohio—charged, I pre- 
sume, to the district represented by the chairman of the commit- 
tee. 1 would like to inquire what items the gentleman has in- 


cludedin thatamount. Does heinclude the amounts appropriated 
for the various dams and other improvements on the Ohio River? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
chairman of this committee is directly interested in any of the 
dams on the Ohio River when he represents a Cleveland district, 
situated on the lake, while the city of Cincinnati profits more per- 
haps than any other city unless it be Louisville 

Mr. CUSHMAN. If the gentleman has a question to ask, let 

im ask it. 

s Mr. BROMWELL. Iam askingaquestion. I ask whether you 
can charge those improvements to the chairman of this committee 
when the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Mississippi, and every other State along the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers get the benefit of those improvements? Is it fair to charge 
those to the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Look atthechart. I have not charged them 
to the chairman of the committee, but to the State of Ohio. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Well, is it fair to charge them to the State 
of Ohio when all these other States get the benefit of them? 

Mr.CUSHMAN. Iwill sayto the gentleman that this printed 
slip or statement which I now hold in my hand was issued by the 
River and Harbor Committee. I got this statement from that 
committee; and in this statement these improvements were placed 
under the head of ‘‘ Ohio.” 

Mr. BROMWELL. The Ohio River? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Oh, no; under the head of the State of Ohio. 
And if the committee had not placed these sums under the head 
of the State of Ohio I would have segregated that sum, as I did in 
the case of the Mississippi and the Missouririvers, Thiscommittee 
by its own action is estopped from blaming me for charging the 
Ohio River improvements to the State of Ohio, for it was their 
own statement that caused me so to do. Now, then, does any 
man on this floor think that the State of Ohio is entitled to over 
one-tenth of this whole bill? 

Mr. MANN. Can the gentleman inform us how much of those 
$6,000,000 is for the Ohio River? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir. About $600,000 for the Ohio River. 

Mr. MANN. [think the gentleman is mistaken in his figures. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Ihave simply added together the items, and 
I believe they are absolutely correct—certainly very nearly so, at 
any rate. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I shall not make any speech. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, With that happy understanding, I yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BROMWELL. In making up these figures, did the gentle- 
man think it was fair tocharge those amounts which are for the im- 
provement of the Ohio River entirely to the State of Ohio, ignor- 
ing the fact that the State of Kentucky, on the other side of the 
river 

Mr. CUSHMAN, I know which side of the river Kentucky is 
on. [Laughter. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Isay, does the gentleman think it is fair 
to charge those amounts which are for the improvement of the 
Ohio River entirely to the State of Ohio, ignoring the fact that 
Kentucky, the State of West Virginia, and the State of Pennsyl- 
vania all three participate in the benefits of this improvement of 
the Ohio River? Is it fair to say to the State of Ohio that the 
—— which you have there should be charged solely to that 
State? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Before answering the gentleman, I would say 
that I am perfectly willing to answer any and all questions in this 
discussion that I can; but if my time is consumed in answering 
too many questions I may be obliged to ask the House for the 
courtesy of more time. Now, then, I answered that question for 
the gentleman just a moment ago. I said that the statement of 
these amounts are simply the figures which the River and Harbor 
Committee gave me, and in their statement they had them charged 
to the Stateof Ohio. I did notdothat. I took my statement from 
what I got from the committee. I hold their statement in my 
hand now, and the appropriations for the Ohio River are included 
in this statement under the head of the State of Ohio, My figures 
in this chart are predicated on the figures put forth by the com- 
mittee. I do not care to change my figures till they change theirs. 
However, I will say that nothing would please me better than to 
have the committee change the figures of this entire bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman permit just one inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. WHEELER. Supplementing the gentleman's statement, 














I desire to say that the lock and dam improvements on the Ohio 
River above the city of Cincinnati inure practically to the State 
of Ohio and not to theState of Kentucky, and he is right in charg- 
ing those amounts to the Stateof Ohio, because Kentucky receives 
practically no benefit from any improvement above the city of 
Cincinnati. It is not the wish of the people of Kentucky that it 
should be so improved. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Exactly. I thank the gentleman from Ken- 
— for additional testimony tending to show that this chart is 

air. 

Now, I should like to call the attention of this House to the 
State of Michigan, a State for which appropriations are made in 
this bill amounting to $2,153,000, and amounts authorized for over 
five and a half millions of doliars, making a total of $7,668,000 for 
the State of Michigan in this bill. 

Mr. BISHOP. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BISHOP. Have you studied the figures to ascertain that 
more than $6,000,000 of that was for the great waterway between 
Lake Superior and Lake Erie, that is not chargeable to Michigan 
any more than to the rest of the Northwestern States? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir; I have. And I have also studied 
the reports of this committee relating to the improvement of har- 
bors in my own State that are at one end of a ‘‘ great waterway” 
between the East and the West—improvements that are for the 
benefit of the mighty commerce between the Occident and the 
Orient—and I find that your committee has overlooked them like 
a ‘* white check.” [Great laughter.| Thatisaslang expression, 
the meaning of which I am not familiar with. I am glad to note, 
however, that its meaning does not seem to be lost on this great 
legislative body. [{Laughter. ] 

Mr. BISHOP. We have not overlooked a single item regarding 
the State of Washington, and I wish to say that this very appro- 
priation for Michigan carries with it the improvement of a water- 
way that opens up a pathway for commerce from the Pacific to 
the Atlantic Ocean, over which your commerce goes, as well as 
that of Michigan. [Applause. | 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I know that the gentleman from Michigan 
is one of the greatest beneficiaries of this bill, and therefore one 
of its most eloquent advocates. Perhaps if my State drew seven 
and a half million dollars instead of one hundred and thirty thou- 
sand, then I might become selfishly eloquent for this bill, too. I 
call the attention of the members of this House to one significant 
fact: Every time a criticism is made of the enormous amount re- 
ceived by Michigan the gentleman begins to explain that the bulk 
of these appropriations are for a ‘‘ great national waterway.” 

I will show the gentleman in a few minutes a map of the State 
of Michigan, to which he can call attention if he desires. It 
shows his own Congressional district, with six counties bordering 
on the lake front, none of which lie along that “ great waterway.” 
And the gentleman has got one appropriation in this bill for every 
county in his district that fronts on the lake. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] LI appreciate the fact that the State of Michigan does lie 
along one of the great highways of commerce, but the trouble 
with you gentlemen is that you are trying to throw sand in the 
eyes of this House. Every time a man rises and criticises any 
feature of this bill you leap to your feet and claim that it is for 
the improvement of a great maritime highway. Do you think the 
only maritime highway on earth is located in the neighborhood of 
Michigan? 

Mr. BISHOP. You asked mea question, and I claim the right 
to answer it. Take the harbor of Ludington, in my district. It 
has 2,400,000 tonnage. Nine-tenths of that tonnage comes from 
the great Northwest, and crosses Lake Michigan, and passes on to 
the East. Itis no more for the benefitof Ludington than it is for 
the State of Iowa or the State of Minnesota, and much of that 
commerce is from your own State of Washington in carrying 
grain to the East. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That does not answer my question. The 
gentleman says that his city has a tonnage of about twoanda 
half million, and it gets a large appropriation in this bill. I rep- 
resent cities on Puget Sound having a tonnage of about 6,000,000, 
and they get the ‘‘measly ” sum of $130,000. 

Mr. BISHOP. There is not a port in your State that has that 
amount of tonnage, and the gentleman ought to know it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Ihave hereamong my papers statistics which 
I will attach to my remarks showing that Puget Sound, of which 
Tacoma, Wash., is the greatest shipping point, is to-day the tenth 
seaport district in the United States, measured by exports and 
imports. And, by the way, while I was looking over this volume 


| of commercial statistics I did not find the village of Ludington 


mentioned at all. (Laughter.] Tacoma is to-day the most dis- 
tinctively American port of any ocean port in the United States. 
It carries the largest percentage of its foreign trade in American 
ships. 

It has grown more rapidly than any other American port. The 
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exports of Puget Sound have increased from $3,184,000 in the year 
1885 te $15,200,000 in 1899. During this time the exports of the 


port of San Francisco have decreased from $38,155,000 to $30,214,- | 


000, and the exports from Huron, Mich.—Michigan, the State 
located along the great national waterway—has decreased since 
1890 from $10,447,000 to $7,099,000. The exports from Cuyahoga, 
Ohio, in 1899 were only $2,175,000, or about one-fifth the amount 
exported from Tacoma in the same year. Talk to me about this 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors being guided solely by the 
amount of commerce a port possesses in the amount of appropria- 
tion they make for it! With the exception of New York and Bos- 
ton harbors, there is not a dollar appropriated in this bill for any 
other seaport city as important in amount or growth in trade or 
the limitless possibilities of the future as the harbor of Tacoma 
and the entire Puget Sound region. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BISHOP. Is not the gentleman's city of Tacoma receiving 
money from the River and Harbor Committee now for the im- 
provement of Tacoma’s harbor? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Oh, yes. In this bill, Mr. Chairman, a bill 
that carries $60,000,000, a bill that improves the creeks and 
sloughs and frog ponds of the nation, some of which can not be 
found on the latest and largest edition of the Rand-McNally Atlas, 
and my State, one of the great maritime States of the nation, gets 
the ridiculous sum of $130,000! If you think my vote can be 
bought for that price in support of a bill carrying $60,000,000, you 
are away off your base. I come froma State filled with thorough- 
breds! [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. BISHOP. I understand fully what the gentleman’s price 
is, and the House will understand that. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. There can be no mistake about what your 
price was, because that is written in black and white in this bill. 

Mr. BISHOP. I desire to say—— 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Ifyou haveanything you “‘ desire to say,” get 
alittle of your own time in which to ‘‘say it. The gentleman was 
making his speech yesterday, and I call the attention of this 
House now to the fact that three times I arose to ask him a ques- 
tion, but he was so busy talking about ‘‘ beloved Michigan” and 
her ‘*‘ great waterway” that he could not see me. Now he wants 
me tocontinually recognize him. If you want to make a speech, 
get a little time of yourown. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer once more to this chart 
(Chart A) and to the appropriations shown by it. Perhaps I had 
better pass from the total appropriation made for these 17 States 
having a membership on the River and Harbor Committee to the 
28 States and 4 Territories not represented on that committee— 
and that is passing from the gigantic to the diminutive, from the 
colossal to the microscopic, from the proud to the pathetic! 
[Laughter.] Now, then, out of this gigantic sum of $60,000,000 
carried by this bill the States and Territories which are unrepre- 
sented on this committee get the pitiful sum of $8,000,000 to be 
spread and splattered over 28 States and 4 Territories of this 
Union. Does any man on earth think that is fair? 

Now, these arethe figures. If these figures are false, I invite any 
or all the members of the River and Harbor Committee to point 
out the error. [A pause.] Now, then, if these figures arecorrect, 
then the River and Harbor Committee stands convicted of gross 
selfishness toward their own particular interests and gross unfair- 
ness toward the interests of the rest of the United States. 

Now, then, that I have shown this fact substantiated by these 
figures, no member on this floor can vote for this bill and excuse 
himself by saying that its unfairness was not pointed out. It has 
been pointed out. The only question now remaining is whether 
after it has been pointed out the members of this House will care- 
lessly ignore it, or willfully become parties to a measure so unfair 
that it borders closely on fraud. 

If we first by our silence and second by our votes sanction this 
measure which gives four-fifths of the appropriations of theentire 
bill to the committee, in the next bill they will be encouraged to 
take itall. The only difference between this bill and a bill for 
the sole benefit of the committee is a difference not in principle, 
but in degree, and a very small degree at that. 

The gentleman rose in his seat on yesterday and claimed that I 
was endeavoring to malign the committee. Ah, Mr. Chairman, 
iam not endeavoring to malign the committee or impugn the in- 
tegrity of its members. The gentleman’s conscience must have 
been hurting him when he said that by the compilation of these 
figures the committee was being maligned. Those are not my 
figures. They are yours. Ididnotcreatethosefigures. I merely 
compiled them. Neither am I responsible for the result at the 
bottom of the chart. Iam not responsible for the mathematical 
fact that 2 and 2 makes 4. I merely added together the items 
which your committee created, and if there is anything in the re- 
sult that hurts your conscisnce, that is your misfortune and not 
my fault. The thing that seems to be worrying some of the mem- 
bers of this committee is not that they have done something wrong 
or unfair—but that they have been found out, 
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Mr. Chairman, 1 invite this House to critically examine that 
chart. This chart is what I term a composite photograph of the 
17 friends that I have on the River and Harbor Committee. 
[Laughter.| If the members of this House will look at this like 
ness closely, they will notice that the bump of selfishness is ab- 
normally developed and that the line of generosity is completely 
obliterated. [Laughter.] Nineteen centuries ago imperial Cesar 
said that ‘‘All Gaul was divided into three parts.” He was an 
ancient, provincial, untutored ignoramus! If he could have lived 
to witness the dawn of the twentieth century and gazed upon 
the handiwork of the members of the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee of the Fifty-sixth Congress, he would have amended that 
statement on his own motion and subdivided ‘‘all gall” into parts 
enough so that there would have been at least one fragment for 
each of the gentlemen on the River and Harbor Committee, 
[Great as 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has called attention to the 
| fact that the States represented by the members on the River and 
| Harbor Committee receive a very large proportion of the appro- 
| priations made by the committee. May it not be possible that 
| the members of the committee are from the larger and more im- 
portant coast and river and harbor towns and cities, and from the 
localities which have the best claim upon the Government for ap- 
propriations in the river and harbor bill? 

A Member. That is a fact. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I am very glad the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming asked that question. It will enable me to knock the pins 
out from under the only defense that yet remains for the River 
and Harbor Committee. Every time a criticism is made of any of 
the provisions of the river and harbor bill some beneficiary of the 
bill leaps to his feet and says that he represents some great mari- 
time district entitled to more than ordinary consideration. Now, 
then, there is one test that is supreme and final, and that no man 
can say is unfair—that is the recommendation of the Chief of En- 
gineers of the United States Army. All of these improvements 
are made directly under his supervision and direction and with 
his recommendation. 

Whenever the Chief of Engineers of the Army is by act or joint 
resolution of Congress ordered to make a survey, estimate, and 
report on any proposed improvement, in his report on the project 
he includes not only the estimated cost of the project, but makes 
a review of the commerce of the locality intended to be improved, 
and makes that a part of the basis of his report. Now, then, if 
we were to take the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers 
for this year, covering every proposition in the United States, we 
would have a right to expect that the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee would appropriate a certain proportion of what he recom- 
mended, and that that proportion of what he recommended would 
be uniform throughout the United States. That is, if in their 
own States they appropriated for themselves 75 per cent of what 
the Chief of Engineers recommended and gave to the rest of the 
United States only 50 per cent, that would be unimpeachable evi- 
dence either of selfishness or fraud. Neither would it be any 
answer to that charge for any man to say that his district was a 
great maritime district, because the Chief of Engineers took that, 
as well as other matters, intoconsideration when making thereport. 

I took the last report of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, 
and at the expense of a great deal of hard labor went over it from 
start to finish to find out the amount he had recommended should 
be appropriated in every State in the Union this year. And an- 
other object I had in going over his report was to find out what 
per cent of his recommendations the members of this committee 
had taken for their own States, and also what per cent of his rec- 
ommendations they had given us, the other 28 States not repre- 
sented on their committee. 

I nowcall your attention to Chart B, which is now displayed 
before the Speaker's desk. 

There, Mr, Chairman, is the X-ray turned on this river and har- 
bor bill, and the result is anything but flattering to the members 
of that committee. 

This second chart is somewhat similar to the first one in that it 
is divided into two sides, one side representing these 17 States, 
and the other side representing the rest of the United States. But 
Chart A shows the amounts appropriated and authorized in the 
several States. This chart (B) is designed to make a comparison 
between the amounts appropriated and the amounts not author- 
ized but recommended by the Chief of Engineers. For instance, 
I have taken the 17 States represented by membership on the 
River and Harbor Committee and placed them in the first column. 
In the second column opposite each State is written the amount of 
cash appropriation this bill carries for that State. In the third 
column is written the amount of cash which the Chief of En- 
gineers recommended should be appropriated for all the various 
projects in that State in this bill. 
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CUSHMAN’S CHART B. 


Seventeen States with members on River and Harbor Committee. 





Amount ap- Amount rec- 


States. | propriated. | ommended. 
ORD «cide hnceteaietind teeeugeateoennehemetsbeésonnen | $1,814, 300.00 | $1, 484, 600.00 
TILIMOIS . 22-20 ec occe cowcnn cecwes coceweccne cececcescees! 450, 000,00 | 1, 502, 000, 00 
Vaak VE acind Hig ewesdanswiccss sees vonces vecsfoese eebine o ems beeees 
Michiess. ip os tbos once bubden sens cota cece caces stininiaaai | 2, 158,000.00 | 1,490, 200.00 
Pennsylvania ....-- .--. ----0- ++ 2000-20-22 ee eeee eee |} 958,000.00) 397,000.00 
RE cn has con nape qbets wtuaenédarn nines Gniriviinen | = 210,000.00 |... . oa 
Wew WOiibs coc ccccne dsee ences cect ccccesccccnscccccces | 1,854,859.50 |) 2,461,500.00 
OPCROD occoce once cccccn ccce cece cocces ccewcccsscoce cmnds 830, 500. 00 1, 163, 500. 00 
ManeetNR®: ....cnctcave scosseese Ee oe 1, 486,201.00 | 1,552, 720.00 
We WE catininn da abedgane 1006 cose pivesscencece eccees 599, 200. 00 | £35, 900. 00 
MigtiOGRG ..< ciescoecnscaccsccesecevsccsecceses aca 94,000.00 | 663,090. 00 
GOCE « ccnne Kensed hase cose cnescccuceneucssecccacces 450, 700.00 | 323, 500. 00 
A LeROO. . « scutes stan Gene accent coceevaudnoesenscesss | 790, 000. 00 | 873, 676. 00 
A SERGE a eck atbasdseqecsue cscs So nces cope qedaneceus | 434, 000. 00 177,000.00 
iT et OGIO 6 cil andnbtanes encnwns bn~eace« scdeabanetes 130, 000.00 | 281, 000. 00 
WORE accdd GeeeetObeebuks ease cadmceccaewondesceunes 468, 500.00 1, 224, 200.00 
rexas hdewahns Chath eocess weeeoeneceseeeents 1, 520, 000, 00 1, 280, 000. 00 
DORE aici Gade etdans cc cccebesindeusbetsenqquns 14, 238, 260.50 | 15, 309,796.00 


commended in three of above States which are not seg- 


regated: 


Items r 


Sgn, CII... ot cleat eth neeedeninheeas sie eebnkiuns $58, 000. 00 
Ce IE 6 conc cen ccdisuesccoacencces - cin eireiennaabes 565, 000. 00 
CR i OIE 0 ntee ona voenecnecesicqtonnncecess seeaseeuse 422, 500. 00 
00 

3.00 

.00 

Total amount recommended in 17 States.............-...--. 3. 00 





Total amount appropriated in 17 States ital ae 
In these 17 States the amount appropriated is equal to 0.864 per cent of the 
amount which was recommended to be appropriated. Seventeen States re- 
ceive 0.564 per cent. 
* Amounts included under head of Ohio River. 


The size of every appropriation bill is such that there can never 
be in all instances the full amount appropriated that is recom- 
mended. It is necessary always to reduce the amount appro- 
priated below what was recommended. Now, then, look at this 
chart. First, there is Ohio; the amount appropriated, $1,814,300, 
is about $330,000 more than was recommended. Michigan, you 
will observe, got nearly a million dollars more than was recom- 
mended, Wisconsin receives about $140,000 more than was 
recommended, Arkansas gets about $257,000 more than was 
recommended; while all the remainder of the 17 States receive a 
very large proportion of the amount recommended. By taking 
the total at the bottom I find that the total amount which the En- 
gineer recommended for expenditure in these 17 States was 
$16,335,296, and that the amount which this bill has appropri- 
ated in cash on these recommendations is $14,238,260.50; or in 
other words, they appropriated for themselves about 864 per 
cent; and by consulting the other half of this Chart B you will 
observe that the States which were not represented on this 
committee only received about 46} per cent of the amount which 
was recommended for them. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in reference to my 
Chart A that it only proved a presumptive case of fraud or selfish- 
ness; but there is no way of getting around the facts disclosed by 
this Chart B. There is no way of justifying this unfair discrim- 
ination between these two localities. The equities and theclaims 
of each locality were weighed carefully by the Engineer, and there 
can be no lame logic evolved from any muddy mind that will 
justify this wide discrimination between the States represented 
and those unrepresented. Can any man look that chart in the 
face and then teil me that this bill was framed solely with the 
idea of meeting the commercial and maritime needs of the nation? 
[ tell you that this bill was not framed so much with a view to 
meeting the commercial and maritime needs of this nation as it 
was to meeting the personal and political needs of the members 
of the River and Harbor Committee. I invite the members of 
that committee to go up against the frozen face of that chart and 
then tell me—— [Great laughter.) Chart B forms an indict- 
ment that is not open to demurrer! 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the: gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE. I see the gentleman has Oregon down for a 
recommendation of an appropriation by the Chief of Engineers 


of $830,000, and that the cash appropriation is over a million of | 


dollars. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Ah, you have got the figures wrong. The 
gentleman from Oregon is not quite as handy with his eye as with 
his tongue. {Great laughter and applause.} Mr. Chairman, in 
this matter I have no desire tocreateany fun. It may bea laugh- 


Twenty-eight States and three Territories with no members on the River and 


Havbor Committee. 


-|Amount rec 


. Amountap 
Ste > = . ; 
States. f ommended 


propriate 









SII sninestinisaibittatiambadasenie nininehitakieelinatalin enindanes $155, 500. 00 $237, 000. 00 
Ey I Gases hos a cnibeaieeeeenen’ SRL Ca , 50,000.00 | 50. 000. 00 
i i 8 oa, ela swine ELE EE 43,000.00 | 47,500.00 
Rhode a 165, 700.00 | 555. 484.00 
I ee 188, G00, 00 | 302, 178. 50 
0 ae cae: wai eaeandioen Gil 848..000..00 | 199. 000.00 
i lati anne nis dtigtipininateieebiine 12, 000.00 295, 500. 00 
NRE PP EA ae eee ail 147,350. 00 662, 452. 00 
I aa tie “ 343, 600, 00 508 570.00 
North Carolina --... ‘ 223, 900. 00 314, 000. 00 
South Carolina.. eceeiliandem cub heeisiata clsenabantasWhpaid: tiie 155, 200. 00 714, 000, 00 
I ek bk cien whew teetoen< eaceiGadiies aes 728, 000.00 £35, 500,00 
TT Saal india adn hacen a (77, 5 ”) 1, 879. 500. 00 
EE SE ; : aie ‘ 50, 000, 00 63.000. 00 
RO aie , i NIECES 20. Of 15, 000.00 
ESET a a 138, 000. 00 $865, 000. 00 
Washington are ES ae 130, GUO. 00 668, 000.00 
il ES TR ae al gcucaied 2 000. 00 
Total . anata - — ‘ 3, 380, 750. 00 7, 582, 284. 00 

Total amount recommended to be appropriated in the 28 St 

and 3 Territories not having members on River and Har t 

Committee -.. : $7, 582, 284.00 
Total amount appropriated in said States dues 3, BOO, 750.00 

In these 28 States and 4 Territories the amount appropriated is equal to 
0.467 per cent of the amonnt which was recommended to be appropriated. 
Twenty-eight States and 5 Territories rece 167 per 





leven States and 3 Territories receive no appropriation whatever 


ing matter to some, but it is no laughing matter to the people 
which I, in part, represent on this floor. There is no man on 
this committee or on the floor of this House who can look those fig- 
ures in the face and then arise in his place and attempt to tell this 
House that this committee was not influenced by some other mo- 
tives than those shown upon the surface. It is a very significant 
fact that, taking all of the States represented by membership on 
this committee, they get 864 per cent of what was recommended 
and the rest of us get 464 per cent of what was recommended. 

Mr. TONGUE. Now, the gentleman has got through with his 
laugh at my expense, I would like him to kindly answer my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TONGUE. | I asked you to state what appropriations 
were for the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, The cash appropriation in this bill for the 
State of Oregon is $830,000. There is also a million and a half 
authorized in addition to this cash appropriation. 

Mr. TONGUE. For what improvements? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mostly, my friend, for the mouth of the Co- 
luinbia River. 

Mr. TONGUE. I will ask if that river is not the boundary line 
between the States of Washington and Oregon? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Oh, if the gentleman will content himself 
for a moment I will show you a separate chart of that region, and 
explain it very thoroughly and his connection with it. 

Mr. TONGUE. If the gentleman will kindly answer my 
tion I will content myself. 


there 


Mr. CUSHMAN, I will answer that in a momen L have an 
other chart for your especial benefit [Laughter.]| Now, then, 
before I leave Chart B for something else, I want to say that ] 


fully realized that some gentleman might be able to pick { 


Chart A because by reason of its very nature it could not be con- 
clusive of unfairness, as there was no way of showing by Chart 
A which localities were deserving of the greatest consideration 
The first chart, therefore, is not nearly so conclusive asthe second 
one. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield for a q 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly, with pleasure 

Mr. MANN. I supposed the gentleman's statementin reference 


to Illinois and the amount of the recommendation, $1,502,000, had 
been taken from the Chief of Engineers’ report. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. There was a report of the Chief of E: 3 
recommending $10,000,000, and that probab! my 
other instances. 


Mr. CUSHMAN, Ah, I will answer the gentleman. hold in 
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my hand the annual report of the Chief of Engineers. That | 


$10,009.000 recommendation is not contained in this volume. I 
went down to the office of the Chief of Engineers, having this 
volume in my hand, and asked the Chief of Engineers to be shown 
any subsequent recommendations made by his office. He showed 
me some, but there was no $10,000,000 item for Illinois. I failed 
to find the item the gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt the gentleman failed to find it, 
because I have no doubt if he had found it he would have incor- 
porated it in his report. The truth about it is the Engineer did 
make a report covering a recommendation of $10,000,000. 


Mr, CUSHMAN. Not desiring to impugn the gentleman's ve- | 


—s 


CINCINNATI 


passed me areport. WhenI read it I found it wasone I had read 
before, and that it did not contain the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers. I then telegraphed to the Chief of Engineers 
to find out whether he had recommended it or not, and found out 
that he had not. Is my statement denied? 

Mr. BISHOP. Now, then, I have no doubt the gentleman 
wants to be entirely fair, and therefore would be pleased to have 
me suggest any errors in his figures. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; it may be that in my haste [ have not 
included all the items that Michigan received. [Laughter. ] 
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racity, for he is a warm friend of mine, I will say that I believe 
that he ismistaken. The trouble is that many gentlemen confuse 
the twoterms “ estimate” and ‘‘ recommendation.” The Chief of 
Engineers frequently makes an estimate of what a proposition 
will cost, but makes no recommendation one way or the other. In 
this connection permit me tocall the attention of this House to the 
fact that on yesterday I arose in my seat when the chairman of 
this great committee was addressing this House and asked him 
whether or not the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army 
had made a recommendation for the expenditure of $600,000 for 
the harbor of Cleveland, Ohio. That gentleman very suavely in- 
formed me that the Chief of Engineers had so recommended, and 


CLEVELAND 


SANDUSKY 


56,30 


COLUMBUS 


Mr. BISHOP. Take the State of Michigan, and you hive tho 
cash appropriation as $2,153,000 and the amount recommended by 
the Chief of Engineers as $1,490,200. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man that there was recommended by the Chief of Engincers, I 
think, in the neighborhood of $6,000,000, and for Limekiln Cross- 
ing alone $3,000,000, making $9,000,000 recommended by the Chief 
of Engineers that is not on that chart. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iam indebted to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan for calling this to my attention. A few moments #yo, when 

| I referred to the great appropriation received by the State of 
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Michigan, the gentleman objected to that entire amount being 
charged to Michigan, because, he said, it was not for the benefit 
of Michigan, but for the benefit of a great national maritime 
highway. Now, then, that there is an opportunity for him to 
make a point by changing his position, he rises and objects be- 
cause I have not incorporated in my table under the head of 
Michigan some other amounts recommended by the Chief of En- 
gineers. By the gentleman’s own statement a moment ago, in 
the hearing of this entire House, I ought not to have charged it 
to Michigan, because the gentleman said it was for the improve- 
ment of a great national maritime highway, and ought not to be 
charged to the State. That is what you saida moment ago. You 
had better go and get yourself straightened out till you know 
‘‘ where you are at.” [Laughter. | 

Mr. BISHOP. The gentleman can not by his wit nor the force 
of his voice drown the fact before this committee that his figures 
as to what was recommended by the Chief of Engineers is more 
than $10,000,000 less than what was recommended, Thereforethe 
figures are wrong from beginning to end, 

Mr. CUSHMAN. [I cal! the attention of the members of this 
House that there is now contained in the record of this debate the 
language of my friend from Michigan in which he objected a few 
moments ago to my charging the State of Michigan with the appro- 
priations which were made in that State because he said they were 
properly chargeable to this great maritime highway. Now ‘he 
wants me to include in my chart, under the head of Michigan, agl 
the amounts the engineer recommended for this same highway, 
because this would leave his case in a better condition. The gen- 
tleman can not be first on one side of the fence and then on the 
other, 

Mr. BISHOP. Either the gentleman from Washington must 
change the figures in his first column, the amount appropriated, 
or else he must add nine millions in the other. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Now, when the gentleman gets himself 
firmly located either on one side or the other of that maritime 
highway I will come back and discuss the matter with him, At 
present I must move on in this debate. 

Now, then, I want to call the attention of the members to the 
map of the State of Ohio. [See page 838. | 

1 am willing to concede that the State of Ohio is a great and an 
important State; but I am not willing to concede that the com- 
merce and the rivers and harbors of the State of Ohio entitle her 
to one-tenth of the amount of this entire bill. 

When I was a child, Mr. Chairman, I was taught by my teach- 
ers that the great maritime and shipping States of this nation lay 
along the seacoast and not in the center of the continent. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Since I have examined the items of appropriation contained in 
this billI am convinced of the error of my early training. The 
farther a State lies from the coast line or from salt water the 
greater is the appropriation contained in this bill. 

Look at that map. Is the State of Ohio so located and so situ- 
ated with reference to shipping interests that it deserves to receive 
over $6,000,000, or over one-tenth of the entire river and harbor 
bill? A river and harbor bill that was prepared for 45 great States, 
bounded by salt water on three sides and by the lakes on the 
north, and yet one-tenth of the bill is expended on the State of 
Ohio—a little, inland, cornfield State with 200 miles of lake front 
and one navigable river! 

_Yes, my early geographical training was certainly at fault. In 
view of the enormous appropriations made in this bill for this 
‘*seaboard” State of Ohio, if I were called upon now to give the 
boundaries of that cornfield Commonwealth I would say: 


The State of Ohio: Bounded on the east by the Atlantic Ocean; bounded 
on the west by the Pacific Ocean; bounded on the south by the Gulf of Mex- 
ico; bounded on the north by the Great Lakes and the chairman of the River 
and Harbor Committee. 


[Great laughter. ] 

1 call the attention of the members of this House to the fact 
that when the chairman of this committee Coe BURTON] was ad- 
dressing the House the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Witson] 
asked him if the Committee on Rivers and Harbors followed the 
recommendation of the Chief of Engineers as nearly as they could 
in various cases, and particularly in the case of the project of 
building a ship railway along the Columbia River at The Dalles, 
Oregon, and in which we are interested. ‘‘Oh, no,” the chairman 
said, ‘‘after he had read the report of the engineer it sounded to 
him like one of the dreams of Jules Verne.” 

Now, when we object to some of the appropriations in Ohio 
they rise up in holy horror and say, ‘‘ Why, this is recommended 
by the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army.” And 
when we call their attention to a favorable recommendation by 
the same Engineer's office to a project in our State, they say, ‘‘ Oh, 
that sounds like one of the dreams of Jules Verne.” [Laughter. ] 





mittee is, At what particular geographical point between his State 
and my State does the report of the Chief of Engineers lose its 
reliability? [Laughter and applause. ] 

For map of Michigan see page 1094. ] 

Now, then, we are getting around toward home base. [Laugh- 
ter.] Here we have the map of Michigan—‘‘ beloved Michigan ”— 
that is represented on the River and Harbor Committee, and out 
of a total of $60,000,000 she draws over seven and a half millions, 
The gentleman from Michigan |Mr. BisHop] has been talking to 
us a great deal about that great maritime national highway ‘* that 
runs between the two lakes.” I want to call your attention to 
the fact that here is the map of his own Congressional district. It 
is not located anywhere near that great highway. There are six 
counties in his district bordering on the lake front,and he has got 
a river and harbor appropriation for every one of them in this bill. 
{Laughter. | 

Mr. BISHOP. But the harbors are all there. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Exactly. The gentleman says ‘‘the harbors 
are all there.” Did the gentleman ever examine the map of the 
State of Washington? ‘*‘The harbors are there,” too! [Great 
laughter and applause. } 

Mr. BISHOP. There is more commerce in that one district 
alone, passing across that State, than there is in the entire State 
of Washington. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. If the gentleman has never been outside of 
Michigan but a few times I can not blame him for that statement. 
A few moments ago the gentleman stated that Ludington, the 
port of Ludington, furnished an outlet for a large portion of the 
grain from the State of Washington. Mr. Chairman, from the 
window of my home I can look out over that matchless inland sea, 
Puget Sound, where I have seen gathered the flags of all nations, 
and from whose gateway goes forth the great ships to Hongkong, 
Hawaii, Melbourne, Balarat, Bombay, Alaska, the coast of Russia, 
Liverpool, London, and every other seaport on earth, carrying the 
mighty products of that State. 

Now, do you see that flyspeck on the map of Michigan? That 
represents the maritime village of Ludington. Does any sane 
man on earth suppose that that lake port is of any great impor- 
tance to my State or the Northwest? The gentleman has, unin- 
tentionally no doubt, magnified the commerce of the place. But 
I call attention further to the fact that in that one Congressional 
district, which is not located on this maritime highway, is appro- 
priated $437,000, or three times as much as for the entire State of 
Washington. When anyone rises to criticise any of these propo- 
sitions they immediately say it is ‘‘meritorious.” When I looked 
in the dictionary for the definition of that term I did not find that 
its meaning was limited to the State of Michigan. That word 
applies to the entire universe; and there are rivers and harbors in 
other localities that are just as ‘‘ meritorious” as those of Michigan. 

Now, the same thing is true regarding the State of Florida. In 
one Congressional district in that State there are fifteen propo- 
sitions for river and harbor improvements, each one of which re- 
ceives an appropriation under this bill, and there is at least one 
river appropriated for that can not be found on the latest and 
largest edition of the Rand-McNally Atlas. Oh, yes; this bill 
makes appropriations for Peace Creek, and Raccoon Creek, and 
Buttermilk Channel, but it ignores many of the great maritime 
highways of the United States. 

Now, I desire to exhibit to this House another map, and I ask 
not only the attention of the entire House, but particularly the 
attention of the gentleman from Oregon. |See page $41. | 

The amounts in dollars set in the middle of each State is the 
amount which each of these States receives under this appropri- 
ation bill. One of these four States has a member on the River 
and Harbor Committee. Gentlemen, if you were called upon to 
hazard a guess as to which one of these States is represented on 
this committee, which one would you guess? [Laughter.] 

A MempBer. I would guess Idaho! 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes: almost anybody would! Here are the 
Pacific coast States—California, $350,000; Idaho, nothing; Wash- 
ington, $130,000, and Oregon with $2,530,500. TheState of Oregon 
has a member on this committee, and I have no doubt that the 
propositions in that State are considered by the gentleman inter- 
ested to be particularly ‘‘meritorious.” But I want to call your 
attention now particularly to the Columbia River. 

Mr. Chairman, this map shows ‘‘ Where rolls the mighty Oregon 
and hears nosound save the expenditure of appropriations at his 
mouth.” That is not the exact language of the poet of old, but it 
is vastly more expressive of the present condition in this locality. 

Perhaps the most important proposed improvement in the entire 
United States which comes within the domain of the river and 
harbor bill is the proposed construction of a portage road on the 
Upper Columbia River around the rapids near The Dalles and 
Celilo. 

When the daring navigator of the Pacific first anchored his 


ow, the question I want to ask the worthy chairman of this com- | craft in the mouth of the Columbia he knew from the mighty vol- 
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ume of water that poured forth that that stream found its source | 
in the heart of the continent. No stream in the United States | 
outside the Mississippi Valley system reaches such a vast area of 
country. } 
You can see by consulting this map that this stream flows di- | 
rectiv through the great wheat region of the State of Washington, 
the fields that this year produced 25,000,000 bushels of wheat, 
The Columbia River, with its sister streams, the Snake, the Clear- 
water, and the Okanogan, reach the vast region of agricultural 


Congress was going to make them an appropriation to remove or 
circumvent those rapids. 

Then, after the campaign was over, nothing was done till the 
next campaign, and then the same delusive song was sung to an 
industrious and trusting people. 1 made that promise in the 
last campaign, and God knows | believed I had ample ground on | 
whichtomakeit. Whennextl campaign over that region I will not 
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and mineral wealth that lies in eastern Washington, eastern 
Oregon, and Idaho. 

For fifty yearsit has been the dream of the farmers of that region 
to be able to ship their wheat by water transportation (the cheapest 
in the world) tomarket. At present, by reason of certain impass- 
able rapids on this river at The Dalles, they have been unable to 
doso. For the past twenty-five years every oily-tongued politi- 
cian and demagogue who has gone into that country hunting for 
votes has proclaimed to those people that the next Republican 


furnish those people with any select assortment of sugar-coated 
political fibs about why that appropriation was not made. I will 
give them the blunt, unvarnished truth—that the Republican ma- 
jority of the River and Harbor Committee of the Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress appropriated $60,00),000, some of it for streams that can not 
be found on the latest edition of the largest atlas, and turned down 
a proposition for the improvement of the mighty Columbia, 
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whose waves water an inland empire and whose banks divide a 
continent! That is what I will tellthem. [Applause. } 
At the present time the farmers of this region are just as far 
from market, for all practicable purposes, as if they had no mar- 
ket between them and Chicago. The only way they can now 
move their wheat is by rail. The railroad companies charge 
nearly as much te haul a bushel of wheat 300 miles west to the 
Pacific as they charge to haul it 2,000 miles east to Chicago. When 
the Columbia River shall be opened to navigation it will add 10 
cents a bushel to the value of every bushel of wheat tributary to 

this mighty river. 

Now, then, there was a balance of $220,000 appropriated and 
available for the construction of a ship canal at The Dalles. Ifa 
ship canal or a ship railway is not feasible, then we can build a 
portage road. There is no ‘‘Jules Verne dream” about that. 

Now, then, this committee not only refuse to make any addi- 
tional appropriation for the improvement of the rapids at The 
Dalles, but they repeal and take away from us the $220,000 which 
we now have and which might be used for some good purpose at 
this point. 

Years and years ago 1 found in the Good Book a sentence which | 
read: ** From him who hath not shall be taken even that which 
he hath.” For thirty years I have marveled as to just what that | 
sentence meant. I never understood until I read this bill exactly | 
how you could take something away from a person who had noth- 
ing. Since reading this bill the mystic meaning of that sentence 
has been fully revealed tome. [Laughter. | 

The appropriations on the Columbia River have always been 
made up to the present time at the mouth of the river—between | 
the city of Portland and the mouth. The chief appropriations, I | 
say, have been made there. Now. I wish to call the attention of 
this House to one or two items of appropriation that have been | 
made on the Columbia River. In the first place there has been 
expended between the city of Portland and the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River (on the Willamette and the Columbia) at one time 
$160,000; $155,000 at another time; and this bill increases the for- 
mer appropriations by a cash appropriation of $830,000. 

I will attach to my remarks a table showing the amount of ap- 
propriations made at various times for the Willamette River be- 
tween Portland and the Columbia, and from their junction for 
improvements on the Columbia tothe sea. This table will show 
that the amounts heretofore appropriated for the mouth of the 
Columbia River equals $2,225,680. The increased amount pro- 
posed in this bill for the mouth of the Columbia is $1,900,000, 
which will make $4,125,680 for the mouth of the Columbia; be- 
sides this gigantic sum, $1,330,365 in addition thereto has been 
spent on the rivers Willamette and Columbia between Portland 
and the mouth of the Columbia. This makes a total, including 
amount proposed in this bill, of $5,456,045, that has been, and will 
be, expended merely for the benefit of one city—the city of Port- 
land. The city of Portland has 100,000 inhabitants. That makes 
$54.50 for every man, woman, and baby in the entire city, that | 
has been expended trying to keep a channel from salt water up to | 
that town. It would be cheaper for the Government to move the | 
town and the people tosalt water. [{Laughter. ] 

The Chief of Engineers of the United States Army has made 
some statements regarding the expenditures at the mouth of the 
Columbia. When they started in spending money at the mouth 
of the Columbia River they had 31 feet of water. After they had 
spent three-quarters of a million dollars they took another sound- | 
ing anc then they had 28 feetof water. Then they spent a million 
and three-quarters more, and now they have 24 feet of water. 
The question now resolves itself into one of arithmetical propor- 
tion. lf we have spent over $5,000,000 between the city of Port- 
land and thesea to produce a deep channel and we have 7 feet less 
water now than we had when we started, how much water will 
we have when we have spent $5,000,000 more? 

The gentleman from Oregon said to me that the reason Oregon 
received so much in this bill and the State of Washington so little 
was that the State of Washington had been well taken care of 
with appropriations on the river and harbor bill in the past. I 
looked this matter up and I find that up to the present time all | 
the appropriations made for the State of Washington make the 
sum of $1,823.350, and the State of Oregon,that has been neglected | 
in the past, got $9,558,435! [Laughter.] Iwill append to my re- | 
marks a little table showing that the same States which are the | 
chief beneficiaries of this bill are the same States that in times 
past have received the greatest appropriations. 

The total appropriations received by the State of Oregon for 
rivers and harbors to date is $9,558,350. But of this vastsum the 
only items that have been expended for the benefit of the Upper 
Columbia at and above The Dalles are as follows: 

Total improvement of Upper Columbia and Snake rivers 

todate. -.. $289, 279 
Total expenditure at The Dalles Rapids 28, 000 
Total appropriation for Clearwater, Idaho 50, 000 
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That is what they have spent on the Upper Columbia, Mr. 
Chairman, and the entire balance of that $9,558,485 has been ex- 
pended in other parts of the State. 

The total expenditure to date on the locks and canal at the Cas- 
cades on the Columbia River has been $3,748,000. But, Mr. Speaker, 
that project is only about 50 miles below these impassable rapids 
at The Dalles, Oreg. This Government never intended to spend 
three and three-fourths millions of dollars to make 50 miles of 
that river navigable. This improvement at The Dalles was one of 
the links in the chain and the canal at the Cascades was another 
link,and when they abandon the proposition at The Dalles, as they 
are trying to do, they render useless and worthless, almost, the 
vast expenditure of money at the Cascades. 

Now, all over the State of Oregon we find appropriations made 
for various places. The Coquille River and Tillamook Harbor, 
The Long Tom, the Coos River, and the Clatskanie, and a lot of 
other appropriations for creeks and sloughs that were never heard 
of before by any man outside of Oregou. For instance the Co- 
quille gets $40,000, $10,000 more than Tacoma, one of the greatest 
ports onthe PacificOcean. Thisis only asample of the remainder. 

Gentlemen have said they must be guided to a certain extent 
by the recommendation made by the Chief of Engineers. I make 
the statement on the floor of this House that in one locality in the 
State of Oregon they got 140 per cent of what was recommended. 
{Laughter.| I am perfectly willing to have anybody deny that 
statement if itis not true. [A pause.] I will attach to my re- 


| marks a table of figures showing this fact as well as others relating 


to Oregon. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. 1! understood there was a project which was 
recommended by a former Congress and an appropriation pro- 
vided which would have made possible the navigation of the Snake 
and the Upper Columbia, thereby giving the people of Idaho, Wash- 
ington, and the adjacent States some benefit of the great appro- 
priations that have been made at the mouth of the river. What 


| did the committee do with that project? 


Mr. CUSHMAN, That is the very project that I spoke about a 
few minutes ago, which is the improvement we have for twenty- 
five years been trying to get around the rapids at The Dalles, Oreg., 
that is between Washington and Oregon. Up tothe present time 
practically all this money has been spent between Portland and 
the sea, and benefits Portland only, because the river above Port- 
land is absolutely impassable. The people who reside above these 
rapids have to ship their grain down to Portland by rail. Know- 
ing that this improvement at The Dalles had been recommended 


| by the Chief of Engineers and also recommended by a former 


Congress and appropriated for, I had supposed that this commit- 
tee would take care of the project in this bill, but when we come 
on the floor of this House the chairman of the committee says it 
sounds like one of the dreams of Jules Verne. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. With very great pleasure. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will go a little further 
back into the record of the appropriations made by Congress, I 
think he will modify his statement in regard to the failure to 
make any appropriations for the Columbia River above the city 
of Port'and, or not above the city of Portland, which is not on the 
Columbia, but on the Willamette River. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Perhaps [spoke more broadly than I intended 
when I said that little or no appropriations had been made above 


| Portland on the Columbia. What I meant to say was that no 


appropriations of any decent amounts had been made for the Up- 


| per Columbia; and by the Upper Columbia we mean that portion 


of the Columbia above the rapids at The Dalles. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And furthermore, I think the gentleman 
will find quite large appropriations made on the Willamette River 
to promote the navigation up into the very valley about which the 
gentleman has been talking, and as high up perhaps as the Salem. 


| in the State of Oregon. Furthermore, the gentleman will find 


large appropriations which were expended, with what result I can 
not state—— 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Now,I would advise you to print that speech 
in the Recorp. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have some pride in the former history of 
this committee, and I am trying to suggest to you 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, I have some pride in this speech I am 
making, and you are destroying it. [Great laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You will find very large appropriations 
for The Dalles. I guess they did not do any good, but a large 
amount of money was expended. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The Chairman has advised me that I have 
only two or three minutes yet remaining. Now, I wish to say in 
conclusion 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman wants any more 
time I ask unanimous consent that he have half an hour. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, I donot think I need consume that amount 
of time. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. As much time as you want. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. This House has been very indulgent with me, 
and 1 do not wish to tire them or tire myself, for that matter. I 
have not been long out of the sick bed, and I am very tired my- 
self. Ithink I can conclude within a moment or two. 

I have simply called attention to these various matters because 
it seemed to me that this bill was unfair. 1 have not intended 
during the course of these hasty and disconnected remarks to say 
aught that wouldin any way reflect upon the honor or integrity of 
any memberof thisgreat committee. They areseventeen honorable 
gentlemen, and I am proud to call them all my friends. Not one 
of them has in this matter been in any degree dishonest, or in- 
tended soto be. Indeed, 1 do not believe they have intended to be 
unfair. They have, in common with us all, that spirit of undying 
loyalty to the interests of their own homes and their own constit- 
tencies. They have seen with clearer vision the necessity for the 
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improvements in their own particular States than they have the | 


projects that lie in States outside their own. 

Now, in the State of Washington—and I[ only refer to that be- 
cause I am more familiar with the projects there—the people have 
been trying for years and years to procure the building of a ship 
canal joining the waters of Puget Sound with Lakes Union and 


Washington, This project was thoroughly examined and sur- | 


veyed. It received the recommendation of the engineers of the 
United States Army, and Congress made one appropriation of 
$175,000 for the commencement of this great work. But here- 
tofore no work could be done and none of this money spent be- 
cause the right of way had not been secured. This right of way 
has just been secured and the title perfected by the people of 


Seattle and King County, and by them deeded to the Federal Gov- | 


ernment and the grant accepted by the Government. Those peo- 
ple have put in five or six years of time and expended a great deal 
of money procuring that right of way. 


They are now ready to begin Work in earnest. We ask that this | 


bill provide an appropriation for that great project, the Seattle 
Ship Canal. I was informed by some of the gentlemen on this 
committee that they did not deem it advisable to make additional 
appropriations for the Seattle Ship Canal because there was 
$170,000 available for that project that has not yet been expended. 
How far will $170,000 go on a project the estimates of which run 
to $3,000,000? Now, if it is not the policy of this committee to 
make additional appropriations where a certain amount of money 
remains unexpended I want to inquire why this bill appropriates 
for the mouth of the Columbia River $400,000 when there is a fund 
of $256,000 to the credit of that project and now unexpended? 

Why is it in Florida, on the Anclote River, they appropriate 
$9,000 when there is already $2,415 on hand? 

Mr. LANDIS. What river is that? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The ‘“Anclote” River. I never heard’of it 
before, and I do not blame the gentleman if he never heard of it. 


I have in my hand a list of a dozen or more projects, showing | 


where this committee has made additional appropriations in cases 
where money was still on hand to the credit of the projects which 
could be expended. I will add that listto my femarks. It made 
no difference to this committee when they desired to appropriate 
money that there was an unexpended appropriation on hand; 
but when they do not want to appropriate money they hold up 
their hands and say, ‘*‘ Why, you already have money to the credit 
of this project which you have not expended.” I have noticed 
throughout this entire bill that the course pursued by the com- 
mittee is not regulated by any fixed set of rules, but regulated, 
apparently, by the locality of the project under consideration. 
We also want an appropriation for the inner channel at Grays 


Harbor, in my State, and will present an amendment asking for | 
that. We want an increase over the amount now contained in | 


this bill for Tacoma Harbor. We want an appropriation for the 
Seattle Ship Canal. We want an appropriation for the Olympia 
and Grays Harbor project. We want the clause of this bill which 
repeals ang turns back into the United States Treasury the $220,000 
at The Dalles stricken out and an additional appropriation made 
there, so navigation can circumvent those rapids. We want a 
larger sum for the Whatcom Creek waterway. All these things 
and more, too numerous to mention, we want. And if they were 
all conceded to us we would not then have our just share of this 
great bill, carrying as it does $60,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not intended to present this matter in a 
selfish light in voicing the needs of my own State. I have only 
referred to that because it is a matter that comes nearer home to 
me than anything else in the bill. That isonly natural. As long 
as I remain a member of this body and retain a seat on this floor 
there will never be framed a river and harbor bill that will have 
my voice and vote that carries $60,000,000 and gives to my State 
$130,000. 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

I have devoted a portion of my remarks to showing the unfair 
treatment of the State of Washington in this bill. The State of 
Washington, whose shores are washed by 3,000 miles of salt sea, 








843 





indented with the most matchless harbors on earth; the State 
of Washington, peopled with the best and bravest branch of the 
Anglo-Saxon race; the people who braved the terrors of the savage 
and the wilderness and blazed the pathway of Christian civilization 
across the continent; the people who have erected splendid cities 
where once was naught but a wigwam in a wilderness; who have 
builded up a mighty Commonwealth out of the chaos of nature; 
the people who set the flag of our nation on the farthest outpost 
of the continent, where across the wide Pacific it waves ‘‘the 
greetings of the morning and the good-byes of the night” to the 
same blessed banner that floats above our boys in blue in the far- 
off islands of the sea; the people of the State of Washington that 
in the hour of war contributed what has been acknowledged to 
be the best and bravest regiment that set foot in the Philippines. 
And they watered its sands with their blood and they enriched 
its soil with their bones. 

In all the splendid arts of peace, in all the sublime and heroic 
sacrifices of war, the people of the State of Washington have 
discharged every obligation due from a great and loyal State to a 
mighty and splendid nation. They have deserved better of their 
nation than their treatment in this bill. [Loud and continued 
applause. | 
APPENDIX. 


River and harbor bill. 


Amount ap- | Amount au- Total 
propriated. thorized. _ 


States. 





i eee $155, 500. 00 
es PE liticcmenbbsewes 50, 000, 00 
Vermont eatin alee al | I 43, 000. 60 
NS is cnn eas eam 1, 486,201.00 | $3,319, 495. 37 4, 805, 696. 37 
a i eal TE ciccnscavinene 165, 700. 00 
(OEE EEE ee 188, 000. 00 120, 000, 00 308, 000, 00 
I i oa a ieee 1, 854, 859. 50 2,114, 643.00 | 3,969,502. 50 
a ae 348, 000.00 | 817, 000. 00 1, 165, 000. 00 
Cd cecpncewwneweedonee 953,000.00 | 2,836,913.57 | 3,789,913. 57 
kN LED fv éceveasient< 12, 000. 00 
i aed 147, 350. 00 221, 000. 00 368, 350. 00 
emeeeth, BX O qc cccne cesscescce! 75,000.00 }.....- fons 75, 000. 00 
a a } 343, 600. 00 | 398, 957. 08 | 742, 557.08 
BROW ON CUORIIE. 6 «cnn caccscccsccoes PR Ns cnnuscenedacace! 223, 900. 00 
South Carolina. ............<.. 155, 200.00 | .....- : : l 200. 00 
Georgia Rietieaiith ‘ina tink iri ot oli an 450, 700. 00 1, 174, 845. 00 1, 625, 545. 00 
ie ae on i ee enine hadmals 468, 500. 00 | 950, 000, 00 1, 418, 500. 00 
a 790, 000. 00 | 400,000.00 | 1, 190,000. 00 
Mississippi (State)................ 94, 000.00 |... . 94, 000. 00 
is ives nid cds ‘sedans sb eae | 728,000.00 | 2,950,000.00 | 3,678,000. 00 
i a 434, 000.00 |.......-.... 434, 000. 00 
Texas Se rE 1, 520,000.00 | 1,900,000.00 | 3,420,000. 00 
NN os ann clbaccd dunudhiiin each SE NUE Ti ncotnebaccdaeue 477, 500. 00 
ad 150, 000, 00 207, 000. 00 337, 000. 00 
|. “Sa ees Ee TT 4, 242,000.00 | 6,056, 300. 00 
a 2, 153, 000. 00 5,515, 000.00 | 7, 668,000.00 

Oe ean 599, 200. 00 178, 000. 00 | 777, 200. 00 

SN chs a ceakied aioe aigaediws 210, 000. 00 235, 000. 00 | 445, 000. 00 
Indiana .....- See eae 50,000.00 |........-. 50, 000. 00 
Se 450, 000. 00 245, 000. 00 | 695, 000. 00 
Missouri (State) .............«..-. TD 0 ins Ss cee ere 20, 000. 00 
California ... a ee 33, 000. 00 217,850. 00 | 850, 850. 00 
a aed ee 830, 500. 00 1,500, 000.00 | 2,230,500. 00 
Washington (State)........-..-... Ns dite enna auc i 130, 000. 00 

PUY 50 atin 5 ad aida jniediitciodiien 17, 684,010.50 | 29,542, 704.02 | 47,226, 714.52 
Mississippi River.................. 4, 405, 000. 00 7,600, 000.00 | 11,905, 000. 00 





Examinations and surveys -....... POO RE Wenvetawene nce 200, 000. 00 


59, 331, 714. 52 


Appropriations for the mouth of the Columbia River. 


DE ctviiendddipibecenve tans enedsensusianecesseness ewan ------20- $100,000 
Cs igs hee OR UONEY Cet Ce einee es ae Ee welt 187, 500 
ee bas a a ad as Oia deue dea baeddniemwetwhwaan hint 500, 000 
ILD - 26.2 acnkig tend ahed Keededaidedeneduessenseeeesedeumennnente 550, 000 
1802 ..... es il a hie ed dha deinetabediagtenamedeiial 350, 000 
NE Ee acne cand Sk an RaSh RET ENEE OnE >eedeNEs KeRKENhEenhegehE nese 338, 180 

a aie ie ae ee ill itil we dian al aiiethin mei oie ae 


Transferred to Tongue Point, June 3, 1896. . 50, 000 


1, 975, 680 


Act June 6, 1900...........- badivetidsrcnieemebnebeusbadecibéenteeebueantank 250, 000 
ls dood ut sels* sail esarear iisilec dh italien Dec pahatalblialln tats Soma halataibencaaiionl 2, 225, 680 
Amount proposed to appropriate by this illiacns oe csccoaccee eecccees 1, 900, 000 
PID chee catinsidi alan dhaniabrmniiianminiaticminiadebin widiaeaeheiiaid aii tani yaad’ tee 4,125, 680 
Appropriations for Willamette and Columbia rivers between Portland and 


the mouth. 


Lower Willamette, from 1866 to 1872......... 


$160, 365 


Lower Willamette, from Portland to the sea, from 1873 to 1879 ....... 150,000 
Lower Willamette and Columbia,from Portland to the sea, includ- 
ing bar at mouth of Columbia, from 1880 to 1882 ...... : 190, 000 
Columbia and Lower Willamette, below Portland, from 1884 to 1899.. 825, 000 
NN nsdn acddeuknda sideiiladnias acorns a 1, 330, 365 
Mouth of Columbia, appropriated and proposed .-.....-..- ‘Soamiatd . 4,125, 680 
NT eh deals ia ahah bbe alia binerebiebadasndéedcannaneceed »... 5,456,045 
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f Enginee rs for river and harbor improvements Where apy opriations have been made when balances were on hand une r- 
ng June , 1902, as compared to amounts in- pended 
l by the House committee. 
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rHE UNITED STATES—PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL VALUE OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS OF MERCHANDISE, 1896-1899. 


he ports and their percentage, showing that the Tacoma port has the largest percentage of foreign trade for which an appro 
vith the exception of New York and Boston: 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLart, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bill and resolution 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: : , 

S. 5360. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram I. 
Hoyt; and 

Senate concurrent resolution 91: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed as a Senate document 15,000 copies of the hearings before the 
Senate and House Committees on Military Affairs on the Army bill (8. 4300), 


of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 


SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below: 

S. 5360. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram I. 
Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Senate concurrent resolution 91: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed as a Senate document 15,000 copies of the hearings before the Sen- 
ate and House Committees on Military Affairs on the Army bill (S. 4300), of 
which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEx- 
ANDER] is recognized in his own right for one hour. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee has never been accused of allowing politics to enter into its 
deliberations, but it seems that weare guilty of sectionalism; that 
certain parts of the country directly represented by the commit- 
tee are taken care of with great fidelity and other portions are 
avoided with care. 

I do not know on what theory the Speaker selected members of 
the River and Harbor Committee, or why they are taken from 
certain States. Many changes have occurred in its personnel dur- 
ing the past four years, but few or no changes in the States rep- 
resented. I recall that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Morris] took the place of Mr. Towner, of Minnesota, when the lat- 
ter retired at the end of the Fifty-fourth Congress; that Mr. Bar- 
rett, of Massachusetts, was succeeded by Mr. LAWRENCE, of the 
same State; that Mr. Hermann, of Oregon, gave way to the pres- 
ent Representative from that State [Mr. TonGur|: that when 
Judge Hooker, of New York, resigned as chairman of the com- 
mittee, the present member from New York was appointed in his 
place; that Mr. Stevenson, of Michigan, was succeeded by Mr, 
Bisuop, of that State; and that when the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Cooper] was appointed chairman of a great and an im- 
portant committee of this House, his place on this committee was 
taken by Mr. Davipson, of the same State. 

Has it been mere accident that these 17 States have continued 
to be represented on the River and Harbor Committee? I never 
made inquiry of the Speaker, I know nothing of his reasons for 
making these appointments, but it is a coincidence worthy of 
notice that these States represent the great bulk of the commerce 
of this country. Of our 159 harbors, 123 belong to these States, 
and a majority of the great rivers, the commerce bearers to ocean 
and Gulf. The greatest harbors of the country, with three excep- 
tions, are represented upon this committee, viz: Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Savannah, Brunswick, Mobile, Galveston, 
Duluth, Chicago, Cleveland, and Buffalo, leaving only Baltimore, 
New Orleans, and San Francisco unrepresented. 

Likewise the great rivers are represented; the Arkansas, the 
Ohio, the Upper Mississippi, the Lower Mississippi, the Warrior, 
the Trinity of Texas, and the great waterways flowing through 
Georgia and Alabama to the Atlantic and to the Gulf, 

COMMITTEER STATES HAVE THREE-FOURTHS OF THE COMMERCE. 

After the exhibit prepared by the gentleman from Washington 
was made public yesterday afternoon, I attempted to ascertain 
what proportion of the commerce of the country belonged to 
these 17 States. 

The value of all exports and imports during the ten months 
ending October 31, 1900, senanaaal to $1,889,737,066. Of this 
amount, $1,445,414,000, or nearly 80 per cent, passed through the 
ports of the States yemsenented, by the members of the River 
and Harbor Committee. The total vessel tonnage, both steam 
and sail, engaged in the foreign trade of the United States during 
the year ending June 30, 1899, amounted to 52,376,792 tons. 

Of this sum, only 15,000,000, or about 29 per cent, enter and clear 
from ports of the 28 States not represented on the River and Har- 
bor Committee, while ay 75 per cent of the tonnage of the 
country passed in and out of ports represented on the River and 
Harbor Committee. More than 80 per cent of all customs duties 
are paid at ports in these States. e total number of vessels, 
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both steam and sail, engaged in foreign commerce and entering 
and clearing from the ports of the United States during the year 
ending June 30, 1899, was 64,202. Of this number, only 17,000, 
or 26 per cent, entered and cleared from ports within the States not 
represented upon this committee. 

Thus it will be observed that an average of about 75 per cent of 
the commerce of the United States belongs to the States repre- 
sented on this committee and that only about 25 per cent goes to 
the remaining 28 States. 

Mr. Chairman, if you will now refer to the exhibit prepared by 
the gentleman from Washington, which sets up the appropriations 
given the 17 committee States on one side and those allotted to 
the 28 noncommittee States on the other, you will discover that 
they bear the ratio of about 75 to 25. 

That is to say, the 17 committee States, which contain 75 per cent 
of the harbors and commerce-bearing rivers and control 75 per 
cent of the commerce, receive under this bill about 75 per cent of 
the total appropriation, while the 28 noncommittee States, which 
contain one-fourth of the harbors and control about one-fourth of 
the commerce, receive about one-fourth of the appropriations 
under this bill. Ldo not mean to say that the committee in- 
tended any such division. I do not know that anyone thought of 
it. The committee sought simply to do justice to and deal gener- 
ously with each section of the country, having regard only to tho 
demands of commerce; but it is certainly an approving coincidence 
that this bill should appropriate money so nearly in proportion to 
the actual commerce of the country. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, if the 17 members of this committeo 
were selected from 17 of the 28 States not now represented on the 
committee, they would be compelled to make appropriations simi- 
lar to those in the pending bill. It is not a question of individual 
preference. Where commerce is, where harbors are, where the 
great commerce-bearing rivers flow, there the money must be 
spent on improvements. 


BUTTERMILK CHANNEL. 


The gentleman from Washington [Mr. CUSHMAN] good-na- 
turedly and facetiously referred to Buttermilk Channel. The 
gentleman from Michigan did likewise, but in criticism of the 
committee's alleged methods of helping out local improvements. 
Buttermilk Channel will connect with the great water highway 

rovided for New York Harbor in the last river and harbor bill, 

t passes in front of the wharves of Brooklyn from Gowanus Bay to 
Brooklyn Bridge. Here are the docks and elevators that assist in 
taking care of the tremendous volume of commerce entering 
Greater New York. 

Of what use would be the proposed new channel, 2,000 feet wide 
and 40 feet deep, if vessels were unable to reach wharves after en- 
tering the bay? If a new outer channel is needed to admit the 
great boats—twelve, thirteen. and fifteen thousand tons burden— 
— interior channels are needed to take them through the upper 

arbor. 

During the ten months ending October 31, 1900, the value of 
New York’s exports and imports amounted to $893,176,394, much 
of which goes through Buttermilk Channel, while the total value 
of the tonnage of the 28 States not represented on this committee 
amounts to $444,321,738, or less than one-half, and yet the com- 
mittee is criticised for appropriating $1,800,000 to deepen so im- 
portant an arm of commerce as Buttermilk Channel. 

OHIO’S APPROPRIATION. 

Mr. Chairman, it is charged that the State of Ohio, the home of 
the chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, receives an 
undue proportion of the total appropriation carried by this bill. 
It appears at the head of the exhibit prepared by the gentleman 
from Washington, and seeks to carry the impression that Ohio is 
getting more thar $6,000,000 of the $60,000,000 carried by the bill. 

The questions asked the gentleman from the State of Washing- 
ton have already punctured that bubble. The appropriations for 
Ohio, in fact and in truth, amount to little over $3,000,000. Where 
does the rest of it go? The Ohio River has $400,000, the dam at 
Culloms Ripple $1,050,000, and locks Nos. 8, 11, and 14, on the 
Upper Ohio represent $900,000, aggregating $2,350,000, which 
belong as much to West Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, Dlinois,and 
to every State bordering the Ohio and Lower Mississippi, as it 
belongs to Ohio. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 
ruption? 

fr. ALEXANDER. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The gentleman speaks of an appropriation 
for Culloms Ripple as something over a million dollars. As a 
matter of fact this bill only appropriates $100,000 for acquiring 
the site, 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes; $100,000 is appropriated in the bill, 
and the deferred payments are $950,000, : 

Mr. BROMWELL. But the amount actually appropriated in 
this bill is only $100,000? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Hlinois? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Iasked the gentleman from Washington during 
his speech how much of the $6,000,000 which he scheduled as 
belonging to Ohio was chargeable to the Ohio River, and I under- 
stood him to say about $600,000. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York, in view of that statement, whether he is 


accurate about the figures he has given, and whether he will state | 


how much of the $6,000,000 is chargeable to the Ohio River. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Twomillion three hundred and fifty thou- 


sand dollars is chargeable to the Ohio River, as follows: $400,000 


cash to the Lower Ohio; $100,000 cash to the dam at Culloms Rip- 
ple, and $950,000 deferred payment; $150,000 cash at locks 8, 11, 
14, and $750,000 deferred; making a total of $2,350,000. 


Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman another question? Is | 
this a matter about which there can be any difficulty in ascertain- | 


ing the facts from the reading of the bill? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. No difficulty whatever. All it requires 
is the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. There seems to be quite a difference of opinion 
between the gentleman from New York and the gentleman from 
Washington; one says $600,000 and the other says $2,350,000. I 
wonder if all the statements are in equal proportion. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, The exhibit of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington indicated as much. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York whether it is not a fact that there is more commerce 
on the Ohio River than upon the Mississippi and Missouri rivers 
and their tributaries above the mouth of the Ohio River and all 
she rivers northwest of there to the Pacific Ocean? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think that is true. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to know if the proportion 
of commerce carried on the Ohio River, compared with the Mis- 
souri and the Mississippi, is not due to the fact that Congress has 
given the Ohio more attention? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Well, that goes too far back in history; 
but I should say no. The Lower Mississippi has had more money 
expended on it, I should say, than any other stream in the United 
States. The gentleman from Mississippi |[Mr. CATCHINGsS] can 
answer that; he is an authority on that subject. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I speak especially of the Missouri. 
Speaking about the committee, I would like to ask if there is any 
member of the committee from any portion of the territory on 
the Missouri River? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I believe not. There is not much com- 
merce on the Missouri, especially above Kansas City, while the 
cecmmerce on the Ohio River runs up into millions of tons. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes; and if you did the same thing for 
the Missouri River, the same would be true of that stream. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I dare say you might improve it, but the 
commerce of the Ohio grows out of the great coal fields reached 
by it. These do not exist in the country watered by the Missouri 
River. 
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Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Corn and hogs and cattle have to be | 


transported. 
Mr, ALEXANDER. Yes; that is true. 
CLEVELAND'S BREAKWATER. 

Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the committee for a mo- 
ment to the breakwater at Cleveland, which makes up $2,800,000 
of the appropriations for Ohio. No work on the Great Lakes is 
more necessary. It is demanded by the shipping interests of all 
the lakes as a harbor of refuge,if for nothing else. It is a matter 
of surprise that it has not been constructed before. If longer de- 
laved, other members of the committee representing the Great 
Lake States would have been justified in insisting upon it, because 
a harbor of refuge at that point is absolutely essential. 

its importance has not been questioned by the committee, nor, 
so far as I have heard, by any member of this House. The chair- 
man of thiscommittee, who happens to hail from Cleveland, would 
be the last man to take advantage of his position to build up the 
interests of his home city. If censured at all, it ought to be on 
the ground of not asking for the breakwater before. Hehas been 
a member of this committee several terms. This is his second 
term as chairman, yet Cleveland has been the last to receive what 
all admit it has long needed. Such unselfishness is above the 
criticism of the gentleman from Michigan. 

MICHIGAN'S SHARE. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s exhibit seeks to show that Michi- 
gan is given a larger share of the $60,000,000 than it would have 
obtained had that State been without a member on the committee; 
but Michigan and Ohio are alike in having charged up to them 
large appropriations for the general good. Michigan’s harbors 
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get less than $1,000,000—$986,000. The balance goes to the De- 
troit River, $500,000 cash and $1,250,000 deferred; $330,000 to 
the St. Clair Flats Canal; $500,000 cash and $4,000,000 deferred 
tothe West Neebish Channel, between lakes Superior and Huron. 
There is not a sea captain, a vessel owner, an insurance man, 
in a word, no one interested in the commerce of the Great 
Lakes, who does not demand that these improvements be made, 


| They help Michigan no more than New York. Every State ig 


benefited because commerce is benefited. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May [ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It was stated by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky |Mr. WHEELER] that his State got no benefit from any of 
these dams which are being constructed in the Ohio River. I 
wish to ask the gentleman from New York whether it is nota 
fact, which the gentleman from Kentucky ought to have known, 
if he does not know, that the north bank of the Ohio River to low- 
water mark belongs to the State of Kentucky, and that every dol- 
lar appropriated for the dams on the Ohio River is practically an 
appropriation which ought to be charged to the State of Kentucky 
instead of the State of Ohio. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. ALEXANDER, I think nobody seriously questions that 
every dollar put into the Ohio River benefits Kentucky, West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Indiana, and [Illinois just as much as it 
does Ohio. It is folly to quibble about that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman al- 
low me a moment? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman from 
Washington nee CUSHMAN] a few moments ago, in giving his 
figures from the estimates of the Chief of Engineers, quoted as 
the estimate for Massachusetts the figures which appear on the 
chart in front of us—$i,552,720. The other map calls for an ap- 
propriation of something over $4,000,000 for Massachusetts. Now, 
is it not a fact that the survey for the improvement of Boston 
Harbor, which makes up a great part of the money appropriated 
for Massachusetts, did not reach the committee until after Con- 
gress had assembled, so that it was impossible to have that esti- 
mate included in the present report of the Chief of Engineers? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Thatisright. The printed reports of the 
new projects did not reach the committee until they had been in 
session for at least two weeks; and some of them did not reach us 
until the bill was nearly completed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. That being true, would 
it not greatly reduce the percentage of the amounts recommended 
by the Chief of Engineers and reported favorably by the River and 
Harbor Committee; and may not that explain the discrepancies in 
the exhibit before us? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Certainly. 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I thought I would ven- 
ture this matter because I noticed the discrepancy, and I thought 
it only fair that the attention of the House should be called to it. 

Mr. BISHOP. I would like to ask a question. Is it not true 
that in column 2 of this exhibit, where $15,309,000 is stated as the 
amount recommended by the Chief of Engineers, that amount is 
more than $15,000,000 out of the way, because it leaves out the 
recommendation for Boston Harbor, the recommendation for 
Limekiln Crossing, the recommendation for St. Clair Flats, and 
the recommendation for West Neebish Channel, all of them new 
projects and making the sum total of $15,000,000. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, Yes, that is right. 

Mr. BISHOP. So that the figures of the gentleman from 
Washington are more than 100 per cent out of the way? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. That is correct. 

Mr. WHEELER. I did not hear the statement of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER] in reply to what I[ said 
about the improvement of the Ohio River above Cincinnati. I 
have been informed that the gentleman said it was folly to assert 
that Kentucky reaped no benefit from that improvement. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, I yield tothe gentleman. I did not go 
into the matter. 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to put myself right onthe record. I 
had no idea of conveying the impression that Kentucky reaped 
no benefit from this improvement. But I want to direct the gen- 
tleman’s attention very briefly to three things which the River 
and Harbor Committee has been doing in reference to the improve- 
ment of Western waters. You have improved the Ohio River 
above Cincinnati, so that freight can go into Cincinnati; but it 
can not get out of there by the river; so that shippers are at the 
mercy of the railroads. 

You have improved the Cumberland River above Nashville so 
that freight can go into Nashville but can not get out of it, being 
deadlocked by the Louisville and Nashville Railroad. You have 
improved the Tennessee River above Riverton so that freight can 
go through the mouth of the river. Every dollar that the River 
and Harbor Committee has expended upon those three rivers has 
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been for all practical purposes thrown away—has been uselessly 
expended. This view, I will say to the gentleman, is held by the 
pest informed river men on those three rivers. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, You rose to ask a question, and you are 
making a speech. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 
tunity to ask a question, but not to make a speech. 

Mr. WHEELER. I admit that I am trespassing upon the cour- 
tesy of the gentleman, but I was sure | could doso with impunity. 


I simply made the remark I did in order to repel the suggestion | 


that Kentucky or any other State tributary to these rivers reaped 
any considerable benefit from improvements beginning at the 
sources of these rivers and not commencing at their mouths. 

Mr. BROMWELL, If the gentleman from New York will allow 
me,in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, I wish to say the 
gentleman must surely know that the improvements of the Ohio 
River at the present time do not extend below Dam No. 6. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. And that is away up in the neighborhood 


of Pittsburg. 


I am perfectly willing to give you oppor- | 
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Mr.WHEELER. Yes; [understand that, but you must expend | 


hundreds of thousands of dollars—— 


Mr. BROMWELL. Let me finish my sentence. The contem- 


plated improvements of the Ohio River when ultimately concluded | 


will provide for the navigation of that river at all times of the 
year, With a 6-foot stage of water from the city of Pittsburg to the 
city of Cairo, To-day Louisville and the other cities of your State 
are getting just as much benefit from the improvements in the 
Upper Ohio River as the city of Cincinnati is. 
of the coal that comes down the Ohiostops at Cincinnati. It goes 
to Louisville and on down the river, so that Cincinnati gets no 
benefit of these improvements that is not shared by other cities. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield further. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope my friend will permit me to make one 
other suggestion in reply to that. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield just for a moment. 

Mr. WHEELER, I want to say to the gentleman that the 
engineer in charge of the Ohio River is responsible for the state- 
ment that it will be between fifty and seventy-five years before 
this scheme of improvement under contemplation can be carried 


to the mouth of the Ohio River, and he is also responsible for the | 
statement that an expenditure of $150,000 between Cairo, Ill., and | 


the mouth of the Tennessee River will open the Ohio River for 
navigation by the largest boats up to Evansville, Ind., 200 miles. 
Why should not that expenditure be made? 
Mr. BROMWELL. 1am not on the committee. 
ERIE BASIN AT BUFFALO. 

Mr, ALEXANDER. 
to the Ohio River. Iwant now to go to Buffalo. Inthe remarks 
of the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Cor.iss] yesterday he said: 

Two years ago $50,000 was appropriated to make a po hy J of the Erie basin 
at Buffalo. The survey was made and an estimate submitted showing the 
probable expense of making the improvement desired by the local interests 
on tas Dae The estimate was less than $200,000. I have the estimate be- 
estimate of the engineer. 


Now, we must assume that the engineers making these estimates in the | 


first instance knew what they were doing. But I find in this bill, on page 12, 
an additional appropriation of $200,000 and an authorization of a continuing 
contract for $614,643 in addition, carrying altogether nearly a million dollars 
for a local improvement for the express benefit of local interests. 

There is one grain of truth and three grains of error in that 
statement. First, $50,000 was not appropriated to make 2 survey 
of the Erie Basin at Buffalo. It was made under the general pro- 
visions for a survey and was so paid for; second, there was no 
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I think we have given sufficient attention 


The money was appropriated—the entire amount mentioned in the | 
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in long processions, carrying freight to Cleveland and Buffalo in 


| 


the East and to Chicago and other points in the West, but very 
little of it stops at the city of the gentleman from Michigan. 
Little harbor room, therefore, is needed. He can not understand 
the wants of acongestedharbor. If one-quarter of the vessels that 
pass through the river were compelled to stop at Detroit and 
discharge and receive freight, the need of harbor facilities would 
be so manifest that the construction of wharfs and harbors would 
become for a time the great industry of that city. 

But having no such home needs, the gentleman is unable to ap- 
preciate the necessities of a great and busy harbor. 


BUFFALO'S GREAT HARBOR. 


Mr. Chairman, Buffalo is the second port in extent of water 
commerce in the United States, and the fifthinthe world. Great- 
In the commerce of the 
world London is first, New York second, Liverpool third, Ham- 
burg fourth, and Buffalo fifth. During the seven months of open 
navigation ending October 31 last its water commerce exceeded 
4,000,000 tons, besides 116,000,000 bushels of grain and 371,000,000 
feet of lumber. On an average, 30 steamers a day goin and out 
of its harbor. 

It is not an uncommon sight to see a procession of seven, eight, 
or ten great vessels starting on their voyage up the lake and as 
many coming back, The harbor is everywhere and always con- 
gested. Move room is absolutely necessary, and wherever wharf 


| and elevator facilities can be secured, with sufficient depth of 
| water to reach them, it is essential to the interests of its vast and 
| ever-increasing commerce that the Government open up the nec- 


Only 25 per cent | 





estimate made last year; third, he did not have such an estimate | 


before him, The gentleman has confused the north breakwater 
with Erie Basin and Black Rock Harbor. An appropriation of 
$248,000 was made to build that breakwater, but it had nothing 
whatever to do with Erie Basin. The grain of truth in his state- 


ment is that an appropriation of $200,000 cash and a continuing | 


contract for $614,643 are made in this bill for the improvement of 
the channel entering Erie Basin and Black Rock Harbor. 


BUFFALO VS. DETROIT. 


I can well understand why the gentleman from Michigan might | 


think this an unnecessary improvement and that Buffalo Harbor 
was sufficient without it. While he livesin a great, beautiful city, 
full of wealth, of energy, and of great resources, it is not a port 
of large water commerce. The October Summary of Commerce 
and Finance, prepared in the Bureau of Statistics, pages 930 to 933, 
shows that during the present navigation season Detroit shipped 
and received only 329,038 tons of freight, with 539,404 bushels of 
grain and 52,599,000 feet of lumber. 

Buffalo gets morelumber every three weeks, moretons of freight 
every two weeks, and more grain every day in the week. The 
good people of Detroit see boats passing up and down their river 





| to 18 feet deep. 


essary channels, 

Erie Basin and Black Rock Harbor are in the very center of 
Buffalo's water front. At present the channel leading to this 
basin is from 14 to 22 feet deep and to Black Rock Harbor from 12 
It is proposed to deepen this channel to admit 
boats of 18 and 19 feet draft. The day of larger ships has come 
to the Great Lakes as well as to the ocean, and it is absolutely 
essential that channels from 21 to 23 feet should be afforded. 
This is the purpose of the proposed improvement of which the 
gentleman from Michigancomplains. Itis nota ‘local improve- 
ment” for ‘‘ local interests.” 

It is not for the benefit of Buffaio, but for the accommodation 
of the commerce of the Great Lakes, in which every city and 
every State to the west of Buffalo is deeply interested. As well 
charge the enlargement of West Neebish Channel to Michigan, or 


| the improvement of the Ohio River to the State bearing its name, 


as to charge that this channel is solely for Buffalo's benefit and 
‘local interests.” 

The gentlemen from Michigan !Mr. Cor.iss] and from Washing- 
ton | Mr. CUSHMAN] should study the needs, the purposes, and the 
character of the improvements provided for in this bill before as- 
suming the réle of critic. Ignorance is, perhaps, pardonable, but 
public criticism of great public improvements based upon igno- 
rance is reprehensible. 

THE NIAGARA RIVER DAM. 


The gentleman from Michigan wants to dam the Niagara, al- 
though it may overflow a portion of his colleague’s [Mr. HENRY 
C, Smitu’s] district, and he attacks this bill because provision is 
not made to carry out the visionary scheme. 

It may be that such a project will find favor in the far-off future, 
but not until it has been thoroughly considered by the greatest 
engineers of this Government and of Canadaand pronounced to be 
without fault or blemish will it continue to command the serious 
attention of this committee. Section 4 of this bill authorizes the 
President, by diplomatic negotiations or otherwise, to enter into 
such agreements as will secure, as far as possible, the maintenance 
of suitable levels in the Great Lakes and connecting waters be- 
tween the United States and Canada. 

This does not refer especially to the scheme of the gentleman 
from Michigan. There are other waste waterways than the Niag- 
ara. But under this section all can be done and done wisely 
that there is any immediate need of accomplishing, and though 
the gentleman from Michigan may fret and criticise, the waters 


| of the beautiful Niagara will continue to flow on unvexed by 


dams, bearing upon its bosom the commerce of the Tonawandas 
while speeding its way to its famous leap into the rapids and 
whirlpool below. 

BUFFALO VS. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Inoticethat the gentleman places the port of Buf- 
falo as the second port in the country, and I have so much respect 
for the accuracy of the gentleman's figures that I wish to ask him 
a further question in regard to it, In myinnocence I had always 
supposed that Chicago was the second port in the country, and I 
notice that by the last bulletin just issued by the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics the entrances of vessels at Buffalo are placed at 3,684 and 


CHICAGO, 
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that at Chicago at 7,099 for the eleven months ending June 30 last. 
For that reason I ask the gentleman more particularly in refer- 
ence to his figures concerning Buffalo. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, If you will examine the last statement of 
the Treasury Department for the season ending December 31, 1900, 
you will see that Cleveland received 4,041,881 tons of freight in 
addition to its grain and its lumber. Chicago received 4,167,950 
tons of freight additional to its grain and its lumber. Buffalo re- 
ceived 4,549,201 tons of freightadditional to its grain andits lumber. 
Chicago has 478,000,000 feet of lumber, Cleveland 386,000,000 feet 
of lumber, Buffalo 371,000,000 feetof lumber. The time was when 
Buffalo was a larger lumber market than Chicago; but what it 
loses in lumber it more than makes up in grain. 

Mr. MANN. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Let me finish my answer. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Buffalo received 116,257,939 bushels of 
grain, Cleveland 3,476,905, and Chicago 67,841,992, or little more 
than one-half the amount of Buffalo, 

The following table shows Buffalo’s preeminence: 


' Feet of lum- 
ber. 


Tons. | Bushels. 


I os ncaa 42 hn a cede sien neem icine” Sana 116, 257, 989 
Cleveland. | 4,041,881 | 8B, 476, 905 | 
TEND << wh ctntintininintiemubintshitinnatgndiontisinas aa 67,841, 992 


317, 107,000 
386, 588, 000 


478, 314, 000 
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Mr.MANN. May lask the gentleman afurther question? You 
spoke of receipts; do you also include shipments? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Shipments and receipts. 

Mr. MANN. Ido not know where the gentleman got his fig- 
ures in reference to Chicago, but they are incorrect. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. They are taken from the October Sum- 
mary of Commerce and Finance of the United States, prepared by 
the Bureau of Statistics. The gentleman can getit. It is found 
on pages 929 to 933. 

Mr. MANN. The total tonnage and the vessels are very much 
the same between Buffalo and Chicago, and the vessels clearing 
Chicago are nearly twice as many as the gentleman says. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. You have 10,464 vessels and Buffalo 5,754, 
according to the authority already cited. 

Mr. MANN. We have twice as many vessels and the vessels 
are the same. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yon have not twice as many. 

Mr. MANN. Nearly twice as many. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. No. 

Mr. MANN. Iwill give the gentleman the figures for that. 
The entrances from Buffalo are 36,084, and Chicago 7,099. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. You have got them wrong. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will find himself mistaken and 
still leave Buffalo the third port of the country. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. You will find the figures correct as I give 
them. I have cited my authority. Buffalo is the second port in 
the United States. 

Mr. Charles H. Keep, the secretary of the Buffalo Board of 
Trade, advises me that the latest available statistics respecting 
the commerce of Buffalo show that the registered vessels entering 
and clearing the port of Buffalo during the present season of 
navigation aggregate 11,825,000 tons, and that the freight received 
and shipped during the same time aggregates 12,115,000 tons. 
Owing to the prolonged anthracite coal strike, he adds, coal 
shipments have fallen off fully 1,000,000 tons below normal. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise tomake any objection 
to this bill. Ihave no objection to the improvement of Butter- 
milk Channel, Contentnea Creek, Winyah Bay, nor Wappoo Cut. 
I have no objection to the improvement of those familiar harbors 
of Ahnapee, Saugatuck, Menominee, Manitowoc, Kewaunee, and 
Tillamook. None whatever. They are familiar to every member 
of this Congress. I have no objection to the improvement of 
Powow River, Murderkill River, Tickfaw, and Big Sunflower. 
{Laughter.] But in looking over this bill I find that an impor- 
tant river—New River, Virginia—is not included. [Applause. ] 

I come before this House (while the pay eas has not been 
put in the bill and was not recommended by the engineer) to ask 
for the modest sum of $500,000 for that river; but, like the man and 
his wife who quarreled whether they should have canvasback duck 
or terrapin for dinner and compromised on cabbage, I will com- 
promise on $5,000. [Laughter and applause.] This is a very im- 

ortant matter to the people of my district; and since the River and 

arbor Committee have met, I bid them be of good cheer on their 
bill. I intend to vote for those 17 States that are represented on 
the River and Harbor Committee as well as the 28 States that are 
not, and especially for the appropriation to those States that get 
none. I come with a petition signed by some of the most distin- 
guished gentlemen of the State of Virginia, among whom is the 
governor of the State, asking for this small sum of $5,000, 


JANUARY 1( , 


I am called away on account of sickness in my family, and 
therefore I will not be here to present the amendment myself, but 
I wish to call your attention to the importance of this measure. 
It is not, understand, any money for any additional improvement, 
it is simply toclean out and to repair the channel that has already 
been made, on which $112,060 has been already expended. Thero 
is a balance of $2,800 unexpended, and this means an appropriation 
of only $2,200. The amendment will be in the words as follows: 

For cleaning out and repairing the deep channel made by the United Sta 
Government in New River, Virginia, $5,000. 

In my absence that amendment will be presented by another 
gentleman; and I ask that such fair consideration be given to him 
as you have always so generously accorded tome. [Applause. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee d 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 1 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of the 





| Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that co: 


mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 13189, and h 
come to no resolution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reporte: 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 5117. An act granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 

H. R. 10785. An act granting a pension to Thomas White; 

H. R, 2752. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmun 
P. Tierney; 

H. R. 18394. An act providing for the payment of electoral 
messengers; 

H, R. 1734. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 

H. R, 9108. An act granting a pension to Maria H. Hixson; 

H. R. 5655. An act granting a pension to Lurinda Laughlin; and 

H. R. 10062. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenberger. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

S. R. 144. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of Smithsonian Institution. 

DEATH OF HON, FRANK G, CLARKE. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the members of this House were 
startled this morning on taking up the daily paper to find the 
public announcement of the death, the sudden death, of another 
of its members. In the absence of his colleague it becomes my 
duty to make formal announcement to this House of the death of 
the Hon. FrRaNK G, CLARKE, a Representative from the Second (i 
trict of the State of New Hampshire. His death occurred las 
evening at his own home in Peterboro, in that State. 

Mr. Speaker, as a mark of our respect to his memory, I offer the 
following resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut offers the 
following resolutions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow 
of the death of the Hon. FRANK G. CLARKE, late a Representative from th 
State of New Hampshire. 

Resolved, ‘That a committee of 16 members of the House, with such mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral at 
Peterboro, N. H., and that the necessary expenses attending the execution 
of this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and « 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out tho 
provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair announces the following commit- 
tee, provided for in the resolutions: Mr. SuLLoway, Mr, HiL", 
Mr. Knox, Mr. Capron, Mr. Howei., Mr. Lang, Mr. ALLEN 
of Maine, Mr. Lanpis, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Mr. WEAVER, Mr. 
FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Mr. Griaas, Mr. GAINEs, Mr. 
Rostnson of Indiana, Mr. NAPHEN, and Mr. K1na, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of respect to our 
deceased colleague, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following executive comrnuni- 
cations were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol.ows: 

A letter from theSecretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in appropriation for 
Department of the Interior—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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By Mr. GARDNER of New vo A bill (H. R. 13488) to 
authorize the United New Jersey Railroad and Canal Company 
and the Philadelphia and Trenton Railroad Company, or their 
successors, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Dela- 
ware River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

- Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 18453) to widen the Anacostia 
road, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 13454) extending the provisions 
of the agricultural college grant, approved August 30, 1890, to the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A resolution (H. Res. 347) to pay 
George E. F. Evers and James F. English additional compensa- 
tion from the contingent fund of the House—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A resolution (H. Res. 318) 
to pay H. A. Dumont the sum of $379.09 for services as a folder 
in the folding room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A resolution (H. Res. 350) to pay William 
L, Stiles for services as messenger to the Committee on Ac- 
counts—to the Committee on Accounts. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of R. B. Rucker, 
administrator of estate of John Raney, against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

srinted. 

“a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for credit to accounts of Capt. Wil- 
liam E. Craighill—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect sub- 
mitting anestimate of appropriation for repairs on Federal build- 
ing at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Supervising Architect submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for heating apparatus at the old marine 
hospital building at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the case of 
the vessel Jenny, Hugh Lyle, master, against the United States— 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, making a report of 
the disbursements to colleges of agriculture and mechanics under 
the act of August 30, 1890—to the Committee on Education, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EE V—V—V—V—V—V3OO3_Ed 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13439) for the relief of 
St. James Episcopal Church, of Rapides Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 13440) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12441) 
granting a pension to Julia McCarthy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 13442) granting land patents to 
Henry C. Jones and others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 13448) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael 8. Dougherty—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5258) to allow the commu- 
tation of homestead entries in certain cases, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2210); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. a By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13444) to remove the 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- charge of desertion from the military record of Benjamin F. Vir- 
bia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. | vin—to the Committee on Militarv Affairs 
Res. 287) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant permit to the | ° ; aa 
committee on inaugural ceremonies for use of reservation or public | the military record of Charles F. Allen—to the Committee on Mil- 
spaces in city of Washington on the occasion of the inaugura- | itary Affairs. 
tion of the President-elect, on March 4, 1901, etc., reported the | “By Mr, MUDD: A bill (H. R. 13446) for the relief of Thomas 
same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 2211); which B. Burgess—to the Committee on War Claims. 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. - 13447) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin Eason—to the Committee o valid Pen- 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | ciohs. ne ee 

RESOLUTIONS. By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H, R. 13448) granting an increase 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MAHON, from the Committee | of pension to Paul Fuchs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
on War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. Also, a bill (H. R. 18449) to grant an honorable discharge to 
12633, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 346) for the | Jacob M. Taylor, alias John Travers—to the Committee on Mili- 
relief of James G. James and William J. Thomas, surviving | tary Affairs. 
executors of Edward Thomas, accompanied by a report (No. 2209); By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R.13450) for the relief 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private | of James 8. Iglehort—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Calendar, By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 13451) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Emil Bott—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H.R. 13452) granting a 

INTRODUCED. - pension to Catherine Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | _By Mt. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13455) granting an in- 





Also, a bill (H. R. 13445) to remove the charge of desertion from 











of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as ae ~ roe Isaac Van Valkenburgh—to the Committee 
‘ Talc snsions. 

oo MUDD: A bill (H. R. 13482) granting thirty days’ By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H.R. 13456) for the relief of the 

leave of absence with pay to the employees of the Government oe arenes See ery ene LR, SS 

: onus " Oe cee 3 wi Ken on oe < ‘ De 
ete 0 Ave angen of Engraving and Printing—to | By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H.R. 13457) granting an increase of 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: bill (H. R, 13433) authorizing the Sec- pension to William Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
retary of the Navy to purchase the Langston mooring device—to a 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 13484) for relief of purchasers 
and locators of swamp and overflowed lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 13435) to further promote 
the study of military science and tactics at institutions of learn- 
ing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 13436) to authorize the Charle- 
roi and Monessen Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

_ By Mr. FOX: A bill (H. R. 13487) providing for the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Yalobusha River in Grenada County, 


State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
merce. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Canonsburg, Pa., fa- 
voring anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Shadyside Presbyterian Church, Pittsburg, Pa., 
for the ratification of treaty between civilized nations relative to 
alcoholic trade in Africa—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Home Missionary Society of the Presby- 
terian Church of Milton, Pa., and missionary sociefies of Pitts- 
burg and Allegheny, Pa., for the protection of native races in our 
islands against intoxicants and opium—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 
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By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 12405, 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Briscoe—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Brown Shoe Company 
and 16 other shoe and leather companies of St. Louis, Mo., pray- 
ing for the removal of the duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: Petition of citizens of Rapides Parish, 
La., to accompany House bill relating to the claim of St. James 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Church, Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. | 


By Mr. CAPRON: Protest of W. E. Barrett Company, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., against the annual distribution of seeds—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 


Also, petition of Ellen L. Fitz and 3 others, of Harrisville, R.I., 


for the ratification of the treaty between civilized nations relative 
to alcoholic trade in Africa—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNER: Petition of 89 citizens of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
in favor of restraint in liquor traftic—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of reduction of postage on first-class 
mail matter-—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Charleston, S. C., favoring the establishment of a national for- 


est reserve in the mountains of Virginia, North Carolina, South | 


Carolina, Georgia, and Tennessee—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 


Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, | 


S. C., asking for an appropriation to enable the Geological Sur- 
vey to obtain more accurate data concerning the artesian water 
supply in the malarial regions on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 


S. C., favoring the enlargement of the work of the Geological | 
Survey so as to include mapping of forest regions in Southern and | 


Eastern portions of the country—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston. 
S. C., favoring the appropriation asked for by the Secretary of 


Agriculture to enable him to cooperate with the various Statesin | 
examining into the best modes of securing permanent road build- | 


ing—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the 
National Wholesale Druggists’ Association, opposing the free dis- 
tribution of medicinal remedies—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 


Also, resolutions of the Thirty-fourth Annual Encampment, | 


Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, com- 
mending the work already accomplished on the National Military 
Park at Gettysburg, and asking that continued aid be given 
thereto—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Julia 
McCarthy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, | 


urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, | 


favoring the passage of a bill relating toa session of the Inter- 


national Congress of Navigation to be held at Washington, D. C,— | 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Paper Trade Association, favor- 
ing reciprocal trade between United States and Canadu—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petition of numerous citi- 
zens of Burlington County, N. J., in favor of the anti-polygamy 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. ‘. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of H. K. Mulford Company, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring Senate bill No. 727, known as the ship- 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of wine importers and dealers, for the repeal of 
the stamp tax on domestic and foreign wines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to William Matthews, of Tarentum, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Ry Mr. HITT: Petition of Mrs. Arthur W. Glessner and 2: 
other citizens of Galena, Ill., for the ratification of a treaty be- 
tween civilized nations relative to alcoholic trade in Africa, and 
to prevent the sale of opium, intoxicants, etc., to undeveloped 
and childlike races—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of W. W. Woodbridge and 
18 other citizens of North Newcastle, Me., in favor of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LASSITER: Petition of the heirs of Mary F. Stanbury, 
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late of Prince Edward County, Va., for reference of war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 13151, for 
| the relief of the estate of L. M. Epperson—to the Committee on 
| War Claims. 
| By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring an appropriation for the establish- 
| ment of an Indian school at Riverside, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Emil Bott, of Rochester, Pa.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of ladies of Newcastle, Pa., representing various 
literary and religious societiesof the city, favoring anti-polygamny 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers relating to the claim of 
James 8, Igleheart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Resolutions of the Naval Veterans of 
Maryland for the passage of Senate bill 3422—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: Papers to accompany 
House bill for the relief of Josiah Booker—to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Protest of citizens of Boise, Idaho, 
against the establishment of the parcels-post system—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 11, 1901. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitspurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. SEWELL, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Journal will stand approved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, yesterday when the vote was 
taken upon the amendment looking to the retirement of General 
Shafter with the rank of major-general I was necessarily de- 
tained from the Senate. Had I been present, I should have voted 
for the amendment. 


DECORATIONS BY THE ITALIAN GOVERNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting certain in- 
formation relative to the desire of the Italian Government to 
| bestow upon Dr. Eugene Wasdin, of the Marine-Hospital Service, 
the Cross of Officer of S. 5. Maurizioe Lazzaro, and upon Dr. H. 
D. Geddings, of the Marine-Hospital Service, the Cross of Cheva- 
lier of the same order, in recognition of their services in verify- 
ing and confirming the Italian studies and discoveries in regard 
to the nature of yellow fever; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

LEGATION AT PEKIN, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a copy ofa 
dispatch from the minister of the United States in China, Hon. 
| E, H. Conger, on the proposed extension of the legation grounds 
at Pekin; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAMS ISLAND DAM. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
| munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Secretary of State, together with a note from the British 





ambassador, touching the proposed construction by the govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada of a dam from Adams Island, in 
Canadian territory, to Les Galops Island, in United States terri 
tory, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MOBILE BAY IMPROVEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
toa resolution of the 9th instant, the report of Major Rossell, 
United States Engineers, on the survey and estimate for opening 
the outer bar at Mobile Bay; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISBURSEMENT OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissary-General of Subsistence, United States 
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Army, relative to the adoption of an amendment of section 285, 
Revised Statutes, which requires that every disbursement of 
public moneys or disposal of public stores made by disbursing 
officers pursuant to an order of any commanding officer of the 
Navy be allowed by the proper accounting officer of the Treasury, 
etc.: which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
CONSULATE AT BEIRUT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a copy of 
dispatch No, 69, of November 26, 1900, from the consul at Beirut, 


relative to an increase in the compensation of the clerk in the | 


consulate at that place; which, with the accompanying papers, 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | 


be printed. 
ABNER D, LEWIS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 


munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Abner D. Lewis vs. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature to the 
following enrolled bills and a joint resolution; which had previ- 
ously been signed by the Speaker of the Houseof Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 1734) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 

A bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
P. Tierney; 

A bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 

A bill (A. R. 5655) granting a pension to Lurinda Laughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixson; 

A bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg; 

A bill (H. R. 10785) granting a pension to Thomas White; 

A bill (H. R. 13394) providing for the payment of electoral mes- 
sengers; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 144) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Rev. W. V. Louder- 
bough and 200 other members of the Presbyterian Church of 


Salem, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit | 


the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in Africa; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry a of citizens of Plainfield, Ten- 
net, Elizabeth, Summit, and Haddonfield, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jackson 
County, Minn., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout 


bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of cleomargarine; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented three petitions of citizens of Owatonna, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of in- 


toxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie | 


on the table. 

Mr. SIMON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nehalem 
Bay, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of the entrance to the Nehalem Bay and Harbor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Central Trades 


He also presented the petition of D. C. Harter and 103 other 
citizens of Wabash County, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Meade Post, No. 40, Depart- 
ment of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eastport, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving preference to 
veterans in the public service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of Houghton Brothers and 86 other 
citizens of Bath, of Ara Cushman and 17 other citizens of Auburn, 
of George F. Smith and 18 other citizens of Searsport, of John 
Metcalf and 40 other citizens of Madison, of George Chandler and 
34 other citizens of Livermore, and of C. E. Hovey and 13 other 
citizens of Waldoboro, all in the State of Maine, praying for the 
repeal of the stamp tax on bank checks; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the National Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of the United States, praying for the ratification of the 
pending reciprocity treaty between the United states and France; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Association of the 
Port of New York, of New York City, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the extension and completion of the breakwater 
at Point Judith, Rhode Island; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the legislature of the 
State of California, praying for the passage of House bill No. 96, 
providing rules for governing the importation of trees, etc., and 
also for the inspection of trees, etc., which become subjects of 
commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No, 68, Coopers’ 
International Union, American Federation of Labor, of Rochester, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to pro- 


| hibit the issuance of revenue stamps for eighths and sixths bar- 


rels of beer; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
NAVAL STATION IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. HALE. I present a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, inclosing a copy of the report of the board of which 
Rear-Admiral Frederick Rodgers, United States Navy, was presi- 
dent, appointed June 29, 1900, pursuant to the provision contained 
in the naval appropriation act of June 7, 1900, for the purpose of 


| examining into the expediency of changing the location of the 








Council of Bay City, Mich., praying for the enactment of legisla- | 


tion to regulate the hours of daily labor of workmen and mechan- 
ics, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Petoskey, 
Mich., praying for.the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Michigan, favoring the enactment of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of George G. Smith and 
48 other citizens of Washington, b. C., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to abolish the present system of street-car fenders 
used on cars in the city of Washington and in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of A. Cohen, S. F. Lan- 
caster, and of the De Vend-Hays Shoe Company, all of Jefferson- 
ville, in the State of Indiana, praying for the repeal of the duty 
on hides; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


naval station now at Port Royal, 8. C., to some point in the State 
of South Carolina at or near the city of Charleston. I move that 
the communication and accompanying report be printed as a doc- 
ument, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5230) for the suppression of train robbery 
in the Territories of the United States and elsewhere, and for 


| other purposes, reported it with amendments. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 10th instant proposing to appropriate $125,000 to 
authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to pur- 
chase Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, near the city of 
Washington, intended to be proposed by him to the District of 


| Columbia appropriation bill, reported it favorably without amend- 


ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 5119) granting a pension to Jessie A. Bruner, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5172) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bughman, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on, the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 953) to divide the State of West Vir- 
ginia into two judicial districts, reported it without amendment, 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. CARTER. Iam directed bythe Committee on the Census, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12740) making an appor- 
tionment of Representatives in Congress among the several States 
under the Twelfth Census, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment. 

In view of the urgent nature of this measure, I ask that it be 
read for the information of the Senate, and I desire unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read in full to 
the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. President, will the Chair kindly hear me 
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a moment? I thought the bill was being read for information. I 
am told it is read to be acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis beingreadforinformation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1am told that it is likely to give rise to some 
considerable debate. I therefore think I must object. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think it will give rise to any debate what- 
ever. Weareall helping the Senator to pass his Army bill, and 
a measure of this kind, soimportant, the Senate certainly ought 
to have an opportunity to pass. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let it be read for information then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will continue | 
the reading. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not believe anyone in the Chamber knew 
what was going on. I suggest that the Secretary start anew and | 
read from the beginning. It will take but a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana, | 
from the Committee on the Census, reported favorably the House 
apportionment bill and asks for its present consideration, and it 
was being read for the information of the Senate. The Secretary 
will again commence the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That after the 3d day of March, 1903, the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be composed of 386 members, to be apportioned among the 
several States as follows: Alabama, %; Arkansas, 7; California &: Colorado, 
3; Connecticut, 5; Delaware, 1; Florida, 3; Georgia, 11; Idaho, 1; Illinois, 25; 
Indiana, 13; Iowa, 11; Kansas, §; Kentucky, 11; Louisiana,7; Maine, 4; Mary- 
land, 6; Massachusetts, 14; Michigan, 12; Minnesota, 9; Mississippi, 8; Mis- 
souri, 16: Montana, 1; Nebraska, 6; Nevada,1; New Hampshire, 2; New Jer- 
sey, 10; New York, 37; North Carolina, 10: North Dakota, 2; Ohio, 21; Ore- 
gon, 2; Pennsylvania, 32; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 7; South Dakota, 
2; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 16; Utah, 1; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; Washington, 
3; West Virginia, 5; Wisconsin, 11; and Wyoming, 1. 

Sec. 2. That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Repre 
ote e or Representatives assigned to it shall be in addition to the num- | 
er B86. 

Sec. 3. That in each State entitled under this apportionment. the number 
to which such State may be entitled in the Fifty-eighth and each subsequent 
Congress shall be elected by districts composed of contiguous and compact 
territory and containing as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhab- 
itants. The said districts shall be equal to the number of the Representa- 
tives to which such State may be entitled in Congress, no one district electing 
more than one Representative. 

Sec. 4. That in case of an increase in the number of Representatives which | 
may be given to any State under this apportionment, such additional Repre 
sentative or Representatives shall be elected by the State at large, and the 
other Representatives by the districts now prescribed by law until the legis- | 
lature of such State, inthe manner herein prescribed, shall redistrict such 
State; and if there be no increase in the number of Representatives from a | 
State the Representatives thereof shall be elected from the districts now 
prescribed by law until such State be redistricted as herein prescribed by | 
the legislature of said State; and if the number hereby provided for shall in 
any State be less than it was before the change hereby made, then the whole | 
number to such State hereby provided for shall be elected at large, unless | 
the legislatures of said States have provided or shall otherwise provide be- 
fore the time fixed by law for the next election of Representatives therein. | 

Sec. 5. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby | 
repealed. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the bill had | 
better go over in order that Senators may have an opportunity to 
look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama | 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. It will go to the 
Ca!endar. 


COURTS IN ARKANSAS, 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12395) to provide for the 
holding of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the eastern district of Arkansas, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. It is a bill 
of but two or three lines and changes the place of holding courts. 
I call the attention of the Senators from Arkansas to the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FAULDS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3047) to remove 
charge of desertion from military record of John Faulds, of Com- 
pany G, Thirty-first Wisconsin Infantry, to report it favorably, 
without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. It | 
— of only a few lines, and is a House bill to correcta military | 
record, 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 5533) for the | 
relief of William C. Staples; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 5534) for the relief of Azor | 
H. Nickerson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 5535) to amend the act en- 
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titled ‘‘An act to provide for the settlement of the claims of offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property 
destroyed in the military service of the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1885; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5536) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas A. Owen; which read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY (by request) introduced a bill (8.5537) for the relief 
of Mrs.M.Emma Poche; which was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (8.5538) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. R. A. Bradshaw; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8.5539) for the relief of So- 
phronia Atwood Paige; which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 5540) for the relief of Alexan- 
der Perry; which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5541) providing for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Charlottesville, Va.; which was 


| read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds, 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$6,000 for paving Fourth street east from U street north to W 


| street, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia 
| appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 


accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment providing for the pro- 
tection of Mount Rainier National Park by authorizing a detail of 


| troops for the purpose of guarding the same, and proposing to 


appropriate $20,000 for the improvement of said park, intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
EVA BURRELL. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Eva Burrell, widow of Henry Burrell, deceased, 
late a laborer in the employ of the Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


PETITION OF FILIPINOS, 
ThePRESIDENT protempore. TheChairlays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day. which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 


| TELLER, as follows: 


Ordered, That the petition of certain inhabitants of the Philippine Islands, 


| which has to-day been read in the Senate, be printed asa document, together 


with the names of the signers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator from Colorado any objection 
to the resolution going over until Monday? Some of us did not 
hear read the communication which it is proposed shall be printed, 
and for one I should like to read it. 

Mr. TELLER, I have no objection tothe resolution going over 
until Monday, if any Senator thinks it ought to go over, if it will 
come up in regular order on Monday, as it does to-day. 

Mr. HALE. Retaining its place? 

Mr. TELLER. Retaining its place, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution shall go over until a 
later day, retaining its place on the table—or retaining its present 

yosition? 
, Mr. TELLER. Its present position is what I want it to retain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish it to go 
over subject to call, or to go over until next Monday? 

Mr. TELLER. I want it to come up as the regular order of 
business on Monday next. 

Mr. HALE. As morning business? 

Mr. TELLER. As morning business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair sounderstands, It 
is so ordered. 

STATIONERY ROOM OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. MORGAN. Are resolutions in order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No, the order has been passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask leave, then, to offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Chair will receive the Senator’s resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 


| penses of the Senate shall have the control of the officers of the stationery 


room of the Senate so as to inquire into and, from time to time, to report 
upon the conduct thereof. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 

tion. 

— GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from Alabama if this 
matter does not belong to the Committee on Rules rather than the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Rules is merely, I think, a 
philosophical, academic body. The Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate is known for its labo- 
rious service to the Senate, and so I prefer that committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear the Senator. I think the Senator 
was paying some very high compliment to the Committee on 
Rules, and I wanted to hearit. I think he saidit was a very phil- 
anthropic committee. | 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwas trying tocompliment the Committee on | 
Contingent Expenses over the shoulders of the Committee on | 
Rules. That is what I am trying to do, but perhaps I failed to 
do it. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it go over until the next day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the res- 
olution goes over under the rule. Morning business isconcluded. | 

THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Army bill. 
There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S, 4300) to increase the efficiency of the military estab- | 
lishment of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam given to understand that section 31, page | 
43, is under consideration, an amendment proposed by the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. I am instructed to withdraw that | 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. What section? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Section 31, page 43. It relates to retiring offi- | 
cers on a higher grade and that sort of thing. 

Mr. HOAR. In my copy page 43 begins with section 40. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a new print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators had better have the 
new print before them. The new print came in this morning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis page 43, section 31, beginning in line 9. 
Iam given to understand that the reprint has not been distributed. 

Mr. TELLER. It is page 40 of the old print. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no harm in looking at the old print, 
and Senators may see that particular section on page 40. In the 
reprint it is on page 43. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is it, please? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is impossible to hear what 
the Senator requests. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isaid that the amendment in question can be 
found on page 40 of the original print, but we have had a reprint 
for convenience, and in the reprint it comes on page 45, beginning 
in line 9. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is section 31 in all the prints. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is section 31, proposing to give additional 
grade upon retirement to certain classes of officers. 

Mr. HALE, What does the Senator propose to do with the sec- 
tion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
draw it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be voted down. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator asks the Senate to agree to the section 
as in the original print of the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; the section is an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The section is withdrawn? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The section is withdrawn as the pending 
amendment, and that, I am authorized, I think, to say, also drops 
the pending amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], which was an amendment to section 31. He un- 
derstands that that drops on withdrawing section 31. 

Mr. HALE. How does it leave the provision? 

Mr.SEWELL. There is nothing leit in it whatever. It stands 
on the present law. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand when that is withdrawn 
amendment to it drops, as a matter of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itcan not be withdrawn. The 
Senator from Connecticut asks unanimous consent that the vote 
by which this section was agreed to may be reconsidered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very good; I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the re- 
consideration of the vote? 

Mr. ALLISON. The section has not been agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. No; it has not been agreed to. 

Mr, PROCTOR. It was passed over. 

Mr\ALLISON. It was passed over. Therefore I suggest that 
it be rejected, That is the only proper way to act on it. | 


It is impossible to hear the 


I am instructed by the committee to with- 


the 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it 
was not agreed to, but that it was passed over. 

. Mr. HAWLEY. Isupposed that it was in a condition to be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be stricken out. 

Mr. SEWELL. It was passed over at my suggestion last even- 
ing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let it be rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it isan amendment offered 
by the committee, and it was not considered and agreed to, it can 
be withdrawn by the committee. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is the situation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is the situation, as the committee un- 
derstands it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Section 31 goes out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Section 31 goes out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Senator from Colo 
rado withdraws his amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I do if the section goes cut, of course. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The section is out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is nothing for it to hang on now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add, at theend of the amend- 
ment, the following proviso: 


The committee withdraws the 


Provided, That no further military force shall be used in the Philippine 
Islands, except such as may be necessary to keep order in places there now 
actually under the peaceable control of the United States and to protect 
persons or property to whom, in the judgment of the President, protection 
may be due from the United States, until the President shall have first pro 
claimed an amnesty for all political offenses committed against the United 
States in the Philippine Islands, and shall have, if in his power, agreed upon 
an armistice with persons now in hostility to the United States, and shall 
have invited such number, not less than ten, as he shall think desirable, of 
the leaders or representatives of the persons now hostile to the United 
States there tocome to the United States and state their wishes and the con- 
dition, character, and wishes of the people of the Philippine Islands tothe Ex 
ecutive and Congress, and shall have offered to secure to them safe conduct 
to come, abide, and return, and shall have provided at the public charge for 
the expenses of their transportation both ways and their stay in this « 
try for a reasonable and sufficient time for such purpose. 

Mr. CARTER. 
on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs decided 
unfavorably upon this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to lay the amendment on the table, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iask that the amendment 
for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read, 

The Secretary again read Mr. Hoar’s amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll on the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when Mr. CHILTON’s name called 
My colleague bond CHILTON] hasa general pair with the senior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs]. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called 





un 


Mr. President, I move to lay the amendment 


be read again 


The amendment will be again 


was 


L have a gen- 
Mr. QUARLES}]. 
In hisabsence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when Mr, DILLINGHAM’s name was called) 
On this question my colleague {Mr. DILLINGHAM] is paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina {[Mr. TILLMAN], 

Mr. HEITFELD (when hisname was called), I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Puatr]}. In 
his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when hisname wascalled). Ihave a general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Linpsay], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRicH], and 
vote ** yea. . 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBrRIDE] who is absent. I do 
not know how he would vote if present, and therefore I withhold 
my vote. If he were present, | should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [{ Mr. 
LAURIN]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). On this vote I 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. 
If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
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Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘per. . 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington es TURNER]. As I donot know 
how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
find that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH] is paired | 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. So 1 will transfer | 
my pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], and let my vote stand. | 

Mr. MASON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SuLLI- | 
VAN]. tam informed that he is not present. I therefore with- | 
draw my vote. s 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have been informed since I an- | 
nounced my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Aup- | 
riCH] that a pair has been announced between him and the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. Idonotunderstand that, because 
the Senator from Rhode Island called on me the day before yester- 
day. stating that he was called away by unavoidable necessity, and 
asked me to pair with him for a week, which I agreed to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. McMILLAN] has just corrected that, and another pair has 
been announced. 

Mr. VEST. Then, as I understand, my pair with the Senator 
from Rhode Island stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted inthe negative). I understand | 
that the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], with | 
whom I am paired, isnot present. I therefore withdraw my vote, | 
as I have a general pair with that Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
QUARLES| is detained from the Senate by illness. 

Mr. BURROWS. Linquire if the senior Senator from Louisi- | 
ana {Mr. CaAFrERY] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I suggest that the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery| might stand paired with the Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania { Mr. PENrosre|, who re;uested me to pair him on this 
matter, and the Senator from Michigan will be at liberty to vote. | 

Mr. BURROWS. I adopt that suggestion, and vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 

Lodge, 
McComas, 
McCumber, 
McMillan, 
Morgan, 
Nelson, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
NAYS—19. 
Jones, Ark. 
Mallory, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
tawlins, 
NOT VOTING—35. 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 
Mason, 
Money, 
Penrose, 
Platt, N. Y. 
Culberson, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Cullom, McBride, Quarles, 
So Mr. Hoar’s amendment was laid on the table. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment under consid- 


The Chair is informed that he | 


Iam paired with that Senator, and will with- | 


Allison, 
Bard, 
Burrows, 
Carter, 
Clark, 
Deboe, 
Dolliver, 
Fairbanks, 


Proctor, 
Scott, 
Sewell, 
Shoup, 
Simon, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Thurston, 


Foraker, 
Foster, 

Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Kean, 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Butler, 
Clay, 


Cockrell, 
Daniel, 
Hale, 
Harris, 
Hoar, 


Teller, 
Towne, 
Turley, 
Wellington. 


Aldrich, 
Bacon, 
Baker, 
Beveridge, 
Caffery, 
Chandler, 
Chilton, 


Sullivan, 
Taliaferro, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Test, 
Warren, 
Wetmore, 
Wolcott. 


Depew, 
Dillingham, 
Elkins, 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Nev. 
Kenney, 
Kyle, 


eration last night was misplaced in the list handed to the Chair. | 


The Chair now lays it before the Senate. The Chair is of the im 
pression that there was an amendment offered to the amendment 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PeETTiGREw], the first part 
of which was withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment stands what will be read to the Senate by the 
secretary. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. PETTIGREW, | 
which was at the end of the bill to insert the following: 

It is further provided, That one-third of the original vacancies created by 
this act, in all grades, from colonel down to second lieutenant, in both staff | 
and line, shall be filled by selection from the officers of volunteers who have 
been commissioned in their respective staff corps or arm of service since 
April 21, 1898. The remaining two-thirds of original vacancies created by 
this act to be filled by selection from the officers of the Regular Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this amendment the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] was last evening occupying the 
floor. 
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| years’ service. 


| eral pair. 


It leaves before the Senate as | 


JANUARY 11, 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask leave to offer an amendment to the 
pending bill, which I ask may lie upon the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment intended to 
be proposed by the Senator from North Dakota will be received 
and laid upon the table. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. 
PETTIGREW |? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it is well to consider for just 
one moment what that amendment would authorize. It provides 
that one-third of the vacancies in the line and staff shall be filled 
from the volunteers. It would authorize the appointment of 
colonels in the Engineer Corps, in the Adjutant-General’s Corps, 
and in every other corps, of men who have only had a year or two 
It would also make a very strange mixing up if 
appointments were made, for instance, from the volunteers who 
he!d commissions in the Regular Army. Thereare lieutenants in 
the Regular Army serving as majors of volunteers, and if ap- 
pointed, as they would expect to be under this provision, and have 
aright to ask to be appointed, they might come back into the 


| Regular Army ranking hundreds of those who are now properly 


above them, and ought to remain so, and who have been in the 
service the same as they have. So it would result in endless con- 
fusion and the greatest possible injustice. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will just add to what has been said by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] that our whole time in 


| committee for weeks was given to carefully considering this bill 
| and the disposition of the officers of the different classes. 


If you 
are to make a lump of the whole thing, you would do away with 
all our work and we should have to do it over again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 


| kota [Mr. PettigREw] has asked for the yeas and nays on the 
I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 


adoption of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WeEt- 
MORE], and withhold my vote on account of his absence. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when Mr. DILLINGHAM’S name was called). 
My colleague {[Mr, DILLINGHAM] is paired with the Senator from 


| South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 


Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I again an- 


| nounce my pair with the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], and withhold my vote. 


Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TuRNER]. If 
at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HEITFELD. Iagain announce my pair with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Patt]. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLEsS], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE. I inquire whether the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. DEBOE] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair is informed that the 
Senator from Kentucky has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. Then 1 will not vote, as I am paired with that 
Senator and do not know how he would vote if present. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
McBripe}. I do not know how he would vote if present, anc 
therefore I withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote 
**vea.” 

Mr. WARREN. I will state that by arrangement the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] has been paired with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], with whom I have a gen- 
That leaves me at liberty to vote, and so I will let my 
vote in the negative stand. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Under the arrangement announced on the 
last vote of the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky {[Mr. Lixpsay] I am at liberty to vote, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WARREN. lam informed that the Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. KENNEY] desires to stand paired with the Senator from Penn- 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, 


| sylvania |Mr. PENROSE], so I will make a change in the pair, and 


transfer my pair with the Senator from Washington | Mr. TURNER] 
to the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW], and let my votestand. 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—16. 
Mallory, 
Pettigrew, 
Rawlins, 
Taliaferro, 


Allen, 
Berry, 
Butler, 
Clark, 


Clay, 
Daniel, 
Harris, 
Jones, Ark. 


Teller, 
Towne, 
Turley, 
Wellington. 





1901. 


NAYS—33. 

Allison, Hale, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Bard, Hanna, Morgan, Simon, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Nelson, Spooner, 
Dolliver, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Pettus, Thurston, 
Foraker, Kean, Platt, Conn. Warren. 
Foster, Lodge, Proctor, 
Frve, McComas, Scott, 
Gallinger, McCumber, Sewell, 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Culberson, Lindsay, Quarles, 
Bacon, Cullom, McBride, Sullivan, 
Baker, Deboe, McEnery, Tillman, 
Bate, Depew, McLaurin, Turner, 
Beveridge, Dillingham, Martin, Vest, 
Burrows, Elkins, Mason, Wetmore, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Money, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Penrose, 
Chilton, Kenney, Platt. N. Y. 
Cockrell, Kyle, Pritchard, 


So the amendment of Mr, PETTIGREW was rejected. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I want to explain my vote on the 
previous roll call, I have a pair with the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] and did not know that he was absent 
and had not voted when I cast my vote. I wish to have the 
RecorpD corrected, so that it may appear that I voted inadvert- 
ently, not knowing that the Senator from Florida had not voted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair now lays before the 
Senate the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Monty]; which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38. line 1, after the word “ direct,” 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘not exceeding the period of 
three years.” 

Mr. MONEY. I withdraw that amendment, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 338, line 23, of the last edition of the 
bill, I move to amend after the words *‘ grade of,” by inserting the 
words ‘‘ captain or.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38, line 23, after the words ‘grade 
of,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ captain or;” so as to read: 

Volunteer officers who establish their fitness before these examining boards 
may be appointed to the grade of captain or first or second lieutenant in the 
Regular Army. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President. 1 appreciate the difficulty of de- 
fining the line of exact justice which should lie between appoint- 
ments of volunteers and appointments of regular officers to 
positions in the Regular Army. Iam well aware that there are 
such embarrassments in all directions on this subject that one 
may well respect the opinions of another, although he can not en- 
tirely coincide with them; but it seems to me that the amendment 
which I have suggested is a just and equitable one, and that, if 
no other changes were made, it would perhaps leave the matter 
in practically as just an attitude as we are able to place it. 

I have scanned the departmental documents which have been 
submitted to us on this subject, and I find no recommendation 
from the Secretary of War and none from the President, but there 
is one from the Lieutenant-General Commanding the Army, a 
letter of his addressed to the Secretary of War, submitting the 
draft of a proposed bill for the reorganization of the Army, dated 
November 15, 1900. In that proposed scheme of regular organi- 
zation, section 8 provides: 

That all vacancies created or caused by the provisions of this act above the 
grade of captainin the line of the Army shall be filled by promotion according 
to seniority in the several arms. 

So, I take it, Mr. President, that the amendment which I have 
offered would place this bill upon that plan which is favored by 
the present commanding officer of the Army, himself a regular 
officer of many years’ standing, although he came into the Army 
through the volunteer service. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator will pardon the 
Chair, the Chair desires to call his attention to the fact that that 
a of the section where he proposes to offer the amendment 

as been stricken from the bill. The Chair calls the Senator's 
attention to page 39, where he thinks the Senator would desire to 
offer his amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I presumed that I had the last 
edition of this bill in my hand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator will notice—— 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not noted as stricken out of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair calls the attention of | 
the Senator tothe large bracket in line 18, on page 38, and the bracket 
in line 18, on page 39. That entire portion has been stricken out. 

Mr. DANIEL. I perceive the point now, sir, where the amend- 
ment should come in. | 
ITnow move to insert the word ‘‘ captain” beforethe words “ first 


The Senator has, but if the 





or second lieutenant,” in line 24, on page 39, of the last published 
edition of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. WilltheSenator allow me tosuggest that he will 
have to strike out the words “and captain” in line 12, on page 38? 
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Mr. DANIEL. There are several consequential amendments 
which would have to follow if this were adopted. 
Mr. HARRIS. The language there is: 


That vacancies in the grade of field officers and captain, created by this 
act, in the cavalry, artillery, and infantry shall be filled by promotion accord- 
ing to seniority in each branch, respectively. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have noted that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think if the Senator would move to strike out 
the word ‘‘ captain” there, it would cover the case. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have noted—and that would follow as a con- 
sequential amendment—the words ‘‘ and captain” in line 12, on 
page 388. I will make that motion, as it comes first and seems to 
be more precisely in line with the recommendation of the Lieuten- 
ant-General. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ and captain” in 
line 12 of renumbered section 24, on page 88, and insert the words 
‘‘captain or” in line 24, on page 39. 

This, Mr. President, would give a reasonable opportunity for 
distinguished volunteer ofticers who have shown their fitness for 
command to have a commission in the Regular Army reasonably 
responsive to their merits. 

I have but little to say on this subject, but I will call attention 
to what have been the services of the volunteers in the late war 
with Spain and in the Philippine imbroglio which resulted there- 
from. On the 2ist of April, 1898, there were 28,183 men in the 
Regular Army. On May 31 of that year no less than 125,000 
volunteers had been mustered into the service—nearly five times 
as many volunteers as there were, just before that, of regulars. 
In August of that year the Regular Army had been increased to 
56,365 men, and the Volunteer Army had been increased to 207,244, 
So in August of that year there were about four times as many 
volunteers as there werer egulars. 

The volunteer forces of that date were subsequently mustered 
out of the service. There was a new call for volunteers, which 
was also promptly responded to, and the Army of the United 
States now, as given by the Adjutant-General in his recent report, 
is composed of 2,535 regular officers, 63,861 enlisted men in the Reg- 
ular Army, and 1,548 officers and 31,079 enlisted men in the Vol- 
unteer Army. I will ask permission to insert this statement of 
the Adjutant-General in my remarks without reading it to the 
Senate more fully. 

[From annual report of the Adjutant-General of October 20, 1900. } 
REGULAR ARMY. 


Officers 











| holding 
. Enlisted 1 commis- 
Officers. | ™ al. 
flicer |} men. Total | sions in 
| volun- 
teers. 
NEED SEOUL « kv cce dc cacs oousncea Se irendenateaidents } 8 1 
Adjutant-General’s Department .....-. 15 | Koxundiente | 15 2 
Inspector-General’s Department -.-..-..  Seirbandin 9 1 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Departm't tes 8 1 
Quartermaster’s Department -.-.....-.-. 58 105 | 163 19 
Subsistence Department ......-.....-..- 22 73 | 195 3 
Medical Department -...............-.. 180 4, 360 4, 540 25 
RE Sa cheatin cs axe Tl Thewene 
Corns of Bngineers . «2... ...ccac..0..- | 126 687 813 | l 
Ordnance Department -..........-..--- | 61 664 DC ae 
I an. dinkacunesawncns aeewsnees 11 748 759 6 
0 7 eee OF Prsicwieake | 
Record and Pension Office ............. ea ee | DE ciate : 
Military AcadeMY ...... ccc ccccseveccsc|eoecce eee] 279 Re Tecnwecnase 
ERIOCCFACINR SOT HORUS. «..... cocccccccccecalecccesceee 4:2 42 - 
ae 556 | 7,058| 7,614 5D 
Ten regiments of cavalry --..-..--.------ 72 12,083} 12,555 67 
Seven regiments of artillery........... 351 10,978 | 11,329 29 
Twenty-five regiments of infantry-.-.. 1,156 35,428 | 36, 584 78 
Indian scouts and recruits “I 2, 674 | 2, 674 é 
Grand total ...... sinitalgihseaehe white 63,861 | 66,396 233 
UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS. 
| | Officers 
| | holding 
. Enlisted . | commis- 
oO "ers - al. J ‘ 
flicers. | "men. Total. | sions in 
Regular 
| | | Army. 
General officers and staff corps..-...-- Se ia takes eee 263 | 102 
One regiment of cavalry -...-. aah 5O 1,025 | 1,075 5 
Squadron Philippine cavalry ; | 1b 451 46) 3 
Twenty-four regiments of infantry-. 1,189 28, 724 29, 915 118 
Porto Rico regiment... .... ~~ ccccce ceccee 31 879 910 5 
ID enced ecieadiliie task sich inasutiepieaieai aecniilival 1,548 31,079 32, 627 233 
RECAPITULATION. 
EE, SR nn eS Ee, SEES SE - 66,396 
ee er OSE cach dcnducdnnsGddesecdccé ences qcus 82, 627 
99, 023 
233 
NE Baa rds nd bdecdenic tried dccsde eeeeee , 98, 790 
The Hospital Corps is not included in the effective strength of the Army, 
nor counted as a part of the enlisted force provided by law ; 
The number o t commis 


B officer$S in the Regular Army holding volunteer 
sions is deducted from aggregate strength to avoid counting twice. 
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Mr. President, let us see what has been the recent service of 
hese two forces that constitute the military arm of the United 
States. As to their services in Cuba and in Porto Rico, it is not 
necessary togointoany detail. Enough to say that the volunteers 
at the battle of San Juan showed themselves to be good soldiers. 
I might observe in this connection that nearly all the command- 
ers of both regulars and volunteers in the late war or in the dis- 
turbances that have been consequent upon that war have been 


1en who entered the Regular Army from the volunteer service of | 


the United States. Miles and Brooke in Porto Rico, Shafter in 
Cuba, Otis and MacArthur in the Philippines, are all officers of 
the Regular Army who were educated in the best possible school 
of war; that is, on the battlefield. 

Mr. MONEY. Major-General Swan, too. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; and many others might be mentioned. 

Mr. MONEY. Lawton. 


Mr. DANIEL. Yes; and I might observe, too, that of the most | 


distinguished officers who have recently fallen in battle—Lawton, 
in the Philippines, and Liscum, in China—one of them went into 
the Regular Army from the Ninth Indiana Volunteers and the 
other from the First Vermont Volunteers; and whether you scan 
the conduct of the commanding officers who have led our troops 
in the late war or of the enlisted men upon the field, this at least, 
must be said of both classes, that the officers educated in the vol- 
unteer ranks of our forces and the men serving in the volunteer 
ranks of our forces have shown themselves to be in no respect in- 
ferior to those who have had the advantage of regular military 
edacation and who went through all grades in the Regular Atmy 
of the United States. 

It is claimed that the regular officer has a prior lien upon va- 
cancies arising in anincrease of the Regular Army. To acertain 
degree it seems to me that the Regular Army officer is entitled to 
fair and full consideration. I would not in any respect disparage 
him, for it may be honestly and sincerely said of the Regular 
Army officers of this country that, as a rule and with rare excep- 
tions, they are soldiers and gentlemen, well worthy to wear its 
uniform and to be trusted with its defense, and the good will of 
all citizens and of all legislators should attend them. 


At the same time it must not be forgotten as to the Westpoint- | 


ers that they have from the beginning to the end of their dis- 


tinctive military careers many advantages which should be ac- | 


credited to their account. If you take a young man at 17 or 18 
years of age and give him an education at Westpoint, he comes 
from that institution well prepared not only for military service, 
but for the combat of life in any way, shape, or form that it may 
assume. ‘The fact that he has accepted an education at the hands 
of the Government, in which all of his expenses have been paid 


and peculiar advantages accorded to him, does not give him a high | 


claim upon the Government in therace forany further advantages 
which may arise in the development of our national affairs. He 
has already been well paid for the time he consumes in preparing 
himself for its service. 


At the end of his career, too, Mr. President, he has an advan- | 
tage which does not come to the volunteer and one that only | 


comes to a rare number of our countrymen. He has the knowl- 


edge in his mind throughout his service that when old age has 
crept on the Governmeut will relieve him from duty before he | 


has spent his length of days in the service and provide for him an 


easy method of retirement with a competence for the remainder | 


of his life. 

Now, in the interim, while he should receive such just promo- 
tions and acknowledgments of his services as may befit his ability 
and his distinction, he does not deserve to exclude from a fair 
share in the honors of military life those who have educated 


themselves upon the battlefield of the country, at the best school | 


that war has ever had in any generation of men. 


While I do not seek in this bill and would oppose any unjust dis- | 
crimination against regular officers, so will Il oppose any unjust | 


discrimination against volunteer officers. And let it be said of 
the great mass of those who have enlisted in the volunteer service 
or have been commissioned in it that they have themselves con- 
tributed largely to the promotion and distinction of the regular 


officers. For of the twenty-five hundred and odd regular officers | 


that we have upon the roll of the Regular Army, 233 are now hold- 
ing volunteer commissions, the associates in volunteer regiments 
of the colonels, majors, captains, and lieutenants and men who 
are serving there. So the volunteer service has itself been an as- 
sistance to the regular service, even as the regular service has been 
a substantial educational assistance to it. 


I have in my hand, Mr. President, an extract from the report of | 


the Adjutant-General, made at the close of last year. The report 
is dated October 20, 1900, and the extract covers pages 35 to 63 
thereof. It is a chronological list of actions and of losses in the 
Philippines from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive. I 
shall not occupy the time of the Senate in reading the long list of 
battles, skirmishes, affairs, actions, combats, or whatever you may 
be pleased to call them, but I shall ask that it may be printed as an 


appendix to the remarks which I am now making, that the RecorD 
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| may bear upon its face some testimony of the value of our Amer- 
| ican volunteers to their flag and country. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
| will be made. 
| Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President,a brief synopsis of this statement 
of battles or actions in the Philippine Islands will show that in 
the period of seventeen months comprehended in that statement, 
| and up to June 30, 1900, there were twelve hundred and thirteen 
actions fought. In some of them there were no casualties on our 
side. It does not follow from that fact that they were not impor- 
tant, that they were not dangerous, or that there were not casu- 
| alties upon the other side. Some of the great battles of history 
have been fought with few casualties on the side of the winner. 
At San Jacinto, which won Texas from Mexico, but one man was 
| killed; and at New Orleans, where the British were decimated, 
not a dozen Americans were killed. 

Let us see what was the part taken in these actions by the vol- 
| unteers. The number of actions in the Philippines from Febru- 
| ary 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, was 1,213. Six hundred and sixteen 

of them were fought solely by volunteers. One hundred and 
| ninety-nine of them were fought by both volunteers and regulars, 
| Three hundred and ninety-eight were fought by regulars alone. 
| In other words, the volunteers fought in 83 per cent more actions 
| alone than the regulars fought in alone. 
| The volunteers fought in over 800 of the 1,200 actions, and in 
| 616 of them they had no reenforcement or assistance from the 
regulars. The regulars fought in 597 actions altogether, and in 
only 398 without the aid of volunteers. The volunteers fought in 
219 more actions than the regulars. I donot think that men who 
| have furnished the forces to fight by themselves 616 actions for the 
| United States, or 1 action for every day and 105 actions over, ought 
| to be told, as they are coming back home from victorious fields that 
| they have won, that there is not a man amongst them whom the 
| Congress of the United States is willing to intrust with a com- 
mission in the Regular Army as high even as the rank of captain. 
What are soldiers, Mr. President? 
They are but ambition’s tools 
To hew a way to her unlawful ends; 
And when they are old and hacked and hewn with service, 
Cast away to rast in peace and rot in hospitals. 
That is what a caustic poet said. Butif this bill passes in the 
present form it will be the most painful, practical, matter-of-fact 
| historical illustration of those lines that we can see anywhere in 
human history. I am not appropriating to this topic that line 
| about ‘‘ambition’s tools,” which attributes ‘‘unlawful ends” to 
the military service in which our soldiers have been employed. I 
| only quoted that line inasmuch as it was in the verse, and I am 
not now animadverting in any respect upon the character of our 
war in the Philippine Islands, nor do I intend to intermix any 
| question as to the organization of our Army with the policies 
which should govern us in making war. But ‘‘to rust in peace” 
| now is the doom of the volunteer in this bill after the hospital and 
battlefield experience of the Philippines is over. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
| ask him a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What the Senator says about the volunteer 
officers is, of course, true; no one can gainsay it; but could a vol- 
unteer officer be appointed a captain without being put ahead for 
| all time, or at least as long as he lives or until he retires, of every 
| first lientenant in the Regular Army? 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course not. 

Mr. SPOONER. There can be but one answer to that. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is true. 

Mr. SPOONER. I presume there arein the Regular Army a 
| great many first lieutenants fighting, and fighting with the 
utmost gallantry and skill, in the Philippines. 

Mr. DANIEL. Undoubtedly there are. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, would it bea fair thing to take a vol- 
unteer officer as against all those first lieutenants and put him, 
| as long as he lives, ahead of them in opportunity for promotion to 
| a captaincy? 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me put another case to the Senator, and 
| when he answers my question I will answer his question, and 
frankly. If you take a first lieutenant in the Regular Army and 
promote him now because he has shown particular gallantry in 
battle, does he not stand above all the other first lieutenants in 
the Army? 

Mr. SPOONER, They are taken by seniority. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not think you onght to do that. I am 
going to attack that also. I do not think seniority ought to be 
made the invariable rule. 

Mr. SPOONER, Then you open the door—— 
| Mr. DANIEL. You open the door for brave men and dis- 
| tinguished men to walk in. 

Mr. SPOONER, Not only that, but you open the door for 
political and personal and social influence. 
|" Mr. DAN IRL. When you get the good you are bound to take 
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the bad with it. They are inseparable in nature, 
none perfect. No; not one.” 
Mr. SPOONER. But do you not take more bad than good? 
Mr. DANIEL. When you have a bad Administration you do, | 
but when you have a good Administration you get more good than 


bad. If you have a bad Administration you get more bad than 
good. I am not reflecting on this Administration at all; Iam 


only trying to answer according to the fact, for this Administra- 
tion has a great deal of good init, but I think also it is human. 
What Administration is not? 

Mr. SPOONER. The President would find it difficult to resist 
a Senator if he had a good case. 

Mr. DANIEL. No doubt he would do the best he could. 

I think there can be good, honest Senators here, and men who 
seek nothing in their place but their country’s good, and if it 
were not for the modesty of my learned friend I would say I be- 
lieve I am addressing one at the present time. I believe, also, in | 
the truth and honesty and patriotism of the great majority of my | 
colleagues of public life. 1 donot believe that many men are here 
to serve their country with improper motives, 

If a Senator wants to recommend a man forappointment in the | 
Army, he has a right to do it, and I take it for granted that as a 
rule—he will make mistakes, as everybody else makes mistakes; 
but in the main and for the most part he willact rightly about it, | 
and I want to give an opportunity to act rightly in behalf of men 
who have rendered particular service. You have dishonest 
judges, you have dishonest officers, you have dishonest representa- | 
tives now and then, but I believe that the great bulk of the world 
is honest in the performance of its tasks, and if it were not so 
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| Who went there expecting a very short service. 


that we would have gone to pieces and tosomewhere else long ago. | 


Now, the question is whether we must give up absolutely to an 
ironbound rule, which will destroy the ambition of men to excel 
in battle and leave their fellows, and make longevity, the mere 
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‘‘There is | human sympathy; but here, too, is acontest between the two classes 
| of men—the comrades of battle, of wounds, of death—and both of 
these classes of men are highly deserving, and what I seek to do 


is, without disparagement of either class, to give to each class an 
opportunity of fair representation. 

Now, you take the men who are majors and colonels of volun- 
teers in the Philippine Islands. A great many of them are men 
When that short 
service showed that it had not reached its expected resuit, they 
were content still toremain. Some of them have been there or 
elsewhere in the service for two years. They have given up 
their business and cut themselves off from their former business 
connections. They will be left as high and dry, so far as business 
relations are concerned, when they get back to the United States 
at the end of two years or more of service, as the regular officer 
would beif he were dismissed from his placein the Regular Army. 

Some of them it may be will not desire to go into the Regular: 
Army; probably the majority will not, but some of them have 
been educated at military schools, just as Westpointers have been. 
Some of them have been long looking forward to an opportunity 
of military life and distinction, and when they have seized that 
opportunity and given up the safety, and the attractions, and the 
opportunities, and the advantages of wealth that lie in civil life 
and have gone 7,000 miles away from home to a tropical climate 
and exposed themselves for two years in front of the enemy, all 
that I claim is that they ought to have as generous consideration 
as the Senate is able to give them without trenching unduly upon 
the appropriate rights of recognition of the officers of the Regular 
Army. 

This, Mr. President, is about all I have to say upon the subject, 


| but | wish that the Senate could have the aid of the distinguished 


eking out of existence, the great object to a Regular Army officer | 


in order to get promotion, or to make distinguished valor and dis- 
tinguished service a thing that has an opportunity to win a star. 
Every people of military spirit in the world are bound when they 
go into action to recognize distinguished merit, and no army and 
no people ought ever to submit to any other rule, by self-accusa- 
tion that they are not honest enough toobserve it without partiality. 

Men will always be more or less partial. 
the world ever since the world began, but you can not elevate 
human nature by destroying its good traits in order that you may 
also destroy its bad traits. You must take the good and the bad 


It has been the rule of | 


together, always striving to give the good the advantage, and in | 


the long run and in most cases it will be a winner. If that were 
not so, there would be no difference between good and evil, or 
good in achievement would fall behind the bad. 


Mr. President, I was just showing here with reference to the | 
Philippine Islands that more than half of our war there had been 


conducted and won solely by American volunteers. And while 


not disparaging the regulars, I only claim for the volunteer that | 


he ought to have some equitable share in those promotions which 


} 


are consequent upon that war in which he has taken so noble and | 


worthy a part. ; . ‘ 
Let me further answer the very pertinent question of the dis- 
tinguished Senator who has just queried me. Itis hard for any 


first lieutenant inthe Regular Army to see a volunteer officer step | 


to a higher grade than he possesses. I admit that. But it is also 
hard for a volunteer, who has served in battles as captain, major, 
or colonel, turned out wholly, with regular lieutenants taking all 
the high places. And let it be remembered about the Regular 
Army, Mr. President, that in this war its numbers have been more 


than doubled, and that all the officers of the Regular Army have | 


already had, and will in the further increase of the Army have, 
for asecond time, a peculiar opportunity for advancement. There 
are 400 more regular officers now than there were at the beginning 
of the Spanish-American war. That means that 400 higher places 
have been filled by promotions of those who were beneath them, 
and in a very rapid manner. 


| Government. 


Furthermore, it was stated by the chairman of the Military Com- | 


mittee only a day or two ago that the reorganization of the Regu- 
lar Army would probably find no second lieutenantsin it. Iknow 


of young men who graduated at Westpoint after the Spanish- | 


American war began who have participated in battles in the 
Philippine Islands as first lieutenants in the Regular Army. There 
was one of them from my own State, a gallant young officer from 
Westpoint, who was wounded at Santiago as soon as he got there, 
was quickly promoted to the rank of first lieutenant, and who re- 
cently died in the Philippines—young Meade, of Clark County, 
Va. A little later young Beutley, a volunteer captain from my 
State, was killed there in battle. And many other States of the 
Union have a like record. 

Now, I donot want to, and I will not, disparage officers of either 
class. My sympathy is with them, and not only with the volun- 
teer, but my sympathy is with every regular officer who is am- 
bitious for promotion and honor in his profession. His is a case 


that peculiarly appeals to the best sentiments of our hearts for | 


soldiers on the Military Committee, men who are also largely 
experienced in civil affairs, and in those of the volunteer service, 
to open up some door here that would not be arbitrary and would 
not be too wide open to give to our volunteer officers a fair show 
in the reorganization of the Army. 

It is stated by the chairman, I believe, of the Military Commit- 
tee that as we are not out of sight of war we may anticipate that 
thisis an establishment that willlong endure. In my judgment, 
Mr. President, this country will be fortunate indeed if it shall 
extricate itself honorably and fairly from the complications which 
we have gotten intoin the Orient without wanting many more 
menthanthehundredthousandthatare here provided forin this bill. 

L wish that here and now we could recur to the old volunteer 
system of the United States. I believe it to have been the best 
system of national defense that the wit of man has ever devised, 
and I have regretted in the Spanish war, and regret now, any de- 
parture from it in any new schemes of military organization. 

According to the old system of volunteers, the Federal Govern- 
ment called upon all the States to render to the Federal Govern- 
ment their appropriate proportionate number of men and officers. 
The States then organized the companies and the battalions, and 
furnished not only the men, but furnished also the company and 
regimental officers. The President appointed the general officers, 
and I believe in many cases the staff officers. With the National 
Guards at home, with but little expense to the Government, we 
would under the development of that volunteer system have an 
inexpensive army in reserve at all times, ready at the tap of adrum 
to come to the front and be organized, under generals appointed by 
the Federal President, for the national defense, 

Now, Mr. President, there was not only the advantage in that 
system of a ready and almost instant organization, but there were 
creat advantages of it to the soldiers. When the volunteers came 
from distinctive communities of our country, each of them had a 
quartermaster’s establishment and a commissariat, with a line of 
approach to the military camp from the homes of the people. 

The people were being constantly advised in their communities 
of the conditions of the Army, and supplies for the Army from 
home were constantly reenforcing the supplies furnished by the 
Home was always in contact with the Army, that 
was striking for the honor and safety of the country. But when 
you take volunteers indiscriminately from here and there without 
social, without domestic, and without local connections, you sever 
them from the most conservative and the best influences that can 
follow the soldier in his career, and you cut the soldier off from 
many adjuncts of military life which would be a strength and a 
comfort and a solace to him in camp. 

In the late war with Spain we organized our volunteers for the 
first time in American history by conferring upon the President 
power, or by the assumption of power by the Federal Govern- 
ment, to appoint all the company and all the regimental cfticers. 
There was a rush then to the Federal Government from every 
State in the Union, from California to Texas and from Maine to 
Florida, and there could not be on the part of the Federal Gov- 
ernment that knowledge of the candidates for these positions that 
exists in local authorities and in influential quarters in the States 
and cities and counties from whence they came. 

Mr. President, if I had authority I would fill this gap that we 
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now need to be filled according to the dictate of present conditions 
by calling for American volunteers. I do not believe that they 
would be lacking. I do not believe that there is any occasion that 
could arise in the history of our country in which the President 


would say, ** I want 30,000 or 40,000 volunteers,” in which the pa- | 


triotism of the American people would not instantly respond in 
every State of this Union. I believe it would be better for them 
to respond with volunteers, and to let the volunteer know that the 
country always had him in mind and in eye as its natural and 


prompt defenderthan to relegate him thus unceremoniously tothe 
rear from battlefields upon which he has evinced his spirit of self- 


sacrifice and honor and courage, and replace him, officers and men, 
by those mustered into the regular service of the United States. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me just 
one remark? 
Mr.DANIEL. With pleasure. 


dier down to drummer, both regular and volunteer, is a volunteer 
now? Every man in the Regular Army is a volunteer. 


I know that there has been no conscription in this country. But 
what does the Senator mean when he makes a report here recom- 
mending that the volunteers may be first lieutenants and the reg- 


ing. Why does the Senator so discriminate against one set of 
volunteers in favor of another set of volunteers? He is discrimi- 
nating against the volunteers who have fought the battles in favor 
of volunteers who have not fought so many battles. 

Now, Mr.}President, as I see I can not have my way as to the re- 
organization of the Army, I shall only insist upon such reasonable 
and just changes as seem not only to be compatible with equity, 
but to be commanded by equity. Let me say further, that when 


which they have served so honorably and well for the last two 
years, we do not, by any means, determine that they shall hold 
many, and certainly not all, the places which they are thus made 
eligible for. Every manin the United States who is 30 years of 
age and has a home in any State is eligible for the office of Sena- 
tor, but there is a great deal of difference between being eligible 
for the office and being selected to fill it, for but 90 after all, at 
one time, can fill it. 

I would not reyuire that the President should appoint one class 
or another of these officers to many of these places, but I would 
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simply leave it to his wisdom and discretion. I know he will be 
assailed with political influence. I know that in some cases po- 


| litical influence will procure appointments which it is difficult 


for the President to resist and which it is difficult for him to 
be well informed about before he makes them. That is to a 


| degree an evil; but can any system of human concern be devised 


or recommended that does not bring someevil along withit? Isa 
Regular Army forlife, with retirement and pay of its officersin their 
latter days, itself an unadulterated good? Do we notknowthatcer- 
tain faults arise with all systems, and that republican government 
itself is full of faults which monarchy would readily alleviate? 
We can not devise any system, Mr. President, which has not 
got all sorts of human faults in it; but the question is, Which 
system is the most advantageous and which is with the least 


| faults? I believe a system which will keep the Army of the coun- 


| try constantly refreshed with new material from the woods and 
Mr. HAWLEY. Is he not aware that every single, solitary sol- 


fields and workshops and countingrooms of the United States is a 
better system than the structure of a military class which soon 


f | becomes inoculated with and saturated with the ideas of militarism. 
Mr.DANIEL. That just construeseverythingaway. Ofcourse | 


Take 100 or 200 of the very best men who were ever born upon 


| this earth, isolate them from the rest of the community and put 


them in a profession, be it military, legal, medical, scientific, or 


| what not, unless their body is constantly refreshed by new mate- 
ulars may be colonels, if they are all volunteers? If they are all 
volunteers, then let us put all of our volunteers on the same foot- | 


rial, bringing into it the new ideas which percolate throughout 
the country, and the popular ideas that obtain with the people, it 


| will be an exclusive class, with little sympathy with other classes 


of their countrymen. We haveseen this in the church in human 


| history; we have seen it in the army in human history; we have 


seen it upon the bench in human history; we have seen it in leg- 


| islative bodies in human history, and it manifests itself in all 


human concerns. 
Now, the best compromise of this matter, in my judgment, is to 


| open the door to volunteer appointments, and let the President of 
we open a door which makes it possible for some volunteer oflicers | 
and some volunteer men to remain in the Army of the country | 


the United States make such discriminations in favor of regular 
officers which their merit and which their service, distinguished 
by valor or by time or by fidelity, as sound judgment may direct. 

If this can not be done, then I hope this amendment at least 


| may be voted for, Mr. President, and that the recommendation 


of the Lieutenant-General Commanding the Army may be taken. 
It isa tempering of the wind to the shorn lamb; and as all volun- 
teer officers above the rank of first lieutenant are inevitably, under 
this bill, to be dropped out of the service without further notice 
from the Government, it is just, I think, to let the President have 
the power to appoint some of them, here and there at least, to the 
command of a company. 


APPENDIX. 


K.—Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive. 


Place. Troops engaged. 





| 8. Dak.; Utah Art.; G,H, K,L,3d Art. 
5 | Chinese hospital 
G, H, K, L, 3d Art. 
La Loma Church 
| Utah Art.; G, H, K, L, 3d Art. 





Utah Art. 


Manila Ist Colo.; 20th Kan.; Ist Nebr.; C, F, H, I, K, L, M, ist 
Mont.; D, E, H, K, 10th Pa.; A, F,G, H,1I, K, L, M, lst | 


C,F,G, H.1, K,L, lst Mont.; G,D, E,H,I, K, 10th Pa.; | 
20th Kans.; Ist 8. Dak.; C, D, E, H, I, K, 10th Pa.; B, 
lo EG. Kk i, 4th Cav: ACD. E,F.G.LK.L,M,Uth | 


Inf.; B,C, D,G@, H, K, lst N. Dak.; A, C, E, F, lst Tenn. 
Ist Nebr.; D, I, Ist Colo.; B,D, L,M,lst Tenn.; A, B, | 


| Killed. | Wounded. | 


5 >| | Names of officers killed or wounded. 
Offi- | Men.| Offi- Men. | 
cers. | cers. | 


| 1 1 5 | Ist Lieut. C. 8. Haughwout, Ist Colo., 


| wounded. 
| 


Lieut.R.S. Abernethy, 3d Art.,wounded. 
lst Lieut. James Mitchell, lth Inf., 


6 
39 | Maj. Everhart Bierer, 10th Pa, and 2d 
84 
' wounded. 


GD BOG... nancuknnracsed Ist Cal.; lst Idaho; Ist Wash.; Ist Wyo.; D, 6th Art.. 73 | Maj. Edward McConville,lst Idaho, killed; 


Do Santa Mesa ......... 
Do...| Singalon ......-..... 
Feb. 6 | Pumping station 


B, E, F,G, K, L, 1st Colo.; A, Utah Art 
I, 4th Cav.; I, Ist N. Dak.-.-.. 


Do...| San Pedro Macati Ist Idaho; 1st Cal 

O....5 RED BID 2 ncccanecvesecd ist Idaho; lst Wash 
Feb. 7 | Caloocan ist Mont 

Do...| Near Manila......... 

Do...| Mariquina | B, I, K, M, 23d Inf.; lst Nebr.; 2d Oreg 
Feb. 9 | Near Manila.............| G, lst N. Dak.; B, Utah Art 

ae | | eS | ist Wash.; C, H, Ist Cal 

Do...| San Roque..... 

Nev. Cay. 

Feb. 10 | Caloocan........ 


Art. 


BP. BE Fes MEO cece ccccccenccccss] S00 Raeus.: 2. th Mien........- 


Do...! Tloilo 

Do...| Malabon ......... 

Do...| Near Manila 

Do_..| Paranaque...-....-.. 
Feb. 12 | Caloocan 

Do Jaro 

EO. cts a cnacianeenen want 
Feb. 13 | Caloocan 

Do Guadaloupe 


Do...| Jolo bridge 


--| Ist Idaho 


Ist Idaho 


...| C, lst Cal.; B, C, E, I, 20th Kans.; G, H, K, L, 3d Art - 


a C. E, G, 4th Cay.; B, I, K, M, 23d Inf.; lst Idaho; 20th 
Kans.; 13th Minn.; A, B, D, F, G, I, K, L, M, Ist 
Mont.; A, B, Utah Art.; D, 6th Art.; G, H, K, L, 3d 


Capt. Albert H. Otis, lst Lieut. Edward 
K.Erwin, 2d Lieut. Joe Smith, lst Wash., 
and Ist Lieut. Chas. J. Hogan, Ist Cal., 
wounded. 


lst Nebr.; DI, 1st Golo.; C,G, K, 24 Oreg.; B,D,L,M, |-.....| 2 |--..- a 
Ist Tenn.; B,1I, K, M, 23d Inf.; A, Utah Art. | 


1 | 
$ | Ist Lieut. A. C. Alvord, 20th Kans., killed. 


SII] B,C, E, G1, K, L, M, 5ist Iowa; A, D, Cal. Art.; A, |---..- 


Lieut. Col. R. B. Wallace, Capt. W. L. Hill, 
2d Lieut. W. C. Gardenshire, Ist Mont., 
and Capt. C. M. Christy, 20th Kans., 
wounded. 





| G,éth Art.; 2d Battn., 18th Inf.; Ist Battn., Ist Tenn..|------|--.... 


Capt. T. R. Hamer, Ist Idaho, wounded. 


Ist Mont.; 20th aa eae ea aa 


_| Ist Tenn.; A,B, C, E, H, I, K, L, 18th Inf.; G, 6th Art -- 


2d Lieut. F.C. Bolles, 18th Inf., wounded. 


2d Lieut. G. A. Seaman, Utah Art., 
wounded. 





1901. 








Date. 


1899 
Feb 
Do 
Do. 
Feb. 15 
Do. 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Feb 
Do 
Feb 
Do 
Do 


14 


16 
17 


Feb. 19 
Do 
Feb 
Do 
Feb 
Feb. 


20 


»1 
oo 
tee 


Do... 
Do... 


Do 
Feb. 23 


Do 
Feb. 24 
Do. 
Do.. 
Do 
Feb. 25 
Do... 
Feb. 26 
Feb. 27 
Do 
Feb. 28 
Do 
Mar. 1 
Mar. 2 
Do 
Mar. 3 
Do 
Mar. 4 
Do 
Mar. 5 
Mar. 6 
Do.. 
ae . 
Do... 
Mar. 7 
0s << 
Do...! 
Mar. 10 
Do 


Mar. 11 
Mar. 12 


Do... 


Do 
Mar. 13 


Mar. 14 
Do.. 


Be... 


Mar. 1 


5 


Do... 


Do... 


Mar. 16 


Do... 


Do... 
Do. ‘ 


Mar. 17 
Mar. 18 
Mar. 19 


Do... 


Mar 
Mar. 21 
Mar. = 
Mar, 2 
Mar. ; 


20 


— a 


Do 
Do. 
Do.. 


Do... 


Do.. 
Mar. 26 





Do...| 
Do...| 


Do.. 
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1900, inclusive—Continued. 











| Killed Wounded. | 
Place. Troops engaged. lo i Offi Names of officers killed or wounded. 
’ fi- i- 
1s ee 
;cers cer: "| 
r | oa . , 
es eck den edanend a a. acl aienai dank ‘ eae Oe | 1 
PE co shibsekdnnee ©, H. ist Cal.; Ist Wash ele erate aia saeco ok ee ae Oe i 7 
San Pedro Macati --.-.-.... Ist Wash ...- I a a a I as l 
CURGRIOUNG ..wnccescccces | Ist Idaho, v a wanehcacktoa eke 
IIL a Suncce cans ste H, Ist Net l 
(_ _ ee | BL, Ist Sonn ; G, 6th Art . bth edie teen aheeentadess temsieana tidal | 
ee | I,K, 4th Cav . i Nat tia ately wali dines einaiata etaaabiaidaeade 1 | 
Pateros .... eenecel Gh lil oils ist Cal . a i a adit ! 
San Pedro Macati - sR Se itp eRe iad wetareaneleadeas ee, oe l 
Near Pateros ............ SR nh ee a LaviasRcccad oe 
San Pedro Macati --....-. Ist W ash ; aad " ‘ } | j 
NIE «cn wenewsecee | 20th Kans...... li a i a | l 
eS G, 1.1. M, ist Cal - aaa i a et 
Mariquina road ......... Oe a Oe OSS i a ree 2 6 apt. A. H. Hollingsworth and 2d Lieut. 
} | | B. D. Wheadon, ist Nebr., woundec 
Aravila - Big ts i a ls OOS TOs GS, GU AFB. oon cc cdcecccccvecfecccee an 
San Pedro Macati....... Ist Wash. .. a al eae l 
Guadaloupe chureh K, M, lst Wash Sonata 2 s 
| San Pedro Macati.-...... I Se incite acca 5 | 
: re K, Ist Cal oieaiiiaia/ actual atiaialend takai devasuia teraubelel l 1 |} 
Guadaloupe church. coaal Mice BO ILS TE OC nk. cmacinwns 2 | 4 | 
Pumping station. | Ist W yo.; D, F, Ht K, L, Ist Nebr. 3 | 
ES a aiid mene ..do cc aniaiat a ans clone innate aa aiaaN Tike 
EE A, E, M, 2d Oreg.; C, D, G@, L, M, 13th Minn aa , i 3 | 
Ec ccndackenencoene | G,H, K,L,3d Art.; A, Utah Art.; Ist Colo.; 20th Kans. ; l 3 | 1 | 3 | 2d Lieut. E. 8S. Fren Ist Mont., killed; 
| Ist Mont.; 10th Pa.; Ist. Dak. | 2d Lieut. Philip Greet an, Ist Mont 
| woul ded 
RN iS ent ad ees Ob mien Inf.; C,M,13th Minn.; L, 1st Mont.; E, M, | 1 l 9} Capt. Noyes C. Robinson, 13th Minn., 
2d Oreg. j | } wounded 
EGER. cxcnncceweud G, H, K, L, 3d Art.; 20th Kans.; lst Mont a a Cad 1} 5} 1st Lieut. W. A. Callahan, 20th Kans., 
| wounded 
CTE. 0s 0cce concer i ree ee? ©. Oe Onee ¢ A. 1nb OO sono ccn cesche accel ccaccalcoccsal 1 | 
OS ee G, H,1I, K, ist Tenn.; G,6th Art.. : deiner ey at 
San Pedro Macati ..-..... i Cc ct ueadd ented SV oberehedewdastocsanelwceesa -| l 
Caloocan stbaneweeeel Ane le ein Git de athe dubdetinaseoedeaashs | 1} 
Manduriao.............. pr CO © CRM RI so ccc cueawchceceseheccesefescens Tete | 
CINE. o.cicécecneueeews H, 13th Minn.; 20th Kans.; Ist Mont.; 10th Pa........-|---.-- anit ila taiind 4 
Near Caloocan .......... Ist S. Dak -. Kin wineainin ee ‘ . : “ | 2 | 
San Pedro Macati . Ist Cal..... ee ali a a Se Pe daminn 1 | 
Caloocan. . Tiauseveand 20th .- Se Ee NDS £ dein ebtuniulbadax Secend- dune éckumnaewuen ] 3 | Capt. D.S. Elliott, 20th Kans., killed. 
oa eies Sins ips asweed K, F, Ist Cal ; oid 2 
EN ES ae | A.B,C,E,H,1LK,L, 18th Inf.; G, 6th Art...........--..|..-.. | Bhai Meade 
Caloocan. ............---- | Ist Mont eer ee dca beh thease tal ie S eisbaced 1 | 
CD: ichcquccmnbaie | A, Cal, Art.; Wyo. Lt Batty.; det. 5ist lowa.......--- | Seles 1 
La UN Ci vince eae ase Ist Tenn.; G,6th Art...........- | ay wicdi 
San Pedro Macati _...... i TS (is ME PO ID ooo cic a nasd Gauw wees cenctscieeleadens a lis ; 3 
Laguna de Bay ........-.. G, 3d | nips siti dhs che hidkts Cates @betne aeeseriens aint 1 |----+5 l 
San Pedro Macati --....-.- E, 1, 28d Inf.: G, L, y Cal . ihc heidi das etsialnia le ecaealnideaiies 3 
Mariquina road -......-.- B.E,H, lst Nebr.; C ,E,G, K, 2d Oreg Ee ca ibeeamuninaa aaa sittin totaal 
Manila eveswn Hos sp Se creeer decide wach seth he dae a 7 l 
Mariquina MR gaa cnet A, Utah Art.; A, D,F,I, ist Nebr.: C.E, G, K,2d Oreg we0-|--0--- |------ S 
Pumping station -...... A, Utah Art.; K,L, M, lst Nebr.; i sp. Corps cca aii Ma atta 1 
San Pedro Macati -.-..-- | ES, CI OR ae santa ashi bw cite wenncebene seneleccres Bains is , BI 
Pumping station ....... A, Utah Art.; A.H,I,M, 20th Inf.; B,E,G,H,I,K, M, |--...- 2 | 2 | 6 | Capt. Claude H. Ough, Ist Nebr., and Capt. 
| Ist Nebr.; lst Wyo. | J.D. O'Brien, Ist Wyo., wounded 
San Pedro Macati -....-.- adhe aC whah cds vkdeudbndebitaas saatebensies S ceduipenst | Dede l 
San Juan del Monte....- Ist Wyo.:; 0S RESET AE IRD aes, TIED As | 
Caloocan. .... I EEAA Wb 2d nincalccsactapdainibdaakeldeaathdinie weueustunduns i Retccen 1 
San Pedro Macati ......- a ek ence Sheen i a i Sas Sted | D Reais | Capt. Edward Smith, lst Idaho, wounded. 
es ec as a csin er gi aici wcbens a ne les a al sa Del a enan nuibade Shedd deneahaneeeed ae 1 | 
SN ges ona atedwiren RESIS SET SR ea a ddim a ae 1 | 
San Pedro Macati.. A, B,C, b, E,G, K, M, 2d one a ee ee oi 
0S 20th Kans.... Dirhig tates cc eeiticl hesmksccna etmentondees D Brinietchecas | 
| Guadaloupe church.....| E, I, K,4th C av.; D,6th Art.; A, Utah Art.; 20th Inf.; |-..... jj ee 20 | 
'A\B.D,E,G.LL,M,: 2d Oreg.: C, D, E,G, H, K,L, M, | 
Ist Wash.; 22d Inf. 
Guadaloupe ..........-... | A,B, Utah Art ; D, K, 20th Inf.; E,I,2d Oreg.......... acid alicia iia ties 
DL Ghia schnbmeskonews | A, B, Utah Art.; A, B,C, E,G,1I,L,M,2d Oreg..........]...... iia ae | 4 
SD A Sccncsanecwavensa | E,1,K,4th Cav.; D,6th Art.; C,D, E,L,1st Wash.--....|...... | 1} 1{ 4{ Capt. Fred. Wheeler, 4th Cav., wounded. 
LE EEE ll sinensis lsh a 
ier ian Caen unbesdwnia E, I, K, 4th Cav.; D, 6th Art.; A, B, Utah Art.; 20th |__...-| Oe cavcs 3 
| Inf.; B,D,E, I, L, M, 2d Oreg. | 
a Fe i as Oe i Oe PPS EPL WOEE ADO Scvc dccceckdcddceccloccoccleccece De ptele cc tas 
ee iin eine Beh Ae OS eae i Ae dl dei 13 | 
Jaro bridge. ..........--. | G.6th Art.; A,B,C, E,H,I,K, 3 8th ‘Tnf.: -L, ist Gal © t.. .cce< 1 15 
| B,C,L,M, 1st Tenn. 
IR a hinds wenwosee | B, Qo” Se a a a ae 1 | 3 | Maj.C. H. Anderson, Ist Colo., wounded. 
San Pedro Macati-...... nik ih ih bin dring suka munnaiatebivenalendosslounnnalawadés ] 
La Loma church -...--..- Det. te EO anit cn ten ticnaelnded }iubbwadldeacceteacons Dial eechiais . 
. ESR eS | ee ee WOR). 20 ee OD BD cc ccncwdcaccnndédedecs!iecece 3 | l 16 | Capt. F. B. Jones, 22d Inf., wounded. 
Laguna de Bay aceite i tinted dennis WhntieeOtd Atihes eackhiacccwninstwnceee B Toddnws 1 
EET. n.ccunecusccesccece! GO, clk, ab ane Wasn.: D EL int namcdkttestentvadesstcewsee 5 
Binangonan ail, OS re 8 ah eninge deed Gece ESSesTaeseestnauuestn antes 
Mariquina road.......... ls chante Gobo Gbehnnenuess Gaseaubank deenweniadlekeveseesneela acces 1 
aed ck i os, irate Bicivun dEdnds wibeecn shee Geeddid deaelacdeon 5 hasiee 1 
ache ia ee eee I he i nai bended secs! pebase lab tecel cudean 3 
inne dvidan Ghee nud idee da cot dhine tebdoes nedsemahsn nde@aewsloaeten saeedeleoanes | 1 
Si ickl anewusedace Hdars. 3d Brig. ,2d Div.,8th A.C.,and scouts ....... a B eiseaan Capt. < - Clay, 17th Inf., A. A. G., 
| | woundec 
Ns cevc waneconsenes | 224 Inf.; 20th Kans.; Hosp. Corpa .............. 2.20. [occas i 2 | 2 27 | On A. G. Clark, 20th Kans., and Lieut. 
| | H. L. Jackson, 22d Inf., wounded. 
La Loma church ......- E, I, K, 4th Cay.; G, H, K, L, 3d Art.; A, Utah Art., Ist |...... 8 | 2; 50} 2d Lieut. W.S. Overton, 3d Art., and 2d 
| Mont | Lieut. Myles Kelly, lst Mont., wounded 
ONY cc rcsuynwasviqn ins E, I, K, 4th Cav.; E, F, G, M, 3d Inf.; 22d Inf.; lst Mont.; |.....- li; 2 56 | Capt. H. L. Wells and Ist Lieut. A. J. 
2d Oreg.: Hosp. Corps. | | Brazee, 2d Oreg., wounded 
Mariquina road -...... 4th Inf.; 13th Minn.; A, E, M, 1st Colo.; A, Utah Art 1 aioe 17 | Capt. J. S. Stewart, Ist Colo., killed. 
San Franciscodel Monte.| G, H, K, L, 3d Art.; D, 6th Art.; A, B, Utah Art.; 20th |...... 2 3; 19 | Capt. Lee Forby, Capt. W. C. Taylor, Ist 
none : lst Nebr.; 10th Pa.; Ist S. Dak. | Lieut. J. A. Storch, lst Nebr., wounded. 
Rs ccdeurnddneawen oth a ee awed 1 
I Te oo. bwacad du déiee ee csc oa ca caenas a wt oho cutamialhcetiiinas il 1 |} 
add vncatene saad G, i K, L, 3d Art.; B, D.E, L, 23d Inf.; 22d Inf.; 24 Oreg l SB lewacee | 13 Col. H. C. Egbert, 22d Inf., killed. 
Meycauayan wtieintinad E. I, K, 4th Cav.; D, 6th Art.: 20th Kans.; lst Mont.; | 1 2 | 3 23} 1st Lieut. M. G. Krayenbuhl, 3d Art., 
Ist Nebr.; 10th Pa.; 1st S. Dak. | killed: Brig. Gen. Irving Hale, U.S. V., 
Maj. Surg. F. J. Adar ist Mont., and 
| Capt. C. H. Engles ist‘ S. Dak., 
wounded 
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now need to be filled according to the dictate of present conditions 
by calling for American volunteers. I do not believe that they 
would be lacking. I do not believe that there is any occasion that 
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| assailed with political influence. 


could arise in the history of our country in which the President | 


would say, ** I want 20,000 or 40,000 volunteers,” in which the pa- 
triotism of the American people would not instantly respond in 
every State of this Union. I believe it would be better for them 


to respond with volunteers, and to let the volunteer know that the | 


country always had him in mind and in eye as its natural and 
prompt defender than to relegate him thus unceremoniously to the 


rear from battlefields upon which he has evinced his spirit of self- | 


sacrifice and honor and courage, and replace him, officers and men, 
by those mustered into the regular service of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me just 
one remark? 

Mr. DANIEL. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
dier down to drummer, both regular and volunteer, is a volunteer 
now? Every man in the Regular Army is a volunteer. 

Mr.DANIEL. That just construeseverythingaway. Ofcourse 
I know that there has been no conscription in this country. But 
what does the Senator mean when he makes a report here recom- 
mending that the volunteers may be first lieutenants and the reg- 
ulars may be colonels, if they are all volunteers? If they are all 
volunteers, then let us put all of our volunteers on the same foot- 
ing. Why does the Senator so discriminate against one set of 
volunteers in favor of another set of volunteers? He is discrimi- 
nating against the volunteers who have fought the battles in favor 
of volunteers who have not fought so many battles. 

Now, Mr.jPresident, as I see 1 can not have my way as to the re- 
organization of the Army, I shall only insist upon such reasonable 
and just changes as seem not only to be compatible with equity, 
but to be commanded by equity. Let me say further, that when 


With pleasure. 


| latter days, itself an unadulterated good? 


| 
| 


Is he not aware that every single, solitary sol- | 





JANUARY 11, 


simply leave it to his wisdom and discretion. I know he will be 
I know that in some cases po- 
litical influence will procure appointments which it is difficult 
for the President to resist and which it is difficult for him to 
be well informed about before he makes them. That is to a 
degree an evil; but can any system of human concern be devised 
or recommended that does not bring someevil along withit? Isa 
Regular Army forlife, with retirement and pay of its officersin their 
Do we not know that cer- 
tain faults arise with all systems, and that republican government 
itself is full of faults which monarchy would readily alleviate? 
We can not devise any system, Mr. President, which has not 
got all sorts of human faults in it; but the question is, Which 
system is the most advantageous and which is with the least 
faults? I believe a system which will keep the Army of the coun- 
try constantly refreshed with new material from the woods and 
fields and workshops and countingrooms of the United States is a 
better system than the structure of a military class which soon 
becomes inoculated with and saturated with the ideas of militarism. 
Take 100 or 200 of the very best men who were ever born upon 
this earth, isolate them from the rest of the community and put 
them in a profession, be it military, legal, medical, scientific, or 
what not, unless their body is constantly refreshed by new mate- 
rial, bringing into it the new ideas which percolate throughout 


| the country, and the popular ideas that obtain with the people, it 


| of their countrymen. 


| 


we open a door which makes it possible for some volunteer officers | 


and some volunteer men to remain in the Army of the country | 
which they have served so honorably and well for the last two | 


years, we do not, by any means, determine that they shall hold 
many, and certainly not all, the places which they are thus made 
eligible for, Every man in the United States who is 30 years of 
age and has a home in any State is eligible for the office of Sena- 
tor, but there is a great deal of difference between being eligible 
for the office and being selected to fill it, for but 90 after all, at 
one time, can fill it. 

I would not reyuire that the President should appoint one class 
or another of these officers to many of these places, but I would 


| 
| 
| 


will be an exclusive class, with little sympathy with other classes 
We have seen this in the church in human 
ers we have seen it in the army in human history; we have 

en it upon the bench in human history; we have seen it in leg- 
isl itive bodies in human history, and it manifests itself in all 
human concerns. 

Now, the best compromise of this matter, in my judgment, is to 
open the door to volunteer appointments, and let the President of 
the United States make such discriminations in favor of regular 
officers which their merit and which their service, distinguished 
by valor or by time or by fidelity, as sound judgment may direct. 

If this can not be done, then I hope this amendment at least 


| may be voted for, Mr. President, and that the recommendation 


of the Lieutenant-General Commanding the Army may be taken 
It isa tempering of the wind to the shorn lamb; and as all volun- 
teer officers above the rank of first lieutenant are inevitably, under 
this bill, to be dropped out of the service without further notice 
from the Government, it is just, I think, to let the President have 
the power to appoint some of them, here and there at least, to the 
command of a company. 


APPENDIX. 
























K.—Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February | 





l,, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive. 























| Killed. | Wounded. | 
i | 
Date. | Place Troops engaged. Offi- | Om- ] | Names of officers killed or wounded. 
eors, | | Men.) | cers. Men. | 
1899. 
SA: cn NID, nats cincnits Senictomemniiin lst Colo.; 20th Kan.; Ist Nebr.; C,F, H, I, K,L, M, 1st |...-..-. | 1 1 5 | Ist Lieut. C. S. Haughwout, Ist Colo., 
| Mont.; D, E, H, K,10th Pa.; A, F,G, H,I, K, L, M, lst wounded. 
| 8. Dak.; Utah Art.; G,H, ms , L,3d Art | 
Feb. 5 | Chinese hospital.......-. C,F, G, HT, x L, lst Mont.; G, D, E, H, i K, 10th Pa.; |...... ea 6 
G, 4, 3d Art. 
Do...| La Loma Church ........ 20th Kans.; Ist Sei C.D, B, H, i, K, th Pa: B, |...... | 10 2 39 Mer. E roeees Bierer, 10th Pa., ane 3 a 
U a Art.; G 4, 0d Art. | aeut.R.S. Abernethy, 3d Art. ,.woundec 
Do | Pasay btetiaidntoemni navidad C, E,G, K, L, 4th Gav.; A,C,D, E,F,G,1,K,L, M, Mth |-..... 10 1 34} Ist Lieut. James Mitchell, uth Inf., 
| In¢.; B,G,D,G, H, K, ist N. Dak.; A, C, B, F, Ist Tenn. wounded. 
Do...| San Juan Hill............ “ Nebr.; D, I, Ist Colo.; B, D, L, M, 1st Tenn.; A, B, | — 6 heasnad 16 
| Jtah Art 
Do...| Santa Ana..............- | Ist Cal.; lst Idaho; Ist Wash.; Ist Wyo.; D, 6th Art..| 1 14 4 73 | Maj. Edward McConville, 1st Idaho, killed; 
Capt. Albert H. Otis, Ist Lieut. Edward 
K.Erwin, 2d Lieut. Joe Smith, lst Wash., 
and Ist Lieut. Chas. J. Hogan, ist Cal., 
wounded. 
Do | a B, E, F,G, K, L, at « EE OS ee ee i Rewaeds 
Do...| Singalon -.-. acwecsce! ban Gav.: I. tet | base ange ema oe | ncn ieensielinmnd 
Feb. 6 | Pumping station ......-. lst Nebr.; D.I, 1st Colo.; C,G,K, 2d Oreg.; B,D, L, M, |------| Dl aosane | 2 
lst Tenn.; B.I, K, M, 23d Inf.; A, Utah Art. | 
Do...| San Pedro Macati ....... a a eantnbnnes lwonnel concsafeseees | 2) 
F _ | —— (EERO. | Ist ty Fe is chicka Gani cccnnidcsnncbandoredeuta noc Idan seen ' 
ek, OF a inc a bigtlneds st a i ar ial a ee | 
Do.. | Near Manila.............. , lst Cal.; B, C, E, I, 20th Kans.; G, H, K, L, 3d Art -| 1 Piianase | 8 | Ist Lieut. A. C. Alvord, 20th Kans., killed. 
Do I B’ I, K, M, ee ae ee ES TEE CUO ok Ween ccncmeqnsstonncnelenceus s iseaaniompeneel 
Feb. 9 | Near Manila. ............| G, Ist N. Dak.: B, Utah Art...........-.....-.....--... hioatedi eee i ecient 2 
cise SUNN ecncceeccntineaiuieiea who) Se 5) +t ipniepeemepnnn seenennent een Livoniiolusione ential Seip 
Do...) San Roque iiiciebea as E, a I, K, L, M, 5ist Iowa; A, D, Cal. Art.; A, |-..-..-].-.... scat  iescentine 
| ov. Cav. , 
Feb. 10 | Caloocan.............. | C, x G, 4th Sor. B, I, K, wwwx et Féphe: Seth pibpiahiia 5 4 41 ya SP ance. Capt. vv. am. 
Kan 13th Minn.; A, B, D, F, G, I, K, L, M, Ist | 2d Lieut. W. C. Gardenshire, lst Mont., 
Mont. A, B, Utah Art.; D, 6th Art.; G, H, K, L, 3d | and Capt. C. M. Christy, 20th Kans., 
Art. | wounded. 
PB, Benen ® wneces coccccenecassny MN SOROS ED. BEND DEIR ins s0k once inguin bincees Shs necsed|secese| seccss}ousate 6 
tis al ENEDntcnses mecenccensetie Gu Art.; 2d Battn., 18th Inf.; lst Battn., Ist Tenn..|......|....-.|......|--..-- 
Do...| Malabon .................| is atl etal ill dere neuialnataa timation ai men 1 1 | Capt. T. R. Hamer, lst Idaho, wounded. 
Do...| Near Manila............. nS 2 rn Pe a  euddnencoeeswanie RE: L cokiaaet edsieiil 3 
F Do...| pegemnane paenwmmeesnie |e aan Cay’ I a a wennee| aonene| oneness 
ee. BD 2 Re. caccesscccecesa. st Mont 20th RC CIE Te RRR RITZ hatsinsdl sanwal 
i). :1 i anchiinintinninetecere = eran. A,B,C, E, H,1, K, L, 18th Inf.; G,6th Art - nooo |o00 | 1 | % | 2d Lieut. F.C. Bolles, 18th Inf., wounded. 
Do } I a ek el 
Feb. 13 | ; I ee 2 
Do Guadaloupe ..........- .| D,G,L, M, lst Cal.; A, B, Utah Art | 1 eaten 2d —. G. A. Seaman, Utah Art., 
| wounded, 
Do...| Jolo bridge ......-.-...... | B,D, L, M, ist Tenn.; det. 18th Inf.; G, 6th Art ........]......]......]--...0Jeeecee 
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Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. 





a Killed. | Wounded. | 








Date. Place. Troops engaged. loy mm ; “lO » | Names of officers killed or wounded. 
’ ffi- | 
* Men. | ~... | Men. 
| cers. 
| 


| | — — - 
cs code eaten aun keis A, 18th Inf | | 1 | 














1899 
i tied cedan dn dee ae I Sindee hs nchned ab dadeek Ghuved Gadeascuen cocedelccesst] RM aubuses 1 
ee 8 NN og ot emnenausin IT en esine ae weccse|onneee| 7 
Do...| San Pedro Macati -.--.... | Ist Wash . i NT ee a ae 1 
Feb. 15 | Guadaloupe -.......-.-..- | Ist Idaho, U WOMAN Sonics cos = eanirint in Mita ata 
ti, NL cdescse cnaneace eee hahedhiibatsittheliddddunne ss sash ahiaspalaas armband l 
Do Ee B, L, ist Tenn.; G,6th Art ......---.-.----...-- n:6isheecllekechdiniulaaieesenle = 
ee OS See SE seks atin dvenheredqdeaudadsdseawacdeas i snes depends elena | 1 
Do. EE eee ns aaees Goreme le tae 
Do San Pedro Macati ..-..... cis sbnkuniousda deuncucaked apabdasieuken feud iachhpisaasiaianeadl 1 | 
Feb. 16 | Near Pateros ..........--. I cc ccaledmietas ides Ductal Mecca Sea 
Do San Pedro Macati ..-.....| ee orc asacaseiltias hi Rieetae 1 
Wie, Te TE, é cncccencccacace em aminede ieumenetdaian ale all 1 
Do Guadaloupe ............. | G,I,L, M, 1st Cal - ink eundabe dene habia eine tens =ttebetncchesanesen 
Do...| Mariquina road ...... “ A,C,E,F,G,I, lst Nel pier heated alc acs igith ee tibiit Sa Ss 2 6 | Capt. A. H. Hollingsworth and 2d Lieut. 
| | B. D. Wheadon, ist Nebr., wounded. 
SS Ue ee A i, a ey Web Doses G, Olle Art. cnc ccnec ncn. ee Jipdshe nantes 
Do San Pedro Macati.-.-...-. ke. ncicnideln < ask Rudin eaued Raced sieteilicilaed ei cera 1 
Feb. 20 | Guadaloupe church.....| K,M, lst Was er a oe ALS EE OR See bases Rees 
Do...| San Pedro Macati-.. oa LL LOIS LEE NS LG NATE ERE LI, IRE, ee D> | 
Feb. 21 |. acces | K, Ist Cal. piascaad gE et anak nee o eeeE Be a eS aw 1 | 
Feb. 22 | Guadaloupe church.....| E.H, Ist Wash.; H. 2d Oreg._22.0072 v.22 2222222I. a D lvdwsonl 4 
Do...| Pumping station. ial ist W eee os ee | ee ala on ied 3 | 
ER OS ee ee ae nasteiteacaakaaaenlttainaiaaaida ted er 
Do Tondo.........--..----.-.| A, E, M, 2d Oreg.; C, D, G, L, M, 13th Minn iacckig asada cise wind 3 | 
Feb. 38 | GCRIOOORT. ... ..cccccecccuee | G,H, K,L,3d Art.; A, Utah Art.; Ist Colo.; 20th Kans. ; 1 | 3 | li Bt! 2d Lieut. E. 8S. French, lst Mont., killed; 
Ist Mont.; 10th Pa.; Ist 8. Dak. 2d Lieut. Philip Greenan, Ist Mont., 
} | | } wounded. 
OE 0 | G, we’ M, zd Inf.; C,M,13th Minn.; L,1st Mont.; E, M, |-...-.. | l 1} 9 Capt Noyes C. Robinson, 13th Minn., 
’d Oreg } | wounded 
Feb. 94 | CAlOOCAR. ...ccccccecns+--| G, OH, H, A 3d Art.; 20th Kans,; lst Mont hi ail 1; 5} Ist Lieut. W. A. Callahan, 20th Kans., 
| | | } | wounded. 
Do...| Cruznaligas ..| A, Utah Art.; C,G,K,2d Oreg.; A, lst Nebr -..........}......}......|.-.... | 1} 
Do...| La Paz ..- | G, H,1, K, 1st Tenn.; G,6th Art. ......-- cuenta aacnodl kick Ee eecal 
Do...| San Pedro Macati ----..-- SH 2 82 SS SS Kisii Saeaetipaaetamieatedte slawae 1 | 
OE OE en 20th Kans —— : 4 5 arciiiet aaiieikcaniaeanials Si ee ee 1} 
Do...| Manduriao.............. G, H,1,K, ist Tenn.; G,6th Art......._- cinaiaaliecaaias elaaastah ee | 
Feb. 26 NN ooo ee dimibee H, 13th Minn.; 20th Kans.; Ist Mont.; lth Pa.........|.-.--- See al 4 | 
Feb. 27 | Near Caloocan .......... DN EE i atwian Rintales GiichnWdapiy Wanted anes Ktkins dokenalsadcus Sc stagniiiuietion 2 
Do San Pedro Macati .......| Ist Cal.............. 5 cnlbbae cide Ves Wsthensabasatwas Sl ieee UNG aeic 1 | 
Feb. 28 | Caloocan. .......--....... 20th > gE So cin debcung pads oucin aesdien modus l pel Mc aiss 3 | Capt. D.S. Elliott, 20th Kans., killed. 
Do...| San Pedro Macati --.-....-. ows ae Cal : Cetlcunl a cericdanesall akdandacdlt i atad aliticbsaatcke 2 
ae end k ce Sueaneaamenkedhuad A.B,C,E,H,LK,L, 18th Inf.; G, 6th Art...............|..-... | SR oe ai -| 
Mar. 3 | GalOOOBR. <.cccocccccacvcs) 180 Mone dita ; Lievinntiadsodune aaa De ats l 
RO eee A, Cal. Art.: W yo. Lt Batty.; det. 5ist lowa...........|.... Ecce Etna 1 | 
Mar. 3 La Rds cica links deiner tities Ist Tenn.; G,6th Art.. Kdelbiah hae Nibt bashededsananainwesaetdioeidie Diag a larikes -| 
Do. San Pedro Macati ....... Spe ICS Wis Wy CUMIN NO aos cs oc cnc cdkc conc cnewescnostoccess Fe cesta acncatell 3 
Mar. 4 Laguna de Ee |G -, al A eluent | OA teaciaal | l 
Do San Pedro Macati -...... 3 Gee Oats 48 Ta SOREN .. .- 2525s ecuc cceoce aaioa eae —_ ad 3 
Mar. 5/| Mariquina road .......-.-. B, E "H. ist Nebr ; C,E,G, en nag: ati lien a caiaieia aceee Tata Macca i | 
pO A Eee Hosp. ROE cha « wake ooh ei Sia scsi eek Melk ae Sid tes Gian sic ate rn l 
Do...| Mariquina road ......... A, Utah Art.; A, D,F, I, 1st Nebr.: C,E, G, K,2d Oreg esalationesi lewneke 5 
Do...| Pumping station ....... A, Utah Art.; K,L, M, lst Nebr.; La. Ss casdcoubuaeees ides Rae 1 
Do...) San Pedro Macati --.....-. ee Ns PS aia a awnss Ganuicacencauane dvaghi ta aas tubal 2 | 
Mar. 7 | Pumping station -...... A, Utah Art.: A,H,1,M, 20th Inf.; B,E,G,H,1I,K,M, |.-.... | 2 2 | } | Capt. Claude H. Ough, Ist Nebr., and Capt. 
| | Ist Nebr.; lst Wyo J.D.O' Brien, Ist Wyo., wounded 
Do...| San Pedro Macati -.-....-. Pian ct natant, Wanatnewetee Reali sinata tienda eich Winkdne Aint en = . Cas | 
Do...| San Juan del Monte.....| 1st Wyo.; A, Utah Art ...........-....-----sss-sss2seclenceee Th phon sci aeiat 
Mar. 10 | Caloocan..... eka De Sittin ch ao aé-dhnes d0nGhees bucciiensedduunes aucanedencens a ctanes 1 
Do oon Pedro Macati ....... ee i ee he denccedesanwe Sale a gee de i aletiseatedieeell {as | Capt. Edward Smith, lst Idaho, wounded. 
Fe ee i Co ite biuwuhd gdbses Vantud Radade senennccastaceccelacnsaetncnace 1 | 
Mar. 12 | Caloocan..-..... tk chet a I is, culilinekananeeh datdiegdledes weunbacneuesed Gisela tncbies | aie 1} 
Do... — Pedro Macati.._...- A,B, ©, D, E, G, K, M, 2d ¢ a a i ee hel ial ea i as | 
OES eee 20th Kans ca a I a DT Bi natn camel 
Mar. 13 | Guadaloupe church. ....| E,I,K,4th Cav.; D,6th Art.; A, Utah Art.; 20th Inf.; |___... ® Biencun 20 | 
‘A,B. D, E,G,1I,.L,M,2d Oreg.; C, D,E,G,H, K,L, M. | 
Ist Wash.; 22d Inf. 
Mar. 14 | Guadaloupe ............. A,B, Utah Art.; D, K,20th Inf.; E,1,2a Se 6 coved cniubicdiina bblebbing Samay 
SE cc nccsmabscwunders | A, B, Utah Art.; A, B,C, E,G,I,L,M,2d Oreg..........]...... ate eae | 4 
i ED oSas wccneeceusenes | E,I,K,4th Cav.; D,6th Art.; C,D, E,L, 1st Wash......|...... 1} 1 | 4 | Capt. Fred. Wheeler, 4th Cay., wounded. 
Mar. 15 | Caloocan.................| 1st Mont. iitds. ciated iaemeeiehini alin a Sndlinen: mamas haa canis es tea | 
aR: ee pecs E, I,K, 4th Cav.; D, 6th Art.; A, B, Utah Art.; 20th |----"2) B Eokawes 3 | 
| Inf.; B, D,E, I, % ,M,2d Oreg. | 
ccsneuisineel C, D, E,G, K, Li, Ist Wash.; D,6th Art .................. Siow Eas ads 
Oe eee in on a edn beh eubli uns i bcddBbvesece Rician 13 
Do...| Jaro bridge.............. | G, 6th Art.; A,B,C, E,H,I, K,L, 18th Inf.; L,lst Cal; |...... {ee 15 
| _B,C,L, M, 1st Tenn. 
EER | BF, on 208 COO «ccc ccke a i ee I RD eee | 1 3 | Maj.C. H. Anderson, Ist Colo., wounded. 
Do...| San Pedro Macati ..-..... a eo aisles deena nonesoansudewnnar | 1} 
Mar. 17 | La Loma church ..-.-.--..- SO i MOO an bak cc cnee inn cdeneescbuiewaleiesos!~onces sic aiobe 
© SN kas cewneeawese | G,H, 1st Wash.; D,E,G, M, | ae eaten TeciediA 3 l 16 Capt. F. B. Jones, 22d Inf., wounded. 
Mar. 19 | Laguna de Bay ---...-.--.- | 7 i A anddhdh Soduntniiicieethid bathe weaniheomeneeeietenexen Bese 1 |} 
Btiaad Ns wie adececceenccone| Gy its Oak ees ae ist Wash.; D, E,G, M, 22d Inf.............|.-..-.|--..-. kandbel 5 
Mar. 20 | Binangonan .......-......! x te Se see bbewenainenethadetedtndsneataciwes 
Mariquina road .......... i ivdsi at hbeniokhine sled tabwacedneweediwaitmnlebaess 1 édcesetocssas 1 
lla nik diniek ahead GE what cnonee cokewsl Guedes dtkins Shanancees eaconeesentons biden ae 1 
eieiehdeal hath niente delaeatanal I sane Daaleimeeaihcibaidaed 3 | 
5 | Bacza ............-..-..-. eth Aha ia hada nanad extn kdbgmnndl otadinktiiumdetad thlen | 
i hivddkdusseiettens Hdars.3d Brig. ,2d Div.,8th A.C.,and scouts -........../......]...... Ty sases tie | Capt. : - Clay, 17th Inf., A. A. G., 
| | | wounded. 
Eee eS ee ae | 2 | 2) 27 | Capt ‘ G. Clark, 20th Kans., and Lieut 
| | | | H. L. Jackson, 224 Inf., wounded. 
Do...| La Loma church ......-.. E, I, K, 4th Cay.; G, H, K, L, 3d Art.; A, Utah Art., Ist |...... 8 | 2) 8&0} 2d Lieut. W. 8S. Overton, 3d Art., and 2d 
| Mont Lieut. Myles Kelly, Ist Mont., wounded 
ail IID o's décne envegvcnce E, I, K, 4th Cav.; E, F, G, M, 3d Inf.; 22d Inf.; 1st Mont.; |......} 2 56 | Capt. H. L. Wells and Ist Lieut. A. J. 
| | 2d Oreg.: Hosp. ye | Brazee, 2d Oreg., wounded 
Do...| Mariquina road ....... | 4th Inf.; 13th Minn.; A, E, M, 1st Colo.; A, Utah Art Dh Riwicpaiaia 17 | Capt. J. 8. Stewart, Ist Colo., killed 
Do...! SanFranciscodel Monte.) G, H, K, L, 3d Art.; D. "ith eS. A, B, Utah Art.; 20th |.....-. 2 3 19 | Capt. Lee Forby, Capt. W. C. Taylor, Ist 
Kans.; Ist Nebr.; 10th Pa.; Ist 8. Dak. | | Lieut. J. A. Storch, lst Nebr., y nded. 
Mar. 28 | Caloocan.................| G, 18th Minn......... eee Giekeneee psnkndnbeeoqualetieinnneasa 1} 
See NOD acca ceccen conan i BR BEND, oc cncsc onscas oie oe ss inloedl Ndssthlnsa ll eeddaiael | 1 
Sy NED edicanaccacccwsace G, H, K, L, 3d Art.: B, D, E, L, 23d Inf. : 22d Inf.; 2d Oreg l D Riteacue | 131} Col. H.C. Egbert, 22d Inf., killed 
Do...) Meycauayan.............| E, I, K, 4th Cav.; D, 6th Art.: 20th Kans.; lst Mont.; | 1 2 | 8} 21]1st Lieut. M. G. Krayenbuhl, 3d Art., 
Ist Nebr.; 10th Pa.; lst S. Dak. killed; Brig. Gen. Irving Hale, U. S. V., 
Maj. Surg. F. J. Adar Ist Mont., and 
Capt. C. H. Engles Ist S. Dak., 


wounded 
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l list of actions, with losses, in the F steed Islands from February 4, 18990, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. 


Killed Wounded 
l om. Names of officers killed or wounded. 
Men.| ~*~ | Men 


} 
| Troops engaged. 


| om 


t Wash.; A, Utah Art ......... - } | Capt. G. H. Fortson, 1st Wash., killed 
1, K, 4th ¢ av; G,H K,L $d Art.; D,6th Art.: A. 3, | ‘ 3 Capt. C. W. Jens, 10th Pa.,and 2d Lieut 
Utah Art t Colo.; 22d Inf.; 20th Kans.; 1: England, 3d Art., wounded. 
nt.; Ist ‘br.; tL, h Pa | | 
*a., ist 8. Dak ....... 4} 1st Lieut. J. H. Lien, 
| Adams, and 2d Lis 
Ist S. Dak., killed; I 
| land. Ist S. Dak., wouwn 
; G,H,L,3d Art.; D,6th Art.: B, Utah 5 | é 5) | Maj. W.S. Metcalf, ¢ 
- 200th Kans.; lst Mont.: Ist Nebr.;: lst | | 20th Kans.,and Ist Lier 
| | Colo., wounded. 
ist 8. Dak ecclmeaiteemi eee 2 | 25 | Col. A. L. Hawkins and Ist Lieut. Blaine 
| Aiken, 10th Pa., wounded. 
G, H, K, L 3d Art.; D. 6tl 


B, 3d Inf.; 22d Inf.; 23d Inf. 20th Ka 
: 10th Pa.; | . Dak 


wii GH, ee Gh Ast- 1... Al | 2 ieut. C. B. Humphrey, 3d Inf., 
B, F, G, H. LK , 22d Inf.; | | unded 


: “Ist Mont.; 


D, E, L, 23d Inf.; C, D, E, G, oul ist Lieut. J. C. Gregg, 4th Inf., kille 


2d Lieut. D. Baldwi 
vounded. 
alumpi 
Near Malo! . — iC » ‘ 
nta Maris i dnitieteetias a, r.; B tah Art 
Malo! can oli - “ a“ Sia , 
Bamte Orel .cccocccecccecl GU, Ws Ee 1 Cav.; Se ee , C. D, E, G. + saiicte Ist Lieut E. E. Southern, Ist W: 
, C, D, F, Ist Idaho; C, , K, Ist N wounded. 
det Ist W ash | 
t Wash.... 
I ‘ital Corps. 
18th Minn ........ 
C, G, L, 4th Cav.; 
l4th Inf.: C, 
and lst Wash 
i th C 2d Lieut. Le Roy Eltinge, 4th Cav. 
| wounded, 
Ist Lieut. C. N. Clark, 13th Minn., 
wounde 


inta is ae 1 Minn.; A, B, C, D, E, F, I, . ; ae hes 
Malolo ‘ ‘ . H, K, L, 8d Art.; B, lst Mont....-.... ‘ ; 5 | 2d Lieut. C. H. Lanza, 3d Art., wounded. 
Marilao ‘ 2 res . setae jivines ; ee .-----| 2d Lieut. J. A. Young, 2d Oreg., wounded 
Guiguint sipaiian \ th Minn.; D, H, lst Wash ‘ 
Near Gui newenl Pe 
Novalix ; : .G,L.At ‘av.: D, 6th Art.; 1 
. M,3d Inf.; 22d Inf.; 
San B t I a beekhe foncese scaitall 
! I, k, ‘th C: ; D,E,G,1L,K,L, dist I a; Ist Nebr..... ; 2 3 | Col. J.M.Stotzenburg and 2d Lieut. L. E. 
Sisson, ist Nebr., killed; Ist Lieut. A.S. 
Wadsworth and Ist Lieut. W. K. Moore, 
Ist Nebr., wounded 
20th Kans.; Ist Mont.; Ist Nebr.; Hosp. Corps . 
20th Kans.; Ist Mont.; lst Nebr.: Ist 8. Dak 
[,4th Cav.; B, Utah Art.; C.D,E,G, H, K, L, M, 13th 
Minn.: A.B, F,G,1I, K,. L.2d Oreg 
.| E, K, 4th Cay.; A, Utah Art.; 5ist Iowa; Ist Nebr : 5 | 3 2 | Maj. W.J. Duggan, dist Iowa, Capt. E. A. 
| Ist 8. Dak | | Wedgwood, Utah Art.,and 2d Lieut. W. 
| G. Duncan, Ist Nebr., wounded. 
3, Utah Art.: Ist N ~« 3 C . H, K, L, M, 13th 
Minn.: A, B, C, D, =: + 8 M1 2d Oreg 
A, B, Utah Art mh ici 1s.: ; aheodeniiieduns f 
E, K, 4th Cav.; D, 6th A Be Ut h Art.; 5ist Iowa; § 2 3 aj. F >. Somer, tat Bt »br.,and 2d Lieut. 
Ist Nebr ist S. Dak.: I I I | a. ) ttle, Ist Ss Dak., wound ed, 
I, 4th Cav.; B, Utah Ar 1 , E, G, H, K, L, M, 15t! 1 | Maj ow Ellis 2d Oreg., wounded. 
Minn.; A, B, F, I,K 
Angat sous 15th Minn.; 1s 
Near Calumpit ........../ A, B, Utah Az 
Calum pit ian ‘ Ist Nebr . : = : 
l A, B, Utah Art.; 20th Kans.; Ist Mont........... sedlbinc intel 3 aj. J. R. Miller, Capt. Andrew Jensen, 
Ist Mont., and Capt. W. H. Bishop, 20th 
Kans., wounded. 


> 
>. 
r 


t.; 20th Kan st Mont.; Hos or] 2d Lieut. C sall, 20th Kans., wounded. 


Det. 13th Minn 
A, Utah Art Dee web ASEe ConeEs esuosskeoocers wesc] coccce|sovesolecces 
D, F,G, H, L. ist Wash ......... ndiekttounaes : | Ist Lieut.C.A.Booker,Ist Wash.,wounded. 
.G th Cav.; D, 6th Art.: . 0 =o Art.; 2 a [ae Y Lieut. C. C. Todd, 5d Inf., wounded 
| 


—— 


Sager is. - 
ease 


Z oe en Ce te LN OEE ty A NCE Cee 


4. M, 3d Inf.: C, DE. +, H, L, M, 
nO LS 24 O ? Tat W. Dak 
av.; D,6th Art.:B, Utah Art.; A,C,F,G, 
j at : C,D. E.G, H, K, L, M, 15th Minn.; 
| K, ] d Oreg.; lst N. Dak.; 22d Inf. 
May 2 Baliuag . .G 4 av.: G.H.K.L,3d Art.: D,6th Art.: B, 
tah Art 4 A.C, H, K,L, M,3d Inf.; 22d Inf.; 
th Mir : Ist N Dak ; A,B, F,G,1, K, L,2d Oreg. 
Do gusto ..| D, 6th Art. ; 22d Inf.; lst N. Dak.; A,B, F,G, H,I, K, |-.-..- 
L, 2d Ore 
Do IN ciniacnthinines ...| EB, 4th Cay ; ; ia att . 
May 4/ Maasin..... ©, G, I, L, 4th Cav i G. A, K, L, 8d Art.; D, 6th Art.; Capt. H. L. Heath, 2d Oreg., wounded. 
Utah Art.; A, C Hk, L, M, 8d Inf; C, D, E, | | 
G, BH. K, L ch ine 2d Oreg. 
Santo Tomas ............| G@, H, K, L, 3d Art.; B, Utah Art.; 5ist Iowa; 20th 
Kans.; Ist Mont ; Ist 


22 | 2d Lieut W. A. Taggart, 20th Ks uns, killed 

Nebr.; Ist S. Dak. Col. F. Funston, Capt. W. Albright, 
Wth Kans., and Capt. a 3 Dillon, 1st 
Mont., wounded. 

San Fernando I i i i 

San Miguel A, B, I, L, 2d Oreg - OOS SF PI MS a a SM 

Maasin : | K, 13th Minn . Maj. A. M. Diggles, 13th Minn., unded. 

San Fernando .... 
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Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the saeypes islands from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. 











| Kitlea. | Wounded. | 




















Date. Place. Troops engaged. om » 1 ¢ Offi - Names of officers killed or wounded. 
cers . er men 
| | 
—_— | | | 
1899. | 
May 8 | San Iidefonso...........- i I I Oi cinirmnewnnciesdewesweccmawenstennedalintonenn Saliba 1 
May 10 | Santa Cruz ............-. SI iit dtninisntnenas sisi peaminniawinne seme] a teies Saal Sinise Sets 
May 12 | San Idefonso.........-.... | H, 13th Minn.; F, G, K, 2d Oreg.; | 
Mav 13 | San Miguel ..............| H, I3th Minn.; A, B, F, G, I, K, i: ie awibe 
May 14 | Mariquina Road..........| 1, 2186 InP .... 0.200 conc concoc cocens cone sconces cocceweees| oc ceee 
Do San Luis...... salecoidabsaiia A. B, Utah Art. | | 
ee OO” ee 13th a : C, D, EB, G, H. KL, M:: | 
May 16 | Near San Isidro ......--- C, D, E, G, H, K, L.} | ER ie, ase 
May 17 | San Isidro ..........---.- | C, G, I, L, ath C av. 5 6th Art.: B, 2 Me APO: A. O, fo cchewcncs iene 2] 
| F,G, H, K, L, M. 3d Inf.: A, B, C H, I, K, L, 22d | | | 
| Inf. C_DEL.G, EEL, M, isth Minn A, B, F, G, | 
| I, K, L, 2d Oreg.; Ist N. Dak. | 
ig 0 NII sons bcacses concen | E, Ist Art.; G, 8d Art.; A, D, H, I, 9th Inf.; 17th Inf..}......|......]...... 1 
Mase 16.1 SID 9 028 <5 cece sewn eve: I i, siainilhn Lemadiggtianasdedinibina sl 
Do San Fernando ........... D, 6th Art.; Ist N. Dak.: A, B,C, F, EL I K, L, 22d Inf cecilia re 5 | 
May 19 | Cabiao -. ae Ye Tm : L, Dd a ee Me “ 
Do...| Near Taguig Re | A, D, PF, H, CR a I RR I Cee? ERG ee ae 
May 20 | San Antonio.............| 13th Minn.; det. 2d Ore hese clnaaciilia na htnitatlbpionie Re ee od D teiiieail esheets 
Do a oa acacia a a te eee he hed he, tee L |} 
May 21 | Angat-......-..........--. la oleate iinet acid Sali inked iehnatennanthdeeinied a biahene iciadtaamenaeel 
May = San Pedro Macati .-..... a i Oe ae | 
May 23 | Maasin. cuadunsuvocecal Sigg UaIL EE I be aici il a a 
Do...| Mariquina sitio Cee ee a msouamailliviads el ect 
Do...| San Fernando........... i Se  smmemmedeeissemsinialiepireans DP oe Ee 
Do...| San Ildetonso.-........... | A,O, E,F,G, H, 1, K, L.M,94 Inf................... indicacabade 2 | 1; 13 | Ist Lieut.J.C. McArthur, 3d Inf.,wounded. 
Gi. ok SD ces cncnocedens | E, K, 4th Cay.; A, Utah Art ............ a 3 
May 24 | San Fernando ........-... | G,H,K,L,3d Art.; B, Utah Art.; A, B, E, G, ay ee acai 1 | 1; 10/2d Lieut. R. S. Parker, 20th Kans., 
20th Kans.; lst Mont. | wounded. 
ge a ee | A,B, Utah Art.; 17th Inf.; 5lst Iowa; 20th Kans.; Ist |.....-. | a 7 
| | §. Dak. | | | 
Bn 5 A nak cncnnn eacene | D, H, 1, 20th Kana; ist Mont .........2.....0ccceceee eee aia tas et 
May 26 | Near Baliuag........... caleba aii 2 
Do...| San Fernando .........-.-. 5ist Iowa; Ist S. Dak.; B, F,L,20th Kans......-...-----|.----.|......|-..-.- 1 
May 27 | Wecalante................ | 19th Vol. Signal Co. ....... . sleet ientiiadinainerenubil fh Seinetdlhiseaees |......| Capt. G. 1. Tilly, U. 8. V. Sig. Corps, killed. 
May 29 | Sagay ..-... a ullbtentiniincheuniinmmanelinen x 
May 31 | San Fernando . eta | ie t Iowa. -.-.. a : ee 
June 3 | Antipolo-. ciel I i a lath ts sane ie  hencane 4 
SE | pain e ”.-| A, Utah Art.; E,G, 9th Inf; E.G,H.1. 12th Inf.; A.B, |...... I i 
| ©,D,G,I, K,L, M. ist Wash.; Ist N. Dak. 
Do...) MORBOGUGIRA . oc cccccccscee | 4th Inf.; 2d Oreg.: A,C, F,G, K, L, lst Colo. ............/.....- OT sees 5 
PO ok PEs nkiina dacs cantons | E, tics iain hake whiiken ee aes mas Schaller on 
Do...| Pum aping ste ation ....... | 25 Oe een EE Be OR ca can te aesineeeusneedeie cnanbadenne aia | 
Do...| San Fernando .......-.. | Grist Mont a I le 1 
Do...| Taytay Sewten wanacodganinn | Ist N. Dak.; E, G, H, 9th Inf.; E, G, H, I, 12th Inf.; A, B, |------ | Pe iececetiienbntea 
| | C, D,G.LK, L, M, a Ww ash. 
June 4 | Antipolo. .....cccccce ces | E,G, H, 8th Inf.; A,C,F,G, on) L, ist Colo,; 2d Oreg ....|...... SS dealt 1 
ted Oc" aap anata teenage | E,ist Art.; A, Utah Art.; E,G,H,9th Inf.; A,B,G,D, |......|......|......|-- 
G, I, K, LL, M, lst Wash.; 2d Oreg. 
ee), ee | A,E, 4th Inf... Pipdidinininn nina naninalinal ea mpiaiel 1 
June 5 | Morong . sismbainvesiuaaaliiiia een els K, Tea BN a ad Ll. cman auencenvacteclocce % Oe Ric cahin Meanie | 
June 6| Near Morong.......--.-- aa aa a aie imac dna alanine nip arn eichieineel aupitnae ahaa od 1 
Do...| Near Pasay .............. a il oink emilee eign neaitinntinieuedadils elias 1 | 
June 9 | Guadaloupe ...........-.- ore cic ene dhdn Riiamebe ees > enehitinesen siitieibin tales ieianail 
carn mel Sa aa ae Se - Te Ticniaies -| 
i es clan oeeh nese awane qenciewerettebeechtacaes 2) 
Do...| Guadaloupe ............. | B,C. D, E, I, K, L. M, 9th Inf.; 13th Inf.; A, D. E, F, |...... 1 1 17 | Lieut. Col.C. M. Moses, Ist Colo.. wounded. 
|  @ ‘T, K, L,'M, 14th Inf.; B, D, E, F. 1, M, ist Golo. 
BGs oct I. Ah cok cenion cans I, 4th Cav.; 9th Inf.; 12th Inf.; 14th Inf-. ntieGets 1 1 10 | Ist Lieut. H. G. Learnard, Mth Inf., 
| | wounded 
Do...| Paranaque..............- ee Oe 8 ciation aelinGetieill sdieiai teams 3 
Pe BED attinntidiccunwonnnseatens ee 00s cccoacceceos cece coces ccc cccesces cecccecs cece a 2 2 ll | Lieut. Patrick A. Connolly and Lieut. 
| | J. L. Donovan, 2lst Inf., wounded 
Do...| Zapote River ............ E, lst Art.; D, 6th Art.; B,C, D, E, I, K,L, M,9th Inf.; |...... 8 3 34 | Lieut. J. P. Harbeson, 12th Inf.: Lieut. 
L, M, 12th Inf.; 14th Inf.; 2lst Inf.; A, d5lst Iowa. | M. C. Keith, 23d Inf., and Lieut. H. S8. 
i i j Avery, lith Inf., wounded. 
SURG ET BOD bce wevcicceccccns SA AO ante iccieinmeiiaseteneensiones« nang Gunnghiecndel  miecailleanaetit — 
June 16 | Morong .............. ...-| H, Ist N. Dak.. ondiicien dll ited tae petits paighienmnaetalionaine tenets l 
NR eae | AD, Ist Cav.; A,B,C, K, 10th Pa eindeieashdelennienn tee sletel 
Do...| San Fernando ........... | ae Utah Art.; 17th Inf.; 5lst low a; 2th Kans.; Ris noes | ai al 13 | 
Mont. | | | 
June 19 | Dasmarinas............ Be SE Wdtbwetebd daitireindetninkiicnnh 4} daneniinieneh wenn nk eions ee ae | 16) 
a a amines I Na lal iN ald ain la titans nai sonuialiatiaanebie | | (ee 5 
June 20 | Dasmarinas..............| 4th Inf.; det. 9th Inf.; A,D,E,F,1,L, 14th Inf__...-....|---.-- ee icles 2 
ik ccbbenccccccccs | A,B,C -K, loth Pa. ieeticiniiiichadigilad ti siticsatien i i I ei 
June 22 San Fernando .........../ A. Utah Art.; H, 9th Int.; 17th Inf.; 20th Kans...-..-..-|......|......|------ 2 
June 26 | Muntinlupa..............| C,G, EE SEE pemhriiendtis taeertnddne qaeeneoes sutmmscwepeessns B neneanin nonedl 
June 30 | San Fernando .........-. Pent a Le BONNE BP, RUIN SUE o cena cinrecense cosons caonttaneces adie 3 | 
July 1 ei seni adam | Det. B, lat Cal. ...n. 22... 2-2 cnc neeeeece cence necacccencesfoee- | BE iwenes 1} 
July 4] San Fe ernando ........... ae iad a iat edi adnae agian dakathiohed repel enwins Benesinn 1} 
July 5 | RRR I a La a mini eidlioeees ae as 1} 
July 11 | Near Muntinlupa -.-....- hint cicada ncaa EbiaEE teats Kantnnns baiteiatnnnd acenns ae 2 
Do...| San Fernando ........... a a lak allt ie | 1 |......| lst Lieut. I. L. Reeves, i7th Inf., wounded: 
July 12 | Near Baliuag............ Big GEE GANT cnc cny conacascenwccececcacs coentecsensccoceesleseers|coccce|secces 
Do ..| Teresa OO i iy thecal adtnacll | oo Sa dacties nscale wi a Eiteuiaieenanebie eminionss salle taliliheaialihs giana icadiidl nbialacel amqiltanbuninin 
ea kos etna sngninecevent cent teenacseeua sede l ww colecianill weil ] 
CURT FO AOE 6 oicwcccccccn ces: De a ainthinin hanes . decane 1} 
ol ica onwdaane i a een pan nin ihetaeiantin ewan dua lacetih ' | 
Do...| Near San Luis........... Ie i dciatniaen a cddb nated enaet oceania necowes D Rivcminbiiinsiel 
July 20 | Near Tolon .............. ie ie BL ie a ene meteinakelieneed Staelin deataia 
PS Ug Det. ES a ae I Ti cain asin Reece | 
July 26 | Calamba ........-........| C,G, L, 4th Cav.; C, D, E, H, I, K,2ist Inf.; C,D,F,H,I, |------ ieee i 12 
K, Ist Wash.; E, ist Art. } 
July 27 a alain i aa tt atti tn Santeibiiidaetiteadia iiaalatedieials 3 | 
NN ar es ce weil a te wih Catemawenneiennwed Ss ieee ietinld decibel 
Do...) Bacolor .- a ells to a eee aninhmtee eeryuenncekeladsdedl esseenabuaedl | 1 | 
July 28 | Near Baliuag - i I lead enink bh nen ens bane sannlwneuedinneubbelereih ae 
ee SS 0.6. i. 4h Cav.: C.D. 3 1, Bot int.; C.D, FB, 1, |occcoclescccclessecs Re 
K, 1st Wash.; E, ist Art. 
I I ee nucleon TE ee Ae aa heinsiiomsiemaliiniinnl aS 
July 30 weBO 222000 cecceeceees--- 22 GO wwecwcwewoceccccnccccccccccccccs coes cons eees ones coce|nccese 2 1 |} 5 | 24 Lieut. J. M. Love, ir., 2ist Inf... nded. 
Do ETS a erent eenivicaneteliiainsie D hwiccndiintinn 
Se ee ae I a eicinineiiindnnl 2 2 | 5 | Maj. J.Q. A. Braden and ¢ t.R A ber- 
j nethy 6th Inf 
iad IE catinttadinns 10-000 G, 3d Art.; E, lst Art.; 17th Inf.; B,C, H, L, 22d Inf.; |...... 1 1 17 | 2a Lies L. A. W ums, 5lst Iowa, 
; | A, B,C, D, E, G, H, 1, L, M, 5lst Iowa. | | wounded. 
lca de IIL. concen nencttncee SR EI ios oe rmemnem neta eebeeeneewoences ene @ Reed | 9 
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Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4, 1899, to June $0, snes inclusive—Continued. 





























! Killed. V ounded.| 
Dats Place. | Troops engaged. | 5 Names of officers killed or wounded. 
| Om- Men.| | Offi- | Men 
| ers. | COrs. 
19000 | 
Aug. 9] Near Calulut ............ Det. 5lst ze sine sats Minne iaiah haa tails desea heii atte ia eine aie ae Dae eel e 
Oe er a I i  inwieniened | A,B, D, F, 12th Inf cl a a tal i a a a | cdaceed Se 
Do Near Angeles............ C, - is: an Se. 2, Oe JO ann snap gempaoeieuaeareiukidnnensieiinell Rcd 1 
Do Santa Rita ay eS Me EE IIL. ex'nscobienes econo teumbieabiaietaintetinieeds tolatnks ibicens ibe miesticeh eee Epa ‘adie 
Aug. 11 Near Angeles.-..... — Det II oo ich iincndiy iin tps itiitaice iellcaiaiih iid i aa acter pail abeeenth Ebene! aaa 1 
Do. Near Novaleta ........ as I ate di a tact indented Din pte ed 
Aug. 12 | San Luis aseeel aa M. SE  rciccieais ii ama dsaebcgitachiadaceaaict anata waka aeacaacees Dieses 1 | 
0 el 3, E, I, 9th Inf. occiein aaa ee cis el aera 2 | 
Do..-.| San Mateo .-----..2..-- | ABP 4 th ‘ B E, G, L, Bist Inf’; EB, G, Siti iney |22222. aT] 13 | 24 Lieut. M.M. Weeks, 21st Inf., wounded. 
| , 4, 25th In | 
Aug. 13 | Near Angeles-.........- ak as Ee: Es dls BD On nindacene nbeedsceemewbuie oes 1 
Do Ne ar Quingua Sct ai R O shseoea en ia te uikebbedlaseken 1 
Aug. 14 do. iniinn nines teeta K, 4th Cav.; G,3d Art.; C,E,F,G,3d Inf.........-. Actas “Ebatucadlecmian 
Aug.15 | Near L BE —.ncksockuss E, F,G,I, ist Tenn Salen hemaian ea Sa a i I at TO in 1 iain 
Do Near Bacolor ...........- Dets. A, K, L, M, 36th Inf. inh iis cena imesewatnnensaliebheeloabbualeebin 
Te 6 I Gin ccwuitinninkecinimneal I a ns snide sasninuiakalinmetal 
Do SID Sch cacaacceesirsavtnieeiaa n| Gan ec l ccutigandlll acditeheil 1 
Do Angeles ..............----| E, lst Art.; B,C, D,E, F,G, H, I, L, M, 12th Inf.....--...|...... 1 ea 13 | Ist Lieut. W. H. Williams, 12th Inf., 
| | wounded. 
Bue, TF | OOP DORR 220. ccccesccus Det. 4th Cay. aaa irl decals Gace iclgy is eel ense cians winiensle te anita titled —_— 
Do Angeles ...-. wecesccsece] Be, 106 AFG: B.1Rth Inf... ‘ sililcel tana laa niaiemddigieme amiicate Sites cacdaietal | 
Aug. 18 do Ewer | ES det 12th Inf.; B, Engrs.................-- viii aciatsiedl iene 2 
Do Near Tabuan .......... .| M, 6th Inf... Latibiindtmhianawebadidniiegiamile i le tae | 2 
Aug. 19 i caine semtanaincnn’ Dets. B, M, oth Int tes aleeteal tennis eaeeredaensidiadaaendiinieciadeinniale Sciataael 3 | 
Do Near Angeles............ E, lst Art.; E, G, H, I, 12th Inf. ee ae _¥ ES BD igheous i[st Lieut. A. W. Drew, 12th Inf., killed; 
i | | Ist Lieut. W. Uline, 12th Inf., wounded. 
a TE 5 Te PO ive co sconce nccent SP IIE TID os ssa. wciicdienis wcienis Miriahinp anette eae aeainige bwnnsieiads ae D Raeaeel Ist Lieut.H.S. Howland,23d Inf.,wounded. 
Aug. 2 | Near Cebu............... TEI) Es I I stn acai dale pune initniindnia  dninin DS aisned 1 
Aug. 30 | Argogula ................ Bn EINE, IL SILL... sata connciel iiniets abiiditheme pen aaa « I eiseiae a aie I ee 
OE, EEE et ole ead clmm ahi idaenl i nkese in scitaeasigeiibinnsl sabia 
Sept. 3 | Near Porac.............. I a eds ialaeeee SS RE tocetes 1 
Sept. 9 | Near Imas. ........ccs<- an a alia ei nis ee cee teeiebesl keebealediens a a 
Do UO I 36th Inf 
Do Near Arayat ............ | C, F, 17th Inf 
Sept.11 | Near Calulut ............ | B. I, 17th Inf ‘i 
Sept. 13 | Acan Valley sodepenans wtned K, 23d c aad cae eeinied emt ‘ 
Sept.15 | Near Calamba..- ---.| Det. E, 
0 I 10nd, danminiver cell Me Sth altar i a aali  a l lEl  a  aOU e e el 
Do EE eae Se oo a 1 ss sinnd eainn Sasa caubiinetaee nad A Bowker mae 
I cia carta L, 6th Inf ......- a Denies a ckousebaelinaie tena l 
Sept.17 | Near Moalboal ....... -..| Dets. A, C, 6th Inf.; A, 23d Inf.; H, ist Tenn ......----|...... | | oe 2 
Sept.19 | Casaibos eee eee Det. F.17 th ce aca etl ac ate i ah ail a cadena boauaheainde atieeane 
Sept.22 | Near Cebu.......-..-. j G, 6th Art.; Dets. A, C, 6th Inf.; H, I, K, M, 19th Inf.; |.....- B lendows | 4 
Dets. A, I, K,23d Inf.; B, D, E, F,G, 1, L, M, lst Tenn: 
Do POGEOD wncccccsscosscucce!| Gy By heen ae i ahi: ipmennnnels . odribihnebeneiwutdiebbbbianen 
Sept.23 | Near Angeles............ Lowe's Scouts; Hosp. Corps; employees Q. “M. a ee 1 |} 1 4| Capt. A. W. Perry (9th Cav.), A. Q. M. 
| | | Vols., wounded. 
Do IN cc neinie sideieeedll Ee E caindnsh dente tlicaataiiatinld nivalis Ribena iia ote tena e aie Eo aete 
Sept.27 | Near Mexico............. I PA ci Bil ica als wach sissies anedameleeeiinnanae aides laine 
Sept.28 | Porac .... eccuccccccce| Be, 4th Cav.: K. 8d Art.; Oth Inf.; IEEE shictsnataceaite Lincinatnadiod l aasinent 8 
Do Near Porac ..........--- i SEAT, a euithi dictate ckehekwaindingonnwnnielsacsmatniinihe ae Ls copsend 
Sept.29 | Near Imus............... Be as Oe NS OP. OD BOS iv ccc cosiewccnncdiecenscs | amis ecadl ae 4 | 
Do Near Los Banos ..-.....-.. I a ee a cans neilienclenseanaiaie minal Scaieibeed Si cade 1} 
Sept.30 | Imus. cities ileal EE Atri Ani iiikt hind neenianbinenChedawe nen teniid needs endure hen biel aiabeth ae 
Oct. 1| Near Tabuan............ ae EO OS eee eae ; Dhan 1 3 | Lieut. Hayden Y. Grubbs, 6th Inf., killed; 
Capt. P. Shillock, asst. surg., wounded. 
Do en? Agaves ....cs«cccos 1, G, 22d Inf - ndtipihciedeibeiGa hae saa 
Oct. 2) Near Imus.............. F.5th Art.; E.Sig.C ‘orps; B.E,H.lith Inf.; A.D,1,4th Inf. 1 DP avccket 7 | Capt. B. Eldridge, 14th Inf., killed. 
Oct. 3 ee Pe AG. . Bo, en UE RIL. S ly EM Ay BERR GORE ccs cccec chacscosionesce i 1 | 1 | Lieut. L. R. Burgess, 5th Art., wounded. 
Do Ne ar Santa Ana pan EIN  attinind nett pened atiiikiiankndnipheet neue walakcddtnenbneeeeseetbesenn | 
Do Calamba ; i dll stl a, © RI as nis sibel amiene OP Ribsonienii 7} 
Do Near Santa Cruz........| Det. A,4th Cav _____ Cid anh bemins B dice denies 
Do Near Calulut ........... Dets. E, M, 17th Inf - gi ivkicl teilaiaiiiie psdidiian aaa aapiie Resigns saga vata | shew Sincisalied 
Do Se | lll eee ee ie ected ahdaeba nee diieeanuns D Ricteted =e 
SR OO EEE TT Tt ont nedeiciak iin tdi tiininGeen taleetems Ehdh ores aoeconlawsboetwanasé 1 
Oct. 5 | Binacayan ...............| B,C,D,E,H,K, MN tea ee Fd ialonaasl | 1 
Oct. 6 SD dist sisantis nanthinietenal F.5th Art.; B,C, D, EB, H.K. 0, 4th Inf.; ee pine 1| 
Do ee = F 5th Art.: A, E, F,G, ith Inf’. 5 hiansetedlisades ted a: soci inlet aiibaeael 2 
Do.. Polo. soi salihsctindattiedaial (EIEIO ihc sc cahh beens ddan dina Wee wneud tine Sent ntwndl Rima hivasiat Rcmdanits 
Do lia i i bei tee hide tinkbeen bane ebind sume eebekel Sementtaeendelezeseliowsann 
Oct. 7 | Sagajon River......... inh i at Eccewsembaasanematninawd icin ninlh sock seebemeen’ 
Do St. Augustin............. i Lic aapulicamennlansden BES 2 | 
Oct. 8 | Near San Nicolas ....... A, E, FG, 4th Inf.; Hosp. Corps ss Sead snhpubowdeodbesiae 3 
Do Novaleta ...... Sanell F, 5th Art.; G,4th Cay.; E,G, Mth Inf.; 13th Inf..-.-.. D Snanen 1 10 | Capt. M. B. Saffold, 13th Inf., killed; Capt 
| | | H.J.McGrath, 4th Cav., wounded. 
Do Near San Mateo.........| Det. L, 14th Inf ....-. jalmncwahwneipniacdaan’ Wain 
Do La Loma. yetieipeniaall a F,4th Art. (resisting capture “by insurge nts wate S vbwnee vail 
Oct. 9 Vloriie Biawca’ iecieasinein | Det. 36th Inf .. Cticndmbbnenuieatindidincnbihannsiktaadaeaedie 
Do Near San Mateo.........| L, 14th Inf.; Det. F, 19th Inf.............--.-.- Mathenditnion 
Do Meycauayan............. I a einen Ramee amine aaa renbiend 
Do Near Caloocan .......... i al oon arts ini rminmemiabte Genin nine ddan amede 
Do Oe es I oh retains Rind meek Gmewek techeeetiedamndianaiuld | 1 
Oct. 10 | San Mateo a a a i I ie i ee | 
Do Near San Francisco de | F,Sth Art.; 13th Inf. ....................--ccce----eceeee}------|--00-- 1 2 | Capt. W. Geary, 13th Inf., wounded. 
Malabon. | | | | 
De Sant PE ss xadinctiandning Ia i ee pai leeuineboaneld Psuehineie ean | 1 
Oct. 11 Ang les ated SL EE ED EE Ms: scan awndtned ane edntin nenhenlescedsleckiadteonens 5 
Oct. 12 | Near Muntinlupa ...... A, Ey Seek De. § SEND. OOPS... ccc ccrenccses pegecalcosces| © Jeasseeh 2 
Do Arayat ..... _......| B.C. F, 4th Cav.; A,C,E, F,G,H, I,K, 24th Inf.; G,H, |......]......]...... 2 
3ith Inf. 
Do Bagbag 0 H, 16th Inf ci tastehasidate ie ondcinds weieced mene dines te tenciidbbintead sinks ale ectués luahbes 
Oct. 13 | Angeles sense MU tn i ha le Tei ie aren andi 6nodnaieipadlll omental | 1} 
Do Near San ND ccccecel I a ee chslh enscanheeneiel skated | 2 | 
Oct. 15 | Near Guiguinto ......... a a i a i aie La 
Se SD ici cnaniemnpeiesion 9th Inf.; 12th Inf.; 17th Inf.; Hosp. Corps..............|...... 1| 1 | 8 | A.A.Surg. H. E. Stafford, wounded. 
Oct. 17 | Near Dolores............ a ellen B Racoon 1 | 
Do Marilao Bridge ...... os a a a ee di cel ie 
a ca a el alam omen nbeusall Loews 2 
Oct. 19 | Baog laitaidtieaidminiemisned I ir a Sines Sicilians 
Do Lulas Mountains ........ ei oo eee eee, a es el enablaenashbeusslanunnth 
Do PNG tiehokiecsscunconsneses I i ieee halen eatin oteiaintil wabingl baad = lL aosies 
Do...| San Isidro ...............| A, B, F, 4th Cay.; A, F, I, K, 22d Inf.; G, H, 37th Inf.; |...... Eitan | q 
| Hosp. Corps. | 
Do NRE ee I a tuts aiisiidhianisll sceleallll 
Oct. 20 | Calamba .................| F, 5th Art.; 2ist Inf.; A, B, D, 37th Inf ..............-.|.....-|-....- ees EEA 
Oct. 21 | Near Isabela...........-- i a aes Ba a dal 
Do...| Near San Carlos........- OO. Bi OE GE wcencs cestsésncuncoceicnn nc bichintelaceahicnidiiaiecabiey | sbi epee Smctaliad 
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Date. Place. Troops engaged. | om Offi | Names of officers killed or wounded. 
|e | Men.| “| Men.| 
cers cers. | | 
| Da ened 
1899. 
Oct. 22 | Rio Grande River. ...... ae Pa siciieirieeeeinte deat Maj. Guy Howard, Q. M. V., killed. 
Do...| Near Castellana ......... ee tees oo id ean ccineeementiowense Been ee co ae 
Do...| Near Lubao .............| I e's SORE 
Ck: FR 1 Ce Side ce cctmencx F, Sth Art.; B, D, I, 2ist Inf.; A, B, OC, Sith Inf ......../...... Beda + 
Do Santa Kosa .....- inti ttitindivtanhddetiwkesins Ginencnens ae ai 
Oct. 25 | Sudlon Mountain eo a lint henna acmelialinawandlductetaiaaenl 2 
Do Near Calatrava.......... | 7 eee 
Oct. 27 | Toboatin River .........- | F, I, K, 22d inf.; Ga, H, : sith Inf.; Lowe's Scouts....|...... ee 1 
Do Hacienda Carmie......-. it ae re ol gia Ruane l .| 
Do Near Isabela............. _. I a lk aa a a te | 
Cab Be FI che tikiccdcawtncessne ., 6th Inf ..... Steet ciate oatdeticniis oe ve 
ek: Sn I hs. cedsavieensane | Det. 36th Inf.; Hosp. C orps.. a 1 | 2 | 6 | Capt. C. zteneh and Lieut. A. M. Fergu- 
son, 36th Inf., wounded 
Nov. 2] Near Aliaga ............. cs demas wb bucies ae 2d Lieut. H. M. Boutelle, 3d Art., killed. 
Do Near Lmbao ............ a ef lenient ee cali endl weep nels mme tab ebiiteatnds 
Do OOS aa E, K, 4th Cav.; A, B, B, F, I, K, L, M, 36th Inf yy ee 2 | 
Do Near ae pind mah arene o> ay Ra 1 
Nov. 3 | Near Talavera .......... IE Soi nin iadatade Geaisenidr tei epi adanin dana call ddndinel + ebiee a 
Do Near Porac ...........-.. | Det an aa a a a eaiing B iicicek Lieut. Col. W. R. Grove,36th Inf.,wounded. 
Nov. 4 SIN ahs is ha coe neiun nied inimaie at a a a i a a 
Noy. 5 | Magalang ................ E, ist Art.; 3d Art.; A, Engrs.; E, K,4th Cav.; lith |....../.... 1 10 | A. A. Surg. R. A. Edmonston, wounded. 
| Inf.; 82d Int Hosp. Corps. | | | | 
Do Cabanatuan ....<c<cccocs nn ar wcrc nee irae inal bade adadeba wane tutiemadiemess 
Nov. 6 | Near Magalang.......-.- 8 Ee eee tale ata aaa ee 1} 
Nov. 7 | Mabalacat ...............| E, K, 4th Cav.; E, lst Art.; K,3d Art.; eee oe te, Drala aca tia 
Do ea wnminebiay i  anmuivbeumudduen h Ca 
Do ey See leo oes ae neuiidd Snadinmbeneceestewaanal aioe ares 1 
Nov Mabalacat ....... Ketentanas i ee ate ain ab aetneserst eosin warmtaadses 
Do San Jacinto.............. I,K, L, M, 13th Inf Se aa ms teas 
Nov. § | Near Bamban ........... Det. E, 4th Cav.; Det. 36th Inf...-....-....-...... Sieaautine cea ce og 
Nov. 10 | San Isidro ............... a eee nmenadnewassediewadue et l 
Do aha sent cane e A, B,C, D, E, F,G, H, en Soe ce | 1 
Do OS EEE reds an ene eenanenes ubned ee heekmmeneserl wsesaclucsondia ene 3 
Do SINS uit ceeded denunsex I ee . iol ndhicetealaneaiaien 
Do Near San Fabian .-....... I tS cnticnina dle cuban de mmaiivine Gawenn ; 7 | ial neal ra etal | 
Nov. 1] | Humingan ............... DN ecules sa | 
Do Sa x, K, 4th a E, Ist Art.; A, Engrs.; 9th Inf.; 12th | he Be 2d Lieut. J. L. Davis, 36th Inf., killed, 
nf.; 36th Inf. | 
Do ke Se sania Bra pes | i ciniuees | 1 | 
Do...| Near San Mateo.-..... I ecu, ice ghininanideveusdxcndcaukens Se at aaiegn oe } J 
Do Near Santa Rita. ........ B, Eth Cav.; I i oie va adie aeustabeeein ‘ |-- : 1 | 
Do ED i cannes soundnadnean el ED Alcan ons icant waneanbinnnakidkba aedpee mamdbeeeinte Fa eulibigilll adc = 
Do i SRCMOO. «<< occcde ctas eae eeriiy 1} 6 1}; bb Maj. J. A. Logan, 33d Inf., killed; Capt. 
J.F. Green, 33d Inf., wounded. 
Novy. 12 | Near San Blas .........-.- a aisles ial alec rind Ninh tis wining omit eaaelaesiel Bias Rica i kihillap centile 
Do...| Bongabong ...-...--. ....-- D’ 3d C errr miiechebusiail pibihinsk biekarsnnit cies he veered aeeatiake Ric kabianihin | 
Bia IE inc biceps canons eich enh cseRll dah anneiackeinhints ence cuundinael scaveetséheeil S sccagetil deinditl 
Nov. 13 | Near Tarlac ..-.......-.... I ale ee ea acne nda deatheeueetamadaabcusaind 
Do...| Near San Nicolas ....... Det. M,3d Cav 
So” eI | F,5th Art.; A,B, ¢ 
Nov. 14 ware Alimodian........ A ee ik ass el eae enead ani aeseereeneleaenes Inaeeon 
Do...| Rabon River ° ea ihine bata ch kin aadeksanghdbdkuvenaess causal tones didnawleacnts 
Do...| Near Mandoag .......... ns ita ie a bbegk awe ddwkwwenieunih 
Do Near Calamba ........... F,5th Art.; L,2ist Inf 
Nov. 15 | Pozorrubio .-......-..- 5 iis he aoe daciidind ec tdmndadsanenbhine denn benetaalidvaadieenaaalahnuand 
Nov. 17 | Valle Hermoso .......-.-- Sli a blaine nilinaadl aind aaa ehinn ides mami ai --| 
Do Near San Nicolas..-..- es 2 ae Ra ed nal wikaeaetenpenataedene 
Nov. 18 | O’Donnell.........-...- wee eee i Lsiteahleshasteeebeds 
Do BOG TAPER. oc ccc scoscccs A,B.C.D.LK, L, M, 26th Inf a a a alee a oa lotic 1 
Do a C,I, F, 11th Cav.; F,5th Art; ©, D,L, M. 4th Inf _._... % iailita | 7) 
Do Near Los Banos .....-- RE ee eee le aemmasedl eatin Bcc caakaencnes | 
Nov. 19 | Near San Nicolas........ A, K, 3a Cav...... staan abdind acai alata acini | l i 
Do Near Santo Tomas .....- Je heehee Chesed aendaesa ith Khe downs +o adn’ sneloxeesitaettbelimenes 7 
Do NE as 4 wining RE atiehid Sub ene ccc enesantaes site ated sans Aracniaeba aes Been 
DOVE t ED hk cc ecccvecwncss G.6th Art.; Det. 18th Inf.; F, H, 26th Inf.; A,B,C,D, |......|------|------ 4 
E, F, G, L, 19th Inf. 
Do San Fernando de Union D, 3d A athlete ia ei aera ied hated nadia dena Saanelike i 
Do NA. Ln cn eiewne OPE ER 8 A eee ee eee ae 2 
Nov. 2]] Balangtang.............. ea Ns ON ans d aceesnenssé cece] covcen}eccunslesce 6 : ; 
Do Near Illaya aE ESE G, 6th Art.; A, B,C, D, E, F,G, H, 18th Inf .............- Bese 4 | 2 19 | 2d Lieut. R. B. Calvert and 2d Lieut. C. M. 
| Smith, 18th Inf., wounded. 
Do Obando a I ee ed sal ceonaahons 
Nov. 22 | Near San Mateo....-..-- Dets. A, C, K, 16th Inf.; ~ uc abebe Scouts..-..-....... 3 
Do Santa Barbara .........-. G,6th Art.; A, B,C,D, Oe rs i I i Nt wahwesee 
Nov. 24 | Manichen ................ ST i Bint SEE eer Gira edeniekeminonsia'e vagihavacesiweaes 
Do Toboatin Bridge -........ NS RES SES RT NES LA AE CE ae 5 lewem: 
Do...| Near San Mateo.......-. te BD alone 1 : al ; 
Do...} San Ildefonso.-.........-- ea ee eoavnencdcacess ] 1 | 2d Lieut. Maxwell Keyes, 3d Inf., killed. 
_ Do...| Near Carranglan........| Det. L, a cediueaniie 
ee I icc nc cunanas i ME CN on dancin Ghee iensenamaene sumeouned 3 
a a ns cach mwah Weketebebnokdatandtebwnse ewonse 
POs a1. MINE kiwodenesdscecacces i a es all baniniae 
Nov. 26 | Barrio Bocola...........- ot ctewnns ein ane Liralvowe - : ; 
SD, pe oil wiensen G, 6th Art.; I, K, L, M, 18th Inf.; A, B,C, -E ,F,G l l Capt. O. B. Warwick, 18th Inf., killed, 
; | L, 19th Inf. 
Nov. 27 | Near Tarlac .............| Det. G, 9th Inf ata oie iain di aewent 
Nov. 28 | Near Mangatarem ...... ee eee Oe, WE OO TE, | os onsseovscnsenc ‘ ‘ ; 
_ Do Near Mabalacat -........ Macabebe Scouts ..... oa . - l ..--, lstLieut. M. A. Batson, 4th Cav.,wounded 
Nov 20 | Near San Miguel ........ 66s ch chadadgeenns whende sees ou - 
Nov. 30 | Near Carmen ........... Roi adekinanchcnetinhen adeeb eadeouensccnssces cso] cesesuleaseneteaacne] awsees 
Dec. 1| Delcarmen ........----.. NS a einen Laat adend use Abagindeeemamien 3 | 
Dec. 2 [, hisicns coemonpe E, F, i i dd iced Onednbnnecweeereseerend D hseocee 9 | 
Do Barrio Santol............ | G, Rd rat. Sr aera ies ha ae antiininasac dat crease aaa | 
Des, 9) Gee teis......<...-. Dets. A, Ff, H, K, 24th Inf. Rede de hada néoknandionsapelsauvabtataed I 
Do...| Near Arayat ............ Det. I, ‘nh , Int . ik ated ; l 
Dec. 4| Tangadan Mountain ....| A, D, K. 3d Cav.; F, G. H, 3ith Inf.; 100 men, 33d Inf. accion 12 
= UU” eee Ni aa le cenisinis Bravia oacu wate, naught 1 
Do Near Arayat ............ EE ty Bons acusuonacsdatuws eninge 
Do San Ildefonso. .......... Gi i in On Oee.: A, B, C, 84 Int; det. 16th Inf........]......]-02...)-<sese $ 
Do Vigan . a ee ee aedese susasodececs pagleuwens 3 
Do Dinalupijan ee L, 3d Art.: E, F, G, H, 3d Inf.; D, G@, 32d Inf .........-|...... 8 |. 
Dec. 5 | Near San Ildefonso...... G, H, L, 3d Art.; A, B, C, 3d Re MING AG ok cose che bib aaBeaiiae kas wecs 
te ea E, F, G, H, 3d Inf.: D, E, H, M, 32d Inf nae eaeuns 
i i nk i ceuiisdl dasheeseveesveudastinnendisssotelnnciasl desea 
Dec. 6 | Near San Felipe....._... ei ainegieaverdmiegubihenas eles ee 1 
ie | G, H, L, 3d Art.; A, B, C, 3d Inf.; det. 16th A 2s tees find annie nasal aden 
ca” SENENOIEL, <cocnvocasenece "7 ar) 2 ss icaahcendhukewadddl bipenbibabialdenceel ossece 
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Ch nological list 
Place 
In River . 
La i 
La Grar 
n Fernand Riv l 
Olonga 
Hot 
i) is 
‘+ u7 
Iba 
Near Dingra 
pan lidefonso........... 
Sil Panic oemetsnannal 
DOREY soccsnccnnsdee 
Solsona 
Near San Miguel 
N 4 oe 
an Ik nso 
San Aguetin 
Near Carranglan 
Barri » Oranda 4 
( _— | Jose 
T “dl tex 1 Mountai 
N > Biacao 
Near Sul ler : 
Near San Miguel 
Romblon 


Marive] 

Barrio Cabog .. 
Near Dingras 
Cabaruan 

Morong os 
Cameva 
lba — 
Capintalan ........ 
San Mateo 


do. 

Sua! oan 
Hac ienda Tongal.. 
Balanga 
Sampon ng 
Cantapang 
Bs alincaguin 
Near Carrat cle 
Near Alos ... 

Near Orani cote 
Near Dinalupijan -.. 
para 2 —— 
Near Aritos 

Near Subig : 
Near Calamba....... 
Near Topaz 
Montalban..........-. 
Near Baliuag 

San Mateo Mountains 
Tal avera road ....... 





Iba 

San Cristobal .. 
Near Calamba 
Manaling 

San Cristobal River..... 
Cabanatuan 
San Ramon vmeiniin bell 
Near Bacoor. . ssendisitie 
Near Maricabon 


Near Dinalupijan 

Near Florida Blanca 
eee 
re 
OSE yy 


Near penene anand 
Iba naeta 


Comansi peennuann 
Near Balanga..........-.. 
Iba Pigutinmesdinedi 
Mount Arayat- --. 

EO GR nnn case cccsed 
BEARRIRCRS 2000 ccccececses 
Iba Sanéeasniin 
Sudlon Mountain 
Bautista —_— 
Near I dang ial 
Puente Juli 

Near Binan 

Barrio Lumbar 


} 


Barrio Puti 


| Sudlon Mountain 


Near Binan a 
| Near Santo Tomas ...... 


Naic 
Santo Tomas 
Near Baboulaz 
Bintog 

Near Magallanes 
Near Panitan 
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of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. i 


? 


| Killed. 


Ww ounded. ! 


Troops engaged. | or | | om- Names of officers killed or wounded. } 
| ~ | Men Men ; 
cers cers 

| 
a ; 1 | ; 
FL5 Art 4. B,C, 37th inf - tp aniniebeeee hiatneemis nid tl eneeiel pian oat 3 
CT Sa ee ee ee) ke Bas 4 | P 
SS EE TILE ADELA LLL TE EB Actuasekadewsd 2 | ist Lieut. A. C. Ledyard, 6th Inf., killed. 
ga i ar 1} ; 
Ae: as... iioesl awcons kaiadeg sialon 
a a intestinal tiie ied cot dac ncauladliaiteieti sciedil i sales 1| 
I A a a le natin ee eee ee | 
I a 2 | 
a a i ee ncn nit awdend Meeisemaeal i| 
I al pil niaieads bicudieeieaianae 
A, B,C, 3d Inf .. ahaa aaa etait es sampled sdiciaininasn 
A.B.D.F, G, H. 4th Cav... aiden 7 : sanaliesinih Eaicabiiiaia lilacs iibaier 2 dl 
E. H.3d Inf.: G eth eile ekceie Serer asstleniwe - e ° d kg 
,G, H, 34th Inf acetal iain lea tin ie ieee, pinnae hahaa 1 . 
ee mien ete axhedbl wabesieaienaibandn 
 B. D, F,G H, 4th Cav i : a Taek siaaibahd ll scailieksatianandaael 
sta! id Art.; A, B, C, 3d Inf.; det. 16th Inf_--..... 


a 

Dot III Ai 1. dilileatsieechdinahne nates atin an cotinadamalitianite 
E, é ah Inf OEE Te ee ae , niagara | 
LD. H, 6th Inf 

82d Inf. scouts. ...... i as aaa Kae ae $ baie nedetamiadsiameeenedakian | 
A, K, 3d ¢ * Lherekew aces eves Oneeeyneehonene aneesee 2 1 


A. B,D. F I I a ee 


Det mad Int acct ccettignciad all tahini ae iain la peidihueiinaiistth tc vnal cadbiaalistinndd | 
8, Bo ith Cav- culpa aaeaedidliidnbiiaidi ahi masa btelaanenbdiiaah iene tncebe sania | 
. ), 18th ‘Int iruchenainclshditiailddihadastieietianiacadiiailidisimntaladiadpien tia deal B dupatinulanaah 
G, 32d Inf 


Dets D, K, 6th inf | 
F, ¢ S4th Inf.; 
BE. 


ith Sel nen kthet Jendbieebedeniiaknnen 


E, M, 32d Inf. - 
F, 35th Inf - 
I, 25th Inf. 
E, 34th Inf 
I, 4th Cav.: C, I 
M, 27th Inf.; E, F 


2a Lieut. 
wounded. 


L. N. Bushfield, 17th Inf., 





», F, H, I, K, M, lith Cav.; 
G H 20th Int. 


SAG Bled 


ee ec: 


| Maj.Gen. H. W. Lawton, U. 8. V., killed. 
Capt. O. T. Kenan, 29th Inf.; Ist Lieut. 
W. V. Cotchett, 1] th Cav.; and 2d Lieut. 
E L. D. Breckinridge, 7th Inf. (A. D.C.), 


| 

| wounded. 
BI ones bs cccitmsiithaadinntiinddmdeaeannsaedininninee windoinhleciunisiivt Ih Rnsamest deter 
PTI. 1+. :<608 dibiadebucaenintedehen ter kinsman seth apaeel lewscse | oescce 
0 aaa peisiivednienants Gulia adebend ekidaneakeea nahin 
M, 82d Int - Mtttibaamiatteatinn tnakibheNeeN ee ee 
I i iomennneeloneiaamean 
STII duitacshocheiitianishh hntdiambtitidiodasiabimaiitiinads: snnlinaniidilies EE OP 
s6th Si ersitiaiiicetainn thine shb beneetieeeebeeeertauate openidisinusheeiiaienitas 
I adi i Narita laa leelatnanial nine heres la talaeisia ieee ere 
ae ee soe] 1 ist Lieut. W. C. Read, 36th Inf., wounded. 
G, 3 “d Inf Satiicknenateneeanienhaennaaentnnensbiaiiben 


D, 
D. : 





bet. 32d Inf........ 

C, 2ist Inf.; A, B,C, 
, 19th Inf .. . 
b, 6th Art.; D, E, 


"| Ist Lieut. C. C. Smith, 32d Inf., wounded. 


Bi th Inf 
F, rive 


OE psiedelindades 





ree 


A, B.C, . lith Gay. ist Lieut. R. 8. Enslow, lth Cayv., 














2th Inf.; A, D, I, L, 29th Inf.; A, B, C, L, 45th inf. | wounded. 
I  caniniotaie ciaddsilehtAaieiadtbaaibilincihsa 
B,C, D, I, K, L, M, ieee ea aRaRe . . 3 
Det. G, 24th Inf aia eninianidshienians hOnbawes ance idan tebaal 
IIE iu scntiniends whine Denbitichdbiadinelsinien haben nieindiindeen | akstiaebaibea 2 
ia ata alain iC a iat ene Riiae thane i Nediacnutbescaial 

| 

M, 25th Inf 92 200s Cece case c00s0e cos 1 ecesecce scons o | secccel Oeosee| ocssce | 
F, 5th Art.; E,F,G, H, K, M, 39th Inf ..-....-...- ead _ 
A, B,C, D, doth Int . psenesconuns seselesecee neces looses ° 
I siiunbiopncialed Lsthicestwsonte iuegeedte wong 
i i ons endlediibaaedl epaileabiacdadindieds 5 
EE EE s ecnscscene = ae a ees piuiliie ted bdehl tin aii mae 

a A pipdiblieenadihacaieiaeals 1 

2th Inf , . npeéiesnenineneetesounse Re EEE EEE ee 
ren eee ie 28th Inf... . satietniptinepdienalthnapieltinidimaebbental 1 
DO6. TA Be EME 2 ncccccces petinebeebeneennoannt sl ici a ees al 1 
SO Sie Gs mecsen ens : ne saleuaes 
F, 5th Art.; b,F,G,H,1LK, L, M, 39th Inf....... sina mieiietilaibanbiill Lainie made | 
I, LL. goth Tat in a Lamasnesin sndstoevessicbessebhdesinin addin 
I. 3th Inf . Secienedtindanid buaedn setae han bameumananndadnne seplhetnthbhactnes 
i Pi TL, inedematseadetecasen pheinetnedvinhavenbpahanohindaguanell 
F.2 beh int shies nbtbennseaeun weNEE NBeeCbn wen D Remacitintinielieall 
I eummuei 1 pana 2 
E, ded Int . seen cde tanta eashs Manilla apecuh cacskiastauiontiasghetshmaltined 
6 8 * Rinnieecnmepats sos Nina dinahilnieeenelngiiala ts eniiinn 
th Inf.; 12th Inf (prisoners in hands of insurgents) ee: | | 3 
E.tth Art.: A,B,C, D, 1. 4th Cav.; C,F,1, M, lith Cav.; ae B lancsatl 3 

1. K. L, M, 46th Inf.; 80th Inf. 
ON eee ee i Aattntileninen 
i i a inal saan bine dPeandhaweceel cncond macsdaneerees 
SIEGE... a le ie RR RNaRaEnS RECA EOheeelsenngéleuaes 1 
1 man, A, 17th Inf., sambushe 4. semeopeecenennnesens : . . , 
A, B,C, D, 1, 4th Cav oe 4 
Ohtani nieintiibnaeemnmente 1 TD lieshane 1 | ist Lieut. Ward Cheney, 4th Inf., killed. 
IN iin oti nnity bebedbeSesbsense cons cece|sosces unseat | i tactnadl | Ist Lieut. W. C. Geiger, l4th Inf., wounded 


PG, By, 1, EB, Ls, B.28thh Unk 2.0... c2ccce cccce concen scccfeccee Bh -leensee 6 | 
er ew eee FD ee ee ee 9 | 
G, 6th Art.: D.1,M, ae i ith Ga ; LK, iii Tat eamedbenad ao 5 | 
A,B,C, D, 1, ith Cav F CO eee ee ee | 2 ; 
F 5th Art.; A,B, C,aith Inf.; A; B, C,D, E, FP, @, H, 39th |...... 1} 2 | 1 Capt. Hi C. Baker and Ist Lient. A. M 
inf | | Petite, 39th Inf., wounded. 
I i i ll lie re lee lt minnie dint aitieadieniieniaa e 
I I at atacand inate ies salt tn Rin still ctaniedisnidoat 
is RTI nscsesina inet it vnia taille tienes Cetiiamniabiainadles diel tiated Leshpanhepoces 
I a an lial aaa pain clea R Rencnsieln suites 
Det. L, 46th Inf - | | 


| F,5th Art.; EB, 30th Inf.; 





ares 
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arencivpie al list of actions, with losses, in the “aye ine pana prem February |, 





, 1899, to June 50, 


1900, inclusive—Continued 








Killed Wounded. 
Date. | Place. Troops engaged. : : Names of officers killed or wounded 
pon Men = Men 
. | | ies ’ 7 
1900._ | 
Jan. 11} Talisay....... senadenguien a ee Rh Rn. 
Do PNG « ccacnesccccsenes iain cindnetel cecueeuene <adkae nine oneeuwwes <eeael - 
Do...) Quiangan -....-..-.-.-..-- PE tiara cushes a5 ccenaseccasaccasccectuccases DB Becoiar chained | 
Jan. 12 | Near Santo Tomas ...... ceils sheidbnisewenrer eau aes earn ane anus ea Se Saks } 
Do Near Sedupin ......-...-.. ek ited Gent nok didnh iad hekaedeadaden iene a a Dicbienes 3 
Jan. 13 | Near Lipa --.............. eas Gbeet Oat: OG TAG. < 55 <3... csc ncacons.-.t...... | ea 2 
ik: ck ME ebsbiwhbenecdinans ST cided nGkkely denenkcsneceenweweeese Gennunwnass ecciiediebaal 
TIO. c) BU NOG ccc ccncccccce I : | | 
Jan. 14 | Caraballos Pass...... - =. ES ainkhtnins thancnwdndacavedwepetanenccces cma 
Do...| Bimmanya............--- SU ce wwii Senitdich chien anion Unedl ane : oe Rt ackee | 
Do...| Near San Pablo......-.-... B ©, D, I, 4th Cav. -C, PF, i, M,i1ithCav.; A, B.C, Sith Inf.|......1......]...... 1 | 
“if ° (aes Dis BUG EEE wna vsen veers euntin wasvevsese serene eenececs alee aati ea ae Tiel | 
Do.. .| Near San Jose........... I a snewan cee 
Jan. 15 | CE | B, C, D, I, 4th Cav. : G, F, I, M, Ttth Cav............. a 1} Ist Lieut. O. P. M. Hazzard, 11th Cav., 
| wounded. 
Do... San Iidefonso............ wen a eek a ia a uicneialie Gaal 
Do...| Mount Arayat..........-. I a err ed en cae acne canital ini aabeeill 
Do.. rOOe IROOM «..<.~ sacs sen G, M, 30th Inf agente . Rk a oe Bice 
Do SL ccaches sues cad ain nck sel as in ec paar iS aoe heestaaronaiamiers | B faceons Deere 
Seth, Be 1 ise eccesncnckactce A,B,C, D, 1, 4th Cav. . : A. B, C, D, 38th Inf.; Be Seem SE LT... cncclcnces re let 
Do...| Malasiqui Debeneeebesonest Det. E, 17th Inf - ‘ bine Samnaie GaainaninN a eae | iene aa 
I an cn cascoad aku ate a idkcicekbienhnadeuaesd ameadd ecdiud wensed save ; 1 
Jan. 17 Near Rosario ......-.--- | F.5th Art.: E,F, G, H, SIS o-tsacceitaviatued dimman:tnmion yes eo 1 
Do...| Dumandan ..........---. ho ic Mines eken naehen ubded oaeane ie a | ‘| 1 
i 6 daca al il «oc dekielihe bene bine tehewaaeen ewsdedeauens | as co. ae 
Do...| Near Abucay.-.......-.-. etal coche ent ud caneed nd bund wenenn tnd cee ts « ommoll saccies dnisden ae 
Do...| Near Munoz............. Neen a nae pnddepwaiaeana eee 
Pee i eae [i  ictnkbch@ewecéhnsonsanncnes wsueweceseedeuse Se 
Do...| Near Alaminos .......... a a oe hain genie , es | 7 
Do...| Near Lemery............ PG. 46th Inf. cmaabiadatbadaehens at cicat <a 
Do CO t, 6th Art.; A, OC, E, L, 19th Inf...........-...-..-.-- oe Tia l 
Zale Tp eta on actdascancecansl 2 nc nesceonenbeccsuctecnccs 7 | 
Do...| Rosario ....-. ee eee eee nnn nn nnn nen cai baeciu ke stduabdesiticcssedtdamiantnaames 
Do...| Near Concepcion.......- on  eadewannsnn ae. = 
Do...| Near Magallanes -....... | A,E,@.L,11th Cav.; E, F.G,H, 45th Inf... 22.2... ave ee 
Do...| Near Mangatarem ....-. | moe, see I ati dina cé ndouse tnden bacenn as buncons D Te segied a gins ! 
i i I i an Boas 5 | 1 
Oecd PE PUB on snncoceccccl & Gad Cav. eRe eae ovine To aa a l 
Jan. 21 | Near San Pablo .....--.- Ee 6th Art.; A, B,C,D, E, F,G, H, M, 30th ner.: A.B ©. I.....- E Kicdiecs | 10 
D, 37th Inf.; A.B, C, D, E, G, H, 39th Inf. | | 
Do oo a i  . chiiided <~aadwh nines ddneedeubes beuanssercculuncacciues genliceens 3 
Jan. 22 | Balincaguing .......-.-.... cone awa Rebhetbenbaeebenskhutelassanstaakdnelioe andie 3 
EO oat SE 6 cucsidaccsksadutec et a eet old cheap ucddgehee Koudsssllondmeul atawedeleaiadinin | 
Se EE re Ne cabnshubembranceum an ee ER a 
a ee IES 5 Sincac acd) Be it BE oo ok oc cannes unccbce cedwsecoashoencces ccoecelsseumshsoaeva ein Dieini 
Sie Ls cries: stnthinaadene | (, E, F, G, H, DE «tennant amen eee ones ee ‘ | 1 ~ | Capt. J. J. Bradley, A. Q. M. V., wounded. 
RS Be I wivcseuccsc ncccael A, 4th Cav.; A, B, OC, F, G, H, th Inf ................. Sain i~ ‘ 7 
Jan. 24 | Doninglay - -- Sdasiwbeie a CN ea ha aa eee 1 | 
Do...| Near Magallanes ........ B, EB, G, L, lith Cav.; I, K, L, M, 45thInf...........)...0 220 1 | 
Jan. 25 | Near Tanay ............. i Teen ee cwmaibailicd cous wes, ; 2 
ee se cas aaa I EI Ne onc wencceaucta swvndavennecaus Ph acaiwaras 
OE OEE) (Ul) eae nee widen 
a ae alana fn <inchenddatehddrakuwadas oceeedtencsesnenunechwownne 1 2 | 
oe 06lU” Se a Gel Eee ocean caus sammie melee weasels aa i Sree 2d Lieut. D. P. Quinlan, llth Cay., 
wounded. 
els oon cn nce EEE Gn ocondinccbe ne edpnn odeee Sensis anne <ovenelacenss! sasecelawnccelhsedios 
te cit ca nadin oncie uneueis StS cnceke odudunGected Gouded wanben peeneeeces votslanceselessean Dcsitids ES 
Do...| Near Santa Cruz ........ anti eiicnnn tenn AeGnn Maan eninkwega once siowensalaaseealeceran Satine 
Jan. 27 | San Luis .................- 35, ©, DD. BOGE BIE . ..cce cocees wsccccwccecececcce cocccccs cnce|oceee 1; 2)\Maj.C. H. Muir, 38th Inf., wounded. 
Re ce  oncek chnconehoust i ad. Cull nemo psekeenawheresnsinnsandlescatels vane ae 4 
Do...) Cathalowan .......<...<<. ih nT to 20a aaecioa dine SirhadCbaseseuceusslocenes i 2 
Jan. 28 | Barrio Putol............. See ae i sO, 0 BO SNE eecnce cnccecncccenccess ipslles Reichel behes th datiie Ane iei | 
Do...| Mandagore .--2.--222..2. dat hii g uaeenenneanesmcesasicessackesapaeiadasesesiies 
Sn i céos catcecacetsce | i cainidhued cnaberakudun seenkanendbantas scaanelceucestiacuielaqnssalidbies 
Rp OS aera ea al ah Gane ndrentiolnnideriamncastice® J 
170. ck DEED ccoscceue einceenn | A, B,C,D, 30th Inf 1 1 | 2d Lieut. G. A. Boyle, 30th Inf., wounded. 
SO, FE Nia ctiectne cant ...--| A, D, 47th Inf stant aati 
Bead SD cu ccsecs cucsas ©, D, 37th Inf.; E,< l 
Do...| Near Castellejos ........ | Dets. B, K, L, 25th Inf 3 5 | Ist Lieut. W. T. Schenck, 25th Inf., killed. 
i nc cnbewiectand | B,G,19th Inf ..... 
Do...| Near Catbalogan ........ > em 2 43d Sree ee ek Pee ee ers eta ee 
Do...| Taui Taui Island ........ | 5 men, Co. H, 23d Inf., ambushed..-................ aoa 2 2 | 
Pa, GH cd dinccae dcedeseweuen i i. lo es reausaniamannie SN aaa dee itheaas 
Do... Albay .......-------------| St it i rindstuban dented doen Heuddenehedhinnbkaneones Gea decad ean 1 | 
ee IT cnocnwdceued aces es SE Soca anh inet ccacde Weadacwedume caediewes a 1 | 
SOS Ui BE art hah cos nkne écacee Se hoe ited Gk a hina cand bite sens nipped épendeleecen Solel 
is CD sacnacveck END, MMI MME. <ovensdoccecd coe uacoecencesecactecces Then ct 
athe kinessxctenwiin Ee ints ct hinin dima aainedwnntndensaglencsrelsvoreslonpeth 1 
Feb. 1 | Near Cavinti .......-.... Fr es icduiniadatdena keene idddenanes an salvteiee 
inl a econ ashing anacunss ian on cnn Con unadeous camnuntsndon ; sielciheniees 
Feb. 2| Near Mabalacat ......- 6 men, B, 4ist Inf., ambushed..-.............-...... ; D Rema Cesttool 
Do...| Near Lake Bombon aces emen ane 1 | 1 
Do...| Barrio Talumpoc........ nts ce dined Adekda aubtieeedambacdsstaneenalacssentess aie 
Do...| Near San Jose .......... a ee  cdcek beieieianesanenalbad | = 
Do...| Legaspi Rise haves ne cn coc sey pbabaswusinet 1 t 
Do...| Near Lucena ............ ce os Lniedmaneen eeueuces ai 
Do.. Pa I ET wutind eamadoneesel Ditenastinscnc+ cusses enbnedurccsedinnesenieantasleosws laccese 
Feb. 3 | Near Najpore .......-.... ef oot lacwensnacase ee 
pes PEE gtiitaeagesses couscous ee kee en nade eevnceseunaniawas A 
Feb. | Near Sampoloc -........ .| Dets. E, H, 30th Inf -......- Ai kh tele ehha anon onkniéleuccelememintanailt | 2 
Do.. + I a cmmumat caceiun tami 1} Capt. E. D. Smith, 19th Inf., wounded. 
Do.. -| Hear Pags BEG nenctauce Neen TT een ee acane : enendpseaeteouieal 2 
pee i AS TS a i B teins 
Feb. Near Consolacion ....... ttn chn da dint cehadachusebaleadetetndéiuews = _ ] 
Do.. Near Llanabermosa Ns eal ae cab alta eee | a 
PO vel MID acevcccbecn<scccal es ee nauk aiean esuanwena alaimaameiadiiaed . 
iol EE ns ci ddawontsece i. nds adeuenGhneinetbaoegncceesaesionneusienese | l 1 | Capt. E. Du Bois, 42d Inf., wounded 
I cis wane a od do ecient hieaeneeetinwes | oman Se naieasl sss arcclelil aihcchibei 
Do...) Talambang ............-. Se SN nc hw tininwe nies lial cabtGidiaiia nha aabhladearitaen winmesiiniicea Snail Rcliaiied Bas 
Do...| Near Mandoag .....-.... ak a alte minetadugneaenes S aieein ae sii ii 
rae nn on « cccen wancnsececenecceneccestesones Tatil aw ed 
Do...) Near Lake Taal ......... a annie east chiebancaeosdieminan Somes Batic era, 7 
OU Gi cccsarcce.n..-e | F,G, H, 47th Inf...... Sadiisaa abcde aukideaanlnatierwotdes saddinatekenalimteanl a 3 | Capt. G. H. Bentley at 2d Lieut. W. R. 
| arrison, 47th Inf. unded 
ee I eS he de teks iacaniiics seascetamanes GR ics 3 | 
Do...| Patnongon............... RIO te ce Sar PALL Find Oe Ma sal 
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JANUARY 11, 





Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. 


















































| Killed. | Wounded. 
Date Place. Troops engaged. ‘Ofi- | Names of officers killed or wounded. 
; Men. 
cers. | 
be ee _ pf erp SS Sistine 
1900 | 
Feb. 6 | Near Candelaria -...... UNNI, Ss UR ica i 
es i eS GN INE = itcina sacle amiiadinhanadatndeenal owbpaekwumdele essen 
Do Near Cabanatuan - CAL ET tein tiieedienen stad tpiiitnnad hich ndtnthigmaianen smn nice a ibaa imeadiabiama 
Do dan cient a cc Ti tg i a a enelll eeeel 
Do...| Near Mz agdalen na Det. A, 4th Cav.; det. llth Cav.; det. 37th Inf ..........|......|.-.---]--.--- 3 
Feb. 8 | Darago ..........cccscc.00| Pye Art.; Fee Eat.5 Gots. F, Hi, Cth Ink... 0. cccccesoccpeeleccceelooccce 1 
RS Bt EE ind bbcccemesenn cecal Sees sal baie tna Nias oben 6 uackdadeaunenl onsaadlabaetiainsadiioaen 
Do NS te ea F, 3d Art.; L, 47th a Oe en 
Do Near Bauan. .......-- I tt ae al a, teeta as tale! kip dviomeala aenanaee eee 
Do Near Legaspi......... Snes SENET soccer mibinnidatpa-iabelidiied testemiabscin ingishin wiine Gasaione ipmwetetliatuaket aie emaaaamiane 
Do Bong Bong sitennes iasosnnell AME TIE, csi intecintnteeticdlag sacle idavnitntol Sickest tenes toi ances aati eadintn teins extemal ialaieie aad 1 
Do__.| Sapong Mar agui. vane fT sivinete beredicinit Miia tl aibeeieieedtich Gandini an mwoudslecuenetawabaelipeuealiabnden 
ERD... BGG? BROIL . occescccnce Se aE ROO BIE ne crane cous oncecn sceccunesens ‘Se Fee A aad 
Feb. 11 | Near Santa Cruz...... 8” ara ee lcguusal eabesuicekien 1 
Do ge Re eae | cciaiiaasiaieniicadnieiinimetad 
Do Near Aliaga secant ia 
Do Near anaes. cee I a eentionsl | — ee et nae 
Feb. 12 | Santa Clara. : ot oe an nian ciminicnanbndubinanaaswonninneinn s naebie 1 2 | Ist Lieut. P. L. Smith, 39th Inf., wounded. 
Do__.| Near Albay. cca a oe inninennnlnbe nal | esecinieislied epiitit 1 
Feb. 13 | Barrio NS ssc EE GT... icscncson ococmin weminusoncseeiionl himaaalbccaserle oak samadecks 
Do Lumbang . cn cy catia i i a al 1 sccileteedll densest tse 
Do__.| Near Madalag mntiaineatan [TE <teghnn stich tebkdiny eibnbhaee ibe neelmewbeeetaigallnd aaa dake biaght 
Do eee eae SI TET a tcc ak tli ala siete wsnie cai nceininitings Sate o bbiaaidsiabeunileeealan ame aiinan danni 
Do TERI. casandnsin‘tvtevntncak speaclndiaistaa EEE I intents Senta ie cnteana dns eveatod dealin iain abenlt caaniieds ee alll cai l 
Feb. 14 | Darago ............... Pes © Bay & ese See | i Miveuancaleiainie 
Do Near Barotoc eng eaaeien I ene ll a Oe  aiaih ll acedatehied iciaasatenli atime 
Do I a isons niccealaeaal Rr eae rae suihissial Kiiiale biteenat indent 
Feb. 15 | Pagsajan .............. a a aioe Seas 
Do Near Alcala ........... I I al ae a sc al ar el 2 ‘7 bacend 
Do...| Near Tanay ..........- | H,27th Inf. . iiissnapbbonines aspen 
Do Patnongon............ | G.6th Art.; A,C t* as ceonnaasadie ES Wie cnnalniea nate 
Do Barangban ............ a Ie eoieli 1 
Do a i i i oi |. eens abenlamecenleobentiowses 3 
Feb. 16 | Near Magi jalena _...- re ode iabbenesanballewenedieecatticapacn 1 
Do._.| Near Pozorrubio..-..-- I iat On a iat eaeci bbiaben ieneoe Sbeunsl osemmneneuntbandadsbemeniy 
Do Near Cavitan ........- a sien ciconstuwaaeboesied cae 1 
Feb. | Barangban .......-... che ios ipeatuiieh tibiae tehens facia ROO Rees ae 2 
Do TD cicnck oe eeneioneiell PEELE TERE ILE AL OE ETE Rit else DE Bcciiaasllotmean 
Do Near Pozorrubio ..... sO i asvinimnenivaie joallipenanisiadiieninadaaiall ei 
Do Near Castellana .........| D, 44th Inf..... didi acne hatte shinee tank cade leon | scan buae 
_ Do Cavitan a a al al i i cet ell Ssin ig Mcicctdgharl nok aa 
Fe». is | Antipoline I el so sicilia l bidiisneistt acbcnnasala iim 
Do I | Det. SPER Lene see~we sanwencernenswunns canons eocennonnas ‘ onan * 2 
Do Near San Juan ..........| Det. M, 3d Cav -.-.-.... peedidd dddbba cuts beuekaeneiinieies ee weed 
Do SII cinisisnin Gceleiubihiouiaiei | 1 man. B, 26th Inf., SE cccidtedscittadtheraenidaaden a a 
Sr a cl a 
Do...| Near Paquil -..........-. | Dets. E, F, 42d Inf.-. scennilii dell heedatheeen 
Feb. 20 | Calabanga -...........-. | E, F,G, H, 45th Inf_. ash aaaircndite eetihatn. alti ecu 
Do Near Mandilla........ IIT ala ste a nite wah niin’ 
Do | i cannwe ie et i er A Ts « iccatrlipnhtiabe saan ileeadielnieacunt ceed 1 8 | lst Lieut.J.B.Galleher, 40th Inf., wounded. 
Feb. 21 | Donsol River -..... is Dets. A, D, 47th Inf .......... - 2-00 --csee eoenne eneeenenee|oneees Eb ecsckiledekes 
a | A, B,C, 26th Inf-. so asaelibs setae dy adiaeld alain tacks eters Wilh aS aceinidlicll ob tances nceaiieenadal tah 
Feb. 22 | Near Botolan....-...... | Det. M. i a a rei 
Do Palasi Pass ............ c. M, 3d Cav.; H, 20th Inf.; E,G,30d Inf................]...... BE Babes 1 
Do i ied | F.0d Art.: BF, G, H, th inf. .............-.-c0-c00 se 2: a Se ee 1 
Do Barrio Aguilar .......- | Dats noi cal 
Do | EB, F,G, 40th Inf.; det. 47th Inf | 
Do Comogisongalan...... en cea ear nwhehaiedioad 
NR OS eee lll er 
Do Near Paete........... | eee, We We Ge ME in sencse aoe 
Do Calinog ss shmctsspatatintamendanetelltn TA tin hii ine ini aaa els 
Do Guinobatan - .......... | F,3d Art.; E, F,G,H,4th Inf... 
Feb. 24 | Near Tangalan......- I a a i a ist Lieut. F.C. Bolles, 6th Inf. , wounded. 
Do a IT } niece sGbe ndah cbeakatnahtp vee cath higtiwensed 
Do Barrio Tamboilan.... I a ee i es cow ened ohinede 
Do Near Urdaneta.....-. TT <.tesebhhitel paiininbb edie wien geeehebeins 
Do Near Lemery....-.-...- I a ds in tm aide mae ceil 
Feb. 25 | Alaminos ‘ WOT SE See 
Do Near Andangan .- Lainie A,C,D, I, K, M, 45th Rh a lb hidkis stencil tite ven taitigteb inti 
Feb. 26 | Near San Juan....... D, TT ech cubes 
Feb. 27 | Barrio Guimball -.... Det. B, 19th Inf 
Do...| Near Tigaon.......... hie an cals telltale inedible bininnh titel tinemioad 
Do...| Near San Jose. ....... ON EEE pthGhitinieseiies bieen caerene 
Feb. 28 | Near Magdalena. ..... Dets. A Sh Cl thichinddskdGastaaniwes cepehieeebobeenel senseiivaenkk, tb nkihued Capt. 8. Van Leer, 37th Inf., wounded 
eS eee i Ti ial leeks tectiinalninGani wane onde Seentime 1 | 
ON RRR SALES I a adenine eietls 
Do...| Near Iligan.......---- a a a NR .| 
Mar. 1 | Near La Lud. aay’ Y | # iaaen itekenshnadinneidh i 
SN ri ae aes teldincateateiceadedl B, 16th Inf.; Hosp. Corps ...............-.-.-cccccncnee | Maj. H. C. Ward, 16th Inf., wounded. 
Mar. 2/| Pagsajan. ... a ae cen 
Do...| Barrio Antipolo - alia i caiserbiancensh seinen Sn tuahsvenewuinn enceassous 
Do...| i ibog . RE Re a re 
Mar. 3 | San Francisco _......- I Sl ocho os cnannninaneeemhwaheee 
Do 1 Near Atimonan -...... ON SR ee ee eee cae 
Mar. 4/ Near Luisiana......... i ci TIE sate eonnce atin bathe Genta ebiad eideeasebeuees 
Do...| Near Atimonan ....... On I ad ee he ahd asad ae ed a canlinhbann Codale bveighebcansnbasceanh ease 
Do. ..| Paete . seeteseenenal tn aA adipdestatieddidlasienntaiattdebtindtibatiddinbinnnsids 
Do Barrio Tinuba......... ce a ee ee Ok Nienmeelameniion aes Ist Lieut. E. F’. Koehler, 9th Inf., killed 
ee sn a 
Do : Near Tayabas ......... een Re a eee ioabniall tray ~|---ec-| - 2-0 ; 
Mar. 6 | Penaranda -.............| Det. 1,34th Inf.; Hosp. Corps | A.A. Surg. W.C. Chidester, wounded. 
Do...| Near Sariago...... Sel EL nnd cuiitth baad gis idbtiadeed mbnbmnenide >oenntpie | cwspadocusst sweats 
Do SEE secmatue pl Dc ticnn dcich skated Winthbs bitihinnts ocuenlticiktlwaties 0 Ce. | Ist Lieut. Frank T. McNarney, 36th Inf., 
wounded. 
Mar. 7 | Near Magdalena ..... I aa ari ial cee meee ieee tee baueiaiundle 1 
Do I a a ents a Te Bateeabathl 1 
Do eer? POGEM .......... I eda eousecat batik hak tacoma 
Do. eee Det. L, 34th Inf sil ial id dati clin siti tite deel aiena ania aha 
Do Near Pagsajan ......-. I A 2 Tae oh caine eiehaleeaanendainail 
Mar. 8 | Near Matuguinao .... I at hh elt hl a i ce elke 1 1 4 | ist Lieut. J.T. Sweeney, 43d Inf., wounded. 
tg eek ie cieseceese I 
il nn arin omen ME a Ulin chide pales nak ehnaanadiniciihabbamccest’ckeokal ial 
Do...| Near La Paz.......-... i Ne MARNE AM! RS D Iinconsindetgtl 
Mar. 9 | Near Badoc...... Cette I a B aceeianld 1 
Do --| Near Atimonan ...... ii sai haptic iit la i I a ea ee ea 
BPD. CIEE «.nchden nakci cual Mgt ED Scbbisentidnes cdunbbbsciidaiediutheeiiadeneseeane saan dacgheowces 
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Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. 
























Det. K, 
A, ( 
Det. M, 


~.| 1,43d Inf . 


| Det. 41st Inf 
: 30th Inf 

| Det. D, 44th Inf 
C, E, 16th Inf... 





| G, 37th Inf.; 


| Det 





A,L, 19th Inf.- 
3 men, K, 3d Inf., ambu 
E, 18th Inf...... 
Det. E, 45th Inf 
Det. F, 13th Inf.; det. 
I ences Wabene om meas ws 
DR aL cikadntinndhg biacadseas cacece oenbes Cesuedudebtbmadadlkedbbelesecce 





Date Place. 
1900. 

Mar. 10 | Near Bay ----.------------ 
Do..-| [gburi -.....------------- 
Do Near Atimonan .........| 
Do Valderrama -..........-. 

Mar. 11 | Paranas..........-....---. 
Do...| Malabog .......-.-------- 
D0. .-] PAREEE acncncavoc ccesesee} 
Do...| Bugason -.. 

Do...| Lanan .-.. 
Mar. 12 Hilongos. . 
Mar. 13 | Barrio Ibus.... 
Do...| Near Bardoc..... 
Do...| Puerta Rivas ...... 
Do Near Bugason .......... 

Mar. 14 | Near Magdalena ........ 
Do...| Near San Manuel ......-. 
oa 0 ee 
Se. DM ne ateun uncenewt 
Bk ot SEG eninod onesasseus | 

Mar. 14 | Near Balanga ........... 
Do ..| Near Bugason ........... 

Baw. Tht Se 4 wo cnce nsnenesced 
IO ick SEED sdttonccuesnces 
eS ee 

Mar. 16 | Nagcarlang.......-....-..- 
Do ..| Barrio Nana. ...........-. 
Do ..| Near Jaro . a snduionenie 
Do ..| San Diego Reape 

Mar. 17 | Pampanga River ........ 
Do ..| Barrio Balabago 
Do...| Sampaloc ...... 

Do...| Cabang Cunjua 

Mar. 18 | Manauan ........ 

Do...| Near Aliaga 

Do...| Cabug Cabug ........-.-.-. 
i EES | 
Do...| Nea? Tagudin ......<.c.- 
Do...| Near Sampaloc.......... 
BO. cal PIII ccccuccnecces 

Mar. 19 | Near Atimonan ......... 
OE EE | 

Mar. 20 | Near Camalig -........... 
OR 0 SE 
SPS  caénkendns csdeuass 

BE. SE Fe Winewcnccsencoscesce 
BIOs andl ED snccn cncccs saxon 
i cok SED wodkaencvecsns 

Mar. 22 | Cabug-Cabug...........- | 
Do...| Near Cavinti ............ | 
Do...| Near Sexmoan -........-. 

We. ST at hien svcecccese.- 
Do...| Near Sariaga ............ | 
Do...| Near Caratan............ 
Do...| Guadeloupe River -.....| 
BDO. oak Sn cnce shes 

Mar. 24 | Near Hiaboug 
Do...| Near Malolos .........-..- 
Do. -| Penaranda BIVOP .cccccce 

Mar. 3% | GOmliem, .....ccccceces ccce 
Do...| Near Batangas ..........) 
Do...| Near Bugason ........... 

Mar. 26 | Calbayog ................| 

Mar. 27 | San Jose de Buenavista. 
i icc cana eneinine, 

Mar. 28 | Mabalacat ............... 
Mar. 29 | Malithioc ................ 
Do. BIGOT BUGS 2. cece cccccces 
BEae, BBP Bisa cnccccwccece 
Do...| Near Baruso............. 
Mar. 31 | Near Dagami............ 
Do...| Near San Jose........... 
Scat en Witinace cuca 
Do...; Near Mabalacat -......... 
Do PP RIE scan cost oece 
Do Near Balamban ..... .... 
I er I ie ciek annnench 
Apr. 2] Near San Nicholas --.... 
Do...| Batac ..... kmeteens 
Apr. 3] Onvitam............ 2... 
Do...| Near Apalit ............. 
Do...| Near Bugason........... 
Apr. 4] Bicol River .............. 
Do Near San Vicente ....... 
Apr. 5 | Near Lambunao........- 
Apr. 6] Near Balioang........... 
Do...| Barrio Ayson -........... 
Do. Barrio Cabalitocan...... 
Do iid anameose 

a Do =. aeons Bartolome -...... 
ti 
Do...| Near Mayantoc.......... 
Do...| Santa Marguerita....... 

Apr. 8 | Nueva Caceres .......... 
Do ES 

Apr. 1 

et A a 

Apr. 14 | Barrio Carasucan ....... 
Do...| Near Paquil ............. 
Do...| Near San Augustin ....- 

\. alitbog 


A,C,E,I 
30th Inf . 
.E. 

43d Inf - 


F, 40th Inf 


L, 19th Inf.; 


Troops engaged. 


. L, 44th ene 


3 men, A, 43d Inf., ‘ambushed... scones 


H, 18th Inf - 


Det. C, 43d It 
B, 41st Inf 


A, C, 19th Inf 
Dets. A, B,C, D, 
Det. H, 18th Inf - 
E, F, 
L, 38th Inf 


Det. E., é 
H, 18th Inf.; 
H, 18th Inf.; 


I, 38th Inf 
Det. B, C, 39th 
Det. D, 32d Inf 
Det. B, 43d Inf 
A, C, 38th Inf 


G, 4th Cay.; Det. 34th Inf.; 82d Inf. Scouts; Macabebe | 


Scouts. 


E, F, L, M, 


Det. C, 12th Inf 
L, 18th Inf. . 
G, 37th Inf.; “A, 


Dets. E, G. 33d Inf 
.C, 37th Inf 


Det 
Det. 3d Inf - 


Det. H, 30th Inf 


G, 37th Inf 
G, 37th Inf. ; 
E, 18th Inf 


A, 
E, 42d Inf 
Det. E, 434 Inf 


L,, 18th Inf 
K, 37th Inf 


Macabebe Scouts 


A, 3d Cav 


A, 12th Inf 


a ala nee a init uininenin beh bacodnibeieii ' 

ti ni ak ted busncheabaen O6ebbud Rated | | 
enn ot ning atin Gmmkdnne wemeahmairsin 
1,K,0.M, 40th Inf 


Det. C, D,2 


Det. G, 43d Inf 


CO Ba inc stinb cciitceccmneedd seeken deta ine 


GH, M, 40th Inf.: 


E, L, 19th Inf 
A, C, E, L, 19th Inf 


Inf 


'D,E, 


D,E, 







2th Inf 





Dets. F, G, I tc odie ibied demas tdbewiene bended . 
SE sek inland ecchcs died Nk ore cadet nacelle ees 


3ith Inf 


tin Giedbdnebitnbed yanckirccunun douncudeiues 





NE Ghish ieaicahuimnmpndipadt tecnenescacnsiapeas Sanne 





L, 4th Cav.; A, D, E, 1, L, M, 17th Inf -- 22. 
I cigplsbhasiddacniins satveapammmebiantisbcendisnaal: ~~ 0 Rewaen 
tai niente ncinbapanbtpeennatpteleaantnteninenen | ilenniseonansal senettll ebsienes 


| Killed. |W ounded. | 





omi- | 4, | Off- et 
cers. Me 2-| cers. ian 














yoanininiens 1 
oe lemeeeel 5 
| eee ewww le mw wwe 

|-ns-e-|eneeee|-enne-|onnees 

Jn-s2ee|eneren|ennne: |anenee 

FG Bcoons 1 

















Ce UN SPS SBS RRS eae — wnonins Bie, ae 
I dailies a celiac aieidinieitied Sabie mudiaidapweiteniie meee Rei ices 
igi ee rants bac aeddigaiiows Swen ne re 
CED + cdnaiesdade bddedheneeinteonnteerons idiacneslentauslsinn cackivesaem 
| L, 18th Oe ahead ate Lohr adnate : ‘ 
| Det. I, L, 43d Inf _.. 
I,K, aes ented 3 aan 
G, 4th Cav.; Scouts 3d B ae 1 1 
i cinoattasivawineda tues taka ghankeaekeieuldusnes Nentsasihcmanantaatiin 
I naa ciss Cabal cn enndherdbededide ddenabeecues ee BB ihcecs selsdeous 
ah a a cen cabal ie chk elie bd nansid talauvonl abeunebaeemnalle haath 
le te ch acer deca cteduewedidddbunéeceéudiaklonwonn | eatin 3 
ade cians Chas Cmte es SEDAN TASR UMN diddiedaatdneee Rachie Pavecen 1 
nk a ad Be ans taal wand aedn 
SE rl i ceca et aan cub bla SA dee eich wick Raw enstenadelctawnndbeneens 
DORE D4 nia chesdenvutnsnaend Dabs ankeaihatamae nena natnkend ese 1 
RE Ei MNT as cs aha twee kbd ba niae dee Bre thas Stadt SR ideb Mas cae 
cf PCS eS | eee re taal i inte cadet 
Det. B, 434 Inf. ............... ins eeenenns tai Scxatia bsaatai 1 | 
er I ak 06s £Gs ecb ski dabdnsdbenskd dct inaeences a sate i 1 | 
YY SER ee RCS ECT eID er cated ites ae 2 | 
E, 18th Inf.; A, C, E, 19th BE os Gah eke eakie at Raicac iD Pp dcnantaend | 
eae nk acchdinl beiknndncaietunsicen | ee ee 
ce NSPS: 2? 8 OS ee ee eae ae Deda 1 
ey ee fF OY ery sae ccigmigalen aad Sasa riotiaape 
PI 0b6Siehaickike sidemeseeniekwstanbneneheh Gah aa eo ; i 
ies 47th Inf anes 


Names of officers killed or wounded. 





wounded. 


Ist Lieut. O. R. Wolfe, 22d Inf., wounded. 


| Ist Lieut. F.J. Morrow, 17th Inf.,w 


..| 24 Lieut. C. M. Gordon, jr., 16th Inf. 


ra ia 3 | 10 | Capt. W.J. Watson, 40th Inf., wounded. 
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Ci logical list « 
| 
Dat Place. 
1900 
Apr. 15 | Cu Te ae 
Do Near Pasacao............ 
Do Vir r 
Db Jar 
D Bar Na iguel 
Apr. 9 Near Donsol 
Dx Ne an Jacinto 
Db Near San Manuel 
Apr. 10 | Mala 
D> Lav s 
D ( ita 
\pr. 1 NearG batan 
D Near O n 
D I 
Apr. 12 





Do Near Pasacao 











»f action 
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, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4,, 1899, to June 


| Kined. | Wounded. 


Troops engaged. . : | 
| Of8- | Men.| OM}- | yon | 
| cers cers. 

i iescseiiaal 1 
Det. H,4 oth Inf . i acre la a eee i ae Fk ee 2 
Or aman ciosanieill pial 
I a ais el det ei el eee Ee oe 

H, dod Inf ° ° eecescc ° «| 
ee | dann ioaebe canal acnel | 
I ee ‘ 
ns oie cena eminindaaunie 1 
F, a ‘ith Inf seis npissinniliaiebindi tains ils hacia tointiiaes si sane waammidaan 
i aa 

F, i ith tui 


ao 
Det, B, C, 32 
7 EE et 
\) |. | al Sores : 
F, 15th Inf 
F, 44th Inf jai Sciiimanteenintnkion 
Det. G, Mth Inf..... Sishaieiiets teen taianpiiiatiaied 
Det. E, G, 43d Inf --. 
12th Inf. Scouts 
F, a “a 
F, 47th Inf. 
H, pith _ 
A, L, 3a C: 
Det. K, M ‘tt bint Celine dvenbt niin Geen enh eneilwenindladethalnindaahiitiedéd 
C, E, 19th Inf 


Det. H, 45th Inf 














Do Near Ori = ieee I a le eRe COMER oa ete Ridnenatt mind 
Do San Mani H,13th Inf. pap deonsindidiicin ‘ 
Do...| Nes 7 Onden g Sil ET ictd titel daniien chinadiy tabdawadadim Eipbnséns waerdeeetetiannattlcas sce 
Do ee SL ee heim noesbae 
Do | Taisan ewes. 38th Inf eel eaten R od 1 
Do OOP Vimtar.occcce cccces ee om a co et IE ale 
Apr. 17 | Laoag eee A le pineal seeemnnnies Leemnsintiniroiidl 
Do Near Agsarab........... ts nedenbactnkinenbeses Santee wen 5 ce Ail anbecmallice tee chamuced 4 
Do DIGG? PUM ..cocccccce I ee ete thiataiend DS Batata 1 
Do ee ee i oe Jo. Os ipdinebnblonnssalsndaeedlocwkclawsesulandaall 
Do Colasi Pec CO AR AERIAL AIL ELLE AT | eiecnaetaie anthaal seid ees aie 
Do Near San Manuel I uae hennhstwanéesl obaibeehoek 
Do Barri Ae ee re  . OS COND. oo 0 casceccevcescedsuse|eeerssloncess S aseeiscalace hs cdeiveaia 
Do San Miguel............-- I a oR aia s wnisaieauaie 
Apr. 18 | Near Ori . ; LEE LDL SELLE ALD 1 stall cise 1 ‘i 
Do Near San Miguel EE cdurteaachinediiouiigh bern bonasepend men chad canes Rasoecs aaa 
Do C olasi I i is al es a heen eiwcdnnineal lathe ie S, clak alos 
Do Near Nabua...........-- een Ss teats Remade aie (aint 
Do...| Ne ir San Mis RE as cnmil es 
Apr. 19 | Near Salcedo............| Dets. E,G, 83d Inf............. il larch eet eal ree 
Do Barrio M abale ng. anita a a i eel 
Do Near Barcelona ........- EE LE LEE LITT. PO NLL PORE ee A 
Do ’ ih RE Ell cncheansdeie Walinebie>eine DATES 
Do I ict ie ini tae ans eeincidin tainitin Wibinibune tinea 
Do r ae D, 13th Inf . aiiecints diatiien teint 
Do | Near San Fernando Te ee ee ee ad 
Apr. 20 | Ne arC amalig. .. esa gh oii cae eideneh temkeinecnkghhebheeelekobeia 
Do Mac pice eesti | 
Do — a SG A eiintns diamsinedieeoam on hahiadieiemastan ike mat Saitek sieeiededlia canes caiasiiad 
Do_..| Near Pilar......-....-.-- a es ene eed | 
Apr. 21 | San Nicolas.............. Tc al tlie alia hin a nia emabinnghamswhnies teu g etal wie 
Do...} Ne 0 a i Ne actin tnan Sina taeieaeeunnial 
SP cD iiccnamnanamnana CN EE 
Sn Taare acted titiniep ited ORR Sea SAREE A <i ne a ea 
Apr. 22 | Candal a. eee 5 I onlin eatin aeeedanaeee een thin Nailiibaibay wikaiins warn 
NE eee a eee 
Apr. 23 | Near Castro ...........-. ala a li tia his eed eons mm asin eel maioaeabaiaditaadahel 
Do OI ett cn adlsmuasllcasthedese 
Do Near Banygar .....- Det. H, 48th Inf . Seana en et Ria lati haan ica el oo init a aie 
Do Near Salcedo. | RL RR aig aa nsiseiaaaiel 
Apr. 24 hl din transinnloeeiniied’ Niacin ocala ces renehedieadtinah iedagh aie 
Apr. 25 | Batac River .............] F, PT vclhvbebeccosnne 
ee ee | Det oa ae elma 
cg I oo inns ca aicilen accent matin Det. E, 45th Inf oie } 
Do ae | H, 43d Inf a aelietia ean is Medecine nated eaaaet edemnenel ania 
Do yl ee | Det E, ee 
Ree. BO 5 Be ac siccekiconewecnns Se ee ee ne cceamen conned cheaed OF cine 13 
Do. Near Buranen..-..-. cemmcdl Me: MII oasis tae , Se ea elie ie pa ea rR ae 1 
a cc nn enuanidinandl setaisidamoes | 4) 
ae) OO eee I ea a lessen aeabeeniodl | 1 
Do...] Bantivam .......<.<0s.< I a eeieslkiosee ne 
Do Cagayan ...... issn nT euainmean 1 a 
Apr. 27 | Legaspi rr i nin eet emiea aoe aihsl sekoeeienemeniedieed 1 
Do Daet al aids ii tae diel nore nial aia: dmeneed Indi pae Ria eemaeamaeeniel 
Do oe ir Orion — I a cee 
Do Near Mount Samal I a ia chante tennant wel axbant 
Apr. 28 Patn yngon i le ee i ier inh eo ieee iene 2 l 1 
| 
Do Lg ae hin sin dati bait i cceein Udi iemetliols igen eminent Meee aan enty kee 
D Sibalor ("SUR Se See sl gailataatibs me tata aoed SF siinebdeig hh aiaenlliiens eat ie bell 
Do Muntir A, ©, Ziat Inf ........ Kiapibiinias igi sabieuteen 
Do Near Batac River ....... F, 3d Cav 
Apr. 29 | Near Tins i ne ecencaauan 
Do...fAlang Alang cn nn ecemonnhicn 
Do I ii I i 
Tctl CEE icnnanuuiningh shnden Det. H, 3lstinf _...... 
Do Barrio Balaon ........ Dets. I, H, 35th Inf 
Apr. 30 | Near Manaoag...... H, 4th C ay Be ee st Se 
Do Near Salcedo . Det. G, 33d Inf ......- ie aera 
May 1) Catarman.. CGA he mihiite nahin iesane phnnbn wisnen needs Guenss eesetbensans rece 
Do Malabog i AM i ee 
Do Barri » Cabaritan .. N —? I 
Do Cadanglovan . E. a ie 
May 2/| Jimenez .......... peau D, qth Tal i al ee 
a nn a eee) nee wroeweneteee eters eter 
Bock SED & catenin vnncese I Cece cet awa Sent Se eter ne eee ee Bree reese Cae 
May 3/| Near Santa Cruz......-.. Det. F, 44th Inf........... 





Names of office 


Ist Lieut. H. J. Stewart. 48d Inf., w 


2d Lieut. J. P. Hasson, 35th Inf., wonnded. 


2d Lieut. 





G. 


wounded. 


F. 
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rs killed or wounded. 


Schlachter, 


44th 


yvunded, 


Inf., 


=— 


iS 
Fe 
b 
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el 
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Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued 
Killed. Wounded 
ate lace. Troops engaged. : : Yames of officer lle r wo ed 
Date. Place ops engaged off Men Offi- | yron Nan k r wounded 
cer: ers 
1900 
May 3/| Jaen ee a Seabee 
May 4/| Bonanguran -.........--. Beet, Gree DE. .cecance Gebes ietinaandeanibltiineas 7 3 
D Near Candon .......... Det. G, 33d Inf a ta heal wth aenme intimatin bile 
Do Naic tum wechepwenauns F, llth Cay ae el called a, acta calles Wt ocala l 
Do Batayan .. Soceceuee og OO” a en 
Sieh — 2 Fi ainek avucen cuscae ee Det. 43d Inf ae J diddiacion deneiednin inetd ‘ . i. Capt. L. E. Polk, 43d Inf., wounded. 
Do Near Canayan.......... Ba isin eh bene thd heed eeleeamuns pani 
Do San Vincente -----| A, D, 47th Inf a ‘ 
Do Barrio San Antonio Det. 4ist Inf slid iihinsh etek ailadhi ieiediteiads 
Do Near San Quentin 6 pe eaene. , ee : l 
May 6 | Near San Manuel Det. H, 13th Inf : ‘ l : 
Do...| Dongon Pass. - Det. K, 48th Inf.: Macabebe Scouts oni $ 
Do...| Hilongos .......- 1, K, 23d Inf.; C.K, 43d Inf OI pest cpa aN tinea | 
Do...| Near Pambujan Dets. E, F, H, 43d Inf Fence Rete ele 1| 
Do...| Camagesaria.........ccces ee  o  ewebiewns eae a ae 
Do Villasis Det. F, 13th Inf.; Macavebe Scouts.............- % an 
Do Barbarit Det. A, 48th Inf : ia dha themesiciih sin sasileicdcahcalel talenier tardies tacsecsstl daihcnasieall cariidipadaa diate Ea 
Do rn eh ai Cee Sr rh er it Ls Seeaebbesesbewerecelacauset} eccetolemndes 
imba. 
Do Near Donsol . ............ Det. 47th Inf .........- Relic Ee eae he : 
May 7/} Pamplona ‘ ..--.| M, 45th Inf Th iD aaa ti ieee eee l ‘ l 
Do Mount Samal ...........- Det. E, 32d Inf.......... ‘ hulk deka eebdeitiadanadaeeadihdésonaiiel wncaioniela- decades 
Do Quiem Det. G, 31th Inf .....-. " ¥ - “ 1 |} 
Do Near Rosario rn er! CO i 2 ie. oo ccos ceeucesenccecsaucleebadel éenconleoces , 
May 8 | Calbayog aiid E, F, H, 43d Inf el oe dich Sal eae a ke l 
Do Birrio Abass. . Det. D, 33d Inf st ereeinaiptarien shieniuatebtiqnse | 
do Panaga Det.C isi dia tla ti - . . cerned 
Do NORF OFi0R ..cccs cece i Dets Oh, CBE Pe cccdecees aon 
May 9% | Taytay eedd ccndehene Det. ¢ Sisiskatillidencabailhdedihadit stbtatrei-ditelbtinesliatnik thane eartagite tomcat encnaees Meena eadinas 
Do Angono Capktea nee adi aa aN ila, se eidalli ubierdsr abel ek inal - 
Do Santa Barbara pn I i I ac eet aputewrermibaenes ade 
Do Near Mexico . Det. E, 4ist Inf .......... dan subdbiehdnbbne peaains pales 
May 10) | Calabanga a ted Det. 45th Inf , shinee mia piniearateeaaelenens ] 
May 11 ' Near Matignao. ....--| 1, 23d Inf.; A, C, E, K, 43d Inf nladigtebacndenishdtitind tele nities ] 2 t Ist Lieut. J. H. Evens, 43d Inf., killed 
Lx Valderrama H, 18th Inf - Piase hed eves bbulbnseae iewinathe 
Do Near Magaan Det. A, D, 47th Inf --- : SE SO EE salted 
May 12 | Dulag A, 44th Inf : : a A ae ea : 
Do Near San Manuel Det. H, 13th Inf ait ‘ na ibemal a igiatliat a ‘ 
Do sar Pozorrubio 1 man, Co. B, 13th Inf., ambushed... -.....-.....- pehetiredianiaeden B Dicetana a 
Do Det. I, 43d Inf — aabiey sich datalaaicn clin ilamrca tacit iia 2 l 
Do V } 1°, 48th Int nb aes Sines pace Gaus sabeimred death uenmas seas 
May 13 | 1 : 'Tangadan ----| } & ee ree 
Do Near Lumbai Pt Tn Mansi a icwhnndhe died wetn ebGe oden Reeres ube seul sndnedleenanelakécos 
Do Palanig TD. iscinieawdhedate sane yqdieceneténegne 1 | 
May 14 | Near Camalig -. B, lith Cay nics aitens trdtanidi inated cicinineiiie Kearns l 
Do Agusan céeee dbase I,K, 40th Inf Leunaanate jdacddlizaiabendeaenestes 2 3 
Do NE I i a in wan aise anions anit weil nice a 
Do Loculan nas ; C,F, 40th Inf...-.. Sash deumwe dedaenedl pathiowaie 7 4 
May 15 | Near Alfonso.-....... Dets. E, F,G, H, 28th Inf ........-. ily paced teacedesidican acetal aaciemaded aiaihineensciaee Mardniea 
Do Amontoc pi dtadsenccess) EPOG. Ee SOU ae sat eikicinddaiatin I ik irae hia “a Oo iat l 
Do Toboatin River..........| G,4th Cav Ce ee ee iil Riedel lek a etapa seas cima etesiiae Sangean teat 
Do Near Vintar ............. Det. E, 3tth Inf ea interna aie : ibteeteateetenn parent agente thendidweun 
May 16 | Near Abucay som I i aiiennd Oredecnetece weeeeratens aiacisielbes saat 
Do Near Balioang. .......... Det. F, 48th Inf. .-... 7 aes eecemenad jamal aenedeniaesiene 
Do Near Donsol........- A.D, 47th Inf iubweinus phe teeddndaen oe pninbsthieleiaaiigas , 
Do NN ti aacunew oedae A ED sad nlite nik tbuinng teeing indecditiadatiity eciiin 1 | 
AE 1 cinienabresscc c6kiiins Ss tt rE aint bwinet-ebieuh besa weesa 2 | 
Do Simali A, 23d Inf a . a ae ial a 
May 18 | Paransas Ee Be TIE da ceidinedhrete piwstinid enya soeuens l 
Eh Eo viicnnké cntcesscs Gi SE SO ctiidcigahegumbin ° piedhal 
Do Near Nomong ws Det. G, 33d Inf Kitch span ctl 
Do Near San Quinton ...-.. Native scot } 
May 20 | Tuguegarao Pate a ee de a ial Nae Chee ERE sn ee geek gvbtouvaleodansinn | 
0 Barrio Santa Cruz ......| D, 38th Inf.... n 
May 21 | Boljoon Mountains......| A, 23d Inf l | 
Do OS C, D, 33d Int ; ; aiiad iia 4 
Do Libmanan .......-.... Det. 45th Inf i icisiash tatecleede taal bau dibieden whestemalall 2 
May 22 Nc slik a lo intel lai se a, PE nncnitbietthahewasen khan eates 2 
Do I a a seh gibt ce. Eh, GE: .ctuc-cabuioinégdindions 1 2d Lieut. Fred Bury, 38th Inf,, wounded. 
Do labaco aled ee Det. E, 47th Inf altace a a as a ae i i ] 
May 23 | Pindangan . SG a DE MEU adietibh ndawid ents wecaunheus ese > pecentoescel 
May 24 | Near San Miguel Stn DAI tx cinch lia danialekia mies digs bik sie wetd abkeks eodiidneddicioendal edits 
Do Barrio Brabscal | ith In ieihieea exe 
Do Barrio Bayambayana 5 men, B h Inf., ambushed e 4 ‘ ] 
Do Near Lipicat -... L, K, 45th In wo . 
May 25 | Abucay .........- i PE TS eins inl ire lake pai eek Nk heii Weider’ 
Do Near Similoan..... I ae aia | 
May 26 | Candaba ............. K, M. 22d Int ‘ l 
Do...| Near Labo ...... Det. B, 45th Inf aden hel aibanelte ciate abated 
Do San Miguel .-......-. I a a i i a a a . 
May 28 | Labo apudaien Det. B, 45th Inf ° l § | Capt.A.S ha r, 45th Inf., wounded 
Do Near Sugod...... SS & 9, 9" eee wien wahethhdiiels dh hdieedtacdeantwalttin 
May 29 | Cabagan Nuevo a a eel 
Do Near San Luis SY DUD «cds. 6 antaGiesien idecdenace eeeoen : 3 2 
Do...) Santa Lucia .. ee I ue eneeaabes 1 
Do Santa Ana a F,4ist Inf ‘ . 
Do Laoag oa & & 4 ee : 
do Polo : ee ba deaenae ] 
0 | Macdalena... K th Inf ee 
Do Near Badoc Seen ee ubdeie es . - 
Do Barrio Uggula i OE EE Re maaan - ee ee l 
May 30 | Near Jalang Band and det. M, 46th Inf .............. 3 } 
Do...) Siniloan Det. F, 42d Int “ pbbboeehaeks l 
Do Near Labo ONE aaa a lie il el 
Do Near Balamban Det. M,44th Inf...... ale ql * tidal I ed 
Do Santo Tomas a cha brane cue bined adaandeard dent tekmeiel beeen 
May 31 | Near Gapan G,4th Cav . . . 
Do...) Near Manavag I a el re ceeiniedal 


Do 


Do... 


June 1 


Do...| 
ee 


June 2 
June 3 


Balungas . 

Lambunao......- .. 
Near Biac-na-bato 
Barrio Isabong .......... 
Barrio Mabaling ........| 
Catbalogan .............. 


{ 

Det. I, K, 39th Inf ... a aa a 
G, 34th Inf 7 
Dt diehdddl add gi ie ninninathentbedibhaeenneseewmadtaniie 
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Date 


1900 
June 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 4 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 5 
Do 
June 
June 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 8 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 


Do 
June 9 
Do 
Do 
June 10 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June ll 


Ia 


Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 12 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 13 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 


Do 


June 14 | 


Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 


Do... 


Do 
June lb 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 16 
Do 
June 17 
Do 
June 18 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 19 
Do 

Do.. 
Do 
June 20 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 21 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
June 22 


June 23 


Chrone 
>} 
Place 


Bulacan Mountain ......] 


Malunu 


Near Bustos 
Near San Victor ...-.... 


Nagbrecan 


Barotac Nuevo 


Near Magdalena - 
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eee 








i Re eee. 2 ee CN 0.03. epmiain ehibabadiaieiedii mn eam 
Sninatioal Det. H, 
shaapadiaial Det. A, 35th Inf 
I i ae a | 


G, 34th Inf 











| Killed. | Wounded. 
Troops engaged. . 
Offi- 4», | Offi- : 
oars. |aton cers, | Men 
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gical list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from worn 4, 1899, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. 


Names of officers killed or wounded. 








DTT abssusteerennnsbasenmmne enews mained 


TiN IL sc ns iahincein othe eb tinetats ine elaine eaitaatibe ited vite hl easoint adeiabalanane 3 


Det. E, 


dap Ki Cons We aeen eaenenes sesaes | 


llth Cav 





Near Biac-na-bato..-.-..-.. SOU, i: da on inin acunal Sapa MaARnni anes amine ni» sate mswes bemamelndedall | 1 
Barrio Lauco ..........-. G, 34 Inf.: B, Bite Inl....ccccccoe Sit ibdalieh rate eeion ined amet ih Nikodaaoe 5 
Near San Manuel -.....- I a as cee ni sonnei rqeiinekahe ne aee 
SII aes catecias nsec chia ln eka icin nen icermisistelniiediemeniel 1 3 
Near Barotac.....c.<-.s<- ON a ll a tins alee mmeipiihe | ngnect paced etipedainwehen 
ID, i inacios a qenaseniemnebinnse St ik Sn tite rata ibaa eibdaendinneoocnse werebis eve 1 omnes te 
Mina ae eel habaaoea 1 officer, 1 man, G, 26th Inf., ambushed. .............-. | ca'pniglhc dike eck 
TID scnemn dienes manne A, D, 47th Inf --.. (ar Cn) aiedewe SeuLEs SUseWNenne DekAnaseedhas dubeneebaenbantied 
ae: eee uvmehacweienna l sciresiitnle Racca Re 1 
aes Ue EU UU Lee as BD lee seen 1 
Biaan Valley -.......-..-.-. © ai SN ea ls sanenhen oudiabaness 
SS eee ORO eae | caddee kwingeaiaasceiilan us 
i ee ad Ce eee caeumaabalows lnwndiut Penson siipbabalictid ies 
Near Talisay . I a tn crate ete aninenhsinniniitel in cid cceaiinasaaiiitcaaiel 
Near Sibul SO I ener acini ci acini ins senenaann nienbaron: viceneies Gaia einen daiaadie Evatanionineie 
Near San Miguel de May- Det. H, 4th Cav.; ‘L, M, 3ith Ree eS | Sc sat In sh-alane Sac eeeei 
um | | 

Near Teres ...........-.. a i Riseadd biti atid 
a DLLME / 2ntticmnann scenanenyipeedbénwnnehs ainh esevenlseeane lial ciiatitd ciao 
Barauen River - a nila allt altace clea lt a amin himatimihie viabirmtnebaewwnte Siti eee 
Near Echague so a I ascinstiinsniintceneelasslinsieainadaiaanniiiistes diane thant tra rai al 
ES Se I sonia cnancacc ss schlieren iciacd cle iiesarascaheindasicaiaa Deal anal | ih Thnahithoceced 
Qa a i a sls wall a woes Hemel ie _ 
Near Tingalon .........-. SL RE wicrins ocecdascuneehsen’ oo pee Se eese cans ecesce] cocsunle sooeslaceane 


Tanauan .....- 


Masin 
Balubad 


Balodan 


Near San Mi guel aan 


Santa Cruz 


Sibul Mountains 


Near Caranim.......... 


L ayogr 
Guinobatan- 


Near Lambong 


Near Calbayog .- 


Mexico 
Catbalogan 


San Antonio.. 
Near Prenca 


Dagami 
Marora 
Near Tagat 


' San eunines ; 


Inf. 


L, 34th Inf.... ... Pics Panes mas eaabes habeus asakea th aidaellnmsme 
H and scouts, dist Inf a cen iene ] 


ecccees Det E 
<imieidial C, 43d Inf 


A, 43d Inf 
I i ait eae innate ckiniel impos teneattinwueie 
H.4th Cav.; E, 1st Art.; E, F,G, H,sd Inf.; C,D,E, F, 

G, H, I, 22d Inf.; B,C, D1 K L, 35th Inf.; I, L, M, 34th 





ih Ci. ne Be s.ccusukess tedses eabiee tenons niecaleeustenicknen 2 
C, 34th Inf -.. joan ReshOn20 omnSe cece ESeues es0d] toeses] couestlancestindeetn 
Det. E, G, 43d Inf .-.-..-.-. eS eee — elacocenianscetl sapetdionmasdl 
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Chronological list of actions, with losses, in the Philippine Islands from February 1, 1898, to June 30, 1900, inclusive—Continued. 















Date. Place. Troops engaged. 
1900. 
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ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, Washington, D. C., October 1, 1900. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I suppose every Senator on | 
the floor has persona! friends in the volunteers, friends in whose 
welfare he is greatly interested. I have, and I presume every 
Senator has; men who have done well in their service in the 
Philippines, and whom we would like to have secure good places | 
in the regulars. I might mention several cases in which | have 
an interest. I have two friends who are majors of volunteers. 
One of them was selected quite recently to lead the principal col- 
umn which took what was said by the papers to be the strongest 
Filipino fortress in the islands. Over a thousand men were 
selected to make the attack, and his battalion was selected to lead 
the principal column. He would, of course, be glad of a position 
as captain and glad of one as first lieutenant. 

But, Mr. President, it seems to me it would be a very great in- 
justice to appoint these men who have had but short service 
arduous, gallant, J admit, but very brief. The great number of 
battles the Senator from Virginia has alluded to were quite differ- 
ent in character from those in which the Senator himself won 
such great renown. 

Now, Mr. President, the appointment of captains of volunteers 
to the regulars involves the jumping of 764 first lieutenants, to 
say nothing of over 400 second lieutenants, making a little upward 
of 1,200 in all. They have been serving right along with the 
volunteers, and had six, eight, and ten years’ previous service. 
Many of them were engaged in that battle of the regulars, the 
great battle of the Spanish war, at San Juan and El Caney, in 
which very few volunteers took part. Those were especially 
engagements of the regulars. 

Now, the injustice of this is so manifest that it does not seem to | 
me necessary to say anything about it. One point all will see. | 
Regulars are now serving in the volunteers with increased rank. 
Several first lieutenants of regulars are serving in the Philippines 
as majors. The amendment would authorize their reappointment 
in the regulars with increased rank, jumping over their fellow 
regulars, a large number of them. There is so much wrong in it 
that I trust it will not be seriously considered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Vermont let me ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PROCTOR, Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. He has spoken of the very gallant volunteer 
major who jumped a great many fine young lieutenants and led 
a thousand men and tooka place deemed impregnable. He did it 
gallantly. The country was benefited and glorified. Does the 
Senator think that the public service was hurt much that that 
volunteer jumped juniors in time of battle to perform that achieve- 
ment? Does it not show that metal of that sort ought not to be 
lost from the Army? If that major were made captain of regu- 
lars it might be an infusion which would help the bureaucratic 
system of the Regular Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Unfortunately we have no system by which 
individuals can be selected and rewarded by promotion for special 
service. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator will allow me, the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia would permit the selection of that 
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captain who had been a volunteer major, and, perhaps, very much 
for the benefit of the whole Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it would open these places to a 
very large number, and there is no certainty that the specially 
deserving might be selected. I think it would be unjust to select 
any in this case for so high promotion. One of the great difficul- 
ties the committee has met with—the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL] will indorse me in that, I am sure—is the claims from 
all quarters for changes in the measure to hit particular cases, 
The committee have considered it very carefully, so as to do jus- 
tice as far as possible to all and the least possible injustice to any. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itis very strange to me that the Senator from 
Vermont should be unwilling to trust the President to be discreet 
in the selection of these men for the appointment of captain; but 
if he is afraid of the political influences which are always at work 
to embarrass the Executive, could he not put some limitation on 
the appointment to captain, confining it, for instance, to those who 
have been mentioned for distinguished gallantry by their superi- 
ors, or something like that? Limit the President—in other words, 
defend the President from the importunities of politicians—by 
simply providing that only such officers as have distinguished 
themselves shall be appointed captains. Why not make some 
provision like that? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I believe, Mr. President, we have not suc- 
ceeded so far, since the Government was established, in freeing the 
President from the importunities of politicians, and I do not be- 
lieve he can be relieved from that. These volunteers are largely 
appointed by the favor of friends. We have all of us taken our 
part init. They are fighting by the side of regulars, who are not 
represented here and who never asked for these personal favors. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let us grant that—that the volunteers are 
nearly all or entirely appointed upon the recommendation and 
solicitation of public men. Does that imply that those who have 
been unworthily appointed could be promoted or appointed in this 


| way after they were examined by a board, as is provided for here? 


Is not the Senator willing to trust the President and this board 
to winnow out any unworthy appointments that by accident might 
be made? 

Of course [ believe that the President will do the very best he 
can and not saddle off on the Army any improper person, but 
when you shut the door absolutely in his face and in the face of 
these officers, who have shown by their service that they are worthy 
of this honor, is it not a discrimination that is calculated to dis- 
courage even applications from ambitious men, and is it not a slap 
to those who have won their spurs, so to speak? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Has the Senator concluded his question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, it was not exactly a question; it was a 
sort of interchange of views on the subject. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think it is our duty to frame this bill as we 


| think is right. It is for us to determine what is right and what 
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is wrong, and not turn off upon the President any discretion that 
we should properly exercise here. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. While I sympathize very much with the Sena- 
tor from Virginia in his presentation of the case in relation to 
volunteers—and I belong to that class—at the same time you 
ought to draw the line and make a distinction between the volun- 
teer,so called, of to-day and the volunteer of 1861. The latter were 
State troops organized entirely as volunteers, commissioned by the 
State. Those that are now in existence were organized by the 
United States Government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, were they not 
almost entirely commissioned from those who had volunteered 
for the Spanish war? Are there a dozen of the present officers of 
the 35 regiments who were not officers among the volunteers who 
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responded to the call of the President to fight the Spanish war | 


under conditions similar to those of 1861? 

Mr. SEWELL. In answer to that question, I say no. The 
colonels were colonels of the Regular Army, lieutenants, captains, 
majors, and they are to-day. ‘The field officers were young offi- 
cers of the Regular Army. It was a Regular Army organization, 
and while there are some who to-day occupy field officers’ posi- 
tions by reason of the fact that the Department pursued the course 
of filling vacancies by promotion in the regiments, at the same 
time it is to all intents and purposes a Regular Army organiza- 
tion, and it is entirely different from that of 1861. So the officers 
whom you intend to provide for by this amendment are, as a rule, 


regular officers to-day, lieutenants, captains, majors, who on the | 


mustering out of these troops go back to their regiments. I make 
the suggestion that the situation is entirely different from what 
has been supposed. 


The committee had this matter under consideration, and, with- | 
out any eulogy upon the Committee on Military Affairs, I will 


state that we are all men who have had experience. 
to do justice. Under the circumstances, these field officers of the 
present force being largely regulars, and the term of service hay- 
ing been so short, we thought we would do great injustice to the 
officers of the Regular Army, those who have graduated, those 
who are now in the field h@iding higher commissions, by making 
the appointments to any ®reaier rank than first lieutenant—and 


same of those first lieutenancies will do injustice to men who have | 


commanded in these very volunteers, or so-called volunteers, in 
higher grades. They will go back and have some volunteer ap- 
pointed over them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, after what was said about 
dealing unkindly and unjustly and partially with common men, 
the private soldier, I will just put in one single example; I can 
find others similar in the Army Register. 

Charles W. Farber became, in 1879, a private. 
a sergeant, and then a first sergeant. 
mounted service a private, corporal, sergeant, and first sergeant 
in Troop H, Eighth Cavalry. He is now a first lieutenant after 
twenty-one years’ service. In the meantime he improved his 
opportunities. He is a graduate of the infantry and cavalry 
school. If that is not an illustration of the democracy of our 
Army, Ido not know what is. Now it is proposed that a man 
shall be picked up—I will not say anything offensive, however; he 
might be and might not—but selected as acaptain and putin over 
this man who started as a private and has had twenty-one years 
of service. 

Mr. President, just one word more incidentally, and purely as 
a matter of justice. I noticed in one of our excellent papers in 
town an intimation that certain regular officers were haunting 
the corridors and said to be lobbying. Well, there has not been 
one of them here in any such capacity. There is one, who is 
familiar with every provision of the whole organization and con- 
struction of the Army, who has been here considerably. He came 
in here but once, but he was in the building by the special invita- 
tion and request of the Military Committee, because it was only 
necessary to ask him a question to get an answer on almost any- 
thing relating to the discipline and construction of the Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask for the yeas and nayson the amendment. 

The ¥ is and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLatt]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name wascalled). Underthe same 
arrangement as to change of pairs heretofore announced by me, I 
am at liberty to vote, and | vote ‘** nay.” 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripE]. Not knowing how he 
would vote, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea,” 


Then he became 


We all want | 






Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

kp BURROWS. Iam paired withthe Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM]. In his absence I withhold my vote. If I 
had the right to vote, I should vote “ yea,” 

Mr. SPOONER. I rise to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
QUARLES] has a general pair with the Senator from Texas | Mr, 
CULBERSON ]. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). In the 
absence of the junior Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. WETMoRE} 
I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to state now for the remainder of this 
bill that my colleague [Mr. SULLIVAN] is absent, and that he is 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘* yea.” 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 
Were he present, 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—24. 
| Allen, Daniel, McCumber, Rawlins, 
Bate Fairbanks, Mallory, Taliaferro, 
serry, Foraker, Morgan, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Nelson, Tillman, 
| Clark, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Turley, 
Clay, McComas, Pettigrew, Wellington. 
NAYS—22 
Allison, Gallinger, Me Millan, Simon, 
Bard, Hale, Platt, Conn. Spooner, 
Carter, Hanna, Proctor, Stewart, 
Dolliver, Hawley, Scott, ° Thurston. 
Elkins, Kean, Sewell, 
Frye, Lodge, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—40. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Kyle, Platt, N. Y. 


Bacon, Deboe, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Baker, Depew. McBride, Quarles, 
Beveridge, Dillingham, McEnery, Sullivan, 

} Burrows, Foster, McLaurin, Towne, 


Then he was in the general | 





| 


Caffery, Hansbrough, Martin, Turner, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Mason, Vest, 
Chilton, Hoar, Money, Warren, 

| Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Wetmore, 
Culberson, Kenney, Pettus, Wolcott. 


So the amendment of Mr. DANIEL was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the next amendment in order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have an amendment 
offer, as it relates to this same subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 


I should like to 


Strike out all provisionsin this bill which place an age limit against the 
appointment of meritorious volunteers to positions in the staff and line of the 
Regular Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota, 
By the sound, the ‘‘ noes” have it. 

‘Mr. PETTIGREW. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
an amendment? 

Mr. MONEY. [rise to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment in order 
one offered by the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. BATE. Which one is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes that there 
is nothing in the unanimous-consent agreement which prevents 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] from offering his 
amendment now, but in the opinion of the Chair it would be 
more regular to proceed in the order the amendments were re- 
ceived and laid on the table. 

Mr. MONEY. [have not a printed amendment, but I should 
like to move to strike out some words in a paragraph of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. MONEY. I move to strike out, on page 30,in the newly 
numbered section 17 of the amendment of the Senate committee, 
so as to restore the text of the House amendment. I have not 
heard any reason given here why these changes should be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 


The question is on the amend- 
[Putting the question. ] 


Does the Senator rise to offer 


: 
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words proposed to be stricken out by the amendment of the Sen- 
ate committee. 


The SECRETARY. On page 30, in the newly numbered section 


| 


17, in line 11, before the word ‘‘paymaster,” the Committee on | 


Military Affairs propose to strike out the word ‘‘four” and insert 
“three; ” | . ” . hl . 
‘‘and assistant paymaster-general, five” and insert ‘‘four;” in 


in the same line, after the word ‘ colonel,” to strike out | 


line 13, after the word ‘‘ lieutenant-colonel,” to strike out ‘‘and | 


” 


deputy paymaster- general, twenty” and insert ‘‘nine;” in line 14, 
before the word ‘“paymasters,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” and 


insert ‘‘*twenty-seven;” in line 15, after the word ‘‘captain,” to | 


” 


insert ‘‘mounted;” in line 21, after the word ‘‘ below,” to strike 
out “twenty” and insert ‘‘nine;” in line 24, after the word ‘‘ pay- 
master,” to insert ‘‘and whose age at the date of appointment 
shall not exceed 40 years;” on page 31, line 1, after the word ‘‘sec- 
tion,” to insert ‘‘and the persons so appointed to the grade of cap- 
tain shall be promoted according to seniority to vacancies in the 
grade of major occurring after the number of majors has been 
reduced to nine.” 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 17. f 
with the rank of brigadier-general, 3 paymasters with the rank of colonel, 
4 paymasters with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 9 paymasters with 
the rank of major, and 27 paymasters with the rank of captain, mounted: 
Provided, That all vacancies in the grade of colonel and lieutenant-colonel 
created or caused by this section shail be filled by promotion according 
to seniority, as now prescribed by law, and no more appointments to the 
grade of major and paymaster shall be made until the number of majors and 
paymasters is reduced below 9: And prewiaess That persons who have 
served in the Volunteer Army since April 21, 1898, as additional paymasters, 
and whose age at the date of appointment shall not exceed 40 years, may be 
appointed to positions in the grade of captain, created by this section, and 
the persons soappointed to the grade of captain shall be promoted according 
to seniority to vacancies in the grade of major occurring after the number of 
majors has been reduced to 9. So long as there remain surplus majors an 
equal number of vacancies shall be held in the grade of captain, so that the 
total number of paymasters authorized by this section shall not be exceeded 
at any time. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I intended to confine my amend- 
ment to the words in brackets in regard to the number of paymas- 
ters, the assistant paymaster-general, and the deputy paymaster- 
general; in other words, I want to restore the number as fixed by 
the House of Representatives. I do not propose to amend the 
text of the Senate committee any further than as to the number 
of the Paymaster’s Corps. 

I have not heard anything said in the debate about the reasons 
for decreasing the number of paymasters; and itseems to me there 
are very substantial and sound reasons why the number should 
not be decreased. 

Mr. President, I will withdraw my amendment for the present, 
and let the Senator from Tennessee {|Mr. Batre], who has mista- 
ken my purpose, secure action upon his amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi is withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. BATE. I now ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendinent proposed by me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate an amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BATE], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4 
insert: 





0, after line 9, it is proposed to 





_ And those volunteer officers, not over 3) years of age, who held commis 
sions during the war with Spain and are now serving in the Regular Army, 
Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 


Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] has offered a similar amendment that 
has been acted upon by the Senate, and he asked that this amend- 
ment may be passed over temporarily until we can decide as to 
that matter. It is a very meritorious amendment, but I think it 
had better stand until the Senator from Wyoming and I can 
agree about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire this 
amendment to be passed by for the present? 

Mr. BATE. I suppose It may included in another 
amendment, and, if so, we had better look into the matter and 
ascertain as to that. Itisa meritorious amendment, but I have 
no objection to its being laid aside for the present. 1 now ask to 
have the next amendment I offered laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator had better exam- 
ine the new print of the bill and see exactly where he desires this 
amendment to come in. 

Mr. BATE. I will, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think the 
place indicated in the printed amendment is the proper place for 
it. 

Mr. BATE. It was the proper place in the first print of the bill, 
but I donot know where it should be inserted in the last print. 
The next amendment | offered is the one I wish to have acted upon 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee which has been read will be passed by for the 
present, 
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offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], which will be 


| stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 32, section 20, strike out all after the 
word “ colonel,” in line 13, down to and including the words ‘‘and 
10 cooks,” in line 18, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Two lieutenant-colone!s, 5 majors, 19 captains, and 19 first lieutenants. The 
enlisted force of the Signal Corps shall consist of 10 companies, whose status 
of service shall be the same as companies of the Corps of Engineers. Each 
company shall consist of 9 first-class sergeants, 18 sergeants, 18 corporals, 45 
privates (who may be either of the first or second class), and 1 coo) 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, this is an amendment that addsa 
small increase, I am frank to say, in the number of commissioned 
officers and noncommissioned officers in the Signal Corps of the 
Army. 

I ask the attention of the Senate to the fact that there is a 
marked distinction between that and other corps or departments 
ofthe Army. The Signal Corps is comparatively a new one. It 
is a growing corps. It has been nursed by the Government to an 
extent, and it has been thus far very successful. Now it is de- 
sired by some few Senators on the committee along with myself 


~ 


| that that corps shall be perfected as far as possible in order to se- 


That the Pay Department shall consist of 1 Paymaster-General | 


or what he believes to be necessary. 


cure the best results in the operations now going on in the Philip- 
pines and elsewhere, 

I propose to show what the commander of the army there, Gen- 
eral MacArthur, has said in regard to this matter, and I propose 
to repeat in substance what has been stated to me by General 
Greely, the head of this corps. 

I think, if we differentiate this from some other propositions to 
increase the Army, that the Senate will certainly adopt the amend- 
ment. I believe that it is for the interests of the Army and for 
the interests of the country that this should be done. 

At the outset I beg to say that we are not asking for an enlarge- 
ment of a large corps or for the creation of a new corps. This 
amendment will add no new corps, as has been intimated. It 
simply provides for an increase in a small corps which is now in 
active work and rendering very efficient service. 

It is known, it has been stated here, and it is a fact that there 
are more than 400 Army posts in the Philippines. Most of those 
posts require an expert to be there, one who can telegraph and 
look over matters of that nature, and attend to the correspond- 
ence in that line. We have not half enough ofticers and men for 
that purpose. So says the general in command in the Philip- 
pines, and so says the head of this corps. Therefore I say it is 
practical and good judgment forus to give him what is necessary 


Besides, Mr. President, these are scientific men. It is not like 
getting enlisted men here and there of every character and de- 
scription. The men of this corps have to be of peculiar capacity. 
They have to be men of fine intelligence and education. They 
should be well skilled in the art of taking observations and per- 
forming other things that are necessary in the conduct of this 
corps. 

Under those circumstances men can not be detailed from the 
Army. It has been said, by way of reply to this proposed increase, 
that the men ought to be taken from the Army; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent. that can not be done, for the reason that there is not gener- 
ally found in the Army the kind of men that ought to be selected 
for this service. It is necessary to have among them some men 
who are electricians and others who are experts in telegraphy. 
That is the class of men the Signal Corps must have. ; 

We should make an exception in this case, and I ask the atten 
tion of the Senate, especially of the Military Committee, of which 
[am a member, and which failed to report this amendment. I 
think the necessity is such that I am justified, as a member of the 
comnniittee, in disagreeing with the majority, and in presenting 
the facts to the Senate. 


This bill discriminates against the Signal Corps in this way: It 
fails to give it a sufficient number of commissioned officers to 
properly and practically conduct its business; and while it fails 


to do that, it gives a full complement to all the other corps, 
and grants, I believe, whatever their chiefs say is necessary 
conduct of those corps. I say there has been an invidio 
crimination made against this corps that ought not to be made. 
1 am for the restoration in this bill of what was placed in it in the 

louse, because I think it just, proper, and necessary for the suc- 
cess of the Signal Corps; and this corps is essential for the success 
of the Army thatis now organized and operating in the Philippine 

The committee concede—and I ask the attention of the Sen: 
to this—the fact that there is a necessity for an increas« lis 
corps, because they allow 20 more lieutenants than the original 
draft of the bill did; but then they limit their official life. 


allow 10 first and 10 second lieutenants, making 20; and they also 


for the 
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allow an increase of 50 first-class privates, thus conceding the 
necessity for an increase in the corps. But the bill says these 
| additional men can only stay there for one year. That is im- 
proper, because, as I have said, these are experts, they are sci- 


| 


entific men, and they have to be in the corps permanently, and 


The Chair lays before the Senate the next amendment ! therefore should not be limited as to duration of commission. 
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Not only that, but we are told by officers interested in this mat- 
ter that you can not enlist men for so short a time as that pro- 
posed; and therefore it is necessary to put them in the Regular 
Army, with the hope of future preferment. The number I have 
named in this amendment is certainly not excessive. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information only? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was the amendment referred to the War De- 
partment? 

Mr. BATE. I think so; but I do not know the attitude of the 
War Departmentin regard to thisamendment. I think, however, 
the Secretary of War is against it. I know that General Greely, 
the Chief of the Corps, advocates it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What officer except General Greely recom- 
mends it? 

Mr. BATE. I donot know of any. I do not know that it has 
been submitted to any other officer to recommend it. It comes 
directly from General Greely to me, and I have presented the 
amendment in the form it bears—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state to the Senator that I had a talk 
with General Greely on this same subject. He would like to in- 
crease his corps, as a matter of course. I went to see the Secre- 
tary of War,andI can state that heisopposed to the amendment. 
He wants the corps tostay asitis. He says, while General Greely 
may not have everything he wants, he will give him sufficient de- 
tails wherever necessary to cover his work. 

Mr. BATE. Then it stands inthis way: TheSecretary of War, 
I believe, is against the amendment, and he is for his own scheme; 
that is, he does not want to go outside of the beaten track which 
has been laid down in the bill. But I propose to doit independ- 
ently, because I think it is proper it should be done. Iam as lib- 
eral upon these propositions as anybody can be, and I am against 
an increase of the Regular Army to a larger number than is abso- 
lutely necessary; but this is an increase which I think is justifia- 
ble and one which is called for by the commanding general in the 
Philippines, General MacArthur, as well as by General Greely. 

Mr. FORAKER. May | interrupt the Senator at that point? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. I only wish to say that I hada talk with Gen- 
eral Miles in regard tothis amendment the other day when he was 
in the Senate Chamber, and he favored it most strongly. 

Mr. BATE. I did not know that. 

Mr. FORAKER. He said it ought by all means to be adopted; 
and he spoke of the efficient services rendered by the Signal Corps 
and of the necessities of the corps as proposed by this amendment. 

Mr. BATE. Iam glad of the suggestion, and I thank the Sen- 
ator for it. I did not know of it. I had not seen the General of 
the Army in regard to it, but I am glad to know that he favors it, 
because it is just, proper, right, and absolutely necessary, and no 
one has a better opportunity to know what ought to be done than 
he or would more frankly assert it. 

I invite the attention of the Senate to a statement I am about to 
read from the man whois in command in the Philippines, General 
MacArthur, in regard to the Signal Corps in the Philippines, its 
efficiency and necessity. He says in his September report: 

I respectfully inclose an extract from a former report as the quickest way 
of expressing my views of the importance of the Signal Corps. 1 desire to 
add that all subsequent experience has confirmed the convictions expressed 
therein, and to renew the recommendation then submitted for the enlarge 
ment and perfection of the Signal Corps of the regular establishment. The 
splendid service of this corps makes ita matter of regret that in operations in 
ne islands we have not had as much force from that body as is necessary. 
As it is, their wire service is simply indispensable. 

He then adds: 

It is not too much to say that in absence of this efficient service it would 
be impossible to hold this archipelago with less than 150,000 men, which is now 
well and efficiently performed by 60,000. 

It shows that this Signal Corps is equal to 60,000 men or more, 
and that he wants to perfect it, and that it is necessary to perfect it, 
in order that he may have success there in the control and man- 
agement of this army. 

Now, then, if the general who is there in command says that this 
corps, if properly officered and put into efficient form, is equal to 
60,000 or 75,000 men—as he does say in this report—and that he 


can do all that is necessary in those islands with 60,000, but needs 


its services to do it, is it noteconomy, | ask the Senate, for it to be | 


done? Is it not right and proper to be done, and do we not know 
it is perfectly practical? 

We are all, Mr. President, natural men on the committee, and 
Wwe as a committee are often embarrassed and can not do that 
which some of us would like to do, for the reason that there are 
several Army corps or departments which I might name, but it is 
unnecessary, all of which are exceedingly solicitous for advance- 
ment, and they desire an increase of the number of commissioned 
officers, but the committee can not give it, because they can not 
give it to one without doing seeming injustice to others. 

So they declined to increase this corps—whether on that prin- 
ciple or for other reasons I do not know. Ido not attribute im- 


proper motivestoanyone. But human natureis the same whether 
in or out of the committee room. This increase is shown to be 
absolutely essential by the commanding officer of the army in the 
Philippines, and are we to override his recommendation in this 
regard, and that of the Lieutenant-General commanding the entire 
Army, in order to adopt the bill in its entirety? This is a case of 
that kind. Thecommittee might well have acted and put it upon 
a par with the other corps, but,as I have suggested, it should be 
differentiated because of the necessities of the case. General 
MacArthur says: 

It would be impossible to hold this archipelago with less than 150,000 men, 
which is now welland efficiently performed by 60,000. We need wires, in- 
struments, and operators everywhere—the more the better—it simplifies 
everything, makes unity of action possible, and insures concentration of 
troops on threatened points, and altogether it is of such importance that it is 
impossible to say too much in behalf of its indefinite extension to the limit of 
possible usefulness. 

And, further, he says in regard to it: 

If the principle of extending thiscorps is admitted, the proper limit for the 
organization must be determined by investigation in the War Department. 
So far as the commissioned personnel is concerned, it would seem to me that 
it ought to be doubled at once, perhaps trebled. 

If the general in command in the Philippines says that, can we 
deny to him that which he asks for in such plain terms? If we 
stand upon the idea that this would be overriding this scheme or 
deviating from the path which has been blazed out for us by the 
Secretary of War, if we stand upon a delicacy of that kind, we 
will give no increase; but if we look to the interests of the country 
and to the interests of the Army, if we heed the chief of this corps, 
who has spoken to us in this positive and unmistakable language, 
it seems to me we will give at once what he calls for. 

Mr. President, I am not asking the Senate to create a new corps. 
Do not let us be alarmed about that, because some of us do not 
wish it done. We do not want to extend the power of the Regu- 
lar Army, either. But this proposition does not involve that. 
This is different. It is not a newcorps. It is an old corps, of 
very small proportions at that, and one which has not a large 
force connected with it. Right here let me show the organization 
of this small but useful—aye, essential—corps. 

Organization of present corps, regulars and volunteers. 
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0 first lieutenants and 10 second lieutenants of volun- 
teers until June 30, 1902 


Total 





Subtracting the 11 officers of the present regular establishment from the 
24 proposed by the Senate will leave only 15 original vacancies to be filled 
from the 41 present officers of volunteers. This will leave 28 volunteers, 20 
of whom can be given temporary appointments until June 30, 1902, leaving 
the other 8 to be detherged. 

Now, all that there are in the Regular Army of this corps, do- 
ing, as General McArthur says, service which amounts to that of 
60,000 men, are 11 commissioned officers in the regular service. 
The volunteers have 47, but 6 off in the regular corps, leaving 42. 

All that I ask—and I wish the Senate’s attention to that—is 
simply to hold those volunteers that we now have in the service. 
That is it, in substance, and that is the House bill. It is what we 
have agreed to heretofore. I see no reason at this time for with- 
drawing that force which we have heretofore given, and which 
has been declared necessary by the chief of corps and the General 
Commanding. Therefore there are but 11 of those and 42 of the 
volunteers. The proposed establishment by the Senate now in 
this bill is 24. 

The House has 47, but 42 really. Ten first lientenants and 10 
second lieutenants of volunteers are to go out July 30, 1902, The 
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committee in the bill propose to retain 20 for one year. 
admit by this the necessity for the increase, and [ think the com- 
mittee are estopped from denying the necessity for this increase, 
because they, in their report here in their bill, have put on an 
amendment which says that 10 of the first lieutenants and 10 of 
the second lieutenants are necessary to carry on this work, and 
therefore they put them on and retain them for a year longer 
without giving them any regular commissions. 

There is another question which I wish to suggest. Why is it 
that they do that to this corps, extend only one year, when in a!l 
the other corpsand departments of the Army they act differently, 
by putting those needed in the Regular Army? With one or two 
exceptions not a single volunteer can be found in the bill that 
has not been taken care of when belonging to other departments. 
Then why should you make fish of one and flesh of the other? 

Look at this small corps which is struggling and which has met 
the approval of all associated with it. It has done efficient service 
ever since its organization, and it is now declared by the Gen- 
eral to be indispensable. Why make this invidious distinction 
against it? 

“Mr. President, what has the Signal Corps done and what is it 
doing? I have shown you its dimensions, and that it is necessary 
to have these others. We want one thing; that is, retain the 
House bill as it came to us and let not the knife of retrenchment 
go too deeply when a necessity exists, as its does, for its retention. 

This invidious distinction is unjust and ought not to be made. 
The work of this corps in the Philippine Is’ands is of such a 
character that it can not be dispensed with. and the general him- 
self says it ought to be increased—coubled and trebled is the 
phrase he uses here. If we can not respect his wishes in this 
matter, whose should we respect? I repeat, if we can not follow 
the recommendation of the general in command where the service 
is being rendered, General MacArthur, to whom can we look? 
Whose arm should we strengthen in this exigency but his, and he 
says it is necessary. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator from Tennessee concludes 
I should like to ask him a question. I have been unable to get a 
copy of his proposition. Will he please explain just what the ef- 
fect of itis? Is it to restore the House provision? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. Simply that? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; and that corresponds to the volunteer 
organization as they now have it, with a very slight difference. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then you strike out the proviso at the end 
of the section? 

Mr. BATE. Which is that? 

Mr. FORAKER, On page 33. If you restore the House text, 
you can strike out the provision about continuing a certain num- 
ber of officers for one year. 

Mr. BATE. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. This supersedes it? 

Mr. BATE. This supersedes it. Those are the 20 lieutenants. 
I have spoken of that. There are but 10 first and 10 second lieu- 
tenants, That clause will be taken out, of course. 

This corps, as I said, has a history. What isits historyin brief? 
It might not be uninteresting to state some facts in regard to it, 
for I have been identified with it almost ever since [ have been in 
the Senate. This service and the Weather Bureau originally ex- 
isted together, and they were divided in 1890. The Weather 
Bureau went to the Department of Agriculture, and this was re- 
tained in the War Department. It so happened that I was the 
author of the bill that divided and reorganized this corps and that 
of the Weather Bureau. 


If I understand its history correctly, about 1860 the first step | 


was taken for an organization of this kind by Dr. Myer, for whom 
the fort over here across the river was named, as Senators will re- 
member. Dr. Myer got up a system and commenced organizing 
out on the Western plains. Gen. Horace Porter and other lieu- 
tenants were with him, and General Alexander, of our Army in 
the South, was also with him as a lieutenant. 
this system. It was done principally by Dr. Myer. 
him. 

Afterwards, the war breaking out soon thereafter, in 1861, be- 
tween the States, this wasadopted. Itwasperfected. Itbecamea 
sign language which was used by botharmies, General Alexander 
established it in the Confederate army before it was adopted by 
the Federal Army. Horace Porter became a general in the Regu- 
lar Army. Mr. Myer established this fort and kept it up and or- 
ganized it more thoroughly. In our army we got the benefit of 
it through General Alexander, who was a lieutenant at the time 
with Dr. Myer. 

They brought about this perfection of the system—this sign 
language,sotospeak. Then it became organized and was divided, 
as I tell you, in 1890 between the Weather Department, which 
took one branch of it, and the Signal Corps, which took the other, 
and it has been going on since, with a slight increase. They had 


They aided 


but 9 officers and 50 sergeants to start with. The history of 





They | 


They worked up | 


this corps has been such that it has established a reputation, and, 

| Mr. President, to-day, even in Germany and France and England 
and all the European countries, the plan of this corps has been 
adopted, with few changes. 

Look at Pekin. During the China war, what was the first in- 
formation we got from there? Sir, we got it from this very corps 
eight days ahead of all other sources of information. We got in- 
formation of the entrance of the army into Pekin eight days be- 
fore it was known by any others, and no other corps or army 
corps went there and aided in this thing except the Americans for 
that length of time. They pushed themselves aggressively. We 
ask now thatit shall be perfected in its form. They pushed them- 
selves aggressively, and gave us the first information that came 
to us from Pekin. 

Not only so, but other instances occurred which are historic. 
It was thiscorps which enabled ustocapture Geronimo on the plains, 
They had this language there by sunlight, this sun talk or sun 
language. That was used there from peak to peak on the moun- 

| tains surrounding the plains where the Apache chief was. It was 
| difficult to force him to surrender or to capture him, but by the 
use of the heliograph and flash pan he became alarmed, and his 
superstition was excited as it would communicate from peak to 
peak and send its vivid flashes over the plains. They had him sur- 
rounded by these lights that were engaged in ‘‘sun talk,” and he 
surrendered, and to-day is in prison, and now is restrained in Fort 
Pickens. It has been shown that this corps is absolutely neces- 
sary under certain circumstances; I say, the necessity is beyond 
compare at this particular time, and therefore it is that I differ- 
entiate it from any other proposition in regard to any other corps. 

1am not asking that yon create a new corps, but here is a ne- 
cessity which arises, and the practical sense and the good common 
sense of the Senate, it seems to me, should seize hold of it and do 
that which General MacArthur himself says is worth 60,000 men 
tohim. Just think of it. All that is necessary to perfect it is to 
fo low what I have done in this amendment, which comes from 
General Greely. We have seen the work which the corps has 
done, and it is in its infancy as yet. It is goingon. It is one of 
those progressive things. It is composed of scientific men, of 
electricians, and telegraphers. There is difficulty, as I said, in en- 
listing men for it, because we are confined tathat particularclass. 

That is all | have to say about this matter.” I do not propose to 
trouble the Senate further in regard to it. I have no personal 
feeling whatever, but one for the good of the service and in obedi- 
ence to a suggestion of the general commanding the army in the 
Philippines. As suggested by the chief of this corps, it is a small 
corps and arising one, and it has demonstrated its utility every- 
where in all the cases, and is now in condition to be of greater util- 
ity than ever before. In view of these facts, sir, I think that the 
amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs deal with the recognized head of the War Department in 
respect to information and advice. Everything centers there. 
We gave the matter of the organization of the Signal Corps the 
fairest kind of consideration, on the advice of the Secretary of 
War; but the general commanding that corps comes to us, through 
one member of the committee, claiming that he has not enough. 

As I said a few moments ago, I consulted with the Secretary of 
War, and he is satisfied that we can get along. This is the only 
corps, let me say, outside of the Medical Corps, which we have 
allowed 20 volunteer officers in addition to the regular officers, 
who remain in it for a period of two or three years, or whatever 
it may be. I want to have read at the desk a statement just dic- 
| tated by the Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Secretary will read as 


Before complying with the request of the Military Committees of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives to furnish them with such a bill for the 
reorganization of the Army as the War Department deemed adequate, the 

| Secretary cailed upon the general officers of the Army and all the heads of 


the staff and supply departments and corps for an expre if their views. 
| The head of each department and corps naturally asked for provisions in the 
| bill which would increase the relative prominence and standing of its own 
department or corps and give the greatest possible opportunity for promo 
| tion to its officers. 

In view of all the requests, the Secretary made up what he considered to 
be a fair, consistent, and harmonious general scheme for the arrangement of 
the different stafl departments and corps, and all the different grades of 
oftice, with a view to giving to all as nearly as possible the same opportuni 
| ties for promotion and giving to each its due weight in the service. Non: 
| the different departments had assigned to it in this scheme all that it asked 
; When the subject came before the Military Committees, all the arguments 
| and statements of the heads of departments upon the subject were trans 
| mitted to the several committees, and, after full consideration of the sub 
| ject asa whole, the Military Committee of the House came to the same con 
| clusion as the Secretary, and reported accordingly. 

On the floor of the House some changes were made in the brief an 
| consideration of the bill. When the subject came up before the Mili 
| mittee of the Senate, that committee took into consideration all the written 
} communications of the staff departments and gave oral hearings to the head 
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of each department. Having then under consideration the whole subject, 
the Military Committee of the Senate came to the same conclusion as the 
Military Committee of the House and has reported the same general scheme. 
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Every authority, therefore, which stands indifferent as between the dif- 
ferent departments and has had an opportunity to study and consider the sub- 
ject asa whole has reached the same conclusion. 


giving of special advantages toany particular department or corps. Nothing 


acon Sanwa disturbing the due equilibrium and balance of organization. If 
the scheme upon which both Military Committees have determined is unsatis 
factory, it should be revised as a whole; 
radic changes in particular points 
being made to secure achange in the scheme for the benefit of the Signal 
Corps. 

Mr. SEWELL. TI will say that within the last day or two we 
had the matter in relation to the Signal Corps under further con- 
sideration, and we did recommend—and it is a part of the bill—50 
additional first-class privates for this corps. They are first-class 
men. Theyaremechanics. Thisisa high-grade corps all through. 
To allow this increase to this corps, after the protest of the Sec- 
retary of War, after we have made up everything else on the basis 
that has been approved by the War Department, would do great 
injustice to the other departments. 

I will say that probably the Chief of the Signal Corps himself 
does not know what is to be the future of his line of telegraph 
and cables. The Secretary of War, under the direction of the 
President, has under consideration to-day the doing away with 
the work in Cuba and turning it over to commercial enterprise. 
This may be done very soon. So in Alaska and somewhat in the 
Philippines. There is no occasion to increase this corps to the 
extent suggested by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, 1 have a very high opinion of the 
Secretary of War, but the very suggestion he makes in the paper 
which has been read showsthe animus of this. Itshows that you 
must not disturb the scheme. What is the scheme? It is this 
billas itis. Did you not disturb it here this morning? Did you 
not knock out section 31 this morning? That was done by the 
committee, and the Senator from New Jersey was one of the par- 
ties who presented it here. Then you have already disturbed the 
scheme. Why? Because in the sentiment of the Senate they be- 
lieved it was right to do it when the Teller amendment came up 
yesterday. 

So, Mr. President, they have stricken out the whole of section 
31. If it already has been disturbed, and we are to do that which 


is right for this corps, regardless of what the “scheme” may be, 
let us look to the practical sense of the thing and see what the 
necessities are in the Philippine Islands and dare dq@what is right. 


But this does not extend only to that. Sir, it goes further. 
Look at Cuba, a network of wires put up by thesemen. They go 
with the Army, and the idea prevails that they are noncombatants 
and their duty nonhazardous. 
Look at the history of this corps in the Philippines and see its 
daring and its doing. I have the report here of theofficer. They 
have lost a remarkable percentage. How? By their aggressive, 
go-ahead spirit, as they went into Pekin and were the first there 
by eight days to give you information. 
itself ahead and gone as pioneers to the front. 

They have lost a greater percentage- 
show it—than any other branch of the Army. They have lost 5.7 
per cent in what are called Army losses—‘* killed, wounded, and 
captured.” Here itisin the report. It is not necessary for me to 
read it, but I can do it in a moment. 
fend this corps. Let us see if they are noncombatants: 

The Signal Corps is called a noncombatant corps, and service therein is 
frequently spoken of as nonhazardous. 
Signal Corps is efliciently handled in the field, is shown by records of the past 
“killed, wounded, and captured,” far exceeds that of the Army as a whole 
With an average force of only 
captured in active operations 12 men, or 4 per cent of the entire force. Five 
others have been wounded under conditions not yet reported, thus making 
the entire percentage of killed, wounded, and captured 5.7 per cent. 

It surpasses that of the Army as a whole or of any other corps. 
Therefore I say they should have our sympathy in this regard. 
See them in Cuba, where they are extending their work, where 
they have pushed to the front during the war and when the fight- 
ing was going on, under the successful guidance of Colonel Dun- 
woody. What is their mode of doing it? They have a reel, and 
they have their wire upon it, and they carry their instruments 
with them, and they go in the front rank with the skirmishers, if 
necessary, With the pioneers, if necessary, and then they telephone 
back or telegraph back the condition of things. In doing that 
these men have been killed and wounded until they have a greater 
percentage than any other corps. 

Yet because this is a small corps and because this will disturb 
the scheme of the Secretary of War we are asked to throttle it. 
It is not just to the corps. Neither is it proper for the interests 
of the Army, in my opinion. You havethemin Alaska. You have 
them down in Porto Rico. You have them on the coast, both the 
Pacific and the Atlantic, wherever they are required. How many 
has this corps now? They have 800, which I forgot to say before. 
That is the corps now. That is their force. Many of them are 
sergeants and corporals. They have first sergeants, and then ser- 
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c It is much to be desired | 
that this well-balanced scheme of organization shall not be disturbed by the | 


that kind without unfairness to the other departments and | 


| from 800 to 750. 


Anything but that, if you please. | 


This corps has pushed 


and here is the report to | 


I believe I will, just to de- | . ; ; 

J | needs of that branch of the service. 
| to have the infantry branch of the service entirely out of propor- 
That it isextra hazardous, when the | 


t | going to make up the Army as a whole. 
year in the Philippines, where its percentage of strictly war casualties, | 
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geants proper, and then corporals, grading them according to 
their capacity in this scientific work as electricians, telegraphers, 
and men of that class. 

Then they keep along with the Army, and they push into the 
front and give the first information. In addition to that they 


| can stand on a peak in that southern and eastern archipelago, 
it should not be unbalanced by spo- | 
This is particularly true of the effort now | 


where the sun is bright and the air is thin and light, and cast a 
flash of sunlight with the heliograph and see it and read its sun 
talk for 50 miles. You see at once the advantage. Hence the 
truth in the statement of General MacArthur that ‘‘I can with 
60,000 men hold this country equal to 150,000 if I have an effi- 
cient corps of this kind.” He says it ought to be doubled and 
trebled. Do you want to override that information? 

Then, again, they have their captive balloon, which rises up 
beyond any rifle shot. [tis attached to the ground, and they have 
their little wires running down, so they can communicate and 
give you the situation in the locality all around. General Sher- 
man made an interesting statement in his report on his North 
Georgiacampaign, General Sherman said the Signal Corps saved 
that part of his army which was in Altoona on his march to 
the sea. 

I say, with emphasis, this corps is not only essential, but indis- 
pensable and should be fully organized and equipped. Weought 
to regard it as sensible and as practical men, representing the in- 
terests of the country and of the Army. We ought to give the 
little increase that is asked for. They have reduced it down now 
Then we gave 50 more yesterday to it. We want 
a hundred privates. Now, give it what this amendment calls for, 

It will make it complete and perfect in its form and organiza- 
tion. It will have tencompanies, and a captain for each company, 
for no one man can communicate with the service in Alaska, and 
Cuba, and Porto Rico, and the Philippines without having a per- 
fect organization. General Greely said in his report that he was 
constrained to organize the corps into companies without warrant 
of law. Now he asks for the warrant of law to do it. Look at 
these facts. Itseems to me that we ought to differentiate it from 
other organizations for the reasons stated, and we ought to take 
it out of the scheme and show that we intend to do that-which 
the General of the Army here and in Manila and the Chief of the 
Corps recommend us to do. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I trust that Senators will give 
their attention to this amendment for a few moments, The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee refers to the scheme of the Secretary of War 
in the framing of this bill. The scheme, so far as any scheme ex- 
ists. consists in a determined effort upon the part of those best 
advised to preserve symmetrical proportions between the differ- 
ent branches of the service. 

Mr. BATE, Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 
I used the word ** scheme” as the Secretary of War uses it, as read 
from the paper which was sent tothe desk. He himself calls ita 
scheme. 

Mr. SPOONER. A plan? 

Mr. BATE. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. That is all there is to the scheme. It is obvi- 
ously undesirable to have the cavalry arm of the service out of all 
proportions to the necessity for the cavalry arm. It is equally 
undesirable to have the Medical Corps out of all proportions to the 
It would be clearly unwise 


tion, as it would the Engineer Corps, or any other subdivision 


In the consideration of this bill the committee, consulting the 


302 men, there have been killed, wounded, and | Secretary of War, and the Secretary of War in turn consulting 


the staff and other officers having to do with the details of the 


| Army, reached the conclusion, after very mature deliberation, 


that the respective proportions represented in the Senate bill 
would present to the country an Army in no sense out of propor- 
tion in any of its parts. 

Again, the scheme of organization constitutes, in some measure, 
a factor going to the efficiency of the Army. 

The amendment of the Senator from Tennessee not only pro- 
poses a radical increase over the number of officers and men 
allowed by the bill as reported by the committee, butit also inter- 
jects a new form of organization into the Signal Corps, which, I 
submit, upon the slightest reflection will be found to be utterly 
incompatible with efficient service in that branch of the Army. 

It will be perceived that the bill as reported by the committee, 
relating to the various subdivisions of men in this branch of the 
service, reads as follows: 

One brigadier-general, who is the chief or head of the service; 1 
colonel. The committee could not perceive where 2 colonels could 
be advantageously used. One lieutenant-colonel was reported in- 
stead of 2 lieutenant-colonels, because we could not understand 
where, at headquarters or elsewhere, 2 lieutenant-colonels would 
be necessary. hen 3 majors, 9 captains, 9 first lieutenants, 80 
first-class sergeants, 120 sergeants, 150 corporals. 250 first-class 
privates, 150 second-class privates, and 10 cooks. This constitutes 
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the available force of the Signal Corps in the Regular Army which 
wil] exist under this bill. 

These officers and men, from the very nature of the service they 
perform, must be detailed to work here and there, not in com- 
panies, but frequently individuals acting at headquarters as tele- 
graph operators and otherwise, belonging to the Signal Corps, but 
having no company formation whatever. This amendment pro- 
poses a company formation which will consist of 91 persons, all 
told, in each of the 10 companies provided. Now, will anyone 
suggest the need of company organization in the Signal Corps of 
the Army? Where will you ever find a situation where 91 men 
will be required to act under acaptain? They do not go into battle 
in battle array, nor in company formation. Here is a telegraph 
operator out on the firing line, and there is a detachment of men 
spreading wire, digging holes, setting up poles, and arranging com- 
munication with the rear and front. Company formation inter- 
jected in the midst of this kind of an organization would be de- 
moralizing and would detract very seriously from the efficiency 
of the corps. 

Mr. President, realizing the exact condition to which the Sen- 
ator so aptly refers in the Philippine Islands, the necessity for an 
extra force for the time being has been recognized by the bill as 
reported by the committee, and with the amendment suggested 
by the Senate committee the Senator’s amendment does not deal. 
This provision was added by the committee: 

That the President is authorized to continue in service during the present 
emergency, for duty in the Philippine Islands, 10 volunteer signal officers 
with the rank of first lieutenant and 10 volunteer signal officers with the 
rank of second lieutenant. This authority shall extend only for the period 
when their services may be absolutely necessary; not beyond July 1, 1902. 

We thus provide 20 additional officers, and by amendment upon 
the floor of the Senate 50 additional men were provided. I think 
these additional provisions are desirable at the present time, but 
to establish these additional persons as a part of a permanent corps 
is clearly unnecessary, I assume. 

For the last year the Signal Corps has been engaged in construct- 
ing telegraph lines, laying cables, establishing stations and lines 
of communication between the different islands of the Philippine 
Archipelago and between different points on the respective is- 
lands. This work is nowin progress. An additional force has 
been necessary in order to execute the work. But the work will 
be completed at some time, Mr. President. 

If the bill goes through as it is, with the additional force pro- 
vided as a temporary force, we will, when peace returns and this 
extra work shall have been disposed of, be possessed of an estab- | 
lishment which can be regularly emp!oyed, whereas if we at this | 
time, upon a permanent basis, expand the Signal Corps beyond | 
the necessities of the service, except in an emergency, we will have 
a useless pay roll. We will have men in the service who are not 
needed there, because while this frontier is spoken of by the Sena- 
tor as engrossing the attention of so many of the Signal Office peo- 
ple I doubt whether there is now, outside of Alaska, a single soli- 
tary day’s work for a signa! officer in stretching a telegraph line 
on this continent. 

It is true that in the district of Alaska some work is to be done. 
In an appropriation bill, passed I think a year or so ago, we made | 
provision for the construction of a telegraph line from Valdez In- | 
let, on Prince William Sound, to Fort Egbert, on the westerly | 
bank of the Yukon River, and thence to Fort Yukon, and still 
continuing down the river to Fort Gibbons, and thence to St. | 
Michael. That line is in process of construction. That being 
completed, the main work in Alaska will have disappeared. Now, | 
I pray, after the Philippine Islands work shall have been com- | 
pleted and the Alaskan telegraph line shall have been stretched, 
what will remain to be done in time of peace by the elaborate Sig- 
nal Corps which it is desired here to build up? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | 
tion for information? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there anything in the law which will pre- | 
vent, if the bill shall pass, the temporary detail of officers by the 
War Department for service in this corps? 

Mr. CARTER. That is a very apt and pertinent question, Mr. | 
President. There is nothing in the law which prohibits it. The | 
law permits the detail of all necessary officers and men to aid in 
the signal work. Officers and men are detailed to-day in the 
Philippine Islands from the line of the Army to assist the Signal | 
Corps officers where assistance from the outside is necessary. 

Mr. BATE. Ithink the Senator is mistaken. I am pretty well 
up on the history of this matter, and I do not know myself where 
any officers have been detailed and assigned to this corps. It re- 
quires a peculiar officer as wellas man, He must have a scientific 
knowledge of this particular branch. I do not know that they 
have donethat. Ican notsay whether it is true or not, but I know 
they have been pushed for force; that there are but one or two of | 
them here in Washington City; that they are all out on the fron- | 
tier now, every one of them, and we have not got enough. That 
is very evident, Mr. President. 
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Mr. CARTER. I wish tocall the Senator's attention to the fact 
that 20 officers are now on detail from the line of the Army to 
render service in the Signal Corps. 

Mr. BATE. You mean the 20 the committee recommend here? 

Mr. CARTER. They are to be continued. 

Mr. BATE. That is what I mean. 

Mr. CARTER. They are now in the signal-service work. 

Mr. BATE. Of course they are, and they have been there for a 
year or two; and I say those men ought to be continued there. 
They ought to be kept there, because they are familiar with the 
duties. You have given only 20 men; that is, 10 first lieutenants 
and 10 second lieutenants for all this work, when the general in 
command over there says you ought to double or treble the num- 
ber of men you have. 

I think there can be no trouble about this matter, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if we look at it practically. The Senator has said that as 
time goes on these men perhaps will have nothing to do. That 
is a very remarkable statement by him, when he knows that the 
country is improving and telegraphic wires are going up every- 
where. These men are at the head of that kind of work. We 
have telephones and all character of improvements going on. We 
have a vast country, with Cuba and Porto Rico, the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts, Alaska, and any islands you may get over yonder. 
Ail that comes in under the surveillance of these nen, and they 
have got to play their part in that machinery also. It will take 
scientific men. 

Mr. CARTER. Before the Senator from Tennessee resumes 
his seat I should like to have him state what he has to say in jus- 
tification of company organization for the Signal Corps. 

Mr. BATE. I thank you, sir. I will state, Mr. President, that 
the man who knows more about it than anyone else, who has or- 
ganized it from the beginning and who has grown up with itand 
controls it, says that the necessity was so great in the late war 
that he was forced, without warrant of law, to organize it into 
companies. 1 want no better evidence than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, my sympathies have been with 
the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. Bate] for an enlargement, some- 
what, of the Signal Corps from some information | have had, but 
I am rather inclined to change my mind after hearing the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. However,I can not understand 
why the committee propose to discharge these necessary officers 
at a particular time. If the 20 lieutenants are engaged in the 
Philippine Islands and are necessary there at this time, it seems 
to me we had better leave the question as to when their services 
can be dispensed with to the Secretary of War as the proper au- 
thority and not strike them down at a particular moment by legis- 
lation. Therefore I suggest to the Committee on Military Affairs 
that they modify their amendment by omitting the words at the 
end of the section. 

Mr. CARTER. ‘“ Not beyond July 1, 1902.” 

Mr. BATE. Omitting what words? 

Mr. CARTER. Omitting the words “ not beyond July 1, 1902, 
at the end of line 11, on page 33. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was led to suppose from some things I have 
heard about the Signal Corps that there is now a large number of 
officers in the corps. The House provided for 19 captains and 19 
first lieutenants instead of 9 of each, as proposed now by the 
Senate committee. I should be glad to have some member of the 
committee inform me whether the 19 captains proposed in the 
House bill are now performing service in the Signal Corps. Our 
regular force is now to be equal to the force of the Regular Army 
as at present constituted and the 35.000 volunteers. 

Now, we propose to increase the Regular Army to a maximum 
of 100,000 men, with a minimum. So it seems to me that the 


| Senate committee have made too great a reduction as proposed in 


the amendment suggested to the House bill. If it is true that 
these officers now employed in the Signal Corps are not signal 
officers, but that they are officers detailed from other places in 
the Army, I think we had better continue the present organiza- 
tion as near as wecan until the emergency which seems to be 
recognized all through the bill shall have passed. 

So I suggest in the first place that by agreement we strike out 
the last clause in the amendment suggested by the committee. 
Then I should bein favor of moderately increasing the number of 
signal officers here. 

But I can not conceive how it is important that the Signal Corps 
shall be divided into companies. If the companies are necessary, 
they certainly can assemble them without a specific direction aud 
order providing that the privates shall be organized in several 
companies with a captain, first lieutenant, second lieutenant, and 
so forth. 

Mr. BATE. May I make a suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I make that suggestion in order that the Sen- 
ator may answer it. 

Mr. BATE. How is it with the Engineer Corps? They are in 
companies and regiments. They have their colonels, majors, cap- 
tains, and lieutenants. They do the same kind of service. The 
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engineers are scattered everywhere. How could they be without 
company formation? They haveit. Thisis nothing new. This 

provides for nearly the same numberof men. The Engineer Corps 
Sos a thousand or eleven hundred, and for this corps the number is 
to be 900. They have now 800. It is simply modeled after the 
Engineer Corps, and the language used is just that which applies 
to the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lunderstood the Senator from Montana to say 
that this corps is not now organized into companies. 

Mr. BATE. It is not organized into companies. 
rect. 

Mr. CARTER. They are not organized in companies, 

Mr. BATE. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. CARTER. They are just a corps. 

Mr. BATE. They are not now organized, but they ask to be 
put on a footing with the Engineer Corps, and in the nature of 
their work they are on all fours with the Engineer Corps. If the 
Engineer Corps has been a success in its organization by com- 
panies and by regiments why should not this corps be? 

Mr. PROCTOR, The regular Signal Corps is increased by the 
committee’s recommendation in this way. The present corps is 
lmajor. We gave 3, adding 2. 

Mr. ELKINS. What page do you read from? 

Mr. FORAKER, Page 82. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There are 4 captains at present. We make 
the number 9, adding 5. There are 3 first lieutenants at present. 
We make 9, adding 6, besides the temporary addition of 20—10 
first and 10 second lieutenants—which was limited to July 1, 1902, 
but I understand the committee will accept the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa striking out the limitation of time. 

Mr. President, I have not heard the statement of the Secretary 
of War referred to, who, in his testimony before the committee, 
said that a large number of the lines which have been established 
by the Signal Corps may now be given up: that they are not 
needed for military purposes but are merely commercial. Those, 
of course, are in Cuba and Porto Rico, and there are some in this 
country. There is little danger of any kind that the War Depart- 
ment will notask for men enough in every staff corps. Thiscorps 
is like all the others. The chief was before us, and the chiefs of 
every corps were before us, and every one of them asked for an 
increase, and of course they bring pressure to bear. 

One other point 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me. Will the Senator allow me to inter- 
rupt him there? Do I understand him to say that they have ac- 
complished what is necessary in the Philippines? They have four 
hundred and odd posts there. Does the Senator say that there is 
at any post a sufficient number or any number whatever of this 
corps? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Isaid nothing whatever about the Philippines. 

Mr. BATE. I understood you to say it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I was speaking of other lines. 

Mr. BATE. Very well; I was mistaken. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I was speaking of Porto Rico and Cuba and 
some in this country. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to 
ask him a question for information? 

Mr. PROCTOR. In just a moment. The Senate committee 
heard all the chiefs of corps, and the original report was precisely 
the same as the report of the committee in the House. The in- 
crease as it appears in the bill as it came from the House was 
made on the ios of the House. Our report is precisely the same 


That is cor- 





in numbers as the report of the committee in the House. We | 


have, since the report was made, added 50 first-class privates, 
Now I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. What I wanted to ask the Senator, and will 
ask him before he concludes, if he will allow me, is whether or 


not the provision here made exceeds the present organization, the | 


present number of officers and men in the service connected with 
the Signal Corps. The Senator spoke about increasing the corps. 
I do not understand that there is any increase proposed by this 


measure, but the corps as at present organized has all the officers | 


and all the men. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, that is not correct. The briga- 
dier-general remains as at present provided by law. There is one 
colonel provided by the House and two lieutenant-colonels. 

Mr.FORAKER, How many lieutenant-colonelshave they now? 

Mr. CARTER, But one. 

Mr. ELKINS. One lieutenant-colonel and 8 majors. 

Mr. CARTER. At the present time there is but 1 major. We 
provide 3 majors by the bill. At the present time there are but 
4captains. We provide 9 captains by the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. Are there any additional captains in the Vol- 
unteer Signal Corps? 

Mr. CARTER. No, sir; there are first and second lieutenants 
in the volunteer force. We have at present 3 first lieutenants, 
and we provide by the bill for 9 first lieutenants, I believe that 
the increase in this corps is quite as emphatic as in any other 
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branch, and more, indeed, in proportion than in any other branch 
of the service. 

Mr. FORAKER, Now, if the Senator will explain one other 
point to me, it will be made very clear, perhaps. At the end of the 
section as reported by the Military Committee there is a provision 
that 10 volunteer signal officers with the rank of first lieutenant 
and 10 volunteer signal officers with the rank of second lieutenant 
shall be continued during the present emergency, They are in 
the Signal Service already? 

Mr. SEWELL. They are in already, and in addition to these, 

Mr. FORAKER. So when you speak of increasing the number 
of captains or the number of lieutenants, you mean in the regular 
service, not an increase beyond the number already in the corps? 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, it is no creation or organization of 
a corps, but rather the old organization. Every grade of officer 
and of noncommissioned officer and of men that is called for in 
this amendment exists now. It is only the question of a slight 
increase, such asI have indicated. They have majors there now 
and they have eight or nine hundred men. Why not let it con- 
form to your Army organization? You have three majors in 
every infantry regiment, one for each battalion. They do not 
ask to be organized into battalions or anything like that, but we 
should take the organization, as I suggested, of the Engineer 
Corps simply by companies, with a colonel. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Tennessee as to hisamendment. The Signal Corps made a great 
record in the late war. It is evident to everyone who has given 
any thought to this subject that it has becomea necessary arm of 
the service, and it ought to be encouraged. It has as many men 
in it as the Engineer Corps, and it should be officered equally in 
order to bring up the corps to the highest state of efficiency. I 
believe in giving the increase provided in the amendment of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, there are but 760 men in the 
Signal Corps outside of the officers, and for the 760 men we pro- 
vide 3 majors. There would be only 2 in the line of the Army; 
that is, in the cavalry. We provide 9 captains for 760 men; we 
provide 9 first lieutenants; and I challenge any Senator to go 
through the bill and find a more highly officered body in the sery- 
ice at present or in contemplation than the Signal Corps. 

The Senator from Tennessee would increase the number of men 
to 910. The 910 men, according to his amendment, would be con- 
trolled by 1 general, 2 colonels, 2 lieutenant-colonels, 5 majors, 19 
captains, and 19 first lieutenants. I can not conceive of anything 
more nearly approaching a load of hay than that in the line of 
officers. Mr. President, it really becomes ridiculous, unless you 


| want to have all the work of the Signal Corps performed by of- 





ficers. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator wants to run this into ridicule, he 
does it at the expense of the sentiment expressed here by the 
General Commanding the Army and at the expense of General 
MacArthur, who is commanding where the Signal Corps is most 
needed. General MacArthur says these officers are necessary, 
and he asks that the number be doubled and trebled. 

Mr. CARTER. But, Mr. President, we double and treble—— 

Mr. BATE. I sayitisa very small increase that isasked. You 
say you give them three majors. 

Mr. CARTER. In place of one. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, those majors belong to it now by 
virtue of the volunteer organization. The bill does not give them 
to it; they belong to it, as do all these field officers, except two, I 
believe. 

Mr. ELKINS. It is plain that the Signal Service needs more 
officers. I will say in reply to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER] that it is a distinct part of the Army and that the in- 
crease asked for is needed. In carrying out that kind of service 
more officers are required than in any other branch of the Army— 
the engineers, the artillery, the cavalry, or the infantry—and so 
the point of the Senator is not well taken. The necessity for this 
increase is known and, as the Senator from Tennessee says, it is 
recommended and has the emphatic indorsement of the general 
commanding the Army and the head of the corps. It requires 
more intelligent men than do other branches of the Army. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not under- 
stand whether the committee agreed to the insertion of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]}, striking 
out certain words. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out,on page 33, line 11, the 
words ‘‘not beyond July 1, 1902.” se 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33, newly numbered section 20, line 
11, after the word ‘‘necessary,” it is proposed to strike out “ not 
beyond July 1, 1902.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LopGE in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
is next in order, and will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, on page 12, beginning in line 17, 
it is proposed to strike out: 

Provided, That the President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8, and the number of privates to 76. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, that is one of three amendments 
all to a similar effect, and each having the same design. There 
is a similar amendment as to each branch of the service—the ar- 
tillery, the cavalry, and the infantry—and it is to meet the feature 
in the bill which gives the President the arbitrary power to in- 
crease the Army. 

I think that this matter at this point ought to have the careful 
attention of the committee, to see whether or not there is now 
clearly expressed that which seemed to be in doubt, at least in the 
minds of some Senators, on the first day that we had this discus- 
sl1on. 

The Senate will remember that questions were asked as to what 
was the effect of the phraseology of this bill; first, as to the right 
of the President to reduce the Army; and whether, after having 
so reduced the Army, the power, as originally suggested by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] was exhausted, or whether, 
after having reduced it, the President could again increase it, or 
whether there was any power in him at all to reduce it. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEy], if I recollect correctly, 
called the attention of the Senate to that inquiry, and 1 do not 
think it was satisfactorily answered. Thereupon the senior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts | Mr. Hoar] asked the committee to point 
out where was the particular phraseology in the bill which would 
empower the President to reduce the Army. 

These particular amendments, acted upon by themselves, proba- 
bly will not effect the purpose I havein view. I should be very 
glad if, before these amendments are acted upon, the Senators in 
charge of the bill would clear up the questions which seemed to 
be, as I have said, in doubt, at least in the minds of some Sena- 
tors, and let us know clearly what is the power of the President 
under the present phraseology of the bill with reference to the 
power to reduce, in the first place, and with reference thereafter to 
the power to increase, and whether that is a continuing power 
which will enable the President, so long as this act remains on the 
statute books, to reduce, in his discretion, the Army, in round num- 
bers, from 100,000 to some fifty-odd thousand; and again, in his 
discretion and without any further authorization from Congress, 
to increase it from fifty-odd thousand to 100,000 men? 

I think, Mr. President, the propriety of a clear exposition of the 
bill in this regard will be recognized by everyone at this time. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, there can be no doubt what- 
ever, I think, that this increase is limited to the present exigen- 
cies. If the Senator would like to have stricken out the words he 
has referred to, which were under discussion and which read 
something like this: ‘‘ or until Congress shall otherwise direct,” 
I am sure there will be no objection. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think that that cures the difficulty or 
meets the inquiry. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion, not by way of antagonizing at all the amendment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a minimum and a maximum limit 
provided by this bill for the different organizations or branches 
of the Army. The minimum would make an Army of fifty-odd 
thousand and the maximum an Army of 100,000, if you please. 
Of course, if there is to be any flexibility at all in the organiza- 
tion, there should be a maximum and a minimum limit, and that 
limit is found in the language which the Senator’s amendment 
proposes to eliminate. If the Senator will turn again to section 
26, on page 37, if this language does not plainly authorize the 
President—— 

Mr. BACON, The Senator must havea different print from 
what I have. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the section renumbered 26, the old num- 
ber of which was 32. 

Mr. BACON. All right; I have that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree with the Senator that it should be 
made plain—for that is the evident intention of the bill—that the 
President shall have the power to reduce the Army; and it seems 
to me that the language of the section is susceptible of no other 
interpretation. It reads: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this 
act during the present exigencies of the service. 

Now, does it not inevitably and logically follow from that lan- 
guage that when, in the opinion of the President, the present 
exigencies of the service have passed, he is not authorized to main- 
tain the Army at its maximum limit, and therefore he is author- 
ized to reduce it? I have not been able to give effect to that Jan- 
guage unless it carries clear authority to the President to reduce 
the Army from the maximum to the minimum. 





Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator if he does not think that, 
in a matter so grave as this, the purpose ought to be plainly ex- 
pressed in the statute and not be left to inference as to the power 
of the President? 

Mr. SPOONER, I think it is plainly expressed; but if the Sen- 
ator can make that language plainer, I shall be in favor of voting 
with him, and I suppose every Senator here is in favor of that. 
Unless it should be construed as an authorization of the President 
to reduce the Army when the emergency shall have passed, there 
is no flexibility in it. 

Mr. BACON. The question I want to suggest to the Senator is 
this: The particular amendment which is under consideration is 
one that looks not to the question of reduction, but to the ques- 
tion of the power of the President toincrease the Army from fifty- 
odd thousand to 100,000. 

It will be conceded, Mr. President, that the language of the sec- 
tion just read by the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER] is such that the President, independently of any other 
provision of the bill, would be authorized to enlist an army of 
100,000 men; and if, under what the Senator says is the plain mean- 
ing of this section, the President would be further authorized—in 
fact, be under the duty and obligation—to decrease it to the mini- 
mum in case of the disappearance of thisemergency. But, after 
the particular language which I am asking the Senate to strike out 
is eliminated, will the President have the right, in his discretion, at 
any time to increase the Army again to the maximum? 


Mr. SPOONER. I should think not. 

Mr. BACON. That is the sole purpose of the amendment now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Your amendment? 

Mr. BACON. I understand from the language in the twenty- 
sixth section that, independent of the power expressed in the lan- 
guage which my amendment seeks to strike out, the President 
would have the right to enlist 100,000 men. I think the Senator 
will agree with me in that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore, independently of the power of the 
President, in his discretion, to increase the Army to 100,000 men, 
these portions are not necessary, for the President now has 
100,000 men; but they will empower him, if I construe the bill 
correctly, hereafter, at any time while this act stands upon the 
statute book, to increase the Army to 100,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. There should be a maximum in each branch 
of the service, as to each cavalry company, each artillery com- 
pany, and each infantry company. 

Mr. BACON. I will grant that. 

Mr.SPOONER. There should bea maximum limit prescribed. 
As I understand this section, I am disposed to agree with the Sen- 
ator that if the words ‘‘until such time as Congress may other- 
wise hereafter direct” be stricken out and the present emergency 
passes it seems to me clear that the President would be author- 
ized to reduce the Army. Iam not sure that the section is as it 
ought to be, because in vacation it might happen that when the 
present exigencies have passed there might be—I can see no rea- 
son to suppose there would be—but there might be an apparent 
approaching exigency, which would render it, in the interest of 
the country, improper for the President to be compulsorily re- 
quired to immediately reduce the Army to the minimum. There 
ought to be some flexibility in the law, because the purpose is 
plain, and the limit isa perfectly plain one. But the President 
ought to be at liberty, I think, to protect the interests of the 
country in the event of another emergency. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, by section 26 of 
the bill as renumbered, the President is authorized to maintain 
the Army at its maximum strength during the existing emergency. 
Then, if the emergency passes away, the implication is, so far as 
this section is concerned, that he is to reduce it, because his au- 
thority is limited to this exigency. 

When you go back toa previous section of the bill you find 
that it is provided that as to the artillery, the cavalry, the infan- 
try, and the engineers, as to each branch of the service, the Presi- 
dent may, in his discretion, increase the number from the mini- 
mum to the maximum. 

For instance, he may need more cavalry than the minimum 
strength of that service as provided by this bill, and not need any 
additional infantry, or any additional artillery, or any additional 
force in the Engineer Corps. So that the bill has flexibility not 
only as to the Army as a whole during the present exigency, but 
as to each and every branch of the service, at the discretion of 
the President, in view of the exigencies that may hereafter arise. 
If we should be met with another emergency after the existing 
one passes away, the President could increase to the full limit of 
100,000 men by increasing each and every branch of the service. 

Mr. BACON. That is exactly the power I want to deny to the 
President or to any other man. 


_Mr. FORAKER. That is a power which I think it is very de- 
sirable to have lodged somewhere. 
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Mr. SPOONER. That is a power which I very much doubt he 
would possess under this bill as it stands. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Wisconsin will pardon me, 
I want to suggest to him, in order that the Senate may pass judg- 
ment upon the matter, whether or not if it is the sole purpose of 
these particular portions of the bill to which my amendment is 
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changed? 
bill it might be sufficient to change it so as to read.‘‘the maxi- 
mum numbers shall be the numbers fixed in these particular 
branches.” That would answer the suggestion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

The Senator from Wisconsin suggested, as I understood him, 
that, while section 26 authorizes the President to enlist to the 
maximum, perhaps there is no other place, except in this particu- 
lar place, where the maximum is mentioned, if I correctly state 
the Senator's position. So, instead of these particular portions 
specifically authorizing the President to increase to that number, 
the authority to enlist to the maximum being elsewhere, it will 
meet all the necessities at this particular place to specify what 
shall be the maximum. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the amendment were adopted, there would 
be no maximum fixed by law. 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of the Senate, I will ask 
that the amendment which I have suggested may be passed over, 
in order that I may frame an amendment to meet the suggestion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FORAKER. Idonot know whether! correctly understood 
the Senator from Georgia, but if I did, I want to say that in each 
of these places to which I have referred—that is, as to the infantry, 
the artillery, the cavalry, ete.—the minimum and maximum are 
specified, and the aggregate minimum of these branches of the 
service is proposed to be 58,000. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I wish he would 
refer to page 12, where one of these clauses ought to be stricken 
out. The Senator will find this language as to the cavalry arm 
in line 11: 


Each troop of cavalry shall consist of 1 captain, 1 first lieutenant, 1 second 
lieutenant. | first sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 6 sergeants, 6 corporals, 
2 cooks, 2 farriers and blacksmiths, 1 saddler, 1 wagoner, 2 trumpeters, and 
43 privates 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the minimum. 

Mr. BACON. Holdon amoment. The maximum is not ex- 
pressed in the same language. It is stated that the maximum 
shall be the number thereinafter expressed; and in addition to 
expressing what the maximum shall be, it gives authority to the 
President to raise to the maximum, The authority to enlist the 
full number is given in section 26, so that the retention of the 
authority in this particular paragraph is not needed; and the only 
thing necessary to meet the suggestion of the Senator from Wis- 
consin is that that particular paragraph shall be so changed in 
phraseology as to correspond with the preceding clause and, as the 
minimum is expressed in the preceding clause, to go on in this 
clause and express what shall be the maximum. 

Mr. FORAKER. It would necessarily follow that when the 
limitation making the increase is expressed as to the maximum, 
we can not increase beyond that. 

Mr. BACON. That would be the maximum, 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the maximum, 

Mr. BACON. Necessarily so. 

Mr. FORAKER. That isin the body of the bill. The section 
which the Senator read provides for a certain number of enlisted 
men, a certain number of privates,as the minimum. Then inthe 
proviso it says: 

Provided, That the President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8, and the number of privates to 76, 
but the total number of enlisted men authorized for the whole Army shall 
not at any time be exceeded. 

That is to say, he may increase each and every arm of theservice, 
except that in the aggregate there shall not be more than the total 
number fixed for the Army. 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill toin- 
sert the provision which is found in section 26, so that it will 
read: 
an led, That the President during the present emergencies of the serv- 
ice, in his discretion, etc 

In other words, it would limit the power to increase during the 
present emergency, so that the President may enlist the Army up 
to the maximum, and it would not be a continuing power there- 
after, existing so long as this act remains upon the statute book. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I have not occu- 
pied the time of the Senate in the discussion of this bill. 
as the organization of the Army is concerned, very much of it is 
technical, and, unless a person is more familiar with it than I am, 
it is not easily understood; but one thing, 1 think, I can under- 
stand, and would be glad to say a word about, 

I have none of the fear, none of the doubt, none of the trouble 
which is suggested with relation to an increase of the Army or the 
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maintenance of the Army at 100,000 men. I cannot help thinking 
that all this talk about a great standing army, which is limited in 
any event and in any emergency to 100,000 men, is uncalled for 
and is not based upon any sound principle, If I understand this 
bill, it provides for an organization of the Army which, at least, 
shall amount to some fifty-odd thousand men—54,000, perhaps 
and that is the standing army which is authorized by the bill, 
with the power given to the President, in his discretion, to increase 
it to 100,000, or 98,000, perhaps. 

Mr. President, that could not do this country any harm, 
is not a menace to our liberties. 

Mr. BERRY. Willthe Senator permit metoask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. Do I understand the Senator to state that the 
meaning of the bill is that when the present emergency shall have 
passed and the Army is reduced to a minimum, thereafter the 
President can again increase it to 100,000 men without further 
legislation by Congress? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I fear, Mr. President, that that is 
not the provision of the bill. I think it ought to be the provision 
in this bill that at any time—— 

Mr. BERRY. You think it is not so now? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I fear it is not. 

Mr. BERRY. Then it ought to be made plain. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think this bil! ought to provide 
that the President may at any time, in his discretion, increase 
this Army by directing enlistments up to100,000 men. Fifty-four 
thousand men are not more than are required for what may be 
called police duty in the United States, for manning our posts, 
our garrisons, our coast defenses, and preserving order in our new 
possessions. I do not think that 54,000 men are sufficient for that 
purpose. 

What harm can come from having the power given to the Presi- 
dent to increase the Army above 54,000 men, up to a point which 
in his judgment the interests of this country, its best interests 
and its welfare, require? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Five hundred thousand men, if necessary? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. One hundred thousand men. 

I am astonished that Senators express their fears here that the 
President of the United States would exercise that power, if given 
to him, for any purpose except for the best interests and the best 
welfare of the United States. I do not wish, Mr. President, to 
see the time—I probably shall not live to see it—I do not wish to 
see the time when we shall be both unprepared to meet any emer- 
gency and there shall be no power to make that preparation. 

lam not going into the question of probabilities as to whether 
we shall have additional wars, as to whether we shall have out- 
breaks which we can not now foresee in our own territories that 
will require an addition to our Army above 54,000 men; but I 
think the time will come, and it seems to me that the power tu 
provide for such an emergency can be safely lodged in the hands 
of the President of the United States. If it can be, it ought to be 
provided for. This Government onght not to be crippled in its 
power to preserve order, or meet attacks, or meet any emergency, 
unless for the gravest reasons. I think 100,000 men is a limit 
which may properly be fixed upon; but to say that when this 
present exigency hus passed—nobody knows what that means— 
there shall only be men enough in the Regular Army to man our 
coast defenses and our garrisons | think is very short-sighted 
policy. 

Does any Senator believe that any President, the present Exec- 
utive or any President who may be elected, would use this power 
to destroy the liberties of the people? Mr. President, any such 
suggestion seems to me to be little better than the expression of a 
delusion. We need, as was said by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts now in the chair [Mr. LopGE], to be always prepared for 
emergencies. It is not only a very costly thing for the Govern- 
ment to be unprepared, not only very costly in dollars and cents, 
but it is very costly in many other ways. 

I do not for a moment yield to any man in my admiration for a 
volunteer force; but when the Government is called upon to meet 
an emergency and has only men enough in the Regular Army to 
do post duty and garrison duty and to man our coast defenses 
and our Army posts, and is obliged to resort to volunteers, it is not 
only a most expensive proceeding at first, but it will very often 
place the country in peril. You can not call for and organize a 
volunteer army in a minute. It takes time. When organized, 
when properly drilled, when made efficient, it becomes the best 
army inthe world. But there is always a time between the hap- 
pening of an emergency or the prospect of an emergency and the 
time when that volunteer army can be made efficient when we 
are at the mercy of any power that may attack us. 

Now, the wisest policy, the soundest judgment, and the best 
interests of the United States require, in my judgment, that while 
our Army is maintained by law at a number which will enable us 
to meet the requirements of the most peaceful times, there should 
be an opportunity to enlarge that Army if danger threatens the 
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Inited States; and that power may be safely lodged in the hands 
of the President of the United States. 
Mr. President, we have never had a President in the United | 

ae who could be open to the suspicion of increasing the Army 
for his own aggrandizement or for any purpose except for the best | 
interests of the United States; and we shall never have such a 
President. Whena President iselected and is installed who wants 
to destroy the liberties of this people, statutes will not prevent it; 

but we shall never have such a President. Senators may safely 
trust the present Executive, and any Executive to whom this power 

shall be intrusted, to use it wisely, to use it judiciously, to use it 
patriotically. 


I much prefer that that power shall be lodged in the hands of | 


the President than to run the risk that atsome future and unfore- 
seen time this country will be caught in a position where it will 
have nobody to fight its battles and will be obliged to rely upon 
volunteers, which are to be called for, slowly recruited, slowly 
organized, and only efficient when the great injury has been done, 

[had very much rather strike out the words ‘‘ during the pres- 
ent exigencies of theservice ’ than to strike out the words ‘‘or un- 
til such time as Congress shall hereafter direct.”” What do those 
words mean? What are the present exigencies of the service? 
When a to cease? Are they wholly to cease or partially to 
cease? Can the President maintain the strength of the Army at a 
hundred thousand men, or thereabouts, until he thinks that the 
pres nt exigencies have ceased? How is he to construe those 

vords? Under what circumstances is he to suppose and deter- 
mine that the present exigencies continue? What are the pres- 
ent exigencies of the service? 

You say, perhaps, until peace is restored inthe Philippines. But 
howrestored? Howcompletely restored? 
iz e the President to maintain the organization of the Army above 

4,000 men if soldiers are only required in the Philippines and in 
Porto Rico and elsewhere as a peace force, as a police force? If 
the enemy lay down its arms, can we safely withdraw all of our 
men from the Philippines? Do the words ‘the present exigencies 
of the service” mean that when there is no longer armed and 
active resistance to the United States the troops are to be with- 
drawn from the Philippine Islands? Is that the meaning of those 
words? Will the President after that have no power and no au- 
thority to maintain our Army ata higher rate than 54,0600 when 
fully that number is required at home? 

The enlistments in the Army are, as I understand, for three 
years, and practically one-third of the Army goes out by opera- 
tion of law at the end of each year. One-third of the enlisted men 
disappear from the Army at the end of each year by reason of the 
expiration of their terms of service. If the Army is maintained 
for the present at 100,000 or thereabouts, it will be reduced in that 
way to 66.666 men within a year by the operation of law. 

Now, do Senators wish a bill passed here which, within twelve 
months from this time, no matter what the exigencies may be, is 
to prevent the President from having more than 66,000 available 


men. It seems to me that this matter may well be left to Con- 
gress. Congress always appropriates for the pay of that number 


of enlisted men and officers which it deems important to keep in 
the Army at the time the appropriation is made. The legal limit 
of the Army now is 30,000, or was for many years previous to the 
Spanish war. I think the legal Army was established in 1872 as 
30.000, 

Mr. ALLISON. Eighteen hundred and seventy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In 1870 at30,000. We have nearly 
doubled our population since that time. I do not know but that 
we have quite doubled it. If we were to provide absolutely for 
an army of 60,000 men more, we should provide no more propor- 
tionately and for not so much of an army proportionately, con- 
sidering the new circumstances which surround us, as Congress 
provided for thirty years ago. 

Since that time we have acquired new possessions; we have felt 
carselves obliged to provide elaborate coast defenses; we have 
greater use for an Army nowin proportion to our population, with 
no war, with no fighting, than we had thirty years ago, when we 
established the legal limit of the a at 30,000, and yet Congress 
has not appropriated for the whole 30,000 men. Ido not know 
just thenumber that Congress appropriated for prior to the break- 
ing out of the Spanish war, but | do know—— 

Mr.COCKRELL. Twenty-five thousand from the Forty-fourth 
Congress up. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Twenty-five thousand. I am 
obliged to the Senator from Missouri, who gives me the dates. 
From the Forty-fourth Congress up to the time of the breaking 
out of the Spanish war Congress appropriated for only 25,000 
men, 

Now, leave the discretion in the hands of the President. Just 
have a little confidence in the President. Believe he is an honest 
man and a patriotic man, and that he is not going to use any 
power that may be given him for any dishonest or unpatriotic 
purposes. Leave the power in the hands of the President of the 
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United States to increase the Army as any exigency may require, 
and then leave it to Congress not to appropriate for more men 
than are required at any particular time. 

It seems to me that that is the wisest thing to do, Mr. Presi- 
dent. If we could just eliminate politics and arguments for 
| political effect from this Chamber for one day I think there would 
be a unanimous agreement upon the proposition that we ought to 
have some flexibility to our Army, that we ought not to limit it to 
the barest requirements of peace, with no possibility of enlarging 





| it when trouble comes upon us, and when the exigencies of a 
| threatened war require its enlargement in order to defend and 


protect the country. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Senator 
from Connecticut |Mr. PLATT] that the words ‘‘ during the pres 
ought not to be in this bill. In other words, I do 
not think that the question as to whether the Army should bea 
large or asmall army should be in the determination of the Presi- 
dent, nor do I think that the question of the increase of the Army 
or the decrease of the Army should be in the discretion of the 
President. I think that is the duty of Congress. 1 think it is 
proper that we should do now as we did two yeurs ago, ourselves 
judge of the probable duration of the emergency. 

Two years ago we were confronted by the req 
large army in the Philippine Islands. Congress provided that 
army, and Congress properly judged for itse!f as to the duration 
of the emergency, and raised anarmy for twoyears. It may have 
been a mistake as to the time, but it is the duty of Congress to 
provide the Army, and it is the duty of Congress to exercise its 
best judgment in determining for what length of time this in- 
creased Army shall continue to exist. 

Mr. President, I think we have fallen upon an ev il day when a 
Senator can rise in his place in this Chamber and say that he 
thinks objections to giving to the President of the United States 
the power to raise armies at his pleasure are uncalledfor. I think 
that was the language of the Senator. I think we have fallen 
upon an evil day when the Senator not only says that himself, 
but when he reflects the opinion of the dominant party of the 
country, because I think if there is anything that should be cher- 
ished by any liberty-loving people, it is the principle and the prac- 
tice of having the representatives of the people determine what 
shall be the size of the army and when it shall be increased and 
when it shall be decreased. 

Mr. President, if what the Senator from Connecticut says is 
true, why do we have all the restrictions that are found in the 
Constitution of the United States as to the exercise of power, 
either by the President or by the Congress? Is it to be assumed 
that when the Constitution makers were engaged in framing the 
Constitution they had more reason to distrust the fidelity and 
patriotism of the men to whom the new Government was to be 
committed than we have to distrust those men to-day; or, on the 
contrary, was it true that they recognized the fact that laws 
should be made not as related to those who should be intrusted 
with power being altogether good men, but should be made so that 
even if a bad man got into power he could not abuse it? 

Mr. President, if it were possible to have a man who should be 
all-wise as a ruler, if it should be possible to have @ man who 
would be absolutely honest, absolutely capable, absolutely faith- 
ful, the best of all governments would be an autocracy, because 
that man would do ‘the be ‘st, he would do no wrong, and no ma- 
chinery of government which could be provided would possibly 
be an improvement upon what he could do. Butas men arefrail, 
as they are imperfect, as they are not all-wise, as sometimes bad 
men get into power, it is found necessary that restrictions shall 
be thrown around the power of those who may be placed in posi- 
tion. 

Mr. President, when the framers of the Constitution got to- 
gether they had but recently rid themselves of one-man power, 
and throughout the Constitution there is evidence of the fact that 
the controlling, dominant wish was that there should be no exer- 
cise of one-man power in this country. If you will look through 
the Constitution you will find that almost all powers = govern- 
ment are intrusted not to the Executive, but to Congress, and 
among all the powers which the history of ourrace in its a hdeemate Ss 
showed the greatest necessity of controlling were the powers to 
raise armies, the powers of making war. Where does the Senator 
find anywhere in the framework of the Constitution anything 
which looks to the exercise of power by the Executive of the Goy 
ernment to raise armies and to determine what shall be the size of 
the armies? 

Mr. President, we are engaged in the details of _ bill. O 
course, all desire, if it shall pass, that it shall be made as perfect 
as possible, but we do not lose sight of the fact that hoon ver per 
fect in its details, this bill, in its passage, will mark an epoch in 
the history of the United States. Senators may scoff at it, but it 
is none the less true that the passage of a bill by which there shall 
be authorized a standing army of 100,000 men, and by which the 
President of the United States shall, in his own judgment, and 
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without control, be allowed to determine within a range of 50,000 
men what shall be the size of that Army, is a march to empire. 

Mr. President, it is a great revolution that is proposed. I did 
not expect to go into a discussion of this matter, but the Senator 
from Connecticut, in what he said, makes it necessary. It is a 
great revolution which will be effected when this bill is put upon 
the statute books. If there is one thing above all others which 
has distinguished the peculiar spirit of this Government, it has 
been that which has rested the military power of this Government 
upon the volunteer system, and which has discountenanced any- 
thing like a large standing army. 

I do not wish anything I say to be considered as unfavorable to 
our standing army as we have had it, because we have had no 
large standing army. It has beenasmall Army. It has been one 
which has been regarded with favor and with pride by the Ameri- 
can people. It has never been large enough to be a burden. It 
has never been large enough to threaten us with militarism. It 
has simply been an Army which nas been regarded the type for 
the emulation of our volunteer troops, an Army which should be 
a nucleus around which should rally that great host of volunteers 
whenever the necessity called for the defense of thecountry. But 
the evident purpose of this bill is to eliminate for all time the vol- 
unteer system from the military organization of this country and 
to establish in lieu of it a great regular army. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont [| Mr. Proctor], I think 
it was, on the first day of this discussion spoke of the volunteer 
system, which we had been accustomed to rely upon in the past, 
and which we had endeavored to make of use in the American- 
Spanish war, and he spoke of it as a mistake which we would 
never repeat. In other words, that for the future we should rely 
upon regular troops and not upon volunteer troops. The Senator 
from Massachusetts |Mr. LopGE] on a subsequent day spoke of 
the necessity, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has 
to-day, of an elastic system of Regular Army, by which I suppose 
is meant that when a military force is needed, it will not be neces- 
sary to call upon the volunteers, but that the Regular Army can 
be so expanded as to meet the necessities of the case. 

Irepeat, Mr. President, that whenever the system in this country 
is changed from the volunteer system of republican government, 
as we have had it, to the regular system which obtains in the con- 
tinental governments of Europe, it will mark a great epoch in the 
history of this country. It is butonestep. It is not the last step. 
If it be true, as Senators have said here, that the Regular Army 
is so much more to be desired, if it be true that the employment 
of volunteers is a mistake, then we are to have an utter change, 
and in the place of this reserve army of volunteers we are to have 
the framework of a Regular Army which is to be expanded as 
necessity may require. While these voluntary organizations—the 
National Guard, as they are called—are still to keep up their organ- 
ization, they are to have no more to do with the actual service in 
war than the little boys who parade the streets in paper caps and 
with wooden guns. 

But without going into that, Mr. President, we are going backto 
the distinct question raised here to-day, whether or not it is the 
proper policy of this Government that when troops are needed 
Congress should be assembled and should authorize the raising of 
troops, or whether, on the contrary, the system shall be adopted 
by which the President of the United States shall at his discretion 
and in his will determine within a range of fifty-odd thousand 
men what shall be the size of the American Army. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the necessity for it. 

Mr. BACON. And the necessity for it, as is suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The Senator from Connecticut says it isa mere matter of politics. 
Is it a mere matter of politics to insist that according to the spirit 
and theory of our Government it is a question which ought to be 
determined by Congress and ought not to be left to any man? 
Mr. President, the Senator asked whether or not we distrust the 
President. Idonot putit upon that ground at all. When the 
Constitution of the United States was framed it was known who 
was going to be the first President. It was known that Wash- 
ington was going to be the President—the idol of the people, the 
Father of the Country, as he was even then called: and yet all 
these restrictions were thrown around him. Would the Senator 
say that that was distrusting Washington, or would he say that 
the framers of the Constitution were endeavoring to embed in our 
system of government and in our organic law those principles 
which were found necessary for the preservation of the liberties 
of the people and of the free institutions which they had won at 
s0 great a sacrifice? 

Mr. President, the issue is not to be evaded—shall it be in the 
future the province of the President of the United States to raise 
armies without the command and authority of Congress, or shall 
it be in the future, as it has been in the past, whenever there has 
been a necessity of this kind, the province of Congress to determine 
it? Weare not on the eve of any political contest, that any ques- 
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Senator thinks it is a mere matter of politics to object to a great 
standing army, he is mistaken. 

If he thinks it isa mere matter of politics to desire that the 
spirit of our Government shall be maintained in this law t@the 
extent that the Executive, I care not who he may be or how pure 
he may be, shall not have the power to determine as to when an 
army shall be raised and what shall be the size of it, he is mis- 
taken. There is such a thing as honesty in the expression of 
one’s opinion of a principle, outside of a mere political exigency. 
There is such a thing as adherence to that principle by one hon- 
estly, and not simply as a matter of political advantage. 

I wish to say to the Senator that for myself I would rather see 
the party to which I belong condemned to universal and never- 
ending banishment from political power than to see ingrafted 
upon the statutes of the country the principle that the President 
of the United States shall be allowed to determine when the 
Army shall be raised and what shall be the size of it. And it is 
no sufficient answer to say that he must in reason always have 
some power in the enlistment of men when the number drops 
below that which is authorized. It is no sufficient answer to say 
that that establishes the principle. While it might be a small 
matter and no infraction of principle in the case of a thousand 
men, it is a large matter and an infraction of principle when it 
comes to 50,000 men, because the number of 1,000 men may nec- 
essarily be fluctuating to some extent. 

It is impossible to have it Otherwise. It is in the necessities of 
the case that there should be those fluctuations around and about 
the point of maximum. But when it comes to 50,000 men there is 
no such necessity, and consequently the principle which does not 
attach in the one case does attach in the other. If it be true that 
the question of numbers cuts no figure; if it be true that it makes 
no difference, so far as the principle is concerned, whether the fluc 
tuation is 300 men or 50,000 men, then we could very easily rid our- 
selves of all trouble by making the maximum 1,000,000 men and 
by saying that the President may, in his judgment and in his dis- 
cretion, enlist just such a number, short of that maximum, as he 
shall see fit. 

Mr. President, I wish to repeat here (I may not have the oppor- 
tunity to do it again), Ido not oppose this Army because of the 
size of it so far as the same may be shown to be at present needed, 
and for the reasons I have already stated in this debate, I am 
ready to vote now, as I did two years ago, for an Army of 100,000 
men to be used by the President, as the Commander in Chief of the 
Army. Butlam not willing to gofurther. While this Army may 
be needed now, and while I am ready to vote for it for two or even 
three years on account of the present emergency, I am not willing 
to say it shall be increased to 100,000 not for two or for three 
years, but for all time. 

Mr, President, it is with reference to this particular issue that 
the amendments have been introduced. The Senators on the 
other side themselves differ as to whether, when the number has 
once been reduced, the President has the power to increase the 
Army to the maximum, Some say that as often as it is reduced 
he will have the power to increase. Others say that when once 
reduced the power is gone. 

1 do not think it is necessary, in view of section 26, that these 
sections should remain, and it is for the purpose of denying to the 
President (not because of the present occupant of that office, but 
regardless of who may occupy that office) the exercise of the great 
power of determining when an army shall be raised and what 
shall be its numbers that I offer these amendments, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to say a word on this 
matter, because it seems to me that the Senator from Georgia 
| Mr. Bacon] overlooks the great constitutional security we have 
in regard to the dealings with the Army by the Executive and 
forgets a very recent and most pregnant instance of the effect of 
that security. : 

[ suppose that the policy of this bill is in accordance with the 
previous policy of the country. Everybody knows, I suppose, 
and, if anyone does not, I have taken great pains to make it 
known, that [ am opposed to the purpose to which it is proposed 
to put the Army of the United States when organized under the 
vill, and I do not expect to vote for the bill, but I do not find the 
difficulty with it which troubles the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, as he does not seem to be troubled by the difficulty 
which troubles me. 

He says that it has been hitherto the policy of the United States 
to have the Army kept at a small number, where it can not be 
increased without the authority of Congress to any considerable 
extent, and where, from its small size—25,000 or 30,000 men—it is 
no menace to public liberty. That, I think, will be the condition 
of things, as far as that is concerned, after this bill goes into effect. 

There is a careful limit established beyond which it is impossi- 
ble that there should be any injury or danger to our domestic lib- 
erties by this force. Our Army of 100,000 men, if it be raised, 
will not, in my judgment, make the Executive more formidable 
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fixed. We have doubled or trebled our population, but we have 
still more largely increased the territory to be covered, the neces- 
sity for defense of a vast coast, and the outlying positions. Ido 
not speak now of the Philippines at all, but the outlying positions 
to be defended; and a foreign enemy is five times nearer us for 
all practical purposes. The distance has been diminished five 
times in the progress of events since we had the Army established 
at 25.000 men. 

Practically, I regard this measure as not an authority to the 
President to increase a Regular Army beyond the number fixed 
by Congress. It is practically a fixing by Congress of a point far 
within the limit of domestic safety to liberty at home and far 
within that limit authorizing the President to reduce it still fur- 
ther. Soif that were the only difficulty in the bill, itis a difficulty 
that would not trouble me at all. 

Now, in addition to that, which is security enough, we have 
our constitutional security, on which the practice of Congress 
has improved. The Constitution says that there shall be no ap- 
propriation for an army which shall extend beyond two years; 
and the practice long established (I suppose established from the 
beginning, though I am not sure about that) is to make no appro- 
priation which extends above twelve months. So the purpose 
to which an army can be used is also within the power of the two 
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for a period of more than twelve months to a purpose which either 
House of Congress disapproves, because his appropriation will be 
cut off. 

We have had a memorable instance of the effect of that consti- 
tutional provision in this country. I did not like what happened 
at all, but I thought the Executive did just right; and I not only 
thought he did just right, but so far as my humble influence 
went I urged him that he ought to do, and that it was his sworn 
constitutional duty to do, exactly what he did. 

President Hayes was inaugurated in the President’s chair on 
the 4th day of March, 1877. There had been a hostile House 
of Representatives for the past two years, and a hostile House of 
Representatives had been elected for the next two years. Presi- 
dent Grant lawfully and constitutionally, as I think, used the 
military power of the Government to uphold the Republican 
governors in Louisiana and South Carolina, whom the Republi- 
can party claimed, and I believe truly, to be the lawful governors 
of those States. 

Mr. BACON. What does the Senator mean by a hostile House 
of Representatives? 

Mr. HOAR. I mean a House of Representatives of a different 
political party; that is, an unfriendly party—another party. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Were they not constitutionally elected, and 
did they not represent, or were they not supposed to represent. 
the people? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will listen to the point I make, he 
will see nothing in the least to suggest those questions, as I will 
show before I get through. 

There was a House of Representatives which did not believe 
that Mr. Packard, in Louisiana, and Mr. Chamberlain, in South 
Carolina, were lawful governors, and they did not believe there 
was any right on the part of the Executive to put the:a in power 
by the military arm against the contention of their opponents in 
those States. Now, two days or thereabouts before the President 
was inaugurated the Army appropriation bill came up in the 
House of Representatives and was defeated, and it is notorious 
that the House of Representatives defeated that bill because a 
majority did not mean that use of the troops should be made any 
loner, 

Now, when President Hayes came into power I believed, and I 
think I know that he believed religiously, that Chamberlain and 
Packard were the lawful governors of those States, that they had 


been honestly elected, and that the objection to them was not the | 


objection of a majority of the people, although the opponents were 
persons who had the organized force and power to do what they 
wanted there. He refused, refused for a sound constitutional 
reason, to continue the policy of keeping those governors in by 


military force, and his course was fully approved by President | 


Grant, his predecessor. It was a subject of bitter attack on the 
part of men of his own party. 

Mr. President, that operated to secure the right of the House of 
Representatives, just fresh from the people, to determine that the 
Government of the United States should not use that power for 
any purpose they did not approve. Mr. Hayes, of course, if he 
had seen fit, could have kept up thatlittle exercise of power till the 
30th day of the next June, but, instead of that, he preferred to 
bow to the inevitable and withdraw his military force, with the 
consequence which everybody remembers. 

Now, I suppose the same thing will be true hereafter. If the 
cloud shall fall from the eyes of my honorable friend from Con- 
necticut {Mr. PLattr], as I hope and pray, and he shall see the 
utter wrong and folly of this Philippine business, and carry Sen- 
ators enough with him to see it, when an Army bill comes up 
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hereafter, to make a majority, and if the same thing shall happen 
to the House of Representatives, then this business will stop: and 
so in regard to any other use of military power, foreign or domes- 
tic. I want to have that expression now, and propose to vote for 
it now, but Iam afraid my honorable friend from Georgia will 
not stand by me in that attempt. 

Mr. BACON. What is that? 

Mr. HOAR, On the contrary, he says he wishes to give all the 
power that is necessary to put down these Philippine people. 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Heis in favor of putting them down, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. BACON. No; the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR. If they would only give the force for a limited 
time, one year or two years, he would vote for an army of 100,000, 
or any other number. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken. 
correct him, as he has misstated me. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I will state what my proposition is, and I do not 
think any other Senator in the Chamber misunderstands me, even 
if the Senator from Massachusetts does. I have announced as 
emphatically as I could, not only in this debate, but in previous 
debates, that I am utterly opposed to the policy which has brought 
on the war in the Philippine Islands and the policy which contin- 
ues the war in the Philippine Islands. I have announced that I 
would stop it, and stop it promptly, if I had the power to do it. 

But I have said this, and I stand byit (and I think the Senator 
from Massachusetts ought to occupy the same position), that when 
a policy has been adopted by the Government, although I op- 
posed it and disapprove of it, which has put an American army 
on the other side of the globe, which must either maintain itself 
or fall the prey of those who are fighting against the American 
arms, however much we may disapprove of that policy, however 
much we may condemn that policy, however much we may deplore 
the end sought to be accomplished by that policy, as Senators of 
the United States we can not sit here and say that that army shall 
be left a prey to the foe and that we will not send a reenforceiment 
to them. 

Mr. HOAR, 
said. 

Mr. BACON. That is all. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought he went further and said if there was 
not any danger of the American Army falling a prey to the other 
side, if they could be peacefully and quietly withdrawn or could 
stay in absolute safety and security and comfort in the places they 
were holding, he was still in favor of giving this fore: 

Mr. BACON. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR, Even if that policy continued. 

Mr. BACON. I voted to-day for the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts for a cessation of all that fighting. 

Mr. HOAR. But that was a passing remark. I do not want 
to be diverted. My main proposition is that our liberties and the 
constitutional power of Congress over such matters are not endan- 
gered by this bill. The Constitution has safeguards in it, as far 
as they are concerned; but in my judgment the one place where 
the Constitution meant that the House or Senate should record 
their opinions as to the proper use of the military force by the 
Executive was when they came to vote on the Army bill, either 
the Army appropriation bill or such a billasthis. That is whatI 
meant tosay. If the Senator from Georgia agrees with me as far 
as I have stated my views, very well; so much the better. 

Therefore I do not oppose this bill myself because it raises a 
force of 100,000 men, which it authorizes the President to reduce 
if be thinks fit, or because it has a skeleton of officers ready foran 
emergency. Onthecontrary, l agree with my colleague that there 
is a good deal of danger, that there is a good deal of frown in the 
attitude of events which may be expected in the future toward 
this country, without regard to the Philippine Islands, and 1 put 
my opposition to this bill solely on that one ground, and I should 
vote for it but for that. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, 1 do not suppose the Senator from 
Connecticut in charge of the bill expects that it can be finished 
to-night, or that perhaps any vote can be taken, and in view of 
that—— 

Mr. CARTER. I presume the Senator contemplates a motion 
to adjourn or to go into executive session? 

Mr. HALE. There are matters that ought to be attended to in 
executive session, as there will be no executive session to-morrow. 


I hope he will let me 


I agree entirely to that, if that is all the Senator 
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Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in view of the fact 
will be no session to-morrow and—— 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. In view of the further fact that it is desirable 
to pass the apportionment bill, to which I believe there is at pres- 
ent no objection, I renew my request for unanimous consent that 
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the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12740) making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress 
among the severai States under the Twelfth Census, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana, 
from the Committee on the Census, asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill known as the apportionment 

ill, which has already been read in full to the Senate. 

Mr. PETTUS. It was agreed that that bill should go over 
until morning. 

Mr. HALE. I takeit, the reason why theSenator from Montana 
has asked to take it up now is that it has been found since that 
there will be no session for any business to-morrow. ‘To-morrow 

s to be taken up by the eulogies upon the late Senator from Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. PETTUS. 
ing, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. That carries it over until Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. SHOUP. lask unanimous consent to call up Senate joint 
resolution No. 154, relating to leaves of absence granted officers 
of the Army, reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, under the advice of my associates 
I will withdraw any objection that I have made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
withdraws his objection to the request of the Senator from 
Montana. 

Mr, CLAY. 
tends to press the bill to passage this evening. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to state, in reply to the Senator from 
Georgia, that it is very important that the bili should pass at an 
early date. The legislatures of many of the States are now in ses- 
sion, and will be called upon to redistrict States under the provi- 
sions of the bill. 

I would not ask present consideration for the bill if it were not 
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I think the bill had better go over until morn- | 


I desire to ask the Senator from Montana if he in- | 


for the fact that this emergency exists, or that at least there is a | 


need of haste, and the further fact that all the provisions of the 
bill have been very thoroughly discussed. It will be recalled by 
Senators that the debate in the other branch of Congress has been 
quite prolonged, and that the merits of the various propositions 
presented were very thoroughly discussed, The bill which isnow 
pending was—— 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator's permission, I will state that 
I am willing to have the bill taken up. I desired toconfer with 
the Representatives from my State before it was passed upon, but 
I think I can do so this evening. I am willing that it shall be 
taken up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE TO ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. SHOUP. 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 134) relating to leaves of 
absence granted officers of the Army. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Resolved, etc., That leaves of absence which may be granted officers of the 
Regular or Volunteer Army serving inthe Territory of Alaska or the islands 
of Cuba or Porto Rico or the Philippine Islands, for the purpose of returning 
thereto, or which may have been granted such officers for such purpose 
since the 13th day of October, 1898, shall be regarded as taking effect on the 
date such officers reached or may have reached the United States, respec 
tively, and as terminating, or as having terminated, on the respective dates 
of their departure from the United States in returning to their commands, 
is authorized by an order of the Secretary of War, dated October 15, 1898. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it explained. 

Mr. SHOUP. There is an amendment reported by the com- 
miuttee. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to reserve the right to object until 
an explanation has been made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will explain the joint resolution in a very 
few'words. When you give to an officer in the Philippines, for 
instance, leave for a month to come to the United States, it takes 
him a month to get here. You had better let him have his leave 
begin, if he is to have any good of it at all, when he gets to San 
Francisco, and not have it begin when he leaves Manila. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is all there is of the joint resolution. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota objects. 

JOHN 8S. MOSBY, 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3305) to refer the claim of John S. Mosby 


I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 





JANUARY 11, 





against the United States, for the value of certain tobacco, to the 
Court of Claims. I will make a brief explanation of it. 

Mr. HALE. As it is getting late, after that I shall insist on 
my motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
the title of which he has stated, which will be read in full for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of John 8. Mosby for the value of 7,900 
pounds, more or less, of tobacco mentioned in an official paper dated at Rock- 
etts Landing, Richmond, Va., July 27, 1865, signed W. H. D. Cochran, major, 
depot quartermaster, and purporting to give a “list of captured tobacco 
marked in the name of Col. J. 8. Mosby, transferred to Col. J. 8. Loomis, 
Treasury agent, June 7. 1865," be, and the same is hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims of the United States, with full jurisdiction to try and adju- 
dicate said claim and render judgment against the United States in such sum 
as may be found just by said court, without the interposition in behalf of the 
Government of any bar arising from the existing statutes of limitations. 
Right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States is expressly re- 
served to the Government and to the claimant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. There is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator desire to have it read? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Martin April 
12, 1900, as follows: 


Is there objection to the pres- 


There is a report. Does the 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3805) to refer 
the claim of John S. Mosby against the United States, for the value of certain 
tobacco, to the Court of Claims, have carefully considered the same and 
recommend that it do pass, with an amendment. 

The original receipt given on the 27th day of July, 1865, by the depot quar- 
termaster, at Richmond, Va., after the war had ended, and when Colonel 
Mosby was a paroled soldier, is appended heretoasa partof this report. We 
recommend that the bill be amended by adding at the end thereof the words: 

“But it is provided that any eakge ws of such sum representing tobacco 
beneficially belonging to the father, sister, or other relatives of said Mosby 
shall be held by him in trust accordingly.” 


OFFICE DEPOT QUARTERMASTER, ROCKETTS LANDING, 
Richmond, Va., July 27, 1865. 


List of captured tobacco, marked in name of Col. J. S. Mosby, transferred to 
Col. J. S. Loomis, Treasury agent, June 7, 1865, 
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WM. H. D. COCHRAN, 
Major, Division Quartermaster. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to have the Senator from Virginia 
explain to us how this tobacco was taken by the United States? 

Mr. DANIEL. This tobacco, as I understand, Was taken at the 
depot in Richmond, where it bore the name of Colonel Mosby, on 
June 7, 1865. Colonel Mosby was well known during the war and 
is well known now. He wasa colonel in the Confederate army 
and had conducted partisan operations in northern Virginia, and 
for a little while after it was a question with him as to how he 
might be treated; but receiving assurances that he would be pa- 
roled on the same basis as the soldiers of the Army of Northern 
Virginia he came in, surrendered, and accepted his parole. 

As I understand, Mr. President—and I hope I do not extend 
the matter by any too favorable interpretation, and, if I do, Sen- 
ators will correct me—the parole of the Confederate soldiers de- 
clared that they took an obligation on their part that they would 
eo home and obey the laws of the United States, and, on the part 
of the Government, that they should remain unmolested or undis- 
turbed. I believe that implied that they would not be molested 
in their personal property or by any procedure of war against 
them. 

I think that was their then status. I have in favor of that in- 
terpretation the conduct of General Grant, which I think was 
extremely honorable to him, and I always mention it with pleas- 
ure and satisfaction. After General Lee had surrendered there 
was a movement on the part of. the Administration to have him 
brought before the civil tribunals of the country. General Grant, 
as history relates, went up to the White House and stated that if 
any procedure was taken against General Lee he would tender his 
resignation to the Government as an officer of its Army, regarding 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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he had given him upon the field of battle. 

I believe that that parole applies to the property of the soldiers 
who surrendered in good faith. While I am not seeking—on the 
contrary, | am avoiding saying anything that might possibly 
wound the sensibilities of anyone, I believe that good faith on | 
the part of the Government requires that they should respect the | 
obligation that had just been entered into by the soldiers who had 
arms in their hands and laid them down, and that it was not 
proper after that to take away from them, by the action of the 
United States Government, anything that they possessed, unless | 
under due process of law. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to state once 
more what actually was done affecting this soldier after his parole 
was accepted? 

Mr. DANIEL. His tobacco was taken from him. 

Mr. HOAR. Taken from him personally? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not suppose he had it on him, because a 
man would find it very difficult—— 

Mr. HOAR. I did not speak of having it on him personally; 
but was the tobacco taken whilst in his possession? 

Mr. DANIEL. Icannot state about that, because I donotknow. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill speaks of it as “‘ captured | 
tobacco.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I know that. The Government was still cap- | 
turing things then. 

Mr. HOAR. I put my question with a certain point in view, 
which I will state if the Senator from Virginia is willing I should | 
do so now. 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly; I want the Senator to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the policy was, when General Lee and 
the troops under him surrendered, that they were paroled, as the | 
Senator has stated, but the war was not over. The general hos- | 
tile operations against that territory—capturing cotton, taking | 
strong places, and moving armies across the country, which 
might trample down a man’s field or destroy his houée, if it were | 
necessary—did not stop until something like an armistice was de- | 
clared. If a soldier had anything done to him because of his per- | 
sonal character or quality as a soldier—for instance, if General Lee | 
had been arrested after that parole, General Grant, in his indig- 
nation, would have been well warranted in doing what the Sen- 
ator has stated. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose an army crossing the country had cap- 
tured a lot of General Lee’s cotton, captured abandoned cotton, 
captured some of his tobacco, or injured his fields, his parole as a 
soldier would not have given him a right to recover what the in- 
habitants generally of the territory—still deemed hostile territory 
under the laws of war—were suffering, and which he suffered as 
one of them. So,if this man had been stripped of his clothing, of 
the horse he was riding, or his musket taken from him on the 
ground that he was a Confederate soldier, it would have been a 
violation of his parole; but if he suffered from just what other 
people of his State or region were suffering, he could not have 
any peculiar title to redress because of that parole. That is the 
proposition I wish to submit to the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lam avery poor judge for the Senator to sub- 
mit any proposition of that sort to me, for, of course, my sym- 
pathy is with the people who were in trouble and distress at that 
time, and I would not like to be called upon to be a judge. 

I know that the war was over. Technically it may not have 
been, for it did not end, I believe, by proclamation technically 
until a long time afterwards, but it was over so far as Colonel! 
Mosby was concerned, and it ought to have been over so far as 
the Government of the United States was concerned. They had 
settled the business. 

I will state as to Colonel Mosby that it was very much desired 
by the Federal Government to dispose of him and his command. 
He had the command of a few hundred men, who had rendered 
very active and very efficient service to the Confederate side, 
and he deliberated for some weeks, perhaps for a month or two, 
as to what he should do. On receiving assurances from officers | 
representing the Government that he would be respected as a sol- 
dier, he came in and surrendered; and I think that after that 
time, so far as his soldiership of the Confederacy was concerned, 
the matter was settled forever. The United States Army was, 
of course, occupying different places in Virginia, but it had been 
in the possession of Richmond long before the surrender of Colo- 
nel Mosby and some time before the surrender of the Army of 
Northern Virginia. The United States was not taking generally 
the property of everybody at that time. 

I do not know intimately all the circumstances about this case. 
Iknow that the property was taken on the 7th of June, 1865, which | 
was two months after the surrender and some time after Colonel 
Mosby had handed in his sword. 

The Government has got his tobacco, and it seems to me that 
no Government should desire to be oppressive. When it does ex- 
treme acts in war it does them regretfully, No man of honora- 


any molestation of General Lee as a violation of the parole which | 
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ble feeling likes todothem. He can only do them under the com- 
pulsion of some great passion or some great necessity which 
actuates him to do things against which his better nature recoils. 

Even if the Senator were correct in his technical reasoning—I 
might almost say his hair-splitting views of the law—I believe 
that his generosity would incline him to wipe them out without 
refiningthemtoomuch. Thereis no old Confederate who has got 
much out of this Government since the war. They are not a 
class of people upon whom we ought to draw the reins too severely, 
anyway. 

I hope the Senator will give a little rein to his natural generosity 
of disposition and let Colonel Mosbyghave an opportunity to try 
his rightin court. That is all heasks. If, as the Senator says, 
there are propositions about the matter that may becloud his title 
or refute his title, all he asks is that the court may pass upon 
them. 

Mr.HOAR. Iask that the bill be read once more, if the Sena- 
tor is through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 
Has the Senator from Virginia yielded the floor? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly, for that purpose, Mr. President. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I am going to move that 
the Senate adjourn, if I can get the floor so that I can make the 
motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lhope the Senator will not interrupt this bill 
for a moment longer. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the request I made for the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I want to say that Colonel Mosby would have 
had authority under the laws of the United States to have brought 
his suit but for a peculiar circumstance. A court of Southern 
Claims was established by Congress, and suits for the recovery of 
property taken by the Government were authorized to be brought 
init. In the law it was provided that no suitor should be heard 
unless he could take an oath that he had not sympathized with 
the Confederacy during the war. Of course Colonel Mosby could 
not do that, and hence he could not sue, but after the time when 
he might have sued had expired the Supreme Conrt of the United 
States held that that clause in the act was unconstitutional. 

So he appeared to be barred, and would, in fact, have been 
barred by the court by an unconstitutional provision. The whole 


| object of this bill is to relieve him from that bar of the statute of 


limitations. The bill does not decide or undertake to determine 
the legal questions which the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HoAR| has presented, but simply to remove the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations, which was put on Colonel Mosby in such a 
way that he could hardly get over it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator from South Dakota 
if he will not change his motion to a motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. HALE. I had a motion pending to go into executive ses 
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion could hardly be 
pending. 

Mr. HALE. There will be no session to-morrow, I will say to 
the Senator from South Dakota, except for eulogies, and there are 
some things that ought to be attended to in executive session to- 
night. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion to adjourn, 
or change it to a motion to go into executive session. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have been waiting for some one to move 
to go into executive session. I have no particular interest in an 
executive session, but I will withdraw the motion to adjourn if 
the Senate wishes to go into executive session, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o'clock and 30 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
January 12, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 11, 1901, 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
James Denton, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the ae district of Kentucky, to succeed John W. Yerkes, 
resigned, 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
William G. Wheeler, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin, vice David F. Jones, 
deceased, 
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Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1900. | 


APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Benjamin 8. Warren, of Alabama, to be an assistant surgeon in 

the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 11, 1901, 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


States for the western district of Wisconsin. 
POSTMASTER, 
David B. Rigdon, to be postmaster at Statesboro, Bulloch 
County, Ga. 


MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 11, 1901. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY 
N. Coupen, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

O Lord, we approach Thee in the sacred attitude of prayer 
because we believe in Thee, that Thou art a God hearing and God 
answering prayer. Hear us, we beseech Thee, when we commend 
to Theefor Thy careall the members of this House who are sick and 
afflicted with the prevalent disease of the season; and especially, 
Heavenly Father, we pray Thee to iet Thy blessing rest upon 
the member from Nebraska who for days has been near death’s 
door, 


may goin and out with us as before. Watch over us this day 
that we make no mistakes, and Thine be the praise through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
THE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following 
title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Ss. An act providing for the construction of a steam reve- 
nue cutter for service in the harbor of Boston, Mass. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


MESSAGE FROM SENATE. 


Deedee 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce 
ment of the death Hon. FRANK G. CLARKE, late a Representative from the 
State of New Hampshir 

Resol Phat a« mittee of six Senators be appointed by the presiding | 
officer t n the committee appointed ou the part of the House of Repre 
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased 

Re d, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representativ 


And that, in compliance with the foregoing, the Presinent pro 
tempore had appointed as said committee Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. 
GALLINGER, Mr. Deror, Mr. Scotr, Mr. McLAURIN, and Mr. 
HEITFELD. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 
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the Union Calendar, be referred back to that committee. 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


ACCOUNTS OF 


Is there 


MARSHALS AND CLERKS OF DISTRICT COURTS IN 
THE TERRITORY OF UTAH, 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 5231) relating to the accounts 
of United States marshals and clerks of the district courts of the 


| Territory of Utah. 
William G. Wheeler, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill S. 5231, which 
is on the Speaker's table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the United States marshals and the clerks of the 
district courts of the Territory of Utah prior to its admission to the Union 
as a State shall be held accountable only for fees earned in United States 
cases, in accordance with a decision of the Attorney-General dated Decem 
ber 2, 1891, and all unclosed accounts of such officers shall be settled and 
closed accordingly. 


Mr. DALZELL. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 


| 1 would like to hear some explanation from the gentleman. 


We thank Thee for the hope of his recovery and we pray | 
Thee, if it be Thy will, that he may be restored to health; that he | 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, during the first session of this Con- 
gress this bill, under a different number, was introduced both in 
the House and Senate. It was unanimously reported by the Judi- 
ciary Committee in the Senate and came to the House. In the 
House Judiciary Committee the Senate bill took the place of the 
House bill and was unanimously reported by that committee, the 
distinguished member from New Jersey | Mr. PARKER] submit- 
ting the report. It went to the President of the United States 
for his approval. Fearing that it might not receive Executive ap- 
proval, because the Attorney-General thought the language of 
the bill was somewhat too comprehensive, a resolution was passed 
recalling it from the President. It was returned to the Senate by 
the President and referred to the Judiciary Committee. That 


| committee then reported the bill in its present form, which, as | 


| ment. 


understand, is approved by the proper department of the Govern- 
[teliminates the objectionable words. In its present form, 


| with a slight amendment, it was prepared in the Department of 


H. R. 12395. An act to provide forthe holding of the circuit and | 


district courts of the United States for the eastern district of 
Arkansas; and 
H. R. 3047. An act to remove charge of desertion from military 
record of John Faulds, Company G, Thirty-first Wisconsin In- 
fantry. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE W. D. DALY, 


Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
February 9, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, be set aside for tributes 
of respect to the memory of the late W. D. Daty, a Representa- 
tive from New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent that February 9, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, be set 
apart for eulogies on the late Representative DaLy, from New 
Jersey. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

LOUISIANA PURCHASE CENTENNIAL, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 9829) to provide for celebrating the one hundredth 
anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana territory by the 
United States by holding an international exhibition of the arts, 


industries, manufactures, and the products of the soil, mine, for- | 


est, and sea, in the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, on 
the Union Calendar, be referred back to the Special Committee on 
the Centennial of the Louisiana Purchase. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Minnesota, the chair- 
man of the Special Committee on the Celebration of the Louisiana 
Purchase. asks unanimous consent that House bill No. 9829, on 


Justice. 

In brief, the facts are these: The clerks and marshals of the 
Territory of Utah made their reports to the Government accord- 
ing to the law as interpreted by the Department of Justice. In 
the decisions of this Department the clerks and marshals were not 
required to make returns of fees earned in civil cases, These ac- 
counts so submitted were settled and approved, and were, as 
stated, conformable to the decisions of Attorney-General Miller 
and Attorney-General Garland. 

Since this the Solicitor of the Treasury has construed the law 
differently, and held that the law required them to include in the 
emoluments returned fees earned in civil cases. This decision is 
contrary to the rulings of the past and the construction of the 
Department; but, in accordance with thisruling, it is impossible 
for the Treasury officials to approve and settle certain of the ac- 
‘ounts of the clerks and marshals of Utah. For the purpose of 
permitting the Department to close up these accounts the passage 
of this bill is desired. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KING, a motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


USE RESERVATIONS IN 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up Senate joint 
resolution 145, now on the Speaker’s table, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to grant permits to the executive committee on in- 
augural ceremonies for use of reservations or public spaces in the 
city of Washington on the occasion of the inauguration of the 
President-elect on March 4, 1901, etc. I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up Sen- 
ate joint resolution 145 and asks unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration, and the Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby author- 
ized to grant permits to the committee on inaugural ceremonies for the use 
of any reservations or other public spaces in the city of Washington on the 
occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect, on the 4th day of March, 
1901, which, in his opinion, will inflict no serious or permanent injuries upon 
such reservations or public spaces or statuary thereon; and the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia may designate, for such and other purposes on 
the occasion aforesaid, such streets, avenues, and sidewalks in said city of 
Washington as they may deem proper and necessary: /'rovided, however, 
That all stands or platforms that may be erected on the public spaces afore- 
said shall be under the supervision of the said inaugural committee and in 
accordance with plans and designs to be approved by the Architect of the 
Capitol, the commissioner of public buildings and grounds, and the building 
inspector of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 


OF 


THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 





1901. 





authorized to permit the committee on illumination of the citizens’ inaugu- 
ral committee for the inaugural ceremonies, March, 1901, to stretch suitable 
overhead conductors, with sufficient supports, wherever necessary and in 
the nearest practicable connection with the present supply of light, for the 
purpose of effecting the said illumination: Provided, That the said conductors 
shall not be used for the conveying of electrical currents after March 6, 1901, 
and shall, with their a. be fully and entirely removed from the streets 
and avenues of the said city of Washington on or before March 15, 1901: 
Provided further, That the stretching and removing of the said wires shall 
be under the supervision of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
who shall see that the provisions of this resolution are enforced, that all 
needful precautions are taken for the protection of the peor and that the 
pavement of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as good con- 
dition as before entering upon the work herein authorized: Provided further, 


That no expense or damage on account of or due to the stretching, operation, | 


or removing of the said temporary overhead conductors shall be incurred 
by the United States or the District of Columbia: Provided further, That for 
the purposes of this act the construction of additional underground conduits 
is specifically prohibited. 

Src. 3. That $10,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, payable from 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and from the reve- 
nues of the District of Columbia in equal parts, is hereby appropriated to en- 
able the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to maintain public order 


and protect lifeand property in said District from the 28th of February tothe | 


9th of March, 1901, bothinclusive. Said Commissioners are hereby authorized 
and directed to make all reasonable regulations necessary tosecure such pres- 
ervation of public order and protection of life and property and fixing Fores 
by public conveyance during said period. 
regulations shall be liable for each such offense to a fine not to exceed $100 in 
the police court of said district, and in default of payment thereof to impris- 
onmentin the workhouse of said District for not Senger than sixty days. 
Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be, and 


they are hereby, authorized to loan to the committee on inaugural ceremo- | 


nies such ensigns, flugs, etc. (except battle flags), that are not now in use 


Any person violating any of such | 
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and may be suitable and proper for decoration and may be spared without | 
detriment to the public service, such flags to be used by said committee | 


under such regulations and restrictions as may be prescribed by the said 
Secretaries, or either of them,in decorating the fronts of public buildings and 
other places on the line of march between the Capitol and the Executive 
Mansion and the interior of the reception hall: Provided, That the said com- 
mittee shall indemnify the said Departments, or either of them, for any loss 
or damage to such flags not necessarily incident to such use. 

Sec. 5. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to permit the Western Union Telegraph Company to 
extend overhead wires into the Pension building and to such points along the 
line of parade as shall be deemed by the chief marshal convenient for use in 
connection with the parade and other inaugural purposes, the said wires to 
be taken down within ten days after the conclusion of the ceremonies on the 
4th day of March, A. D. 1901. 

Src. 6. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to issue to steam railroad companies in said District permits to 
temporarily occupy additional parts of streets for the purpose “f accommo- 
dating the traveling public attending the inaugural ceremoniesin March, 1901: 


Provided, That such temporary occupation shall not exceed the period of fif- | 
teen days, and shall be subject to conditions prescribed by said Commissioners. | 


The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bagcock] whether this resolution 
follows the form of those usually adopted for inaugural occasions, 
or whether there is anything else whatever in it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. In answer to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
I will say that this is an exact duplicate of several resolutions 
adopted in January and February four years ago, with this differ- 
ence: Four years ago the appropriation was $8,200; this year it is 
$10,000. Four years ago the resolutions permitted the Western 
Union Telegraph Company only to carry its lines into the Pen- 
sion building; this year the Postal Telegraph is permitted en- 
trance there as well as the Western Union. There is further pro- 
vision that no temporary tracks shall be laid upon or over any of 
the parks of the city. With these differences, this resolution is 
an exact duplicate of those passed four years ago. 

Mr. BELL. Isthe Government of the United States to pay this 
entire appropriation of $10,000? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir; one half is to be paid by the District 
and the other half by the General Government. 

Mr. BELL. I do not want to object to this bill, but I would 
like about ten minutes in which to make a few observations on it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Thematter of time, I presume, will be entirely 
in the hands of the Speaker. 

Mr. BELL. Willthe gentleman object to my request? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir; I will not, 

Mr. BELL. With the understanding that we can have a little 
discussion, I will not object, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield for 
uestion? 
ir. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand, this resolution provides for 


a 


Is there objection to the present consideration | 


no other committees than those committees of citizens specially | 


created in connection with the inauguration ceremonies. It has 
no reference to any committee ef either House? 


Mr. BABCOCK. Notaié all. 
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Mr. BOUTELL of Mlinois. It occurs to me that in the clause 
with reference to indemnities for injuries which may happen to 
flags or banners of which the Departments have custody and 
which it is proposed that they loan for this occasion, the six words 
not ncoounitiier maiteuh to such use” should be stricken out. It 
seems to me that whatever injury may happen to these flags and 
banners would undoubtedly happen in their necessary use, and the 
Departments should be indemnitied for allinjuries that might result, 
for instance, from inclemency of the weather or similar causes. 

Mr. BABCOCK, In answer to the gentleman from Illinois, I 
will say that the committee of 60 representative citizens of Wash- 
ington represent simply the Government in this celebration; they 
will simply act for the Government. I see no point or object 
which would be obtained by making them specifically responsible 
for something that they could notreplace. Ifanold flag—arelic in 
the possession of the Government—should be lost, this committee 
would be powerless to replace it. I repeat, that this resolution is 
an exact duplicate of the resolutions under which the committees 
have heretofore worked. 

Mr. BELL addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; I yield to the gentleman forten minutes. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I remember very distinctly that four 
years ago we made a similar appropriation and adopted similar 
provisions to those which it is proposed to make to-day. Four 
years ago—I might say also eight years ago, and probably for a 
quarter of a century—the people of Washington have made the 
inauguration of Presidents great business enterprises for the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia. Ido not object to that. I am 
glad to see the people of the District of Columbia making this a 
great occasion. But it seems to me that they ought to pay the ex- 
penses connected with it, outside of the necessary expenses of pro- 
viding the place, etc. 

I notice that among the different governors who are being in- 
augurated in the different States many of them are glorying in 
the fact that they are having simple ceremonies, that are costing 
the people nothing. One governor of a Western State a few years 
ago—a rich man—boasted that it had only cost the people $5 for 
his inauguration. On the occasion of the inauguration of the gov- 
ernor of New Hampshire the other day the papers of that State 
boasted that the people had gone back to the time-honored custom 
of a simple ceremony in connection with the induction of the 
highest officer of the State into his official position. 

In Washington four years ago we had a grand ball in connec- 
tion with the inauguration. People came here from all parts of 
the country. Many of them paid from $1 to $2.50 for seats in our 
parks in order to witness the parade, and $5 to walk through their 
Pension Office, called an inauguration ball; and, according to my 
remembrance, when the inauguration ceremonies were over the 
committee of citizens of the District of Columbia had a large 
surplus arising from the different means they had adopted to meet 
the expenses, and largely through the free use of Government 
property. 

The citizens contributed $50,000. They got it all back. They 
had gotten a splendid fund in addition; the hotels, the business 
men, and everybody else had been greatly benefited, and the Goy- 
ernment contributed a large portion of the expense that it never 
expected to get back. Now, I want to say that four years ago the 
inauguration of a President of the United States cost us probably 
from $150,000 to $200,000, including use of public property, clean- 
ing up, repairs, stopping work, etc. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman from Colorado under- 
stand what this appropriation is for? 

Mr. BELL. Yes; I understand it thoroughly. I know what it 
is for; I can not afford to have my time taken up now. I am 
going to talk upon it generally, and am not going to oppose your 
bill in particular. But what I want to state is that after the 
inauguration were over four years ago even the Republican papers 
of this District were astounded at the way in which the Govern- 
ment submitted its interests to the interests of the speculators 
around the city of Washington. My remembrance is that it was 
in the Evening Star. Its representative went over to the Pension 
Office and said to the Commissioner of Pensions, ‘‘I want to know ' 
what it costs the Government of the United States for you to give 
up the Pension Office for ten days for decoration for the inaugural 
ball. What did it cost the Government of the United States to 
have the inaugural ball?” Mr. Murphy said: ‘‘I can not give you 
the exact figures,” but over his own signature the Commissioner 








| of Pensions said: ‘‘I can give you the statement that the salaries 


As I have stated, it is a duplicate | 


of resolutions passed four years ago, with the exception that this | 


resolution appropriates $1,800 more than the resolution which was 
then adopted. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. 
allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 


Will the gentleman from Wisconsin 


of the employees of the Pension Office alone, while they were 
thrown out of employment and in idleness to allow the committee 
to decorate the Pension Office, cost this Government $70,000.” 
You can find that by looking back in the columns of one of the 
papers here, I think the Star, over the signature of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. It cost the Government $70,000 for the sala- 
ries of these men kept in idleness while the great Pension Office 








SSS 





was being decorated. Probably the other expenses were a quarter 
more for cleaning, repairs, and getting reorganized. The same 
thing may be repeated at this inauguration. I am in favor of 
giving the Executive a decent, a moderate, a becoming inaugura- 

m; but Iam not in favor of giving up these parks, giving up 
the Pension Office, putting these employees out of the office and 


Office is being decorated, and then allow the citizens here to charge 
the people who come here to see this inauguration from a dollar 


to two dollars and a half each for a seat on these public parks and 
$5 to walk through our Pension Office, called the grand ball, and 
create a great surplus fund, and help the people of this District 
make untold dollars out of the visitors here and the Government 
pay the expenses—I am opposed to it. 
Mr. GAINES. How much did it cost to inaugurate Thomas 
Jefferson? 

Mr. BELL. It cost the price of a boy to hold his horse, etc. 

Mr. MADDOX. He hitched his horse to a tree. 

Mr. BELL. The cost was very little. 
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Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I am not quite through. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman has yielded, and I was asking 
him a question for information. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yielded tothe gentleman from Tennessee for 


¢ | & question. 
leaving them in idleness for nine or ten days while the Pension | 


Mr. GAINES. I haveasked the gentleman a question and now 
I will ask another. [Cries of ‘‘ Louder!”| 
I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin if he thinks it right 


| for Congress to appropriate money for these ceremonies and mem- 


| ceremonies are had? 


I want to say that the | 


inducting of Governor Adams, a rich man, into the gubernatorial | 


chair of Colorado a few years ago was announced to have cost the 
people just $5. Every newspaper in the State and throughout the 
West commended that. They would commend such an act here, 
if they had a chance. 
any necessary expenses, but I want to say I was here in Wash- 
ington at an inauguration before I was elected to Congress, I 
had been here for a week or two at a leading hotel. 

{ remember well that they made every guest in that hotel move 
out of his room for three days or pay double price. Four of us 
were put in one room, paying the same price that we had paid for 
a week or more before when we each had a separate room. It is 
made a business proposition in this city from beginning to end. I 
am willing that that should be, but I say if they want this royal, 
this regal display for the purpose of collecting people from the 


people of the District of Columbia, the merchants and this asso- 
ciation ought to pay the expenses. And 1 warn you now that the 
Pension Office this year will probably be dismantled, will prob- 
ably have its employees idle for ten days, as it did four years ago, 
and will cost this Government $70,000 for their salaries, as Mr. 
Murphy says it did four years ago, and other like expenses will be 
made, not connected with a direct appropriation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BABCOCK. For what purpose? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like to make 
some remarks at this time. lam to go away to-day with a com- 


| gentleman from Wisconsin. 


bers of Congress not have any legal right to the floor where those 
Now, that is the substance of my question. 
I want to get information; this is not so much for myself as some 
of my people, and several who are not, and have written me. 

Mr. BABCOCK. What floor does the gentleman speak of? 

Mr. GAINES. I want to get in on the ground floor as you do. 
[Laughter.] I want to get in on the ground floor on the ground, 
and I want to face the gentleman on that happy occasion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ido not know where the ground floor is on 
this occasion. 

Mr. GAINES. Then I have entirely misread the history of the 
I had an idea that he got in on the 


| ground floor on everything. 


Now, Iam not in favor of cutting down | 


| 


Mr. BABCOCK. The Government is making no appropriation 
whatever ifor any ceremonies. The appropriation, $10,000, car- 
ried in this bill is for additional police protection and the neces- 
sary expenses incident thereto for the ten days of the celebration. 

Mr. GAINES. We turn it over to the District. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 


regs Y | by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
outside in order that it may benefit the hotels and merchants, the | 


| 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, [ ask that House joint resolu- 
tion 287, a duplicate of the Senate joint resolution, and now on 
the Calendar, be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that the 
House resolution of similar purport be laid on the table. With- 
out objection, this order will be made, 

There was no objection. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the change of reference 
of two bills, the bill 8. R. 188 and the bill H. R. 13107, from the 
District of Colambia to the Committee on Appropriations, on 


| the request of the chairman of the Committee on the District of 


mittee of the House, and I would like time now to correct some | 
misstatements that have been made about Boston’s commerce | 


during the debate on the river and barbor bill. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I yield tothe gentleman from Massachusetts. 


Columbia. The Clerk will report the bills by their titles. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 13107) providing for improvements in the office of the as 


| sessor of the District of Columbia. 


{[Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the House. | 


See Appendix. } 
Mr. GAINES. 
for a question? 
Mr. BABCOCK, Yes. 
Mr. GAINES, The tickets to this reception or ball at the Pen- 


Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to me 


sion Office—how are they obtained, and who has the legal right to 


them, if there are any legal rights about it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. AsI understand, Mr. Speaker, the issuing of 
tickets is entirely in the hands of the citizens’ committee. 
their regulations are or whether they have been adopted at this 
time I do not know. 

Mr. GAINES. Have not the members of Congress any legal 
right at all to tickets? 

Mr. BABCOCK. They have tickets to the Capitol. 

Mr. GAINES. Is not this money that we are appropriating to 
help pay the expenses of this thing? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is simply for police protection. 

Mr. GAINES. And we have no legal right at all and no ad- 
mission to the floor because we_are members of Congress, nor our 
families or friends? 

Mr. BABCOCK. 


clusive right. 

Mr. GAINES. Iamtryingto get a little information, and I am 
getting it, as to how the people are to get into this ‘‘magnificent 
ball * that is to be held. 

Mr. BERRY. Anybody can get in by paying $5. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
further? 

Mr. BABCOCK, 

The SPEAKER, 
joint resolution. 


I yielded for a question. 
The question is on the third reading of the 


It is usual for each Member and Senator to | 


; | = oo 
have tickets to the exercises at the Capitol, but we have no ex- | Committee of the Whole. 


What | 


Joint resolution (S. R.138) providing for the paving of certain streets in the 
city of Washington. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, these changes will be made, 

There was no objection, 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of private 
bills under the special order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
sideration of private bills under the special order for that purpose. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 


| ayes appeared to have it. 





| and bills removing charges of desertion. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 133, noes 9. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of order that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. TALBERT. 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the point of order. 
The ayes have it, and accordingly the House resolves itself into 


Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Lacey in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the remainder of this Congress the second and 
fourth Friday in each month, after the disposal of such business on the 
Speaker's table as requires reference only, shall be set apart for the consid- 
eration of private pension bills,bills for the removal of political disabilities, 
The provision herein made shall be 
in lieu of the evening session provided for by section 2 of Rule XXVI, and 
section 6 of Rule XX VI and section 1 of Rule XXVI are hereby modified to 
conform herewith. 
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OLIVIA DONATHY. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8106) granting a pension to Olivia Donathy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Olivia 
Donathy, the helpless child of James A. Donathy, deceased, late of Company 
K, Fifty-ninth Illinois Infantry, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee was read, as 
follows: ‘ 

In line 4 strike out all after the word ‘‘place” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘“‘On the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Olivia Dona- 
thy, the helpless and dependent daughter of James A. Donathy, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the re- 
port read, 

Mr. GIBSON. he gentleman will not call for the read- 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the gentlem ll not call for tl 1 
ing of the report, but will permit a short statement to be made, 

Mr. TALBERT, 1 will be satisfied with a statement. 

Mr. GIBSON. This is a helpless child of an old soldier, and 
this gives her $12 a month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Allright. I thinkastatementshould be made 
or the report read. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HORACE L, STILES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9165) to increase the pension of Horace L. Stiles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace L. Stiles, late of the 
Third Independent Battery of New York Light Artillery Volunteers, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of fifty dollars a month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word ‘‘ Battery,” strike out the word “ of.” 

In line7 strike out the word ** Volunteers;” and inthe same line, after the 
words “New York,” insert the word “ Volunteer.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘“‘fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
““seventeen;”’’ in the same line strike out the word ‘‘a’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof of the word “per.” 





| amend the amendment by striking out the word * 


modify his request and move to amend by striking out the word 
‘*seventeen ” and inserting “ fifty;” so as to let the balance of the 
amendment, which goes to the form of the bill, prevail. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and will comply with his suggestion. The other amendments 
suggested by the committee are proper, and I therefore move to 
seventeen ’ and 
inserting the word ‘‘ fifty.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the committee 
that at the time this bill was before the Invalid Pensions Com- 
mittee important proof was not on file, and, as a consequence, 
the committee has inadvertently done an injustice to this man. 
1 am of the opinion that the amendment to the amendment should 
prevail. This man was totally helpless, He was in the city last 
summer and I had a chance to see him, and I know of my own 
personal knowledge that the man is absolutely helpless. In fact, 
he was reported dead while he was here, but afterwards the re- 
port was found to be untrue, and, as I say, the committee has 
done the man an injustice on account of the proof not being on 
file when the committee had the case before it for action. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest that the better 
way Would be to first take a vote upon all the amendments ex- 
cept the one referred to by the gentleman from Kansas, 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment striking out the word “fifty” and insert- 
ing ‘‘ seventeen.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


RICHARD MYERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11680) granting a pension to Richard Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Myers, son of 
George W. Myers. late of the Second Connecticut Light Battery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 a month. 


The 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


Horace L. Stiles.” 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in 
reference to the amendments recommended by the committee. 
The bill was reported by the committee without the consideration 
of some testimony tiled in the case at the time. If that testi- 
mony had been under consideration at the time, the bill would 
have been reported at $50 a month. My colleague upon the com- 


mittee [Mr. Miers] reported the bill in my absence, and | have | 


been giving special attention to the examination of the case. 
Since the time the bill was reported the soldier has become en- 
tirely helpless from paralysis, so that he requires the constant care 
and attention of another person, and he will during the remainder 
of his days. 


1 want to say that at the time the bill was under consideration | 
he was then suffering a disability, which I believed from the evi- | 


dence on file in the Pension Bureau to be the result of his service. 
Two doctors are operating upon him once every week or two 


weeks for dropsy, and at the time the bill was under consideration | 


54 ounces of water within one week were taken from him by an 
operation upon his chest. Now, this soldier has a remarkable 
record as a soldier. He had four years of excellent service; served 
until the close of the war; was injured in the chest in time of ac- 
tion, and that injury I believe to be the cause of the disability 
which he suffers and for which he asks pension. The Pension 
Bureau itself was not clearly satisfied that the disease of heart 
was the result of that injury, and yet I think upon a fair exami- 
nation of the testimony it shows it to be the result of his service. 
If that testimony had been accepted the Department would have 
given him $50 a month without question. 

I have now here the evidence showing, since the time the bill was 
reported, that he has been stricken with paralysis, which appears 
to be the result of disease of the heart, so that he requires and will 
require during the remainder of his days the constant care and 
attendance of another person. I therefore oppose the amendment 
of the committee, and I think I have the support of all the mem- 
bers of the committee who have learned of the case since the re- 
port was made. I ask that the amendment be voted down. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas insert 
the evidence in the Recorp as a part of his remarks? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that he 


Strike out all of lines 6,7, and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Isabela Myers, widow of George W. Myers, late of the Second Battery, 
Connecticut Volunteer Light Artillery. and pay her a pension at the rate of 
S24 | outh in lieu of that she is now receiving: P led, howe hat in 

se of the death of the helpless child, Richard E. Myers, on whose account 

ension of Isabela Myers is increased, the pension ¢ iid Isabela Myers 
tinue only at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date of 
ith of said helpless child 

\mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


Isabela Myers 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN 


R. ROBINSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10021) granting an increase of pension to John R. Robinson. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Inter t i I hereby, 
authorized and diz ted t ‘ tl ion rol i t he pr visions 
and limitations of th n n laws, t nan ) LR late of 
Company D, One bundred ar thirty-fifth R ! \ iia V teer 

| Intantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month ir su of that 


he is now receiving 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor: 
able recommendation. 
JOEL H. HALLOWELL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1604) for the benefit of Joel H. Hallowell, of Covington, Ky. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte rl and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll sname of Joel H, 
Hallowell, a private in Company D, Sixth Pennsylva ( ilry Volunteers, 
in the war of the rebellion, now residing at Coy ton, K at the rate of $25 


per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were as fol- 
lows: 


In line 4 strike out all after the word “place.” and all of lines 5, ind 8, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “on the pension roll, ) t to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of J H. i »well, 
fate of Company D, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania \ nt« Cav and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $W per month in lie that he is nuw re- 


ceiving.” : : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bil! granting an 
Joel H. Hallowell.” 

The amendmentsrecommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


increase of pension to 
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ELAM KIRE, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2954) 
granting an increase of pension to Elam Kirk. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it « cted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and d | to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations o pension laws, the name Elam Kirk, late of Company G, 
One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN COOMBS, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4105) 
granting an increase of pension to John Coombs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
a sd and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provi 
si i limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Coombs, late of 
( H, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- | 
able recommendation, 
JOHN R. M’COY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2110) | 
restoring the pension of John R. McCoy. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John R. McCoy, late of | 
Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a | 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, what is the vote asked upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. On laying the bill aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. TONGOE. Is nota vote to be taken on the amendment 
recommended by the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. The committee simply recommends the passage 
of the bill as it came from the Senate. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





DAVID H. MOREY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 2753) 
granting an increase of pension to David H. Morey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it « ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of David H. Morey, late of Com- | 
pany F, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- | 
able recommendation. 

HENRY VAN GELDER, 

The next business was the bill (S. 2819) granting an increase of | 
pension to Henry Van Gelder. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Van Gelder. late of | 
Company G, Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


AMERICUS V. RICE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3890) granting an increase of 
pension to Americus V. Rice. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Americus V. Rice, late colo- 
nel Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and brigadier-general, 
United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the at- 
tention of the House to this bill and earnestly request that mem- 
bers give it close attention. It is my purpose to offer an amend- 
ment. I requested permission to do so from the committee, and | 
it was readily granted. At the time this bill was before the Sen- 
ate committee the full facts were not in the possession of that | 
committee. I call for the reading of the Senate report, which I 
hope will receive the close attention of every member of the 
House; and then I propose to offer an amendment to the bill strik- 
ing out $60 as the amount of the proposed pension and inserting 
$100. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


This bill as amended proposes to increase from $36 to $60 per month the 
pension of Americus V. Rice, of Washington, D. C., late colonel Fifty-seventh 





| May 


‘ 
io 


Ragiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and brigadier-general, United States 
olunteers. 

General Rice, at the first call for volunteers in April, 1861, enlisted in the 
three months’ service. He was mustered in as captain Company E, Twenty- 
first Ohio Volunteers, April 27, 1861, and was discharged August 12, 1861. He 
then began recruiting for the service, which he reentered September 2, 186], 
as captain Company A, Fifty-seventh Ohio Volunteers. He was promoted 
lieutenant-colonel, same regiment, February 3, 1862, and was mustered in as 
colonel February 19, 1864. to date May 24, 1863. He was appointed brigadier- 
general, United States Volunteers, May 31, 1865, which appointment he ac- 
— i June 18, 1865, and was honorably mustered out of service January 15, 

SOO 

A complete statement of his military service, furnished by the War Depart 

ment, is as follows: 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, May 7, 1900. 

Sir: In Epapeeee to your request for the military and medical record of 
Americus V. Rice, late brigadier-general of volunteers, for use in connection 
with Senate bill 389), I have the honor to inform you as follows: 

It is shown by the records that Americus V. Rice was mustered into sery- 
ice April 27, 1861, as captain of Company E, Twenty-first Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry (three months’ organization), and that he was mustered out 
with his company, as captain, August 12, 1861. 

He was again mustered into service September 2, 1861, as captain of Com 
pany A, Fifty-seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry, to serve three years; was 
promoted to lieutenant-colonel, same regiment, about February 8, 1862, and 
was mustered in as colonel. same regiment, February 19, 1864, to date May 24, 
1863; was appointed brigadier-general of volunteers May 31, 1865, which ap 
pointment he accepted June 18, 1865, and was honorably mustered out of 
service as brigadier-general of volunteers, in General Orders, No. 168, War 
Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, dated December 28, 1865, to take 
effect January 15, 1866 

From the date of his muster in as captain in the Fifty-seventh Ohio to 
May 363, when disabled at Vicksburg, Miss., he is shown to have been con- 
tinuously on duty with his regiment, which formed a part of Gen. W. T. 
Sherman's command and participated inthe western campaign, including the 
battle of Shiloh, the siege of Corinth, the battles of Chickasaw Bayou and Ar- 
kansas Post, and the siege of Vicksburg 

At Vicksburg he led his regiment in the assault on the enemy’s works on 
22. 1863, when he was severely wounded below the knee and in thethigh 
the right leg. On account of this wound he was absent thereafter until 
the spring of 1864, when he resumed command of his regiment. He led his 
regiment in an assault on the enemy's works at Kenesaw Mountain, Georgia, 
June 27, 1864, where he was again badly disabled, sustaining a wound of the 
left ankle and fractures of the shin bone and the thigh of the right leg, neces- 
sitating the amputation of the right leg above the knee. On account of this 
wourld he was again absent until about April, 1865. Meanwhile, on Decem- 
ber 14, 1864, by reason of physical disability from wounds received in action, 
a special order was issued from the War Department honorably discharging 
him from theservice as colonel of the Fifty-seventh Ohio, but on the request 
of Colonel Rice and the governor of Ohio. supported by the earnest recom- 
mendation of General Sherman, this order was revoked and he was restored 
to his command by aspecial order from the Department, dated March 29, 1865, 
whereupon he rejoined his regiment. 

Upon his promotion to brigadier-general of volunteers, he was, on June 17, 
1865, assigned to the command of the Third Brigade, Second Division, Fif- 
teenth Corps, on which duty he continued until August 19, 1865, after which 
date, his services being no longer required, he was at his home in Ohio on 
waiting orders to the date of his discharge. 

This officer is informally mentioned in the reports of his superiors for skill 
and gallantry in the different actions in which be took part, and he was sev- 
eral times recommended for promotion to brigadier-general. In repeating 
the recommendation under date of May 28, 1865, General Sherman said: 

“T have heretofore recommended for promotion to brigadier-general of 
volunteers Col. A. V. Rice, Fifty-seventh Ohio Infantry, for special gallantry 
at Vicksburg and Kenesaw, at which latter place he was wounded terribly. 

“T again renew my recommendation and state that Colonel Rice is one of 
those young officers who have served with me all through the time since 
Shiloh and enabled me todo the service I did. I know his capacity and fit- 
ness, and know that the promotion is more than deserved. It is fairly due 
to put him ona par with his fellows who have already been properly pro- 
moted.”’ 

Very respectfully, 





F.C. AINSWORTA, 
Chief Record and Pension Office. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
United States Senate, 


General Rice was severely wounded below the knee andin the thigh of the 
right leg in the assault on the enemy’s works at Vicksburg, Miss., May 22, 
1863. and still carries in his body the bullet with which he was then wounded. 
At Kenesaw Mountain, Georgia, June 27, 1864, he was badly disabled, sustain- 
ing a wound of the Jeft ankle and fractures of the shin bone and thigh of the 
right leg, necessitating the amputation of the right leg above the knee. The 
leg was taken off in the field hospital, and many pieces of bone came out of 
the leftfoot. He was supplied with an artificial leg, and after atime returned 
to the front and joined General Sherman in his march to the sea, serving 
with the wooden leg until his discharge in January, 1866, having served 
nearly five years. 

General Rice was pensioned for the loss of his right leg, and is now receiv- 
ing $36 per month. Fora time after the war he was able to wear an artificial 
leg, but the loss of the right leg broughtan additional burden on the left foot, 
which was wounded and crippled, and caused great pain and suffering in ad- 
dition to that caused by the condition of the stump and the pressure of the 
artificial leg. The condition of the leg and foot grew worse, and the suffer- 
ing increased from these injuries, and also the wound made by the encysted 
bullet, until it became unendurable. 

In December, 1893, he was operated on in Chicago, and the sciatic nerve 
was found to bein such condition that it was necessary to lay it bare for 
about a foot, and to dissect and cut off several inches of it. During this op- 


| eration the bullet in his thigh was located, but it was found near an artery, 


and the surgeons considered its removal] dangerous. ¢ 1893 he has been 
unable to use an artificial limb of any kind, and has been obliged to use two 
crutches. Extra work is thus put upon the left foot, which is weak and con- 
tinually painful, especially in the latter part of the day. 

Many nights the suffering from this foot and the leg is such that he is un- 
able to sleep, and often_he requires treatment and attendance three or four 
nights each week. He has been obliged tospend frequently, since 1866, large 
sums of money for physicians, surgeons, nurses, and attendants in doctoring 
and caring for the disabilities received in the service. 

General! Rice is unable to receive an increase of pension under the general 
law, and there is no relief for him except by special act of Congress. Though 
several times wounded, he has been pensioned only for the one which neces- 
sitated the amputation of the leg, the general pension laws not allowing the 
compounding of rates. For the wounds of foot and thigh. the bullet remain- 


ince 
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ing therein, he would undoubtedly be entitled to a pension of $30 per month 
(total of his rank as colonel), and because of his inability to wear an artificial 
limb, owing to the condition of the stump, he isin all fairness and equity 
entitled to $45 per month. The circumstances of his case are exceptional and 
peculiar and merit recognition by Congress. _ 

General Rice's military services were distinguished and honorable, and 
he was no less distinguished in civil life. He was a member of the House of 
Representatives in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Congresses, and was 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. He was a brave and gal- 
lant soldier, and your committee are of the opinion that his pension should 
be increased. 

The billis therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation that 
it pass. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I now offer the amendment I have 
already indicated—to strike out ‘‘$60” and insert ‘*$100.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us hear the reasons why this should be 
done. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The reasons have been very fully stated 
in the report just read. 

Mr. STEELE. I will not*ask that it be read again. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I believe that an ex- 
planation is due to this House, I desire to say that no soldier of 
the civil war—I care not from whence he came—ever made a bet- 
ter record than did General Rice. Entering the service in 1861 at 
the first call for the three months’ service, he remained in service 
until the close of the war and beyond—till 1866. Five consecu- 
tive times he was shot and severely wounded. After losing a leg 
at Kennesaw, he came home, obtained a wooden leg, and returned 
to the service. But the loss of that leg, with the accompanying 
shock, was not the only or principal injury. At Vicksburg he 
was again severely wounded, the ball never having been ex- 
tracted. The foot of his remaining leg was crushed, and from it 
some 30 or 40 pieces of bone have been extracted. 

We have new the additional evidence that he was not able to 
procure—when this matter was before the Senate committee—the 
affidavit of the surgeon who treated him and of the surgeon who 
made the amputation in Chicago. 

General Rice was a man of means; he was comfortably situated 
and took no thought of the morrow. While earning a comforta- 
ble living, he asked nothing from the Government, although he 
had given it almost his life. 
for which he was in no way responsible, and to-day he is depend- 
ent, with a family upon his hands. In absolute justice he 
deserves this pension of $100 per month. My colleague from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who knows General Rice intimately, will 
confirm every word that I utter in honor and praise of General 
Rice's services. I hope there will be no objection to my amend- 
ment. If it is desired that the affidavits which I have mentioned 
be read, I will send them to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. SIMS. Were not those affidavits before the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions of the House? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. No; they were not received in time; 


and on my request to be permitted to make this statement, they | : : 
tate to give him this pension. 


came into my hands, 

Mr. SIMS. Why was not the committee allowed to have the 
benefit of that evidence? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Simply because it could not be secured 
in time for the committee's action; the parties could not be found. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
have known him ever since the war. At that time he was a 
young, bright, capable, and accomplished man, full of patriotism 
and ambition. He received wounds more than equivalent, so far 
as suffering was concerned, to the loss of both his legs. One leg 
was shot off entirely. After the loss of that leg, in the early days 
of the war, the characteristics of the man were shown in the fact 
that after obtaining a wooden leg he returned to the service and 
was one of those who rode with Sherman to the sea. 

He is a man of modest characteristics—never complains; but I 
happen to know from the very best of evidence—far better than 
anybody else can give—1 speak of the witness who has given me 
her statement on this subject—that the suffering which has been 
endured by General Rice has been something beyond human de- 
scription. 
and agonizing days. 
ernment should pay this sort of a pension, Americus V. Rice 
ought to receive it. I do not know what his financial condition 
is, but I knowthat he has sought and obtained some small mat- 
ters of public employment, in which he has been faithful, upright, 
and honorable. He was twice electedto the House of Representa- 
tives as a Democratic member from Ohio, and I take great pleas- 
ure in testifying to his high character, and especially to the great 
sacrifice that he has made on behalf of his country. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, Ishare in the gen- 
eral belief of this Rouse that there are but few cases where pen- 
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But later, adversity overtook him, | 


Mr. Chairman, I know General Rice, and | : , : 
| seems to me this case ought to be acted upon promptly, so that it 


| compelled to go to Chicago and have this stump reamputated. 


And itis all the time—causing scores of sleepless nights | 
I think that if it was ever just that the Gov- | 





and that would warrant the House in passing this amendment. 
The widow of General Grant receives a pension of $5,000 a year, 
the widow of General Hancock a pension of $2,000 a year, the 
widow of General Logan a pension of $2,000, the widow of Gen- 
eral Blair $2,000, the widow of Rear-Admiral Nicholson $1,200, 
the widow of General Crook $2,000, the widow of Gen. John C, 
Fremont $2,000, showing ample precedent for the action of this 
House for granting, in this apparently meritorious case, the relief 
that is proposed by this amendment. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not rise to controvert one word that has been 
said by either of the distinguished gentlemen as to the merits of 
this case, but I want to call attention to the course that is being 
pursued, which I think is worthy of some consideration. I have 
done so in other cases. I think that when we have a Committee 
on Pensions as liberal as the present Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, all evidence bearing on the merits of a case ought to be sub- 
mitted to the committee, and let them, as they will, take into con- 
sideration the facts and circumstances connected with it and give 
it the weight that is due it. Now, I have seen cases of the same 
sort before come in that I thought less meritorious. It is natural 
to suppose that the friend who introduces a bill puts it up to the 
full amount that he thinks the party is entitled to, and usually a 
great deal more. Evidence is submitted to the committee and an 
argument is made in favor of a liberal pension. 

But some evidence is withheld or not presented before the com- 
mittee, and afterwards the member comes into the House and sub- 
mits the further evidence, with a speech in the nature of an ap- 
peal, and then we go above the figure limited by the committee. 
It rather encourages this way of amending these bills and increas- 
ing the amount above that allowed by the committee. It seems 
to me bills of this character ought to be recommitted to the com- 
mittee, to let them hear this additional evidence upon which the 
increase is asked. To that extent | protest against this manner of 
amending these bills and getting, upon evidence brought in since, 
an amount over and above what the very generous and liberal 
committee have allowed, which amount was supported by the evi- 
dence before them. Now, if the evidence did not exist when the 
committee considered the bill, then it would be very proper for us 
to consider it here; but if the evidence was within the knowledge 
of the member, or within the knowledge of the party seeking the 
increase, [| think it ought to have been submitted to the commit- 
tee and considered by them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, the criticism of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee may be right, or it may be wrong. Ido 
not know very much about it, but Lam sure the House has not 
often heard me make appeals for special pensions in special cases. 
I am sure that here is the strongest case upon itsown merits, and 
wholly independent of the rank of the gentleman who is the 
claimant, that I have ever heard presented in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and I have been here a long time. I do not believe 
that any man who would acquire, by personal contact with General 
Rice, one-half the knowledge of his case that I have, would hesi- 
Now, he could not, if he should 
come before the committee himself, communicate all that is true 
of a case like that. Considering his capacity in the discharge of 
his duty, considering the fact that he has suffered the loss of all that 
was worth anything, froma physical point of view, in life, and that 
he carries constantly the burden of suffering that he does, it 


can go back to the Senate and be acted upon there. 
Mr. SIMS. I want to ask a question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 
Mr. SIMS. Il want to ask why you did not go before the com- 


| mittee and give the committee the benefit of the evidence which 


has been presented here in the House? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I will answer that question. General 
A. V. Rice never sought an increase of his pension as long as he 
had a dollar on earth to expend in hisown maintenance. He was 
He 
only got $30 a month, because the stump measured a fraction 
longer than the length required to give him 50. He went to Chi- 
cago and the reamputation was performed, Afterwards he sought 
to get the certificate of the surgeon who made the amputation, and 
got his affidavit. He got the affidavit of the assistant surgeon and 
of the whole office. These papers were intended to be presented 
to the Senate committee. but were mislaid and conid not be found, 
and so the Senate committee did not get the benefit of them. Aft- 
erwards they were discovered in Ottawa, Ohio, his former home, 
and forwarded to me, but I did not receive them in time to present 
them to the committee when the bill was considered by the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


sions should be increased to a large extent, but it seems to me | to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
that this is one of the cases where there should be a generous pen- | 


sion granted to the suldier. I rise now more particularly to call 
the attention of the House to some precedents for the action here, 


SUSAN DANIELS. 
The next business was the bill (S. 2486) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan Daniels. 








S92 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it « ted That t 


he Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
! of the pension laws, the name of Susan Daniels, widow of 
W I iels, Jate of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer 





r a pension at the rate of $12 per monthin lieu of thatshe 





w re I 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES A. PERKINS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1246) granting an increase of | 


pension to Charles A. Perkins. 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Thi 


horized 


it the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 





ant and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles A. Perkins, late of 
U.S. 8. Antona and Carrabassett, United States Navy,and pay him a pension 
att rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 

with a favorable recommendation. 
SAMUEL DORNON, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3342) granting a pension to 
Samuel Dornon. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it ct That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Dornon, late of Com 

fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia, and pay him 
it the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


1, ete 





4 pension é 
The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 
In and 9 strike out the rds “in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 


lines § we 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
HENRY K. 
The next business was the bill (S. 3624) granting a pension to 
Henry K. Davis. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it« ted, ets 


DAVIS. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry K. Davis, late 
of Capt. Edward Fitzki’s battery, Pennsylvania Emergency Militia, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 





The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 

with a favorable recommendation. 
LUNSFORD ELLIS, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3137) granting an increase of 
pension to Lunsford Ellis. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lunsford Ellis, late of 
Companies C and L, Eighth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
witn a favorable recommendation. 

ALFRED HERING, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1280) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred Hering. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


sion 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred Hering, late of Com 
pany C, Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


Ben 








at th 


THOMAS G, HUFF, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1282) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas G. Huff. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
author d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas G. Huff, late of Com- 
pany H, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company I, One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now recelving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


STEPHEN JOHNSON, 

The next business was the bill (S. 946) granting a pension to 
Stephen Johnson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior Je, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Johnson, late of 
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Company C, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of the pen- 
ion he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
ELIZA D, PENNYPACKER. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2305) granting a pension to 
Eliza D. Pennypacker. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

RB cted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


mitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza D. Pennypacker, widow 
of Nathan A. Pennypacker, late captain Company K, Fourth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per mont! 
3] month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
JASPER PITTS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1463) granting an increase of 
pension to Jasper Pitts. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jasper Pitts, late a private 
in Company K, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

FRANCIS M. PORTER. 

The next business was the bill (S, 952) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis M. Porter. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis M. Porter, late of 
Company L, Seventeenth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

CORNELIUS SHRODER, 

The next business was the bill (S. 2827) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelius Shroder. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelius Shroder, late of 
Company H First Regiment California Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

SAMUEL NICHOLS, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1240) granting a pension to 
Samuel Nichols. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Nichols, late of Com- 
pany E, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EBEN E, PUSHOR, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3522) granting an increase of 
pension to Eben E. Pushor. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
1uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eben E. Pushor, late of Com- 
pany D,Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Ninth Unassigned 
Company Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

AUGUSTUS R. ROLLINS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 3642) restoring the pension of 
Augustus R. Rollins, alias Rhenault A. Rollins. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

I nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


Be it « 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augustus R. Rollins. alias 
Rhenault A. Rollins, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment lowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $14 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
SUSAN SIDENBENDER, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 9745) granting a pension 


| to Susan Sidenbender, of Medix Run, Pa. 


| 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Sidenbender, 
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widow of J. F. Hamaker, late of Company F, Two hundred and fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

The following amendment recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was read: 

In line 6 strike out all after the word ‘‘ Sidenbender” 
and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the words, “formerly the widow of Jacob F. 
Hamaker, late captain Company F, Two hundred and fifth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

GEORGE T. BOULDING, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11508) granting a pension 
to George T. Boulding. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George T. Boulding, late of 
Company F, Eleventh Regime " United Sti ates Colored Volunteer Heavy Ar- 


and all of lines 7, 8, 


tillery, and pay him a pension the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered =m + laid adida with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
CHARLES A. D. WISWELL. 


The next*business was the bill (S. 2166) granting a pension to 
Charles A. D. Wiswell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject ee the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles A. D. Wiswell, of 
Ainsworth, Nebr., and to pay the said Charles A. D. Wiswe lia p yension of $72 
per month from the date of the passage of this act in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 

In line 6 strike out all after the word ‘‘ Wiswell,” and all of lines 7, 8, and 
9, and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘late of Company F, Twenty-fifth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

GEORGE B. HAYDEN, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of 
pension to George B. Hayden. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George B. Hayden, late of 
C Comeeny E, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

on at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of tha it he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES oe 

The next business was the bill (S, 4420) granting an increase of 
pension to James Irvine. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Irvine, late of Com- 
pany G, Forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELIZABETH BROOKS, 

The next business was the bill (S. 4288) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Brooks. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Brooks, widow of 








Samuel 8S. Brooks, late second assists int engineer United States gunboat Ca- 
rondelet, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILLIAM OLIVER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3079) granting an increase of 
pension to William Oliver. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 


Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the p ension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensh »D laws, the name of William Oliver, late of Com- 
pany G, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav alry, and ps ay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
BRICE DAVIS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 823) granting an increase of 
pension to Brice Davis, 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Brice Davis, late Com- 
pany I, Twenty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, nd pay hima 


ot 





pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

. JAMES OSBORN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2 ase of 
pension to»James Osborn. 


The Clerk read the bill, 


333) granting an incre 


as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe p ons 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Osborn, late of Com 

pany E, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now rece : 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| able 





mendation. 


NELLIE L. PARSONS, 





The next business was the bill (S. 2767) granting a pension to 
Nellie L. Parsons. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows 

] acte l, etc., That the Secretary of + the » Interior be, and he is hereby, 
auth 1d and directe Xd to place on the pe nsion roll,subject to the provisions 
and | limit: iti ons of ‘the ‘nsion laws, the name of Nellie L. Parsons, widow of 
H. Chester Parsons. late captain ( company L, First Regiment Vermont Vol 
untes > Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 


The bill was ordered to be laid 
mendation. 


aside with a favorable recom- 
CAROLINE Z, REPETTI. 

The next business was the bill (S. 3954) granting an increa 
pension to Caroline Z. Repetti. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


se of 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th visions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Z. R tti, widow 
of Alexander Repetti, late lieutenant-colonel Thirty-ninth Regin t New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month 


in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
SYLVESTER SOLOMON, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting an increase of pension to Sylvester Solomon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


5. 3991) 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sy!vester Solomon, late 
of Company D, Fourth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $5 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


recommendation. 
JOHN WALKER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
11768) granting an increase of pension to John Walker. 
The bill was rend, as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized ao a ed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
— s and limitations of the pension laws th me of John Wall at ! 

Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ne York Volunt Infantry d pay 
him a pension at the rate of $v per month ir u of tl eis now 





The bill was laid aside to be repo rte a t » the House with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
NETTIE L. 


BLISS. 





The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11452) to restore the name of Nettie L. Bliss to ae pension roll 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll t ume of Nettie L. 
Bliss, widow of Edwin H. Bli late of Company C, Fifty-first Ma ts 
Infantry. 


The amendments reported by the committee were as follows: 








Strike out all after the enacting use and rt in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he by. aut I d and 
directs «di to place on the pension roll, subject to the pre ns and limitatio1 
of the pension laws, the name of Nettie L. Bl f y tl \ 
E iwin H. Bliss, late of Company C, Fifty-first R VMassach \ 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pen 1 at the rate of $12 per n 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension I 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with LVvOr- 


able recommendation, 
JAMES E, BATES. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4962) granting a pension to James E. Bates, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 


ind he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the . 


name of James E, 








S94 


jates, of C 
the rat bject to the limitations of the pension laws. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 








mpany C 
$12 per month, sul 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations 
of the ] n laws, the name of James E. Bates, late of Company C, Thirty 
eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month.’ 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SAMUEL N, HASKINS, 


The next business on the Private ( ou ar was the bill (H. R. 


r 


7580) granting a pension to Samuel N. Haskins, of Providence, 
R. I. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


i and directed to place the name of Samuel N. Haskins, of Provi 
l.. late a member of Company D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Massa 
‘tts Infantry, on the pension roll and pay him a pension of $12 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 
The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 
In line 





4 strike out all after the 
sert in lieu there: 


word * 
if the following: 
s and limitations of the 
f Company D 
and pay him a pension at the 
d the title so as to read: 


‘pl ace,” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 
p: “om the pension roll, subject to the 
pension laws,the name of Samuel N. Has- 





pros 1Isio 
ins, lat 
fantry 
Ame! 


rate of $12 per month.”’ 
“A bill granting a pension to Samuel N. Has- 





The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

REBECCA G. IRWIN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3512) to pension Rebecca G, Irwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Rebecca G 


as 


Irwin. widow of James G. Irwin, os ser geant, Company A, One hundred and 
twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of 
$i2a nth 


Theamendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Twenty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer | 


and he is hereby, | 
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Thirty-eighth Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers, at | 





JANUARY 11, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


JAMES G. M’CLURE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2405) granting an increase of pension to James G. McClure, 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on 
the table, the claimant having died since the bill was reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH DINNON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4018) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Dinnon, widow of the 
late John Dinnon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the 


name of Mrs. Elizabeth Dinnon, widow of the late John Dinnon, Company H, 
Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, at the rate of $12 per month 


The committee recommended the following amendments; which 


| were read: 


and 8, | 


in line 4 strike out all after the word ‘‘roll” and all of lines 5, 6,and 7 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Dinnon, widow of John 
Dinnon, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Dinnon.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 
PATTIE D. M'COWN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10482) granting a pension to Pattie D. McCown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subect to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pattie D. McCown, widow 
of John Buford, late brigadier-general, United States Army, and pay hera 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word ‘*‘ widow,” 
the same 


in 
and insert in lieu 


insert the words ‘formerly the;"’ 
line strike out the word “ brigadier-general’”’ 


In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll,” and all of lines 5, 6,7, and 8, | thereof the word “ major-general.”’ : : ath. 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ subject to the provisions and limi In line 7 strike out the word “Army” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca G. Irwin, widow of James | “ Volunteers. 
G Irw n, late of (¢ ompany A, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment ¢ Jhio The amendments were agreed to. 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. - 


{mend the title so as to read: 


Irwit 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


“A bill granting a pension to Rebecca G 


EMILY ALDER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4651) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily Alder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to put upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. Emily 
Alder, of Clarion, Iowa, late a nurse with the Thirteenth Regiment Wiscon 


sin Veteran Volunteer Inf: at the rate of $12 per month. 


The committee recommended the following amendments; 
were read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
ioOwWwing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Emily Alder, late a nurse in the medical 
department, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month.” i 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Emily Alder.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ntry, 
which 


LYMAN A. SAYLES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8771) granting an increase of pension to Lyman A. Sayles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta 
authorized and directed to pla 
month, subject to the provisions ar 
Lyman A. Say 


ry of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
he pension roll, at the rate of $30 per 
id limitations of the {pension laws, 






‘e on 








name of late of Company H, Third Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, the pension hereby granted to be in lieu of that which 
he is now receiving 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “r uM ” ane all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ct to the provisions and limi 
tations of oe e pension Jaws, the name of oo an A. Sayles, late of Company 
H, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at 
the rate of $30 per mo nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Thec ommittee amendment was agreed to, 


the | 








| $20, the 


| Charles E. ¢ 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES E, CHURCHILL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4963) granting an increase 
of pension to Capt. Charles E. Churchill, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Capt. Charles E. Churchill, 
late a captain in the Fifty-ninth Regiment Massachusetés Volunteers, from 
amount now received by said Churchill under pension certificate 
No. 58423, to $72 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Stri ke outall after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof as follows: 

Ths it the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi ons and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Churchill, late captain Company 
D, Fifty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per m<¢ ath in lieu of that he is now rece siving e 

Amend the — so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
chill.’ 

Thec canunbiens amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


PRUDENCE REAMER. 
The next business was the bill (S.3729) granting a pension to 
Prudence Reamer. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pes nsion laws, — name of Prudence Reamer, 
former widow of John D. Tinney, late of B: ry Kk, West Virginis LV olunteer 


Artillery, and pay her a pe aclon at thi 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


able recommendation, 


rs Lg of $12 per month. 


JOHN ROOP, 


The next business was the bill (S.415) granting an increase of 
pension to John Roop. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Roop, late first 





1901. 





assistant engineer, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

GEORGE W. HARRISON, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3440) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Harrison. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Harrison, 
late captain and assistant eee nae and brevet lieutenant-colonel, 
United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ADAM VELTEN, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3517) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam Velten. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provi- | 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam Velten, late of 
Company B, Fifty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
pany A, Seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


STEPHEN LONGFELLOW, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4555) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen Longfellow. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Longfellow, late of 
Company H, Twentieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDYTH M. MUCK, 

The next business was the bill (S, 4212) granting an increase of 
pension to Edyth M. Muck. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edyth M. Muck, widow of 
Anthony Muck, late captain Company I, Forty-fourth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of 820 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of 
James M. Muck, the blind and dependent son of said Anthony Muck, the 
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

J. J. GROFF, 

The next business was the bill (8S. 91) granting a pension to J.J. 
Groff, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. J. Groff, late scout and 
guide in the United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 

_ Strike out of lines 7 and § the words “at the rate of $20 per month” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘at such rate as his disability from wound of 
neck and head may entitle him to.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ERIE E, FARMER. 

The next business was the bill (8. 1413) granting a pension to 
Erie E. Farmer. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Erie E. Farmer, widow of 
Henry Farmer, late of Captain Chile’s company, Second Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer Mounted Infantry, Cherokee Indian war, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 9 strike out ‘‘ twelve” and insert “eight.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House witha favorable recommendation. 


HENRY MILLER, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8190) granting a pension 
to Henry Miller, 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Miller, 
late of detachment general service recruit, United States Army, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5 strike out “of detachment’ and substitute “private;” 
same line strike out the word * recruit.” 

In line 7 strike out “ fifteen’ and substitute therefor the w 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

AMBROSE BRISETT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11091) granting a pension 
to Ambrose Brisett. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the as isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ambrose Brisett, late of the 
United States Marine Corps in the war with Mexico, and allow him a pension 
at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


and in 


rd “twelve.” 


REBECCA TOLSON, 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 7617) granting an increase 
of pension to Rebecca Tolson, of Clifton, Va. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
instructed and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Rebecca 
Tolson, widow of Douglas Tolson, deceased, of District of Columbia and 
Maryland Volunteers in Mexican war, at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
any pension she may now be receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Tolson.”’ ; 
In lines 3 and 4 strike out “instructed” and insert ‘“‘ authcrized.” 


In line 4, after the word * 
tations of the pension laws.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the words ‘‘ Douglas Tolson,”’ in line 5, and snb 
stitute therefor the words: “late of a battalion of District of Columbia and 
Maryland Yolunteers in the war with Mexico, and pay hera pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

EDITH LOCKWOOD STURDY. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2400) granting an increase of 
pension to Edith Lockwood Sturdy. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisio1 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edith Lockwood Sturdy, 
widow of Edward William Sturdy, late lieutenant-commander, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “twenty-five.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

JOHN T. KNOX, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10792) to increase the pen- 
sion of John T. Knox. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an« 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nar 1 T 
in Capt. W. J. Stephenson's company, 
Hawk war, and pay him a pension of 3 
receives. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, were read: 
“A bil 


roll,” insert *“* subject to the provisions and limi- 


1 he is hereby, 
» provisions 

te private 
riment. Black 


K 
that he now 






Change the title so as to read: 
John T. Knox.”’ 

In line 8 strike out 
twelve.” 

In line 9 strike out 


granting an increase of pension to 


‘“‘of twenty’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘tat the rate of 


“now receives” and insert “is now receivir 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be renorted 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 4 

W. C, GRIFFIN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R 
to W. C. Griffin. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of W. C. Griffin, a soldier in the 
Creek Indian war, from 1836 to 1837, on the pension roll at the tate of $30 per 


. 2595) granting a pension 























































an i 


Nem ope RS Sage mt Semen er 



















month fr the } uze of this act, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the per ! and to continue said pension so long as said Griffin shall 
il 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 


Pensions, were read: 








Chat to rea A bill granting an increase of pension to 
v ; 
i r the word ] nsert ‘‘on the pension roll, subject to 
{ ? and tir atior e pension laws;”’ and in the same line 
ge t initia W ” ir \ Christian name to * William;” also in 
ul ne st e out “a” after the word “Griffin,” and also strike out 
dier in the Creek,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the words “late of 
Capt. Thomas M. Likin’s company, Alabama Volunteers, Cherokee.” 
In lin f l 7 strike ont “from 1836 to 1837, on the pension roll,” and 
ubstitute ther >on him a pension 
It 7 t ind insert ‘““‘twenty.”’ 
! t e bill atter the word “month,” in line 7, and substitute 
t r the I i lieu of that he 1s now receiving 
The committee amendments were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
tot » House with a favorable recom me ndation. 


THOMAS CLAIBORNE, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10548) for the relief of | 


Thomas Claiborne. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
unanimous consent to substitute the Senate bill, which has been 
favorably reported by the House committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to substitute 
the Senate bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


Mr. Chairman, in that case I ask | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


f imitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Claiborne, late first 
lientenant of Company D, United States Mounted Rifles, war with Mexico, 
and pay hima pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 

In line 10 strike out “twenty” and insert twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, the bill H. R. 10548 was 
ordered to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

B. H. RANDALL, 


The next business was the bill (S. 667) granting a pension to 
B. H, Randall. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enactcd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of B. H. Randall, late sutler at 
Fort Ridgely, Minnesota, during the Sioux Indian outbreak, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on | 


Pensions, was read: 


In line & str out ‘‘twelve” and insert “ eight.’ 

ry ; ° , « . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SARAH T. BREWER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10069) granting a pension | 


to Sarah T. Brewer. 
rhe Cierk read the bill, as follows: 
} 





t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

ithorized and directed to place upon the pension roll Mrs. Sarah T. Brewer, 

f Boyle County, Ky., who is the grandmother and only heir of John C 

Brewer, Company M, Sixth United States Cavalry, who was recently killed 

i the Philippine Islands, and who was the support of said grandmother, and 
to pay her a pe on at the rate of $12 per month. 


rhe following amendments, recommended by the Committee 


on Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out “Mrs.” and insert in lieu thereof “subject to the pro 
Visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of.” 

in lines 5 and 6 strike out * of Boyle County, Ky., whois the grandmother 
and only heir and substitute therefor the words * foster mother.” 
In line 6, after the word ** Brewer,” insert “ late of.” 





Philippine Islands, and who was the support of said grandmother ” and sub 
stitute theref tl , war With Spain. 

In line 9 strike « 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

ore : : : ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

ELIZA L,. REESE. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to 
Eliza L. Reese. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza L. Reese, widow of 





ke out es 7,8, and 9 the words “who was recently killed in the | 


|} Same tim 
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James T. Reese, late of Capt. William Butt’s company, Creek Indian war of 
1836, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 


In line 9 strike out the word “ twenty " and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ht 
ight. 


Mr. GLYNN. Ihave a petition and some resolutions which I 
desire to have put inthe Recorp. If the gentlemen of the House 
will consent to that I will refrain from making a speech on this 
bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed to print the statement in the Recorp. It will 
save that much time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the papers 
referred to by the gentleman be printed as a part of his remarks, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The papers referred to are as follows; 

A PETITION. 
SALT LAKE Cry, December 28, 1900. 
To the honorable Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, House of Repre sentative 8, Washington, D. « 


GENTLEMEN: Your petitioners—merchants, bankers, and business men of 
Salt Lake City, Utah—respectfully represent that in compliance with ** An 
act to provide for the purchase of asite and for the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Salt Lake City, the capital of the State of Utah,” approved 
March 2, 1899, advertisements were inserted in the Salt Lake Tribune for 
such site, requiring, among other things, that the Government building be 
located on “a corner lot, approximating 180 feet front by 180 feet in dimen- 
sions, is preferred. If not acorner lot, the property must approximate 180 
feet by 220 feet in dimensions, the 220 feet to be street frontage.” The act 
referred to requires, among other things, after the said advertisement is 
made, “that thereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause examina- 
tion to be made of the said bids and the said proposed sites, and shall cause 
statements, maps, and plats thereof to be taken and submitted to him.” 

Your petitioners therefore allege: 

First. That no examination, such as is required by the act referred to, has 
ever been made. 

Second. That they are informed and believe that the site was selected by 
one H. A. Taylor, who had visited Salt Lake City but three times and at dates 
long prior to 1899, and hence was not qualified at the date said site was selected 
to make a proper or suitable selection without personal examination. 

Third. That it is south of all the business portion of the city and not in the 
direction of the city’s growth. 

Fourth. That it is on low ground, only 1} blocks above the line of the 
gravity sewer. It is on ground similar to that on which the city and county 
building is located, the foundation of which is estimated to have cost from 
$40,000 to $50,000 more than if located on solid ground in the center or upper 
portion of the city. 

Fifth. The advertisement fixed the size of the site 180 feet square if located 
at a street intersection. Streets in the business portion of Salt Lake City 
are 132 feet wide. The site selected is located on the corner of East Temple 
and Market streets. Marketstreet isa private street, one block in length, 
half the width of the regu!ar streets, hence it does not comply with the terms 
or intention of said advertisement. 

Sixth. Your petitioners believe that the capital of the State of Utah should 
receive more consideration in the selection of a site for a public building. 

That no proper consideration was given to the other numerous sites offered. 

Thatif proper examination had been made the site which was situate on 
lowest ground and which would require the greatest expenditure for founda- 
tion would not have been selected. 

Seventh. Your petitioners request that a committee be appointed to make 
a proper examination and select a site in the business district of the city, 
where it will be centrally located as regards population, in the direction of 
the city’s growth, and where it will be convenient to all residents, and at the 
present an imposing and dignified appearance. They alsorequest 
that all persons may be awarded an impartial hearing to present the merits 
of their respective locations. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 

Lewis 8. Mills, president Deseret National Bank; Heber J. Grant, 
president State Bank of Utah; John E. Dooly, banker: The 
Rrigham Young Trust Company, by N. W. Clayton, chairman 
executive committee; Cooperative Wagon and Machine Com- 
pany, Geo. T. Odell, general manager; Spencer Clawson & 
Co., wholesale dry goods; McCormick & Co., bankers: Henry 
Dinwoody, Dinwoody Furniture Company; Wm. R. Wallace, 
property owner; Hooper Building, by Jos. E. Caine, agent; 
Continental Market Company, J. E. Caine, president; W. F. 
Armstrong, president of Utah Commercial and Savings Bank; 
Thomas W. Jennings; Mary H. Jennings. by Thos. W. Jen- 
nings; P. W. Madsen; Utah Stove and Hardware Company, 
P. W. Madsen. president; Western Loan and Savings Com- 
pany; J. B. Toronto, vice-president Western Loan and Say- 
ings Co.; Thomas G. Webber, merchant: Home Fire Insur- 
ance Company of Utah, by Heber J. Grant, president: Salt 
Lake Theater Company; Consolidated Implement Company, 
by Geo. A. Snow, president and general manager; The Deseret 
News, H. G. Whitney, business manager. 

RESOLUTIONS ON THE ABOVE PETITION. 

Whereas merchants, bankers, and business men of Salt Lake City havo 

filed with the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds a petition in pro- 



















| test against the proposed site for the Federal building to be erected in that 


municipality in conformity with an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the 
nat se of asite and for the erection of a public building thereon at Salt 
Pak » City, the capital of the State of Utab,”’ approved March 2, 1899; and 
Whereas these merchants, bankers, and business men assert that the pro- 
posed site is the most undesirable one offered and guarantee to furnish the 
United States Government, free of charge, any site to be selected in the most 





| desirable business section of the city; and 


Whereas these merchants, bankers, and businessmen contend that the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Treasury, having this matter in charge, made the se- 
lection of the proposed site in violation of the provisions of the bill approved 
March 2, 1899, and without having the customary examination made in the 
usual manner, and without giving the merits of the other offered sites due 
hearing and consideration; and 

Whereas these merchants, bankers, and business men in their petition 
practically charge the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, having the matter 
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in charge, with dereliction of duty in the selection of a proposed site in Salt 
Lake City: Therefore, be it ; ; . 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed, authorized, and in- 
structed to investigate the methods followed and the procedure adopted by 
this Assistant Secretary of the Treasury in the selection of this proposed 
site, to investigate fully, by hearings and otherwise, into the merits of the 
different sites available at Salt Lake City, and to report back to this House 
the one found to be most desirable and most feasible; 

And be it further resolved, That the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
having this matter in charge, be directed to furnish the House of Repre- 
sentatives with all the papers, maps, communications, and documents relat- 
ing to the selection of a site for the Federal building to be erected at Salt 
Lake City. 

MARY BLACK, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension 
to Mary Black, widow of Samuel C, Black. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject otherwise to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Black, 
widow of Samuel C. Black, late soldier in Creek Indian war, 1836 and 1837, and 
that he pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

Strike out of the title the words ‘‘ widow of Samuel C. Black.” 

In line 5 strike out the word *“ otherwise.” : = 

In line 7 strike out the words “soldier in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “of Captain Allen’s company of Georgia Volunteers.” s 

Strike out of lines 7 and 8 the words “ eighteen hundred and thirty-six and 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven.” 

Strike out of line 8 the words ‘that he.’ 

In line 9, after the word ‘pension,’ insert the words ‘‘at the rate.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM LYMAN CHITTENDEN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1400) granting a pension to 
William Lyman Chittenden. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Lyman 
Chittenden, late of Capt. L. J. Powell's company Minute Men Oregon Volun- 
teers of 1856, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


LAURA ANN SMITH, 


The next business was the bill (8. 3457) granting an increase of 
pension to Laura Ann Smith. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura Ann Smith, widow of 
Abram R. Smith, late of Company G, First Regiment Georgia Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out “twenty ” and insert ‘sixteen.’ 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


JAMES H. COVENTON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 349) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Coventon. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Coventon, late of 
Company F, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside tu be reported to the House | 


with a favorable recommendation. 
JANE WOMACK, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2085) for the relief of Jane 
Womack, 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Womack, of Richmond, 
Va., a daughter of Herbert Womack, a soldier of the war of 1812, and pay her 
a pension of $12 per month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on | 


Pensions, were read: 


gy Chan e the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Jane A. E. 
omack.’’ 

In line 6 insert the initials ‘‘A. E.” in claimant’s Christian name, after the 
word “ Jane," and in same line strike out “of Richmond, Virginia, a’ and sub- 
stitute therefor ‘totally blind and helpless.” 

In line 7 strike out “Herbert” and insert ‘‘ Hubbard,” and in same line 
strike out ‘‘a soldier of the’ and insert “late of the Sixty-second Regiment 
of Virginia Volunteers.’ 

In line 8, after the word “ pension,” insert “at the rate.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARTHA G. D. LYSTER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 292) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha G. D. Lyster. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha G. D. Lyster, widow 
of the late W. G. Lyster, colonel Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
celving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

JAMES A, THOMAS, 

The next business was the bill (S, 2432) granting an increase of 
pension to James A. Thomas, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James A. Thomas, 
late of Company B, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per monthin lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 

In line 8, after the words “rate of,” 
lieu thereof “ thirty-five.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


strike out ‘‘forty-five ’ and insert in 


AGNES RYDER, 
he next business was the bill (H. R. 7757) for the relief of 
Agnes Ryder, minor child of the late Thomas P. Ryder, brigade 
quartermaster’s clerk of the Third Brigade, Third Division, First 
Army Corps, Spanish-American war. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Agnes Ryder, 
of Wilkesbarre, Pa., minor child of the late Thomas P. Ryder, brigade quar- 
termaster’s clerk of the Third Brigade, Third Division, First Army Corps, 
Spanish-American war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “ roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws.”’ 

In line 5 strike out *‘of Wilkesbarre, Pa.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out ‘““Spanish-American war” a1 
for ** war with Spain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘“‘sixteen”’ and substitute therefor the word 
“twelve.” 

Add to the bill, after the word ‘‘ month,” 
shall have reached the age of 16 years.”’ 

Amend the title soas toread: “A bill granting a pension t 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


1 substitute there- 


in line 9, the words ‘until she 


o Agnes Ryder.’ 


ELLEN HARDIN WALWORTH. 





The next business was the bill (H. R. 3545) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Ellen Hardin Walworth. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,a 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name 
Walworth, dependent mother of Reubena H. Walworth, decea 
nurse in the war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the ra 

The following amendments, recommended by the ¢ 
Pensions, were read: 





d he is hereby, 
f Ellen Hardin 
ed,avoluntee: 

f $30 a month 


a) 


‘ommittee on 


In lines 4 and 5, after the words ‘‘place on the pension roll,” insert the fol 
lowing words: * subject tothe provisions and limitations of the pension law 

In line 8, after the words ‘‘at the rate of,’’ strike o tl word “thirt 
and insert the word “twenty-five 

Amend the title soas to read: ‘A bill granting a per Ellen Hardin 

| Walworth. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN M’DONALD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R.6323) for the relief of John 
McDonald, alias John Shannon. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, aut 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military r« 
of John McDonald, alias John Shannon now of Plum City, 3., lat 
ber of Compahy B, Ninetieth Regiment of INlinois Infantry, and grant h an 
| honorable discharge from the 2th day of August, 1805 
| The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
| Military J irs, We ad: 
| Military Affairs, was read 

Add to the bill the words: - 

‘Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 
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Mr. TALBERT. 
case be read. 
The report (by Mr. Escu) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6323) for the relief of John McDonald, alias John Shannon, report the same 
back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass with an amend- 
ment 

it is shown by the records of the War Department that John Shannon was 
enrolled August 16 and mustered into service August 22, 1562, as a private in 
Company B, Ninetieth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, to serve three years 
He was present with his company until November 25, 1863, when he was 
wounded in action. The medical records report him as follows: 

“Received a severe gunshot wound in the groin at the battle of Missionary 
Ridge. November 25, 1563, and was transferred December 21, 1863. He was 
admitted to a general field hospital, Army of the Cumberland, Bridgeport, 
Ala., December 23, 1863. with gunshot wound of the left hip, and was trans 
ferred December 25, 1863."" 

On certificates of the proney medical authorities he was excused from re- 

sorting to his regiment for duty, owing to his feeble condition resulting from 
sis wound, until March, 1864, when he returned to his regiment and served 
therewith until he was again severely wounded at the battle near Atlanta 
July 28, 1864. He was admitted to a general field hospital, Fifteenth Army 
Corps, Marietta, Ga., and was furloughed August 14, 1864, to September 12, 
1864. He never thereafter returned either tothe hospital or to his command, 
or reported his whereabouts, and in consequence was reported as having 
deserted September 13, 1864, his regiment having remained in the service 
until June 6, 1865. 

In support of an application to remove the charge of desertion affidavits 
were filed setting forth the feeble and unfit condition of claimant from and 
after August, 1864, as follows: 

Morris Mulhorn testified: 

“I first saw John McDonald about the Ist of June, 1865, at Eau Galle, Dunn 
County, Wis.; he was doing chores for Mr. Carson, of said place; know that 
he was wounded; saw his wound several times; known him ever since.” 

The claimant, August 24, 1889, testified: 

“After I left the hospital I reported to First Lieut. Thomas Grady every 
twenty days. I believe fourtimes Dr. Fowler gave me the extension for fur 
lough. My mother took care of me during that time. After my mother’s 
death I moved to Eau Galle, Wis., and was cared for by Mrs. Maria Rayburn, 
of said place. Dr. Crocker attended me, knowing that I could not do any 
duty nor even could helpmyself. Iafterwards failed tocall for any further 
extensions for furloughs.” 

W. 8S. Smith, of Eau Galla, Wis., testified— 

“ That he has been well acquainted with John McDonald, alias John Shan 
non, since June, 1864, up to the present time, and that from said acquaintance 
he knows of his own bowladiaes that from November, 1864, to June, 1865, 
claimant was suffering from gunshot wounds received while he was in said 
United States service, and to such an extentas torender him entirely unfit to 
travel away from his residence; and furthersay that since said last-mentioned 

xeriod said claimant has been unable to do more than one-quarter of the 
abor of a sound man on account of effects of said disability.” 

George Delong, of Eau Galla, Wis., testified— 

“That claimant was suffering from a gunshot wound in left hip to sucb an 
extent as to entirely incapacitate and unfit him to travel the least distance 
from home.” 

Wallace J. Smith, of Rock Elm, Wis., testified— 

* That claimant's wound was so bad that he could not move himself only 
as he was assisted by others to move him, and this entire helplessness con 
tinued during all the time as above stated; saw the wound: claimant had not 
been home more than ten or twenty days before said wound broke out and 
became a running sore, discharging pus and a number of small pieces of bone.”’ 

From the above evidence the committee is of the opinion that claimant 
was wholly incapacitated for further military service after receiving his sec 
ond wound, and that he used reasonable diligence in trying to secure exten 
sions of his furlough until the time when actual hostilities ceased. That 
claimant had no intention of deserting, but his entire record shows him to 
have been a brave and faithful soldier. 

Therefore the committee recommends that the bill do pass with the follow- 
ing amendment: 

“Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I do not 
think these cases for the removal of the charges of desertion ought 
to be considered here in preference to other bills, butas that is an 
extraordinary case I have no objection to it. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SILAS NICHOLSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7243) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Silas Nicholson, 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., ThattheSecretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to cause the records of the War Department to be so 
amended as to remove from the military record of Silas Nicholson, late a pri 
vate in Company F, Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, the 
oo ge of desertion, and to grant the said Silas Nicholson an honorable dis- 
charge 


The amendment set forth in the report and recommended by the 
Committee on Military Affairs was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the report in that 
case. 

The report (by Mr. Stevens of Minnesota) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
7243) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Silas 
Nicholson, report the same back to the House with the recommendation that 
it dopass with the following amendment: “Provided, Thatnopay, bounty,or 
other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of 
this act.” 

It is shown by the records of the War Department that Sylas Nichelson, 
also borne on the rolls as Silas Nicholson, was enrolled March 3, 1862, as a 
private in Company_H, Eighty-fifth Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, to 
serve three years. He was transferred to Company H, Fifty-fourth Penn- 
sylvenia Infantry Volunteers, in July or August, 1862. He reenlisted as a 
veteran volunteer March 12, 1864, and is reported on the company muster 
roll, dated June 30, 1864, absent, sick in hospital, at Newmarket, Va. 
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On the roll dated December 31, 1864, he is reported absent sick, and on the 
roll dated February 28, 1865, his name is not borne. The roll of Company F, 
to which he was transferred by consolidation, dated April 30, 1865, shows 
him absent sick, and his name is dropped from subsequent rells, including 
the company muster-out roll, dated July 15, 1865. Nothing has been found 
on the medical records to show that he received any treatment, nor has any- 
ons a of record to show that he was captured by the enemy on 
une 18, 1864. 

The War Department report further shows that in an application for re- 
moval of the charge of desertion Nicholson testified, April 30, 1890, that early 
in 1862 he enlisted as a private in Company H, Eighty-fifth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Infantry Volunteers, when he was a boy 17 years old; that he 
reenlisted as a veteran volunteer in the spring of 1864, upon promise of a 
furlough and a bounty of $300, neither of which he ever received. Before 
reenlisting he was with McClellan's army ‘‘and took part in the battles 
of Yorktown, Williamsburg, Fair Oaks, and the balance of those fights to 
Harrisons Landing.” After reenlisting in 1864 ‘‘we went with Seigel up 
the valley, and when Hunter sapersenee him we went with him. At New 
Market I was taken with erysipelas in both legs, and was sent to hospital in 
an old church at New Market. Hunter moved down the valley, and he was 
hardly out of sight when the rebels came in and captured the hospital and 
took us to Mount Jackson. We stayed there about a week, and were then 
moved to Luray. Here we were kept a week or ten days, and one afternoon 
they gave us three days’ rations and said we would start for Richmond in 
the morning. During the night two of us pulled out and took to the North 
Mountain, and in the course of two weeks reached our lines on the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad at Cherry Run. I had the erysipelas in my legs so badly 
that we went very slowly. From there I went to my home in Pennsylvania. 
This was some time late in the fall of 1864." 

He stayed at home about a month and got medicine from a doctor in Cen- 
terville, Pa., but does not know his name. Instead of returning to his regi- 
ment, he went to an uncle of his in Ohio, but was unable to do any work un- 
til about May, 1865, when he went to work on a farm, and in the fall of 1865 he 
married. That from the time he escaped from the rebels until Lee's surren- 
der he was, on account of the disease in his legs, unfit for military duty. He 
regrets the mistake he made in not reporting to his regiment. He has 12 
children, and on this account, he says, he pee ae his military record corrected. 

The above affidavit was, on the 30th day of September, 1899, supplemented 
by another affidavit of the soldier and filed in the War Department. The 
facts set forth in this latter affidavit are similar to those set out in the former, 
with the additional declarations that he was not cured of his disease until 
long after the war was ended; that he was nevera deserter, and is entitled 
to his discharge for faithful services he rendered his country until he was 
taken sick and captured. 

W. H. Sanner, of Somerset County, Pa., in an affidavit filed in the War De- 
partment, testified, September 14, 1899, that in 1862 he was on recruiting serv- 
ice and enlisted Silas Nicholson. He met him frequently while in the service, 
and knows him to be the identical person he represents himself to be; that 
at the battle of New Market, Va., the 15th of May, 1864, Nicholson was re- 
ported among the casualties by his officers as *‘ missing.” 

The affidavits of Fredrick Krebs, Francis May, Peter Nicholson, and Jacob 
Nicholson, all on file in the War Department, corroborate the statement of 
the soldier, that he returned to his home in Pennsylvania with erysipelas in 
his legs in the fall of 1864, and on account of the disease was unfit for labor 
until after the war was ended. 

From the time of his enlistment in the spring of 1862 to his return home in 
the fall of 1864 this soldier did faithful service to his country, and your com- 
mittee, in consideration thereof, his youth, and the circumstances under which 
he was separated from the Army, recommend the passage of the bill with the 
amendment aforesaid. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it appears from the reading of 
this report that this man enlisted several different times in sev- 
It is easy to assume that he must have 
received a bounty every time he enlisted; and it does seem to me 
from the reading of the report that there is very little merit in the 
case. I therefore move that this bill be laid aside with an unfa- 
vorable report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who intro- 


| duced the bill is not present, and I suggest to the gentleman if it 


would not be fair to him to allow it tobe passed over for the pres- 
ent without prejudice. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have no objection to that, 

Subsequently, 

Mr. ROBB. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask that we go back to 

7243, which was passed over without prejudice. 

Il ask that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be upon the amend- 
ment. The Clerk will report the bill by its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7243) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Silas Nicholson. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MRS. ADDIE L. POTTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7053) for the relief of Mrs. 
Addie L. Potter. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll subject, to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Addie L. Potter, widow 
of the late John Wesley Potter, late of Company B, Twenty-ninth New Jer- 
sey Volunteers, at the rate of $8 a month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

BENJAMIN E, STYLES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension 
to Benjamin E. Styles. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Benjamin E. Styles, late first 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


899 





sergeant Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, on the 
pension roll at the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

In line 4 strike all after the worg “place” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “ on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin E. Styles, 
late of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


: 


ELLEN H. PHILLIPS. 


The next business was the bill (H. H. 8794) to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Ellen H. Phillips. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen H. Phillips, widow of 
the late Capt. Morton L. Phillips, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 a 
month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the committee, 
were read: 

In line 6 strike out the words “the late captain.” 

In line 7, after the word * Phillips,’ insert the words “late captain, United 
States Revenue-Cutter Service;”*’ in the same line strike out the word “ fifty” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty; in the same line strike out the 
word *‘a’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ per.” 

In line 8, after the word *“‘month,” insert the following: “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ELIZABETH DICKERSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11927) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Dickerson, formerly widow of James Bohler. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Dickerson, for- 
merly widow of James Bohler, late of Company L, Second Regiment Iowa 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the committee, 
were read: 

In line 6, after the word ‘formerly,’ 
line strike out the word “Bohler” 
** Boller.” 

In line 7, before the word ‘‘ Cavalry,”’ insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

_ In line 8, before the word “month,” strike out the word “a” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ per.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


‘ 


insert the word “the;” in the same 
and insert in lieu thereof the word 


JOHN ABEL, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3436) for the relief of 
John Abel. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John Abel, 
late of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Infantry Volunteers, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, and 8 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of John Abel, late of Company K, 
Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JEROME W. ROWLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11583) granting an increase of pension to Jerome R. Rowley. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerome R. Rowley, late of 
Company F, Sixty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by 
striking out ‘‘fifty,” in line 8, and inserting ‘‘seventy;” and in 
connection with that motion I ask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “seventy.” 

The report by Mr. GASTON was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
11583) granting an increase of pension to Jerome W. Rowley, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

This beneficiary, now 57 years of age, served asa eres in Company F, 
Sixty-fifth Ohio Volunteers, from November 22, 1861, to June 6, 1864, when he 


was discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability, by reason of a gunshot 
wound of right arm, received in battle at Chickamauga, September 19, 1863, 
making amputation necessary 3 inches below the shoulder; and the files of 
the Pension Bureau show that he was pensioned at $8 per month from dis- 
charge; $15 from June 6, 1866; at $18 from August 5, 1872; at $24 from June 4, 
1874; at $30 from March 3, 1883, and at $45 from August 4, 1886. 

Claims for increase of pension, filed May 2, 1895, and August 30, 1897, in 
which rheumatism and blood poisoning were alleged as results of the ampu- 
tation, were rejected September 7, 1895, and December I, 1898, respectively, 
upon the ground that the beneficiary was receiving the specific rating 
allowed by law for the amputation of an arm so near the shoulder joint as to 
prevent the use of an artificial arm; that blood poisoning was not shown, 
and that the rheumatism could not be accepted as a result of the wound. 

Medical and other testimony filed by the beneficiary in his claim for in- 
crease of pension shows that the beneficiary has almost completely lost the 
power of motion; that he is unable to get up or sit down, stand or walk, get 
into bed or out of it by himself, and that he requires aid and attendance all 
the time; that this condition is due to arthritis rheumatica deformans. 

The last certificate of examination, made November 19, 1898, describes his 
condition as follows: 

**General emaciation of the whole body; loss of right arm in close prox- 
imity to shoulder joint; tenderness along the entire course of the spinal 
column; anchylosis of hips, knee, and ankle joints; motion in such joints 
entirely lost; knee joints enlarged and tendons contracted; anchylosis of 
left shoulder, elbow, and wrist joints: forearm flexed at angle of 45°; con- 
traction of tendons of fingers and thumb of left hand, with usefulness of 
this hand and arm entirely lost. He requires the constant aid and attend- 
ance of another person, and on retiring or rising the assistance of two or 
more persons; and the surgeon who examined him stated that in his opinion 
the condition of the applicant was due to blood poisoning and gangrene from 
the wound.” 

Whileit isnot shown asa fact that the rheumatism which causes the helpless- 
ness of this soldier is due to his military service, your committee, in view of 
the fact that the soldier lost an arm in the service, for which he is receiving 
the rate provided by law, namely, $45 per month, and that he is now in a 
helpless condition and requires the aid and attendance of another person, 
ao that the rheumatism may probably be of service origin, believes that 
the increase sought for in the bill—an increase of $5 per month—is warranted 
under the circumstances, and reports the bill back with the recommendation 
that it pass. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, the reading of this report 
shows that this soldier is perfectly and absolutely helpless. That 
he was a gallant soldier is evidenced by the fact that he lost his 
arm in battle. He served his country for nearly three years. 
There is a dispute between the medical authorities as to whether 
or not his present helpless condition is due entirely to the gunshot 
wound or not; at all events, it appears he is entirely he!pless. 
His right arm was amputated so close to the shoulder that an 
artificial arm could not be used. His left shoulder, elbow, wrist, 
and even his fingers are wholly paralyzed, and he can not walk, 
stand, or sit without aid or assistance of another person putting 
him in position. Every joint of his bodyis helpless, and he needs 
the care and attention to-day of at least one, and frequently of 
two, persons to assist him. 

Mr. GAINES. How much does your bill provide? 

Mr. WEAVER. The bill calls for $50 amonth. Heis drawing 
$45 now. The bill calls for $50, the amount that was fixed in the 
bill as introduced; and in connection with that I desire to state, 
Mr. Chairman, that through a mistake in drawing the bill fifty 
was written instead of seventy. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman al- 
low me a suggestion? 

Mr. WEAVER, Certainly. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I desire to say that the committee 
realized the difficulty and thought the man was entitled to more 
than $50 at the time, but as the bill only called for $50 the com- 
mittee accepted the amount in the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is true. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think the gentleman's motion ought 
to prevail. The gentleman does not overstate the facts. 

Mr. GAINES. Is there any difference now in the judgment of 
the physicians as to this man’s present condition? 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the pension office refused to increase the 
pension because the medical authorities there were not satisfied 
that this present condition was owing tothe gunshot wound. The 
rating that he is receiving now is in accordance with the provi- 
sion for amputation of the arm. But the examining surgeons ex- 
amining him at the time he made the application for the increase 
have reported, as was read by the Clerk in the report, that they 
believed that the condition arose from a gunshot wound. 

Mr. GAINES. Who was the examining physician? 

Mr. WEAVER. A local board of examining surgeons. 

Mr. GAINES. Where? 

Mr. WEAVER. At Springfield, Ohio. I am personally ac- 
quainted with the case, and I know the man weli. I know abso- 
lutely of bis perfectly helpless condition and his dire distress and 

verty. 

Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. WEAVER. 
Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have no doubt the statements of the gentle- 
man from Ohio are correct and true; but I would like to ask him 
if these facts were stated to the Pension Department; and if so, 
why couldn’t they make the increase? 

Mr. WEAVER. Because the médical officers of the Pension 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
I will yield to the gentleman from South 
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Bureau could not trace the connection between the rheumatism 
and stiffening of these joints to the result of the gunshot wound. 

Mr. TALBERT. It was not traceable to service origin? 

Mr. WEAVER. They could not trace it to service origin. 

Mr. TALBERT. In view of the fact that the Pension Depart- 
ment refused it, you come here as a court of appeal to get justice? 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman from South Carolina could not 
have heard what I said at the opening. The local board of exam- 
ining surgeons,to whom was referred the claim, thought it was 
due to the gunshot wound, but when it came to the board of 
review in the Pension Office they did notapprove thereport. The 
committee find that it is probably due to service origin. I am 
willing to give the claimant the benefit of the doubt to the extent 
which the amendment provides. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, if the gentleman from Ohio will allow 
me, I want to submit a remark or two. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it is a fact that this House is 
willing to take the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
It seems like they have been going along voting for these bills 
without having the reports read, or anything of the kind. Here 
is a bill that the committee brings in and recommends $50 a | 
month. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WEAVER] rises on the 
floor and moves to amend by making it $70; and a member of the 
committee gets up and says, ‘‘ We thought he ought to have more, 
but we did not give it to him. I think the motion ought to pre- 
vail.” It seems to methat puts the committee in rather a strange 
predicament here. We are going along, or being led along, sup- 
porting these measures because the committee has recommended 
them. Well, now, if that is the case, they may be above and they 
may be below the high-water mark. A member of the committee 
gets up and says he thought the claimant ought to have more, but 
they brought in a bill for $50a month. If the committee thought 
he ought to have $70 a month, it seems to me they ought to have 





so reported. We are left in the dark without the help of the com- 
mittee, and that is the way they propose to deal with these ques- 
tions. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina will allow me, ‘‘to err is human, to forgive divine.” 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. TALBERT. Oh, Ihave forgiven them long ago. 
ter. | 

Mr. GIBSON. Let me say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that the committee did not feel justified in allowing more than 
the bill called for. If the bill had called for $70 a month the com- 
mittee would have allowed, probably, the $70; but the rule of the 
committee is not to exceed what the bill calls for. It appears in 
this case that the draftsman made a mistake. This is manifestly 
a $72 case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. WEAVER]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (called for by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—52 ayes and 2 noes. 


[Laugh- 





So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HESTER A. PHILLIPS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4128) 
granting a pension to Hester A. Phillips. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hester A. Phillips, 
widow of Benjamin B. Phillips, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Dela 


ware Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. | 


| enlistment no bounties were being offered. 
| ously wounded and was in the hospital several weeks. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
EDWIN 8. ANDERSON, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 993) 
granting an increase of pension to Edwin S. Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
sd and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 





ions limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin 8. Anderson, 
late of Company A, Eighty seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
ceiving 


‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM R, M’MASTER., 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3223) 
granting an increase of pension to William R. McMaster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William R. McMaster, late 
of Company F. Eighth Reg nt lowa Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, 
Ninth Regi ~ent lowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate | 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DAVID K. REYNOLDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
425) for the relief of David K. Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion standing against David K,. 
Reynolds, late a member of Company K, Sixty-first Ohio, be, and the same 
is hereby, removed. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: ‘‘Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of 
this act.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HENRY COOK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
417) for the relief of Henry Cook. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to have the report read in this 
case. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, but before the reading 

vas concluded 

Mr. TALBERT said: I ask that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 


GUSTAVUS ADOLPHUS THOMPSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8474) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Gustavus Adolphus 
Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Gustavus Adolphus Thompson, late private in Company B, Ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to issue to said Thompson an honor- 
able discharge from said service to be dated July 12, 18¢5. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

* Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 


payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. TALBERT. [ ask that this bill be passed over without 

yrejudice. 
, Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire that the bill be considered. I 
am familiar with the facts of the case; and [ think that after I 
have made an explanation the gentleman from South Carolina 
will not object. 

Mr. TALBERT. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman desire to hear an 
explanation? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The history of this case’is about as fol- 
lows: On the 14th of August, 1861, Gustavus Adolphus Thompson 
enlisted as a private in Company D, Ninth Regiment Indiana Infan- 
try Volunteers. When his first term of service had expired he re- 
enlisted and continued in the service until the 12th of July, 1865. 
He participated in all the engagements in which that regiment 
took part during the entire civil war. At the time of his original 
In 1862 he was seri- 


Early in July, 1865, while his regiment was stationed at Nash- 
ville, Tenn., he had some difficulty with his captain. In conse- 
quence, as I believe, of a ‘‘spree” that several members of the 
company got on, he was put under arrest. Shortly afterwards the 
regiment was ordered to Texas for duty in connection with certain 
complications down in Mexico. When the regiment reached New 
Orleans, he heard from home that his wife was sick. Being un- 
der arrest, he conferred with the lieutenant-colonel of his regi- 
ment in regard to going home. That officer to!d him to go home. 
This man says—and I think the evidence shows it and the report 
recites it—that the lieutenant-colonel furnished him with money 
with which to go home, Accordingly, he went to his home in 
Indiana. When he had been there about three weeks, his regi- 
ment returned to Indianapolis and was mustered out. He was 
not there. He was reported asa deserter. Under the general law, 
if a soldier was not under charges at the time he abandoned the 


| service, his record can be readily corrected. 


General Shuman, the brigade commander, and also the lieuten- 


ant-colonel of the Ninth Regiment, who was acting brigade com- 


mander at the time of the alleged desertion, have stated the facts 
fully. The testimony is that this man was as brave a soldier as 
there was in the regiment. He did not abandon his regiment 


| until after the war was over. General Shuman has said that the 
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charges against him were trivial, and that he intended to relieve 
him from arrest when the regiment reached Texas. 

This man has suffered for thirty-five years the stigma and hu- 
miliation of the charge of desertion. On this account he has been 
kept out of Grand Army posts. It occurs to me that he has been 
sufficiently punished. He asks now that the Government in its 
generosity forgive this one mistake and grant him an honorable 
discharge. 

The question being taken, the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE F. WHITE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5898) granting an increase 
of pension to George F’. White. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to yo on the pension roll the name of George F. 
White, late of Company I, Third Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry. at the rate of 
$24 per month, said pension to be in lieu of the one he now receives. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“Tbat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of George F. White, late of Company I, Third 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GERTRUDE B, WILKINSON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4441) granting an increase of 
pension to Gertrude B. Wilkinson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gertrude B. Wilkinson, 
widow of Melville C. Wilkinson, late captain, Third Regiment United States 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out “forty *’ and insert * thirty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

SARAH HERRIMAN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7024) granting a pension 
to Sarah Herriman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Herriman, 
widow of Hezekiah Herriman, late sergeant of Company E, First United 
States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension of $12 per month, 
the same to be in lieu of that she now receives. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

In line 6, after the words “Hezekiah Herriman,” 
Clifford.” 

In line 8, after the word “ pension,” insert ‘at the rate.” 

In line 9 strike out ‘the same to be,” and in the same line strike out ‘‘now 
receives” and insert “is now receiving.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Herriman.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

JESSE F, GATES. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8415) granting an increase 
of pension to Jesse F. Gates. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. [ask unanimous consent that Senate 
bill 4742, which is similar inits nature, besubstituted for this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that Senate bill 
4742 be substituted for the House bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill S. 4742 was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ee to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse F’. Gates, late of Bat- 
tery A, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that the bill H. R. 8415 be 
ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with a rec- 
ommendation that it lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to, 


insert “alias Charles 
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ANNIE C, COLLIER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2816) granting a pension 
to Annie C, Collier. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie C. Collier,as widow of 
Thomas 8. Collier, late of the United States Navy. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out “as.” ‘ 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “of the’ and insert ‘‘ boatswain.”’ 

Add to the end of the bill the words “and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

LUKE P, ALLPHIN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9177) to grant an increase 
of pension to Luke P. Allphin. 

The Clerk read the bill, as fo'lows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pr 
sions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Luke P. Allphin, lat 
first sergeant Company E, First Illinois Volunteers, in the Mexican war, at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of the rate he is now receiving 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

Change the title so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an 
Luke P. Allphin.” 

After the word “ war,” in line 7, insert ‘“‘and pay him a pension.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “twenty-four” and insert “twelve.” 

In line 9 strike out “the rate”’’ and insert * that.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


increase of pension to 


ANN E, CLUKE, 
The next business was the bill (S. 2834) granting an increase of 
pension to Ann E. Cluke. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann E. Cluke, widow of 
James W. Cluke, late of Company I, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HENRY B. SHELL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9903) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Shell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Shell, late of 
company—in the war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

In line 6, before the word *‘ company,” insert ‘* Captai 
and fill the blank space in that line with the words 
teers.”’ 

In line 7 strike out “ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘sixteen.”’ 

Change the claimant’s name where it appears in the title an 
the bill to ‘‘ Henry B. Shell.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside t 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

ADELLA M, ANTHONY. 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 9382) 





James F. Preston’: 
t Virginia Volun- 





rranting a pension 
to Adella M. Anthony. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | d he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul t to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A . M. Anthony, widow 
of William Anthony, late sergeant-major, United States Marine Corps, for 
merly attached to the United States steamship W ind pay her pension 


at the rate of $10 per month 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be rep« 
with a favorable recommendation. 

MARY C. WILLIAMS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2430) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Williams. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he i 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary ¢ am 
Thomas G. Williams, late first lieutenant, First Regiment United 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 


irted to the House 
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ANNA F, JOHNSON, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 9874) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna F, Johnson. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna F. Johnson, widow of 
the late Col. Amory K. Johnson, formerly lieutenant-colonel of the Four- 


teenth [linois Infantry Volunteers and colonel of the Twenty-eighth Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 

Strike out all after the words “ widow of,” in line 6,and insert ‘‘ Amory 
K. Johnson, private of Company F, Fourth Ilinois Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and heutenant-colonel Fourteenth Tilinois Infantry Volunteers. and 
colonel Twenty-eighth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, in the civil war,and pay 
hera pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
CHARLOTTE W. DREW. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10521) granting a pension | 


to Charlotte W. Drew. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimouscon- 
sent that the corresponding Senate bill (S. 5093) be substituted for 
the House bill. : 


The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the cor- | 


responding Senate bill (S. 5093) be substituted for the House bill. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill S. 5093 was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte W. Drew, widow 
of Alfred W. Drew, late first lieutenant Company I, Twelfth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving 

The following amendment recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions was read: 

In line 8 strike out “forty” and insert “twenty-five.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman,justa moment. This is a bill 
which has just passed the Senate, to pay Mrs. Charlotte W. Drew, 
widow of Charles Drew, who was lately killed while commanding 
his company in a battle in the island of Luzon, a pension of $40 


amonth. The Senate has generously accorded her a pension of | 


$40 a month, and I request that the amendment be disagreed to, 


and that the bill as it passed the Senate be adopted by this com- | 


mittee. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I want to say that this widow is now 
drawing $17 a month. The amendment of the Committee on 
Pensions increases that to $25 a month, which is an increase of 
over 50 per cent on that which the regular law allows. There 
was no testimony before the committee as to any unusual condi- 
tions which would appeal exceptionally to the committee in this 
case. It has been the rule of the committee in cases of this kind 
not to exceed the maximum amount of $25, so that the Commit- 
tee on Pensions have given to the widow of this lieutenant the 


maximum amount that they allow in such cases. I do not see | 


any extraordinary condition which could be given as a reason 
why this rule of the Committee on Pensions, and practically the 
ruie of this House in acting on the recommendations of that com- 
mittee, should be departed from in this instance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May lask the indulgence of the committee 
for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This soldier who sacrificed his life for his 
country was a first lieutenant in the Regular Army, but he died 
asacaptain. That is, he was commanding his company, and as 


far as I know there has never been an instancein this House where | 
a soldier died the heroic death which this man died where the | 


pension has not been advanced to a higher figure than that pre- 
scribed by the rule of the committee which the gentleman repre- 
sents. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The gentleman is not possessed of 
full information on that subject, then. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I appeal to the gentleman to know if there 
have not been many instances in which the rule has been disre- 
garded, and where a higher pension has been granted? This case 
is peculiar in the fact that the widow is without any other means 
of support whatever, and the sum of $40 a month will goa very 
littie way toward supporting her and raising the two children de- 
pendent on her for support. 

I desire to lay particular stress on the fact that Lieutenant 
Drew had been advanced to the command of his company, and un- 
der the orders of his commander in chief was then acting in that 


capacity, and not in thecapacity of a first lieutenant, to which alone | 


the rule oo. I hope the committee will consent to the same 
sum which the Senate accorded. 
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The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 8, strike out “forty ” and insert “‘ twenty-five.” 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 
HAWLEY) there were—ayes 19, noes 7. 

Accordingly, the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

HENRY COOK, 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, House bill 417, Calendar No. 
1262, was laid aside at the request of a member. I ask now to re- 
turn to that number and take up that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Henry Cook, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment of New York Vo! 
unteer Infantry, and of Company C, Twentieth Regiment of Volunteer New 
York Cavalry,and to grant him an honorable discharge from the service first 
| above named. 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
| read: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

“Provided, Thatno pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due cr 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

ELIZABETH W. ELDRIDGE. 

The next business was the bill (S. 4054) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth W. Eldridge. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 

sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth W. Eldridge, 

widow of Bogardus Eldridge, late captain, Fourteenth Regiment United 
| States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving, with an additional allowance of $2 per month on 
account of each of the three minor children of said Bogardus Eldridge. 

The following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 

in line 8 strike out “forty”? and insert “thirty,” so as to read “thirty 
| dollars.”’ 
| The committee amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
| Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. Chairman, I move that House 
bill corresponding with the bill just passed be laid on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill (H. R. 10521) 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie 
| on the table. 

There was no objection. 








MARY J. D. M’GLENSEY, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9672) to increase the pen- 
| sion of Mrs. M. McGlensey, widow of Capt. John F. McGlensey, 
| of the United States Navy. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. M. 
McGlensey, widow of Capt. John F. McGlensey, of the United States Navy, 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of $30 per month, the rate she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the committee, 
were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “‘subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws.”’ 

In line 5 strike out ‘‘ Mrs. M.” and substitute therefor “Mary J.D.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “Navy,” in line 6, and substitute 
therefor the words “and pay her a pension at the rate of $3 per month in 
| lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. MATTIE OTIS DICKINSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 296) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Mattie Otis Dickinson. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mattie Otis Dickin- 
son, widow of Capt. Walter Mason Dickinson, late of the Seventeeth Regi- 
ment of Infantry, United States Army, who died near Santiago de Cuba, 
July 2, 1898, from wounds received at El Caney the previous day, and pay her 
a pension from and after the passage of this act at the rate of $50 a month in 
lieu of her present pension. 


The following amendments, recommended by the committee, 
| were read: 





Strike out of lines 8, 9, and 10 the words “‘ who died near Santiago de Cuba 
July 2, 1898, from wounds received at El Caney the previous day.” 

In line 11 strike out “from and after the passage of this act; and in the 
same line strike out “fifty ’ and insert “thirty.” 
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In line 12 strike out “her present pension” and insert ‘‘in lieu of that she 
is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


LAURA P., LEE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 191) granting a pension 
to Laura P. Lee. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Laura P. Lee, widow of George 


Lee, late ar and assistant adjutant-general of volunteers and brevet 
lieutenant-colonel, upon the pension roll at the rate of $25 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee, 
were read: 


In line 4, after the word “‘place,”’ insert ‘“‘on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the — laws.” : 

Strike out all in the bill after the word *‘Lee,” in line 5, and insert in lieu 
thereof “late first lieutenant of Company K, Seng ae Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
EDWARD M'DUFFEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2399) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward McDuffey. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Edward | 


McDuffey, late a coppersmith in the United States Navy, on the steamer 
Marion, and pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he now 
receives. 
The following amendments, recommended by the committee, 
were read: 
In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws.” 
_ In line 6, after the word ‘‘pension,”’ insert “‘at the rate, 
line strike out ‘fifty ’’ and insert “thirty.” , ine 
In line 7 strike out ‘‘now receives” and insert ‘is now receiving.” 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 


, 


*and ir. the same 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
MARY EMILY WILCOX. 


The next business was the bill (S. 4574) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Emily Wilcox. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Emily Wilcox, | 


widow of John A. Wilcox, late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Missis 
sippi Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘ twelve. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES E, HOFMANN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10423) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Charles E. Hofmann, late first lieutenant in 
Company H, Sixtieth Regimentof United States Colored Infantry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to revoke and set aside the provision in Special Orders, No 
110, Headquarters Department of Arkansas, dated Little Rock, Ark., May 8, 
1865, dishonorably discharging from the military service of the United States 
Charles E. Hofmann, first lieutenant of Company H, Sixtieth Regiment of 
United States Colored Infantry, and to order and cause to be issued to him 
an honorable discharge asof date May 8, 1865: Provided, That no pay, bounty. 
oF er allowance shall become due or payable by reason of the passage of 

1s act. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that does not properly come before this committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 


CHARLES SCHAUPP. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9271) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Charles Schaupp, alias Phillip Schaupp, and 
authorizing his honorable discharge. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized to remove the charge of desertion against Charles Schaupp, alias Phillip 
Schaupp, late a private soldier in Vompony E, of the First New York Cavalry, 
and to issue to said soldier an honorable discharge. 

‘ a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 


Add the following at the end of the bill: “Provided, That no pay, bounty, or 
7: saypruenente shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of 
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Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move that that bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

WILLIAM BURKE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Burke. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against the 
name of William Burke, late of Company K, Ninety-sixth Regiment Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and issue to him an honorable discharge. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Add the following at the end of the bill: ‘‘ Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
ose sea shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of 
this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





JAMES DONAHUE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6492) to correct the mili- 
tary record of James Donahue. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion against James Donahue, 
late a private in Company G, First Nebraska Volunteer Regiment, who also 
| served under the name of James Cullen in Company A, Ninety-ninth Illinois 
| Volunteer Infantry, and received an honorable discharge. 
| mm + rh ‘ . . 
| Mr, TALBERT. Mr, Chairman,I ask unanimous consent that 
| that bill be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


NICHOLAS SWINGLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2464) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swingle. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Nicholas Swingle, late of Company E, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteer In- 
tantry, and that an honorable discharge be issued in lieu thereof, to date Sep- 
tember 1), 1864. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: “Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of 
this act 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask if the gentleman who 
introduced that bill is present? If not, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I askthe gentleman to withdraw. his 
request and let the report be read. This is a meritorious case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT, I did not hear that statement. 1 gave way 
for the gentleman to make a statement. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I have asked that the report be read, Mr. 
| Chairman. 

The report (by Mr. Escu) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 





‘ 





2464) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas 
Swingle, report the same back to the House with the recommendation that 
| it do pass with the following amendment: By adding, after line 8, a ae iso 
| as follows: “Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall be- 
come due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 


A bill for the same purpose as the one under consideration was reported 
favorably in the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress by Mr. BisHop, 
| from the Committee on Military Affairs, and said report sets forth fully the 
| record and evidence in this case, which is hereto appended and made a part 
of this report. 
| Mr. TALBERT (during the reading of the report). Mr. Chair- 
| man, I ask that the further reading be dispensed with. I have 
examined that report at the suggestion of the gentleman, and 
have no further objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 





WILLIAM LAPOINT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3148) 
to correct the military record of William Lapoint. 
The Clerk read the bill. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that be passed over 
without prejudice. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
| that the bill be passed without prejudice. Is there objection? 
| [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


HENRY S. TOPPING. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
12061) granting an increase of pension to Henry 8. Topping. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 8. Topping, late of 
Company M, Twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

FREDERICK A. NOELLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8825) to grant an honorable discharge to Frederick A. Noeller, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be. and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Frederick A. Noeller, late 
a private in Company K, One hundredth New York Infantry Volunteers, and 
grant him an honorable discharge to date as of the 3lst day of October, 1863. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was read, as follows: 

Add the following at the end of the bill: 


“ Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become duc 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.”’ 


Mr. TALBERT. 
over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
that the bill be passed over without prejudice. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

COLUMBUS S. WHITAKER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11795) granting a pension to Columbus S, Whitaker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, pmeees to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Columbus 8. Whitaker, late 
of Company A, First Arkansas Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of — dollars per month. 









The amendments recommenced by the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions were read, as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 ; 
ment Volunteer Infantry ’ and insertin lieu thereof the words “acting assist 
ant surgeon, United States Army.” 

In line 8, before the word “dollars,”’ insert the word “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘Lhe bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LUCY E. DANILSON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 9557) 
granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. Danilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy E. Danilson, widow of 
William H. Danilson, late major One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


PETER ANDERSON, 


Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill be passed | 


strike out the words “of Company A, First Arkansas Regi- | 
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The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


6810) granting an increase of pension to Peter Anderson, of Strong 
City, Kans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to increase the pension of Peter Anderson, of Strong | 


City, Kans., late of Company C, Sixtieth United States Colored Infantry, and 
pay him a pension of $}) per month in lieu of the pension now received by 
him, said increase of pension to be paid subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Peter Anderson, late of Company C, Sixtieth 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Pe- 
ter Anderson.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

ANDREW J. ARNETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1775) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Arnett. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Arnett, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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WILLIAM J, WORTHINGTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
38871) granting a pension to W. J. Worthington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of W. J. Worthington, of Greenup 
County, Ky., late lieutenant-colonel of Company B, Twenty-second Regiment 
of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, upon the pension roll of the United States, 
and pay to him a pension of $0 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William J. Worthington, late lieutenant- 
colonel Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension to William J. 
Worthington.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 


WILLIAM T. GRATTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4241) 
granting an increase of pension to William T, Gratton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby® 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pa laws, the name of William T. Gratton, late of 
Company I, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MATTHEW M’DONALD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
2395) granting an increase of pension to Matthew McDonald. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mathew 
McDonald, late of Company L, Eighty-third Regiment New York Volunteer 


| Infantry, and pay him a pension of $60 per month in lieu of that he now re- 
| celves. 


The following amendments, 
were read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


recommended by the committee, 


: oe : : : |} directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


of the pension laws, the name of Matthew McDonald, late of Company L, 
Eighty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew McDonald.”’ 


Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read in the 
case unlesssome gentleman is present tomake a statement aboutit, 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2395) granting an increase of pension to Matthew McDonald, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of this soldier from $24 to $50 per 
month. 

The records of the War Department show that this soldier served as a pri- 
vate in Company L, Eighty-third New York Infantry, from September 4, 
1861. to November 17, 1862, when he was discharged on surgeon's certificate of 
disability by reason of partial anchylosis of the left elbow joint, with atrophy 
of the muscles, existing, in some degree, before enlistment. His claim for 
pension under the general law, based on malarial poisoning and disease of 
eyes, and filed August 19, 1882, was allowed in March, 1885, at the rate of $10 
per month from August 19, 1882, and $14 per month from April 3, 1884, on ac- 
count of malarial poisoning and disease of eyes, with total loss of sight of right 
and partial loss of sight of left eye, and this rating was increased to $24 per 
month from January 19, 1887. 

His claim for increase of pension, in which nervous wae | and disease 
of lungs were alleged as resulting causes, and filed September 24, 1897, was re- 
jected October 1%, 1898, upon the ground that the disability from the pen- 
sioned causes did not warrant a rating in excess of $24 per month, and that 
nervous debility and disease of lungs could not be accepted as results. 
Subsequent to the rejection of this claim the beneficiary filed the testimony 
of Dr. Ferguson, of Manchester, N. H., to the effect that from an extended 
personal and professional observation, covering a period of over twenty-five 
years as a family oo of the soldier, he was satisfied and entirely safe 
in asserting that the nervous debility and disease of lungs from which the 
soldier was suffering was a direct result of malarial er that the pa- 
tient suffered from malarial toxmmia of long duration and subject to oft 
recurring attacks, manifesting strong symptoms of poisoning; and where 
this condition extends over a long period of years there is unquestionably 
produced asa result of the weakening and debilitating cause structural and 
organic changes taking place sooner or later and ending in incurable disease; 
that this is the soldier's case, and that he is now so affected that he is obliged 
to confine himself to the house and requires partial care and attendance; 
that deponent can assign no other cause for this condition than the malaria 
eae his system. 

This affidavit was considered by the Pension Bureau on January 24, 1899, 
and the result of such consideration was that that Bureau held that the same 
could not be taken tocontrovert the certificate of medical examination of the 
board of surgeons at Manchester on June 15, 1898; that this certificate shows no 
disease of lungs whatever and but very little evidence of malarial poisoning; 
and that the — disease of the nervous system and paralysis agitans 
could not be accepted as a result of malarial poisoning, malaria never being 
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accepted as a causative factor in producing paralysis agitans; that it is the 
rovince of the Pension Bureau to determine the pathological or nonpatho- 
ogical relation between pensioned causes and alleged results; and that if such 


relation was not accepted, the Bureau was not required to assign or suggest | 


the cause of such disabilities. 


Mr. GIBSON. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina will 
not require the balance of the report read. 


case. 
Mr. TALBERT. I will not ask for the further reading of the 
report. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FRANCES M,. CELLAR, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4261) granting a pension to 
Frances M. Cellar. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances M. Cellar, widow of 
James D. Cellar, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM EVERETT, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11936) granting a pension 
to William Everett. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it lie on the table. Since 
the bill was reported the claimant has died, 

The motion of Mr. Gipson was agreed to. 


ISAAC N, CISSNA, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2755) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac N. Cissna. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac N. Cissna, late of Com- 
pany E, Twentieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPHINE H. WHITEHEAD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6997) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Josephine H. Whitehead. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Josephine H. Whitehead, widow 
of Rev. H. L. Whitehead, late lieutenant, Company D, One hundredand thirty 
third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll, and pat her a pension of 
$17 per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Strike out al) after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the namw of Josephine H. Whitehead, widow of 
Henry L. Whitehead, late first lieutenant Company D. One hundred and 
thirty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine H. Whitehead.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES DONAHUE, 


Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 6492) to 
correct the military record of James Donahue. This bill, 1 under- 
stand, was passed upon a few minutes ago. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill was laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I hope it will be acted on favorably. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion against James Donahue, 
late a private in Company G, First Nebraska Volunteer Regiment, who also 
served under the name of James Cullen in Company A, Ninety-ninth Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and received an honorable discharge. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add _the following: ‘Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage 
of this act.” ° 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable revom- 
mendation. 

MARION M., STONE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9787) granting a pension 
to Marion M. Stone, 


The man is blind and | 
paralyzed in both hands and has the consumption. This is a $72 | 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion M. Stone, widow of 
Bartlett D. Runnells, late of Company F, One hundred and fifty-ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 6, before the word ‘‘ widow,” insert the words “formerly the.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty-ninth*’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “‘sixty-ninth.” 5 : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ Volunteers" and insert 
words * Volunteer Infantry.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


FORDYCE M. KEITH, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1456) 
pension to Fordyce M. Keith. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fordyce M. Keith, jr., late 
captain, First United States Heavy Artillery (colored), formerly First Ohio 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


n lieu thereof the 


granting an increase of 


LOUIS SNYDER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11196) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louis Snyder. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis Snyder, late of Com- 
pany F, Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES BEISTLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2178) granting a pension 
to James Beistle. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause the name of James Beistle, late member of 
Company H, One hundred and twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, to be 
placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, and pay him a pension of $12 a month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James Beistle, late of Company H, One hun- 
dred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 

n at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: *‘A bill granting an i: pensi 

James Beistle.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


BENJAMIN RIPPLEMAN, 


ind di 





pensi 


ise of 


n to 


The next business was the bill (S. 4553) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Rippleman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin Rippleman, 
late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $l; per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIZABETH HENDRICKS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R.9404) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Hendricks, of Dubois, Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Hendr ’ 
widow of Isaac Hendricks, late of Company I, Sixty-second Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘twelve ” and insert in lieu 
“ eight.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a ; 
Hendricks.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
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jill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
louse with a favorable recommendation. 
JOSEPH SMITH. 

The next business was the bill (S. 4552) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Smith. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Smith, late of 
Company C, Fifty-eighth Regiment [linois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that heis now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The 1 
to the 1 


KATE EF. DUFFY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10617) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Kate E. Duffy. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kato E. Duffy, widow of 
Thomas Duffy, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her u pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, however, That in the case of death of 
the blind daughter of said soldier, Susan I., on whose account the pone of 
Kate E. Duffy is increased, the pension of said Kate E. Duffy shall continue 
only at the rate of $8 per month from and after the date of death of said 
blind daughter . 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

SAMUEL SCHUTZ, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3512) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Schutz. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Schutz, late of Com- 
pany K, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a 
pension at the rate of ¢24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JULIA VAN WICKLEN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3574) granting a pension to 
Julia Van Wicklen. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia Van Wicklen, 
widow of Daniel Van Wicklen, late of Company K, Third Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

PALMER G. PERCY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7602) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Palmer G. Percy. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion now standing against 
Palmer G. Percy, late of Company H, Second New York Volunteer Cavalry, 
on the records of the War Department be, and the same is, removed, and the 
Secretary of War is hereby directed to issue to said Palmer G. Percy an hon 
orable discharge, the same to date from the muster out of the said Second 
New York Volunteer Cavalry: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emol 
uments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MADISON M’COLLISTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2092) granting an increase 
of pension to Madison McCollister. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Madison McCollister, late 
private of Company K, Ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate 
of $35 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 6 strike out all after the word “late " and all of lines 7 and 8 and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “of Company K, Ninety-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiv ing.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

CHAUNCEY SHELDON, 

The next business was the bill (H. R.8679) granting an increase 

of pension to Chauncey Sheldon. 
he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chauncey Sheldon, late of 
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Company F, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


EDWIN A. WILSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6787) to pension Edwin 

| A. Wilson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin A. 
Wilson, late of Company C, First United States Sharpshooters, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 a month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

. Siri out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
olowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Edwin A. Wilson, late of Company C, First 
United States Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin A. Wilson.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


FLORA MOORE. 


The next business was the bill (H.R.10706) to pension Miss 
Flora Moore, of Williamsburg, Ky. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Miss 
Flora Moore, dependent daughter of late Matteson A. Moore, Company G, 
Forty-ninth Kentucky Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
of $25 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Flora Moore, dependent and blind 
daughter of Materson A. Moore, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Kentucky Volnnteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting a pensicn to Flora Moore.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


BENJAMIN T. THOMAS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12079) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin T. Thomas, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin T. Thomas, 
late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


CAROLINE M. H. SEARING, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension 
to Caroline M. H. Searing. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline M. H. Sear- 
ing, widow of William M. Searing, late colonel Thirtieth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” : : a" 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


| to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH B, M’CLELLAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Elizabeth B. McClellan. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $20 per 
month, the name of Elizabeth B. McClellan, widow of James McClellan, late 
of Company F, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment of Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, and 8 
and inscrt in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and lim- 
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itations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth B. McClellan, the former 
widow of James McClellan, late of Company F, One hundred and ninety-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 

+r month.” 
- Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth B. 
McClellan.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

BENJAMIN F. TRAPP. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2777) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F.. Trapp. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Trapp, late of 
Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Home Guards, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HENRY C. BROOKS, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11985) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry C. Brooks. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the i roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry C. Brooks, late 
of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM 8S. SWANEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5336) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Swaney. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toincrease the pension of William S. Swaney, late of 
Company C, One hundred and tenth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 

may him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pone now received by 
1im; said increase of pension to be paid subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

, Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William 8. Swaney, late of Company C, One 
hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM H, PALMER, 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 11574) granting a pension 
to William H. Palmer. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Palmer, late of 
Company I, Fifty-seventh and Fifty-ninth Regiments Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY L. TWEDDLE, 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 10567) granting a pension 
to Mary L. Tweddle. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary L. Tweddle, widow of 


William Tweddle, late captain Company K, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Vol- | 


unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


HENRY A, JORDAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 12245) granting a pension 
to Henry A. Jordan. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on ee roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry A. Jordan, of Du- 
buque, Iowa, late of Company H, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Cavalry, and eo Sm a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiv. 
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The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Dubuque, Iowa.” _ aaa 

In line 8 strike out the words “ twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “twenty-four.” : - : : F 

Amend title so as toread: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Jordan.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MATILDA RAPP, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8594) granting a pension 
to Matilda Rapp. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Rapp, of New- 
port, R. 1., widow of William Rapp, late of Company C, Fifty-second Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Newport, Rhode Island.”’ 

In line 8, after the word ** pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


FREDERICK O, LATHROP, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1995) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick O. Lathrop. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase to the sum of $16 per month the pension 
of Frederick O. Lathrop, late private in Sixth Connecticut Volunteers and 
in Fourteenth United States Infantry. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Frederick O. Lathrop, late of Company 
G, First Battalion, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

ANNA E. LITTLEFIELD. 

The next business was the bill (8.4191) granting a pension to 
Anna E. Littlefield. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna E. Littlefield, widow 
of Milton S. Littlefield, late colonel Twenty-first Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general, United States 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 330 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS H. ROBERTS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11910) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Roberts. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas H. late of 
Company K, Seventy-sixth Regiment D[linois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
“thirty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


NANCY L. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 7152) for the relief of 


Roberts, 


the 


word 


DONALDSON, 


| Nancy L. Donaldson. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Nancy L. Donaldson, an Army 
> of BU per mont! 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, 
was read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Nancy L. Donaldson, late a nurse in 
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the Medical Department, United States Volunteers,and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MICHAEL DIGNON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Diguon. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the —_— of Michael Diguon, late of 
Company K, Sixth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pension now received by him: said in- 
crease of pension to be paid subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

‘‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and hmitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Michael Dignon, late of Company K, Sixth 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ALBERT M. BENNETT. 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 236) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert M. Bennett, of Providence, R. I. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Albert M. Bennett, 
late a member of Battery E, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery, at 
the rate of $8 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Albert M. Bennett, late of Company E, 


First Regiment Rhode [sland Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a | 


pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

FRANCES E, CHILDS, 

The next business was the bill (S. 4296) granting an increase of 
pension to Frances E. Childs, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances E. Childs, widow of 
Jonathan W. Childs, late colonel Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

DAVID BRIGGS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 
of pension to David Briggs. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Briggs, late a private 
of Twelfth Battery of Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery. and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of the pension he now receives: Pro 
vided, That the pension herein provided for shall be paid to said David Briggs 
from the date of the passage of this act without being subject to any deduc 
tion therefrom on account of any payments heretofore made to said Briggs 
under any pension heretofore allowed him 


90” 


win i 


) granting an increase 
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rate of $30 per month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of any and 
all other pensions. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
iowing: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of George Mowry, late of Company D, Seventh 
Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman. I would like to call the 
attention of this House to a bill while the Clerk is getting another 
bill ready for action—Calender No. 1498. It is a bill that will evi- 
dently not be reached in the regular order. It is in favor of Col. 
J. P. C. Shanks, of Indiana. The bill was introduced by Mr. 
CromER, of Indiana. The Colonel is drawing $30 a month now, 
and this is only an increase to $50. Heis one of Indiana’s honored 
citizens, a former member of this House. He served with ability 
in this House, and his country with distinction as colonel of the 
Seventh Indiana. He has a long and honorable service; is now 
old and dependent, paralyzed, confined to his room, and requ’ res 
constant attention. I ask as aspecial favor of the committee that 
this bill be considered at this time. It would be an act of justice 
to an honored citizen and brave soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The number of the bill is H. R. 498. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will be obliged to object to 
changing the order ontheCalendar. Another gentleman has been 
to me for the same purpose, and I have had to decline to accede to 
his request. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will renew the request a little later, 
I very much desire it to pass at this meeting. 


EVA CLARK, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to 
Eva Clark. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eva Clark. former widow of 
Joseph L. C. Hill, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


JOHN R. JOY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 429) to increase the pen- 
sion of John R. Joy, Company H, Thirty-ninth Iowa Infantry. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place the name of John R. Joy, late of Company H, Thirty- 


| ninth lowa Infantry, on the pension roll of the United States at the rate of 
| $0 per month, subject to the regulations of the Pension Office, said pension 
| to be in lieu of the pension he is now drawing. 


' ; 
The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 


read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of David Briggs, late of the Twelfth Battery, 
Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, the same to be paid to him under the rulesof the Pension Bureau, 
as to mode and times of payment, without any deduction or rebate on ac 
count of former alleged overpayments or erroneous payments of pension.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

GEORGE MOWRY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3247) for the relief of 
George Mowry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to George Mowry, of Wyanet, Bureau County, 
LL, late of Company D, Seventh Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, a pension at the 


The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
iowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the nameof John R. Joy, late of Company H, Thirty- 
ninth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


LINSAY C, JONES. 


or 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 37 
of pension to Linsay C, Jones. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Linsay C. Jones, of Com- 
pany K, Thirtieth Regiment of Illinois Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month, the same to be in lieu of any pension he is now re- 


ceiving 


The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 


84) granting an increase 


| read: 


| 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

* That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Linsay C. Jones, late of Company K, Thir- 
tieth Regiment Llinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
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ALBERT A. ROBERTS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4548) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert A. Roberts. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert A. Roberts, late of 
Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DANIEL SMITH, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 52 
Daniel Smith, of Fentress County, Tenn. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Daniel Smith on pension roll as 
a member of Company C, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
in the war of the rebellion, subject to rules and limitations of pension laws, 
and to pay him at the rate of $25 per month from the 6th day of October, 1862, 
to the 6th day of October, 1866, for loss of one eye, total, and serious defect in 
the other eye, which was caused by measles contracted in prison in Rich- 
mond, Va., and to pay him at the rate of $50 per month from the 6th day of 
October, 1866, to the 6th day of October, 1878, for total blindness in both eyes, 
and to pay him at the rate of $72 per month from the 6th day of October, 
1878, to so long as he may live and remain totally blind and helpless. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Smith, late of Company C, Seventh 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SUSAN A, MILLER, 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 11361) granting a pension 
to Susan A. Miller. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro!! the name of Susan A. 
Miller, widow of Francis M. Miller, late private in Company C, Seventh Regi 
on a Island Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 


The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the pechetany of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Susan A. Miller, formerly the widow 
of Francis M. Miller, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Rhode Island 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.”’ 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


24) for the relief of 


GILBERT F, COLBY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4771) 
granting an increase of pension to Gilbert F. Colby. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gilbert _F. Colby, late ot 
Company L, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NANCY MARSHALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9106) granting a pension to Nancy Marshall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Marshall, widow of 
John Marshall, deceased, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “deceased.” __ 

Tn line 7 strike out the word “ Twelfth” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Twentieth.” 

In line 8 strike out the woré 
word “eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


“seventeen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
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H. 8S. REED. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
9928) granting an increase of pension to H. 8. Reed, alias Daniel 
Hull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. 8. Reed, alias Daniel 
Hull, now a pensioner by virtue of pension certificate No. 22817, issued June 
19, 1895, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 


In-line 6 strike out all after the word “* Hull” and all of lines 7, 8, 9, 10, and 
11 and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘“‘late seaman, U.S steamships 
Cricket and Mound City, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
THOMAS WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4178) 
granting a pension to Thomas White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas White, late of Com- 
pany F, Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and United States 
Signal Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of §20 per month. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid aside 
and reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on 
the table. The Senate has passed the House bill on the same 
subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARTIN SHERWOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9985) granting an increase of pension to Martin Sherwood, late of 
Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the yrovs- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin Sherwood, late 
of Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” ; 

Amend the title soas to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Sherwood.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SILAS HOWARD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11335) granting a pension to Silas Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas Howard, late privatein 
Company H, Eleventh Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of 
$25 per month in lieu of the pension he is now drawing 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out all after the word “late” and all of lines 7 and 8 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “of Company H, Eleventh Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 4 

Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Howard.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 
rise and report the bills to the House—— 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I wish the gentleman from Tennessee 
would withhold his motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will doso, Mr, Chairman. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Iask that the bill (H. R. 12620) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John P. C. Shanks be taken up and 
considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that House bill 12620, granting an increase of pen- 


sion to John P. C. Shanks, be considered by the committee. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i by, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John P. C. Shanks, colonel 
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of the Seventh Indiana Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month tn lieu of that he is now receiving. ~ 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report 
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in the case be printed in the Recorp. I will not ask to have it | 
read at this time. I desire to thank the House for this courtesy; | 


it is an act of justice to an old and meritorious citizen who can 
not live long to enjoy the bounty of a just Government. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the report be printed in the Recorp, Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12620) granting an increase of pension to John P. C. Shanks, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of John P. C. Shanks, late colo- 
nel of the Seventh Indiana Cavalry, from $30 to $50 per month. 

This officer, now 75 years of age, is shown by the records of the War De- 
partment to have served as colonel and additional aid-de-camp on the staff 
of General Fremont from March 31, 1862, to October, 1863, and to have been 
mustered in as colonel of the Seventh Indiana Cavalry October 9, 1863; to 
have been brevetted brigadier-general of United States Volunteers, and to 
have been mustered out September 19, 1865. And these records further show 
that be was granted a leave of absence for twenty days in August, 1864, on 
surgeon's certificate, on account of remittent fever and emphysema of the 
lungs: that he was again granted leave of absence in June, 1865, on account 
of enfeebled condition of the system, the result of an attack of bilious remit 
tent fever, and that this leave of absence was extended upon surgeon's cer 
tificate of disability dated July 13, 1865, which showed him to be suffering 
from chronic torpidity of the liver and general debility. 

He first applied for pension on December 28, 1887, — was peysioned in 1889 
under the general law at $15 per month, commencing December 28, 1887, on 
account of paralysis of the legs and disease of stomach; and this rating was 
increased to $30 per month from May 22. 1889, and he is now in receipt of that 
pension, claims for increase of pension filed in 1890, 1898, and 1900 having been 
rejected, the last one on October 12, 1900, upon the ground that a rating of $30 
per month was fully commensurate with the degree of disability arising from 
the pensioned causes. 

In his last application for increase of pension, filed May 31, 1900, he alleged 
that he is confined to his bed most of the time; that the paralysis of the legs 
has extended to the hips, and that he requires the periodical aid and attend- 
ance of another person; and in support of that claim filed the testimony of 
Dr. George W. Shepard, of Red Key, Ind.. who testified as follows: 

“TI have carefully examined John P. C. Shanks, and find him afflicted with 
paralysis of both legs, which keeps him in bed nearly all of the time, and of 
necessity requires some one almost all the time to attend him. Once ina 
great while he attempts to get out of bed without assistance, and frequently 
falls as the result of his efforts. lalso find limbs very much atrophied and 
extremely weak. Find heart's action very feeble and sluggish. There 1s 
tenderness of spine and at base of brain, and I find the least excitement over- 
comes him and affects him very much. I further find tenderness over region 
of stomach and transverse colon; also of right and left iliac regions, with 
marked tenderness over the region of liverand spine. I find aeank so 
severely afflicted that he requires some one to attend him almost all the 
time.”’ 

Certificate of medical examination of November 30, 1898, rated him $25 for 
the paralysis of legs, $25 for disease of stomach; and the board of surgeons 
then stated that by reason of such paralysis and disease of stomach the claim- 
ant requires the frequent and periodical aid and attendance of another per- 
son, and was entitled to $30 per month. 

The last certificate of medical examination, made on July 6, 1900, rated him 
$30 for paralysis of legs, $8 for disease of stomach, $6 for disease of rectum, and 
$8 for disease of urinary organs; and that certificate further states as follows: 

“Claimant is not confined to his bed or house at all times, but some of the 
time, from loss of energy. Needs assistance only iz the way of waiting on 
him and keeping him in constant surveillance, to assist him if he gets into 
trouble. He is entirely incapacitated for any kind of labor; is gradually and 
steadily losing strength and weight, and these disabilities are permanent and 
will probably grow worse, as, in my opinion, he has locomotor ataxia.” 

And the paralysis of the legs is described in said certificate as follows: 

“Slight anwsthesia of the skin of both legs from disease of hips: limbs 
symmetrical, but smali; slight atrophy of muscles. Loss of coordination of 
muscles of legs in walking at all times; exaggerated when walking with eyes 
closed. Halts, staggers, and wabbles, and inclines to the left, with the eves 
closed. Has ioss of memory. Has attacks of vertigo. Three times in the 
last year has lost consciousness for from thirty minutes to several hours. 
Muscular movements feeble. Becomes tired greatly. If he starts to fall, 
can not catch himself.” 

It appears to your committee that this officer's disabilities of accepted 
service origin are such that periodical aid and attendance of another person 
must be essential, and hence adopts the recommendation made by the board 
of examining surgeons at Portland, Ind., of November 30, 1898, which recom- 
mended a rating of $50 per month, and reports the bill back with the recom- 
mendation that it pass after the same shall have been amended as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ colonel,”’ insert the word “late.” 

In the same line strike out the words “ of the.” 

In the same line, before the word “ Indiana,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In the same line, after the word “ Indiana,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the several bills to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the committee rose, 
and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. HersurN] having taken the 
chair, Mr. Lacry, Chairman of the Commiteee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration sundry private bills and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House, some with amendments 
and some without amendments, and with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move the previous question on 
each and all of the several bills and amendments to their final 


passage. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
moves the previous question on each and all the several bills and 
amendments to their final passage. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 


BILLS PASSED, 


House bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House, without amendment, were sever- 
ally considered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time. and passed: 

H. R. 10021. A bill granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Robinson; 

H. R. 11508, A bill granting a pension to George T. Boulding; 

H. R. 11768. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Walker; 

H. R. 11091. A bill granting a pension to Ambrose Brisett; 

H. R. 9382. A bill granting a pension to Adella M. Anthony: 

H. R. 12061. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 5. 
Topping; 

H. R. 11196. A bill granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Snyder; 

a R. 10617. A bill granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 
Duffy; 

H. R. 8679. A bill granting an increase of pension to Chauncey 
Sheldon; 

H. R. 12079. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
T. Thomas; 

H. R. 11574. A bill granting a pension to William H, Palmer; 
and 

H. R. 10567. A bill granting a pension to Mary L. Tweddle. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House, with amendments, were severally considered, 
the amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read the third time; and they were accordingly read 
the third time and passed: 

H. R. 8106, A bill granting a pension to Olivia Donathy; 

H. R. 9165. A bill to increase the pension of Horace L. Stiles 
(title amended); 

H. R. 11680. A bill granting a pension to Richard Myers; 

H. R. 1604, A bill for the benefit of Joel H. Hallowell, of Cov- 
ington, Ky.; 

H. R. 9745. A bill granting a pension to Susan Sidenbender, of 
Medix Run, Pa. (title amended); 

H, R. 11452. A bill to restore the name of Nellie L. Bliss to the 
pension roll (title amended) ; 

H. R. 4962. A bill granting a pension to James E. Bates; 

H. R. 7580. A bill granting a pension to Samuel N. Haskins, of 
Providence, R. I. (title amended); 

H. R. 3512. A bill to pension Rebecca G. Irwin (title amended); 

H. R. 4651. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Emily Alder (title 
amended); 

H. R. 8771. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lyman A. 
Sayles; 

H. R. 4018. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Dinnon, 
widow of the late John Dinnon (title amended); 

H. R. 10482. A bill granting a pension to Pattie D. McCown. 

H. R. 4963. A bill granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
Charles E. Churchill (title amended) ; 

H. R. 8190. A bill granting a pension to Henry Miller; 

H. R. 7617. A bill granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Tolson, of Clifton, Va. (title amended); 

H. R. 10792. A bill to increase the pension of John T, Knox 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 2595. A bill granting a pension to W. C. Griffin (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 10069, A bill granting a pension to Sarah T. Brewer, 

H, R. 5853. A bill granting a pension to Mary Black, widow of 
Samuel C. Black (title amended) ; 

H. R. 2085. A bill forthe relief of Jane Womack (title amended): 

H. R. 7757. A bill for the relief of Agnes Ryder, minor child of 
the late Thomas P. Ryder, brigade quartermaster’s clerk of Third 
Brigade, Third Division, First Army Corps, Spanish-American 
war (title amended); 

H. R. 3545. A bill granting a pension to Mrs, Ellen Hardin 
Wawlorth (title amended); 

H. R. 6323. A bill for the relief of John McDonald, alias John 
Shannon; 

H. R. 7243. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Silas Nicholson; 

H. R. 7053. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Addie L. Potter (title 
amended); 

H. R. 8091. A bill granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 

H. R. 8794. A bill to place on the pension roll the name of Ellen 
H. Phillips (title amended) ; 

H. R. 11927. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Dickerson, 
formerly widow of James Bohler (title amended) ; 

H. R. 3486. A bill for the relief of John Abel (title amended); 
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H. R. 11588. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
R. Rowley; ° 

H. R. 425, A bill for the relief of David K. Reynolds; 

H. R. 417. A bill for the relief of Henry Cook; 

H. R. 8474. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Gustavus Adolphus Thompson; 

H. R. 5898, A bill granting an increase of pension to George F. 
White; 

H. R. 7024. A bill granting a pension to Sarah Herriman (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 2816. A bill granting a pension to Annie C. Collier; 

H.R.9177. A bill granting an increase of pension to Luke P. 
Allphin (title amended) ; 

H.R. 9903. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Shell (title amended) ; 

H. R. 9874. A bill granting an increase of pension to Anna F, 
Johnson; 

H. R. 9672. A bill to increase the pension of Mrs. M. McGlensey, 
widow of Capt. John F. McGlensey, of the United States Navy 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 296. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mattie 
Otis Dickinson (title amended); 

H. R. 191. A bill granting a pension to Laura P. Lee (title 
amended); 

H.R. 2399, A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 
McDuffey; 

H. R. 4020. A bill for the relief of William Burke; 

H. R. 2464. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle; 

H. R. 6492. A bill to correct the military record of James Don- 
ahue; 

H. R. 11795. A bill granting a pension to Columbus S. Whita- 
ker (title amended) ; 

H. R. 6810. A bill granting an increase of pension to Peter An- 
derson, of Strong City, Kans. (title amended); 

H. R. 3871. A bill granting a pension to W. J. Worthington 
(title amended) ; 

H. R, 2395. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
McDonald (title amended) ; 

H. R. 6997. A bill to increase pension of Mrs. Josephine H. 
Whitehead; 

H. R. 9787. A bill granting a pension to Marion M. Stone; 

H. R. 2178. A bill granting a pension to James Beistle (title 
amended); 

H. R. 9404. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Hendricks, 
of Dubois, Pa. (title amended); 


H. R. 7602. A bill to correct the military record of Palmer G. | 


Percy; 


H. R. 2092. A bill granting an increase of pension to Madison 
McCollister; 





H. R. 9985. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Sherwood, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry; 

H. R. 11335. A bill granting a pension to Silas Howard; 

H. R. 12620. A bill granting an increase of pension to John P, 
C. Shanks; 

Senate bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendment, were severally con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read a third time, and passed: 

S. 2954. An act granting an increase of pension to Elam Kirk; 

S. 4105. Anact granting an increase of pension to John Coombs; 
S. 2110. An act restoring the pension of John R. McCoy; 

S. 2753. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Morey; 

S. 2819. An act granting an increase of pension to Harry Van 
Gelder; 

S. 2486. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan Daniels; 

S. 1246. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Perkins; 

S. 3624, 


5. 


An act granting a pension to Henry K. Davis; 
3137. An act granting an increase of pension to Lunsford 
8; 
. 1280. Anact granting an increase of pension to Alfred Hering; 
1282. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
S. 946. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Johnson; 
S. 2305. An act granting a pension to Eliza Pennypacker; 
S. 1463. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper Pitts; 


S. 952. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Porter; 

S. 2827. An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
Shroder: 


S. 1240. An act granting a pension to Samuel Nichols; 

S$. 3522. An act granting an increase of pension to Eben E. Pushor; 

S. 1627. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Hayden; 

S. 4420. An act granting an increase of pension to James Irvine; 

S. 4288. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Brooks; 

S. 3079. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Oliver; 


S. 823. An act granting an increase of pension to Brice Davis; 
S. 2333. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


Osborn; 

S. 2767. An act granting a pension to Nellie L. Parsons; 

S. 3954. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline Z, 
Repetti; 


S. 3991. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 


| Solomon; 


H. R. 6787. A bill to pension Edwin A. Wilson (title amended); 


H. R. 10706. A bill to pension Miss Flora Moore, of Williams- 
burg, Ky. (title amended); 

H. R. 3546, A bill granting a pension to Caroline M. H. Searing; 

H. R. 5610. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth B. 
McClellan (title amended); 

H. R. 11985. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry C, 
Brooks; 

H. R. 5336. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 8S. 
Swaney; 


H. R, 12245. A bill granting a pension to Henry A. Jordan (title | 


amended) ; 

H, R. 8594. A bill granting a pension to Matilda Rapp; 

H. R. 1995. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
O. Lathrop; 

H, R. 11910. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Roberts; 

H. R. 7152. A bill for the relief of Nancy L. Donaldson (title 
amended); 


H. R, 4217. A bill granting an increase of pension to Michael | 


Dignon (title amended); 

H. R. 236. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert M. 
Bennett, of Providence, R. I. (title amended); 
ont R. 2527. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 

riggs; 

H. R. 3247. A bill for the relief of George Mowry; 

H. R, 429. A bill to increase the pension of John R. Joy, Com- 
pany H, Thirty-ninth Iowa Infantry. 
z H. R. 3784. A bill granting an increase of pension to Linsay C. 

ones; 

H. R. 5224. A bill for the relief of Daniel Smith, of Fentress 
County, Tenn.; 

H. R, 11361, A bill granting a pension to Susan A. Miller; 

H. R. 9106. A bill granting a pension to Nancy Marshall; 

H. R. 9928. A bill granting an increase of pension to H. 8. Reed, 
alias Daniel Hull; 


ors 


Ss 29, An act granting a pension to Prudence Reamer; 
S. 415. An act granting an increase of pension to John Roop; 
S. 3440. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Harrison; 
S. 3517. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam Velten; 
5. 4555. Anact granting an increase of pension to Stephen Long- 
fellow; 
S. 421 
Muck; 
S. 4128. An act granting a pension to Hester A. Phillips; 
S. 993. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin S. An- 
derson; 
S. 3223. 
cMaster; 
S. 4742. Anact granting an increase of pension to Jesse F.. Gates; 


od 


2. A 


n act granting an increase of pension to Edyth M. 
So J 


An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
| M 





S. 2834. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Cluke; 
| §, 4557. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. Dan- 
ilson; 
S. 1775. An act granting 
Arnett; 
S. 4241. An act granting 
| Gratton; 
S. 4261. An act granting a pension to Frances M. Cellar; 
S. 2755. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac N, 
Cissna; 
S. 1456. An act granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M. 
| Keith; 
| §. 4553. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
| Rippleman; 
1552, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Smith; 
3512. An act granting an increase of pension toSamue! Schutz; 
3574. An act granting a pension to Julia Van Wick!en 
2777. An act granting a pension to Benjamin rrapp; 
An act granting a:pension to Annie E. Littlefield; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frances E, 


an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


an increase of pension to William T. 


. 4191. 
. 4296. 
hilds; 

S. 1588 


Ue 


DANN 


Cc 


— 


An act granting a pension to Eva Clark; 
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S, 4548. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert A. 
Roberts; and 

S. 4771. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert F. 
Colby. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House with amendments, were severally con- 
sidered, the amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered 
to a third reading, read a third time, and passed: 

5.3890. An act granting an increase of pension to Americus V. 
Rice; 

S. 3342, An act granting a pension to Samuel Dornon; 

5. 3642. An act restoring the pension of August R. Rollins, alias 
Rhenault A. Rollins; 

S. 2166. An act granting a pension to Charles A. D. Wisweil; 

5. 91. An act granting a pension to J. J. Groff; 

S. 1413. An act granting « pension to Erie E. Farmer; 

S. 2400. An act granting an increase of pension to Edith Lock- 
wood Sturdy; 

S. 4575. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Clai- 
borne. 

S. 667. An act granting a pension to B. H. Randall; 

S. 2729. An act granting a pension to Eliza L. Reese; 

S. 1400. An act granting a pension to William Lyman Chitten- 
den; 

8. 3457. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Smith; . 

©. 349. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Coventon; 

S. 292. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha G. D. 
Lyster; 

S. 2432. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Thomas; 

S. 4441. An act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude B. 
Wilkinson; 

S. 5093. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte W. 
Drew; 

S. 4054. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Eldridge; and 

S. 4574. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Emily 
Wilce XxX. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with the recommendation that they lie on the table, 
were severally considered, and ordered to lie on the table: 

H. R, 10521. A bill granting a pension to Charlotte W. Drew: 

H. R. 2405. A bill granting an increase of pension to James G. 
McClure; 

H. R. 10548. A bill for the relief of Thomas Claiborne; 

H. R. 8415. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jesse F. 
Gates; 

H. R. 11936. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Everett; 

S$. 4178. An act granting a pension to Thomas White; and 

S. 2480. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Williams. 

On motion of Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, a motion 
to reconsider the various votes by which bills reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House were passed was laid on the table. 


ASHEL C. AULICK. 
Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12233) granting a pension to Ashel C. 


Aulick. This is the case of a soldier of the Spanish war who is | 


now lying very sick—paralyzed. The bill has been reported fa- 
vorably by the Committee on Pensions. The proposed pension is 
only $15a month. I have seen this man lying sick at his home. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place upon the United States pension roll the name of Ashe! 
C. Aulick, Company H, Third Ohio Infantry, Spanish war, at the rate of $20 
per month, subject to the restrictions and limitations of the United States 
general pension laws. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. : 

The following amendments reported by the Committee on Pen- 
sions were read and agreed to: 


In line 3, after the word “Interior,” insert ‘* be, and he.” 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws;” and in same line strike out *‘ United States.” 

Strike out allin the bill after line 5 and insert in lien thereof the words 
“war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 


third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of William H. Smith, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, no adverse report having been made. 

Aad then, on motion of Mr. DaLze.u (at 4 o'clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned, 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu. 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing submitting an estimate of appropriation for office 
rent—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Supervising Architect submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for repairs to the Treasury building 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of James (C, 
Mundlen, administrator of estate of Mahala J. Parks, against ‘he 
United States—-to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed, 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of W. T. Small- 
man, administrator of estate of David Smallman, against the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Commissary-General of the Army, recommendation that 
section 285 of the Revised Statutes, relating to disbursements by 
officers of the Navy, be so amended as to apply to the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with 
statements of the accounting officers, statements of delinquencies 
in accounts—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriations for repairs 
of school buildings—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8160) locating certain l!and 
scrip in the name of Antonie La Pierre and others, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2271); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13423) 
to revise and codify the laws relating to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and postal service, and for other purposes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2272); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12901) to supplement ex- 
isting laws relating to the disposition of lands, etc., reported the 
| same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 2274); which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union. 


nT 


| 

| 

| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House, as follows: 
| Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12204) granting 
| an increase of pension to Mary A. Tunis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2212); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5360) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram I. Hoyt, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2213); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. : 
| Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13214) granting an in- 

crease of pension to Jacob C. Hansel, reported the same with 

| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2214); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
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was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 12442) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Starr, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2215); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H,. R. 8973) 
granting an increase of pension to David I. Coon, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2216); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6409) granting a pension to M. E. Hamill, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2217); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8.3375) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha M. Bedell, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2218); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12778) granting a pension to Adoniram J. 
Holmes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No, 2219); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
‘which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12997) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Young, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2220); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3376) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James McFry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2221); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7315) granting a 
pension to William W. King, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2222); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9218) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Hissey, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2223); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12180) granting a pension to Gilbert L. 





Pierce, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- | 


ort (No. 2224); which said bill and report were referred to the 
°?rivate Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1204) granting a pen- 
sion to William Gaddis, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2225); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3078) granting 
a pension to Amanda W. Clancy, widow of Col. C. W. Clancy, 
late Fifty-second Ohio, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2226); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4193) to pension Levi C. 
Mann, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2227); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5614) 
granting a pension to Virginia R. Friedeborn, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2228); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2624) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary M. Kean, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4813) granting a 
pension to Taylor Hux, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2230); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred t&e bill of the House (H. R. 6417) 
granting a pension to Eliza C, Johnson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2231); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4232) 
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granting an increase of pension to Philip Volkner, Company C, 
| Twenty-ninth Michigan Infantry, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2252); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3224) granting a pen- 
sion to Amos L. Hood, reported the same without amendment, 
| accompanied by a report (No. 2233); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4357) 
granting a pension to Jakobina Halbertsma, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2234); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4856) granting an 
increase of pension to William F. Cloud, reported the same with 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2235); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMIiTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12804) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Whiteley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2236); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| 
i 





which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10046) to pension 
Rosa Cox, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2237); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4836) granting an increase 
of pension to Phebe E. Babcock, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2238); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9066) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph N. Loving, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2239); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11453) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E, Binns, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2240); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11812) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel E. Turner, reported the same 
| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2241); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3501) granting an 
increase of pension to Kate Harbaugh, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2242); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12250) 
| granting an increase of pension to Patrick Brennan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2243); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on (nvalid Pensions, 
| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12184) for the 
relief of Thomas Jefferson Holmes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2244); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2107) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Brown, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report ( No. 2245); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12491) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert H. Metcalf, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2246); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2807) granting a 
pension to Henrietta Parrott, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2247); which said bill and 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 








22 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12775) 
granting a pension to Sarah Miller, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2248); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 375 
crease of pension to William I. Miller, reported the same without 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2249); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3883) granting 
an increase of pension to W. H. Ransom, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2250); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4277) granting a | 


pension to Albert Wetzel, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2251); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11723) 
granting an increase of pension to William K. Grayson, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2252); 
which said bill and report were referred to.the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9503) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Baughman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2253); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12826) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Knapp, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2254); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | by a report (No. 2273); which said bill and report were referred 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2319) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles C. Bunty, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2255); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4022) granting a 
pension to William B. Caldwell, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2256); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1044) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel M. Worley, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2257); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


Thomas Claiborne, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2266); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8380) granting increase of 
pension to R. G. Morris, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 2267); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12441) 
granting an increase of pension to Aaron R. Rohrbach, reported 


| the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2268); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1792) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha C, M. Fisher, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2269); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 1872) granting an increase of pension to 


| Hiram J. Reamer, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 2270); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11630) to remove charge 
of desertion from military record of George W. Moore, alias 
George W. More, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 


to the Private Calendar, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to James M, Long—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18091) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tubbs— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5569) for the relief of certain Government em- 





| ployees at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.. and for other purposes— 


bill of the Senate (S. 3680) granting a pension to Mary Elizabeth | 


Moore, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2258); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (5S. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Vogel, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2259); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (5S. 5126) granting an increase of pension to 
John DL. Thompson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by areport (No, 2260); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1604) granting an increase 
of pension to Harvey Graham, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2261); which said bill and 
report were 1eferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHAV/, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred. the bill of the Senate (S. 5045) granting a pension to 
Eliza N. Lord, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No, 2262); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bili of the Senate (S. 2879) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Griffiths, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2263); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

‘Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13382) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 


Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 13458) to divide the Indian Ter- 
ritory into counties and to establish the county seats thereof, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13459) 
granting additional pay to soldiers engaged in the Spanish- 


| American war—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 153460) to amend an act 
entitied ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at 
sea,” approved August 19, 1880—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13461) to punish 
frauds at elections for Representatives and Delegates in Congress, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 13462) to regulate the issu- 
ance of writs from the district and circuit courts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13463) to prevent intruders, 
citizens by marriage, and reservators from sharing in the lands 
and annuities of the Cherokee Nation—to the Committee on 


| Indian Affairs. 


Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, | 


and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2264); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5098) granting an 
increase of pension to Charlotte W. Drew, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2265); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4575) granting an increase of pension to 





By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 13464) making an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the Brazos River, from its mouth to 
Old Washington, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 13497) for the erection of an addi- 
tion to the post-office and custom-house in the city of Newport, 
R. I.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 351) to pay $879.09 
to John Iredale for services as folder in folding room—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 352) 
for the appointment of a messenger in the file room, Clerk’s office— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 353) authorizing 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay the widow of 
J. R. Whitacre, late a messenger on the soldiers’ roll, a sum equal 
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to six months’ salary, and funeral expenses not to exceed $250—to By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13495) for relief of 


the Committee on Accounts. Sarah Ann Collins and Lauretta Turlington—to the Committee 
By Mr. WEAVER: A resolution (H. Res. 354) to pay Guy | on Pensions. 
Underwood for librarian services in the Hall Library—to the Com- By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 13496) granting a pension 
mittee on Accounts. to 8S. H. Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. ESCH: A resolution (H. Res. 355) to increase salary of | By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 13498) granting a pension to 
H. D. Norton—to the Committee on Accounts. James G. Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution of the legislature of Cali- Also, a bill (H. R. 13499) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 
fornia, favoring the passage of the Wadsworth bill (H. R. 96)— | Seifert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Agriculture. —” 
5 : 4 eo oe ‘ . PETITIONS, ETC. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of Theodore Conick, keeper, and 


follows: | surfmen of Pains Reyes life-saving station, favoring bill to pro- 
By Mr. BENTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 18465) for relief | mote efficiency of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on In- 
of John Wadsworth—to the Committee on Claims. terstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 13466) granting a pension to | 3y Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany House bill No. 9832, 
Ellen A, Plumley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | to restore the status of the Nebraska Territorial militia—to the 
By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13467) granting an increase of | Committee on Military Affairs. 
pension to Laura L, Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. BURTON: Petition of banks and bankers of the State 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13468) granting an increase of pension toSan- | of Ohio for the enactment of laws allowing national banks to loan 
ford Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | on real estate—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13469) granting a pension to Perry Abbett— By Mr. CONNER: Petition of 50 citizens of Algona, Iowa, in 


to the Committee on Pensions. favor of the restriction of the liquor traffic in Africa— to the Com- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13470) granting a pension to Thomas Edens— | mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of members of the 
Also, a bill (H.R. 13471) granting a pension to John Moore— | municipal councils of Carolina and De Guayama, P. R., to amend 
to the Committee on Pensions. | section 3 of the act of Congress to provide for the administration 
Also, a bill (H.R. 13472) for the relief of Charles Artzt—to the | of civil affairs in Porto Rico pending the appointment of civil 
Committee on War Claims. officers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


3y Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H.R. 13473) for the relief of J. A. Mc- By Mr. COUSINS: Resolutions of the Retail Grocers’ Associa- 
Donald, Edwin Nelson, E. L. White, Z. T. Merritt, and W. A. | tion of Marshalltown, Iowa, against the parcel-post system—to 
Filer—to the Committee on Claims, | the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 13474) granting an increase Also, petition of citizens of Clarence, Cedar County, Iowa, for 
of pension to William H. Leavell—to the Committee on Invalid | the ratification of the treaty between civilized nations relative to 
Pensions. alcoholic trade in Africa—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R.13475) | By Mr. DALZEIL: Resolutions of the American Institute of 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military service of | Electrical Engineers of New York City, favoring the passage of 
Michael Clifford, alias Kelleher—to the Committee on Military | House bill No. 11350, to establish the national standardizing bu- 
Affairs. | reau—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13476) granting a pension to| Also, resolutions of Charles R. Bright Post, No. 360, Depart- 
Rachael Curreston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13477) granting a pension to Martha J, Chap- | House bill for the relief of D. I. Coon—to the Committee on In- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 13478) referring Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of 
the claim of the legal representatives of William T. Duvall, de- | House bill for the relief of Francis Reilly—to the Committee on 
ceased, against the United States to the Court of Claims—to the { Military Affairs. 

Committee on Claims. By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Henry F. Peery, of James- 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H.R. 13479) granting an increase | port, Mo., for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
of pension to Walter Barbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Pensions. 
sions. Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Gen. B. M. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (AH. R. 13480) for the relief of John Al- |} Prentiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the faculty of the College of En- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13481) granting a pension to G. J. Shaffer, of | gineering of the University of Wisconsin, favoring the passage of 


Clinton, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. House bill No. 11350, to establish the national standardizing 
By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 13482) to correct the military | burean—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
record of Joseph F’. Simpson—to the Committee on Military Affairs, Also, resolutions of the Ohio Valley Improvement Association, 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13483) for | urging the improvement of the Ohio River at various points—to 
the relief of Nora Stokes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 18484) for the By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Resolution of the Thirty- 
relief of William B. Olive—to the Committee on War Claims. fourth Annual Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13485) for the relief of John C. Thomas—to | commending the work accomplished by the Gettysburg National 
the Committee on War Claims. Park Commission, and asking for further appropriation to com- 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13486) | plete the work—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
granting an increase of pension to Charles W Jerome—to the Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, urging the passage of the Pacific cable bill and indorsing the 

By Mr. HENRY. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13487) granting an | general principles embodied in House bill No, 2980—to the Com- 
increase of pension to Dewit C. Pierce—to the Committee on In- | mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





valid Pensions. | Also, resolutions of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Associa- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13488) granting a pension to Mary E. Con- | tion, opposing the free distribution of medicinal remedies—to the 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 13489) granting anincrease|} Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the port of New 
of Pension to James A. Edmonds—to the Committee on Invalid | York for such legislation as will strengthen our maritime posi- 
Pensions. tion—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 13490) granting a Also, petition of John P. Fairlee and 36 other citizens of the city 
pension to Joseph Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of New York, N. Y., in favor of an amendment to the Constitu- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13491) authorizing the Mount Carmel De- | tion against polygamy, and other reform measures—to the Com- 
velopment Company to draw water from Wabash River at Grand | mittee on the Judiciary. 

Rapids, Wabash County, Ill.—to the Committee on Rivers and Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York 
Harbors. | favoring the passage of a bill authorizing the President to invite 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 13492) granting a pension the International Congress of Navigation to hold its next meeting 
to Kenjamin M. Prentiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | in the city of Washington, D, C.—to the Committee on Foreign 

Also, a bill (H.R. 13493) granting a pension to Jacob Jackson— | Affairs. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of W. P. Ball and other citizens of 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13494) granting a pension to Henry F’. Peery— | Irvington, N. J., in favor of the anti-polygamy amendment to the 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of C. D. Thomp- 
son and others, John J. Marshall and others, keepers and surfmen 
oO of life-saving stations, favoring bill to promote efficiency of Life- 


Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate a Foreign | . . k é 
oan . P > | the duties of the Chair during my absence Saturday, the 12th dayof January 
instant. 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the Sixth Annual Conven- | 


Commerce. 


tion of the Ohio Valley Improvement Association, for the improve- 
ment of the Ohio River and the construction of locks and dams 
at variéus points—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, petition of the National Association of Railway Postal 
Clerks, favoring the bill for the reclassification of the Railway 
Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Chiefs of Police of 
the United States and Canada, for the establishment of a national 
bureau of identification in Washington—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACK: Resolutions of Charles S. Whitworth Post, No. 
89, Grand Army of the Republic, Departme nt of Pennsylvania, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 5779, giving veterans prefer- 
ment in public service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
pervice. 

sy Mr. JONES of Virginia: Petition of the heirsof Christopher 
Armat, of Spottsylvani a County, Va., for reference of war claim 
to the Court of Cl laims- to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Smith-Wallace Shoe Company and 
other firms of Chicago, [1l., praying for the removal of the duty 
on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Saloonkeepers’ Association of Blue Island, | 


Tll., for the repeal of the war tax of $1 per barrel on beer in the 
war-revenue act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of A. R. Barrett and other citizens 

f the Fifth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
the anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of citizens of Preston, Conn., for 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicants in the Philippines 
and island possessions of the United States; for international treaty 
to prohibit liquor sales in Africa and the islands of the Pacific, 
and to prohibit liquor sales at Army posts, etc.—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of American Federation of Labor, Union No, 8198, 


of Norwich, Conn., favoring the passage of House bill No. 7427, | 


known as the eight- ‘hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of Sons of the American Revolu- | 


tion, for the purchase of Revolutionary battlefields and the estab- 
lishment of same as national parks—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of Louis Heimrod and 11 others, 
gaugers and storekeepers in the Internal-Revenue Service, in the 


State of Nebraska, for sufficient appropriation to provide for them | 
vacations without loss of pay—to the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions. 


By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Protest of the board of water | 


commissioners of St. Paul, Minn., against the passage of the bill 
for the relief of the widow of Isaiah Smith Hyatt—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

3y Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Papers to accompany House 
bill for the relief of Joseph Sullivan, late private, Company F, 
Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer infantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 12, 1901. 
The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitzury, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 
We bless Thee, our Father, that through the growing influence 
of Thy Son and of Thy Holy Spirit the sentiment of brotherly 


kindness among men has grown and is increasing, and finds itself 
with emphatic expression in this the highest political body of the 


nation. And now, as we come about the lately open grave of the | 
late eminent senior Senator from Minnesota to pay the tribute of | Harrison: 
respect and affection to his memory, may all the best and nob'est | 


traits of his character come out, and may we respond to them | 


with genuine and affectionate admiration and appreciation. 


Let Thy blessing rest upon all the Senators, those who are de- | 


tained at home by infirmity and indisposition, those who are here 


and to be present, and may this be a memorable day in the his- | 
tory of the Senate as it engraves the name and recollection of our | 


departed friend and brother high among the statesmen of the 
nation. We humbly pray, through Jesus Christ, our Savior. 
Amen. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. PERKINS called the Senate to order and said: The Secre- 
tary will read a communication from the President pro tempore of 
the Senate. 


JANUARY 12, 


The Secretary (Mr. CHARLES G. BENNETT) read as follows: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1901. 
I hereby name Mr. PerkKINs, senior Senator from California, to perform 


WILLIAM P. FRYE, 


President pro tempore, 

Mr. PERKINS thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer for 
to-day. 

THE JOURNAL, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT ACT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Prerxrys) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Commissioner of Labor, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of January 23, 1900, a report 
on the effect of the international copyright law of the United 
States; Which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 415) granting an increase of pension to John Roop; 

A bill (S. 823) granting an increase of pension to Brice Davis; 
A bill (S. 946) granting an increase of pension to Stephen John- 
son; 

A bill (S. 952) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Porter; 

A bill (S. 993) granting an increase of pension to Edwin §, 
Anderson: 

A bill (S. 1240) granting a pension to Samuel Nichols; 

A bill (S. 1246) granting an increase of pension to Churles A, 
Perkins; 

A bill (8. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Her- 
ing; 

A bill (S. 1282) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 


| Huff; 


A bill (S. 1456) granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M, 
Keitle: 
A bill (S. 1463) granting an increase of pension to Jasper Pitts; 
A bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to Eva Clark; 
A bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Hayden; 
A bill (S. 1775) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Arnett: 
A bill (S. 2110) restoring the pension of John R. McCoy; 
A bill (S. 2305) granting a pension to Eliza D. Pennypacker; 
A bill (S, 2333) granting an increase of pension to James Os- 
born: 
A bill (S. 2486) granting an increase of pension to Susan Dan- 
iels; 
A bill (S. 2753) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Morey; 
A bill (S. 2755) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N, 
Cissna; 
A bill (S, 2767) granting a pension to Nellie L. Parsons; 
A bill (8. 2777) grantinga pension to Benjamin F. Trapp; 
A bill (S. 2819) granting an increase of pension to Henry Van 
Golder: 
A bill (5S. 2827) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
Shroder; 
A bill (5. 2834) granting an increase of pension to Ann E. Cluke; 
A bill (5. 2954) granting an increase of pension to Elam Kirk; 
A bill (S. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Wiliiam 
Oliver; 
A bill (8S. 3137) granting an increase of pension to Lunsford 
ee 
ill (S. 3223) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Mc aM: ster Rs 
A bill (S. 3440) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


A bill (S, 3512) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Schutz; 

A bil i (S. 3517) granting an increase of pension to Adam Velten; 

A bill (8. 3522) granting an increase of pension to Eben E. 
Pushor; 

A bill (S. oe granting a pension to Julia Van Wicklen; 

A bill (S. 3624) granting a pension to Henry K. Davis; 

A bill (S. § 729) granting a pension to Prudence Reamer; 

A bill (5S. 3954) granting an increase of pension to Caroline Z. 
Repetti; 

A bill (8. 3991) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester Solo- 
mon; 

A bill (8. 4105) granting an menearnss pain to John Coombs; 

A bill (8. 4128) granting a pension to Hester A. Phillips; 
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A bill (S. 4191) granting a pension to Anna E. Littlefield; 

A bill (S. 4212) granting an_increase of pension to Edyth M. 
Muck: 

A bill (S. 4241) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Gratton; ; ; 

A bill (S. 4261) granting a pension to Frances M. Cellar; 

A bill (S. 4288) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Brooks; 

A bill (S. 4296) granting an increase of pension to Frances E. 
Childs; 

A bill (S. 4420) granting an increase of pension to James Irvine; 

5 


| 
| 
| 


| the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; 


enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacturo 
and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Stan- 
ton, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Freeborn 


| County, Minn., praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout 
| bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 


A bill (S. 4548) granting an increase of pension to Albert A. | 


Roberts: 


A bill (8S. 4552) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Smith; | 
53 


A bill (S. 4553) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Rippleman; 

A bill (S. 4555) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Longfellow; 

; Peas ; : . » 

A bill (S. 4557) granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. Dan- 
ilson; 

‘ ‘a : ; : ‘ . 

A bill (8S. 4742) granting an increase of pension to Jesse F. 
Gates; : ; 

A bill (S. 4771) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert F, 

Yolby: 

A bill (S. 5231) relating to the accounts of United States mar- 
shag and clerks of the district courts of the Territory of Utah; 
and 

A joint resolution (S.R.145) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to grant permits to the executive committee on inaugural cere- 
monies for use of reservations or public spaces in the city of Wash- 
ington on the occasion of the inauguration of the President-elect, 
on March 4, 1901, etc. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing telegraphic memorial from the legislature of the State of Cal- 
ifornia; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry: 

(Telegram. | 
STATE CAPITOL, Sacramento, Cal., January 1@, 1901. 
WILLIAM P. FrRYB, 
President of the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Tam directed by the senate of the State of California to transmit to you 
by telegraph the following joint resolution, No.1, which was adopted bv both 
houses of the California legislature on Tuesday, January 8,191. Kindly pre- 
sent same to your honorabie body. 

Senate joint resolution No. 1. 

Whereas the quarantine which this State has maintained against the in- 
troduction of insects, pests, and plant disease had been of immeasurable 
benefit to our horticultural and agricultural interests; and | 

Whereas there is now before Congress a bill, which was introduced by 
Hon. Mr. WADSWORTH, and entitled “H. R. bill No. 96,’ and which bill pro- 
vides for a national quarantine against such pests and plant diseases; and 

Whereas the operation of this bill would be very beneficial to the horti 
cultural interests, and especially to the citrus fruit industry: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate and assembly of the State of California jointly, That 
we respectfully but urgently request the Congress of the United States to 
enact said bill H. R. No. 9% at its present session, thereby securing to our 
horticultural interests immunity from further insect enemies, and to the 


was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, 8. C., praying that an appropriation be made 
to enlarge the scope of the Geological Survey, so as to include in 
its operations the forests of South Carolina and the Eastern States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Geological Survey. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charleston, S. C., praying for the establishment of a national for- 
est reserve; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Pueblo, Colo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 


| Government buildings and institutions under Government con- 


trol; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented the petition of Wilbur B. Mallalieu, 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in Africa, in 
Army canteens, in the Philippines, and in the Territory of Alaska, 


| etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented a petition of Cloakmakers’ Union No. 1, of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 


| late the hours of daily labor of workmen and mechanics, and also 


<o protect free labor from prison competition; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and crew of the life- 
saving station at North Beach, Maryland, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 


| Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; which 


citrus fruit growers freedom from the introduction of the orange fruit | 


maggot. 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate be directed to immediately tele- 
graph these resolutions to the honorable President of the Senate and the 
honorable Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States. 

Faithfully, yours, 
FRANK J. BRANDON, 
Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER presented the petition of Hon. 
George K. Nash, governor of Ohio, and of the Historical and 
Philosophical Society of Ohio, praying Congress to have copied 
and printed for distribution certain documents now in the 
archives of France, at Paris, relating to the territory acquired by 
the United States by the purchase of 1803, known asthe Louisiana 


purchase; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. | 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Aurora, 
Nebr., praying that an appropriation be made for the extension of 
free rural mail delivery; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the board of trustees of South 
Sioux City, Nebr., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Missouri River at and im- 
mediately above that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of University 
Place and Valentine and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Nebraska City, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liguors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of University 
Place, Nebr.. praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors to native races in Africa; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Cuming County, 
York, and Greeley, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the 


| used; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is h 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Daniel P. Zimmerman and 
sundry other citizens of Frederick County, Md., praying for the 
enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and of the 
Woman's Baptist Home Mission Society, all of Baltimore, in the 
State of Maryland, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of W. H. Thompson, jr., pres- 
ident of the National Live Stock Exchange, remonstrating aguiust 
the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported an amendment proposing an appropriation of 
$50,000, to be expended under the direction of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, for the erection and equipment of a 
power house and nurses’ home to be erected at Providence Hospi- 
tal, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, accompanied by a report thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF DARDANELLE, ARK, 

Mr. MARTIN. lam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 827) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark., 
to report it favorably without amendment, adopting the House 
report thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. Pre 
tion, I ask the unanimous consent of 
be considered at this time. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


ident, if there is no objec- 


the Senate that the bill may 











Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he i ! V itl 
ized and directed to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster's Dey 
ment of the United States Army the circumstances, « racter, and extent of 
the damages by United States troops during the late war to the church 1 
ing and grounds of the Presbyterian Church of D: t e, Yell | Vs 
Ark., and the actual value of the material taken fr the building and 
grounds, and to find and award and to certify to the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury what amount.if any, is equitably due to the trustees of said church 
from the United States as the reasonable value of the material taken a1 

by, authorized and 
directed to pay to said trustees, or their successors, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount, if any, so found to be due 
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from the United States, and not to exceed $2,000; and the acceptance by said 
trustees of any sum paid under the provisions hereof shall be in full satisfac- 
tion of all claim, of every name and nature, for occupation and damage, or in 
any manner arising or growing out of the same. 
lur. SCOTT. Ishould like to have the report of the committee 
read, so as to show upon what recommendation the bill is to be 
asset 1. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Henry of Mis- | 


sissippi from the Committee on War Claims of the House of Rep- 
resentatives January 30, 1900, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 827) 
for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell 
County, Ark., beg leave to submit the following report,and recommend that 
said bill do pass without amendment 

The evidence submitted shows that the church building was taken posses- 
sion of by United States troops in 1864 and 1565, the building torn down, taken 
away, and used for military and army purposes. 

In accordance with precedent, it seems to be the policy of Congress and 
the War Department to place churches in the same condition as when they 
were taken possession of by the United States, natural wear and tear ex- 
cepted, or allow a reasonable amount in money in lieu of such repairs, but 
the committee is not willing that the value of such use and occupation shall 
be fixed by ex parte affidavits and without investigation by the proper de- 
partment of the Government. 

The committee therefore report the bill, referring the claim to the War 
Department for investigation, and recommend its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

JULIA CRENSHAW, 

Mr. CLAY. Iask that the bill (S. 5019) granting an increase of 
pension to Julia Crenshaw be taken up and passed. It will not 
take exceeding half a minute. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘*seventy-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia Crenshaw, widow 
of Frank F. Crenshaw, late captain of Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REV. WILLIAM T. M’ELROY. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3020) for the relief of Rev. William 
T. McElroy. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay to Rev. William T. McElroy, late of Louisville, 
Ky.. $265.20, being for rent of ground at Louisville, Ky., during 
the late war for the suppression of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5350) for the establishment of a sub- 
port of entry at Douglas, Ariz. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I demand the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
objects and demands the regular order, which is the introduction 
of bills and joint resolutions, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 5542) to provide an American 
register for the steamship Manauense and the ships Antiope and 
Balclutha; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 5543) for the relief of the estate 
of R. McChesney, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5544) for the relief of the estate of 
J. H. McChesney, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 5545) for the relief of the 
estate of Christopher W. Dudley, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 5546) for the relief of the estate of Francois Lagleize, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 5547) for the relief of the estate of Peter and Margaret 
Turner, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5548) for the relief of Mrs. M. L. H. Blanchard. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5549) granting an increase of 





pension to Horatio N. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 5550) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry B. Schroeder; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5551) to waive and release all 
claims of the United States by way of escheat to the real estate in 
the District of Columbia of which Patrick Kavanagh or his sons, 
Charles W. Kavanagh and William Kavanagh, died seized; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 5552) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Shannon, widow of 
Joseph R. Shannon, deceased, and administratrix of his estate 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8.5553) for the relief of Thomas N. Gott (with an ac- 
companing paper); and 

A bill (S. 5554) for the relief of Eugene L. Derr, administrator 
the estate of John Derr, deceased. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5555) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘“‘An act to provide a government for the Territory of 
8 vali,” approved April 30, 1900; which was read twice by its 
title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; the original bill came from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. I should think it should be 
reférred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To what committee does the 
Senator from Wyoming desire to have the bill referred? 

Mr. WARREN. Iassumed that the Chair would know what 
committee would properly have charge of the matter. I had 
thought the Committee on Territories, as Hawaii is a Territory; 
but I have no preference. 

Mr. LODGE. It should be referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

Tht PRESIDING OFFICER, The Committee on Territories 
would naturally be the proper committee, but there was created, 
as the Senator is aware, a special committee upon Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. 

Mr. WARREN. Let the bill go to that committee, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so referred, unless 
otherwise directed by the Senate. It is so ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to have considered a very important bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [insist on the regular order, Mr. President. 
I shall object. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that the Calendar is in order, 
as we have gotten through with the morning business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The morning business is not closed, and I 
insist on the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 
If there are no further bills or joint resolutions, concurrent or 
other resolutions are next in order. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment providing for the 
improvement of the Cypress Top River north of the Choctaw- 
hatchee River, Florida, intended to be proposed by him to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 3369) to put in force in the Indian Ter- 
ritory certain provisions of the laws of Arkansas relating to cor- 
porations, and to make said provisions applicable to said Terr’- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STATIONERY ROOM OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MorGAN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate shall have the control of the officers of the stationery 
room of the Senate so as to inquire into and, from time to time, to report 
upon the conduct thereof. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator from Alabama is not present, I 
ask that the resolution may go over, retaining its place, until 
Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
will be taken as the sense of the Senate. 
over, retaining its place, until Monday. 

Mr. NELSON. Is the morning business disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire if there 


The bill will be referred to the 


If there be no objection such 
The resolution will go 
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is any further morning business? There being none, the Senator 
from Minnesota is recognized for the purpose of proceeding with 
the special order. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR DAVIS, 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
resolutions, 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is with deep regret and profound sorrow that the Senate 
hears the announcement of the death of Hon. CUSHMAN KELLOGG DAVis, late 
a Senator from the State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Senate extends to his family and to the people of the 
State of Minnesota sincere condolence in their bereavement. 

Resolved, That, as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay fit- 
ting tribute to his high character and distinguished services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary transmit to the family of the deceased and 
to the governor of the State of Minnesota a copy of these resolutions, with 
the action of the Senate thereon. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect, at the conclusion of these 
exercises the Senate do adjourn. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, Senator CUSHMAN KELLOGG 
Davis, of Minnesota, died in the sixty-third year of his age, at his 
home in St. Paul, on the 27th day of November, A. D. 1900, after a 
lingering sickness of more than two months. He died in the pub- 
lic service, in the full maturity of his great mental vigor, at a 
time when he was better equipped than ever toserve his country, 
and at a time when his country stood in need of his sound judg- 
ment, profound wisdom, and vast experience in public affairs. 

He was born at Henderson, Jefferson County, N. Y., on the 16th 
day of June, A. D, 1838, Onhis maternal side he was a direct de- 
scendant of Mary Allerton, the last survivor of that heroic band 
that landed from the Mayflower, and his paternal ancestry was 
also of good Puritan stock. When he was 2 months oid his par- 
ents moved to the neighborhood of Waukesha, Wis., where his 
father engaged in the pursuit of farming for the next fifteen years, 
during which period he led the usual life of a farmer’s son on the 
farm. 

He was an intellectual and highly gifted youth, and his vigor- 
ous mental faculties were trained and developed in the district 
school, in Carroll College, and in Michigan University, from 
whence he graduated in 1857. Heimmediately thereafter took up 
and followed the study of the law, became a member of the Wau- 
kesha bar in 1859, and remained in active practice till 1862, when he 
entered the Army as first lieutenant of Company B, of the Twenty- 
eighth Wisconsin Regiment, in the civil war. He served with 
distinction in the Army until 1864, when, on account of poor 
health, he was compelled to resign. 

In 1865 he moved toSt. Paul, Minn., and took up the practice of 
the law, and soon became noted as one of the ablest, most promi- 
nent, and most eloquent members of the bar, with a large and 
lucrative practice. 

He was a member of the legislature in 1867, United States attor- 
ney for Minnesota from 1868 until 1873, and governor of the State 
in 1874 and 1875. He was one of the regents of the State Univer- 
sity from 1882 till 1898, and in 1887 was elected United States 
Senator, and reelected in 1893 and 1899. He was chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in the United States Senate from 
March, 1897, till his death, and was one of the commissioners who 
negotiated the treaty of Paris with Spain. 

This, in brief, is the mere outer shell of his extensive public 
career, and gives us but a scant clew to his greatness and worth. 
To trace his life, the development of his vigorous mind, and its 
wonderful resources from youth to manhood, from a great lawyer 
to a profound statesman and leader, is to scan a human epic, 
marvelous and inspiring in its progress and grand and enduring 
in its results and outcome, He was equipped with a mind of the 
first order, eager, thirsty, and searching. In his youth he wasa 
most ardent and omnivorous student, to whom his lessons were 
but the doorsteps to the great sanctuary of knowledge, which 
he was ever exploring. He became a devouring student of his- 
tory, philosophy, and poetry at a time when most youths are 
tethered to their arithmetic, their grammar, and their geography. 
And go it came to pass that when he finally parted with his alma 
mater he carried away with him a much richer and a much 
greater wealth of human knowledge than that embraced in the 
college curriculum. 

The trend of his mind and its comprehensive development in- 
evitably turned him to the legal profession, and it was in this 
field that he first made his mark and first scored his great vic- 
tories. He was a most profound lawyer, who mastered the great 
fundamental principles of the law that govern human affairs, and 
he had the intuitive faculty to correctly apply these to the mani- 
fold transactions of an ever-expanding civilization. In practice 
he was always ready and always a complete master of the evi- 
dence, the facts, and the law of his case, and his eloquence was of 


The Secretary will read the 
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a character to instruct, impress, and convince both court and jury, 
and he was equally at home and equally strong both in a nisi 
prius and in an appellate court. I can truthfully bear witness to 
these facts, for it has been my privilege to contend with him at the 
bar and to hear him while I was sitting as one of the judges in a 
court of impeachment. 

When he was first elected to the Senate he was easily and with- 
out dispute the foremost member of the bar in Minnesota. And 
though he was a most busy lawyer, he never allowed the law to con- 
geal the innate kindness of his noble and sympathetic heart. He 
was always kind and helpful to the young and struggling practi- 
tioner, and he never turned away a penniless client who had a 
meritorious case. He loved the profession, and he was beloved 
and admired by his associates, young and old. Few lawyers can 
pointto a grander, a more successful, or a nobler career at the bar. 

Though absorbed in his profession and ever a busy lawyer, he 
nevertheless always kept in touch with public affairs, and was 
always ready to lead and to guide the impulse and heart of our 
people in their aspirations for relief and reform. I well remem- 
ber when, in the early seventies, there was a great uprising among 
the people of the Northwest against the exactions of the railroads, 
how he became the acknowledged leader of the movement and 
how, in his great speech, entitled ‘‘ Modern feudalism,” he voiced 
in most eloquent and convincing terms the grievances complained 
of and the reforms desired by the masses of the people. That 
speech, which he delivered in many places, and his attitude on 
those great questions of public concern led him into the gov- 
ernor’s chair, came near sending him to the United States Senate 
at that time, and forever endeared him toall our people, who from 
that day never ceased to have confidence in his integrity, his 
wisdom, and his honesty of purpose. While the movement which 
he thus led did not result in all the relief and reforms he and the 
masses hoped for, yet it resulted in establishing the fact, which 
had been in dispute, that railroad corporations are the servants of 
the public and are amenable to public control. 

After one term in the executive chair he again resumed his 
calling as a lawyer, with more success and greater vigor than ever 
before. And in the meanwhile, though not in office, he remained 
one of the acknowledged leaders of the Republican party in the 
State, and was always ready and active to battle for the cause and 
for the best interests of the people. 

In 1887, in obedience to a universal and pressing demand of our 
people, the legislature elected him to the United States Senate. 
And he came here, in the maturity of his great power and vast 
experience, better equipped and better fitted for the great work 
before him than most men who enter the Senate. He came here 
in middle life, with a most vigorous mind, an accomplished law- 
yer, a profound student, and a learned scholar, well versed in 
public affairs. He at once became prominent and one of the 
leaders of the Senate, but it was not until he became chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and our controversy with 
Spain became acute that his true forum was found and his great 
abilities were given that field of statesmanship and diplomacy for 
which he was so well gifted and equipped. In that place and in 
that field he was easily the first and our recognized leader and 
guide. Noone was better versed than he in the diplomatic his- 
tory of our country, and no one had studied more deeply and was 
more familiar than he with all the complicated and varied rela- 
tions of our country with foreign nations. 

His speeches and his reports on our relations with England, with 
Spain, on our war with Spain, and on the treaty of Paris were 
epics of wisdom and eloquence scarcely ever excelled. He ex- 
hausted and rendered clear and lucid the most profound and most 
intricate problems of diplomacy and statecraft. When he had 
spoken there was little, if anything, more to be said on the sub- 
ject. While he seemed listless and indifferent to the mere routine 
work of the Senate, yet when great questions were at stake and great 
problems were to be solved, he was always vigilant and always 
on the alert. He studied and passed upon public affairs, both at 
home and abroad, with the instinct and purpose of a statesman, 
and never in the spirit of a mere timeserver or politician. His 


| entire heart and his whole soul were wrapped up in his great work, 


and he was so absorbed by it that he seemed at times oblivious to 
allelse. He was an orator of the highest and best type, clothing 
the most profound thoughts in the most choice and most chaste 
of rhetoric. His speeches, unlike most orators’, were even more 
impressive, more captivating, and more convincing in the reading 
of them than in the delivery. In his case the hearing served to 
whet the appetite for the reading of his speeches, and the reader 
always discovered beauties of thought and diction that had es- 
caped him in the delivery. His oratory was classic, but of a 
modern type, fraught with facts and arguments of the most con- 
vincing and exhaustive character. 

While his work at the bar and in the public service absorbed 
most of his time and attention, yet he always devoted a share of 
his time tothe pursuit and study of literature and history He 
was a profound Shakespearean scholar, thoroughly familiar with 
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the life and all the works of that great genius. 





His book entitled 
The Law in Shakespeare shows how thoroughly he entered | be glad to lay a wreath of honor and affection on the monument 


into the spirit and how fully he mastered and understood the 
broad and profound range of human knowledge and human wis- 
dom possessed by that great high priest of tragedy, comedy, and 
song. He not only discovered the *‘law ” in Shakespeare, but he 
also fathomed that profound analysis of the motives and main- 
springs of human action so preeminent in the great poet. 

He himself of an heroic turn of mind, he naturally and irresist- 
ibly became attracted to that most wonderful and most startling 
of modern heroes, Napoleon. 
and most profound students of the life, the mission, and the work 
of this great man—familiar with every phase of it so far as known 
to human vision. . There was scarcely a book upon Napoleon, in 
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He was one of the most thorough | 


| ganize another Senate elsewhere. 


English or in French, that he did not have in his library and had | 


not read and mastered. The study of the life of the great heroin 


all its varied phases charmed him, chastened him, and buoyed his | 


spirit in the somber and perplexing moments of his life. There 
are trying and tempestuous moments in the lives of men when the 
music of the hurricane is a solace, a relief, and a rest. To him 
Napoleon was the spirit in that mighty whirlwind that crushed 
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Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there is no Senator who would not 


of CusHMAN K, Davis. That, however, is more especially the 
right of his colleague and his successor and the members of the 
great committee where he won so much of his fame. I ought to 
say but a few words, 

The Senate, as its name implies, has been from the beginning, 
with few exceptions, an assembly of old men. In the course of 
nature many of its members die in office. That has been true 
of thirty-eight Senators since I came to the Capitol. Others, a 
yet larger number, die soon after they leave office. Of the men 
with whom I have served in this Chamber fifty-eight more are 
now dead, making in all ninety-six, enough and to spare to or- 
To that number has been added 
every Vice-President but two. Upon those who have died in 
office eulogies have been pronounced in this Chamber and in 
the House. The speakers have obeyed the rule demanded by the 
decencies of funeral occasions—nil de mortuis nisi bonum—if not 


| the command born of a tenderer pity for human frailty —jam parce 


| sepulto, 


the feudalism of ages and paved the way to the democracy of | 


modern times. He dearly loved a good novel, not so much for the 
mere story as for the insight it afforded him of mental and moral 
evolutions, and especially for the great relief and rest it gave him 
from the study of the difficult and profound problems entailed 
upon him as a lawyer, a legislator,and astatesman. Many along 
and weary night, when he was too tired to sleep, he bathed his 


aching brows and found relief in Dickens, Thackeray, Bryant, | 


Elliott, Cooper, Irving, Scott, and other great novelists, These 
were a sweet lullaby to his weary but restless spirit. 


in the field of history he was a profound student and a great 


But in general, with scarcely an exception, the portrai- 
tures have been true and faithful. They prove that the people of 
the American States, speaking through their legislative assem- 
blies, are not likely to select men to represent them in this august 
assembly who are lacking in high qualities either of intellect or of 
character. However that may be, it is surely true of Mr. Davis 
that whatever has been or will be said of him to-day, or was said 
of him when the news of his death first shocked the country, is 
just what would have been said when he was alive by any man 
who knew him. I have served with him here nearly fourteen 
years. I have agreed with him and I have differed from him in 


| regard to matters of great pith and moment which deeply stirred 


explorer, with a tenacious memory and a discriminating and ana- | 


lytic judgment. He was versed in the history of all the leading 
nations of ancient and modern times, and he was especially familiar 
with and at home in the history of our own country, of England, 
and of France. His great knowledge in this field was a supple- 
ment to his training as a lawyer. and it was because he was thus 
doubly equipped that he was so thorough, exhaustive, and effective 
in diplomacy and all that pertained to our foreign affairs. 

The society that charmed him most and to which he was most 
devoted was his fine and extensive collection of books in his own 
library. Here he felt thoroughly at home and was never lonesome. 
His books were a part of his life, and his dear associates. Here, 
more than anywhere else, he loved to meet his friends, to converse 
with them on literature, history, and affairs of State, and to in- 
troduce them to his mute companions. Here he seemed possessed 
of an inspiration that made him more charming and nearer and 
dearer to his friends than anywhere else. It was his holy of holies, 


the feelings of the people, as they did mine, and doubtless did his 
own. I never heard any man speak of him but with respect and 
kindness. 

Of course, Mr. President, in this great century which is just 
over, when our Republic—this infant Hercules—has been growing 
from its cradle to its still youthful marhood, the greatest place 
for a live man has been that of a soldier in time of war and that of 
a statesman in time of peace. CUSHMAN K, Davis was both. He 
did a man’s full duty in both. No man values more than I dothe 
function of the man of letters. Noman reveres more than I do 
the man of genius who in a loving and reverent way writes the 
history of a great people, or the poet from whose lyre comes the 
inspiration which induces heroic action in war and peace. But I 
do not admit that the title of the historian or that of the poet to 


| the gratitude and affection of mankind is greater than thatof the 


sacred to him, and, because of that fact, sacred to those who com- | 


muned with him there. 

His patriotism was of the loftiest and purest kind. He loved 
his country, not as a heathen loves his idol, but as a parent loves 
his child, He loved his country because it is noble and just and 
because it is the home of liberty, tempered with law, wholesome, 
blessed, and untarnished. 
scorned all posing and display. There was nothing trifling nor 
fictitious in his nature. He was sincere, conscientious, and fear- 
less, both in private and public life, and while he was most kind 


| son's title to the gratitude of mankind far above his own. 


He abhorred all show and sham, and | 


and approachable to all, yet he was choice and deliberate in his | 


friendships. 
sured of that he yielded his whole heart and his whole soul, under 
allemergencies, tohisfriends. Tome he was on all occasions most 
kind and helpful. 

I feel his loss most deeply. 


His death has left a void in my 
heart which none can fill. 


We all miss him in the Senate—miss 


He looked for loyalty and good faith, and once as- | 


him for his goodness, kindness, and great worth; miss him for his | 


wisdom, his eloquence, and nobleexample. His death was a great 
bereavement, not only to his friends and to his associates, but to 
the entire country. ‘There are some gaps in the line of battle that 
can be easily filled, but that gap in the line of battle he held when 
he passed away no one can fill as completely and as truly as he 
did. No public man had a warmer place in the hearts of the peo- 
ple than he had. I have never seen a larger funeral than his. It 


was attended in large numbers by young and old, in all walks of | 


life, from all parts of the State. They came in no perfunctory 
mood, but in a spirit of heaviness, grief, and sorrow, as though 
each had been bereaved of his dearest and most beloved of friends. 
There were many beautiful flowers placed as tokens of grief and 
affection over his remains, but the most impressive and most in- 
spiring tokens were the silent tears that trickled on the cheeks of 
s0 many sad faces on that day. His mortal remains have been 
laid away in their final resting place, but the spirit of his life, his 
mission, and the great work he wrought will remain with us asa 
token, as an example,and as an inspiration for all time to come. 


When can his glory fade? 
Oh, the brave charge he made. 





soldier who saves nations, or that of the statesman who creates or 
preserves them, or who makes them great. I have no patience 
when I read that famous speech of Gladstone, he and Tennysén 
being together on a journey,when he modestly puts Mr. Tenny- 
Glad- 
stone, then prime minister, declared that Tennyson would be re- 
membered long after he was forgotten. That may betrue. But 
whether a man beremembered or whether he be forgotten; whether 
his work be appreciated or no; whether his work be known or un- 
known at the time it is accomplished, is not the test of its great- 
ness or its value to mankind. The man who keeps this moral be- 
ing, or helps to keep this moral being we call a State in the paths 
of justice and righteousness and happiness, the direct effect of 
whose action is felt in the comfort and happiness and moral life 
of millions upon millions of human lives, whoopens and constructs 
great highways of commerce, who makes schools and universities 
not only possible but plenty, who brings to pass great policies that 
allure men from misery, and poverty, and oppression, and serf- 
dom in one world, to free, contented, happy, prosperous homes 
in another, is a great benefactor to mankind, whether his work 
be accomplished with sounding of trumpets, or stamping of feet, 
or clapping of hands, or the roarand tumult of popular applause, 
or whether it be done in the silence of some committee room, and 
no man know it but by its results. 

I am not ready to admit that even Shakespeare worked on a 
higher plane, or was a greater power on earth, than King Alfred 
or George Washington, even if it be that he will survive them 
both in the memory of man. The name of every man but one 
who fought with Leonidas at Thermopyle is forgotten. But is 
ZEschylus greater than Leonidas, or Miltiades, or Themistocles? 


| The literature of Athens preserves to immortality the fame of 


its great authors. But it was Solon, and Pericles, and Miltiades 
that created and saved and made great the city, without which 
the poets could not have existed. Mr. Tennyson himself came 
nearer the truth than his friend Mr. Gladstone when he said: 
He 
That, through the channels of the state, 
Conveys the people’s wish, is great; 
His name is pure, his fame is free. 
There have been soldiers whose courage saved the day in great 
decisive battles when the fate of nations hung in the scale, yet 
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whose most enduring monument was the column of smoke which 
rose when their death shot was fired. There have been statesmen 
whose silent influence has decided the issue when the country 
was at the parting of the ways, of whose service history takes no 
heed. The great Ohio Territory, now six imperial States, was 
twice saved to freedom by the almost unnoticed action of a single 
man. 
quite ready to admit that the trumpeter is better than the sol- 
dier, or the painter greater than the lion. 

There is no need of many words tosum up the life and character 
of CusHMAN Davis. His life was in the daylight. Minnesota 
knew him. His country knew him and loved him. He was a 


I will not undertake now to say. 
way here or elsewhere. 


Certainly it is not the common 
It is very rare, indeed, that any man pos- 


| sessing the great literary and oratorical power of Mr. DAVIs, espe- 


With all respect for the man of letters, we are not yet | 


cially a man to whom nobody ever thought of imputing timidity or 
undue desire to enjoy public favor, or want of absolute confidence 
in his own opinions, will be found to refrain from employing theso 
qualities to persuade or convince other men. 

He had a wonderful judgment as to what the Senate would do, 
He was never afraid of his convictions or unwilling to make them 
known, But he did not like to butt his head against walls. He 


| sought to find and to accomplish the best thing that the people 


good soldier in his youth, and a great Senator in his maturer man- | 


hood, 


What can be said more, or what can be said better, to sum | 


up the life of an American citizen? He offered his life for bis | 


country when life was all before him, and his State and his coun- 
try rewarded him with their highest honor. The great orator and 
philosopher of Rome declared in his youth, and repeated in his 
age, that death could not come prematurely to a man who had 
been consul, This man surely might be accounted ready to die. 
He had discharged honorably life’s highest duty, and his cup of 
honor and of glory was full. 

Wearethinking to-day of something more than a public sorrow. 
We are mourning the loss of a close and delightful companion- 
ship, a companionship which lightened public care and gave infi- 
nite pleasure to private intercourse. If he had never held office, 


if his name had never been heard even beyond the boundaries of | 


a singie municipality, he would have been almost anywhere a 
favorite and foremost citizen. He was, in the first place, always 
a gentleman, and a true gentleman always gives tone to any com- 
pany in which he is found, whether it be among the rulers of 
States or the humblest gathering of friendly neighbors. Lord 
Erskine said on a great occasion: 

It is impossible to define in terms the proper feelings of a gentleman; but 
their existence has supported this country for many ages, and she might 
perish if they were lost. 

Certainly our friend had this quality. He was everywhere a 
gentleman. He met every occasion in life with a simple and quiet 
courtesy. There was not much of deference in it. There was no 
yielding or supplication or timidity init. Ido not think he ever 
asked favors, though no man was more willing to grant them. 
But there is something more than this in the temper of which I 
am speaking. The man who possesses it gives unconsciously to 


himself or to his associates tone to every circle, as I just said, | 


in which he is found, So, wherever he was, his manner of be- 
havior prevailed, whatever might have happened to the same men 
if they had been left alone. 

Senator DAVIS was a man who kept well his own counsel. He 


would bear, and to accomplish their best aspiration and desire. 
He liked to put in his work at the turning point of a measure and 
not to waste his force either against the inevitable or in advocat- 
ing that the success of which was already assured. 

He had a rare and exquisite gift which, if he had been a man 
of letters and not a man engaged in a strenuous public life, would 
have brought him great fame. Once ina while he said something 
in private, and more rarely, though once or twice, in a public 
speech, which reminded you of the delicate touch of Hawthorne. 
His likening President Cleveland and Mr. Blount, looking upon 
the late ;oyalty of the Sandwich Islands with so much seriousness, 
to Don Quixote and Sancho Panza taking in great earnest the 
spectacle of a theatrical representation at a country fair and eager 
to rescue the distressed damsel, was one of the most exquisite 
felicities of the literature of the Senate. 

He had great pride in his ancestry, and was a great lover of the 
history of New England and Plymouth, from which they came, 
though he never gave himself airs on account of it. He wasa 
descendant of Robert Cushman, the preacher of the Pilgrims, 
whose service was in a thousand ways of such value to the little 
colony at Plymouth. Yet it had never happened to him to visit 
the scenes with which the feet of his ancestors had been so famil- 
iar, until a few years ago he did me the honor to be my guest in 
Massachusetts, and spent a few days in visiting her historic places. 
He gazed upon Boston and Plymouth and Concord reverently as 
ever Moslem gazed upon Mecca or the feet of palmer stood by the 
holy sepulcher. That week to him was crowded with a delight 
with which few other hours in his lifecould compare. Ihad hoped 
that it might be my fortune and his that he might visit Massachu- 
setts again, that her people might gather in her cities to do him 
honor, and might learn to know him better, and might listen to the 
sincere eloquence of his voice. But it was ordered otherwise. 

There are other things his country had hoped for him. She had 
hoped a longer and higher service, perhaps the highest service of 
all. But the fatal and inexorable shaft has stricken him down in 
the full vigor of a yetstrenuousmanhood. The great transactions 


| in which he had borne so large a part still remain incomplete and 


was a man to whom it was safe for other men to trust their coun- 


sel. 
had no gossip in it. Still less had it ever anything of ill nature 
orsarcasm. He liked to share with a friend the pleasure he took 
in finding some flower or gem of literature which, for long ages 
till he foundit in some out-of-the-way nook, had— 
Blushed unseen, 
And wasted its sweetness on the desert air. 

He had what Jeremy Taylor calls ‘‘the great endearment of 
prudent and temperate speech.” 

His conversation was sparkling and witty and full of variety, 
but no spark from him was ever a cinder in the eye of his friend. 

He had a learning rare among public men, and, for its variety, 
rare, | think, among scholars, 
full of interest and instruction, from the most obscure sources, in 
common conversation. He was an excellent Latin scholar. He 
had read and mastered Tacitus, and a man who has mastered Taci- 
tus has had the best gymnastic training of the intellect, both in 
vigor and style, which the resources of all literature can supply. 

One secret of his great popularity with his companions here—a 
popularity I think unexcelled; indeed, I incline to think, un- 
equaled by that of any other man with whom I have served—is 
that to which the late Justin Morrill owed somuch. He never 
debated. He rarely answered other men’s arguments, never with 
warmth or heat. But he was exceedingly tenacious of his own 
opinion. He was,in the things he stood for, as unyielding as 
flint and true as steel. But his flint or steel never struck out a 
spark by collision with any other. Hespoke very rarely in debate, 


is ersation, to which it was always a delight to listen, | ,, 
His conversation. to which it was always a ght tolisten, | Che work was taken up and completed bya disciple. 


He would bring out bits of history, | 


their event is still uncertain. 

There is a painting which a great Italian master left unfinished. 
The finished 
picture bears this inscription: ‘‘ What Titian left unfinished, 
Palma reverently completed and dedicated to God.” So may our 
beloved Republic find always, when one servant leaves his work 
unfinished, another who will take it up and dedicate it to the 
country and to God. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the purpose of these obse- 
quies was only to eulogize the friend who so well deserved the 
esteem of his colleagues and so moved the Senate at all times with 


| regard and affection for his generous and amiable traits, I would 


accomplish my part of this melancholy duty by repeating in your 
hearing the simp!e call of recognition, *‘ The Senator from Minne- 


| sota,” which never failed to attract the attention of the Senate or 


in general only when his official place on his committee, or some- | 


thing which concerned his own censtituents especially, made 
speaking absolutely imperative. Then he gave his opinion asa 
judge gives it, or as a delegate tosome great international council 
might be supposed to give it; responsible for it himself, but 
undertaking no responsibility for other men’s opinion or con- 
duct; never assuming that it was his duty or within his power to 
convert, or change, or instruct them, still less to chastise them. 
Whether that way be the best way for usefulnessin a deliberative 
body, especially in a legislative body of a great popular government, 


a 


to give us pleasure. 

if CusuMAN K. DAvis were here to-day to receive that recogni- 
tion from the Chair, in this important time of serious counsel and 
debate, the Senate would feel stronger and safer in forming the 
new lines of public policy and duty upon which we must enter, 
so that we shall not fall short of the demands that have fallen 
upon us to try the strength of our courage, our fidelity to our 
country, and our confidence in the plan and principles of repub- 
lican government. 

His absence from the Senate is keenly felt at this time because 
the conditions for which we are now engaged in providing were, 
in a large part, created by measures in which he had a leading 
influence. 

It is, perhaps, as just a tribute to his abilities and acquirements 
as could be stated to say of him that he was fully equipped for 
the questions that have arisen from the war with Spain, questions 
that are new to us and now excite anxious inquiry. 

The Senator from Minnesota always remembered the dignity, 
honor, and restraining influence of that high ofticial title. 

it has a singular place of distinguished honor among the titles 
that have been bestowed by governments upon public servants 
who have heen intrusted with powers of great magnitude, 

The Roman senators, with all their power and glory, and the 
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French senators for life, in the wide scope of their power and in- 
fluence, have not been representatives of great sovereignties in a 
grand council of States, such as the Senate of the United States, 
which sits as a high court of final jurisdiction on all questions of 


of equa! States. 

The history of the American Senate includes in its list of Sen- 
ators who have passed away many illustrious names that are not 
darkened by comparison with any lawmakers who have ever lived. 

But it is not the illustrious men who have occupied this great 
forum that have given to the Senate its real or entire value in the 
estimation of the world. That estimate is due to the character 
of the labors of the great body of Americans who have held com- 
missions in this high council of sovereign States, which opened 
with the establishment of the Government of the United States 
and has continued in uninterrupted organization, without one mo- 
ment of interregnum. 

The Senate is the only permanent controlling body in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. There isalways a quorum of qual- 
_ ified Senators in commission, and the transfer of the executive 
power from the hands of one President to another, and of the 





tions, for he had great abilities, but he sought his honors through 
toil, fidelity, and holy love of his native land. 
Perhaps his strongest sentiment, with reference to his conduct 


| as a Senator, was a dutiful regard for the dignity and reputation 
impeachment, and is coordinate with the Chief Executive in the | 
treaty-making power, and has a voice that can not be stifled in the | 
enactment of all the laws for the government of this grand Union | 


of this great tribunal. 
ator. 
In his associations in the Senate and on committees his deference 


He sank himself in his character of Sen- 


| to the rights and opinions of his colleagues was sincere, courteous, 


and graceful. I donot recall an incident in all his career in which 
he was discourteous or brusque toward an opponent. Not that 
he avoided any stress of earnest contention in debate, nor that he 
yielded his convictions to the opposing views of anyone, however 
highly thought of as authority, but because he felt that the 
freedom of discussions, which he always approved, is an illusion 
when it is cramped by the weight of high authority and is some- 
times destroyed by the use of epithets, censoriousness, irritating 
criticism, and grosser forms of detraction. 

Mr. DAvis never so far forgot the high office he held as to use 
his powers, which were ample, as a learned and able man, to force 
an opponent to the wall or to subject him to ridicule. Whena 


| Senator is thus assailed, if he is in the line of duty, the blow falls 


political power from one Congress to another, by elections, has | 
no effect upon the Senate to suspend its powers under the Con- | 


stitution, but only in some cases to suspend their full exercise, 
to await the concurrent action of other departments of the Gov- 
ernment. 

In this sense the Senate is the custodian of the vital and con- 
tinuing power of the Federal Republic, while the States, as per- 


fect civil governments, are the repositories of the sovereignty of | 


the peo yle, 

Ie thie great function the Senate is endowed by the Constitu- 
tion with a power and majesty that no other tribunal has ever 
worn, and in comparison with which the mythical power derived 
from a strain of royal blood or the prerogatives of an imperial 
scepter are only a deceptive refuge of nations that have no faith 
in themselves. 
mission in this body, and is sensible of the duties it enjoins and of 


The Senator who appreciates the honor of a com- | 


the wide opportunity it offers for bestowing blessings on his coun- | 


try and the world, will sedately reckon with himself upon the 
fitness of his conduct and the pure impartiality and justice of his 
utterances and his votes upon all occasions and with reference to 
all questions that arise. He will not set his personal success, or 
renown, as a star in the heaven of his ambitious aspirations, to 
which he will direct the course of his journey. He will be con- 


tent to do the duty that falls to him faithfully, according to his | 


ability, and leave the reward, that never fails, to the judgment of 
his colleagues and the approval of the people. 

Of the many great and worthy men who have held commis- 
sions in the Senate only a few have reached the zenith of fame. 


When we turn over the leaves of our statute books and examine | 


the vast number of laws whose real authors are forgotten, and 


history they record, and the strength, harmony, and justice of 
this wonderful system of statutory jurisprudence, we bow with 
reverence to the memory of these great but silent artificers of a 
true and noble temple of justice, in which wisdom, truth, and 
virtue preside. ‘The stars differ in magnitude, but every star that 
is set in the firmament adds its ineffable light to the heavens, 
though no human hand can place them ia their true position on 
a map. 

Mr. Davis won a high place in the Senatorial galaxy, which is 
distinctly marked with the imperishable legend of ‘‘plain duty 


light of brilliant endowments. 


He left nothing to chance and never omitted to dig the founda- | 


tions of his structures to what he believed was the solid rock of 
truth. 
in research the country owes a safe deliverance from many unseen 
dangers and an honest debt of gratitude. We are paying only a 
part of that debt in these obsequies. The people will pay the bal- 
ance in ample rewards of fame. 

A standard has been established by the growth of opinion in the 
Senate and the country, the advanced line of which is at least as 


high as any nation has established for the highest rank in states- | 
Three great Senators have occu- | 


manship and forensic eloquence. 
pied that line without dissent, and others who have passed away 
are noted by our country for places on that line. 

It is not expected that any will surpass Clay, Webster, and Cal- 
houn, and it is not within the scope of the true Senatorial aspira- 
tion to reach sublimer heights than these immortals occupy, but 
their example stands as an invitation to all who fully value the 
honor, and dutifully toil to reach this supreme distinction to 
which they have attained. 

This dooris closed to any man whose motiveis mereself-assertion, 
and who prefers notoriety to renown. The brilliant Senator, 


He was among the toilers of the Senate to whose industry | 
| of the right. 
| high prececent in later ages, and so satisfactory in the argument 


| dence, 





1 


upon a sovereign State. 
inflict. 

When he was placed at the head of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations he reached a field of opportunity in which his abilities 
would find their highest development in the service of the country. 

He was a careful and deeply interested student of the history of 
our diplomatic relations with foreign countries. His tastes for 
eloquent literature and his legal acumen in the analysis of stat- 
utes and treaties, worded with the highest skill to cover or else 
to leave open debatable ground, led him into profound studies 
of the history and art of diplomacy. 

He took a proud interest in the history of the single century of 
American diplomatic correspondence, and traced with enthusiasm 
the ground over which our infant Republic led the ancient em- 
pires of the earth as a pioneer in new lines of progress that led, 
without faltering, up to the highest planes of Christian civiliza- 
tion that have yet been occupied. 

When he took that chairmanship he had unusual wealth of 
preparation for the discharge of its duties, and he soon madea 
record of such high value in his reports that the Senate relied 
upon his judgment and accepted his advice with unusual confi- 
While he was chairman of that committee he was invited 
by the President of the United States, in company with two of 
his Senatorial colleagues and other distinguished persons, to ne- 
gotiate a treaty of peace with Spain. 

I will not attempt to present the history of that remarkable 
negotiation, in which the highest skill and learning were em- 
ployed, and the most anxious and trying appeals to international 
forbearance and sensibility were addressed to our commissioners. 
It was not an effort to repress the wrath of contending nations, 
verging to the point of armed collision, but the demanding of 


Such a blow he would never wantonly 


| justice for the stronger, at the close of an armistice that followed 
see the care and wisdom bestowed in their enactment and the | 


the most sudden and complete overthrow of sovereign power in 
lost possessions that had occurred in modern times. 

‘The proud Empire that had held all Europe obedient to her pleas- 
ure and other continents and archipelagoes as feudatories was 
yielding her last possessions in the East and West Indies to a Re- 
public that was younger by a century than any vice-royalty she 
had established in the Western Hemisphere. This advance from 
despotism to liberty was on the ground of her inability to do the 
justice to her dependencies that is required by the advance in 
human liberty now demanded by the code and creed of all Christen- 


| dom, and the Unided States were constrained to lead it. 
honestly performed with laborious care,” and is crowned with the 


It was an occasion to move the sympathies of the European na- 
tions to their greatest depths, and they looked on with scrutiniz- 
ing jealousy while the diplomatic contest continued at Paris. 

In that noble body of American commissioners Mr. DAVis was 
conspicuous for his learning, his tact, and his fearless advocacy 
It was a contest so notable that it will stand fora 


and the results that it has silenced criticism and has excited the 
admiration and invoked the good will of all the nations. 

It was a task of self-denial that was never before presented to a 
conquering power—that we claim nothing for war indemnity, 
while paying for all the public property surrendered, and for all 
the devastations of a long civil war that Spain had inflicted upon 
our own people. 

This task was assumed and this expenditure of more than 
$200,000,000 was made for no other reason—besideg the preserva- 
tion of our domestic peace—than to give the people of the Spanish 
islands the relief from despotism that can only be found in a gov- 
ernment republican in form, one of whose cardinal principles is 
the divorce of church and state. 

This great task was assumed by our commissionersin the treaty 
of Paris, and we are now engaged in working it out by the re- 


| pression of a rebellious oligarchy among some of the people whom 
whose early death we deplore, may have had very high aspira- | we undertook to redeem from the iron heel of the Spanish Empire. 
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Then, as now, the motive is the same, the high resolve is un- | had a sublime belief in the great American Republic; and thiscon- 


changed, and the decreeis final, that the spirit of Republican con- | 
stitutional liberty, which has driven out monarchy will also expel | 
the curse of political brigandage and of sectarian and class rule | 
from theseislands, thereby providing that the people shall, indeed, | 
be free and self-governing. 

Doubtless this was the triumph that the noble American Sena- 
tor had hoped to share with his colleagues in the accomplishment | 
of this work that caused him to express, with tears, on his dying | 
bed the pathetic words: ‘‘ Oh, that I could live for three years to | 
serve my country!” 

He did not live, but ‘‘ his works do follow him.” 

Two great and novel alternatives were presented to our com- | 
missioners in the negotiations at Paris as to Porto Rico and the | 
Philippines, alike. They were whether we should annex those 
islands or whether we should abandon them to Spain. 

The choice of annexation was inevitable, yet it was a great 
trial. Spain claimed the Philippines with the anxiety of a lion 
deprived of its prey, and we resisted that claim with the firmness 
that had already inscribed on our banners “ Deliverance to the 
oppressed.” 

On that commission and afterwards in the Senate Mr. Davis 
and his Senatorial colleagues stood by this great purpose, and it 
became the supreme law of the land. 

The fame that is thus interwoven with these events will grow 
brighter as time grows longer and nations grow greater and 
divine truth spreads its dominion over the nations now in dark- | 
ness. That it taxes us with new duties that may be perilous is 
the just result and the honorable compensation, the true recom- 
pense of reward, for the wonderful increase of power that has 
been almost suddenly bestowed upon us. 

“To whomsoever much is given, of him shall much be re- 
quired,” is as true of nations as it is of men. 

The treaty of Paris places upon this Republic its first crucial 
test, its real trial of strength. In war we won our liberties from 
the proudest nation in the world. In war we settled a new basis 
of those liberties upon broader foundations. In war we have ex- 
panded our territories half around the world and have defended 
the freedom of religion in the heart of pagan China. In war we 
have prospered as no other nation has prospered, even in peace. 
Yet our mission is peace; our people love peace, and in all our 
wars we have only conquered peace for our own country and our 
own people, until the treaty of Paris made us the almoners of this 
blessing to other oppressed people. The real burden that this 
great trust imposes upon our Republic in the treaty of Paris is to 
provide peace and prosperity to the people that it incorporated 
with the people of the United States. 

Mr. Davis assumed his share of this national duty with alacrity 
and without any misgivings as to the future. He felt the com- 
mon impulse of the American people, that obedience to duty will 
not permit us to shrink from thisnobletask. It has required war, 
which vicious combinations may protract; but a war that ends in 
firmly established peace and secures constitutional liberty and the 
freedom of religion to the people realizes the highest duty of 
Christian benevolence. Rich argosies, ladened with the wealth 
of the earth and the oceans, will come and go between the East 
and the West, and the breath of peace will fill their ample sails. 

The nations that were strangers and enemies will become neigh- | 
bors, and friendship will unite them in fellowship as they exchange 
the bounties of all productive industry. 

In their memories honored names will be familiar as the friends 
of humanity. 

Among these none will be more beloved than our commissioners 
who concluded the treaty of Paris, and among these no name will 
be revered above that of CusHMAN K, Davis. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, truly there is ‘‘a prince and a 
great man fallen this day in Israel.” 

When the news was flashed along the wires that CUSHMAN K. 
Davis had reached the end of his earthly labors and had entered | 
into God's rest; we could hardly realize that our honored and be- 
loved colleague had passed forever from our mortal fellowship. 
In the meridian of his life, in the full enjoyment of his wonderful 
mental faculties, at a time when his country so greatly needed 
his services, it seemed that ‘‘ his sun had set while it was yet day.” 
His passing seemed so premature that it was difficult for us to be- 
lieve, as we had been taught, that ‘the judgments of the Lord 
are true and righteous altogether.” 

The lifeof CUsHMan K. Davis, Mr. President, from young man- 
hood to the end, is strongly interwoven with the history of his 
State and nation. Reared and educated in thenew West, he early | 
acquired that breadth of mind and honesty of purpose which are | 
so often produced in a virgin country, and he escaped the narrow- | 
ing influences and real provincialism that often are found in older 
communities and more densely settled sections. To his naturally | 
elastic mind his earlier environments gave an ever broadening 
borizon. It was most natural that he should, in the time of his 
country’s peril, offer himself as a defender of her integrity, for he 


fidence in his nationand her future increased from year to year un- 
til his death. It is no wonder that in war he should have served 
her with gallantry and distinction. It was his nature,and he could 
not have done otherwise. From youth to death his highest ambi- 
tion was for the honor, the integrity, and the glory of his country. 

Mr. President, my first acquaintance with Senator Davis dates 
back but for a decade, but at the very threshold of our acquaint- 
ance I was struck, as all of us must have been, with his wonder- 
ful fund of information, political and general, his accuracy of 
mind and statement, his grasp upon great questions of state, and 
his unbending and unyielding Americanism. He was one of the 
gentlest and most unassuming of men, tolerant of the opinion of 
others and yet confident in his own judgment. Day by day com- 
pelled tomeetand grapple with the difficult and knotty problems of 
the present, almost his sole recreation was in delving into the his- 
tory, the philosophy, andthe romance of the past. He was a master 
of ancient as well as of modern literature. To sit at his fireside, 
political life and legal problems being brushed for the time aside, 
and to hear from his lips the gathered treasures of his reading 
was of itself a liberal education; quiet and modest, assuming 
nothing to himself, I think it will be the opinion of all that no 
member of this body had a greater fund of general information 
than he. Astudent in the true sense of the term, nothing seemed 
to escape his observation and inquiry. 

Of his career at the bar I shall say nothing, except to observe 
that none in all the great Northwest was more honored and suc- 
cessful than he. He loved his chosen profession, and she richly 
rewarded his devotion. From the trial court to that of last resort 
he deserved and received the highest respect, not only for his great 
legal attainments, but for his unswerving honesty of purpose as 
well, and this esteem and respect of bench and bar is a far higher 
reward to the true lawyer than money, emoluments, and fees, no 
matter how high they may be heaped. But it is of his work as 
Senator during the last three years I desire especially at this time 
tospeak. During that time he has been chairman of the great 
Committee on Foreign Relations of this Senate, and he gave to the 
affairs and duties of that committee his unremitting attention and 
labors. It will never be told or known how closely his duties 
pressed upon him, but the country well knows and will always 
enjoy the fruits of his careful and continual labors. He was a 
Senator whose voice was too seldom heard in this Chamber, and 
yet he was a master of constitutional and international law. We 
who listened to his great speech in executive session on the war 
resolution of 1898 and the report accompanying it will never for- 
get it, and a great regret ever since has been that, because of the 
peculiar rules and procedure of this body, such a clear exposition, 
both as to law and fact, of that great question with which this 
nation then had to deal should have been lost to the country. 

As chairman of his committee his work was continuous, eager, 
andefficient. I do not think it too much tosay that in all the de- 
liberations of that committee during the past three years, in all 
the important and delicate questions arising, he was not only the 
chairman, but the guiding spirit. His intense Americanism, his 
patriotism, his belief in his country were always to the fore and 
seemed a propelling force, not only of that committee, but of this 
Senate, as well in the troublesome days from the beginning of the 
Spanish war until its close. His work as a member of the peace 
commission at Paris was a fitting close to his labors during the 
war. He and his distinguished colleagues taught the world a 
new diplomacy and proved its strength—the diplomacy unknown 
before that war, a diplomacy of honest, open, frank, and truthful 
statement; and the result of theirlabors placed our nation, in the 
eyes of the world, where she rightlfully belonged—in the van of 


| nations. 


Mr. President, I regret that I am unable to do justice to the life 
and services of Senator Davis. WhatI have said has been because 
of my love for him and of my admiration and appreciation of his 
public services. England’s cynic poet said, in speaking of eulogies 
and epitaphs: 

When all is done, upon the tomb is seen, 
Not what he was, but what he should have been. 

Such is not the truth with respect to our tributes to our de- 
parted friend, because in his ardent love of country, his devotion 
to public duty, his services in this body, what he should have 
been, that he was. He quietly rests in his beautiful home city, the 
lamented son of his State and the Republic he loved. He gloried 


| in his nation’s past, and he looked forward with hope and confi- 


dence to her future. May his hope be justified, and may he rest 


|. in peace. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, ‘‘ death,” said one of the wisest of 
men, “hath this also: that it openeth the gate to good fame, and 
extinguishethenvy.” Bacon,I conceive, meant more by envy than 
the mere jealousy of one man toward another. He intended, we 
may suppose, that general lack of just appreciation from which 
eyery man of distinction, especially in public service, often suffers 
in his lifetime. And he rightly says that death openeth the gate 
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to good fame, which is but another way of declaring that it is 


the first attempt to do justice to a man’s career and services. It 
is a common error that eulogies, especially those spoken in the 
freshness of grief, are necessarily as little to be believed as the 
epitaph held by Lord Byron to be typical of falsehood, Thiserror 
springs from another equally common, that criticism means fault 
finding, whereas true criticism, which alone is of value, con- 
sists quite as much in pointing out beauties as in enumerating 
Therefore it follows that the eulogy fulfills the kindly 
function of criticism, the other having been already amply per- 
formed during the lifetime of him whose virtues are celebrated in 
a funeral oration, Thus the balance is made even, and in the two 
combined, History, looking down long hence with calm and patient 
eyes, will find the man and do him justice. If in the first burst of 
sorrow eulogy is overstrained, history can be trusted to set it right. 
At the worst, excess of praise is a good fault, for the chances are 
very great that the living man in his public life got less praise than 
he was entitled to and far more of misunderstanding than anyone 
Even if he did not endure in his public service the worst 
forms of calumny and detraction, he is certain to have suffered by 
comparisons made with a past which never existed, whose trailing 
clouds of glory are often conjured up by the envy of which Bacon 
speaks in order to make the living man of the moment look small 
andearthy. So it may be said that men act wisely to speak well of 
the newly dead, for thereby they do more than testify to their 
sorrow, inasmuch as they in some degree help to set the balance 
straight and thus give their mite toward the advancement of the 
final truth. 

I have been moved to make these imperfect suggestions because 
as | have thought of Senator Davis, whose untimely death has 
brought so much sorrow to those who knew him, I have felt that 
he was a man who failed to receive in life a full appreciation. I 
do not mean by this that he was not amply honored, admired, and 
beloved by the great State which sent him here, or that he failed 
of understanding and appreciation in this Chamber, where his best 
work was done, Still less would I suggest that he did not receive, 
in due measure, the recognition which is witnessed by election to 
great public place, for 1 have known no one who held the office 
of Senator more highly than he, or who had a more exalted con- 
ception of the dignity and power of the Senate. Least of all do | 
mean that he suffered peculiarly from unfair criticism and ignoble 
aspersion of motive or conduct. On the contrary, I should think 
that he was exceptionally fortunate in these respects, and had 
it been otherwise, he was a man who knew that life was a battle, 
who did not fear blows, and who never complained or whimpered 
over the chances of war. When I say that he did not receive in 
his lifetime a just and full appreciation, in proportion to his ability 
and his achievement, I mean that he did not receive itfrom the 
country at large, and I say this because I know both the achieve- 
ment and the ability and rate them very highly. 

Others here and elsewhere will trace his career and tell of the 
offices he held and the honors he won far better than I could hope 
todo. Of his more intimate and personal qualities as a friend 
and an associate I shall not trust myself to speak. I desire only 
to explain why | think he was not fully appreciated as a public 
man and why I ratesohighly hisachievement. The first question 
is easily answered. Senator Davis lacked his due meed of appre- 
ciation in life for two reasons, one general and one particular. 
He suffered from the conventional tendency to belittle men of the 
present because they can not, without thought and trouble, be 
brought for judgment into proper perspective with the past and 
because there are many minds to which the belittling process is 
agreeable. He also suffered from a defect in himself. In an age 
when the art of advertisement of both men and wares has been 
carried to the highest pitch of noise and color he had neither the 
desire nor the faculty of advertising himself, either by lusty shout- 
ing or by stealthy suggestion. He was essentially modest, and 
shrank from even speaking in public except when it was a duty or 
a necessity. 

A proper estimate of his ability and his achievement can not be 


defects. 


deserves. 


so briefly given and supported as the explanation of their imper- 
fect recognition. Indeed, it is not easy to analyze mind and char- 
acter within the limits which this occasion requires. Yet, with- 


out an attempt, at least, in this direction I should fail entirely in 
what I most wish to say. 

My friendship with Senator Davis began when I entered the 
Senate, nearly eight years ago. I soon came to know him well, 
and the knowledge bred affection, for he was a very lovable man, 
a loyal friend, a delightful companion, full of humor, sense, and 
originality. Our views on the public matters upon which we 
were engaged were usually in accord, and we had many other 
subjects upon which we sympathized, so that I came to pass many 
hours in his company and to talk with him about many topics. 

I desire to speak of him now in the two aspects from which I 
learned to know best his unusual mental powers and one of which 
will give him place in the history of ourtime, I wish to speakof 
him as a statesman and man of letters—high titles, indeed, but he 
deserved them both. 


| sake, 


| but it is not literature. 
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First, then, as a man of letters. He was not a writer of books, 
A life given to war, to the law, and to politics left him no oppor- 
tunity to enter upon a field where I am sure he might have won a 
distinction which he would have valued above all others. A lecture 
upon Hamlet, an address upon Madame Roland, a little volume 
upon the Law of Shakespeare, was all that he found time for in this 
direction. It is also true that he made no pretense to profound 
scholarship, to which, indeed, no man can lay claim unless he has 
devoted his life to its pursuit. Yet was he none the less a man of 
letters—was so by his wide reading, his cultivation, and his love of 
learning for its own sake. He had received a liberal education in 
the days when those words meant simply a classical education, 
and, what is far more uncommon, he had retained its teachings, 
[do not know whether he had kept up his Greek or not, but he 
never let go his Latin; and after leaving college he had taught 
himself French and Italian so that he read both with absolute ease 
and fluency—no small feat to be performed by a boy who went 
from the college to the camp and then fought his way up at the 
bar and in politics amid the sharp competition of a young and 
growing State. I remember a summer afternoon, when the Sen- 
ate was engaged in one of those contests where physical persistence 
counted more than intelligence, passing by his desk and seeing 
there two books lying open face down with which he had been be- 
guiling what. without impropriety, I may call the tedium of the 
occasion. I had the curiosity and took the liberty to look at the 
books in order to see what they were. One was an Italian work 
on international law; theother was Juvenal. AsIputthem down 
| wondered how many of the glib writers, or of the superior per- 
sons who in paragraph and speech utter the conventional sneer 
about the ignorance of American Senatorsand Congressmen, would 
wear away hot and weary hours by reading for instruction an 
Italian law book, and for pleasure the fierce and virile verses of 
the great Roman satirist. And be it remembered, it was all done 
for love and not for show, for I never knew a man of equal aitain- 
ments who paraded them less. He was widely read in the litera- 
ture of France and Italy, and still more widely in the ample and 
subtle speech which was his own heritage. He read thoroughly, 
and had a memory of iron grasp. Again and again I have been 
astonished at his sudden and apt quotations from writers little 
read and seldom quoted. 

Like all men of broad cultivation, he had particular fields and 
special subjects in which he was peculiarly interested and upon 
which he was more deeply read than elsewhere. One of these was 
history, and more especially the period of the French Revolution— 
Napoleon and the Napoleonic wars. He had made a very com- 
plete collection of books relating to Napoleon, and everything he 
bought he read. On this subject he was an authority and an ex- 
pert, not for any particular purpose, but because the man and the 
time fascinated him and from sheer love of historical research. 
He delighted, as all men of thought and imagination must delight, 
in the great pageant of human history, but in the sensual pleasure 
of the music and the banners and the glittering arms he never 
forgot to ask whither the columns were marching and what their 
movements meant. 

His other specialty was Shakespeare. He studied and loved 
him, knew him through and through, and drew from him that 
intense delight which comes to all lovers of the greatest genius 
which has appeared among men. A little instance will show at 
once his knowledge and his devotion to the mighty poet. Senator 
Davis once defended a judge inan impeachment case. The point 
involved was the power of the court to punish for contempt. and 
DAvis cited in support of his position the splendid lines in Henry 
LV, where the chief justice defends his action in punishing the 
Prince of Wales for contempt of the judicial office and authority. 
He said the quotation produced a great effect, as well it might. 
Senator Davis also wrote, as I have said, a little book, called the 
Law of Shakespeare, a very learned and interesting study, which 
never gained the notice and reputation it merited, because it was 
printed and bound like a law book, when it was really literary 
and historical. 

But that which more than all else makes me speak of Senator 
Davis asa man of letters is that he loved literature for its own 
A man may be well informed in many ways; he may have 
read many books and on his own subjects be learned, and yet he 
may have no literature, to borrow Dr. Johnson's phrase. Books 
are not necessarily literature any more than the application of 
paint and colors is necessarily the work of an artist. Painting a 
fence and painting the Sistine Chapel are both painting, but one 
is useful, everyday trade, and the other is a great art, the work of 
a towering genius. A census report is a book, and it is valuable, 
In its highest expression literature is the 
greatest art of which the human race has shown itself capable. 
As Mr. Barrett Wendell so well puts it, ‘‘ It is the lasting expres- 
sion in words of the meaning of life.” It must combine thought, 
wit, humor, fancy—all that can appeal to the heart, the senses, 
and the imagination—and it must go forth clothed in all the 
beauties which style and form can giveit. It must exist for its 
own sake and be its own all-sufficient excuse for being. This 
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was the literature which Senator Davis knew and rejoiced in and | monument is for other hands than ours to build. We can only 


admired. 
especially in his own. 
sake. And from this it follows that what he read most was poetry — 
that whichis supreme inliterature. In poetry he loved most what 
was greatest and best, and so he came to find what was good in all 
and judge aright the whole scale, 

Despite the fact that he wrote little or nothing, I have dwelt 
upon him as a student and a man of letters for several reasons. 
His tastes and acquirements in this direction show the quality of 


his mind; such knowledge and love of literature are ennobling | 


qualities worthy of remembrance, and such accomplishments in 
a distinguished public man are honorable to American public life. 
Senator Davis also illustrates the fact that although there are 
few, comparatively, who can rival him in extent of reading or 


breadth of cultivation, there are many, very many men in the | 


public service who share his love of learning and of literature, in 
which they find the same pleasure and instruction that he found 
in the hours stolen from the engrossing cares of a life of action. 
His generous learning and wide reading helped Senator Davis 
as a statesman, that other aspect of his life of which 1 wish to 
speak briefly. That he was a statesman in the best acceptance 
of that term can not be gainsaid. He dealt with large questions 
in alarge way. He looked before and after, not to sigh for what 
is not, but that he might deal successfully with the present and 
prepare wisely for the future. Like most men learned in the law, 
his tendencies were conservative, but he did not shrink from inno- 
vation, nor was he the slave of precedent. The past, which he 
had studied so faithfully, was to him a wise teacher, not an un- 
bending tyrant. 
present and distrust of the future under the guise of loyalty to 
the past. Althougha man of strong will and masterful temper, he 
was ever open to new ideas. 
essential to the highest statesmanship—sentiment and imagination. 
Without these gifts a man may be most successful, he may rise 
to the head of the state, he may do fine and enduring work, but 
he will never meet the greatest questions in the greatest way; and 
he may encounter a situation in which, despite his powers, he will 
fail solely from this deficiency in two qualities which are not 
practical, but which are none the less essential. Sir Robert Wal- 
pole was one of England's greatest ministers. He was the man for 
the time; he did the work England needed; his splendid good sense, 


This was what he read so widely in all languages, and | bear imperfect witness to what he was to us who knew him, and 
This was what he loved purely for its own | 


then leave his memory to— 
The silent melody of thought that sings 
A ceaseless requiem to the sainted dead. 


Mr. DANIEL. It is a privilege which I appreciate, sad indeed, 
Mr. President, but all the more in consonance with the feelings 
which I bring to this mournful hour, to pay my respects to the 


| memory of our dead friend and colleague, CUSHMAN KELLOGG 


| country. 
| most useful, able, and respected members. 


Davis, of Minnesota. 

He stood in the front rank of the lawyers and publicists of this 
He was an ornament of this body, as he was one of its 
He was beloved here 
as he was beloved at home, and while the nation and the State 
alike deplore the loss of a noble and faithful public servant, those 


| who had the privilege of association with him in his daily tasks 





| the fitting reward of just and honorab!e labors. 


He was not one of those who hide dislike of the | 


Above all, he had the two attributes | 


mourn for him as a delightful companion and as a trusted friend 
whom they will know no more on earth forever. 

The eminence which he had won was attained by the applica- 
tion of brilliant natural faculties to studious pursuits, and was 
He was well 
equipped for public life. Before he came here he had been a leg- 
islator in his own State and had become its governor. He long 
practiced law in Minnesota, had achieved great success in his 
profession, and enjoyed a high reputation for learning, integrity, 
and sound judgment. As an advocate and as a counselor alike 
he had few equals. His mind was filled with technical lore, but, 
as well, with the large and equitable spirit of that jurisprudence 
which is gathered from the wisdom of the world and is applied in 
the affairs of men in all nations. There was no case of legal 
controversy, whether in the nisi prius or the appellate courts, or 
in an international tribunal, in which he would not have been the 
peer of any antagonist who could possibly have been arrayed 
against him. 

He was a lover and a student of literatura as well as of the law. 
His mind had been enriched and ripened by his familiarity with 
its masters, and he was the profounder and abler lawyer because 
of his accomplishments in letters. 

The subjects to which he addressed his attention in his career 


| as a Senator here he studied to their depths, and when he spoke 


his steady courage, his knowledge of men, and his executive capac- | 


ity can not be overpraised. Yet Walpole could never have climbed 
to the heights which the elder Pitt scaled so easily, for he lacked the 


fervid sentiment and the soaring imagination of his great successor. | 


These qualities of sentiment and imagination, combined with his 
learning, his long training at the bar, and his experience in public 
affairs, and supported as they were by an intellect which was singu- 
larly quick and resourceful, enabled Senator Davis to do his re- 
markable work of the last few years. When he came tothe head 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations the country was just enter- 
ing upon a new epoch; a period of change was beginning of 
which the end is still far distant. In the hurrying events which 
have crowded so fast upon usin the last four years Senator Davis 
played an important part. It is toosoon to tellin detail or rightly 
to estimate what that part was in all the incidents which led to 
the Spanish war, in the making of peace, and in the solution of 
the problems which war and peace and our own strides toward 
economic supremacy have brought upon us. 

In all that he did in shaping our policy he was helped by his 


upon them he was sure to develop them in their bearings with 
perspicuity, and to render a worthy and valuable contribution to 
their consideration. Erudite, analytical, logical, trenchant, al- 
ways chivalrous, and often brilliant as he was, he never spoke 
without attracting deep, interested attention; and while he did 
not speak often, he always spoke with power, and frequently with 
rare and engaging eloquence. 

Asan adviser on public matters he was patient, painstaking, 
wise, prudent, and considerate. His character possessed the ele- 
ments which befit the statesman. He looked upon all sides of a 
question and weighed the *‘ pros” and “ cons” with judicial discern- 
mentand discretion. While his mind worked quickly and with in- 
stinctive justice, he was tov experienced and too wise to let loose 
mere impulsive apprehensions; and his conclusions on any subject 
were apt to be in consonance with the best possible, practicable 
attainment. 

He was never extremeand never erratic; he wasalways courteous 
and always independentand manly. Hehada high and honorable 


| sense of conviction and of responsibility, with a certain reserve 


knowledge and his studies, by much careful thought, and by | 


an imagination which enabled him to project his vision into the 
future. But that which was his surest guide was a sentiment 
embodied in a profound patriotism and an intense Americanism. 


Ido not mean that he was peculiarly American because he held | 


certain opinions on certain public questions, or that he was more 
patriotic than others who differed with him radically upon those 
same questions, What I mean is that he had a faith in his people 
and their destiny which nothing could shake, and that he never 
had a shadow of doubt or distrust as to their entire ability to 
meet any responsibility and any question bravely, justly, and vic- 
toriously. He had proved his patriotism, like many other brave 
men, on the field of battle, and he hardly ever referred toit. But his 
love of country and everything connected with its history was with 
him a passion. He took a deep satisfaction in his direct descent 
from one of the Plymouth Pilgrims, and he was prouder of the name 
of Robert Cushman signed to the compact of the Mayslower than 
if it had been inscribed among those of William’s knights on the 
walls of Battle Abbey. His thoughts were always upon the great 
questions now before the United States, and in the last hours his 
country and her fortunes were uppermost in his mind as the 
shadows closed about him. He was not a man whocried his own 
virtues and proclaimed his own deeds in the market place, but he 
rn ea work—great work, as the time demanded—strongly and 
well. 


He will find his place and his reward in the pages of his- | 


that modestly emphasized rather than diminished the dignity and 
weight of his opinions. The play of fine fancy sometimes fringed 
his serious discourses with phosphorescent fire, but never an 


| unseemly word or misplaced levity marred or belittled his utter- 
|; ances, 


A few years ago Mr, Davis delivered a short series of four lec- 
tures on international law before the faculty and students of the 
University of Minnesota. They are couched in that clear and 
sententious language which few could use so well: and they sum 
up the leading questions of international law which have arisen 
in our national history. Nobetter brief of them could be produced, 
and I know of no source which contains so much apt learning for 
the American student so compactly stated. 

His facility as an orator, his wisdom as a thinker, and his 
knowledge of affairs I once had agreeable opportunity to note at 
the Military Academy, Westpoint, when I had the honor to be 
associated with him as one of the Board of Visitors appointed by 
the President of the Senate. After we reached the Academy he 
was called on to make an address before the graduating class, with 
but few hours for preparation. Tothe ‘‘ occasion sudden” he was 
fully equal. In that short time he wrote and delivered a polished 
and well-considered address which bore no mark of its hasty con- 
ning and which was filled with the worthy reflections and the fine 


| spirit which well became such an occasion. 


‘*Our gentle master,” Shakespeare, had for him that magnetic 
attraction which has brought the world to his feet and which he 


tory, when the story of these momentous years is told. That | will ever possess without a peer for all spirits ‘‘ touched to fine 
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issues.” He calls him ‘‘ the first of men;” and we may well say 
of Mr. Davis, as was said of Lord Chief Justice Campbell, that 
‘‘he has the glory of placing a stone on the lofty cairn of our 
immortal bard,” for he has written of him in a work which will 
lose nothing in comparison with that of the great English jurist 
and author on the same subject. Indeed,it is far more complete 
in illustration of the law in Shakespeare, and abounds in fine 
passages of historical and literary criticism. 

It was written as the work of winter evenings and as an inci- 
dent to the study of the works of him ‘* who converted the elements 
which awaited his command into entertainments,” 
bers of that profession of which he was a shining light can not 
turn to its pages without feeling that he has made princely pay- 
ment of the debt which, it has been said, every lawyer owes to his 
calling. 

Those who have amused themselvesin reading the curious books 
of the iconoclasts, which make laborious effort toshowthat Francis 
Bacon wrote the Shakespearian plays, as well as those who find in 
the master’s work inherent evidence of his identity, will sympa- 
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and the mem- | 


thize with Mr. Davis's sharp rebuke of their heresy where hesays: | 


1d now comes some one and says that here is proof that Shakespeare isa 
as for Francis Bacon. It is difficult to touch or let alone this vagary 
any patience. 
One is inclined simply to protest in the words of Shakespeare's epitaph: 
* Good frend for Iesus sake forbeare 
To digg the dust encloased heare,”’ 
and pass on, deeming all secure against a desecration worse than that which 
the poet cursed 


Respecting his good taste in the fitting application of the fine 
thoughts of others, which, indeed, he seldom needed, so ready were 
his own, I may use his own language in reference to another and 
say: 

These emblems of his industry are woven into his style like the bees into 
the imperial purple of Napoleon's coronation robes. 

How beautiful does he speak of the comparison between the 
first edition of Hamlet, in 1603, and the final revision of 1623, as 
showing how the hand of the master wrought upon his work. 

‘*It is,” said he, ‘‘asif some sculptor with an enchanter’s power 
had wrought upon an unadorned Milan cathedral in one night, so 
that the morning showed thousands of carvings and statues where 
the day before were only walls of unadorned simplicity.” 

On the 2d of July, 1897, Mr. Davis delivered an «ddress on the 
battlefield of Gettysburg, at the unveiling of the statue erected by 
the State of Minnesota in honor of the First Regiment of Minne- 
sota Volunteers. 

It was the thirty-fourth anniversary of that mighty conflict in 
which the regiment from the State which our friend represented 
had done a deed of splendid valor and paid the martyr’s tribute, 
suffering more than any other command of either side in killed 
and wounded—more, indeed, than any command in any battle of 
the civil war. Two hundred and fifteen out of 262 fell in that 
awful cataclysm. Yet, as he said, ‘‘Only 47 were unhurt, but 
they stood in line, and not one man was missing.” Not one of 
all the brave battalions of the North and South that threw them- 
selves against the walls of fire on that dreadful day won greater 
honor than the First Regiment of Minnesota; and I may say 
of him who then spoke for them that their orator spoke as nobly 
as they fought, and hke a knightly champion of a reunited people. 

I wish, indeed, Mr. President, it were fitting for me to read all 
of that speech here. It is the rich, fragrant, mellow, sun-colored 
fruit of a tree deeply rooted in generous soil. It would better 
fill my brief time upon this floor than anything l could say. It 
was a message of peace and honor in the outstretched hand of 
true fraternity. It was the sage, the seer, the patriot, the honest 
man that spoke. No vainglorious outburst was there, and no 
condescension. But forbearance, toleration, moderation, self- 
restraint, patriotism—broad as the lines of the great Republic, 
warm as its firesides, vital in every part—honoring all men ac- 
cording to St. Paul’s injunction. 


. 


Said he: 

fronted each other here. Neither waged a war of for- 
I They were brothers, deeply angered. But that brotherhood 
Was an; in of fraternal reunion at some time when war should cease 
and the resistless forces of reconciliation should assert themselves, as they 
have done, thanks be to Him who has guided and protected this nation. 


Again, he said: 


Neither army was fighting for a monarchy, or to establish one. Each was 
pouring out its b i for its own constitutional government—for the right of 
man to govern h in a republic. This fact is ever to be remembered in 
considering the philosophy of that great war. The irritating cause which 
produced it never for a moment seduced the men of either side from allegi 
ance to the constitutional « 
exist only by the consent of the governed, and that this right can be most 
efficaciously established and preserved by an elective republic. 

And yet, again: 

And it was this transcendental fealty which so soon reunited us in one 
family by the combined efforts of men in whom hostility had been appeased, 
and closed that awfu! chasm which our evil-wishers abroad predicted would 
always divide us by a fixed and impassable gulf. The same earthquake force 
which opened that abyss closed it again, and we stand now, here and every- 


that noble utterance? 
Nearly 160,000 mer 
eign it 10Nn. 


ance 


imseif 


mception of their forefathers that governments | 


JANUARY 12, 


where, upon solid ground—holy ground here, because it is a tomb where the 
hosts of valor and patriotism have “set up their everlasting rest.” It isalso 
a field of resurrection whence has arisen the Genius of a restored Union. 

He who thus spoke over the dust of his fallen comrades presents 
himself to my mind as the highest type of the American citizen: 
and as we contemplate him there on the heights, where angered 
brethren imbued the field in each other’s blood, and hear the sweet 
small voice of love rise from a whisper to a bugle call in his utter- 
ances. we seem— 

* * tosee our flag unfurled, 
Our champion waiting in his place 
For the last battle of the world-—- 
The Armageddon of the race. 

Mr. President, he, too, has passed to the tabernacles of everlast- 
ing rest, followed by honest tears, which flow as did his own noble 
speech from the purest fountain of our being—dews which rise 
upon the mountain top, descended from the heavens. 

Dead! While his voice was living yet 
In echoes round the pillared dome. 
Dead! While his blotted page lay wet 
With themes of state and love of home. 

‘* When I die,” said little Nell, ‘‘put something near me that 
loved the light and had the sky above it always.” ‘*Crown me 
with flowers,” said Mirabeau in his last hour. 

Innocent childhood, mature manhood, and the world-weary old 
man go alike as equals to the tomb, and yet with the same ever 
rising yearning spirit. Gaudy monuments there seem a sacrilege. 
Fulsome praise is repellant. The uppermost thought that comes 
to me as I say “‘ farewell” to our dead friend is that throughout 
his service here, and in all his public life, he held all his country- 
men in his heart, and spoke no word that leaves a thorn in any 
bosom. May I not lay this fact as a flower that bloomed forth 
from his own being upon his tomb? The virtue which he pos- 
sessed and of which it is the token has had the sky above it always. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, painfully conscious that I can 
utter on this occasion no adequate tribute tothe character and career 
of our departed colleague, I yet must speak here some earnest and 
tender words of my long-time friend. My memory of him carries 
me back toa time anterior to his removal from Wisconsin to Min- 
nesota, when he was connected with the supreme court of Wiscon- 
sin, and availing himself of the great law library of that State in 
preparing for the practice of his chosen profession. I see him 
now as I saw him then, and I remember that he was considered 
one of the ablest, most brilliant, and promising young men in the 
State of Wisconsin. The judges of the court, all distinguished 
jurists, were especially fond of him, regarded him as singularly 
gifted and able, and confidently predicted for him a great career. 

In 1870, when I removed to the northern border of Wisconsin, 
less than 20 miles from his home, he had already achieved emi- 
nence in the profession and was accounted one of the leaders of a 
brilliant and learned bar. He had first won distinction as a law- 
yer by the audacity, skill, and eloquence with which he had con- 
ducted the defense in afamous murder case, and, after the lapse of 
over thirty years, the ability and resourcefulness which upon 
that trial attracted the attention of Minnesota to his brilliancy and 
capacity is still a theme of conversation among the lawyers and 
laymen of that day. 

As a lawyer he was remarkably well grounded in legal princi- 
ples. “He had not only studied the science of the law, but he had 
explored and mastered the history of the law. There are lawyers 
who know more of decisions and what is called ‘‘case law,” but 
there are not many who have more thoroughly mastered the 
science of the law or are more familiar with its fundamental 
principles and tbe philosophy and reasons underlying them. 

He possessed a rare faculty of generalization, and also of analy- 


| sis, without the narrowness and tendency to technicality which 
| sometimes characterize the analytical mind. 





| remember a man who had greater professional versatility. 
May I be permitted, Mr President, to read a few passages from | 


He was not as a lawyer in any sense a specialist, and I do not 
There 
seemed to be no branch of the law in which he was not at home. 


| 1t is quite impossible to say that he was stronger in one phase of 


the practice than in another. : 
His arguments in the courts of last resort were luminous and 
weighty. Inthe examination and cross-examination of witnesses 


| he was an artist, and in the argument of a cause to a jury he was 


powerful and persuasive. From the beginning of his career he 
was distinguished for a choice and abundant vocabulary, which 
was always subject to his command. 

I have heard from him arguments addressed to the court upon 
questions of law and to juries upon questions of fact which I 
thought then, and think now, could not be excelled by anyone 
for strength, learning, and eloquence. There was a quality in 
his voice, a charm in his manner, and a beauty in his diction 
which was peculiar to him. 

Noman was ever more devoted to the interests intrusted to his 
care or more assiduous in the noe necessary to the com- 
pletest discharge of professional duty. 


He seemed to have been born with a passion for reading. In 
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the early years, when his professional duties and burdens were 
most exacting and pressing, I doubt if there was a night when his 
library was accessible in which he did not, laying aside all thought 
of law and courts and clients, seek and find recreation and refresh- 
ment in some volume of the classics, or of history, or in the pages 
of Shakespeare, or in the poems of the Bible. He could say with 
Gibbon: 

My early and invincible love of reading I * * * would not exchange 
for the treasure of India. 

Never since I first knew him would he willingly exchange an 
hour with his books in the quiet of his library for any social 
function or assembly. 

He read with great discrimination and with fine appreciation of 
the literary quality of the author and of his thought, however 
subtle. And he read to good purpose, for his capacious and reten- 
tive memory was an inexhaustible storehouse, in which there was 
no rubbish and from which at his will came jewels of rare beauty 
to enrich his speech at the bar, in the Senate, on the hustings, and 
in the daily intercourse with his fellows. 

He had rare felicity in the use of language. Every word he 
used fitted in its place, and was chosen to give precise expression 
to the thought which he intended toconvey. This seemed in him 
a gift. It characterized him in his early life, and I doubt if he 
ever uttered even a short speech in which there was not some sen- 
tence which chailenged admiration for its perfection and fastened 
itself in the memory of the listener as a model. This was as true 


of his unpremeditated utterances as it was of those which were | 
carefully prepared. While his style was classic and never com- | 


monplace, there was an utter absence of apparent word study. 


While his well-earned fame at the bar for learning, ability, and | 


eloquence was established, it was circumscribed, and the larger 


nation was achieved in the domain of statesmanship after he took 
his seat in this body. Few men ever came here with better natu- 
ral endowment and preliminary training for the distinguished 
discharge of the high duties pertaining to this place than did he. 

He never seemed to me in the Senate quite the man in physical 
strength and health he was when I had known him at the bar. 
His voice had lost something of the ringing and resonant quality 
which had impressed me in earlier years, and he seemed less ag- 
gressive and less inclined to contest and to speech. He came to 
prefer the study of great questions in the line of his inclination 
and special duty, and to speak only when it seemed absolutely 


necessary. He was a great constitutional lawyer, and he made of | 


himself herea great internationallawyer. I havenot known one in 
public life who knew more accurately, in general and in detail, the 


great transactions of this Government, from the beginning, in its | 


international relations. He was content, having expressed fully 
his views and the reasoning by which he reached his conclusions 
upon a measure of which he was in charge, or in support of a 
policy which he proposed, to leave it without further special ad- 
vocacy to the arbitrament of the Senate. 

He made some great speeches in this body worthy of any period 
in its history, which will stand fcr accuracy, wealth of learning, 
beauty of diction, and strength of. argumentation as models. 
Some of the best speeches I ever heard him deliver were upon 
topics involving our foreign relations, which, though of remark- 
able beanty of expression, evidencing complete mastery of the 
subject, listened to by a full Senate with rapt attention, are lost 
to the world because in the public interest they were spoken in the 
secrecy of executive session. I recall several such which would 
have added to his fame, and which it is a pity were not preserved. 

His was a daring mind. He had no time for inconsequential 
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intercourse, and in this more than once, in my judgment, he 
served the country better than its people know. 

This man, sometimes imperious in his intercourse with equals, 
_— always considerate, even tender, with the lowly and the hum- 

ple. 

He had unfaltering faith in the stability of this Government. 
It was based upon an unfaltering faith in the people. 

He was a sincere friend of labor, but he insisted always upon 
the observance, by every class, of those laws and principles which 
are essential to the preservation of public security and good goy- 
ernment. 

I shall not forget, as the funeral cortége proceeded, on a bleak 
and wintry day, from the home which he loved to the grave in 
which he rests, how, as it passed the works of a great corporation, 
the men who toil there, quitting the furnace, the forge, and the 
bench, stood in line, with bowed, bared heads, with sorrow in each 
face, a touching tribute to the dead statesman who, they knew, 
had been in life their true and thoughtful friend. 

He was loyal to the point of devotion in his friendships, and 
just and tolerant to every fair foe. 

I noted in him many years ago, when brought for a time into 
contact with him in the city of his home, his love for children and 
their love for him. He answered a remark by me once upon the 


| subject with this quotation: 


Better to be driven out from among men than to be disliked by children 

He was a politician, Mr. President, in the lofty sense, in the 
honorable sense, in that sense which is requisite to the best states- 
manship. He despised political intrigue and backbiting. 

He was a religious man in his convictions. I know from con- 
versation with him long ago that he had had, as many of us have 


| had, more or less of skepticism. It long ago disappeared, and ] 
fame which he won and which will live in the history of the 


was not surprised, but confirmed, in my understanding of his 
attitude by reading recently this utterance of his upon the sub- 
ject to Rev. Dr. Samuel G. Smith, of St. Paul, his friend: 

It is a great deal better to have these things discussed by the friends of the 
church rather than by her enemies, but it is not new—Voltaire had much to 
say on the subject. The heart of the question is not in any debate about the 
history of the books of the Bible. Iam very familiar with the Bible. Job is 
the noblest poem ever written, and there is much of the loftiest eloquence in 
the Prophets. Norisit inthe literature of the Bible that the problem of faith 
rests. [ know human history, and I know that in the first century something 
happened that destroyed the old world and gave birth to thenew. Theresur- 
rection of Jesus would account for that change, and I do not know of any 
other adequate solution that has ever been proposed. 

I read this asevidence of his faith, and asan exampleof that gen- 
eralization, broad and strong, which was characteristic of him. 

He loved the duties of the Senate, and he delighted in the com- 
panionship of the Senate. After he was stricken with the illness 
from which he died, and a few days before the election, I called 
upon him. Hehad suffered intensely, and his nerves were shaken. 
As I bade him good-bye I sought to cheer him, and prophesied 
his certain presence at the opening of the session of the Senate. 
In a low voice he said to me, ‘‘It is a great body, a great body; 
good-bye.” To me these were his last words. 

It is said that in the delirium which preceded his release from 
pain and his entering into rest he constantly talked of the Senate 
and of the great affairs here, which were, in a measure, committed 


| to his charge, and expressed a wish to live a few years longer, that 
| he might help to work out some of the half-solved problems which 
| press upon us, and to which he had given anxious and laborious 


| 


thought. Mentally ‘‘he walked the mountain ranges.” Noprob- | 


lem in the domain of international law or diplomacy was too 
complicated cr monumental for his mental grasp. There was 
about him nothing of mental or moral timidity. He shrank from 
no responsibility; no specter or phantom danger had terror for 
him. Once convinced of the true course, he would guide the craft 


whose rudder was in his hands through any sea with unshaken | 


nerves and will as firm as adamant. 

His Americanism was intense, and his faith in the grandeur of 
our national future was absolute and implicit. He was not un- 
mindful of perils, but he was undaunted by them. An idealist, 
he was also an eminently practical statesman. A lover of liberty 


| 


and constitutional government, he realized that each is a develop- | 


ment, and that ‘‘in the corrupted currents of this world” it can 
sometimes, alas, only be attained through training and struggle 
and sacrifice, and too often only through the shedding of blood. 
Inexorable in maintaining the rights of his country and safe- 
guarding its interests, he was scrupulous in insisting upon that 
courtesy and justice in the conduct of our foreign relations which 
are as essential to peace and good will between governments as 
they are among men. He knew that among nations, as among 
men, calmness and dignity of action best befit strength and power, 
and he was insistent upon the punctilious observance by his own 
Government in all cases of the etiquette usuai in international 


| 
| 
| 


thought. It was not to be. 

We have missed him; we will miss him; and those of us who 
served with him here will remember him with admiration for his 
learning and his genius, and with affection for his kindliness and 
the charm of his comradeship. Truly, Mr. President, he was a 
man of ‘‘ great and shining parts”—student, soldier, lawyer, ora- 
tor, scholar, statesman—in each of these excelling. 

Happily, Mr. President, no man is indispensable to any State 
or country. Minnesota, who loved and honored him and who 
was by him loved and honored in return, will be represented in 
this Chamber by strong, able, patriotic, and eloquent men; but, 
depreciating no one, it will not be strange if she shall not be able, 
taking him all in all, to send here another CusHMAN K. DAvis, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, Senator Davis belonged to 
the Northwest, though claimed by the State which honored itself 
in honoring him. Weoft the Northwest looked to himasa leader 
devoted to its interests and fully comprehending and sympathiz- 
ing with its wants. Ina larger sense he belonged to the nation 
as one of the nation’s distinguished servants. 

Yet he was distinctively a product of the newer portion of our 
realm, emerging from childhood, through the intervening years 
of youth, into the maturity of manhood surrounded by those pro- 
gressive people who subdued a wilderness and impressed the vigor 
of their constructive capabilities upon expanding minds. 

Born in Henderson, in the State of New York. on the 16th of 
June, 1838, Mr. Davis was taken by his parents from his native 
State to the Territory of Wisconsin when but a few months old, 
and there his family enrolled themselves among the pioneers who 
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created a State that has already furnished the country with many 


of the architect, may be comprehended in a single glance; or like 


| the finished work of some grand artist, which, while it reflects 


upon the canvas lofty ideals which speak like angels of sympathy 
to the souls of men, yet shows the labored touch of every stroke 


| of the magic brush. 


noble « cam] ple s of patriotic ability. 

During by riod in life when the mind receives its lasting | 
impressions Davis imbibed the rudiments of that knowledge 
which in its full ess made him a masterful leader among men. 
His adopted State was at that time the abode of an unusual pro- | 
portion of rising representatives of statecraft, endowed with con- 
spicuous mental capacity. Growing to manhood in the midst of | 
influences thrown off from the discussions of men of strong intel- 
lectuality, during the formative years of a new Commonwealth, 
Mr. Davis's receptive mentality absorbed the teachings of the 


the times, and these furnished the founda- 
it broader knowledge, acquired through a habit of in- 


conspicuous men of 
tion for th 


dustrious research, which formed, in the maturity of his years, 
the eminent scholar and profound statesman to whose memory 
we are to-day bestowing the affectionate tribute of sincere words, | 
Senator Davis's education was begun in the common schools of 
the young State of Wisconsin, and from these he passed to a local 
college in Waukesha, his home town. From this college he 


entered the University of Michigan, graduating therefrom in 1857. 

Fresh fromthe honors of university life, he became a student in 
the law office of Alexander Randall, afterwards governor of the 
State. A few years of studious application to legal research fitted 
Mr. Davis for the profession of a lawyer, and he opened an office 
and entered upon the career that made him conspicuous among 
the leading men of the nation. 

When the storm of the civil war broke upon the country Mr. 
Davis abandoned the avocations of peace and became one of that 
vast army which the North sent forth to grapple in titanic strug- 
gle with their brethren of the South. Broken in health, he was 
compelled to abandon military life in 1864, retiring from the Army 
as a lieutenant in the Twenty-eighth Wisconsin Infantry. 

After abandoning the profession of arms Mr. Davis resumed 
the practice of law at St. Paul, Minn., which city remained his 
home up to the time of his lamented death. In the succeeding 
years he filled many public positions of responsibility, being a 
State legisletor, United States district attorney , governor of his 
State; and finally his constituency elevated him to a seat in this 
body, and twice affirmed their confidence in his representative 
ability. During thirteen important years in our history Senator 
Davis honored this Chamber with his presence, and so strongly 
had he endeared himself to his associates that when he was sum- 
mouned hence to enter another life he left within the scene of his 
national successes a profound sense of irreparable loss. 

During the sixty-two years which marked the span of his useful 
career the gravest national questions have arisen and the most se- 
rious perils have beset the life of the Republic. Since reaching 
man’s estate Mr. Davis has been an active factor in the solution 
of these public problems, either upon the field of war’s strife or in 
the peaceful councils of the people. Death found himin the midst 
of the crowning achievements of his public life, and that he was 
loath to go and leave his work unfinished is attested by those who 
ministered to his sufferings and watched in sorrow while the soul 
separated itself from the tenement we have loved and honored as 
the personification of rare mental gifts and true worth in man. 

I am a mourner at the shrine of a friendship that has existed 
during many years and reaches beyond the barrier of Cceath. 
Having known Mr. Davis intimately in the public and private 
walks of life—in the forum, in the home and social circle, and in 
the seclusion of confidential intimacy, 1 bear testimony to the 
greatness of his mind and the goodness of his heart, to his un- 
swerving integrity, to his fidelity to principle, to the presence of 
mental endowments that elevated him to a conspicuous position 
among the statesmen and philosophers of our advanced era. Sin- 


cerely do I hope that the example of his public and private life | 


may remain among and with us as we bear the burdens of earthly 
pilgrimage and sanctify the hour when we stand again in the 
presence ‘of the de parted. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, while those qualities which 
make the soldier or the patriot, the scholar or the statesman, in- 
stinctively command our admiration and honor, they are not 
always the ones which most deeply impress or enshrine a noble 
character in the affections of his associates or engender the deep- 
est reverence and esteem. 

These great qualities of soul and brain manifested in the life of 
CUSHMAN KELLOGG Davis were happily combined with the gentile 
and tender impulses of a sympathetic heart to an extent seldom 
equaled in any one indiv idual—the elements of a sage counselor 
and a generous friend. 

While I have watched with pride and honor the public career of 
this star of my native State whose lustrous character shone over 
all this great nation, my close personal acquaintance has been 
limited to a fewyears only. That short period, however, has been 
sufficient to know the man, for the character of e very individual 
is like a divinely builded palace, whose majestic proportions and 


So was the real life of Senator DAvis known to all who had the 
honor of his acquaintance, the privilege of his personal friendship, 
the more delicate details ever traceable in the grander structure 
of the whole. 

Though firm and strong, his firmness was so blended with gen- 
tleness that, while his whole character stood out grand and im- 
posing, it was softened like some great mountain peak half veiled 
in morning mists. 

His generosity was not of the latent quality which required an 
exciting stimulus to develop its activity, but was ever alert and 
active, and responded as naturally and as surely as the magnet to 
the pole. In his kindness and gentleness you felt the glow and 
fire of sincerity, which inspired absolute confidence. 

With a patriotism unbounded, his youthful vigor and man- 
hood's prime, the best of his life and thought, were dedicated to 
his country’s good. That same devotion to nation manifested in 
his enlistment and service through the civil war was characteristic 
of his whole life. 

The associates of Senator Davis in the last session of Congress 
know how unremittingly were his labors in the very face of 
the enemy of life. The advent of an insidious disease, to which 
his physical health was rapidly yielding and which was soon to 
claim him for its own, seemed rather to intensify than diminish 
hiszeal. One thought with him was supreme—his country needed 
his service. 

The words of the poet might well have been dedicated to him: 

Oh, think how to his latest day, 

When death just hovering claimed his prey, 
With Palinure’s unaltered mood, 

Firm at bis dangerous post he stood, 

Each call for needful rest repelled, 

With dying hand the rudder held. 

But his love of country was not a blind devotion. He admired 
the true, generous, and brave in all countries, and held his own 
as rigidly to his ideal of national honor and duty as he did the 
highest or lowest nation of the world. 

His great success in the field of politics was not the result of 
that tact, skill, and diplomacy, by so many understood to be an 
essential to successul political advancement. 

His tact was the ardor of his convictions of right and unswerv- 
ing loyalty to those convictions: his diplomacy the directness and 
simplicity of his utterances: his skili was his scholarly attain- 
ments and thorough knowledge of all the great political questions 
of the day. 

As a jurist he ever interpreted law by the standard of justice— 
the soul which should permeate every human code—and never 
deflected that standard except toward the side of mercy. His 
arguments, like his character, were seldom aggressive, but ever 
clear and persuasive, 

Asa young man he gave his youthful vigor and strength of man- 
hood in war that no star should be lost to the firmament of Amer- 
ican nationality. In his later years he gave that counsel to his 
country which broadened its national horizon and raised it to a 
higher, broader, and nobler position among the powers of the 
world. 

The tribute of Sir Walter Scott to Fox, in his last resting place, 
most fittingly portrays the noble nature of CUSHMAN KEL LOGG 
Davis and his country’s loss in this era of great national changes: 

For talents mourn, untimely lost, 
When best employed, and wanted most; 
Mourn genius high, and lore profound, 
And wit that loved to play, not wound; 
And all the reasoning powers divine, 
To penetrate, resolve, combine; 

And feelings keen. and fancy’s glow 
They sleep with him who sleeps below. 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, Senator DAVIS was my near 
neighbor for twenty-five years, and, while it is impossible for me 
to add tothe eloquent and just tributes already spoken in his mem- 
ory, I feel constrained to contribute a few neighborly remarks 
bearing witness to his many sterling attributes of mind and heart. 

Over a quarter of a century ago, when I first met him, he was 
a rising and ambitious young lawyer, who was attracting friends 
as well as attention. That he was aconfiding and tenacious friend 
those who know him best gladly testify; but of all his notable 
qualities his strict integrity first challenged my admiration. 

His briefs were perfect, and his thoroughness as a lawyer was, 
in my humble opinion, the substantial foundation of his sr<cess 
at the bar. His intellect was ever clear and vigorous. He had 
the power to grasp great intellectual problems, and his prophetic 
solution of delicate and grave international questions in his riper 
years stirred the pride of his former neighbors, who predicted a 


harmonious form, reflecting the beauty and sublimity of the soul | brilliant career for him when he was yet burning the midnight 





lamp during and before his achievements as United States district 
attorney of Minnesota—nearly thirty years ago. 

And yet Senator Davis did not reach the pinnacle of his power | 
by sudden flights, but rather by steady, persistent plodding and | 
continued application. Day by day, year by year, his abilities and | 
knowledge increased until he developed into a great lawyer—a | 
foremost statesman. He was a notable advocate of the rights of | 
good citizenship and early gained and held the confidence of a large 
circle of friends. This priceless confidence of his friends continued | 
to the end, consoling him on his bed of sickness and spreading 
flowers on his tomb. 

While this worthy son of a great Commonwealth was a pro- | 
found scholar, he was a most affable and genial companion and | 
neighbor. In his infrequent moments of leisure his genial spirit 
and generous hospitality warmed the hearts of his friends and had | 
the pleasing effect of placing the most humble and timid on a level | 
of most charming equality. His friendships were so strong that | 
the severest tests and rudest shocks could not break them. Only 
the settled conviction that a flagrantly unworthy act had been | 
committed caused him to withdraw the abiding confidence reposed 
by him in his friends. 

His library was stored with choice volumes, and the young men 
who have had the opportunity of enjoying and profiting by his | 
varied knowledge of men and affairs may well count themselves 
fortunate. Those partaking of the feast of reason spread by him 
for his friends will ever remember his remarkable familiarity with 
the thoughts and writings of men of profound learning of all 
ages—as well as his interesting conceptions of the teachings of na- 
ture. At one time, during an interesting discussion, he would 
make use of a plain illustration of the common people, next asimile 
evolved from his own extended experience, and then a classical 
surprise, pertinent and ever pleasing. His reasoning was clear 
and concise. his position absolute and definite. Gradually inter- | 
est in his literary attainments and legal ability spread beyond the | 
middle West and throughout the country in general, until he was | 
known everywhere for his bright intellect, his patriotism, and 
conscientious performance of public duty. 

He was considerate of every man’s opinion, and, as a friend and 
lawyer, this made him an agreeable associate. He was tenacious 
and unyielding, after reaching conclusions, and in many notable 
instances time has demonstrated the correctness of his opinions 
and the soundness of his mature judgment. With Senator Davis 
convictions were sacred, and that he had the courage of his con- 
victions his public acts and deeds amply testify. In expressing 
his convictions he was fearless, forcible, and courageous. 

The fidelity with which Senator Davis discharged his public 
duties is the subject of frequent and earnest commendation among 
his admirers, but as a former neighbor I deem it an honor to bear 
witness to his attention to smallthings. In thelittle courtesies of 
life he was thoughtfuland considerate. He displayed a disposition | 
to help and perform those slight acts of kindness that cement and 
firmly hold our friendships. When news reached him, for instance, 
of an old friend living in a far distant part of the country having 
been chosen to a seat in this Chamber, he found time, although | 
burdened with grave responsibilities of far-reaching importance, | 
to write full particulars touching upon the duties of a newly | 
elected Senator. 
His career has heen ended abruptly, at a time when his splendid 

| 
i 


talents were most keenly appreciated and could least be spared. 
That his death should occur at this particular time is, indeed, 
peculiarly sad, 

As an eminent authority on constitutional and international 
law and diplomacy, his services to his country were of inestima- | 
ble value during the uncertain and eventful days before and 
during the late war with Spain, and as these last services to his 
country are yet fresh in the minds of a grateful people, the gen- 
erous appreciation now manifested adds to the crowning patriotic 
achievements of his public life. 


Mr. TOWNE. Mr. President, the language of eulogy has many 
times awakened the echoes of these august walls. Often in this 
place have affection, gratitude, and admiration paid their un- 
stinted tribute to great talents, exalted character, valiant deeds, | 
and useful service. Here whatever is high in purpose or excel- | 
lent in performance has again and again been celebrated by all 
that is noble in thought and eloquent in speech, 

To-day, with whatsoever humbleness a voice may raise itself to | 
mingle with these mighty memories, there is that in the subject | 
of this observance which vindicates propriety by transforming | 
presumption into duty. His countrymen at large had hardly 
reached a just appreciation of the native genius and the vast and | 
varied acquirements of CUSHMAN KELLOGG Davis when envious 
death obscured the light whose radiance had but begun to shine | 
in its peculiar sphere and with its own original luster. The peo- | 
ple of his Commonwealth, among whom he lived his simple, un- | 
ostentatious, busy life in a familiar association of more than 
thirty years, had come to know him well. 
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His name is a household word throughout the State of Minne- 
sota. His varied endowments, his wide and accurate scholarship, 
his versatile capacity, were common knowledge, and when he was 
called, as his fellow-citizens knew he some time must be, toalarge 
opportunity upon the theater of the national history they looked 
confidently forward to a career that should leave all his country- 
men as well assured as they themselves already were of his right 
to a place in the pantheon of American greatness. 

In everyday life Mr. Davis was democratic and unconventional, 
genial and approachable, though never without that unobtrusive 
suggestion of dignity which almost seems to be the peculiar prop- 
erty of the true American gentleman. His simplicity was as un- 
affected as his self-respect was unmistakable. He had withal a 
lively sense of humor which, playing above an illimitable expanse 
of miscellaneous information, lighted up his conversation like sun- 
shine upon a diversified landscape. 

At the bar he early attained to eminence. Always a student 
in whatever interested him, he had an extensive acquaintance 
with the literature of jurisprudence, although the structure of 
his mind inclined him toward the exposition of principles rather 


' than the mere aggregation of cases. His arguments to courts 


were models of legal reasoning and Jogical method; while in ad- 
dresses to juries his intimate knowledge of human nature, his 
faculty of illustration, and his felicity of speech made him an 
opponent to be dreaded. As a trial lawyer he excelled in the 
arrangement of the order of his proofs, in his command of the 
rules of evidence, and in the art of examining witnesses, exhibit- 
ing with other merits in this last department that rare discretion 
which knows how to resist allurements toward excessive cross- 
examination. 

Senator Davis was a conspicuous example of the scholar in poli- 
tics. His reading, both in history and in genera! literature, was 
comprehensive and minute; but in this respect, as in others, he 
followed the instinct of his own taste »7 d preference rather than 
any hard and fast programme of stud,. Hislibrary was his most 
congenial habitat. Thither with unerr ng certainty he might be 
traced in the intervals of professional engageme: ts or public busi- 
ness. His books had gathered about him in answer to the call of 
his mind for companionship and counsel. He bought no volumes 
by job lot to fill shelf room and make a brave appearance. He 
knew each one of them like a friend. He handled them lovingly. 
He felt at home among them. Could they be marshaled in the 
order in which they came to him, their character and sequence 
would be at once an index to his many-sided capacities and a his- 
tory of his growth. 

His early love for the classics abided with him from his college 
days to the last. Ovid, and Livy.and Horace, and Virgil were 
customary relaxations; and I recall an occasion when, in select- 
ing the contents of his valise for a journey, even a box of his fa- 
vorite brand of cigars was compelled to give place toa copy of 
Sallust and a volume of Pliny’s Letters. On his return from Paris 
two years ago he brought with him, as a trophy prized scarcely 
less than the famous treaty itself, a French edition of the entire 
extant Latin literature. Many Senators will, no doubt, remem- 
ber his remarkably happy and ready rendering of a passage in one 
of Juvenal’ssatires which he madeimpromptu during the Hawaiian 
debate in the Fifty-third Congress. Having quoted as follows: 

Sed quo cecidit sub crimine; quisnam 
Delator? quibus judiciis; quo teste probavit? 
Nil horum; verbosa et grandis epistola venit 
A Capreis. Bene habet; nul plus interrogo 

He thus proceeded: 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] requests me to translate that. 
He does not need it, of course. But another Senator [Mr. Washburn] sug 
zests that some of the restof usdo. I will not attempt togive a literal trans- 
ation, but I will give an accurate paraphrase, which will show its application: 
“Into what crime has he fallen? By what informer has be been accused? 
What judge has passed upon him? What witness has testified against him 
Not one or any of these. A verbose and turgid message has come over from 
Capri. That settlesit. I wi!l interrogate no further.” 

Those who have not forgotten the circumstances under which 
this speech was made will understand that this passage is a good 
witness to much more than a familiarity with a Latin classic, 

With all his various and wide excursions in the domain of gen- 
eral literature, there were some spots he specially loved to visit, a 
few nooks he made almost his own. A boyhood enthusiasm for 
Napoleon stimulated an interest in that wonderful man and all 
that concerned him, and led to the collection of many rare por- 
traits of the great Corsican and of several hundred volumes deal- 
ing with his life and times, 

It is probable that no other private library in this country can 
show so large a Napoleonic bibliography as that left by Senator 
Davis; and [ question whether any living American other than 
Professor Sloane has at his instant command such a rich fund 
accurate information concerning the first Emperor of the Fren 
as that which so often charmed and astonished the friends wh: 
were fortunate enough to be in the Senator's company when thi 
absorbing topic was introduced and his mood was fertile. 

It is doubtful whether Mr. Davis found in any other author 
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quite so keen a delight as in Shakespeare. Himself gifted with a 
vivid, yet sane imagination, exquisitely sensitive to the music and 
rhythm of perfect verse, prone to comprehensive generalization, 
and profoundly studious of the psychology of human character, 
the atmosphere of the incomparable poet-dramatist was most con- 
genialtohim. In his early manhood the study of Shakespeare was, 
as he has told us in a published essay, habitual. This study was 
not only con amore, it was critical, comparative, and exhaustive. 
Its results in one department of criticism he made known in a 
volume called The Law in Shakespeare, which remains, I believe, 
the best and most thorough exposition of this branch of Shakes- 
pearean learning. One passage from the “introduction” of this 
volume I will quote as an example of Senator Davis's literary 
style and of his method of thought: 

There was everything in that romantic age to stir the imagination. There 
was aspirit of chivalry abroad which marched in quest of something more 
substantial than moldy relics,and fulfilled vows sworn to something grander 
than the achievement of pious absurdities. Frobisher had sailed northward 
into the silence of the eternal seas of ice. El Dorado lifted against the west- 
ern skies its shafts and domes of gold. The Armada had vanished like a por- 
tentous phantom, smitten by the valor of Englishmen, and chased far off 
into the Hebridean fogs by the waves of the exasperated sea, which fought 
for its island nursling. Hawkins, pirate and admiral, had thrown his for 
tune into the pit which threatened to swallow up his country, and had died 
under the displeasure of his stingy yet magnificent queen. Raleigh, having 
seen his dreams of the New World die out, lay in the Tower writing his his 
tory, doubtless smoking the consoling weed while awaiting the end of so 
much bravery,so much rashness, and so many cares, in the summons of * elo- 
quent, just, and mighty Death.” é 

Drake had spoiled the seas and the cities thereof. Capt. John Smith had 
told of great empires in the Westand their swarthyemperors. Mary, Queen 
of Scots, that changeful enchantress, as we see her now 
French lily, all sweet, and pure, and fragrant, and again the Scottish thistle, 
nae and cruel to all who touched her—had woven the cords of love into 
the chains of empire, and had pressed the cup of her sorceries to the lips of 
many men, until her own glorious head bowed to “ the long divorce of steel.” 

Little argument is needed to show that the author of this 
paragraph might have entered upon almost any department of 
literature, whether creative, critical, or historical, with absolute 
assurance of distinction. 

Senator Davis's facility in modern languages was very unusual 
for an American public man. He had for literary purposes a 
es mastery of French, a knowledge of Italian only slightly 

ess, and a very serviceable use of Spanish. One of the most 
valued sets of books in his collection was a complete and uniform 
edition of the Italian poets, through which in leisure hours he 
wandered, ever with senses alive to each peculiar beauty, from 
Dante and Petrarch to Leopardi. Contrary to the general im- 
pression, even among his friends, he knew and read the German 
language; but his admiration for its literature was confined to its 
poetry, chiefly the folk-songs, Heine, and the lyrics of Schiller. 

One of the favorite subjects of his youthful investigation was 
destined to afford Mr. Davis his chief avenue of distinction in 
public life. 
man excelled him in acquaintance with the literature of interna- 
tional law, or in the ability to state its principles and to argue 
their application. 
English, French, and Italian were familiar to him, and he was 
profoundly versed in diplomatic precedents and history. 
conceded preeminence as an international lawyer in this body, 
where several of his colleagues were justly ranked high in the 
same branch of learning, is the strongest certificate to his abili- 
ties and attainments. These qualifications were recognized early 
in his Senatorial service, and it is well known that many succes- 
sive Secretaries of State availed themselves of his great store of 
knowledge, always courteously at their command, 

He himself has told me of one occasion whereon Secretary 


Blaine, by producing at a Cabinet meeting the particulars of a | 


certain diplomatic precedent upon which Mr. Davis had happened 
while reading a French authority, was able at acritical moment 
to secure the adoption of a procedure that, in all probability, 
avoided the extremity of war with a South American State. The 
reports which, as member and as chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, he has submitted to the Senate during the 
last ten yearsform a very Valuable literature on many important 
topics in international law. 

Only those in the very highest places of responsibility can testify 
how intimate and constant a reliance had been placed on Senator 


Davis from the first mutterings premonitory of the Spanish- | 
Credi- | 


American war down to almost the very day of his death. 
ble report has attributed to him the greater part of that masterly 
polemic in diplomacy whereby our peace commissioners at Paris, 
in a long series of interchanged notes with some of the ablest and 
astutest international lawyers in Europe, achieved a result which, 
even by those of us who do not approve the policy, must be ad- 
mitted to constitute a signal triumph of dialectic skill. 

Death found CusuMaNn K. Davis at the zenith of his powersand 
at the summit of his opportunities. 
committee which at the present critical juncture in our history 
is the most prominent committee of the highest governmental 
body in the world. If the policy on which his party has entered 
is to be pursued, the unexpired portion of his current term, com- 
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| tury. 
| habit of introspection strengthened, the thought that all the 


at one time the | 


| respecting the future life. 
| conclusions summarized in the well-known lines of Addison’s Cato: 





I think it probably true that no contemporary states- | , I L \ 
| among the whirling atoms of diffused universes, the raw material 
| of unborn worlds. 

All the elementary works on the subject in | 


His | 
aids to the faltering imagination, the laws of the Eternal Benefi- 
| cence evolved the order of celestial systems and the mysterious 


| life. 


He stood at the head of the | 
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prising the next four years, must be all important in the shaping 
and adjustment of that policy as related to numerous and compli- 
cated international interests. This was a situation calculated to 
appeal to his highest ambition, to stimulate his greatest potencies, 
to spread before his mental vision the most satisfying prospect of 
worthy and enduring fame. 

Yet here, on the threshold of the consummation of his career, 
at the very entrance to that fair field for whose delights and glories 
all his past seemed to have been a designed preparation, inscruta- 
ble fate had ordained that he should pause. No one realized the 
tragic pathos of the catastrophe more fully than did he; yet he 
bore the sorrow of it with a moral heroism equal to the physical 
courage which he opposed to the stoutest assaults of pain. He 
might wince, but he would not cry out; he could express regret, 
but he did not complain. And when his feet touched the waters 
of the river beyond which lies ‘‘ that undiscovered country,” the 
glance that soughtinquiringly the farther shore was a glance that 
felt no shade of fear. 

As a young man he had fora time yielded to the influence of that 


| irreligious skepticism which was often the too hasty refuge of 
| minds strongly impressed by the wonderful development of the 


physical sciences shortly after the middle of the nineteenth cen- 
But as he grew older, and as his reading broadened and his 


preparation of the centuries is purposeless and that the end of in- 


| numerable universes is mere nothingness gave no comfort to his 


soul and found no justification in his reason. 

Familiar with the ancient philosophies and with the general 
principles of recent science, he found in both of them that which, 
while it yielded no exclusive basis for a particular creed, yet gave 
ample support to the sweet assurances of the Christian religion 
The Grecian thinkers had reached. 


It must be so,—Plato, thou reasonest well! 

Else whence this pleasing hope, this fond desire, 
This longing after immortality? 

Or whence this secret dread and inward horror 
Of falling into naught? Why shrinks the soul 
Back on herself, and startles at destruction? 
°Tis the divinity that stirs within us; 

*Tis Heaven itself that points out an hereafter, 
And intimates eternity to man. 


Modern cosmogony, in sweeping away the ancient fond delusion 


| that the sun, the moon, and the unnumbered stars, ‘‘still quiring 


to the young-eyed cherubims,” circle obediently about the earth, 
the central home of specially created man, merely to give him 
light and to serve as pleasing objects of his sesthetic contempla- 


| tion, has substituted a doctrine infinitely more flattering to his 


consequence and in itself strongly probative of his immortality. 
It shows the human drama to have begun in the primordial chaos 


By the operation of forces of which the finite mind can not begin 
to grasp either the subtlety or the power, through reaches of time 
for which even the strongest symbols of our speech are weak as 


phenomena of life. At the culmination of the long ascent of being 


| stands man, the consummate product of a creative process that 


began before ‘‘the morning starssang together.” Every resource 


| and agency of nature is tributary to him—first, to develop the body, 


next to nurture the mind, and finally to culture the soul and fortify 
it for its career through the yet unsounded spaces of spiritual 
progress, 

In his primitive condition man's whole anxiety was to procure 
the means of mere physical existence and security. By and by 


| the chief concern of this very existence and security came to be the 


higher things of the mind. Now we are beginning dimly to real- 
ize that the spiritual life is the highest of all, the goal toward 


| which the vital principle has been climbing through all the eons 


gone. There is not an analogy in nature that does not justify the 


| belief that the perfection of this spiritual life is the very flower 
| and purpose of creation. 


This fact crowns existence. This is the 
master key to what otherwise is a maze of unintelligible phenom- 
ena. This, indeed, ‘‘ vindicates the ways of God to man.” 

With such inferences the teachings of the Prophet of Nazareth 
are in full accord. To know God is, he declared, to have eternal 
When man entered upon the pursuit of this knowledge he 
began the final stage of hisdestiny. The founding of Christianity 


| was incomparably the most significant event since the very begin- 
| ning of things. 
| in language which has already been quoted by the Senator from 


Said Senator Davis, not long before his death, 


Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]: 


I know human history, and I know that in the first century something hap- 
pened that destroyed the old world and gave birth to the new. The resur- 
rection of Jesus would account for that change, and I do not know of any 
other adequate solution that has ever been proposed. 


Thus, it seems to me, the conclusions of philosophy, the rationale 
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of science, and the teachings of revealed religion point unerringly 
to immortality. In this supreme conviction our great friend 
departed. Though we may mourn the loss of his companion- 
ship, let us find more than consolation in the thought that the 
soul whose labors seemed so untimely interrupted here is still 
serenely following, in a more congenial environment, its divinely 
appointed part in the eternal harmony. 

Mr. President, I respectfully ask for the adoption of the reso- 
lutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock 
and 38 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Janu- 
ary 14, 1901, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 12, 1901. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 


UNITED STATES COURT, EASTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE, 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill (H. R. 12546) to change and fix the time for holding 
the district and circuit courts of the United States for the north- 
eastern division of the eastern district of Tennessee was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the northeastern division of the eastern district of Ten- 
nessee, held at Greeneville, Tenn., shall commence on the second Monday in 
November and May of each year, instead of the fourth Monday in August 
and February, as is now provided by law, and each of said terms shall con- 
tinue as long as the presiding judge may deem necessary. 

Sec. 2. That no action, suit, proceeding, information, indictment, recogni- 
zance, bail bond, or other process in either of said courts shall abate or be 
rendered invalid by reason of the change of time in the holding of the terms 
of said courts, but the same shall be deemed to be returnable to, pending, 
and triable at the terms herein provided for. 

Sxc. 3. That all laws and parts of laws conflicting with this act be, and are 
hereby, repealed. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if this bill is asked for by the Representatives of that judicial 
district on this floor? 

Mr. JENKINS. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know nothing about the 
bill myself. It relates to the eastern district of the State, and I 
was inquiring if the members on this floor who represent the east- 
ern district are satisfied with it. I see they are both on the floor 
now. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that the bill was presented at the. request of the judge of that 
circuit, and it has the indorsement of the Representatives of that 
district here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I see these gentlemen are 
present, and I have nothing further to say. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JAMES L. PROCTOR, 


Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5599) 
to correct the military record of James L. Proctor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of James L. Proctor, of the county of Kings, State of New York, late a pri- 
vate in Company F’, Ninetieth Regiment of New York Veteran Volunteers, 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “to,” strike out the words “remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“grant an honorabie discharge in lieu of the dishonorable discharge hereto- 
fore granted to.” 

In line 9, after the word “Volunteers,” insert ‘ Provided, That no pay, 


bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the 
passage of this act.” 


The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
By unanimous consent, the title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A 
bill granting an honorable discharge to James L. Proctor.” 
On motion of Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


CERTAIN INDIANS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following bill as amended. I ask 
that the amended bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

Mr. LACEY. As amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it as amended, that being 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of certain Indians in the 
Indian Territory who desire to sell their lands and improvements 
and emigrate elsewhere was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That when at any time 300 or more Indians of the Indian 
Territory shall soqeems. by petition or through authorized representatives, of 
the Secretary of the Interior permission to sell or otherwise dispose of their 
lands and improvements. or any interest therein, in the Indian Territory, or 
to obtain their distributive share of any money held for them by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States which such petitioners may desire to use for the 
purpose of paying Sate elsewhere, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized in his discretion to ascertain their proportionate share of lands 
and funds, and allot and set aside the same to them, or such part thereof as 
he may deem proper, and to assist such Indians to sell or dispose of such lands 
and improvements, or any interest therein, in whole or in part, in the discre- 
tion of said Secretary, as may be or may have been allotted and set apart for 
them, and to give deeds and patents in fee, or execute papers for the United 
States Government to carry out the desires of said Indians: and he shall see 
that their rights are protected or secured by the payment to them in full 
or in part, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, of the moneys 
due them for such lands, or that good and ample bonds or securities for the 
payment of such lands be secured to said Indians: Provided, however, That 
such moneys or bonds shall be held by the Secretary of the Interior, in his 
discretion, so long as may be necessary to protect and preserve the rights of 
such Indians after such transfer, a portion to be paid for such lands as are 
selected by said Indians, a portion to be used in moving to and improving 
said lands, and if any is left thereafter, to be paid out as instructed by a ma- 
jority of the entire band, tribe, or organization so emigrating at any one 
time, subject to the discretion of the said Secretary: Provided, however, That 
if any such Indians emigrate or move to a foreign country, the Secretary of 
the Interior be authorized, and is hereby instructed, to approve of such terms 
or agreement with such foreign government as will best promote the in- 
terest, wishes, and desires of such Indians: And provided further, however, 
That said Indians so ae or separating themselves from the others of 
their nation or tribe shall not lose any of their rights to participate in any 
other claims, property. or funds beionging to the nation or tribe of which 
they are a part which have not been already set aside; and the pro rata share 
of said property or fundsshall, when determined, from time to time be turned 
over totke Secretary of the Interior, and set apart for them, subject to their 
order; and that after emigrating from the territory of the United States all 
reliance and support of said Indians of and by the United States Government 
shall cease: And provided also, That the Secretary may furnish money for 
the purposes of this act out of the funds due such Indians, and which he may 
set apart for that purpose without making sale of their lands, if the Secre- 
tary may deem it for the best interest of suchIndians sotodo. Itisexpressly 
declared and understood that the United States in the execution of the pro- 
visions of this act incurs no liability whatever. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to hear from the 
gentleman from Iowa before consent is given. It strikes me this 
bill is very far-reaching and very important, and not that class of 
bills that ought to come up by unanimous consent. Reserving 
the right to object, I would like to have a very full explanation 
from the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope we will have order in the 
House, so that an explanation of the bill may be heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It takes away all the right 
of the Indians. 

Mr. LACEY. This is a very important bill, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. It comes before the House with a 
unanimous report from the Committee on Indian Affairs, after a 
careful examination. There are some Indians in the Indian Ter- 
ritory who wish to move to Mexico, and some to other parts of 
the grazing lands in the West. The bill, as introduced, asked 
Congress for a direct and specific authority to make the removal. 
The committee did not deem this proper, because the committee 
could not ascertain all the facts—could not investigate ade- 
quately—and therefore concluded that the proper thing to do was 
to give the Secretary of the Interior such discretion as might en- 
able him, in his discretion, in any proper case to make this trans- 
fer. This desire for a transfer grows out of the fact thatsome 200 
Kickapoos—kicking Kickapoos, I believe—emigrated to Mexico, 
and they have so increased in that climate in twenty years that 
there are now about 500 of them. 

Those of the tribe who remained in the Indian Territory have 
diminished in number. There are some of the Indians in that 
Territory who are very subject to pulmonary disease, and they 
desire a transfer; and for that reason it is believed by the commit- 
tee that if power were lodged with the Secretary of the Interior 
to authorize transfers where it was proper, that that should be 
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done instead of coming here to Congress and asking power to 
transfer each lot of Indians. This bei sing a large body, Congress 
would find it impossible to make the transfer and properly pro- 
tect the Indians in making the transfer. 

Mr. RICHARDSC IN of Tennessee. 
to ask it: ita time? 

Mr. LACEY. Ht is not less than 300 at a time; so as to make a 
sufficient body, and justify the taking care of them 
of fact, there are a good many hundreds who have made the peti- 
tion; but it was deemed proper that 300 or more should join, and 
that the matter should be left to the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior to look up the lands and investigate the whole 
matter; and if he deemed it best for their interest under all the 
circumstances that they should be transferred to authorize it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
a body of 300 Indians make this request for transfer the Secretary 
of the Interior shall investigate that particular case and ascertain 
whether it is best for the interests of the Indians. 

Mr. LACEY. This places it in his discretion; and if he thinks 
it best for their interests he may authorize the transfer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is it obligatory to make 
this investigation each time? 

Mr. LACEY. It is discretionary; so that it is entirely left with 
him. 
want to make a transfer they would be permitted to do so if it 
was deemed to be to their interest. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Perhaps I have not made 
myself clear to the gentleman. What 1 wanted to know was if 
the Secretary must pass upon each application as it comes up? 

Mr. LACEY. He has to pass on each, so that each transaction 
of this kind would have to stand on its own individual merits. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is what I am asking. 
The gentleman is sure of that? 

Mr. LACEY. That has been very carefully considered and 
guarded. 
committee thought it was not the best way. The committee 
thought the direct authority should not be given by Congress, but 
that it was best to lodge the discretion with the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it not a fact that a number of Indians have 
become dissatisfied on account of the allotments of land in the 
Territory? 

Mr. LACEY. There are two classes of Indians—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it not a fact that they are encouraged in 
that dissatisfaction by certain white men who want to get posses- 
sion of their lands? 

Mr. LACEY. There is not a foot of Indian land anywhere that 
some white man does not want. But let me explain right in that 
connection. There are two classes of Indians whose desire to move 
ought to be considered. One class, who are especially adapted to 
pastoral life, who have not shown themselves adapted to agri- 
culture. Those could be transferred to the short-grass country to 
theirown benefit. There is another class, those who have been sent 
there from the far North and from the extreme South, and where 
there has been a radical change of climate, and the climate 
of the Indian Territory has proved injurious to some of those, 
the transfer has made them subject to malarial and pulmonary 
diseases. Those ought to be transferred, or at least ought to 
have some opportunity for doing so. That is the judgment of 
the committee. There is another class of Indians, those who do 
not want to settle down to farming, who take to it slowly, and 
out of each hundred in a tribe a few could be selected who desired 
to change; let the discontented element go, and this, no doubt, 
would very much help the solution of the civilization of the In- 
dian Territory. 


Does it require 300 Indians 


At least the Department of the Interior should be empowered to | 


consider and act upon the suggestion. 

Mr. MADDOX. This is the preliminary step to get rid of all 
the Indians in that country? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all; this is merely an opportunity by 
which some of them can go. Now any individual Indian, after 
his allotment, and after the time of probation on an allotment has 
expired, may sell and go where he wants to. Some Indians ought 
to have that privilege now. Others that are not civilized or ad- 
vanced enough to go ought not to haveit. By this sort of selec- 
tion it was thought by the committee that there would be no diffi- 


culty in solving the question where there is immediate, urgent | 


neressity for action. 
Mr. MADDOX. 
public policy; that is, the policy that has been practiced in this 
country up to this date. The Indians are the wards of the nation, 
and you get this consent, which is very easily obtained, as they 


are ignorant and do not know how to transact their business: cer- | 


tain white men get possession of their territory,and itis the great- 
est evil that seems to be prevalent down there to-day. Is notthis | 
a direct effort on the part of the people to get rid of the Indians to 


As a matter | 


Under this bill, then, when | 


The committee leave it in a shape so that if the Indians | 


The original bill authorized the direct transfer, but the | 


it seems to me that your bill is contrary to the | 
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get possession of the property? And in the end will not the In- 
dians become paupers and dependent on the nation? 

Mr. LACEY. Thatis carefully guarded against in this propo- 
sition. The wardship of the nation still extends over them and 
protects them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does this bill apply to all 
the tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; there are only a few Indians who will avail 
themselves of it. There are a few that urge this permission, and 
they sought to have a bill drawn to fit their case. We felt that 
we could not carefully frame such a bill, and we thought it best 
to frame one so that each case might be investigated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would be glad if the gen- 
tleman would read that part of the bill which shows that each re- 
| quest must be passed upon under the special observation of the 
| Secretary of the Interior. I have been unable to get a copy of the 
bill. 

Mr. LACEY. That isin the first part of the bill, I will read it: 

That when at any time 300 or more Indians of the Indian Territory shall 
request, by petition or through authorized representatives, of the Secretary 

f the Interior permission to sell or otherwise dispose of their lands and im- 
prov. ments, or any interest therein, in the Indian Territory, or to obtain 
their distributive share of any money held for them by the Government of 
th e United States which such petitioners may desire to use for the purpose 

of buying lands elsewhere, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, 

n his discretion, to ascertain their proportionate share of lands and funds, 
ad allot and set aside the same to them, etc. 
| itis entirely tentative and permissive. It is not mandatory in 
any sense of the word. It is a power that ought to have been 
granted long ago, and would have worked for the benefit of the 
Indian. I will say to my friend from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] that 
it does not contemplate any such transaction as occurred years 
ago in the State of Georgia, where the Indians were rounded up 
and driven fromthe State. Nothing of that kind is contemplated. 
We have got way beyond the period when there was actual hos- 
tility to the Indians on the part of the whites. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to say to the gentleman that when the 
Indians were rounded up in Georgia and Alabama, if ever a nation 
entered into a solemn compact to protect their rights in the new 
acquisition it was in that treaty, and we bound ourselves to keep 
it in good faith as long as water runs down hill and grass grows. 

Mr. LACEY. That is true, and this proposition absolutely car- 
ries that out in the utmost good faith. Nothing is done, except 
upon their own petition, as long as water runs down hill and grass 
grows. They ought to have the permission, if they can better 
themselves and their condition, to do so. The gentleman from 
Georgia must remember that they are in a different condition 
from what they were when they left Georgia. Many of these men 
rival in intelligence the gentlemen on the floor of the House. 
Many are educated—— 

Mr. MADDOX, The gentleman from Iowa will understand 
that they were the most intelligent Indians in the United States 
at the time they left Georgia. 

Mr. LACEY. Undoubtedly; they were descended largely from 
the Georgia people. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. MADDOX, They were bound to be. [Laughter.] I do 
not want to be captious in making objections, but I do want to 
investigate the bill, which is a very important one. 

Mr. LACEY. The bill was unanimously reported by the com- 
mittee. The bill was called up the other day and read in full, but 
was laid over because it was private bill day. It was called up 
the last session and laid over ‘‘ because the Coeur d’Alene testi- 
mony had not been printed.” So this is the third time that the 
bill has been explained to this House. 

Mr. MADDOX. Suppose the gentleman lets it lie over until 
Monday next. 

Mr. LACEY. 
the bill has been printed in full in the Recorp. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Lewis] joined with the committee in tho 
unanimous report of the bill. I am sorry the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox] was not on the committee. 

Mr. MADDOX, I will say to the gentleman that I served four 
years on that committee and I happen to know something about 
this business, and that is the reason I am talking about it now. 
For that reason I would like to look into the bill. I have been 
| watching this thing for some time. 

Mr. LACEY. This is an entirely new proposition in its present 
form; and I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that it is 
purely tentative. 

If the bill be passed, I will agree to make no motion toreconsider 
and lay on the table; the bill may lie over subject to a motion for 
reconsideration. That will give my friend ample opportunity to 
examine the matter. Or, upon the passage of the bill, he may 
| enter a motion to reconsider and afterwards press that motion or 
not, as he may decide after examination. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is a rather poor method of proceeding. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman will be perfectly safe, because 
| the motion to reconsider is privileged. 





This is the third time it has been explained, and 
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Mr. MADDOX. I am pete safe now, but by the course 
suggested I would have all the advantages against me. I again 
suggest that the gentleman postpone this matter until Monday, 
so that we may look the matter over together. 

Mr. LACEY. I may not get recognition on Monday. This is 
the third time the bill has been read and explained in the House. 
I am sorry my friend was not here before. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Ishall have to object. 


FRANK B, CASE, 


Mr. COWHERD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11590) for the relief of Frank B. 
Case. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point Frank B. Case, of Missouri, a line officer in the Navy, to take rank at 
the foot of his original class and next after Simon Cook, and said Case shall 
thereafter be carried as additional to the numbers of each grade to which he 
is appointed or thereafter at any time promoted, and he shall perform shore 
duty or such duty at sea as the physical disability for which he was retired 
will permit, and the provisions of section 1494 of the Revised Statutes are 
hereby made applicable to his case: Provided, That the said Case shall estab- 
lish tothe satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy by examination, pursu- 
ant to law, his mental, moral, professional, and physical fitness to perform 
the shore duties of a lieutenant or of the grade to which he may be appointed 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I shall be compelled to object for the present. 

Mr. COWHERD. I hopethe gentleman will allow meto explain 
the matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to know whether this is going to inter- 
fere with some young men in the Navy in whom I have an interest. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the gentleman will allow me to explain 
I think he will see that the bill can not have any such effect. I 
trust he will withhold his objection for the present. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well; reserving the right to object, I am 
willing to listen to the gentleman's explanation. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the few cases in 
the history of the Navy. I believe there are one or two others of 
similar nature. There are certainly not more than two or three 
cases where an officer has been wholly retired from the service on 
account of a physical disability when there was no question touch- 
ing his moral conduct or character. This case, however, goes 
further than that. If absolute justice were done, this gentleman, 


instead of being retired from the Navy, would have gone on the | 
retired list with pay in accordance with the compensation given | 


to officers retired for disability incurred in service. 

The facts are these: Mr. Case was appointed a cadet and passed 
all the examinations to which cadets entering that Academy are 
subjected. He went through the full course and graduated. On 


his second trip, he was sent as one of the force on the relief expe- | 


dition in search of the Jeannette. The navigating officer of the 
ship was taken sick, so that during almost that entire voyage he 
had to occupy the position of navigating officer, and was com- 
pelled to be on deck and keep watch. When he returned from 
that voyage, he was immediately summoned to take an examina- 
tion for promotion. The doctors then found that he was suffering 
from color-blindness. Mark you; he had passed at least three ex- 
aminations prior to this time, and no color-blindness had been 
found. This, I think, was the first case where upon such an ex- 
amination a man had been found to be color-blind and relieved 
for thatcause. The physicians then held that color-blindness was 
congenital; that no man could acquire color-blindness by reason 
of his service. Therefore they held that this man ought never to 
have been received in the Navy, and that he ought to be wholly 
retired, instead of being placed on the retired list. 

It is now, however, recognized by medical authorities that color- 
blindness may be either congenital or acquired, and among the 
things given by the authorities as most likely to cause color-blind- 
ness is exposure tothe glare of the sunlight from ice fields and 
from large territories covered with snow. The authorities cite 
cases of color-blindness caused by exactly such circumstances as 
those to which Mr. Case was subjected on the trip taken just 
before his examination. 

He was totally retired—a proceeding unprecedented practically 
in the Navy—when there was not anything against the efficiency 
of his service or against his character. When the Spanish war. 
broke out he offered his services to the Government. He was 
sent down to be examined, and was passed. Of course he was 
asked whether he had ever seen service, and the history of his case 
was given to theexamining board. He was given another exami- 
nation, and two of the three doctors passed him again. Then, at 
the earnest solicitation of the other physician, he was given a 
third examination and was rejected, although the color-blindness 
which appeared was at that time very slight. 

This gentleman is fully qualified to perform all the duties of an 
officer. He stands high. He is at present engaged in the De- 
partment on civilian work. As I have said, if justice had been 
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done him he would either be on the regular force or be wholly 
retired with full compensation. Now, all we ask is that he be 
allowed to reenter the service and stand at the foot of his class 
(I think that before his retirement he stood about the center), and 
that he be carried on the roster as an additional officer, so that 
he will not interfere with the rights of anyone else. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How long has he been out of the service? 

Mr. COWHERD. I think the report will show that he has been 
out about ten years or more. Upon reflection, I think he was re- 
tired about 1883. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
service again? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes, to put him into active service—such 
service as he is competent to perform; and he is competent to per- 
form any except where color-blindness may interfere. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The only object in putting him back there 
would be to put him on the retired list. 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Hecan not have active service because of his 
color-blindness. 

Mr. COWHERD. He can. He can perform any service, ex- 
cept where this defect interferes. In fact, he is now performing 
service in the Department as a civilian employee. A bill was in- 
troduced to put him on the retired list, and this bill was drawn 
up at the suggestion of the committee and following a precedent 
that has been established in a former case, recommended, as I un- 
derstand, in the former case, by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to look into the matter, and, for the 
present, I will object. 

Mr. COWHERD. If justice was done him, he would go on the 
retired list; but he does not want that. He is a young man and 
is capable of serving. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will look into the matter. 


CERTAIN INDIANS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia withdraw 
his objection to the request presented some time ago by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [| Mr. Lacey] for the present consideration of a 
bill? 

Mr. MADDOX. 
ments, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Lacry]? 

Mr. FINLEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 





And this proposition is to put him into active 





Subject to the adoption of certain amend- 


| I should like to ask whether these Indians, who are now by the 


provisions of this bill to sell their lands and buy lands elsewhere 
in the United States, will hold the lands which they buy elsewhere 
under like limitations and restrictions as their lands are now held 


| by them in the Indian Territory? 


Mr. LACEY. That matter is placed in the discretion of the Sec- 


| retary, and with the proposed amendment of the gentleman from 
| Georgia [Mr. MAppox] wil: require the approval of the President 


as well. He thinksthere should be an additional restriction, but 
we do not object to any restriction that will protect the Indians 
The committee endeavored to insert all that they 
thought necessary to protect them. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman agree toan amendment that 


| they shall hold the lands bought elsewhere in the United States 


under like limitaticns and restrictions as the lands that they now 
hold in the Indian Territory are held? 

The gentleman from Iowa has stated here that some of these 
Indians have not yet reached that point of civilization that enti- 
tles them to deal with their lands with entire freedom. Now, if 
that is true in all such cases, should not the Secretary of the In- 


| terior look after the interests of those Indians when lands are be- 


ing purchased elsewhere? 

Mr. LACEY. I shall not object to anamendment of that kind, 
if the gentleman will prepareit. It can be added as a proviso at 
the end of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing tothe committes 
amendments, 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker— 


The SPEAKER. Let the committee amendments be disposed 
of first. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]| has 
some amendments which he desires to offer. 

Mr. MADDOX, I want to have the bill amended in line 11 by 
inserting ‘‘ with the approval of the President” after the word 
authorize.” 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


After the word “ authorize,” in line 11, page 1, insert the words ‘‘ with the 
approval of the President.”’ 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MADDOX. 
i move to insert ‘* with the approval of the President.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 6, page 2, after the word “Secretary,” insert “ with the approval 
of the President e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. In line 12, page 2, after the word ‘ Interior,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ with the approval of the President.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2, line 12, after the word “ Interior,” 
the President.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. In line 16, after the word ‘ Interior,” I move 
to insert ‘‘with the approval of the President.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 16, page 2, 
the President.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. On page 2, line 25, after the word “Interior,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ with the approval of the President.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2, line 25, after the word “Interior,” insert ‘‘ with the approval of 
the President.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. 
I move to insert “‘ with the approval of the President.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 
of the President.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, FINLEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina offers 
the following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the lands so repurchased in the United States shall be held 
by the purchasers under like limitations as those held at present. 

The SPEAKER, Where does this come in? 

Mr. FINLEY. At the end of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


insert 


after the word “Interior,” insert “with the approval of 


GRAND PORTAGE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimgus consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The bill (H. R. 10664) granting permission to the Indians on the 
Grand Portage Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, to 


cut and dispose of the timber on their several allotments on said | 


reservation, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Indians on the Grand Portage Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Minnesota, shall be, and they are hereby, permitted to 
cut and dispose of the timber on their several allotments, under such rules 
and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. McRAE. 
My attention was diverted at the time of the reading. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object, 
if the gentleman wants to say anything. It looks as though this 
bill was intended to allow tke Indians to sell their timber lands 
without any restriction, and I do not think it is the kind of a bill 
that ought to pass. My friend and I have had some experience 
with timber lands in that part of the country, and, as a rule, the 
man that they sell to gets it all and the Indian gets nothing. 

Mr. MORRIS. If the gentleman will allow me to make an ex- 
planation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. MORRIS. 1 think I can make it clear to my friend. You 
will notice that the language of this bill is to permit the Indians 


of this little reservation not to dispose of their lands at all, but to | 


cut and dispose of the timber on their allotments. Now, this is a 


little reservation in the northeast corner of the State of Minne- 
sofa. 


and paving blocks which are on these allotments. The object of 
this bill is to give these Indians the right to cut and dispose of 
this kind of timber in order that they may have some occupation 
in winter, and also to piece out the meager annuities which they 
receive from the Government. 

I will say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 


In line 6, page 2, after the word “Secretary,” | 


| from starvation. 
| they may beable to dispose of this timber so as to give them some- 
| thing to do, and also to piece out their annuities which they re- 


‘“with the approval of | 


In line 18, page 3, after the word ‘‘ Secretary,” 


18, page 3, after the word “‘Secretary,” insert “with the approval 


I should like to have the bill reported again. | 


The lands which have been allotted to the Indians are not | 
valuable for merchantable timber in the ordinary acceptation of | 
that term. They are, to some extent, valuable for the cedar posts | 
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that since I have been in this House I have been obliged to make 
application to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to furnish sup- 
plies to these Indians in the winter time in order to keep them 
The idea of this bill is simply to provide that 


ceive from the Government. I will further say to the gentleman 
from Alabama that I took up this matter with the present Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, who is perhaps as particular about 
the disposal of any timber lands of the Indians as any Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs has ever been. 

I went over this matter thoroughly with him, and he, with a 
full knowledge of the facts, said he thought it would be not only 
advisable but the very best thing that could be done that such a 
bill as this should be passed, but that this timber should be cut 
and disposed of under such regulations as the Indian Department 
should prescribe. In conformity with his suggestion I prepared 
the bill as it is now presented, and there is a report here, from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs or from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, favoring the passage of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD.: I should like to hear the report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORRIS. The report is on the Clerk’s desk. It comes in 
the shape of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
but it went through the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 26, 1900. 

Srr: The office is in receipt, by Department reference of April 23, 1900, for 
report, of a letter dated April 20,1900, from Hon. J. 8. Sherman, chairman of 
the House Committee on Indian Affairs, transmitting H. R. 10664, entitled 
“A bill granting permission to the Indians on the Grand Portage Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of Minnesota, to cut and dispose of the timber on their 
several allotments on said reservation."’ 

The bill is as follows: 

* Be itenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of America in Con- 
( assembled, That the Indians on the Grand Portage Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Minnesota, shall be, and they are hereby, permitted tocut and 
dispose of the timber on their several allotments under such rules and regu- 
lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

The Chippewa Commission, perce and acting under the provisions of 
the act of Congress approved January 14, 1889 (25 Stats., 642), has allotted 
“4,191.31 acres of land on the Grand Portage Reservation to 304 Indians of said 
reservation. Said commission completed its work and made its report Sep- 
tember 12, 189%. Said report was approved by this office November 4, 1896, 
and by the Department November 9, 1896. 

As the bill under consideration vests in the Department entire control of 
the cutting and disposition of the timber on the allotments on the Grand 
Portage Reservation, as most of the land is unfit for agricultural purposes, 
as there is but little timber upon it, and as the annuities of the Grand Port- 
age Indians are small, the office is of the opinion that the bill should be 
enacted into law, and recommends that the honorable Chairman of the House 
Committee on Indian Affairs be so advised. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. C. TONNER, 
Acting Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iseefrom the reportof the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs that there is very little timber on that reserva- 
tion, and for that reason I will not object. My experience has 
been that where the Iudians have occupied timber lands and 
have been allowed to dispose of timber the contractor gets all and 
the Indian gets nothing. In this case it seems that there is very 
little there. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, 


| was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. MORRIS, the motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ARIZONA WATER COMPANY. 


Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous coa- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
de sk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10967) to authorize the Arizona Water Company to construct 
power plant on Pima Indian Reservation in Maricopa County, Ariz. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Arizona Water Company, its successors and 
assigns, be, and it hereby is, authorized to erect. construct, maintain, and 
operate a water-power plant at the place on the Indian reservation set apart 
for the Pima and Maricopa Indians by Executive order dated June 14, 1879, 
in the county of Maricopa, Territory of Arizona, where the Arizona Canal, 
by means of a crosscut canal, drops a portion of the water back into the Salt 
River theretofore taken out by its dam and head gate. Said Arizona Water 
Company, its successors or assigns, is also authorized to erect, construct, and 
maintain the necessary poles and wires for the purpose of transmitting across 
said reservation, at the most practicable and convenient route, the electricity 
to be generated by such power plant: Provided, however, That said Arizona 
Water Company, its successors or assigns, shall at all times save and protect 


| all persons on said Indian reservation from any and all damages which may 


be caused by the erection and maintenance of said power plant, pole line, 
and wires used in connection therewith. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 


[After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 











The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
yassed, 

: On motion of Mr. KLEBERG, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DAM AT OR NEAR KNOXVILLE, TENN, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12099) to grant the Knoxville Power Company the right todam 
the Tennessee River, at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Knoxville Power Company, of Konxville, Tenn., 
be, and is hereby, authorized to construct a lock and dam across the Ten- 
nessee River at or near Knoxville, for the purpose of furnishing power for 
lighting, manufacturing, and other purposes. 

Sec. 2. That said company, in the construction and operation of said lock 
and dam, shall conform to all the conditions and requirements that may be 
made by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. That before beginning the work the Knoxville Power Company 
shall file with the Secretary of War the plans, drawings, specifications, etc., 
to be used in connection with the construction of said lock and dam, and shall 
have his approval thereof, and untilsuch approval is given the structure shall 
not be commenced. 

Sec. 4. That the work of construction of said lock and dam shall be carried 
on in such a manner as not to unnecessarily interrupt or impede navigation 
while it_is in progress: and when constructed the lock and dam shall be 
operated at the cost and expenseof the said Knoxville Power Company: Pro- 
vided, That the works shall be so constructed and operated as not to interfere 
in any way with the regular flow of waterin the river, and any ponding up or 
storing the water during certain periods so as to use it more rapidly during 
other periods is hereby prohibited: Provided furthér, That the said company 
shall be responsible for any damage or injury inflicted upon navigation inter- 
ests by said works or by reason of the failure of the said company to comply 
with any conditions or requirements made by the Secretary of War in respect 
thereto, and the said company shall also be responsible for any damage to 
private property resulting from overflow, and any litigation arising from any 
of these causes may be tried in the courts of the United States for the district 
in which the said works are situated: Provided further, That should the 
works at any time and for any cause whatever become an unreasonable ob- 
struction to navigation, the Secretary of War shall have authority to direct 
and compel the Knoxville Power Company to make such changes as may be 
necessary to obviate such obstruction at the expenseof the said Knoxville 
Power Company. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
works be not commenced within two years and completed within five years 
from the date hereof. 9 ; 3 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this actis hereby expressly 
reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? preay 3 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill reserve the right to object if the 
gentleman wishes to say anything. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
this bill was reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce in lieu of the one I introduced on the same subject, and 
is, in effect, recommended by the Secretary of War, by General 
Wilson, and by Major Kingman. It will improve the navigation 
of the Tennessee River without any cost to the Government. 
The whole matter will be under the charge of the War Depart- 
ment. The expenses of operating the locks are all borne by the 
company. The United States is put to no expense, It is an im- 
provement of the navigation of the river at a cost of over $400,009, 
and possibly a half million of dollars. Major Kingman says it is 
the very sort of improvement that the Tennessee River needs, and 
therefore it is recommended by the engineering department of the 
Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if this river is navigable at this place at this time? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is navigable in ordinary water. This im- 
proves the navigation for a distance of 20 miles above Knoxville. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How many months of the year is the 
river navigable at present? 

Mr. GIBSON. Eight months, and often all the year round, for 
light-draft boats, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And you propose to put a dam there to 
improve the navigation? 

Mr. GIBSON. To improve the navigation above Knoxville. 
But the dam is to be so constructed that boats can pass it by 
means of a lock. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is there anything in this bill that pre- 
vents the company charging lockage? 

Mr. GIBSON. Locks are provided for, all at the expense of the 
company, and under the control of the War Department. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is there anything in this bill that pro- 
hibits the company charging the commerce of the river lockage? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; all lockage is done free, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the bill state that? 

Mr. GIBSON. It expressly provides it in the bill. A similar 
bill is also before the Senate, and the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce has added two small amendments, which I propose to add, 
that the lock and dam shall be operated free of cost or charge 
to all vessels passing through the same, and at the cost and ex- 
pense of the Knoxville Power Company. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman from Ten- 
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| nessee that the people of my State are largely interested in the 
| Tennessee River. The bill may be a very good one, but it is the 

first time I have heard of it, and I am not willing to haveit go 
| through by unanimous consent, without looking into it to satisfy 
| myself that it is all right, because it evidently surrenders the 
| whole control of that river to a private corporation. I object for 
| the present. 

EDWARD EVERETT HAYDEN, 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 2884) for the relief of Edward Everett Hayden, an ensign on the 
retired list of the Navy. 

Whereas Ensign Edward Everett Hayden. United States Navy, was placed 
upon the retired list of the Navy by reason of the loss of a leg, resulting from 
an accicent incurred in the line of duty; and 

Whereas sections 1493 and 1494 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
permit an officer of the Navy who has been wounded in the line of duty to 
—— upon the active list while capable of performing other than sea duty; 
anc 

Whereas several other officers of the Navy suffering from similar disa- 
bility for sea duty have been, and are now, retained on the active list, in ac- 
cordance with the above-mentioned sections of the Revised Statutes; and 

Whereas the said Edward Everett Hayden has been, since his retirement, 
engaged in scientific study and work of value to and under the direction of 
the Navy Department, including service during the war with Spain, when he 
volunteered for active duty and served creditably and longer than any other 
retired officer of the Navy: Therefore, that justice may be done the said 
Edward Everett Hayden and that the Navy Department may be enabled 
to command his services during peace as well as war, in accordance with 
the above-mentioned sections of the Revised Statutes, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of law regulating appointments in 
the Navy by promotion in the line and limiting the number of lieutenants to 
be appointed in the United States naval service are hereby suspended for the 
purpose of this act only, and only so far as they affect Edward Everett Hay- 
den; and the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in the exer- 
cise of his discretion and judgment, to nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint said Edward Everett Hayden, now an 
ensign on the retired list of the Navy of the United States, tothe grade and 
rank of lieutenant on the active list of the Navy, as of the date of May 1, 
1895, and to place his name in the Register of the Navy next after that of 
his classmate John Hood: Provided, That the said Hayden shall establish to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, upon examination by a board 
of officers convened pursuant to the provisions of section 1496 of the Revised 
Statutes, his mental, moral, and professional fitness to perform the shore 
duties of a lieutenant, and before a medical board, pursuant to the provisions 
of sections 1493 and 1494 of said statutes, that his existing physical disqualifi- 


cation was occasioned by wounds received in the line of his duty, and that 
such wounds do not incapacitate him for duties other than sea duty in the 
grade of lieutenant: And provided further, That he shall receive no pay or 


emoluments by reason of such reappointment to the active list of the Navy 
except from the date of such reappointment, and that he shall be additional 
to the number of officers prescribed by law for the grade of lieutenant in the 
Navy, and in any grade to which he may hereafter be advanced. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the tab!e. 
BEACON LIGHT ON HAMBROOK BAR, CHOPTANK RIVER, MARYLAND, 

Mr. KERR of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13399) for the establishment of a beacon light on Hambrook Bar, 
Choptank River, Maryland, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 

and directed to have established a beacon light on Hambrook Bar, Choptank 


River, Maryland, and beacon range lights to guide into the harbor of Cam- 
bridge, Md., at a cost not to exceed $10,000, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 





tion of the bill? eo a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. KERR of Maryland, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT OR NEAR CAPE GIRARDEAU, 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10846) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Cape Girardeau, Missouri. ; 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. VANDIVER. To save time, I ask that the reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. This is a bridge bill, and the gentleman asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the 
bill. Isthere objection? [|Afterapause.}] The Chair hears none. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 
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On motion of Mr. VANDIVER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EDWARD B, HOWARD. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3135) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Lieut. Edward B. Howard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to amend the military record of Lieut. Edward B. Howard, 
Company G, Fourteenth New Hampshire Volunteers, and grant him an hor 
orable discharge. 

With the following amendment, recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

“Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. STEELE, a motion to reconsider the last vote | 


was laid on the table. 
RIVERS AND HARBORS. 
Mr. BURTON. 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 13189, the river 
and harbor bill. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved itself 


with Mr. HopkKINs in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union is now in session pursuant to the direction of 
the House, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill, as follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, if I did not feel that a pub- 
lic duty rested upon me to do so, I should not trespass upon the 
time of the committee this morning, for I am extremely unwell; 
but in view of the very ferocious and savage attack which was 
made by my good and honored friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 
in accordance with his usual custom, upon that feature of the pend- 
ing bill in which my constituents are most deeply concerned, I do 
not feel that I ought to remain silent. 


from the West necessarily found its way to the southern com- 
munities along that river by means of steamboats. 
Unquestionably since the advent of these railroads there has 
been a great falling off in this through commerce. But the cities 
and towns in that valley have become so greatly augmented in im- 
portance, there areso many more people dwelling within its limits, 


| there are so many more commercial! communities there engaged in 


business that even with this through commerce considerably 
eliminated there remainsa quantity vaster and more valuable than 
in the early days, when the large and costly steamboats made so 
conspicuous and ostentatious a display. 

But the great through traffic that comes down the railways which 


| penetrate the valley along thesides of this noble stream is discharged 


at points of distribution such as Cairo, Memphis, Greenville, Vicks- 
burg, Baton Rouge, New Orleans, and numerous other ports, and 


| from them it is distributed to the dwellers of the valley, and that 
| distribution takes place by local steamers which constantly arrive 


| and depart. 


So the change is merely in the character of the com- 
merce, and not in the aggregate amount of it. 

Undoubtedly but for the construction of these railways the 
tra‘fic upon the river would be greater still, for it would then have 
comprised not only this distribution from local points which I 


| have described, but also the through traffic which now goes by rail. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve | 


1 believe I have said enough on this point. Iwill, however, add 
that if my friend be correct—if the value of that stream as a com- 
mercial artery has entirely or substantially ceased to exist—the 
business men of the city of St. Louis, which lies at the head of 
navigation of the lower river, are greatly in error. I hold in my 
hand a memorial to the Congress of the United States, which is 


| signed by every business association in that city, asking and plead- 
| ing that liberal and extensive appropriations be made in order that 
| they may better utilize this stream in conducting its commerce. 

into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, | 


Before discussing questions relating to the work upon the river 


| I will take up another error into which my good friend has fallen. 


In his great desire to find something upon which to launch his 
criticism and invective he made reference to the improvement 
which is in contemplation at the Southwest Pass of the Missis- 
sippi River, which pertains to and properly constitutes part of 
the harbor of the city of New Orleans. He stated that when the 


| work of improving the South Pass began, in 1875, it was founded 


I listened, Mr. Chairman, with great admiration to the per- | 


formance of my friend. I admired his superb diction, his attrac- 
tive delivery, his great intellectual activity, and his commanding 
presence, and in this I think I reflect the sentiments of all who 
listened to him. It has always been a pleasure to me to hear him 
speak. I have always acquired from him a great deal of infor- 
mation, and at times, Mr. Chairman, a vast amount of misinfor- 
mation. [Laughter. |] 

I have listened to him also with great regret; a regret that his 
splendid abilities were mercilessly turned against what I regard 
as the most important and beneficent feature cf this bill. I have 
always cherished the hope that at some time before I retired from 
Congress I would enjoy the pleasure of seeing his magnificent 
powers enlisted in behalf of this cause which I have so much at 
heart. His speech on the day before yesterday warned me, how- 
ever, that that hope, which I have so long hugged to my breast, 
must take its place in the limbo of the wreckage of other disap- 
pointments which have come to me in my life. 

I regret that I have not had the opportunity to read in print 
what he said in that speech, for I was much disturbed while he 
was addressing the committee, and therefore fear that I did not 
catch all of his observations. But it will be my effort, in part at 
least, to clear away some of the mist and vapor with which he 
surrounded his topic. 

In the first place, I wish to correct his statement that all com- 
merce on the Mississippi River has practically disappeared. 


upon what he designates as the principle of contraction, by which 
he meant such concentration of the water that it would scour ont 
a channel sufficient to enable vessels to enter and depart. He 
avers that in the improvement of the great Southwest Pass, for 
which this bill provides, the principle of contraction has been 
abandoned and that of diffusion, as he calls it, substituted, 

Mr. Chairman, my friend was mistaken in both statements, 
The principle of concentration was applied, it is true, to a con- 
siderable degree in the construction of what are known as tLe 
Eads jetties, which began in 1875. The Mississippi River makes 
its exit to the Gulf through three mouths. The center one is 
called the South Pass; the one to the east is called the Southeast 
Pass, and the one to the west is called the Southwest Pass. About 
93 per cent of all the water of the Mississippi River goes out, and 
substantially that quantity has always gone out, through the 
Southwest and the Southeast passes. There does not go to-day 
through the South Pass, according to the testimony, more than 7 
per cent of the total volume of the Mississippi River. That pass 
at no time has carried more than 10 or 11 per cent. 

Thus it will be seen that my good friend is entirely mistaken in 
his declaration that when the Eads jetties were undertaken the 
plan was to force all the water of the river to find its exit through 
a single one of the Passes. If he had given sufficient attention to 
the physical conditions at the mouth of the river he would have 
seen how utterly impossible it is to apply, to the extent stated by 
him, what he calls the principle of concentration. If members of 
the committee will turn to a map portraying the physical features 


| there existing they will find that the sediment which has been 


As | 


against that I will place the statement which was recently made | 


to me by a friend of mine, an honorable and upright gentleman, 
and particularly informed as to all matters pertaining to the navi- 
gation and commerce upon that river. That statement was to the 
effect that never at any time in its history has so large and valu- 
able a commerce floated upon the bosom of that mighty stream. 
The character of the commerce has changed, and because its char- 
acter changed my good and honored friend has fallen into the 
delusion that the commerce itself has substantially disappeared. 
There was a time when there were no railroads, Mr. Chairman, 
—— that valley, either from the North or the South, the 

ast or the West. And in those days the great through traffic 


| they would be rent asunder and wholly destroyed. 


brought down by the river during the centuries has been spread 
over an extensive area having very much the shape of a fan, and 
that the three Passes into which the river is there divided work 
their way through this formation to the Gulf, having banks so 
narrow that a stone may almost be cast across them. Being com- 
posed of extremely friable soil, these banks are so fragile that if 
there were any extensive concentration of water between them 
If the banks 
of these Passes were firm and stable, there would be no substan- 
tial difficulty, by suitable concentration works, in securing any 
depth desired through the bar at the mouth of the river. 

When Mr. Eads proposed his enterprise to the Congress of the 
United States he was compelled, against his wishes, to take the 
South Pass, which is the most inferior of the three, upon which 
to make his experiment. It proved to be extremely difficult by 
concentration works to secure just the quantity of water needed 
to scour out the Pass to the required dimensions, and the channel 
has been maintained by means of dredging in connection with 
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the jetties, which has been carried on with more or less constancy. 
It is largely through dredging operations that we expect to secure 
and maintain a 35-foot channel through the magnificent South- 
west Pass. 

And the money which the Government proposes to expend for 
that purpose will be returned many fold. 1 had in my possession, 
but unfortunately have mislaid it, a clipping which I took a few 
days since from the New York Tribune, giving figures as to the 
commerce now passing through the mouth of the river. Those 
figures absolutely startled me. The statement was that last year 
one hundred and forty-five millions of exports went out from the 
city of New Orleans, and that her imports had also largely in- 
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creased, thus showing that New Orleans is treading fast upon the | 
heels of Boston as the second commercial port in the United | 


States. New Orleans to-day is, and for many years has been, 
the second city so far as exports are concerned. 
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levees do, as a matter of fact, aid the navigation of the Mississippi 
River? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will come to that presently. 
to discuss all features of the work before I finish. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when this work began it was the belief of 
those who constituted the Mississippi River Commission, and 
Captain Eads himself in those days was a member, that this great 
work might be accomplished for a sum far less than experience 
has shown to be necessary. Some engineers believed that confine- 
ment of the floods would so deepen the river that in time levees of 
comparatively insignificant dimensions would suffice to prevent 
overflows. In 1882, three years after the creation of the commis- 
sion, it made its first contribution to levee building. Nobody at 
that time knew, and nobody could tell, to what extent the flood 


Iam going 


| line would be elevated by the confinement of the floods which had 


And this one | 


hundred and forty-five millions, Mr. Chairman, was made np | 
largely from the contributions of the people of the great valley in | 


whose behalf I propose to speak to-day. They are not mendicants; 
they are not paupers; they are enterprising, substantial, brave, 


and courageous people, who are contributing their full share to | 


swell the magnificent industries and commerce of this country. 


so much misunderstanding, so much perversion and distortion of 


theretofore roamed largely at will over the greater part of the 
valley. Those who have been engaged in the work have had much 
to learn, for at the beginning there was no lamp of experience to 
guide them. No work comparable to it either in character or 
magnitude had been anywhere prosecuted. And so it is not to be 
wondered at that distinguished engineers may in some details 


| have been at fault in their early prognostications. 
Mr. Chairman, there has never been so much misrepresentation, | 


the truth regarding anything on this earth as is invariably mani- | 


fested whenever there comes to be a discussion of the improve- | 


ment of the Lower Mississippi River. My good friend {| Mr. Hrp- 
BURN], in the course of his speech the other day, made the state- 
ment that while only about fifteen or sixteen million dollars had 
been actually expended by the Government for levee construction, 
yet that the balance of the appropriations which have been made 
for the improvement of the lower river, something like twenty- 
five millions, must also be charged up to levee construction. He 


reached this conclusion by the disingenuous assertion that there | 


was never any real purpose to improve the river, and that but for 
the pressure for aid in levee eonstruction these twenty-five mil- 
lions would never have been expended. 


A gentleman who makes it his specialty to assault upon all | 


occasions the progress of this great work ought at least to have 
informed himself of its origin. I say to him now and to mem- 
bers of the committee here that this great enterprise was not 
inaugurated at the instance of these who are concerned in culti- 
vating the plantations in the Mississippi Valley. It did not have 
its genesis in any aspiration or desire upon their part to have the 
Government construct the levees necessary to protect them froin 
the tremendous floods which annually work their way down to 
the Gulf. Itcame, I might almost say, as the legitimate offspring 
of the great success which had come to Mr. Eads in the splendid 
works constructed by him at the mouth of the river. Asif by 
magic, the idea seemed at once to permeate the atmosphere that by 
the principle of concentration this great river could be improved, 
that the sand bars could be cut away, and that a channel might 
be opened sufficient, as some enthusiasts said, to allow even 
ocean-going vessels to ascend to the city of St. Louis. 

And so, in the midst of the enthusiasm resulting from the suc- 
cess of Captain Eads's great work, the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion wascreated. It came at the behest and urgency of the citizens 
of the great cities of St. Louis and New Orleans. It had its gene- 
sis, I repeat, solely, absolutely, and entirely in the belief and 
expectations of those great cities that the river might thus be so 
treated that it could be utilized to its greatest and fullest extent. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there naturally came about, as one of the | 


features of that improvement, because of the impulse which 


caused its inanguration, the notion that the floods should be con- | 


fined so as to effect the desired concentration of the water. It was 


believed by many of our able engineers that the confinement of | 


the floods by means of levees would aid in scouring the channel 
and clearing the path for the vehicles of commerce. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow an 
interruption? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is it not a fact that the people of riparian 
States along the Mississippi expended a very great deal of money 
in levee construction before the Mississippi River Commission 
began its operations? 

Mr. CATCHINGS, Yes; it is a fact. 
presently. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is it not also a fact that the riparian States 
have expended something like $20,000,000 in levee construction in 
the last twenty years? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, yes, it is true. 
very much more than that altogether. 

Mr. MONDELL. Wil the gentleman allow me another ques- 
tion? 

Mr, CATCHINGS. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Ic it the opinion of the gentleman that the 


I am coming to that 


They have expended 


As participation by the Government in levee building progressed 
it became necessary as a matter of course that the people thiem- 
selves should make greater and greater expenditures. It is the 
fact that since levee building began the people of the lower valley 
have expended something like $34,000,000 of their own means, as 
against about $16,000,000 expended by the Government. So it 
will be seen by gentlemen of the committee that they have done 
their full duty. It is also true that, to meet the higher flood level 
which was caused by the operations of the Government in given 
localities, some districts have been oblige to strain their resources 
to the utmost. 

The whole valley of the Mississippi was built up by sediment 
brought down and deposited by the river itself. Away back in the 
countless ages of the past the Mississippi River broke through the 
foothills of the Ozark Mountains, which cross it a few miles above 
Commerce, which is not a great distance above the city of Cairo. 

It is believed that at that time there was an arm of the sea extend- 
ing to that point and that the Mississippi in tumbling into the sea 
formed a waterfal! something like 500 feet in height. As the de- 
tritus from the Mississippi and the Ohio rivers and the Arkansas 
and the St. Francis and others which also emptied into this arm 
of the sea, I say as the detritus from all these great streams came 
pouring in there gradually began the formation of what we know 
to-day as the alluvial plains of the Mississippi delta, The ocean 
was gradually pushed back farther and farther by this huge mass 
of sediment until finally we haveitasitisto-day. Theresult of this 
process is that the Mississippi River. as is true, indeed, of all great 


alluvial streams. flows through a bed of its own 


creation. : Its 
banks and its bed are constituted of the same soil which you ‘ind 
throughout the whole valley. 
The banks of the Mississippi, like those of all silt-bearing 
streams which are overtopped by floods, are always higher than 
the lands farther back. Thiscomes from the very simple prop« 


tion that when such rivers get in ficod, with the water overflow- 
ing their banks, whereby a lateral ctrrent is created, the heaviest 


portions of the sediment being transported are dropped first, the 
lighter particles next, and so on, so that some distance back the 
water is practically denuded of itssediment,. Take the Mississippi 
River, for instance, as an illustration. Theland slopes back som: 


5 or 6 feet to the mile. The same condition prevails in 


owrTreat . . 
yrearer oO! 


| less degree as to all theinterior streams. The early settlers sought 
the high lands on the banks of the Mississippi River and of the 
interior streams, and in those days I think I may safely afiirm it 
had not entered the mind of any man that within this or the next 


or the next or the next generation any serious attempt would be 
made to occupy and cultivate the low back lands of t 
It was then a comparative!y easy matter for the settlers to sub- 
stantially protect themselves from overtiow. 

it was quite sufficient t» construct an inexpensive and small 
levee along the high bankand then a cross levee going back to the 
lowlands. ‘That was the wholeofit. The remainder of the 
valley, containing 32,000 square miles, in times of flood was a vast 
reservoir filled up w.th water. Not being confined, the watcr did 
not rise to so great a height, and so they were safe and protected. 
If it had not been for the existence of slavery it may well be 
doubted whether for inany generations any extensive cccupancy, 
even of the high ‘ands | have described, would have been at- 
tempted. But having full command of the labor of their slaves, 
and attracted by the extraordinary fert lity of the soil, the planters 
gradually entered the va ley and settled upon the high lands bor- 
dering upon the Mississ ppi River and upon the interior streams. 


> valley, 


eTreat 


| By using their slave labor at times when it could be spared they 


threw up the small embankments described, which were meas- 
urably sufficient for their protection. As the population increased 


ad mn eI 
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‘bearing streams the plan seemssimple and has therefore had some 
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the levee line was correspondingly lengthened, and as the water 
was thus more and more confined the flood level was gradually 
heightened and levees were made higher and stronger. It thus 
became necessary to organize levee districts to dothe work. Thus 
it went on until 1882, when the Government made its first con- 
tribution. 

There was then a very considerable system of levees, but noth- 
ing to be compared with what we have to-day, either in height or 
in width or in costliness. While ineffective against great floods 
they nevertheless sufficed, under conditions then prevailing, to af- 
ford considerable protection to those who dwelt behind them. So 
I say to you now, what seems not to be generally understood, that 
the settlement of the !ow back lands which were formerly regarded 
as worthless, is entirely because of the enormous impetus given | 
to levee building because of the contributions which have come 
from the Federal Treasury. Prior tothe interposition of the Gov- | 
ernment the planters, burdensome and hazardous as their condi- 
tion was, had accepted it as inevitable, and were doing the best 
they could through their levee organizations. The river com- | 
mission was not created at their instance, but through the com- 
mercial influences of the great cities of New Orleans and St. Lonis. 
But when the Government began its experiments in levee build- 
ing it became necessary that these levee districts should actively 
cooperate in building the levees higher and stronger, and this co- 
operation was heartily rendered, for the hope thus came to them 
that full and complete safety might thereby be secured. From 
that time the work has gone on and on, and in the doing of it the 
citizens have imposed taxes upon themselves, never, I believe, | 
elsewhere equaled. 

My friend from Iowa, who must be familiar with all that I have 
stated, should not have been so ungenerous as to demand that the 
people who are interested in the problems of flood protection should 
be held responsible for the twenty-five millions, of which not a 
dollar has been received by them. 

Not more, I believe, than one-third of the Mississippi Valley, 
taken as an entirety, is now being cultivated; yet the splendid ex- 
ports of the city of New Orleans, to which I have alluded, afford 
an ample test of its magnificent productivity. I believe the Mis- 
sissippi Valley is capable of producing more cotton than the Amer- 
ican people now consume. I believe it iscapable of prod &cing the 
major portion of the sugar needed by them. I believe it is capa- | 
ble of producing as muchrice as they consume. I believe that its 
supplies of hardwood are such as would meet their wants for gen- 
erations. Itis thus easy to foresee the vast profit which will come | 
to them from its full and complete development and protection. 

Mr. Chairman, as this work has progressed sundry theories have 
been exploited which have tended to confuse the public mind, 
and greatly obstruct and embarrass the efforts of those who have 
befriended it. 

For instance I invite attention to the notorious plan for avoid- 
ing floods by affording near its mouth an additional outlet for | 
the waters of the river. 

To one who has given no thought to the hydraulics of silt- 


adherents. Its chief feature was the digging a canal somewhere 
near the city of New Orleans so as to divert a large part of the 
water into Lake Borgne,and thence by ashorter route to the Gulf 
of Mexico. It is said that it would immediately lower the flood 
line all the way up the river to Cairo, and that there never could 
be an overflow again. 

The contention has been disapproved by every engineer who has 
ever investigated it; the absolute and obtuse fallacy of the propo- 
sition has been time and time again demonstrated; yet, like the 
fisherman's cork, it is forever bobbing up. It must not be forgot- 
ten that at one time the Mississippi had this very connection with 
the Gulf through Lake Borgne which it is proposed to give it, be- 
cause formerly the waters of the Gulf covered the whole valley. 
By perfectly natural and easily understood processes the river 
severed this connection of its own volition, and built up its bank 
80 as toshut off all communication with Lake Borgne, If the pro- 
posed canal should be now dug, the same processes would fill it 
up. and in a few years the Mississippi waters would all pursue 
their present course to the sea. If, however, such an outlet could | 
be permanently maintained, there would simply be two rivers 
where now there is but one, and the two together would not be so 
effective as the one nowis. This is because of the well-established | 
law of silt-bearing streams which flow through a bed of their own | 
making, that they can only make or maintain a bed commensu- 
rate with their volume. 

If there should be permanently withdrawn from the Mississippi 
River one-half of its volume, but a few years would elapse before 
its bed would be diminished one-half. If its volume could be | 
permanently increased, there would soon be a corresponding in- | 
crease in the size of its bed. If, therefore, a permanent outlet 
should be established, the bed of the river below it would become | 
smaller and smaller, until it was only sufficient for the diminished | 
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| volume flowing through it. When this had come about the 


smaller bed thus created below the outlet would no more be able 
to carry off the excess of water which would seek it in times of 
flood than the whole river is now able to accommodate the excess 
of water which pours down it in times of flood. The consequence 
would be that overflows would come as frequently as before the 
outlet was made. Moreover, actual experience has shown that 
such an outlet would have no appreciable value in lowering 
the flood level above it. In 1890 a crevasse occurred at Nita, a 
short distance above New Orelans, which carried off 400,000 cubic 
feet of water per second, which was about one-third of the whole 
volume of the river. Yet only 60 miles above it not the slightest 
effect from it could be observed. 

Other theorists insist that the great bends should be cut through 
and the river straightened, sothat the water might go unimpeded 
to the ocean. Those who champion this plan overlook the fact 
that the great bars of the river are necessary to its salvation if it 
is to be used for commercial purposes. They constitute dams 
which hold back the water, and are absolutely essential to the 
river if it is to be maintained for commercial uses. If the river 
could be straightened, these bars would be destroyed, the river 


| would empty itself, and there would be nothing left. The engi- 


neering purpose has been not to destroy the bars, but merely to 
secure through them a sufficient channel through which water 
craft could pass, leaving the greater part of them intact to per- 
form their proper function of damming the water and holding it 
back. 

Those who advocate this method ought also to keep in mind the 
history of this river and the laws that govern its currents, which 
will persist, in spite of the efforts of man to change them. When 
a great bend 15 or 20 miles around is suddenly cut through at its 
base, the slope through the cutis so extreme that the water rushes 
through with prodigious force. It immediately undertakes to re- 
cover its natural and gentler slope. Itcan only do this by regain- 
ing the length lost by the cut through the bend, and to do this 
it must attack its banks, and by tearing them down prolong the 
bends above and below. Thus tremendous caving is precipitated 
by such a cut-off, which goes on until the river has regained its 
natural slope, and this can not be until it has recovered its lost 
length. From all this it results that not many years elapse after 


| such a cut-off has been made before the river is as long as ever, 


and again sweeping on in majestic curves. Mark Twain, in his 


| most interesting book describing life on the Mississippi in the 


early days, gives the cut-offs made from time to time between 
New Orleans and St. Louis, and the apparent shortening of the 
river thereby, and shows that if the river was really curtailed in 
length the city of New Orleans was brought so close to St. Louis 
as almost to be one of its suburbs. Asa matter of fact, notwith- 
standing the many cut-offs of the past, the river measures as 
many miles to-day as it ever did. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, we have had the reservoir plan, and it is 


| perfectly astonishing how that has lingered in the minds of men. 
| The idea of constructing reservoirs sufficient to hold back the gi- 
| gantic floods that sweep to the ocean! In 1897 there passed the 


city of Cairo, which is at the junction of the Ohio and the Missis- 
sippi rivers, the almost incredible quantity of 1,500,000 cubic feet 
of water per second. Can youconceive of reservoirs which would 
hold back that or any material part of it? But that is not all. 
The floods which bring destruction to the dwellers of the lower 
valley do not come from the head waters of the Missouri. They 


| do not come from the head waters of the Mississippi. This has 


been demonstrated over and over again, In 1897 by actual meas- 
urement 76 per cent of the 1,500,000 cubic feet of water which 
flowed by the city of Cairo came out of the Ohio River alone. 
That is the source of the floods which give so much trouble and 
bring so much destruction and devastation. 

The floods that come out of the Missouri River have no appre- 
ciable effect on the flood situation of the lower valley; they come 
at a time when the danger of overflow has gone. They usually 
appear in May or June, when what is regarded as the overflow 
season is over. So it is with the flood waters of the Upper Mis- 
sissippi. They have no effect except at times to prolong somewhat 
the flood condition produced by the waters of the Ohio. 

I have in my hand a page taken from a paper called the National 


| Advocate, which is headed ‘‘ Heavy Government appropriations,” 


which I will read: 


Millions and millions of dollars have been appropriated by the Federal 


| Government for the building of these levees and other constructionsintended 
| to protect the surrounding country from floods, and millions more must be 


appropriated by every Congress to come unless other steps are taken to pre- 


| vent these floods. These measures of the Government are merely palliative; 


they donot gotothe root oftheevil. Thereport of Capt. Hiram Chittenden, of 


| the Government Engineer Corps, however, shows that there is a way to strike 


at the trouble itself and largely prevent the floods instead of trying to in- 
close them between banks after they have become such. 

Heshowsin his official reports that by the building of a series of great storage 
reservoirs at the head waters of the Missouri floods can be prevented through 
the diverting of the excess of waters into these artificial lakes. Surely this 
is something for Congress to give its attention to. Here is a practical plan. 
An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure. Congress will go ahead 
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appropriating millions every session for flood prevention without a question, 
but it will not appropriate the same amount for a plan which, according to 
the Government's own engineers, promises far greater results. Ofcourse the 
damming of these natural reservoir sites would mean the reclamation of large 
tracts of land to irrigation, but this need not worry Congress, even its East- 
ern members, for the Eastern merchants are already alive to the situation 
and realize that the reclamation of the arid West would open to them the 
finest market in the world. 

I will take occasion to say that I do not believe that Captain 
Chittenden ever made such a statement. I do not believe that 
Captain Chittenden or any other student of the subject, has ever 
stated, or ever will state, that the people of the Mississippi Val- 
ley would be protected from overflows if the Missouri River could 
be literally blotted from the map, much less if its head waters 
should be stored. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow an 
interzyption? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MON 4. asked the gentleman a momen o if, in 

Mr. MONDELL. lLasked thegentleman a moment ago if, in his 
opinion, the levees were a permanent aid to navigation. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, LIamcoming tothat question; I am not go- 
ing to evade it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allowa further question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS., Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman consider the construc- 
tion of the levees as a permanent protection against floods? Asa 
matter of fact, as the levees are built higher and higher, does not 
the building of them necessitate the further raising of them? 


| 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I suppose! might as well come to that now. | 
I assure my friend that it had been my purpose to discuss all these | pur eL 
| to travel through a decent and civilized path created by confining 


questions. 

Mr. MONDELL. I donot wish to hurry the gentleman. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That leads me to take up another proposi- 
tion, which has also flown all over the continent and found lodg- 
ment, I may say, to some extent everywhere; that is, that the con- 


struction of levees has had the effect of raising the bed of the | 
Mississippi River. The contention is that as levees are built the | 


bed of the river rises, and that as the same quantity of water 
must pass through the channel in order to accommodate it and 
prevent floods, the levees must be made higher and higher. Dol 
correctly interpret the thought of my good friend? 

Mr. MONDELL. You do. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This proposition has been investigated, ex- 
amined, and reported upon many times. The Mississippi River 
Commission is composed of very distinguished and eminent men, 
all of whom, I am happy to believe, are my personal friends. 
The president is Gen. George L. Gillespie. Another member is 
Col. Amos Stickney; another, Maj. Thomas H.Handbury. These 
three are among the most accomplished engineers of the Army. 
Mr. H. L. Marinden, of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, is an- 
other member. Maj. B. M. Harrod, of New Orleans, who ranks 
among the eminent engineers of the country, is another. Still 
another is Mr. J. A. Ockerson, of St. Louis, who has been con- 
nected with the work of the commission since its organization, 
and has recently been appointed to it. His professional ability is 
universally admitted. Last, but by no means least, there is Hon. 
R. S. Taylor, of Indiana, one of the ablest men I ever met, and 
who, in my judgment, is of the very salt of the earth. 

These gentlemen have made the most elaborate inquiry, They 
have had cross-section measurements made of all parts of the 
river, and have recently testified that there is not the slightest 
evidence that levee building has produced a raising of the river 
beds. Professional opinion is that the levees produce a contrary 
effect. For instance, one of the members of the commission, in 
February, 1898, made this statement to the subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on Commerce which was appointed to investi- 
gate the works upon the river: 


If you complete your levee system so as to confine your flood discharge 
to the channel you get a more effective agency in the work of scour. The 
river at its flood makes a bigger path for itself than it would if it were not 
restrained. A considerable deposit of sediment in the river is avoided, and 
the channel keeps larger and keeps open better. 

Again he stated: 


The plan of the commission originally reported to Congress contemplated 
the restraint of the floods as one of the means for improving the channel for 
navigation. It was considered that as the Mississippi River makes its own 
channel and must always continue to make it, and as it makes it by the sole 
agency of scour, it would do that work most effectively by being concentrated 
in the highest possible degree. The power of the river to scour its channel 
increases with its velocity, and it was considered to be as necessary for the 
final improvement of the channel to control the high-water discharge as to 
control the low-water discharge; and this, it was thought, could be done in 
no other way than by the extension of the levee system. 


He further said: 

Through all the changes of its membership it was always the judgment 
of a majority of its members that the restraint of the floods was essential 
to a complete improvement of the channel for navigation. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. A moment ago the gentleman referred to the 
fact that the construction of the levees by the Government had 
necessitated further and increased construction by the riparian 





States, and I understood him to say that this was necessitated by 
the increases in the flood height 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is true—certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. The increase of the flood height brought 
about by the construction of Government levees. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir; together with construction by the 
people in cooperation with the Government. 

Mr. MONDELL. Was not that an admission on the part of the 
gentleman that the levees, as a matter of fact, have raised the 
tlood height: and inasmuch as the levees confine the stream in- 
stead of allowing it to spread over the country, depositing its silt 
as it spreads, what becomes of the silt that the river carries and 
must necessarily deposit if it is not deposited in the narrowed 
channel? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend must understand that there isa 
great difference between what is called the flood level and the 
low-water level. Of course if you confine the water and prevent 
its spreading over the great valley you increase the flood level— 
the height to which the water rises. But the low-water level re- 
mains exactly the same. There is an increase of the flood level 
without any rising whatever of the bed of the river. 

Now, the gentleman asks what becomes of the sediment. Let 
me state to my friend that the disposal by the river of its detritus 
is one of the wonders of the world. When these times of great 
overfiow come and there are no levees to confine the floods, they 
loiter and linger and saunter along like a lazy man, so that a wave- 
crest will take weeks to pass from Cairu to the Gulf; whereas it 
will go down in ten days if the spur is put toitand itis compelled 





the waters. 

My friend also knows it to be a principle of hydraulics that the 
capacity of a stream to support and carry sediment depends en- 
tirely upon its velocity. When its velocity is increased, its ability 
to transport its sediment is also increased. When, therefore, the 
floods are confined, they take off tons and tons and tons of sedi- 
ment which they would drop if not confined. 

As to the amount of sediment which the river carries, let me 
make a statement—and this is one of the great difficulties with 
which we have to contend—for I do not propose to do now what 
I have never done here before. Ido not propose to withhold any- 
thing bearing legitimately upon the discussion of this question. I 
believe my friend from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] will do me the credit 
of saying that I have always endeavored as best I cou!d to discuss 
every suggestion or proposition, whether adverse or not, which 
could be advanced in connection with this subject. I shrink from 
nothing. Because it is my duty to do so, I am ready to meet in 
debate all who may take part in it, though knowing that at all 
times I run a serious risk of being unhorsed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
first departure of the gentleman from his almost universal rule I 
have noticed this morning. In his argument in opposition to the 
statement I made that concentration was the rule first adopted in 
the treatment of this river he has said nothing of the rectification 
of the banks in the interest of concentration. I ask the gentle- 
man whether, as a matter of fact, the plan of the commission did 
not propose a uniform width of 4,000 feet for the river, and 
whether they did not spend many millions of dollars in the con- 
struction of a false bank for the purpose of concentrating the 
waters in conjunction with the levees that were being built? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will answer my good friend by saying 
that my criticism of what he had said related to his remarks con- 
cerning the improvement which was made by Captain Eads atthe 
South Pass of the Mississippi River. I understood my friend to 
say that the policy was then to close the other mouths of the river 
and force all the water to go through the South Pass. I under- 
took to tell him that. As a matter of fact nosuch effort was ever 
made; nor was it ever expected that by any construction that 
might be made more than 10 per cent of the volume of the river 
would be compelled to go through the South Pass. I endeavored 
to show him that it was impossible to force a larger volume 
through that mouth without destroying the works themselves. 

It is true. as my friend has suggested, that in the early days of 
this work there was an effort to revet the banks of the Mississippi 
River; but this revetment was no part of aconcentration policy. 
Its object was to prevent the enormous caving constantly occur- 
ring, thus increasing the sediment which the river must transport, 
and which when dropped occasions the great bars which make so 
much trouble to navigation. The idea of the commission was 
that if the banks could be held in place by revetment and the river 
by that means compelled atall stages totravel over the same path, 
under the principle that in time water will wear away a rock, the 
river would be forced to scour out and lower its bed. That was 
the whole policy of the revetment system, which was quite largely 
entered into at the inception of this work. And it is true to-day 
as an engineering proposition, it is absolutely correct, and I have 
no criticism whatever to pass upon the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion in this respect. 
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I say now that their engineering theory was absolutely sound; | 


that if the banks of that river could be made permanent, and by 
that means it could be compelled from one end of the year to the 
other to travel over precisely the same path, there would be a 
wearing away of the bottom which would eventually so lower it as 
irgely to dispense with the necessity for levees and make over- 
ows practically impossible. 
They have computed that 94 acres, 66 feet deep, for every mile 
of the Mississippi River are annually destroyed by caving between 
Cairo and Donaldsonville. Under another method of computa- 
tion that amounts to 10 square miles, 86 feet deep,each year. Such 
is the load which the river has to pack. It was hoped by revet- 
ting the banks and preventing this enormous caving the river 
could be relieved of this prodigious burden, which fatigues even 
that giant stream and sometimes causes it to lay its load down in 
despair. That was the purpose of the revetment work. 
Associated with it was the purpose to narrow the river where 
its width is excessive to about 3,000 feet, which is regarded as its 
natural width. That was to be done not by revetment, but by 
contraction works, known as ** permeable dams,” which, whi!e ad- 
mitting the passage of the water, yet sufficiently checked its ve- 
locity to compel it to drop its sediment and thus build up new or 
artificial banks. These contraction works were entirely success 
ful in this respect, but, unfortunately, when the river was thus 
taken by the throat and held up, so to speak, by these ,protec- 
tion works on one side, it immediately avenged itself by tearing 
down its banks on the opposite side. It thus became necessary to 
revet the opposite bank in order to maintain the conditions estab- 


' 
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lished by the contraction works. But it became manifest after | 


some years of experiment that this class of work was too costly, 


could it was not likely to do it. I believe the estimate was that 
it would cost something like $134,000,000 to effect this kind of bank 
protection as far down as the mouth of the Red River. I may be 
in error as to the amount, but it was something enormous. W hat 
I am now discussing is the system of permanent improvement 
originally entered upon. 

Now, the commission have abandoned that, not because from 
an engineering standpoint it was in the least degree incorrect, 
but because of its great costliness. Moreover, commerce, which 
was crying out londly for relief, was not content in any view of 
the question to await the inevitably slow progress of this perma- 
nent improvement. Therefore revetment as a principal feature 
of the work has been discarded. It is now employed to a limited 
extent for the purpose of protecting commercial centers, such as 


New Orleans, Memphis, Greeneville, Natchez, Helena, and other | 


similar places where it is essential that there should be some per- 
manency; and to prevent the making of cut-offs, which, as I have 
hitherto explained, work so much destruction both above and be- 


_low them; and to protect important levees, as,for instance, at 


Lake Bolivar, Lake Providence, and Kempe Landing, which if 
destroyed by caving could only be replaced at enormouscost. At 
such points it is manifest wisdom to preserve existing levees by 
revetment. 

With these exceptions it may be fairly said that revetment no 


longer constitute a part of the ordinary plans of the Mississippi | 


RiverCommission. forthe purposeof annually giving temporary 
relief to low-water navigation they now make extensive use of 


hydraulic dredges. These hydraulic dredges are one of the mar- | 
vels of the century, and the Mississippi River Commission to a | 


very great extent have been pioneers in their construction and 
operation upon a comprehensive and extended scale. Every dol- 
lar which the Government has expended in connection with their 


whole work would have been well spent if they had done nothing | 
more than demonstrate by their experiments the marvelous | 


capability of the hydraulic dredge. 
They sent the drawings and designs of some of their dredges to 
the Paris Exposition, which took the gold premium, or whatever 


the first premium was called. There they were examined and | 


studied by professional men fromeverywhere. Mr. Lynden Bates, 
who constructed their first great hydraulic dredge, has recently 
built one for the Russian Government for use on the river Volga, 
which is the largest in the world and has the capacity to remove 
something like 5,000 cubic yards per hour. These dredges are 
ised in the low-water season for the purpose of cutting out a 
channel through the bars. The work is temporary, of course. 
These channels are destroyed when the high water comes, when 
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Mr. Chairman, the work of levee building has not been done in 
the dark. My friend from Iowa [Mr. HepBuRN]. who always as- 
sails this project, will persist in overlooking the very language of 
the law under which the work is progress:'ng. He will insist and 
persist from morning until noon, from noon till night, and I sup- 
pose he insists and persists in his dreams, so that it is the first 
thing that enters that active and marvelous brain of his when he 
arises in the morning that there is no necessity for improvement 
of the navigation of the river in times of flood, because there is 


| ample water. Now, the very language of the law requires that 


the Mississippi River Commission shall prepare and prescribe 
such plans as shall best improve the navigation and promote the 
interests of commerce at all stages of the river. My friend shuts 
his eyes when he comes to those words and always endeavors to 
confine the debate to the narrow point of the capacity of theriver 
in times of flood to float a steamboat. = 
Well, now, Mr. Chairman, does it not promote the interests of 
commerce to construct these levees and preserve that magnificent 
domain from the floods, and is the benefit thereby conferred 
merely local? While those who own the plantations in the Mis- 
sissippi Valley are primarily benefited by this levee construction, 
ultimately many others are benefited as well. Proverbially, like 
all planters, they save no great sum over and above their ordinary 
necessities and comforts, and in my district the people, God b!ess 
them, are generous and free-hearted, and what they earn is not 
put away in a miser’s hoard, but spcedily finds its way into the 
marts of commerce. There is not acity in this country, from 
Loston tothe Gulf or to San Francisco, which does not find many 
of its most valuable purchasers in this great valley. The cities of 


| Cairo, Memphis, Vicksburg, Helena, Greenville, Natchez, Baton 
that the Government could not afford to do it, and that even if it | 


Rouge, and the great cities of St. Louis and New Orleans are all 
extensively engaged in traffic with its inhabitants. 

These inhabitants produce little else than raw material. What 
they produce and sell constitutes a very large part of the exports 
of this country and helps to maintain the balance of trade. ‘They 
make cotton and sugar and rice for sale, and practically nothing 
else. Their storehouses are kept in the West. They buy their 
mules and horses from those who raise them in the great Western 
States. their harness, plows, wagons, gin stands, and farming im- 
plements generally, their clothing, and all that they wear and 
consume. All of these things, for which they pay millions of dol- 
lars, they buy from the great cities all over this country. 

Mr, Chairman, is it not a fact that every man who finds for 
what he has to sell a purchaser in the Mississippi Valley is inter- 


| ested in its protection? 


Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Are not these arguments of yours and these 
facts, in which I agree with the gentleman, equa!ly applicable to 
the people of the Missouri River Valley or any otier stream whose 
inhabitants must be protected from overfows and destruction of 
their property? If that isa proper matter for public appropria- 
tion, would it not apply to the people similarly situated upon any 


| stream? 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not wish to discuss the Missouri River 
question, but assuming what I believe to be the case, that the gen- 
tleman has in mind the protection of property on that river from 
caving, I will say that the people in the Mississippi Valley have 
never asked or expected the Government to expend one dollar of 
money for the purpose of preventing their plantations and prop- 
erty from caving into the river. Caving goeson constantly at the 
enormous rate which [ have hitherto described, but it has not oc- 
curred to the people of that valley, and I think it never will occur 
to them, that the Government ought to take money out of its 
Treasury and revet its banks for the purpose of keeping their plan- 


| tations from caving in. 


Mr. RUCKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RUCKER. Have not the riparious owners on the Mis- 


| souri River as much right to have their property prevented from 


they are filled up with silt, but they are easily renewed; so that | 


the expense which, as I say, hitherto attended this work will 


very largely decrease. The revetment work having been largely | 


abandoned, the contraction work being used now to a very lim- 
ited extent, and there being nothing except the maintenance of 


the levee system for the control of floods, the construction and op- | 


eration of hydraulic dredges to ameliorate conditions in times of 


low water, and the protection of a limited number of localities, | 


the ultimate cost of the work of improvement will be greatly less 
than originally estimated, 


caving by protecting its banks as the people on the Mississippi 
to have their property protected from overflow by means of levees? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I have not said that the 
Government has Sa money to be used in the construc- 
tion of levees for the purpose of protecting property from tho 
losses occasioned by overflow. On the contrary, I affirm that the 
expenditure has been made for the purpose of aiding the naviga- 
bility of the river, and especially at high-water stages, when oth- 
erwise a great portion of the valley would be inundated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Mississippi may have time in which to con- 
clude his remarks. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, in 
response to the gentleman from Missouri, that I do not want to 
be put in the attitude of now criticising the plans of my good 
friends along the Missouri River. There are 32,000 square miles 








1901. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


941 





of fertile lands in the Mississippi Valley subject toinundation. In 
a period of overflow it is converted into a vast sea 40 to 60 miles 
wide, and all commerce and traffic with other sections of the coun- 
try is for the time absolutely terminated. The great coal fleets 
which come out of the Ohio, bearing millions of tons for con- 
sumers, must be held back, because they can not go down in 
safety, and can find no place in which they can be unloaded, and 
no persons to whom the coal can be sold, 

Every steamboat is tied to the banks, and there is an absolute 
dearth of business throughout the valley. So that when we pro- 
tect it from overflow by means of levees we promote the interests 
of commerce, we help to create and maintain it, and we provide 
safety and facilities for the vehicles by whichitis carriedon. That 
valley is traversed by great railroads engaged in interstate com- 
merce. Hundreds of millions of tons of freight from all parts of the 
country going to all parts of the country pass through and across 
it by means of these great interstate railways. When the floods 
come, this important and necessary traffic is seriously interrupted. 
Is it not worth while, by affording protection, to encourage the 
use for the purposes of interstate commerce of this great natural 
route forrailways? The president of the Illinois Central Railroad 
has stated that his road going down through this valley was in- 
terrupted by the floods in 1897 for nearly two months, and that it 
sustained damages exceeding half a million dollars. 

I mention that as but one illustration out of many which I might 
have hunted up and produced. 

So, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen may talk of this work as they 
please. I say there is no money which this Government has ex- 
pended, and none that it is likely to expend, which will create and 
maintain a greater volume of commerce, I say that there is no 
other purpose for which money can be expended which would 
bring somuch of joy and comfort to such amultitude of our citizens. 

The people of my district—and when I speak of them I describe 
all the dwellers in the valley—are like that splendid body of men 
we know as the pioneers of the West. They have been accus- 
tomed to contend with the great and mighty forces of nature. 
They are of true heroic mold. They have been ever dauntless 
and courageous in the presence of the perpetual menace to their 
welfare and safety. This high courage and resolution, I am proud 
to say, have descended from father to son. When the Spanish 
war came upon us, although in my Congressional district there 
are fewer white men than in any other, and with no idle classes 
to draw from, nearly five full companies of splendid young men 
immediately sped to the front. It was not their destiny to par- 
ticipate in combat with the foe; but if it had been so ordered 
they would have given abundant proof that, in the language of 
Prince Bismarck, one of the most stupendous figures of modern 
times, ‘‘ they fear God and nothing else.” It is in behalf of such 
people, sir, that I make my plea. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman permit me an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Iam in full sympathy with the gentleman 
from Mississippi in this matter. I believe that the building of the 
levees along the Lower Mississippi by the General Government is 
entirely proper, even though the construction of the levees protect 
private property and perform no other service; and I shall vote 
for the bill when it comes to a vote, partially because it contains 
this item and because it protects the land of the constituents of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. But I wish to ask the gentleman if, 
when an amendment is offered which will perform partly thesame 
service for my constituents which are performed here for his indi- 
rectly, when by an amendment we aid navigation and at the same 
time aid indirectly irrigation, he will not vote with us on that 


ae 

r. CATCHINGS. If my friend can satisfy me that there are 
rivers in the arid region which are capable of bearing commerce, 
and which are likely to bear commerce; that steamboat lines are 
likely to be established for transporting commerce upon them, I 
should not object, unquestionably, to furnishing them a supply of 
water by means of reservoirs. But my friend must not misunder- 
standme. Iwanttobefrank. Ifhe proposes tosecure the storage 
of water to use for irrigation I could not vote for it, because it 
would not be germane to this bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. The amendment which I propose and which I 
have in mind is primarily in the interest of navigation, but indi- 
eeoey it will enable the people of that region to irrigate the arid 

and. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ifmy friend could satisfy me of that Ihave 
no objection to it; but Ishould want to carefully consider whether 
any stream to be used in irrigating arid lands would be capable of 
bearing commerce. 

Mr, Chairman, I have already too long trespassed on the time 
of the committee, I am sure, but before I take my seat I feel it to 
be incumbent upon me to take some notice of an attack that was 
made upon me by acarefully prepared article published on the 6th 
day of July, 1898, in a newspaper called the Vicksburg Dispatch, 
by a gentleman who has since been elected my successor, 


ED 
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I take notice of this because my friend from Iowa [Mr. Her- 
BURN] made such use of it in his speech that I can not remain 
silent. He quoted from it the charge that, because of dereliction 
of duty on my part, only about $2,000,000 of the sum appropriated 
by Congress had at that date been set apart to levee construction 
in my district since I became a Representative; and the further 
charge that. because of similar dereliction on my part, certain 
rivers in my State, which I shall name later on, had been neglected. 
These charges against me have thus been repeated in the presence 
of my colleagues here, and have been perpetuated in the CoNGREs- 
SIONAL Recorp. No just man can complain if I defend myself 
in the same presence and likewise perpetuate my defense in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Before making specific reply, and in order that my defense may 
be better understood, I desire to invite attention to the fact that 
all appropriations that have been made for the Lower Mississippi 
have been granted in general terms and with full latitude to the 
Mississippi River Commission to disburse and expend them as 
they might deem best, having in view the purpose of Congress in 
making them. Some of the money thus placed at their disposal 
they have expended in constructing revetments and other channel 
works at Plum Point and elsewhere. Some of it has been ex- 
pended in the construction and operation of dredge boats. Some 
of it has gone into the construction of levees; some has gone for 
other purposes. On page 4550 of volume 7 of the Report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 1900 will be found a consolidated statement 
of all their expenditures. As to all expenditures they have full 
latitude. 

Now, I have always entertained the opinion that I had dis- 
charged my full duty when I had taken my part in securing these 
general appropriations from Congress. 1 have always attended 
the meetings of the Mississippi River Commission because I have 
acquired much information and benefit and profit from my inter- 
course with its members, but I never, either in public meeting or 
private conversation, requested them to allot a single dollar of 
this money for my district. I have had such high regard for these 
distinguished officers that I have felt that it would be both idle 
and improper for me to attempt, by solicitation or otherwise, to 
control their action in the matter of disbursements to be made 
by them. 

This publication, which was designed to array the people of my 
district against me, makes the statement that at its date the Con- 
gressional district which I have the honor to represent had re- 
ceived at the hands of the Mississippi River Commission since 
I became a Representative only $1,824,433.22. As I propose to dis- 
pute this statement, I shall publish with my remarks the whole 
article, so that its author may have the same detailed hearing 
before this magnificent tribunal that I propose to have myself. 
This is just to both him and me. Now, while I have not, for the 
reasons already given, solicited the Mississippi River Commission 
to make specific allotments for my district, I propose to show how 
grossly inaccurate the figures of my assailant are. I dispute the 
statement which my friend from Iowa put into the Recorp for 
the purpose, in part, of vindicating the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion itself from what would otherwise have seemed to be a very 
gross discrimination against the citizens of my district. 

Now, there were actually expended by the United States from 
1882 to April 30, 1900, as is shown by the report of the Mississippi 
River Commission, on page 4536 of the report of the Chief of En- 
gineers for 1900, which I have on my desk, and which bears date 
June 30, 1900, the sum of $15,193,050.21, distributed as follows: 
NT Oi, IP RMREND GINO son cece eccres aqesee cevese tasgenessmeecse 
Lower St. Francis district ..................... etintniietcaihiaitn batons 
White River district , 121, 257. 
yD Te ili leads palehiphietlinieiaaipiliod 055, 105. § 
Lower Yazoo district .........-.-- jiniantaeianmiate savannas 2, 792, 
ticki ns em aRenhnnnanai thine keanense 3 
es nanan eeii ieee nantsa died acanesae 
Neen TT TT Tes inne Sse paces aban beneedeerawebadenaneees 
Lafourche district............... cists telecine dteiasniitintinine pinteeenuniningt 
lin aidincn techerceeliniglp aman AS ee ia wean mien 


Pontchartrain district ---.- Se eee ee ce es wlgiandit 
RE GED cancncacenncconcccudscode ielithianaisleni canis cinta 


i Ni lana anit nal anends bvisihinibimuamaia . 15,193,050 > 


From the appropriation of two millions and a quarter carried 
by the sundry civil bill of June 6, 1900, which have been largely 
thought not wholly expended (I refer to page 4526 of the same re- 
port), $1,065,500 were allotted to be expended for levees, as fol- 
lows: 

I re ar IIE on dh pc ddna schewsacaund eeddabgediadousece cateus $20), 000 
NE CGF SEINE OOD « cinticn need ncsdn acceded tiene eccenseece 114, 500 
We RIGS RIVER GIBUP ICE... 220 ccucnn cscccowo rene scares nensse veece sc ccese coos ) 
Upper Yazoo district ........... A ee ne ened wasn mW) 
I, cnn cnne Vondadhtiddlsebts debnddescess va ee Ff 
COR TOONS GAME IG on oso. oe ocnne co cewne ovcepe sesece 322222 222. enee 

Lower Tenens district ........c2... ececcocceseccc- cee 0--s - 
Atchafalaya Gistrict « ....2.00<04ecccceeenenee o2---- 2-2-2 - 
Lafourche district ......-.....- Veubnbedethedcce «« an sccccce 
BOREOIOT ER, QIN IO on oa nes eneccs < cnccne cess cece cecces oo + noe no ccce coe 
Pontchartrain district ...... 2.2. -- 2. sccces none o-oo -2-02 eeeee . 
eerie scien naaeinnacewececcecncten onan seen 


41¢ 4 o> 
$19, 691. 22 








CS RO Se ERR +) ae ene 


ee ae " 
> oe m - = areas 


= RON hae me 





942 CONGRESSIONAL 


This makes the amounts expended and allotted as follows: 
Up rest 


Francis district 
Lower St. Francis district 
White River district 
Upper Yazoo district 
Lower Yazoo district 
Upper Tensas district 
Lower Tensas district 
Atchafalaya district 
Lafourche district 
Barataria district 
Pontchartrain district -- 
Lake Borgne district 


ST Utone aboene was 


These figures show that the levee commissioners of my district 
have received the sum of $4,091,940.88, 

The said attack upon me states that $445,825.45 had been given 
them before my service here began. Deduct this from the aggre- 
gate above stated and there remains the sum of $3,646,115.48 re- 
ceived by them from the United States since my first term began. 

The attack upon me, which bears date July 6, 1898, charges that 
at that time the total sum expended by the United States on Mis- 
sissippi levees since I became a member of this House was $1,824,- 

33.22. If this be true, then, between July 6, 1898, and June 30, 
1900, the date to which I have computed levee expenditures and 
allotments, the Mississippi River Commission must have set apart 
to Mississippi levees the difference between that sum and $3,646,- 
115.43, or, say, $1,821,682.21, and this every man in the district 
knows is preposterous. This shows the gross inaccuracy of the 
figures used in the attack upon me. 

But this is not all. The commission have expended $145,000 in 
revetting the bank at Lake Bolivar for the purpose of saving the 
large and costly levee at that point, which was about to cave into 
the river. If it had not done so, the levee line would have had to 
go around the lake atan enormous cost. Sothe commission have 


9, 105. 9 
2, 834. 9% 
1, 710. 56 
b, 583. § 
5, 645. 08 
15, O70. ¢ 
5, 660. 
2, 583. 08 
z , 515 57 


16, 258, 550. 21 


prevented by revetment at acost of $449,269.40 the threatened cut- | 


off at Ashbrook Neck, on the Arkansas side, between Arkansas 
City and Greenville. In their report of June 30, 1900, they say: 


At Ashbrook Neck a cut-off has been prevented which, if allowed, would 
have so changed the course of the river in the vicinity that two other cut- 
offs would have inevitably followed, together with an increase of caving and 
the destruction of a considerable part of the levee system of the Yazoo and 
Tensas basins 


At least one-half of this sum—say $224,634.70—should be added to | 


the expenditures made by the United States to the levee builders | you all know isa fact. 


in my district. Add this and the Lake Bolivar expenditure and 
we have altogether contributed for levee purposes in my district 
since I entered Congress $4,015,750. 13. 

There is still another item which must be considered in ascer- 
taining how much assistance for levee purposes my district has 
received, 

The Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1900, page 4825, shows 
that since my service began $843,418.02 have been expended in 
srotecting the banks in the Greenville Bend. The Mississippi 

River Commission, in their report of July 1, 1899, say: 

It has for its object the rectification of the banks to prevent the encroach- 
ment of the river upon the town of Greenville, Miss., and also to prevent the 
destruction of the controlling levee line which protects the Yazoo Basin from 
overflow 

Let us see, now, how the case stands if the basis of mileage be 
adopted. LIallude to this because the author of this attack at- 
tempts to take up the question from the standpoint of mileage. 

The commission, in their report of June 30, 1900, say that the 
levees, as they now stand, are ‘‘over 1,300 miles long.” The Mis- 
sissippi levees are 310 miles long, or less than one-fourth of the 
whole. The total expenditures and allotments for levees, as al- 
ready shown, amount to $16,258,550.21. Of.this Mississippi has 


received for levee building $4,091,940.88, or more than one-fourth | 


of the sum expended and allotted for the entire river. 
If the mileage basis be adopted as to those expenditures and al- 


lotments only which have been made since I became a Represent- | 
ative, it will stand thus: I have shown that $16,258,550.21 have 


been expended and allotted for the whole river. The article at- 
tacking me says that $1,778,695.36 had been expended before my 
entrance here. Deduct that and we have left $14,479,854.85. 


One-fourth of this is $3,619,963.71. 


ceived $3,646,115.43, or more than one-fourth of the aggregate ex- 
pended for levees since my service here began. 

These figures, which are taken from the last report of the com- 
mission, show how easily simple facts, plainly stated, can put 
down an unwarranted and unprovoked attack. 

But, Mr, Chairman, since, in justice to the gentleman who made 
this attack I give him the full benefit of his argument, which was 
evidently prepared with great care and elaboration, by publishing 
it in the Recorp, it becomes necessary that I should make reply 
to other charges contained therein than those specifically adverted 
to by the gentieman from Iowa. They will be read by my associ- 
ates here and wherever the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD goes, and if 


| this work. 


| propriation be added to it. 





The Mississippi levees are | 
less than one-fourth of the whole in length, and yet they have re- | 
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I should fail to meet them here and now my silence might, and 


22| most likely would, be construed into a confession that they are 


justified. My distinguished friend from Iowa |Mr. HEpsurn] 


’ | was kind enough to say that I have done more for the cause of the 


Mississippi River and in securing levee contributions from the 
Government than any other gentleman in the House, and he also 
stated that in season and out of season I have devoted myself to 
Iam quoting him from memory, but.1 have given, I 
think, the substance of what hesaid. I greatly value his kind and 


| complimentary expressions, but it becomes my duty to inform him 


that he has been laboring under a delusion; that I have been a 
*truant;” that [ have had no part whatever in upholding the 
work; that I have done nothing toward securing appropriations, 


| and that the Senators and other Representatives from the valley 


States have likewise done nothing in this regard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi did 
not suppose that I was endeavoring to aid in any attack that had 
been made upon him, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understand that, but Iam none the less 
called upon, I think, to meet the attack from which my distin- 
guished friend quoted. Having stated to my friend that neither 
myself nor any other Representative in Congress has been of in- 
fluence in securing these appropriations, I will explain to him 
how they came to be made by reading further from this attack 
upon me. 

The article says: 

When speaking to you [meaning thereby the people of my Congressional 
district} on the subject of appropriations for levees and the Mississippi River, 
I have divided the panto before and after 1890. It was that year the great 
and disastrous flood caused all the country to stop and fix their attention on 
our needs. It was that year all commercial bodies and organized associations 
passed resolutions calling on the Government to give us aid. It was that 
year the river interests held a convention in Vicksburg and sent a delegation 
to Washington to lobby for an appropriation for levees, and that year marks 
the beginning of the increase in money for the levees, and yet General 
CATCHINGS had already been a member of Congress six years. 

It was the united efforts of allied interests, railroads, etc., that made the 
expenditure for levees thereafter more than twice what it was before. 
General CATCHINGS did not bring about the increase, and if his friends 
claim that he did, it lies with them to show why he shall not be held respon- 
sible for the Government policy which has piled up debts on his district, and 


So my friend [Mr. HEPBURN] will see that he has all these long 
years been laboring under a gross delusion, and that my learned 
colleagues from Arkansasand Louisiana and Mississippi and Ten- 
nessee, and myself and the Senators at the other end of this Capi- 
tol have had nothing to do with it, but that these appropriations 
have all been secured through the efforts of the railroads and ‘“‘ al- 
lied interests,” whatever they are. 

This chipper assertion that outside influences have secured these 
appropriations brings to my mind a cognate assertion from 
another source, with regard to the sundry civil bill of June 6, 
1900, which carried an appropriation for the Lower Mississippi 
River of $2,250,000. A gentleman from my district, Mr. Fred. 
Clark, who is a fine lawyer and a most excellent citizen, came on 
here while that bill was pending in the Senate to urge that an ap- 
It was added, and when the bill 
came back here the House agreed to it. This was all done in pur- 
suance of the plans of the Congressional friends of the river, 
which had been formed long before he came here. 

Yet Iam reliably advised that there are persons in my district 
who are silly enough to believe or malicious enough to say that 
the $2,250,000 were appropriated as the result of influence exerted 
by Mr. Clark. Now, there is not a gentleman here who does not 
know that Mr. Clark’s influence was no more felt than a fly woulc 
be on the tusk of an elephant. If the time shall ever come when 
the people of the Mississippi Valley are driven to rely upon such 
so-called outside influence to secure assistance from the Govern- 
ment, they will find that their great cause has already received its 
deathblow. 

A further perusal of the article from which my friend from 
Iowa quoted, and which he has since placed in my hands, will 
show that the attack upon me is far more radical than a mere 
criticism of me for not procuring what its author seems to think 
he could have obtained and what I ought to have obtained in the 
way of levee contributions from the Mississippi River Commission, 
for in another paragraph he says: 

And I will tell you that Ido not believe any man knows what a completo 
levee system from Cairo to the Gulf would cost. 

That statement is made in the teeth of the averment by the 
members of the Mississippi River Commission, which I know to 
be concurred in by all engineers who have ever investigated tho 
subject, that such a system can be completed for $20,000,000, I 
am but a layman myself, Mr. Chairman. I am but an humble 
groper in thedark, I simply follow, in my plain and modest way, 
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when I undertake to discuss the engineering problems involved, 
the path which has been blazoned out by the distinguished officials 
placed by the Government in charge of this work, and what they 
advocate I advocate, and what they condemn I condemn. But 
while this is so,if I really believed that they are wrong, and that 
no man knows what a levee system would cost, I should not feel 
justified in asking for further appropriations, 

But this is notall. The article proceeds: 

And it is not to your interest for the Government to attempt to build it at 
this time unless it will finish your part first. 

Suppose that I could have brought myself to the advocacy of so 
extraordinary a proposition and that when we came to deal with 
the Mississippi River in the River and Harbor Committee room I 
had said to the members of the committee: ‘‘I want you to put a 
proviso on this appropriation requiring the Mississippi River 
Commission first to complete the levees on the Mississippi side be- 
tore it expends a dollar in the States of Missouri, Arkansas, Loui- 
siana, or Tennessee.” And suppose that the River and Harbor 
Committee, through some inconceivable process of reasoning, had 
sanctioned the suggestion and reported its bill to the House with 
such a proviso. Does not every gentleman here know that all of 
my good and honored friends from those States whose alluvial 
lands are just as much entitled to protection as those in Missis- 
sippi would have leaped upon my back like a pack of wild-cats 
and torn me to pieces in the hundredth part of a second? Does 
not every gentleman here know that such a proposition would be 
rejected by this House by a unanimous vote? The whole assault 
upon me, and this suggestion in particular, ignores the fact that 
the object of these appropriations has largely been to effect the 
general improvement of the river in the interests of commerce 
and proceeds wholly upon the idea that they have been made 
solely for the prevention of overflows. 

The Mississippi River Commission was neither expected nor re- 
quired by Congress to make an equal division of money among 
the several levee districts, and upon such a theory no appropria- 
tions at all could have been obtained. 

The attack proceeds as follows: 


But they— 

Meaning my friends— 
say send him back to Congress and let him finishit. Finish what? The mort- 
gaging and destruction of the Yazoo Delta? [ think it is time to change the 
plan and policy of the Government aid. 

So you see, my friend from Iowa, that the attack is radical and 
far-reaching. Gentlemen will perceive that this is not merely a 
criticism of my supposed dereliction in getting allotments of 
money for my district from the Mississippi River Commission, 
but that an assault is made upon the whole method and policy 
which I have thought it wise to pursue. A change of plan and 
policy is demanded. which of course can only be effected by leg- 
islation. What legislation should be enacted to accomplish this 
change is not stated, but of course Congress will be advised of 
this in time. But we know that it is to be radical enough to 
overthrow the plan and policy which have hitherto been pursued. 

The article proceeds: 

General CATCHINGS is in Congress to-day without a party to which he can 
claim to belong, to which he can turn to ask for aid in that matter, and he is 


estopped from calling on the Government to right the wrong done by a 
policy he has been advocating. 


I have been laboring under the impression that I am a Demo- 
crat. [{Laughter.] I know that I am not a Republican, and I do 
not think that my good friends, the Populists, claim me as be- 
longing to their band; but here [ am informed, and you are in- 
formed for the first time, that I belong to no political party. 

For a political orphan I have done fairly well, for I have re- 
ceived uniform courtesy and generous consideration from sub- 
stantially the entire membership of the House, and I now beg to 
— my grateful acknowledgments therefor. 

he assault upon me is continued, as follows: 

But I must invite your attention to the record of appropriations for 
rivers within the Third Congressional district. It is shown by the reports 
of the Chief of Engineers that at the time General CATCHINGS went to Con- 
zress the following rivers were being improved: Yazoo, Big Sunflower, Talla- 

atchie, Coldwater, Yalobusha, Tchula Lake, and Steeles Bayou, and that 
$262,500 had been appropriated in eleven years preceding. Since he went to 
Congress all improvement has stopped on the four last, and in the fourteen 
years $232,000 was appropriated. Yet the amount expended for river and 
narbor works has increased enormously. Neither can he take refuge behind 
the engineers in this by claiming adverse recommendation, because the full 
amount of money asked for has almost never been given, and in the report 
for 1898, page 1363, the engineers asked for $6,000 for Yalobusha and never 
have gotten l cent. In the report for page —— he asked for a survey of Big 
Sunflower and the Yazoo systems, so as to make a plan for locks and dams, 
saying the river never had had enough money spent on it; yet no money has 
ever been given. 


As tothe Yalobusha River. Thisriver isa matter of no earthly 
consequence to the people of my district, and not one of them 
have ever jiantionsd it to me. In the report of the Chief of 
Engineers for 1885, page 1520, the sum of $5,000 was asked for it, 
although more than the original estimate had then been exceeded. 


In 1886, page 1474, Report Chief of Engineers, $6,000 was asked 
for. The same sum was asked for in the Chief's report for 1887-88, 
page 1474. It was stated that five or six months’ navigation was 
already secured, but that ‘‘no steamboats ply in this stream at 
present and the commerce amounts to little or nothing.” The 
same report was made in 1888. The Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors did not regard the stream as worthy of further improve- 
ment, as it had nocommerce. I so stated to Senator Walthall, 
whose home county was chiefly concerned, and he fully concurred 
in that opinion, and at his suggestion I allowed it to go by with- 
out objection. Further appropriations under conditions as they 
were then reported to be would have been wholly unjustifiable. 
Tchula Lake and Steeles Bayou were appropriated for until the 
estimates for them were exhausted. As to Coldwater, the report 
was adverse. On page 1519, Chief’s report for 1885, it is said: 

No further appropriation is asked for this improvement. The river is 
only navigable Guten the highest stages of water in the Yazooand Talla- 
hatchie rivers, and then navigation is good and about as safe as that of the 
latter. Tosecure safe navigation at lower stages would require a greater 
expenditure than the commerce of the country would warrant. 

The Yazoo, the Big Sunflower, and the Tallahatchie have re- 
ceived the customary percentage of the estimates for them. 

As to the criticism that I have not secured an appropriation of 
$50,000 for a survey of the Big Sunflower and Yazoo systems, I 
will say that the author of this attack talks about it as if it were 
a mere bagatelle that a child might get for the asking. I do not 
know what my good friend the honored chairman of my commit- 
tee [Mr. BurRTON] would say if I should suggest that he allow me 
$50.000 simply for the purpose of making an experimental survey 
of these streams, to ascertain if they could be improved, perchance, 
by a costly system of locks and dams. The author of this attack 
will, of course, in due time make up for my dereliction in this 
matter by securing the $50,000 needed for the survey. 

Now, the older members of this committee will remember—my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. Hrepsurn] I know will, because he as- 
sailed me quite vigorously in connection with it—that 1 secured 
in the bill of 1896 a provision placing under what we call the con- 
tinuing-contract system the work for the diversion of the mouth 
of the Yazoo River in order to restore the Vicksburg Harbor. 
I do not just now recall the cost of the project, but it was some- 
thing over a million doilars. That work was held up by the 
Secretary of War, along with other contract works in that bill, 
for some considerable time. I only got it released, so to speak, 
on the 2d day of February, 1898. Thatis, on that day I got the 
permission of the Secretary of War for the engineer in charge to 
proceed, From some cause, as to which I have no information. 
the engineer in charge did not advertise for proposals until about 
June, 1899, nearly eighteen months after he had permission to 
proceed. Now, the author of this attack charges me with having 
the work delayed for the purpose of inducing my constituents to 
believe that it was essential that I should be returned to Congress 
in order to secure its prosecution. He says: 

He has simply held back this work as a club to beat you into returning 
him to Congress. 

I am quite sure that it is not necessary for me to say to Repre- 
sentatives here who have served with me and who are familiar 
with the manner in which 1 discharge my public duties that 1 am 
incapable of so scurvy atrick. As a matter of fact, I never ap- 
proached the engineer in charge with a view to hastening his action, 
because I had enough regard for him to feel that he would have 
resented it just as 1 would resent any interference by an engineer 
with my official work. I supposed that in his good time, when he 
had prepared his plans and got them ready, he would proceed with 
the work. That is the whole of it, so far as I am concerned. It 
is obvious, however, that I could not have delayed the work with- 
out the unscrupulous cooperation of the Secretary of War, the 
Chief of Engineers, or the engineer in charge, or all of them. 

The attack upon me continues: 

But in truth, if he had attended to this contract and had the work done as 
he should, he would have been left without any excuse for asking the free 
silver people of Warren County to send a pinchbeck gold bug to Congress. 
He has simply held back this work asaclub to beat you into returning him 
to Congress. There is only one other explanation that can be offered—he is 
utterly without influence in Washington City. 

I do not know that it is a thing to pride myself upon at all, but 
I had thought that I was a gold bug of the pure and unadulter- 
ated sort; yet it seems that in this respect, as in all others, I am 
merely pinchbeck. I am not only charged with having for self- 
ish, political purposes delayed the work after it had been anthor- 
ized, but I am denied any credit whatever for its adoption by 


} 


Congress. Aftersome preliminary remarks, intended to show how 
the idea of the project originated, the attack proceeds: 

Major Willard— 

Meaning the local engineer— 
and Hon. L.. W. Magruder went to Washington City in February, 1592, and 


explained the real status of affairs to the River and Harbor Committee, and 
for these reasons the river and harbor act approved July 13, 1592, appropriated 
$75,000 for purchase and clearing right of way. ' 
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This was the beginning of a project to cost over a million dollars. 
Major Willard and Hon. L. W. Magruder explained it, ‘‘and for 
these reasons” it was adopted. Gentlemen here can get a valu- 
able ‘‘ pointer’ from this. They have, I am sure, had the impres- 
sion that a great deal of patient and persistent work was required 


at their hands to secure the adoption of such a costly project as | 
this. They are now assured that they are mistaken in this, and | 


that it is only necessary to bring on the local engineer and one of 
their citizens to explain things to the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee and the matter is accomplished in the twinkling of an eye 
And, of course, it was because Major Willard and Hon. L. W. 


most favored ones under the continuing-contract system, with 


authority for the expenditure of $860,000 more. The attack will | 
be published with my remarks in full, and I trust that all gentle- | 


men here will read it. 
Mr. Chairman, I have already detained the committee far longer 


than I had any idea of doing. I thank them very much for the | 


kind attention they have given me. If I have spoken at undue 
length, it has been for two reasons: First, I have had the work 
which has been my theme very much at heart; and, second, thisis 


dience as this in its behalf. I go out of Congress, as my good 
friends all know, on the 4th of March, and I felt that I could not 
deny myself the pleasure, for it is a pleasure, to raise thy voice 
once more in behalf of the good people of my district, whose hearts 
are bound up in this great work. I now repeat that it ismy hon- 


est judgment that this Government can do no work which will | 
bring so much joy, so much blessing, so much benefit to so many | 


people, and at the same time bring so much profit to the Govern- 
ment itself. [Loud applause. } 
The attack commented upon is as follows: 
LEVEE FACTS AND FIGURES—HON. PATRICK HENRY PROVES THAT CLAIMS 
MADE FOR CATCHINGS ARE FALSE. 
I have appeared before you at various times and places within the last 


sixty days and have stated the facts concerning the much-vaunted services | 


of your present Representative in Congress. I notified him by publication 
where and when I would show up his record, offering to divide time, but he 
has only appeared by proxy to enter his defense. Each time that a Goldbug 
has answered in his name and offered you glittering generalities I have 
pinned him down with the figures and scorched him with the fire of truth so 
not one has essayed a second fight. 

When speaking to you on the subject of appropriations for levees and the 
Mississippi River, I have divided the periods before and after 1890. It was 
that year the great and disastrous flood caused all the country to stop and 
fix their attention on our needs. It was that year all commercial bodies and 
organized associations passed resolutions calling on the Government to give 
usaid. It was that year the river interests held a convention in Vicksburg 
and senta delegation to Washington to lobby for an appropriation for levees, 
and that year marks the beginning of the increase in money for the levees, 
and yet General CATCHINGS had already been a member of Congress six years. 
it was the united effort of allied interests, railroads, etc., that made the 
expenditure for levees thereafter more than twice what it was before. Gen 
eral CATCHINGS did not bring about the increase, and if his friends claim he 
did it lies with them to show why he shall not be held responsible for the Gov 
ernment policy which has piled up debts on his district; and that you all 
know is a fact 

The only other champion who has offered todefend the truant is the Vicks- 
burg Herald. Instead of sending a reporter to take down my words, if it de- 


sired to reply, it has tried tocreate the impression that it was answering me | 


by talking about one thing when I said something about another. It has 
offered a lot of figures which it says were gotten together by great labor, and 
from the way they are mixed I think it was. It doubts if I have learned 
enough in so short a time as to be able to tell why they are wrong. I am not 
called on to set the Herald straight every time it wanders astray politically 
or otherwise, but as soon as I quit accepting what it said about levees or other 


matters it was not hard for me to learn the facts. This it can easily do if | 


it will accept the official reports and quit trying to fit the figures to its own 
ends. 


1 am free to confess, though, that I was perfectly astonished at the cheek of | 
General CATCHINGS's followers in proclaiming his championship of the river | 


interests. You must understand that his reputation is based on his supposed 
knowledge of the river problem, as it is cailed, and he has made speeches 
upholding the plans of the Mississippi River Commission for revetting the 
banks and building levees to scour the river bed. The bank revetment has 


been declared afailure by the commission itself, after spending about $17,000,- ; 


000, and the Herald of Sunday, July 3, says the bed doesn’t scour, and that itis 
now known that it will yet cost more to finish the system than it was believed 
it would before any money wasspent. And I will tell youthat I don't believe 
any man knows what a complete levee system from Cairo to the Gulf would 
cost, and it is not to your interest for the Government to attempt to build it 
at this time unless it will finish your pees first. 

The report of the secretary of the Mississippi River Commission each year 
Since 1585 gives adetailed accountof all the expenditures from the beginning 


to date. I have taken the following from the report of the Chief of Engineers | 


‘ 
from March 3, 1881, to June 30, 1885: 
Long Lake, Arkansa $15, 000.00 
Yazoo Front, Missis 80, 950. 00 
Opossum Fork, Ar} 25, 000. 00 
Yazoo Front, Mis 5 
Tensas Front, A 


entered Congress. He was elected in 1884 and took his seat in December, 1885, 
and of that there had been spent in Mississippi $445,825.45, or a little over 25 
per cent, or one-fourth of the whole. 





of the Army for 1885, pages 2982 and 2933, as the amounts expended for levees | 
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In the report for 1897, which is the last that has been published, on page 
3529 et seq., I find expended for levees to June 30, 1897— 


Lower St. Francis district, Arkansas.......-.......... ----------00 $34, 697.: 
ee ee 902, 757.: 
Upper Yazoo district, Mississippi- 

Upper Tensas district. Arkansas and Louisiana 

Lower Yazoo district. Mississippi 

Lower Tensas district, Louisiana 


Total ; sidan eeocen= 10,901,435. 7 


There were some items, probably engineering and administration, not in 


| cluded in the above, for on page 3534 the total for levees is given, $11,059,216..2, 
Magruder explained things to them that in 1894 $225,000 was ap- | 


propriated, and that in 1896 the project was placed among the | ayctine the money spent previous to 1885, there is left $1.824,433.22, received 


and the total for the river, $33,053,027 


Out of the above the Mississippi levees, it is seen, got & 


70,158.67, and, de 
since General CATCHINGS went to Congress, or a little over 20 per cent or one 
fifth of the amount spent on levees. Before General CATCHINGS went to Con- 
gress the whole appropriations were at the rate of $2,120,887 perannum. an 
ur district got one-fourth of the levee money; since he went the who! 
priations have been at the rate of 
has gotten one-fifth of the levee money 
But it is the dirt put in the levees, after all, that the people want, and on 
age 3518, etc., of the report for 1597 is a detailed account of the levees, except 
e per cent built by the United States in lower Louisiana, which is on 
age 3787 


age 7 
I find by calculating the amount built by the United States, from the total 


. ; > | and the percent stated, that the various levee districts now contain as follows: 
the last opportunity that I shall ever have to address such an au- | ni wer A 


| Built by United 
: States. 
| Miles. Total. : 
Per cent Amount. 
Lower St. Francis, Missouri and Ar- Cubic yds. 


kansas ght Onhenhes aa salen ‘ 5, 260, 570 | 
White River, Arkansas - : j 5, 889, O44 


Upper Tensas, Arkansas and Louis- | 


lana Pe ; pei mienen 3 | 21,996,612 
Lower Tensas, Louisiana .... gekes 
Atchafalaya and 4 others, Louisiana.| 38 | 36, 066, 86: 
Upper Yazoo, Mississippi aaa 2, 793, 495 
Lower Yazoo, Mississippi ---.-. 6) 22,174,392 | 


| Total built by the United States in Missouri, Arkansas, and Louis- 


IE i siciticin a hiner en ghiinontepad mireleand tts cubic yards... 53,945, 154 
Total built by the United States in Mississippi . --do.... 11,312, 288 

More levee has been built by the United States in the (4 miles of the White 
River district than the 124 miles of the Upper Mississippi levee district and 
nearly two and a half times as much in the Upper Tensas as in the Lower 
Mississippi, although the latter has 13 miles the longer line. 

The Upper and Lower Tensas in Arkansasand Louisiana have together 306 
miles of forees, the Upper and Lower Yazoo 310, yet the United States have 
in round numbers built 23,000.00 cubic yards for them and 11,000,000 for you. 

For every yard of dirt the Government has put up for you, you have put 
up 2 for yourselves; just across the river for each yard the Government 
built the people have put up only half aone_ If the same ratio of help had 
been extended you, you would have gotten four times as much as you have 
received, and the Government has no right to build levees on the other side 
to force you to mortgage yourselves to build levees on this 

What, am I opposed to Government aid to levees? No! Distinctly I am 
in favor of it! ut it must give aid equally, or make sure that in helping one 


| it shall donoinjury toanother. You have not had help even in proportion 
| to the length of your levees. The other side has 950 miles, you have 310; they 


got 13,000,000 yards, you got 11,000,000; their line is three times as long as 
yours, and they have had five times as much earth put up for them. 

Since the new era_of Government levee building began the debt of the 
Upper Mississippilevee district has trebled and that of the lower quadrupled, 
and to-day the former owes more than a million and a half, the latter overa 
millionandaquarter. General CATCHINGS can not claim the credit of a policy 
without shouldering theresponsibility for its results. Hecan not evenclaim 


| that he had no evidence of the outcome of his policy. Many of the engineers 


gave warning. General Comstock pointed out the fallacy of it. Captain 
Townsend showed what was to be expected. Major Dabney has said it was a 
fight between the levees on the two sides and only a question of which would 


| get broken, only in the dim future could they hope toholditall. Mr. Coppee 


describes the result in these words: ‘The rapid closure or protection of 
many thousands of acres of comparatively worthless land by levees has pro- 
duced a very pronounced and elevating effect on the flood Ievel in the long- 


| established levee districts. Large reservoirs have been closed, not by degrees, 


but immediately, giving the river no possible chance to accommodate itself 
to the change, except by an extensive risein the flood plane, which in.1897 was 
decidedly disastrous to the levees protecting one of the richest and most 
highly developed agricultural countries in the world, with all the growing 
crops, mills, and manufacturing plants, towns,and cities, quite a network of 
railroads and rivers navigable during a large portion of the year,” 

But they say, “‘Send him back to Congress and let him finishit.” Finish 
what? The mortgaging and destruction of the Yazoo Delta? Ithinkitistime 
to change tne plan and policy of the Government aid. Build the levees for 
the purpose of improving the river, but build so they shall not ruin our land. 
General CATCHINGS isin Congress to-day without a party to which he can 
claim to belong, to which he can turn to ask for aid in this matter, and he is 
estopped from calling on the Government to right the wrong done by a 
policy he has been advocating. 

But I must invite your attention to the record of appropriations for rivers 
within the Third Congressional district. Itis shown by the reports of the 
Chief of Engineers that at the time General CaTcHiINnGs went to Congress the 
following rivers were being improved: Yazoo, Big Sunflower, Tallahatchie, 
Cold Water, Yalobusha, Tchula Lake, and Steeles Bayou, and that $262,500 


| had been appropriated in eleven years preceding. Since he went to Congress 
| all improvement has stopped on the four last, and in the fourteen years $232,- 
| 500 was appropriated. Yet the amount expended for river and harbor works 


has increased enormously. Neither can he take refuge behind the engineers 
in this by claiming adverse recommendation, because the full amount of 


| money asked for has almost never been given, and in the report for 1888, 
; | page 1363, the engineer asked for $6,000 for Yalobusha and never has gotten 
The above amount for levees had been spent before General CATCHINGS | 


one cent. In the report for page —— he asked for $50,000 for a survey of Big 
Sunflower and the Yazoo system, so as to make a plan for locks and dams, 
saying the river never had had enough money spent on it, yet no money has 
ever been given. 
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Now, I want to tell you about the Vicksburg Harbor and the Yazoo Canal. | 

As you all know, the cut-off took place in 1876, and the city authorities and 
prominent citizens had a survey made the next year by Maj. Thomas G. Dab- 
ney, the able engineer whom we are all proud to claim as a fellow-townsman. 
He submitted a plan to the Government engineer board to hold the Delta 
Point, dredge the harbor, and bring the Yazoo River through from Old River. 
The board approved the Deita Point work and the harbor dredging, but said 
the Yazoo could not keep its own mouth washed out and it could not be ex- 

ected to keep the lake clear. They fixed the cost so high that it killed all 
oe of getting the Yazoo through. Congress made appropriations and the 
work went on at Delta and in the harbor until in 1883, when the dredges took 
out 350,000 cubic yards and the river filled in 1,250,000. Then Capt. William L. 
Marshall threw up the job and said it would cost $2,600,000and the whole town 
was only worth about $2,400,000, or less by $200,000 than the cost. This putan 
end to all work except at Delta Point for several years, until the city had 
another survey made by Mr. H. St. L. Coppee. He proposed a slack-water 
basin to be surrounded by dams to keep out the muddy water, and the Govern- 
ment engineers indorsed the plan. Congress again made appropriations, and 
dredging went on for several years, till it became apparent that the bottom 
of the canal raised up as fast as it was dredged down. 

Then our energetic and wide-awake chairman of the harbor committee, | 
Capt. E. C. Carroll, stirred things up and a survey was ordered by the river | 
and harbor bill of 1890 for the mouth of Yazoo River. 

The survey was made, under Maj. J. H. Willard, by Mr. H. M. Marshall, 
and he showed that the present mouth of the Yazoo is stopped up every year 
by the Mississippi because it comes in on the shallow side of the Mississippi, 
but at Kleinston it would come in on the deep side. This survey also showed 
that the cost would not be as great as had been estimated. Then Major Wil- 
lard justified the cost of the work by pointing out that it would give access 
all the year to the Yazoo and its tributaries—a system of rivers covering 800 
miles of navigable waters. 

Major Willard and Hon. L. W. Magruder went to Washington City in | 
February, 1892, and explained the new status of affairs to the River and Har- 
bor Committee, and for these reasons the river and harbor act approved July 
13, 1892, appropriated $75,000 for purchase and clearing right of way. 

The act approved August 18, 1894, appropriated $225,000 to continue the 
work and also $40,000 for the Vicksburg Harbor. 

The act passed June 3, 1896, authorized the Secretary of War to make a 
contract to complete the work, to be paid for with the balance on hand and 
out of any money “as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, 
not to exceed in the aggregate $860,000, exclusive of the amount heretofore 
OReeeteet - 

his also limited the amount to be paid by the Government to $400,000 in 
any one year. 

The effect of this was to permit an appropriation to be made for this work 
in the next sundry civil pill 

This was done, and the sundry civil act of June 4, 1897, appropriated $350,000. 

Right here I want to state one of my reasons for not opposing General | 
CATCHINGS for Congress in 1296. The money for this work, in which we are 
all so vitally interested, was not available, except the small balance on hand, 
and no contract could be let with advantage to the United States until an 
appropriation should be made by the sundry civil bill. Many prominent 
citizens talked to me and expressed the opinion that the work would be 
jeopardized if a new man should be sent to Congress. This had weight with 
me, but I want to say right now that reason no longer exists. 

I have explained that the river and harbor bill of 18% authorized the let- 
ting of the contract to be paid for as the money may be appropriated, and 
that $50,000 was appropriated in June, 1897, which, with the money on hand, 
gives about half a million dollars now available. This would permit a con- 
tractor to do the work and be certain of a large part of his pay without delay. 
The Attorney-General of the United States has given his opinion in regard to 
these contracts, and he says that Congress ordered them and they must be 
let, and when they are finished, if the money is not already appropriated, 
they become a valid claim against the Government. The report of the engi- 
neers for 1896, page 4111, shows there were 36 of these contracts authorized, | 
and the report for 1897 shows that work is going on now and has been for | 
nearly a year on 3lof them. On3 the engineers are figuring how to do the | 
work for the money, and fora poor little bay on the coast of Oregon con- 
tract has been let, because no money was provided for it in the sundry civil 
bill, and the commerce, which was only 18,000 tons a year, is falling off at the 
rate of 7,000 tons per annum. 

Yes, 31 and 3 and 1 only make 35, and I said there were 36 con\racts. Well, 
we all know about that other one, and it will not bear talking about except 
among General CATCHINGS’S friends, and they will not talk so much, now that 
the truth is made known about those other contracts. 

But, in truth, if he had attended to this contract, and had the work done 
as he should, he would have been left without any excuse for asking the free- 
silver people of Warren County to send a pinchbeck gold bug to Congress. 
He has simply held back this work asa club to beat you into returning him 
to Congress. 

Thereis only one other explanation that can be offered—he is utterly with- 
out influence in Washington City. , 

Respectfully, PATRICK HENRY. 








STATE OF MISSISSIPPI, County of Warren: 


This day prey appeared before me, the undersigned, justice of the 
peace in and for the county and State aforesaid, W. L. Polk, who, being by 
me first duly sworn, deposeth and says that he has examined and compared 
the figures contained in the above letter of Hon. PATRICK HENRY and find they 
are correct and agree with those in the published reports of the Chief of En- 
gineers for 1885, pages 2932 and 2933, and for 1887, pages 3529, 3518, and 3787. 
Witness my signature this 5th day of July, 1897. 
W. L. POLK. 


Sworn and subscribed to this 5th day of July, A. D. 1897. 
JOHN GROOME, 
Justice of the Peace. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
for thirty minutes. 


{[Mr. MANN addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 
{Mr. DOVENER addressed the committee. See Appendix. } 


Mr. BOREING. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read an amendment which I propose to offer to the 
pending bill at the proper time. 

The \HAIRMAN . The Clerk will read the proposed amend- | 
ment in the time of the gentleman. | 


XXXIV——60 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 50, insert the following: ‘‘ For the construction of lock and 
dam No. 21, Kentucky, $100,000." 

Mr. BOREING. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation of public 
money for the improvement of rivers and harbors, like the protec- 
tion of American industries, is a doctrine inherited from the Whigs 
and developed by the Republican party. The old Democratic doc- 
trine opposed all Federal aid to internal improvements for the rea- 
son that it tended to paternalism and greed. In more recent years 
the trend of public sentiment and thought and legis!ation has been 
in the direction of liberal appropriations for internal improvements, 
until it has come to be the settled policy of the Republic toimprove 
our rivers and harbors at the expense of the General Government, 

It is natural that the Republican States, represented in the 
House and in the United States Senate by Republicans, would be 
the first to take advantage of these opportunities to improve their 
navigation by the improvement of their rivers and harbors. The 
region of the Great Lakes and the riversin the Northern States 
have not only reaped a rich harvest from this source of revenue, 
but they have laid broad and deep the foundations upon which to 
demand more, The committee now comes, after having provided 
bountifully for this section of the country, and declares a policy. 
And what isit? ‘*To him that hath shall be given, and from that 
hath not shall be withheld,” until the time when the rivers and 
harbors that have had appropriations shall have been improved to 
their full capacity. But upon that theory of distribution of im- 
provements there can be no end to appropriations, because they 
propose to distribute according to tonnage; and those streams 


| which were first favored have the advantage in tonnage, and they 


will ever keep it, and these appropriations must be eternal. My 
objection, therefore, lies to the bill, to their policy, and to their 
theory. 

In the remarks I make I want it to be understood that I do not 
mean to disparage the interest of any community or to reflect 
upon any member of this or any other Congress. | suppose the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors has been as fair as any other 
number of men would have been under the same circumstances; 
and there are no two members upon this floor for whom I have a 
higher personal regard than for the chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and my distinguished colleague from the 
Sixth district of Kentucky, who represents our State on that 


| committee. 


But, Mr. Chairman, the report from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors discloses certain facts. I beg leave to refer to those 
facts. In the first place, the city of Cleveland is very well pro- 
vided for in appropriations, amounting to $2,925,000; the city of 
Cincinnati has not been overlooked, because she has an appropria- 
tion of $1,050,000; and the mouth of the Licking River, that little 
stream that flows into the Ohio River opposite Cincinnati, has an 
appropriation of $307,000. 1 donot know, or did not know until 
the other day, how Licking River got itsname. A distinguished 
gentleman who lives near the head of the stream, and close to its 
mouth also, said that it took its name from the fact that an ordinary 
thirsty dog could lick it dry during one night at its highest tide. 
| Laughter. } 

Now, I do not know whether that is true or not, but I will say, 
Mr. Chairman, thatif you will take Licking River, Big Sandy, and 
Salt River and put them into the Cumberland River at the head 
of its channel, by the time it would flow through the Eleventh dis- 
trict, in the Cumberland River, this additional volume of water 
would not raise a riffle on the shoals, and yet Upper Cumberland 
River, in Kentucky, has not had one dollar appropriated to it. I 
desire in this connection to read the report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, on page 2900: 

Lock No. 21 (in Kentucky, 296.25 miles above Nashville and 28.75 miles below 

Burnside, Ky.).—By act of June 3, 1896, $20,000 were made specifically applica- 
ble to Locks Nos. 21 and 22, and the sites for these locks and abutments: of 
dems have been acquired by the United States. There is no single lock, and 
perhaps it may be said no two or three locks in this system, the comple- 
tion and operation of which would do as much for the commerce of the Up- 
»er Cumberland River as the completion and operation of Lock No.21. This 
fock may be likened to Lock A of the lower river system, in that it would 
afford a 3-foot stage at Burnside, Ky., the same as Lock A will give at Nash- 
ville. 

But, necessarily, this will only produce another lake-like reach of naviga- 
ble water, as would Lock A on the lower river improvement, until provided 
with an outlet. _ oe 

There is a balance of $17,035.39 remaining of the above that is expected to 
bé applied in getting out stone for Lock 21. 

That $17,035.39 remains to our credit. The same engineer, 
writing on page 2901, says: 

For continuing operations at Locks 21 and 22, $300,000. 

Now, what I complain of, Mr. Chairman, is, notwithstanding 
the Cumberland River has been surveyed and declared navigable 
to Burnside, Ky., notwithstanding it is navigable for small boats 
six months out of the year, notwithstanding it isin the plan of 
improvements, notwithstanding the engineers have reported in 
favor of the expenditure of $300,000 at Locks Nos. 21 and 22, we 


ee ee 
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have been entirely ignored, and, so far as I know, all the appro- | One error that I believe the committee has fallen into, to the 
priations, or nearly all, that have come to Kentucky have been | detriment of fair legislation to all sections of the country, is their 
applied or proposed to be applied at Cincinnati. | attempt to legislate and make appropriations upon their personal 


a PE TCE NEE Ee YEE 


| know it is said that one-half of the improvements of the Ohio 


at Cincinnati are chargeable to Kentucky; but anyone at all ac- | 


quainted with the situation must know, and does know, that all 
these appropriations, including the amount appropriated for the 


improvement of the mouth of Licking River, are intended to cre- | 


ate a volume of water between Cincinnati and her Kentucky sub- 
urbs, because it is well known, and will not be denied, that the 
people of Covington and Newport do business and spend their 
money in Cincinnati; and I presume it will not be denied that 
this $1,357,000 to be expended there will not tend to develop or 
subserve any of the material interests of the State of Kentucky. 
Mr. Chairman, it will not put into the market one dollar’s worth 
of the products of the farm, the forest, or the mines of Kentucky, 
and that is the reason that I have come to this House asking that 
it give to the Upper Cumberland in Kentucky one-third of the 
amount that the engineer has recommended to be expended there. 
We see in this bill, further, that for the State of Ohio and the 
States of Michigan and Wisconsin in the region of the Great 


Andit has developed during this discussion that they are actually 
forcing upon the Detroit River. over the protest of the member 
of Congress who lives on that stream, nearly seventeen hundred 


thousand dollars. I appeal to the members of this House to say | 
whether this is fair or not. Iam satisfied that my distinguished | 


colleague here will admit that this appropriation ought to be 


made to the Upper Cumberland, and that he will vote forit. Iam | 


not complaining of what is done for Cincinnati and the Licking 
River, but [am complaining of what has not been done for the 
Upper Cumberland. 

Mr, Chairman, the Cumberland River flows 300 miles on an air 
line through the Eleventh district, and much farther by its me- 
andering. Much of the Upper Cumberland is undeveloped. We 
have a valley of farming land as rich as the valley of the Nile. 
The 19 counties that compose the Eleventh district, 14 of which 


lie upon the Cumberland and its tributaries, have immense forests, | 
covered by the growth that is usually found in that section. We | 


have an inexhaustible coal field of the finest quality. That terri- 
tory is inhabited by 258,000, according to the late census, of as 
loyal people to this Government as ever breathed upon this conti- 
nent. I come to youin the name and upon the behalf of these 
people and I ask this appropriation. 

I might have said that only 5 counties of the 19 aretouched by a 
railroad. Weonly lack transportation for our products in order to 


make us one of the richest sections of this nation. I maysay, Mr. | 
Chairman, that the whole South is destined to be a greatcountry. | 


I am a Southern man by birth, by education, by residence, by in- 
terest, and by choice, and I stand for my people and my section. 
The South embraces a vast area of territory, reaching from Dela- 
ware to California. We have advantages in climate, in soil, and 
in resources; and when we have built the Nicaragua Canal, with 
our open-door policy in the Orient, the South will blossom like a 
rose. Wecome and ask at your hand but sheer justice when we 
ask for this appropriation. 

Now, bear in mind, Mr. Chairman, that we are not asking for 
anew project. We are only asking that this committee follow 
out the line of their own policy, taking up the work where it has 


been started and continue it. If the Cumberland River was | 


either an inlet or outlet of one of the Great Lakes it would to-day 
be locked and dammed from head to mouth. The great steamers 
of the ocean would be bearing the products of our forests and our 
coal mines to the constantly increasing demand of foreign markets. 

Now, it may be said that when we propose to commence at 
Burnside and improve the river down, it is not in harmony with 


the present policy. But it istoo late, Mr. Chairman, to make that | 


plea, because it has dropped out in the discussion of this question 
that the whole system of improvement of the Ohio River is based 
upon thesametheory. They commence at Bismarck and improve 
the river down, and promise now that it will go downward until 
it reaches the Mississfppi. Moreover, this committee recognizes 
and continues by their appropriations the plan that began at 
~ sentence and improved the Cumberland River both ways from 
that point. 


tleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. LAWRENCE] lay great stress upon 
the importance of having sufficient depth of water in the Butter- 


milk Channel and the Boston Harbor to allow the largest vessels | 


that come into our ports to load to their full capacity with Ameri- 
can products and to sail to foreign markets. I desire to call at- 
tention to the fact that the wealth of this country is hidden away 
in the mountains and mostly on the smaller streams, and it is as 
important that we develop this wealth and bring it down the 
smaller to the larger streams until it reaches the harbors on the 
great ocean as it is to provide for the shipment of these products 
from what they are pleased to call our great national harbors. 


knowledge rather than to avail themselves of the information 
and recommendations of the engineers of the War Department, 
the appointed agents of the Government, who have been trained 
and educated for the work assigned them, and who have made 
the investigations and surveys of these streams and made impar- 
tial reports, suggestions, and recommendations as to the amounts 
that should be expended on the different projects under consider- 
ation. 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that this committee has not 


| condemned the project commenced by a former Congress to im- 


prove the Upper Cumberland from Burnside toward its mouth, 
and the fact is, as I have learned from the chairman of the com- 
inittee, they bave not had time to visit the Upper Cumberland and 
inform themselves by actual observation of its capacity for im- 
provement and the interests that its improvement would subserve, 
And I will further point out the fact that neither the chairman, 
in his speech on the apportionment bill, nor any member of the 


i Wi A | committee has dared to discuss with me the comparative impor- 
Lakes there is an appropriation to the amount of over $16,000,000. | 


tance to the State of Kentucky of the improvement of the Upper 
Cumberland as recommended by the engineers, with the improve- 
ment of the mouth of the Licking River as provided for in this 
bill. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcEy] said the other day, 
‘*Wherever you find an Ohio man, you find him with his face 
turned toward the national capital,” and, in my opinion, he might 
have added, ‘‘and with his hand stretched toward the National 
Treasury.” This is not at all discreditable to the Ohio people, be- 
cause it shows that they are an enterprising and progressive peo- 
ple, and progress has no mercy on beliefs and creeds, political or 
religious. I do not blame Cincinnati for availing herself of all 
the appropriations charged to Kentucky, but the Representatives 
from Kentucky are to blame if they allow it to be done without 
entering their protest against such action. I am not blaming the 
great cities of the country for grabbing the lion’s share of the 
$60,000,000 appropriated by this bill for the rivers and harbors, 
but the men who represent rural districts are to blame if they do 
not stand up for their rights and demand an equal recognition 
for the improvement of the navigable streams available for carry- 


| ing into market the products of our farms, our factories, our for- 


ests, and our mines, 

I realize, Mr. Chairman, how easy it is for one of the great 
committees of this House, with the National Treasury behind it, 
to take care of enough interests to insure the easy passage through 
Congress of almost any bill that it may propose. But 1 would re- 
mind the Republican members of this body that there will come a 


| time when the people of the United States will sit in judgment 


and pass upon all of our official acts. And I would further re- 
mind my Republican colleagues that our Administration will 
need the Fifty-eighth as much as it will need the Fifty-seventh 
Congress, and if the Republican party maintains itself in power 


| it must be just and fair to all sections of the country in the en- 


actment as well as the administration of the law. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having taken 


| the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 


Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H, R. 827. An act for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- 
terian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark.; 

H. R. 3020. Anactfor the relief of Rev. William T. McElroy; and 

H. R. 12740. An act making an apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress among the several States under the Twelfth 
Census, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fcl- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That it is with deep regret and profound sorrow that the Senate 
hears the announcement of the death of Hon. CUSHMAN KELLOGG DAVIs, 
late a Senator from the State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Senate extends to his family and tothe people of the 


| State of Minnesota sincere condolence in their bereavement. 


Resolved, That asa mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 


| business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay fitting 
—< : : - = . | tribute to his high character and distinguished services. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER] and the gen- | 


Resolved, That the Secretary transmit to the family of the deceased and 
to the governor of the State of Minnesotaa copy of these resolutions with the 
action of the Senate thereon. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The committee resumed its session. 


[Mr. MADDOX addressed the committee. See Appendix. } 


Mr.SMALL. Mr. Chairman, judging from the character of 
this debate, an unusual condition is presented by the House upon 
this bill. Out of the 357 members of this House it would appear 
that at least 340 of them are opposed to the bill which has been re- 
ported by the committee, and that there are only 17 in favor of it, 
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these 17 constituting the members of the committee. I donot rise 
for the purpose of giving notice of any amendment which I in- 
tend to offer, or to make any specific complaint against the bill. 

Many objections have been urged against it. Members have 
complained that their particular district or State has been discrimi- 
nated against or that waterways and harbors within their respec- 
tive sections have been neglected by this committee. It was left 
to the gentleman from Kentucky who has just spoken [ Mr. Borr- 
ING] to cap the climax of criticism by stating, as I recall his lan- 
guage, that $70,000 is included in this bill for a waterway against 
the protest of the member within whose district that waterway is 
situated. 

The gentleman from Washington [Mr. CUSHMAN] presented an 
elaborate table of figures to which he referred in addressing the 
House and by which he contrasted the volume of appropriations 
made in those States which are represented by membership on the 
committee with the remaining 28 States not so represented, and 
attempted to show that the committee had prepared this bill from 
asectional and partial standpoint. 

The distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], in 
his usual forceful manner, made a general attack, not only upon 
the bill, but generally on appropriations for river and harbor im- 
provement. There was one feature of the gentleman’s argument 
with which I was particularly impressed. He contended that 
the provisions of a river and harbor bill should not include appro- 
priations for any waterway which did not affect commerce inter- 
state in its character. This proposition seems plausible on its 
face, but I am of the opinion that difficulties would arise in mak- 
ing the application. 

There are to-day various waterways and harbors upon which 
are carried hundreds of thousands of tons of commerce between 
the different States, but which were comparatively insignificant 
and local in their importance until the National Government 
began to make appropriation for improvement in recent years. 
As our country develops and traffic and the demand for trans- 
portation increases, new waterways, which seem at the time insig- 
nificant and yet contain possibilities of future growth and com- 
merce, will demand the attention of the National Government. 

I assume that the aid which the Government has for years been 
extending to internal improvements of this character will con- 
tinue indefinitely as the policy of theGovernment. I can not con- 
ceive that any of these complaints which have been made against 
the present bill are well founded in fact. Ihave been one of the 
persistent and importunate members who have continuously 
waited upon the Riverand Harbor Committee seeking to have im- 
provements and appropriations inciuded in this bill. 

I have not received recognition to the extent I desired nor, as I 
believe, to the extent of the needs of my district, but I realize the 
fact that if the demands of every member had been met and all 
the recommendations of the engineers had received appropria- 
tions, that the aggregate amount contained in the bill would have 
staggered even the liberality of this House and would have sub- 
jected the committee to merited criticism. I think I appreciate 
some of the difficulties which confronted the committee. 

While the committee may have sought to set up certain stand- 
ards and tests to judge of the worthiness of improvements, yet 
they found it impossible to rigidly adhere to them, and such has 
been the experience of allcommitteesinthe past. Theonesupreme 
test is the amount of tonnage to be affected by the improvement 
and not the location of the waterway nor the persistence of the 
interests involved. 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], who is 
chairman of the committee, has had too long and honorable serv- 
ice in this House to be affected by criticisms intended for home 
consumption. I believe that he and the entire membership of the 
committee in the preparation of this bill have endeavored to dis- 
charge their duty to this House and the country with fidelity and 


impartiality, and that sectional considerations have not entered | 


into their deliberations. However, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise 
for the purpose of defending the committee, but it did occur to 
me that some member of this body having no official connection 
with the committee should give expression to these sentiments of 
justice, and which everyone knows express the truth. 

Mr. Chairman, my object in seeking recognition was to address 
the committee briefly concerning a great inland waterway which 
is not subject toany of the objections which have been urged against 
other improvements, and which is national in its character. At 
the last session of the Congress I had the honor to introduce a bill 
for the survey of an inland waterway 16 feet in depth from the 
southern terminus of the Dismal Swamp Canal, at South Mills, 
Pasquotank County, N. C., thence extending down Pasquotank 
River to Albemarle Sound, thence across Albemarle Sound, Croa- 
tan Sound, Pamlico Sound, and Core Sound, with an outlet to the 
ocean, with the depth of 18 feet, through Ocracoke Inlet and Beau- 
fort Inlet, North Carolina. 

This bill was included within the provision of the emergency 
river and harbor bill of June 1900, The survey was made during 
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the last summer and fall, and the report of same submitted to 
Congress, but it was not printed in time for the consideration of 
the River and Harbor Committee in connection with the pending 
bill. I have fortunately just secured an advance copy of the 
printed report, which is of exceeding interest in connection with 
this great project. 

The report recommends that Beaufort Inlet be chosen as the 
outlet to the ocean rather than Ocracoke Inlet for several reasons, 
but chiefly because the dangerous navigation around Cape Look- 
out will thereby be avoided. It appears from the report that the 
distance from the southern terminus of the Dismal Swamp Canal 
on Pasquotank River to Beaufort Inlet is 211} miles. It further 
appears that the cost of this projected interior waterway would 
not exceed $5,532,893. 

I may say without fear of contradiction that it is one of the 
most important projects connected with the coastwise navigation 
of the United States. It was the dream of the early founders of 
the Republic to connect by a capacious canal the magnificent 
waters of Chesapeake Bay with those beautiful inland sounds in 
eastern North Carolina which I have mentioned. Ever since Sir 
Walter Raleigh’s fleet entered the inlet on the coast of North Caro- 
lina and planted the first English colony on our Atlantic coast the 
dangers of Cape Hatteras and of Diamond Shoal have been known 
to the mariners on our coast. 

Thousands of ships have foundered in its treacherous waters, 
and thousands of lives have found an unknown grave in the hun- 
gry vortex of its angry waves, and countless tons of produce have 
been scattered uponits shores. It stands as a menace to our coast- 
wise shipping, and modern science and skill have failed materially 
to reduce the losses which annually occur along this perilous 
highway. It has been estimated that 10 per cent of our coastwise 
shipping is annually lost by shipwreck, and the great bulk of this 
is lost upon the bleak and dangerous coast of North Carolina. 

How to avoid this dangerous coast and this menace to our ship- 
ping has been an ever-recurring problem. George Washington 
originally, it is said, formulated the scheme for the construction 
of whatis now known asthe DismalSwampCanal. Thiscanal was 
constructed many years ago, but for some time was permitted to 
remain out of repair, until several years ago a company was organ- 
ized and purchased the same, and they have recently reconstructed 
this important highway, so that the canal now has a depth of 8 
feet, which it is proposed to maintain, and which is about the limit 
of depth which can be carried at all points across the North Caro- 
lina sounds. 

This canal is an important factor in the development of com- 
merce between the harbor of Baltimore and all points on Chesa- 
peake Bay and the harbor of Norfolk and the various ports in 
eastern North Carolina. 

There is also another canal which connects Chesapeake Bay and 
Norfolk Harbor with the waters of Currituck Sound and thence 
into Albemarle Sound, whichis known as the Albemarle and Chesa- 
peakeCanal. This canal has also beenin operation for many years 
and is owned by a company of enterprising and able men and has 
an efficient and zealous president, devoted to the development of 
the tide-water section of Virginia and North Carolina. 

This canal also maintains a depth of 8 feet, and enjoys a large 
traffic with steamers and barges engaged in our coastwise com- 
merce. The report of the district engineers, together with the 
division engineer and the Chief of Engineers, to which I have ad- 
verted, emphasizes the importance of this improved waterway; 
but they recommend that other and additional surveys be made 
of the route via the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal and of all 
other existing routes between Norfolk Harbor and Beaufort Inletin 
order to intelligently determine the respective availability of each. 
The report further states, as aconclusion, that before the National 
Government should embark in the construction of this waterway 
it should own one or more of the intervening canals and make the 
same a part of this great highway, to be maintained by the Gov- 
ernment and kept open freely to all shipping. I concur most 
heartily in these recommendations of the engineers. 

I now ask the indulgence of the committee to further call atten- 
tion to some of the facts which go to make up and emphasize the 
importance of this inland route. Fromacommercial standpoint, 
its importance can not be magnified. One of the modern innova- 
tions in water traffic has been the construction of freight barges, 
a number of which are towed by a powerful tug and which are 
capable of carrying immense quantities of produce. 

It is to the further development of this class of shipping that 
this waterway would be particularly valuable. The estimated 
value of the coastwise commerce to be immediately affected by this 
route has been conservatively fixed at $200,000,000, and the quan- 
tity of traffic to be affected is estimated to be at least 10,000,000 tons. 

This water route would result in a large saving in tariff rates 
as compared with the present rates between the North and the 
South by railroad, and the annual saving to be thus effected is es- 
timated to be between $750,000 and $1,000,000 annually. The an- 
nual saving of this sum to the coastwise commerce of the country 
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would be 5 per cent on $20,000,000, which is four times the esti- 
mated cost of this waterway exclusive of the cost of the purchase 
of one of the canals referred to, 

Another distinct advantage resulting from this route would be 
the reduction in insurance rates both oncargo andshipping. This 
can easily be calculated by adverting to the difference between 
marine insurance on cargoes by sailing vessels which navigate our 
coast around Cape Hatteras and the rate on cargoes shipped by 
barges through the present insufficient waterway and canal. 

Again, the construction of this waterway could be utilized as an 
additional means of defense in time of war. Upon this point I 
quote from the report of the engineer: 


The inland waterway would afford an interior line of communication in 
time of war for transportation of supplies and for naval operations by light- 
draft vessels, such as torpedo boats and destroyers. Its value for such pur- 
pose can hardly be estimated, being similar to that of seacoast fortifications, 
which are rarely actually needed, but when the need arises it is most acute. 


This waterway would afford a line of communication with our 
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of commerce, which, afier all, will afford the surest guaranty of 
concord and fraternity. [Applause. | 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors, in preparing the bill now before the House, prac- 
tically ignores the claims of all those interested in the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River. The Missouri is one of the great 
rivers of this country, and within its basin is comprehended a 
large and intelligent population. 

This great river has heretofore been recognized as navigable up as 
far as Fort Benton, a distance of 1,660 miles above Sioux City, 
where it strikes the line of the State of Iowa. And for this long 


| reach of river, with its treacherous waters and yielding and 


navy-yard at Portsmouth, Va., and with Fortress Monroe, and our | 


Navy in Hampton Roads. The importance of this proposition 
has been recognized by engineers who have reported upon this 
matter jn the past and by other eminent men engaged in the 
service. 

1 shall not consume the time of the House in discussing in detail 


ment of the eastern section through which it would pass, although 
it is by no means the least important of the results to flow from 
this beneficent enterprise. 


The thrifty and progressive towns in eastern North Carolina, | 


such as Elizabeth City, Edenton, Plymouth, Washington, and 


Newbern, would feel the impulse of this new artery of commerce, | 


and the people of all the tide-water section of North Carolina and 
of other States thereby affected would be brought in touch with 
the commerce of our country. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I wish to refer to the national 
character of this interior waterway. Not only is thesection con- 


crumbling banks, the pending bill carries an appropriation of only 
$40,000, to be used in maintenance of improvements already made 
and in protecting the bank and snagging the river for the facilita- 
tion of navigation and commerce—barely enough to provide a 
snagging boat and send it one trip up and down the river. 

While the committee assumes to have found ample justification 


| for making many appropriations for improvements of creeks and 





cerned which is tributary to the Chesapeake Bay and the sounds | 


of North Carolina, but every State upon our Atlantic Coast, 
including even those which border upon the Great Lakes, must 
feel an interest in this great project. If this waterway shall be 
established, it will only be one link in a chain which shall con- 
nect the city of Boston with Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina. 

To make this clear it is only necessary to point to the geography 
of our Atlantic coast north of the Chesapeake Bay. Going north 
via Chesapeake Bay, we traverse an ample waterway until we 
reach a point near the city of Philadelphia, and thence via the 
Delaware and Chesapeake Canal we reach the Delaware River. 
Upon this ample stream is located the city of Philadelphia. By 
going up the Delaware River to Bordenton, N. J., we can cross 
by a canal to New Brunswick, N. J., on the Raritan River. 

From this point there is fine inland navigation to the harbor of 
New York. From thence by Long Island Sound we reach Buz- 
zards Bay, and the construction of a short canal from this point, 
which has already been begun, will complete the interior water- 
way, and thence the route is to Cape Cod and Boston. It will 
only be necessary for the Government to own and improve these 
intervening canals to open up this magnificent waterway from 
the New England States to the South. 

But not only would this proposed waterway afford communica- 
tion along our Atlantic coast States, but it would give them access 
to the Great Lakes and to the States and cities adjacent thereto. 
After reaching New York Harbor the magnificent Hudson River 


leads to the Erie Canal, thus bringing the Great Lakes within | 


easy and cheap communication with all of our Atlantic seaboard. 

If the members of this House will study this project in the light 
of its importance to the country, I believe it will impress itself 
upon them as a project of national and paramount importance, 
which is not exceeded by any other that is now under the consid- 
eration of Congress, and I ask them to join with me in pressing 


this improvement upon the attention of the Congress and of the | 


commercial interests of the country. 

it is not local in its character, and therefore escapes the criticism 
which has been directed against other projects. It discriminates 
against no one, because its benefits extend to every part of the 
country. It is along the line of the trend of the present thought 
of the country which seeks toevolvea plan for the easy and cheap 
transportation of our crude products on the one hand and our 
bulky manufactured products on the other between the different 
sections of our country. 

It would promote the transportation of lumber and agricultural 
products from the South, and would give increased facilities for 
the transportation of coal and other products of the mines and 
bulky manufactured products from the North and the West. 

Upon many of these articles at present the tariff rates are pro- 
hibitory, but by opening up this great artery of domestic com- 
merce the interest of all sections of our country would be promoted, 
our domestic commerce would be increased, and the peoples of 
our common country would be bound closer together by the bonds 


| 


j 





duck ponds that have never been considered of sufficient impor- 
tance to find a place on the maps of the United States, they were 
not able to see any justification in the appropriation of any con- 


| siderable amount for the Missouri River. 
the importance of this waterway in connection with local develop- | 


It may be true that the people interested in the Missouri River 
ought to be thankful for what is appropriated by this bill, like the 


old mail carrier of many years ago in northwestern Iowa before 


the advent of railroads, when that whole country was a bleak, 
unbroken prairie, storm swept in the winter time. 

The old mail carrier was making his trip across prairies with 
his mail pouch from Fort Dodge to Sioux City, rigged out with a 
sled with board runners on which was placed an old store goods 
box, drawn by an old horse with rope gear and line, when out on 
the prairie, 20 miles from home, in a northwestern blizzard, such 
as was prevalent in that country at that early day, he met an old 
friend who accosted him by saying: ‘‘ Hello, my old friend; how 
goes it with you out here in this blinding storm?” The old mail 
carrier, without stopping, answered: ‘‘ Hard enough, hard enough. 
But thank the Lord it is as well with me as itis.” So it is with 
those who happen to live on the Upper Missouri; they can thank 
the Lord and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that it is as 
well with them as it is; that that stretch of river is deemed of 


| sufficient importance to be thought worthy of an appropriation of 


$40,000. 

It is not my purpose to attempt a criticism of the intentions or 
motives of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, but to show that 
it is pursuing an inconsistent policy. 

When urged to increase the appropriation for the Missouri River, 
we are met by the statement that the commerce on that river is 
not of sufficient importance or magnitude to justify the Govern- 
mentin prosecuting a system of improvements, and that whatever 
appropriations are made are not in the interest of commerce or 
navigation, but in the interest of property owners along the banks 
of theriver. Ifthat be true, and the policy of the Government is to 
limit appropriations solely to the improvement of our lines of 
commerce, why make any appropriations for this river? Whynot 
limit the appropriations to improvements in the interest of navi- 
gation and commerce? Let the committee report a bill carrying 
appropriations for the improvements of such rivers and harbors 
only in whose commerce the people generally are interested and 
that are not confined to the interest of particular localities, and I 
for one will be ready to support it. 

While we are told that appropriations ought not to be made for 
the improvement of the Missouri River because such appropria- 
tions are not in the interests of commerce, but for the benefit of 
particular localities and individual property owners, yet it is a 
fact that is not attempted to be denied that the pending bill, as 
well as every appropriation bill that has been reported by tae 
Committee‘on Rivers and Harbors for a number of years, carries 
large appropriations for the special interests of particular locali- 
ties and individual property owners. This has been the recognized 
policy of the committee, and that policy is recognized by the 


| pending bill. 


I am not standing here urging or justifying or condemning this 
policy. What I do criticise is the policy, recently adopted, of 
abandoning the improvements of the Missouri River because it 
is claimed that that river is not of sufficient commercial impor- 
tance to warrant appropriations for its improvement, and at the 
same time maintaining the system of making appropriations at 
other places for the same purpose that are discarded here. : 

Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to advocate the general policy 
of appropriating money by Congress for the exclusive benefit of 
particular localities or individuals. I believe such a policy is 
vicious and ought not to be adopted; but there is a justice in equal 
distribution of privileges and benefits when they result from the 
appropriations of public moneys. . 

Many of the appropriations carried by this bill are for the im- 
provement of small rivers and harbors that pertain only to local 
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interests, that do not in any manner affect navigation or com- 
merce outside of the immediate locality or State where they are 
situated. They are a benefit to the people of the State or locality 
where situated in furnishing convenient and cheaper transporta- 
tion of local products, just as the building of a railroad or a pub- 
lic highway within a State benefits the people where located by 
furnishing better and cheaper means of transportation. The same 
reason that may be urged for the appropriation of public moneys 
for the benefit of the one may be urged with equal force in favor of 
the other. If this House find sufficient reason to support these 
provisions of the bill carrying appropriations for such purposes, 
then it ought on the same ground support a provision making an 
appropriation for the Missouri River, as has been done in a small 
measure in the past. 

It has heretofore been the policy of the Government to make ap- 
propriations for the Missouri River. 

At Sioux City, Iowa, in a distance of several miles, there has 
already been expended about $230,000. A plan for a complete sys- 
tem of dikes and revetiments has been made by the Government 
engineers, Under this plan the work has been carried on, but 
not completed. In its uncompleted condition the work already 


done is hiable to be destroyed by the action of the water and the 


expenditure already made rendered useless thereby. 

The bill now pending proposes to abandon this point, as it is 
held up between the lower division and upper division of the 
Missouri River, without recognition anywhere. But suppose it 
should be included in the upper division, where it has been placed 
by the engineers or Missouri River Commission, it is still prac- 
tically left to its fate, because the small appropriation of $40,000 
for the upper division of the river, when distributed over a reach 
of more than 1,600 miles, will be entirely inadequate for main- 
tenance or protection of the work ulready cone. 

The engineer in charge of this part of the work, in his report 
to the Secretary of War has submitted estimate for maintenance 
and for continuing the work already commenced. 

The engineer says that ‘‘for the purpose of economical work in 
* * * the Sioux City reach, an estimate of $70,000 ($50,000 on 
the Iowa side and $20,000 on the Nebraska)” is submitted; and 
for maintenance for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, he esti- 
mates that there will be required $2,000 at South Sioux City and 
$50,600 at Sioux City. 

Sioux City is one of the prosperous and growing cities of Iowa, 
having a population of more than 33,000, The city stands down 
close to the river banks. At the time that the improvements of 
the river front at this point were commenced the current was 
strongly thrown against the banks and was making rapid inroads 
toward the business parts of the city. 

This has been checked by the dikes and revetments that have 
been built by the Government, and it does seem that to withhold 
appropriations and abandon these improvements now in their un- 
finished condition would be false economy, and would inevitably 
result in their being washed out and carried away by the swift 
current of the water in a few years. This is the only protection 
offered valuable property in thecitylying near the river from the 
swift currents constantly threatening its banks. 

At the proper time I shall offer an amendment to the bill mak- 
ing an appropriation for maintenance and protection of the banks 
of the river and improvement of the harbor at. Sioux City, and also 
an amendment increasing the appropriation for improvements 
above Sioux City. 

Mr. Chairman, there is still another feature of the bill to which 
I desire to call the attention of the House. 

The shore line of the Missouri River lying contiguous to the dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent is about 70 miles in 
length. In that distance the course of the river is very crooked 
and the current quite rapid. Owing tothe short bends in the river 
the current, in some places, is thrown with great force against the 
banks. Along the river, on the lowa side, the bottom is from 5 to 
25 miles wide. The soil is a deep sandy loam, and is as produc- 
tive of all the cereals capable of being produced in this climate as 
any Jand in the United States. The as bottom along the river 
consists of well-improved farms occupied by an intelligent, indus- 
trious people. 

For the purpose of ascertaining the condition of the river along 
this line 1 examined these localities some time ago and found 
places where whole farms had been cut away by the current. 
One farmer who owned as fine a farm as could be found in the 
State had moved his residence and farm buildings three times 
within the last eighteen months to keep them from going into the 
river, and still the current kept biting away the land so as to 
again endanger his buildings. While I was there I saw a large 
strip of the land give way to the encroachments of the current 
and drop into the river and was carried away to form a bar some- 
where lower down. I have been informed of one quarter section 
of land of 160 acres on which there was a mortgage. The mort- 
gage remaining unpaid, the mortgagee brought an action to fore- 
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close, and while the suit was pending the river, with its rapid 
current, stole away seven-eighths of the land and left but 20 acres. 

In some instances these ravages could be stopped by a rectifica- 
tion of the banks and course of thestream without great expense; 
in others by booms and mattresses erected to break the force of the 
current or change its course. Many of the farmers were pioneers 
in this country and have endured all the privations and hardships 
of pioneer life. They are more deeply interested in the protection 
of their property and will be more directly affected by improve- 
ments and rectification of the river at these points than are the 
people living in the localities where some of the appropriations 
provided for by this bill are to be expended. And the improve- 
ments here pointed out are just as essentially a public improve- 
ment as the latter. 

The Missouri River is and always has been recognized as a nav- 
igable stream, and as such is subject to the navigation laws of the 
United States. Individuals have no right to go into this river 
without the consent of the Government and put down booms, 
mattresses, dikes, or revetments, so as to rectify the course of the 
stream or change its course. Yet the bill before the House offers 
nothing for the protection of this property. 

When the bill is considered by sections, at the proper time I 
shall offer an amendment raising the appropriation for improving 
the Missouri River below Sioux City to $600,000, which I shail 
follow by another amendment making the appropriation also avail- 
able for a rectification of the course of the river and the reenforce- 
ment of its banks. 
| If weadopt the view of the committee that the appropriation 
for the improvements of the Missouri River is not made in the in- 
terests of commerce, but for the protection of property located 
along the banks, then it is certainly true that in justice to alla 
portion of this appropriation, under the discretion of the Secretary 
of War, ought to be devoted to the purpose designated by such 
proposed amendment. I appeal to the members of this House to 
do justice to these people. If the policy adopted by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and outlined by this bill is sustained, then 
carry out its provisions by doing equity to all persons and com- 
munities where at least it may be done, if sucha thing as equity 
or right is to be found in the bill; and if it can not be found there, 
then give it a show of equity by equalizing as far as possible the 
| benefits to accrne from it. 

If the appropriation carried by the bill for the Lower Missouri 
is not for the facilitation of navigation or the promotion of com- 
merce, but for the protection of property along the line of the 
river, then let the authority be vested in the Secretary of War, 
under whose supervision the expenditure is to be made, to apply 
it where, in his judgment, it is most needed. Let the bill be so 
re-formed thatthe appropriation, or a part of it, may be used to rec- 
tify the course of the river and reenforce and strengthen its banks. 

The bill now pending seems to confine the appropriation to 
‘‘continuing improvements” that have already been commenced, 
‘*as the Secretary of War may designate.” 

The proposed amendment, if adopted, will vest in theSecretary of 
| War the authority to use the appropriation on other portions of 
| the river as well, if in his judgment it is practicable to do so. 

The appropriation is not large, but what there is of it should be 
applied at such places along the river where it is most needed, 
| and that it may be properly applied the question of designation is 
proposed to be left to the discretion of the Secretary of War. 
| Loud applause. | 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment to this 
bill which my colleague |Mr. SHACKLEFORD] will offer at the 
proper time will be accepted and adopted. I trust the honor- 
able gentlemen composing the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors will not antagonize it; but if they do, with due respect to the 
committee, I appeal to the members present each to discharge his 
| duty. I believe that the supreme obligation of each member on 
this floor is to act in accordance with his ownconvictions of right, 
| and that he owes no duty to follow the wishes or recommenda- 
| tions of a committee unless they are sustained by sound reason and 
founded upon principles of justice and equality. 

For one, | propose to represent my constituents and voice their 
sentiments in voting for this amendment. 

The fact that the 17 States represented on the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors have been well cared for—indeed, that a very 
| large part of the colossal sum appropriated and authorized by this 
| bill goes to those States—has been severely criticised on this floor. 
| These criticisms have gone abroad tothe country. Whether they 
are just or unjust, the people will determine, regardless of the 
| action of this House. That millions upon millions of dollars have 
been appropriated in response to the demands of certain local- 
| ities, and that urgent and more modest requests which reached 
this committee from other localities—less favored, perhaps—have 
been summarily refused, has practically been admitted in the 
course of this debate. 

This bill carries a direct appropriation of $22,792,711.30 and an- 
thorizes the making of contracts to the amount of $37,142,704 
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more. If the action of the committee in devoting so large a part 
of this direct appropriation to the States represented on the com- 
mittee furnishes just provocation for criticism or occasion for 
surprise, then, inmy judgment, its action in distributing the bene- 
fits which are to flow from the expenditure of the sum authorized 
to be used is sufficient cause for alarm. The $22,792,711.30 di- 
rectly appropriated is not distributed as equitably as it should be, 
but still 35 States and the District of Columbia share it. But of 
the larger sum authorized by this bill to be expended the sum of 
$29,541,853 will be expended within 20 States, 14 States repre- 
sented on this committee receiving $24,817,896 of this sum. 

The committee has passed judgment, as it were, on its powers 
and duties, construed them strictly, and determined that it can 
or will recommend appropriations for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors in those cases only where there is great or consider- 
able traffic by boat. It seems to have overlooked the fact that 
many of the navigable rivers to-day were unnavigable, wholly so, 
until after the expenditure of vast sums of money. Even where 
millions have been spent millions more are demanded and often 
required. 

We appealed to this committee for a reasonable appropriation 
for one of the great rivers of the country—one that has been a 
great highway of commerce, and would be to-day if not neglected— 
and we are told the tonnage of freight carried on the Missouri 
River is too small to justify the appropriation of a sum sufficient 
to do the work, and as a kind of consolation they offer the beg- 
garly sum of $340,000 to improve a river nearly 3,000 miles in 
length, upon the banks of which preside some dozen of the proud 
cities of the West, and whose waters flow through or lash the 
shores of a group of splendid States that constitutes the great pro- 
ducing section of this Union. 

If the proposed amendment is adopted, much can be done to- 
vard reclaiming this river and building up a traffic upon it; and 
incidentally, by confining the river to its usual and proper chan- 
nel, the magnificent homes of the sturdy farmers who reside along 
its shores, representing as they do in many instances the toil, 
hardships, and accumulations of a lifetime, would be protected. 

Will this House, so lavish in other matters, deal in a niggardly 
spirit with the noble people who have erected their homes along 
this mighty river, who have done so much toward the material 
development of the great West and Northwest, and who are as 
justly entitled to the bounty of the Government, nay, more en- 
titled than many of the beneficiaries of this bill? This Congress 
has appropriated millions for the benefit of great corporations; 
millions more are induced by a sentiment to beautify the national 
capital; is prodigal in its appropriations for Government build- 
ings. but seems to hesitate in a matter affecting the interests and 
welfare of a great mass of people who inhabit the region to which 
I have referred. 

Against the recommendations of this committee I array the 
reports of former Committees on Rivers and Harbors and the 
action of this House upon those reports. 

Conscious that a just and intelligent constituency will suffer 
irreparable loss and damage if this river is abandoned, and con- 
fident that I reflect their wishes, I shall vote to amend the com- 
mittee bill so as to make theappropriation for the Missouri River 
between Sioux City and its mouth $€00,000 instead of $300,000, 
and to strike out the part of the bill that proposes to abolish the 
Missouri River Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, in the short time allotted 
to me I desire to call the attention of the committee to what must 
be termed a new policy recommended in this bill with regard to 
the Missouri River. Itis the policy of the unnatural mother who 
does not kill the child outright, but permits it to die of the slower 
process of starvation. Since the creation of the Missouri River 
Commission, in 1884, the annual appropriation for that great river 
amounted to from $700,000 to $800,000. 

The last appropriation under the jurisdiction of the present Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors was—how much do you suppose? 
Not one dollar. In the other House $250,000 were inserted, and 
the conference committee finally acquiesced in this concession. 
This year $340,000 are proposed to be appropriated. This means 
that the system of permanent improvement is to be abandoned, 
for it can be easily shown that this amount will not permit of any 
new work, it being barely sufficient to properly protect the actual 
improvements already made. 

Andifa further proof were necessary that itis really the purpose 
of the committee to abandon the river, it would be found on page 
76 of the bill, where it is proposed to abolish the Missouri River 
Commission; in other words, to dispense with the services of men 
who have made the peculiarities of that river a life study, and, 
after sixteen years of experience, are ready to demonstrate to the 
satisfaction of all who take a real interest in the Missouri, that 
its systematic improvement is not only possible, but practicable, 
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and at a cost not exceeding similar improvements of other river 
courses. And the proposition just referred to is seriously made 
in the face of the fact that the existence of the Missouri River 
Commission causes very little additional expense, because most of 
its members are simultaneously serving on the Mississippi River 
Commission, so that at present the Government really has the 
benefit of two services for only one salary. 

In the light of these facts the proposition of the committee per- 
mits, as I said before, of only one explanation. The Missouri 
River is to be abandoned. The policy wisely and bravely inau- 
gurated in 1884, by which notice is served on the civilized world 
that American engineering skill is equal to the most difficult tasks, 
is to be changed into one of meek surrender. We are asked to 
join the committee in a declaration that our previous policy was 
all a mistake; that we thought we were as equal to the emergency 
of overcoming the obstacles of nature as former generations have 
been, but that we have recently been seized by a degree of impo- 
tency which compels us to confine our exertions to the improve- 
ment of creeks and the dredging of harbors. But the Missouri? 
No, that is too large a proposition for a generation of pygmies 
such as we are! 

Such is the report of the committee. And what are the reasons 
assigned for this change of policy? The tonnage is too small, it 
is said. Thefreight carried in 1899 amounted to only 286,000 tons. 
Why, there are some creeks in the East, they say—I can not pro- 
nounce their names—which carry a larger tonnage than the Mis- 
souri River. Possibly so, Mr. Chairman. But 1 should like to 
know whether you, or the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, or 
anyone else, would undertake to run a railroad train before the 
roadbed is constructed and the rails are laid? The reason why 
there is little or no traffic on the Missouri is because the river has 
not yet had the benefit of systematic improvement. It is because 
from the time of the discovery of America up to nearly 1880 no 
improvement was attempted. 

This was excusable in the early periods of our history, but after 
the Republic had been securely established against outside inter- 
ference, after internal improvements had become so pressing that 
they became part of a national policy supported by both parties, 
after American skill and enterprise had seized upon our great 
waterways as the cheapest means of transportation, after the 
supreme necessity of their improvement had been recognized by 
appropriation after appropriation, after all that, to seriously pro- 
pose that we relapse into barbarism, that we make a sacrifice of 
the ten millions already expended, that we refuse to pave that 
way for the commerce of the great West and Northwest which 
nature has already provided—that, gentlemen, would be a begin- 
ning of the new century of which we ought to be heartily 
ashamed. 

The committee says there is now no traffic on the Missouri 
River, and in the same breath it decrees that there shall be none 
in the future by denying us the only means of securing it. 

It is difficult, perhaps, to correctly estimate the amount saved 
to the farmers and producers of the West by the policy and the 
determination of former Congresses to improve the Missouri 
River. That it exceeds by far the sums expended for such im- 
provement is reasonably certain. The very minute you decide 
here to abandon the river will surely mark the time of a general 
increase of railroad freight rates all along the line. This phase of 
the question was lucidly presented to the committee by a member 
of this House. It is strange, indeed, that this argument alone 
should not have been sufficient to deter the committee from the 
course it has decided upon. 

But there is still another very important consideration. Ina 
statement given out, upon the solicitation of a St. Louis news- 
paper, by the president of the Missouri River Commission, Col. 
Amos Stickney, part of which I shall incorporate in my remarks, 
I find the following: 

In a distance of only 18 miles in the vicinity of Jefferson City, Mo., the area 
of new land formed by the rectification works amounted to 5,500 acres, and 
the area of land protected was 12,800 acres. Computing this at a fair price of 
$50 per acre, the sum of $915,000 was added to the wealth of the country, as 
incidental to the improvement of navigation. 

This is on the stretch of the river where the commission had 
started to carry outits plans for permanent improvement, between 
Jefferson City and the mouth. The money expended here proved 
a splendid investment for the country, technically as well as finan- 
cially, and it was not spent for the protection of private property 
in land, but solely for navigation purposes. 

It seems the commission is being blamed for the policy cf pro- 
tecting the banks, for which, it is true, large sums have been ex- 
pended. But in reality whose fault was it? The commission and 
especially President Stickney, that most excellent river engineer, 
has always protested against the diversion of the general appro- 
priation to special points, but without avail. Congress simply 
ordered the commission to dozens of different points without re- 
gard to the continuity of the work, and as a result the amounts 
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which should have been devoted to purposes of systematic and 

rmanent improvement were frittered away to do piecemeal 
work here, there, and elsewhere. The policy which the commit- 
tee complains of is the fault of Congress and not of the commis- 
sion, yet it is proposed to punish the commission for what Con- 
gress has done. 

Here the question presents itself: Is the policy of protecting 
lands incidental to the improvement of navigation a mistaken 
policy? The committee, in endeavoring to answer the question, 
say: 

While not assuming to decide whether such expenditures are proper sub- 
jectsfor appropriation by the Federal Government, the members of the com 
mittee are clearly of the opinion that such expenditures do not properly be- 


long to a committee whose province is to recommend appropriations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. 


But if this be true, why does the same committee authorize 
appropriations for the construction of levees and the protection of 
lands on the Lower Mississippi? Mind you, I am not opposed to 
these appropriations; but why this discrimination? If it is right 
and proper to protect the land of the Southern planter, why should 
it not also be right and proper to protect the land of the Missouri 
farmer? In my own district the town of New Haven, or at least 
the lower portion of it, isin immediate danger of being swept away. 

I presented the case to the committee as best I knew how, but 
the answer is that the committee has no jurisdiction, while at the 
same time it provides very liberally against just such contingen- 
cies on the Lower Mississippi. Is not this just a little inconsistent? 
The Committee on Rivers and Harbors has assumed jurisdiction 
over all the cases of levee appropriations, although there is a com- 
mittee of this House, of which I have the honor to be a member, 
especially created for that purpose. If that jurisdiction is doubt- 
ful, either from a parliamentary or constitutional point of view, 
in all cases which involve the protection of lands, why is it that 
the committee is claiming and exercising it in one case and de- 
nying it in the other, although they are parallel cases? 

In conclusion, let me suggest, Mr. Chairman, that a bill carry- 
ing over $20,000,000 of immediate appropriations for rivers and 
harbors, without at the same time properly providing for the larg- 
est river of the country, will be justly regarded as an anomaly by 
the American people. If the great Missouri, with its thousands of 
miles of length and with sufficient water, if properly cared for, to 
carry the largest boats from the Northwestern grain fields to the 
Gulf, is not deserving of the attention of the National Govern- 
ment, surely no other river is, and I say not a dollar of expendi- 
ture for the rivers of the country is justifiableif the improvement 
of the Missouri should be deemed unwarranted. 

Half a dozen States and many millions of people are interested 
in this question, and when they learn what it is proposed to do 
here a hurricane of protests will sweep down upon this House. 
We know that the Missouri can not ke improved in one generation, 
but this is surely no reason why we should give up the task after 
sixteen years of practical work has demonstrated the feasibility 
of the improvement beyond the shadow of a doubt. If those liv- 
ing to-day can not finish the job, those living to-morrow will take 
it up where we left off; and, in my judgment, it is the bounden 
duty of each generation to contribute its share toward the final 
consummation of the great object. The above-mentioned state- 
ment of Col. Amos Stickney, the president of the Missouri River 
Commission, is in part as follows: 

The first works undertaken by the Government on the Missouri River 
below the mouth of the Yellowstone were at Nebraska City and at St. Joseph, 
under small appropriations made in 1876. Subsequently other appropriations 
were made for these and other localities, until in 1881 there were fourteen 
separate localities where work had been ordered, scattered from St. Charies 
to Vermilion, over a distance of 830 miles. 

In 1881 .pae for the systematic improvement of the river from the mouth 
to Sioux City was submitted by Major (now Colonel) Suter, and in 1882 Con- 
rress aeons »riated $850,000 for the general improvement of the river, and a 


arge plant for the work was prepared. In 1854 the Missouri River Commis- 
sion was created to take charge of the work, and $640,000 was appropriated. 


INSUFFICIENT APPROPRIATIONS. 


In the first report made by the commission, in December, 1884, a general 
plan was outlined. It was now hoped that a thorough improvement of the 
river had been inaugurated and would be vigorously prosecuted. The com- 
mission concentrated their efforts as much as possible upon the reach of 
river in the vicinity of Kansas City, and urgently recommended in their re- 
ports that not less than $1,000,000 per year should be appropriated for contin- 
uous work from Kansas City down. The recommendations of the commis- 
sion, however, were not carried out. In the appropriation years of 1884, 1886, 
1888, $2,015,000 was appropriated, of which less than $600,000 could be expended 
on the continuous work—thatis, for the six years from 1884 to 1890, less than 
one-tenth of the amount asked by the commission was provided for the sys- 
tematic work. 

In the act of 1890 Congress directed that the appropriation of $800,000 made 
that year should, with certain specified exceptions, be expended in the sys- 
tematic improvement of the river from its mouth up, in reaches, to be desig- 
nated by the commission and approved by the Secretary of War. Under this 
act the river from its mouth to Sioux City was divided into six reaches. The 
first reach extended from the mouth of the river to the mouth of the Osage, 
about 142 miles. By the terms of the act it became necessary to suspend op- 
erations, commenced in the vicinity of Kansas City, and at large expense 
move all of the plant several hundred miles down river to begin over again 
the work of systematic improvement at the head of the first reach. In 1891 
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the new start was made, though a considerable portion of the sporemiicn 


of 1890 was necessarily reserved to prevent destruction of wor 
started up the river. 
HOW IMPROVEMENT IS PROFITABLE. 


In 1892 the appropriations were made continuous for four years, amounting 
in the aggregate during the four years to $2,710,000, of which about three- 
fourths was applicable to the systematic work. With this provision work 
was carried on vigorously with a large plant, operating on a continuous 
stretch of 45} miles of river, extending froma point about l4 miles above the 
mouth of the Osage down to the mouth of the Gasconade. This was, perhaps, 
one of the worst stretches onthe river. ‘The success of the work was marked. 
A deep navigable channel was formed and the banks aligned and built up. 
In a distance of only 18 miles in the vicinity of Jefferson City the area of new 
land formed by the rectification works amounted to 5,500 acres, and the area 
of land protected was 12,800 acres. 

Computing this at a fair price of $530 peracre, the sum of $915,000 was added 
to the wealth of the country, asincidental to the improvemeht of navigation. 
The cost of this work was about $44,500 per mile, about the same per mile as 
is estimated for the improvement of the Mississippi from St. Louis to Cairo. 
A continuation of the work would undoubtedly have developed a lessening of 
cost per mile. 

In the river and harbor act of 1896 the appropriation for the Missouri River 
below Sioux City was cut down to $300,000 and provisos added calling for work 
at nine different localities other than that at which the systematic work was 
in progress. This was the beginning of a virtual abandonment by Congress 
of the purpose to make an effective, general improvement of the river for 
navigation. In 1897, 1898, 1899 the appropriations were $300,000 per year, and 
in 1900 $250,000. In the five appropriation acts 1896 to 1900 seventeen detached 
localities were named where work was to be performed, one of which was in 
the Kaw River. 


previously 


DETACHED WORK NOT PERMANENT. 


The effect of this large reduction of appropriations and scattering of the 
small amounts available to points from Omaha to Pelican Bend, a distance 
of 650 miles, was, of course, disastrous to effective work for improvement of 
the river, and very embarrassing to the commission and the officers charged 
with the execution of the work. The systematic work on the first reach 
came to a complete stop. The unit cost of the various kinds of work was 
largely increased on account of the necessity for moving steamboats, barges, 
pile drivers, and various other items of plant over long distances, and re- 
turning them again to the boat yard at Gasconade, or makingexpensive pro- 
vision for their care at other points during the winter season The workiag 
plant became depleted, there being no funds available for renewals. The 
frequent disorganizing and reorganizing of working forces, in taking upsepa 
rate pieces of work, was also very expensive. The work done at these locali- 
ties was largely detached work—that is, not connected with any other work 
or with fixed points—and subject to destruction by changes in the flow of the 
river above and about them. 

What is absolutely necessary for a proper control of the river and for the 
permanency of works is that the regulation should be continuous downstream, 
so that works once placed shall not be destroyed or rendered useless by 
changes in the approach of the flow from above. On account of the soft ma- 
terial of its bed and banks and its great flood velocities, the control and reg- 
ulation of the Missouri River is as difficult, pestape, as that of any river in 
the country, excepting possibly the Lower Mississippi, where the forces to 
contend with are greater. The difficulty consists almost entirely in making 
the works stand on such an unstable foundation, and many devices have been 
tried in their construction. That works can be made to stand and that the 
river can be fully controlled and regulated has been abundantly proven by 
the work done by the commission, and at a cost that is not excessive when 
compared with other river improvements. 


NEED OF SUSTAINED INTEREST. 


The work done in the systematic and continuous general improvement on 
the first reach, in accordance with the Congressional act of 1800, covered 454 
miles of river, from just above Jefferson City down tothe mouth of the Gas- 
conade River. The work was entirely successful, in accordance with the 
adopted plan. and covered nearly one-third of the reach, when, in 18%, inter- 
est in the work seemed to subside and appropriations were cut down, on the 
ground that there was no considerablecommerce. It was a well-known fact, 
before commencement of work, that boats could not be profitably employed on 
the river in its natural state, and that was the principal reason for improv- 
ing. Itcameto be an admitted fact, also, that a continuous improvement 
must be made to be effective. As the principal part of the expected com- 
merce on the lower part of the river must pass the mouth of the river into, 
or out of, the Mississippi, it is not clear what commerce could have been ex- 
pected before the opening of the river to its mouth. Let us suppose that a 
railroad were projected, over which, when it should be completed, a large 
through traffic was assured; the building of a few miles of the road, uncon- 
nected with its outiet, would hardly be expected to produce returns com- 
mensurate with its cost. 

It has not been considered the province of the Missouri River Commission 
to urge the appropriation of money for the improvement of the river. ‘It is 
our duty to furnish information and to carry on tothe best of our ability the 
work for which Congress sees fit to provide. The general improvement of 
the river, opening it to commerce and carrying with it as an incident the 
complete protection and great enhancement in value of all property alongits 
banks, isa matter to be urged by the people of the Missouri Valley. whose 
interests are involved, if it is tobe urged by anyone. Congress and its com- 
mittees, having consideration of national improvements, certainly can not be 
expected to provide means for improvements for which there is no pressing 
demand by those who might be expected to be interested. 

The present chairman of the River and Harbor Committee of the House, 
as well as his predecessor, informed me that while many appeared before the 
committee asking for appropriations for the Missouri River, it was a rare 
thing for anyone to ask for the general improvement of the river. Requests 
were confined to asking for protection of various points, and the committee 
was decidedly of the opinion that mere protection of land or other property, 
unless incidental to the general improvement of the river for commerce, was 
inadmissible. 

APPROPRIATIONS LOCALIZED. 


Amidst the general apathy concerning the systematic work on the river 
there have been intermittent efforts by a few to carry it on, and the comn 








sion has constantly urged that the effective improvement by conti us 
work should not be defeated by the dispersion of funds to various scattered 
localities. 

The efforts to localize appropriations during the past few years have, how- 
ever, prevailed tosuch an extent as to completely paralyze the general work. 


As a natural consequence, the effective improvement of the ri 
ably be postponed until such time as there will be an awa ng of public 
sentiment to the desirability of its accomplishment. That the work will be 
done some time I think hardly admits of a doubt. In the meantime, probably 
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.88 will be forced to yield to demands for fragmentary, disconnected 

h, in the aggregate, will cost more than a complete improvement, 

» will be no commerce on the river. 

ith regard to prospect of making permanent improvements which will 
assure a deep navigable channel, I answer unhesitatingly that such improve- 
ments can be made to not only give ample channels at the lowest stages of 
the river, but to add millions of dollars to the value of property in the val- 
ley. Astothe prospect of making them, however, I can only reply that it 
lies with the people of the Missouri Valley. 

Mr. BURTON. 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union, rr that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 13189, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate upon the bill which has just been considered by 
the committee (H. R. 13189) come toa close at 2 o’clock on Mon- 
day, or on the next legislative day on which this bill is before the 
House, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that general debate upon the bill that has just been con- 
sidered in Committee of the W hole House on the state of the Union 
be closed at 2 o'clock on Monday next, or the next legislative day. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 





Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 


DEATH OF HON, FRANK G. CLARKE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the following letter for 
the information of the House: 


SraATe OF New HAMPSHIRE, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Concord, January 10, 1901. 

Sir: It is my painful duty to inform you of the death of the Hon. Frank 
G. CLARKE, Representative from the Second district of New Hampshire in the 
Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses of the United States, which occurred 
at his home in Peterboro on January 9. 

Congressman CLARKE was held in high esteem by the people of his district 
and of the State. His public career as speaker of the New Hampshire house 
of representatives, member of the State senate, and Representative in Con 

ress has been alike creditable to him and to our State, and his private life 
1as been such as to win for him universal respect. His death is mourned by 


all classes of our citizens. 
Yours, very sincerely, CHESTER B. JORDAN, 
Governor. 


Hon. DAvip B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 
The SPEAKER. 
the Journal. 
Mr. BURTON, 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 48 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


This communication will be duly noted in 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 





IXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 

of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
additional estimate of appropriation for armament of fortifica- 
tions—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
* A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
additional estimate of appropriation for buildings at Governors 
Island—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Bet- 
tie A, Aldrich, administratrix of estate of Thomas W. Wilson, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
C. T. Wilson, administrator of estate of Philip Mathews, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George N. Small against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with 
accompanying documents, recommendation thrt Henry C, Clai- 
borne, light keeper, be reimbursed for losses—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending the 
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establishment of a light-house at Cape Romano, Florida—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committees on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3205) for the re- 
location of certain tracks of street railways in the District of 
Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2275); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bla, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 11648) 
to provide for the closing of part of an alley in square 169, in the 
city of Washington, D. C., and for the sale thereof to the Young 
Men’s Christian Association of the city of Washington, eeported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2276); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13039) authorizing the Dewey Hotel Com- 
pany to construct and maintain an electric and steam conduit on 
Stanton alley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2277); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 122) to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the criminal laws of the District 
of Columbia,” approved July 8, 1898, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2278); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12284) authorizing construction of bridge, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2279); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 11881) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the protection of birds, pres- 
ervation of game, and for the prevention of its sale during certain 
closed seasons, in the District of Columbia,” reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2280); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13067) to 
enlarge the powers of the courts of the District of Columbia in 
cases involving delinquent children, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2281); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred thé bill of the House (H. R. 13279) to enable 
the directors of Providence Hospital to increase the accommoda- 
tions of that institution, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2282); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions war 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13469) grant- 
ing a pension to Perry Abbett, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, 


INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 13500) to develop the inter- 
state and foreign commerce of the Mississippi Valley—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12501) for the relief of gaugers, 
storekeeper gaugers, and storekeepers—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 13502) for the purchase of a 
national forest reserve in the Southern Appalachian Mountains— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


AND MEMORIALS 
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By Mr, LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13503) relating to compen- 
sation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAMB: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 293) directing a 
suitable shaft to be placed at the grave of George Wythe—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A resolution (H. Res. 356) directing the Clerk 
of the House to pay out of the contingent fund of the House a 
certain sum of money to Daniel M. Reiter for services—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A resolution (H, Res. 357) setting forth the 
protests of merchants, bankers, and business men of Salt Lake 
City against the proposed site of the Federal building in that city, 
and asking for a committee to investigate the different sites—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A resolution (H. Res. 358) to 
pay Oscar Hill and Harrison Crane the difference between the pay 
of a folder and that of messenger during the present Congress— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 359) to pay Joseph H. 
Johnson the sum of $64.10—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13504) for the relief of 
Catherine Pflueger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 13505) for the relief of certain 
officers and men who served as volunteers during Kirby Smith 
raid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: <A bill (H. R. 18506) granting a pension 
to Alfred M. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13507) granting a pension to Silas R. Harris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 13508) granting a pension to 
Tim Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13509) granting a pension to William Ridge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 13510) granting a pension to 
Robert Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 13511) for 
the relief of Abram G. Hoyt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 13512) to increase the pension of 
Benjamin F. Bolen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13513) granting an increase of pension to 
George Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 13514) granting an increase of 
pension to George E. J. Hasson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 13515) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 13516) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military service of John Gilsenen—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 13517) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of John Roberts, Company E, Thir- 
tieth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 13518) to correct the military 
record of Seth Bonney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13519) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William M. Guy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13520) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelia Hays—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13521) for 
the relief of the estate-of Alfred Hambrick—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13522) for the relief of the estate of Bradford 
Hambrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 13523) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 13524) for the relief of 
John W. Brooks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13525) granting an increase of pension to 
Capt. John B, Calhoun—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13526) for the relief of the estate 
of Solomon N. Adams and James W. Adams—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 13527) granting a pension 
to Michael Scherer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 13528) granting a pension to 
John W. Eichelberger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 13529) granting a pension 
to Polly M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of the city council of Colum- 
bus, Ga., favoring an appropriation in behalf of the Southern 
States and West Indian Exposition at Charleston, 8. C.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of C. L. Shaffer and other railway postal clerks 
of the State of Illinois favoring the bill for the reclassification. of 
the railway mail service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of citizens of Buffalo and the 
Christian Endeavor Society of Emanuel Baptist Church, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., urging the passage of House bill No. 12551, for the protec- 
tion of native races in our islands against intoxicants and opium— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

sy Mr. BABCOCK: Resolution of University of Wisconsin Col- 
lege of Engineering, favoring the passage of House bill No. 11350, 
to establish the national standardizing bureau—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolution of the Bar Association of 
St. Louis, Mo., in relation to the jurisdiction of district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of J. P. Hunt, of Covington, Ky., in 
relation to the military service of the Forty-first Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Militia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of the internal-revenue gaugers, store- 
keepers, etc., of the Sixth collection district of Indiana, for suffi- 
cient appropriation to provide for their vacation without loss of 
pay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Silas R. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, statement to accompany House bill granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred M. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Resolutions of the South Dakota School of 
Mines and the University of South Dakota, favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 11350, to establish the national standardizing 
bureau—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, resolutions of Sergeant Britton Garrison, No. 174, of Fort 
Meade, 8S. Dak., relating to the admission of soldiers and sailors 
in Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Bryant—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Calhoun, of the National Soldiers’ Home, Hamp- 
ton, Va.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GLYNN: Protest of merchants, bankers, and citizens of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, against the proposed site for the Federal 
building in that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ° 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition and affidavits to accompany House 
bill granting an increase of pension to William S. Hosack, of Com- 
pany G, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Papers to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of John 
Gilsinen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: Memorial of the Bar Association of St. Louis, Mo., 
in relation to the celebration of ‘‘John Marshall Day ”’—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of C. W. Penny and 17 other citi- 
zens of Patterson, N. Y., favoring anti-polygamy amendment to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to William M. Guy, of Washing- 
ton, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the California Water and 
Forest Association, for the creation of the Stony Creek forest re- 
serve—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SALMON: Petition of citizens of the Fourth Congres- 
sional district of New Jersey, favoring anti-polygamy amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of John W. Brooks, son and 
heir of Isaac Brooks, deceased, late of the State of Missouri, for 
reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: Resolutions of the Central Labor Union of Knox- 
ville, Tenn., in opposition to Senate bill No. 727, known as the 
ship-subsidy bill-—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: Petition of Michael Scherer, to accompany 
House bill to place his name on the pension rolli—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


=. 


Sa REE Se a NNR 





en Tr Sr ee 

















NN 











ed 






















































































































































































































































































































































































SENATE. 
MonpDaAy, January 14, 1901. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLpurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Hoar, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


ELECTORAL VOTES OF MISSOURI AND IOWA, 


munications from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified 
copies of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and 
Vice-President appointed in the States of Missouri and Iowa; 
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which, with the accompanying papers, were ordered to lie on the | 


table. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims relating to the 
vessel sloop Rainbow, Joseph Howland, master; which, with the 





JANUARY 14, 





Mr. HALE. This is, of course, new to many of us. Let me 
ask the Senator if that provision of the statute has ever been car- 
o out by the appointment of two members, one from each 

ouse? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, time and again. 

Mr. HALE. And upon the report of this joint committee use- 
less documents have been destroyed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Is that going on now, from year to year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only when a committee is appointed. The 
Department can not destroy the papers until a committee has been 


a | appointed and ts, and th equi se 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate two com- | ne any. vara mhey ate required to send 6 Uist of th 


Mr. HALE. My question is whether that committee has been 
appointed every year, from year to year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is appointed every time there are any 
documents to be destroyed. It is only appointed for the given 
emergency. It is not a standing committee, or anything of that 
kind, but it is a committee to be appointed by the Speaker of the 
House and the President of the Senate when a report comes in. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Chair know when the last committee 


| was appointed? 


accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, | Gerstand , y 
| jurisdiction of practically the same subject. There was one on the 


and ordered to be printed. . 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- | ; 
| chairman. There was one on the Library. Oneof these commu- 


ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims relating to the vessel ship Foa, Coffin 
Whippey, master; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | . . 
tee, but is there any such committee? 


ate a communication from the Postmaster-General; which will 
be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 12, 1901. 


Sir: Referring to the communication sent you under date of May 29, 1900, 
accompanied by reports from the various Bureaus of this Department giving 
detailed statements of useless papers which it was desired to have disposed 


of, in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved Febru- | 


ary 16, 1809, being *‘An act to authorize and provide for the disposition of use 


less papers in the Executive Departments,’ I have the honor to transmit | 


herewith, at the request of the chairman of the joint committee, supple 
mental reports containing certain specific information omitted from the 


former reports. 
CHARLES EMORY SMITH, 


Very respectfully, 
Postmaster-General. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention | 


of the Senate to the fact that several communications have been 
received from heads of Departments touching useless papers and 
their disposition. I think one was referred to the Committee on 


Military Affairs, another to the Committee on the Library, and | 
another to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. | 
Allusion is made here to a joint committee on this subject. The | 


Chair has not been able to get information as to whether there is 
a joint committee having entire jurisdiction of the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under a law passed in 1888 or 1889 for the 
disposition of useless and valueless pm in the different Depart- 
ments, each Department is required to submit to Congress a writ- 
ten report giving a list of the Doousnente to be disposed of, stating 
that they are no longer useful for historical purposes or for cur- 
rent business. The report is to be made to Congress, and there- 
upon the President of the Senate appoints one Senator and the 


Speaker of the House appoints one member of the House, and | 


they constitute a committee to examine the papers and submit a 
report to the Senate and House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was there such a committee 
created? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know whether it has been created 
or not. It is nota permanent committee. It has to be appointed 
each time a report is made. 

I will state the reason for passing the act. There were many 
documents in the Departments, and it was not believed at that 


time that it would be safe or judicious for Congress to authorize | 


the head of a Department alone to determine whether the papers 
in his office were useful for historical purposes or for current 


business, and if not so useful to destroy them. It was thought | 


best that Congress should retain some power over them, and for | 
that reason the lawrequired the head of the Department to make a | 


report stating what the documents were, and then one Senator 
was appointed and one member of the House, to examine and see 
whether the papers ought to be destroyed or not; and, if so, to 
authorize the Department to do it. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I have served once or twice upon it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is hardly able to un- 
derstand how there could be so many joint committees having 


part of the Post-Office Department, of which Mr. PENROsE was 


nications has been referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment, another to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. COCKRELL. They ought all to go to one committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is what occurred to the 
Chair. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All should go to one commit- 


Mr. COCKRELL. Unless the Chair has appointed one, thereis 
not. There is no permanent committee by law. The committee 
is constituted for the specific purpose of determining whether the 
papers reported are to be destroyed or not. 

Mr. HALE. How does the matter come here now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one communication 
from the Secretary of War and another communication from the 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HALE. Relating to documents and papers that are said to 
be useless? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are said to be useless. 

Mr. HALE, I suggest that the communication for the present 
lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will furnish the President of the Senate 
with a copy of the law in a few moments. 

Mr. HALE, Then the Senator can furnish the Chair with a 
copy of the law and the procedure, so that a committee can be ap- 
pointed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would like to know, 
if the committee is to be appointed, how long its life continues 
and whether there is to be one committee or whether there will be 
half a dozen committees, as there have been heretofore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There never has been, unless at this session, 
more than one committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will let the matter 
lie on the table for the present—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I will hunt the matter up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Until the Senator may have 
time, or some one will have time, to look it up and see what should 
be done. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will look it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials are 
in order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Laborers’ 
Protective Union No, 7458, of Utica, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation regulating the hours of daily labor of mechan- 
ics and workmen, and also to protect free labor from prison com- 
= which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and crew of the life- 
saving station at Rockaway, New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York 
City; of Warren & Osgood, of Verona; and of sundry citizens of 
Westernville, Kennedy, Knowelhurst, Whallonsburg, Fillmore, 
Prattsville, and Willet, and of Local Grange No. 1, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Fredonia, all in the State of New York, praying 
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for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Pentwater, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encour- 
age the saving of life from shipwreck; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Federal Labor Union, of Port 
Huron, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the hours of daily work of laborers and mechanics, and also 
to protect free labor from prison competition; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Kalamazoo and 
Sanilac counties, in the State of Michigan, praying for the enact- 
ment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of the coal- 
mining districts of the State of Washington, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the hours of daily work of 
laborers and mechanics, and also to protect free labor from prison 
competition; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Federated Trades 
Council, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to limit the hours of daily labor of workmen and mechan- 
ics, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the keeper and life-saving crew 
at Kewaunee Station, Wis., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to en- 
courage the saving of life from shipwreck; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the College of 
Engineering of the University of Wisconsin, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the establishment of a national 
standardizing bureau; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 11 citizens of Portage County, 45 
citizens of Troy, and of 133 citizens, all in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the repeal of the revenue stamp 
tax on checks, telegrams, contracts of sales, express receipts, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Ann 
Arbor, Mich., remonstrating against the alleged granting of per- 
mits to houses of ill fame in Manila; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of F. N. Palmer and sundry 
other citizens of Monroe, Me., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bangor, Port- 
land, Houlton, Bath, Gardiner, Presque Isle, Camden, Belfast, 
Guilford, Rumford Falls, Dover, and Foxcroft, all in the State of 
Maine, praying for the repeal of the revenue tax on bank checks; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented the petition of B. A. Lockwood and 
sundry other grain dealers of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the 
repeal of the war-revenue tax on grain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry boiler makers and iron 
shipbuilders of Sioux City, Iowa, and a petition of the United 
Brotherhood of Leather Workers, of Boone, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation regulating the hours of daily labor of 
workmen and mechanics, and also to protect free labor from 

rison competition; which were referred to the Committee on 

Zducation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Algona, Iowa, 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Fort Dodge, Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to the native races in Africa; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Royal, Knox- 
ville, Washta, Luana, Hobart, and Oneida, all in the State of 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to 
regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, KEAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Jer- 
sey, praying for the enactment of the so-called Grout bill, to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine: which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of Charleston, S. C., praying that the operations of the 
United States Geological Survey be extended so as to include the 
forests of South Carolina and the Eastern States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Geological Survey. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Charleston, S. C., praying for the establishment of a national for- 
est reserve; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Charleston, 8. C., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the public roads of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
Charleston, S. C., praying that an appropriation be made to carry 
on the work of the Geological Survey relative to the water power 
of the country for manufacturing and other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Geological Survey. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the congregation of the Fire- 
steel Church, of Davison County, S. Dak., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors at 
any post exchange, transport, or canteen, or upon any premises 
used for military purposes by the United States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Walworth 
County, 8. Dak., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction and maintenance of an Indian industrial school at 
Evarts, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Elk Point, 8. Dak., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the importation of intoxicating 
liquors into uncivilized countries; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a memorial of the Live Stock Exchange of 
South St. Joseph, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of 
the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Lars Berglund and 16 other 
citizens of Day County, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of the 
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of A. C. Stoddard and 22 
other citizens of North Brookfield, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Suffrage League 
of Natick, Mass., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

perance Union of Natick, Mass., praying for the adoption of an 





amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Brunswick, Gaston, Parkes, New Trenton, Martinsburg,and War- 
rick County, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the enact- 
ment of the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Wayne, 
Poe, and Hoagland, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polyg- 
amy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the faculty of the Col- 
| lege of Engineering of the University of Wisconsin, praying for 
| the establishment of a national standardizing bureau; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| 
| 





He also presented the petition of Nelson Craite, keeper, and 6 

other members of the life-saving station of Kewaunee, Wis., pray- 

| ing for the enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the 

| Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving of life from ship- 
wreck; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of 
| Wilmington, N. C., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Ashe- 
| ville, N. C., praying for the establishment of a national forest 
| Teserve So as toinclude the forests of North Carolina and the East- 

ern States; which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reser- 
vations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Asheville, 

N. C., and a petition of the Produce Exchange of Wilmington, 
N. C., praying forthe enactment of legislation providing for the 
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eulargement of the work of the Geological Survey so as to include 
the mapping of the forest regions in the southern and eastern 
portions of the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Geological Survey. 

He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of Wil- 
mington, N. —., praying that an appropriation be made to enable 
the Geological Survey to secure certain data concerning the depth 
and extent of artesian water supply in the malarial regions border- 
ing on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Geological Survey. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Asheville, 


N. C., praying that an appropriation be made to enable the Geo- | 
e 5S 


logical Survey to make a thorough examination of the surface 
streams of the Piedmont Plateau and the mountain regions of the 
Eastern States and of the artesian water supply in the South At- 
lantic and Gulf States; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Geological Survey. 


He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of Wil- | 


mington, N.C., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Asheville, 


N.C., praying that an appropriation be made to enable the Secre- | 


tary of Agriculture to examine into the question of the improve- 
ment of the public highways; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petitions of Hodges M. Gallop, keeper, and 


7 other members of the life-saving crew of Whales Head; of | 


Thomas J. Tillett, keeper, and 7 other members of the life-saving 
crew of Currituck Inlet; of Dunbar Davis, keeper, and 7 other 


members of the life-saving crew of Oak Island; of Jim E. Ward, | 


keeper, and 7 other members of the life-saving crew of Devil Hills; 
of James W. Howard, keeper, and 7 other members of the life- 
saving crew of Ocracoke; of Van Buren Etheridge, keeper, and 7 
other members of the life-saving crew of Nags Head; of H. W. 
Stryan, keeper, and 7 other members of the life-saving crew of 
Creeds Hill; of D. M. Pugh, keeper, and 7 other members of the 
life-saving crew of Gull Shoal; of W. M. Etheridge, keeper, and 
7 other members of the life-saving crew of Oregon Inlet; of Wil- 
liam H. Gaskill, keeper, and 8 other members of the life-saving 
crew of Cape Lookout, and of John L. Watts, keeper, and 8 other 
members of the life-saving crew of Cape Fear, all in the State of 
North Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage 
the saving of life from shipwreck; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 19 citizens of North Carolina, 
praying for the enactment of the so-calied Grout bill, to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Live-Stock Ex- 
change, remonstrating against the enactment of the so-called 
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agricultureand Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a joint resolution of the general 


assembly of Missouri, in favor of an appropriation for the repair | 
I ask that it be read and | 


and improvement of Galveston Harbor. 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The joint resolution was read and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 
STATE OF Missour!, SENATE CHAMBER, 
City of Jefferson, January 11, 1901. 
DEAR Str: The senate of the Forty-first general assembly of Missouri on 
the llth day of January, 1901, took up and adopted the following resolution: 
“Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
to cooperate with the Texas delegation in securing appropriations for the 
repair and improvement of Galveston Harbor. 


‘*“ Whereas the city and port of Galveston in our sister State of Texas met 


with an appalling disaster in the stor.m and flood of September 8, 1900, result 
ing in loss of many thousands of lives and properties of the value of many 
millions of dollars; and 

** Whereas the people of Missouri and of the Southwest and of the entire 
Union are deeply interested in the maintenance of the deep-water port on 
the Gulf of Mexico at Galveston: Therefore, be it 

‘Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That 
our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United States be re- 
quested to cooperate with the Texas Senators and Representatives in secur- 


ing atthe present session appropriations in the river and harbor bill for the | 


repair and improvement of Galveston Harbor. 
* Resolved Jurther, That the clerk of the house transmit a copy of these 
resolutions to each Missouri Senator and Representative in Congress.” 
Respectfully submitted, 
C. ROACH, 
Secretary of the Missouri Senate. 
Hon. FRANCcts M. CocKRett, 


Washington, D. C. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Shipwrights’ Local Assem- 
bly No. 514, Knights of Labor, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for 
the passage of the so-called ship-subsidy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also = a petition of the Texas Division of the Ameri- 
can Travelers’ Protective Association, of Houston, Tex., praying 
for the establishment of a department of commerce and indus- 
tries; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christiaz Temper- 
ance Union of Wilton. Me., and the petition of T. E. Barton and 
| 9 other citizens of Bethel, Me., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
teens; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of F. L. Palmer and 38 other citizens 
| of Monroe, J. Albert Jones and 29 other citizens of South China, 
and of Charles F. Johnson and 7 other citizens of South Bridgton, 
allin the State of Maine, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
| ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of J.C. Hohnan and 26 other citizens 
of Farmington, Joel Wilbur and 21 other citizens of Phillips, 
| Charles E, Hyde and 34 other citizens of Bath, E.G. Hodgdon and 
| 59 other citizens of Waterville, E. R. Spear and 46 other citizens 

of Rockland, Louis B. Goodall and 17 other citizens of Sanford, 
| and of H. D. Bates and 47 other citizens of Waterville, all in the 
State of Maine, praying for the repeal of the revenue-stamp tax on 
bank checks; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


IRRIGATION FOR THE PIMA INDIANS, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ihave a letter addressed to me 
from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a copy of that part of 
the report of Indian Inspector Walter H. Graves which relates to 
irrigation for the Pima Indians. I move that the letter and ac- 
companying report be printed as a document, 

The motion was.agreed to, 


CLERICAL ASSISTANCE FOR COURTS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 5346) making provision for the 
employment of clerical assistance in the district of Alaska, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment, and | ask that it be now 
considered. It is very short. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It provides that the provisions of section 15 of the act approved 
May 28, 1896, relative to the employment of clerical assistance by 
United States attorneys, shall hereafter apply to the district of 
Alaska; and any clerical assistant or assistants employed by the 

| district attorney for any division of the district of Alaska since 
| June 30, 1900, may be paid upon the approval of the Attorney- 
; General. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
| passed. 
| 


MRS. LUTIE M. NOWLIN, 


| Mr. HOAR. 

| to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11008) authorizing the Solici- 

| tor-of the Treasury to quitclaim and release certain title and in- 

| terest of the United States to Mrs. Lutie M. Nowlin, to report it 

| . . . “ . 

with an amendment, and also to ask for its present consideration, 
Mr. MORGAN. | Let the bill go to the Calendar. 


lam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objects. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to state 
| in thirty seconds 
Mr. MORGAN. Atany proper time I will not object to call- 
ing up the bill from the Calendar, but I do object to its considera- 
tion in this way. 
Mr. HOAR. It will take less time, if the Senator will allow me 
| to make a brief statement now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a case where the United States got a judg- 
ment for athousand dollars and levied on the property of a wife 
| down in Texas for the debt against her husband. The Solicitor- 
| General is satisfied that the property is the wife’s and that the 
| Government can not hold it. It makes a cloud on the woman's 
title, and the bill simply authorizes the Solicitor-General, if in his 
| discretion he thinks fit, to release it. 

I suppose if this were any corporation, a bank or a railroad, and 
such a thing came up, the directors would say, ‘‘ We refer that to 
| the Solicitor, with power to act,” and that is what we have done 
|in this bill. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. What I object to is the practice that commit- 
tees of this body have got into here of making reports and asking 
| immediate consideration. They have the floor for that purpose, 
| of course, and it is not right to the rest of us that they should 
do it. 

Mr. HOAR. There is hardly any other way in the closing hours 
of a session. This isa House bill, and the poor woman will lose 
her remedy unless we can get this little favor through right off. 
It is a bill which was drawn in the Department, and it was unani- 
mously approved by the committee. Of course, if the Senator 
insists on his objection, I will not press it. I ae the Senator, under 
the circumstances, will allow it to go through. 


The Senator from Alabama 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, on page 
2, line 4, to strike out the word ‘‘ directed ” and insert ‘‘in his dis- 
cretion, if he thinks fit;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Solicitor of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, and in his discretion, if he thinks fit, to quitclaim and release to 
the said Mrs. Lutie M. Nowlin all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the aforesaid lot and premises and the appurtenances and 
improvements thereunto belonging: Provided, That the aforesaid levy and 
sale shall not be taken or held to have operated as a satisfaction, in whole or 
in part, of said judgment, but said judgment shall stand asif the aforesaid 
levy and sale had not been made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


REPORT ON ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals to make an additional report and present a state- 
ment from Prof. Emory R. Johnson, of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
mission, on the commercial features of the canal. The report has 
been delayed in order to get the statement. Itis avery important 
statement, one that interests every Senator on this floor, and I 
ask that it may be printed and lie on the table. I ask also that it 
may be printed in the RECORD as well as a document, because the 
country at large will have a universal interest in the statement 
made by Professor Johnson, who, I suppose, has no superior in 
point of authority in this country on subjects of a commercial 
character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
clude the report of the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
reports from the Committee on Interoceanic Canals certain papers 
submitted by him to the Senate, which he asks unanimous consent 
~~ be printed as a document. 

r. MORGAN. And also in the REcorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And alsoin the Recorp. Is 
there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 1337, part 5, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session. } 


The committee has delayed its report on the commercial features of the 
Nicaragua Canal in order to present the special statement of Mr. Emory R. 
Johnson, a member of the Isthmian Canal Commission, which is herewith 
submitted. The thorough researches of this acknowledged authority on 
commercial subjects are presented succinctly in this paper, with conclusions 
that are demonstrated with great force and precision. 

This statement of the traffic resources of the canal and its effects upon the 
commerce and industries of the United States removes many doubts that 
have embarrassed the estimates of anxious but less informed inquirers, and 
presents in a clear, authentic, and reliable form the actual basis of correct 
calculation, and proves conclusively that as an investment the Nicaragua Ca- 
nal will earn a highly remunerative profit on a cost of even $200,500,000, which 
is the extreme estimate of cost presented by the Isthmian Canal Commission, 


ls there objection to the 


Does the Senator’s request in- 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1901. 


DeAR Sire: I have the honor to inclose herewith a reply to the questions 
asked me in your letter of the 7th instant. The final report of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission will contain a full discussion of these and the other sub- 
jects connected with an adequate treatment of the value of the proposed 
waterway to the commerce and industries of the United States and other 
countries. 

One of the questions you asked was concerning my academic position. I 
became a member of the faculty of the University of Pennsylvania in 1893, 
and since 189% have held the position of assistant professor of transportation 
and commerce in that institution. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
EMORY R. JOHNSON, 
Chairman Committee on Value of Canal. 
Senator JoHn T. MORGAN, 
Chairman Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 





Reply submitted by Emory R. Johnson to questions asked by Senator Jonn T. 

MORGAN, concerning the traffic of an isthmian canal and of the Suez Canal 
and of the industrial effects which will result from the opening of an Ameri- 
can interoceanic canal. 


1, At what amount of tonnage do you estimate the vessels that will pass 
through the canal during the first year after it is completed and opened to 
traffic, and by what measurement do you ascertain the tonnage? 

2. What increase of tonnage do you expect will pass through the canal in 
the tenth year after its completion? 

3. Please give such data as you rely upon in reaching the conclusions you 
; hs meet, giving separately the countries from which the traffic will be 

erived. 

4. In estimating the gross receipts of this canal, do you include any and 
what part of the traffic that has heretofore passed through the Suez Canal? 

A partial reply to questions 1, 2,3, and 4 is contained in certain paragraphs 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








| during the past decade. 


957 


of the Preliminary Report of the Isthmian Canal Commission, submitted to 
the President on the Wth of November last. The paragraphs are as follows: 

“To determine the amount of tonnage that would use a canal were it now 
in existence two distinct statistical investigations have been made. In one 
of these the exports and imports of the United States and cf the leading com- 
mercial nations of Europe were studied for the purpose of ascertaining how 
many tons of cargo, or how much freight, those countries would now con- 
tribute to the traffic through an American interoceaniccanal. The statistics 
of exports and importsof all countries being given either in values or quanti- 
ties, it was necessary to convert these into their tonnage equivalents. 
This change having been made for each commodity, it was found that 3,426,75% 
cargo tons of the maritime commerce of the United States during the year 
ending June 30, 1899, could have used the canal toadvantage. During the 
calendar year 1898 the trade of Europe with the west coast of South and 
Central America and British Columbia amounted to 3,346,377 cargo tons. The 
sum of these two amounts, 6,773,129 cargo or freight tons, does not include 
any of the trade between Europe and the Orient, a part of which would have 
used the American canal had it beenin existence. The figures, moreover, 
apply to the commerce of the past carried on under the conditions then pre- 
vailing. 

* The statistics of entrances and clearances show that the net register ton- 
nage of the American and foreign shipping that would have passed through 
a canal had it existed during the year 1998-09 was 4,582,128 tons, in addition to 
a part of the commerce between Europe and the Orient. The opening of the 
American isthmian canal will accentuate the present tendency of traffic to 
follow round-the-world lines, and not less than one-fourth of the present 
traffic of Europe with Eastern countries may be expected to use this route. 
One-fourth of the vessel tonnage employed in the Saeenens Oriental com- 
merce during the calendar year 1898 amounted to 1,154,828 tons net, and this 
added to 4,582,128 gives a total of 5,736,456, the number of tons of shipping that 
would have used a canal had it been in existence in 1898-99 

‘** Records of vessel movements kept by the New Panama Canal Company 
show that the commerce between the east and west coasts of the American 
continent, and between Europe and the American west coast, would have 
caused an isthmian cana! to be used by 3,848,577 tons, net, of shipping in 1899. 
This sum plus one-fourth of the vessel tonnage of the commerce between 
Europe aa the East gives 5,126,890 tons net register for the traflic available 
in 1899. The difference between the result of the investigation made by the 
French company and that conducted by this commission is 609,556 tons. How- 
ever, two-fifths of this difference is accounted for by the fact that the French 
statisticians did not include any tonnage for the trade carried on between 
the eastern half of the United States and foreign Pacific countries by way of 
our Pacific ports. The difference between the two totals may also be partly 
due to their not covering identical periods. The United States statistics of 
entrances and clearances studies by this commission were for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, whereas the French record of vessel movements was 
for the calendar year 1899. The similarity in the results of the two investi- 
gations is evidence of the essential accuracy of both. 

“The increase during the decade preceding 1899 in the tonnage of the ves- 
sels that would have used the canal was22.55 percent. Uponthesafeassump- 
tion that this rate of increase per decade will continue, the available canal 
tonnage of 1898, as caleulated by the French statisticians, will have become 
6,127,112 in 1908 and 6,922,166, or, in round numbers, 7,000,000, tons net register 
in 1914: that is, at the end of sixteen years. If the tonnage of the entrances 
and clearances of the available canal traffic of the year 1898-99, as determined 
by this commission's investigation (5,736,456 tons net register), be taken as 








the basis of estimate, an increase of 22.55 per cent per decade would make the 
fizures for 1909 7,080,627 tons and for 1914 7,782,240 tons net register.”’ 

The conclusion reached by the traffic investigations conducted by the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission is that about seven and a half million tons of traffic 
will be available for the canal in 1914if the rate of increase for the past ten 


years be continued until that date. After the canal has been opened the 
traffic that will find the use of the canal desirable will increase much more 
rapidly than it is now growing. The tonnage of the Suez Canal increased 46 
per cent from 1889 to 1899, and there are strong reasons for believing that the 
growth in the traffic of an American interoceanic canal during the first dec- 
ade of its use will be fully as rapid as has been the case with the Suez Canal 
Everything points to a large increase in the com- 
merce of the west coast of South America as the result of the opening of the 
canal, and also in the trade of the United States with her Pacific possessions 
and with Oceania and oriental countries. An increase of 5) per cent in the 
traffic of 1914 may safely be expected to take place during the ten years follow- 
ing that date. That would make the traffic of the isthmian canal 11,250,000 
tons in 1924. Iregard this as a conservative estimate 

5. What rate of toll per ton do you adopt as a maximuin in estimating the 
gross income of the canal, and why do you adopt that rate 

In investigating the tonnage of the vessels that the existing commerce of 
the world would cause to pass through a canal it was not deemed necessary 
to adopt a rate of toll. A careful study has, however, been made of the 
effect which tolls would have upon the volume of business, and the general 
conclusion reached is that any toll greater than $1 per vessel ton, net register, 
would cause the greater part of the tonnage of the west coast of South Amer- 
ica to pass through the Straits of Magellan instead of through an isthmian 
canal. This west-coast South American trade comprises, under present con- 
ditions, nearly one-third of the traffic available for the isthmian waterway. 





A toll that would divert this commerce from the canal would doubtless 
yield a lower gro8s revenue than would a toll of a dollar per ton, besides 
greatly restricting the industrial and commercial advantages of an inter- 


oceanic waterway. 

6. What is the rate per ton that is charged upon vessels passing through 
the Suez Canal, say, in the years 1899 or 1900? What is the nominal rate: and 
if the actual rate is higher, by what method of measurement is that rate in- 
creased? 

The tolls of the Suez Canal are 9 francs per ton on the net register of the 
vessel and 10 francs per passenger. The net register of the vessel is deter 
mined by rules peculiar to the Suez Canal, and as determined by those rules 
the net register of a ship is about one-seventh more than the registry would 
be if measured according to the rules followed by Great Britain and the 
United States. The present Suez Canal tolls would be equivalent to nearly 
$2 per net register ton as measured by British or American rules. Ships in 
ballast are charged 2} francs per ton less than laden vessels, and certain 
other minor variations from the tariff are made for sailing vessels and tugs. 
The rules controlling the use of the Suez Canal are printed in full as Appen 
dix M to the last report of the United States Commissioner of Navigation 





7. Please state the gross receipts of the Suez Canal each year since it was 
opened for traffic, and the countries from which the larger parts of the traffic 
have come that created such gross receipts. 

The number of vessels that have passed through the Suez Canal each year 


since its opening, the gross and net tonnage, theaverage net tonnage per ves- 
sel, and the amount received in tolls are shown by the following table, No. 
1, which is taken from a publication of the British Government, entitled 
‘Tables Showing the Progress of Merchant Shipping,” printed June 1%, 1900. 


A table is also appended showing the division of this traflic among the vessels 
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of the various nations of the world whose ships pass the waterway. The fol- 
lowing tables and analysis of Table No. 1, in regard tothe traffic and toll re- 
ceipts, show several interesting facts. 
SUEZ CANAL TRAFFIC. 
TABLE I.—Statement showing the number and tonnage of vessels that passed 
thi i the Suez Canal in each year from 1870 to 1899, inclusive, together with 
it receipts. 


d from the Returns of Shipping and Tonnage of the Suez Canal as 
furnished by the British directors, Cd. 99 of 1900.) 


- Mean 
~y- Gross ton-| Net ton- (net ton 
| ber of 


vessels) 7se- nage. 


Transit 
nageper, receipts. 
| vessel 


Years. Receipts. 


Francs.* 
436, 609 98 5, 159, 327 
761, 467 | 995 | 8,993, 735 
, 160,748 16, 407, 591 
, 067, 768 | 22, 807, : 
, 631, 650 24, 859, 38 
009, § 28, 886, | 
096, 29, 974, OOK 
355, 32, 774, é 
, 269.6 31, 098, 2: 

| 20, 686, 


263, 3: 
j 39, 
51 
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074, 008 
5, 357, 009 
, 056, 205 
3, 461, 891 


, 624, 553 
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895, 630 | 





* 1 franc — $0.193. 
Notr.—The above figures include not only merchant vessels and mail 
steamers, but also war ships and transports as well as Government chartered 
vessels. 


TABLE II Statement showing the numbe rand tonnage of vessels which passed 
through the Suez Canal in each ye@r from 1887 to 1899, distinguishing the 
principal nationalities 


{Extracted from the Yearly Returns of Shipping and Tonnage of the Suez 
Canal, which are issued by the British directors. | 


1887. 1888. 1889, | 1890. 


Nationality. . la 
ality | Gross Gross 


tonnage. | tonnage. 


Gross y Gross 
tonnage tonnage. 


British ’ 2, 3, 572,586 2,625 7,335,068 2,611 (7,478,370 (2, , 438, 682 
German ...... : 393, 319 194 463, 226 ‘ 31, 888 
French ba” 5 567, 065 576, 993 168 f 6 j 555, M41 
Dutch aa 3 | 300,944 : 295,719 | 146 | 359,73 | $41,828 
Italian a 38 } 395, 625 103 3 ; 480 
Austro - H 
garian 
Other nation- 
alities 248, 496 { 268,026 149 


197, 675 58 73,212 54 177, 941 
285, 369 
9,437,957 3,425 9,605,745 


8, 430, 048 9, 749, 129 


1892. 1893. 
Gross No Gross Gross 
tonnage. | ~ tonnage. tonnage 


british ; 3,5 9, 484, 609 2, 581 
German 3 870, 548 wus 
French 16,964; 174 | 635.585 | 
Dutch ‘ 369, 347 17 433, 543 | 
Italian < $] 275,861) 7 198, 206 | 
Austro | 9, 399 6 191,145 71 
Other nations ceeeal 31, 258 200 497, 004 


8,101, 904 7, 977, 728 

809, 014 798, 929 
72, 634 
445, 148 
183, 492 
251, 468 
158 | 306, 399 


Total ...... 207 | 12,217,986 (3,559 | 10,866,401 [3,341 | 10, 753, 798 


1894. 1895. 1896. 

Nationality. = a 

; Gross ton- Gross ton- No. | Gross ton- 
nage. ; nage. Dan ae nage. 


British wf 8, 326,826 2,318 | 8,382,075 2 162 | 8, 057, 706 
German ..... 205 887,363 | ¢ 977,029 | 322); 1,120,581 
French -. sia ‘ 710,990 | 278 1,005,051 218 819, 919 
Dutch al, an 484, 570 ( 497, 903 | 520, 994 
Italian 63 181, 14 234,358 | 2 504, 179 
Austro-Hungarian ..-.-... 78 278, : 248, 985 233, 922 
Other nationalities 153 414, 165 498, 236 692, 558 
11, 833, 687 3,409 | 12,069, 859 


352 | 11,283,8 


i 
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TABLE II.—Statement showing the number and tonnage of vessels, etc.—Cont'd. 


1897. 1898. 1899. 
. ca l, ant ted Wa 
eS Gross ton-| a, Gross ton-| a, Gross ton- 
N No. , a 
| #0 nage. | Nc nage. No nage. 


Nationality. 


9,046, 031 
887 | 1,492) 675 


British ,905 | 7,389,287 |2,205 
German 325 | 1,194,106 | 3856 1, 353, 161 | 
202 | 807,995 | 221 891,642 | 226 940, 125 
SD 66 nettle: -| 206 | ae, 2 193 526,478 | 206 583, O11 
Italian 71 | { iL | 6 674 208,418 | 69 200, 625 
Z 
| 


| 
8,691,093 2,10 


Austro-Hungarian. 78 | 265, 2 8 300,251 | 101 371, 364 
Other nationalities . 199 | 736, 4 279 991,589 | 308 1,182,179 


Total .......--------/2,986 | 11,123,403 (3,503 


12, 962, 632 |3, 607 


13,815, 992 
| 


Notr.—The above figures include not only merchant vessels and mail 
steamers, but also war ships and transports, as well as Government chartered 
vessels. 


Since 1885 there has been practically no increase in the number of vessels 
pacins the canal. The large development of tonnage during that period has 
een the result of the increase in the average size of vessels, and not in the 
number of ships. The mean net register of the vessels using the Suez Canal 
will very soon reach 3,000 tons. Should the present rate of increase continue 
until 1914, the vessels will then average 3,600 tons net, and it is probable that 
the larger dimensions about to be given the Suez Canal will result in a more 
rapid increase in the size of vessels than is now taking place. 

A comparison of the growth of tonnage by five-year periods, beginning 
with 1574, by which time the traffic through the waterway had grown to 
considerable proportions, shows that, as compared with the five-year period 
ending in 1878, the subsequent quinquennial period showed an increase of 96 
per cent. For the five years 1884 to 1888, inclusive, the tonnage was 294 per 
cent; the quinquennial period ending in 1893 had an aggregate tonnage of 
363 per cent, and the five-year —_ ending in 1898 an aggregate trallic of 
406 per cent of that which passed the canal during the five-year period ending 
in 1878. That is to say, during twenty years the traffic increased fourfold. 

A study of the growth of receipts from tolls shows that the receipts of 1881 
were more than double those of 1874,and those of 1891 were three times those 
of 1574, and those of 1899 were 3.7 times those twenty-five years earlier. Table 
II shows in detail the division of the traffic among the shipping of the various 
countries. It will be seen from this table that 75 per cent of the total Suez 
Canal shipping in 1892 was under the British flag. By 1898 this had fallen to 
66 per cent, and in 1899 it was 64 per cent. 

The growth in the tonnage using the Suez Canal and the growth in the 
size of ships is graphically shown by the following diagrams [omitted] taken 
from a printed address delivered by Sir Charles Hartley on the history of 
the engineering works of the Suez Canal before the Institution of Civil En- 
gineers, London, March 13, 1900. This table has been brought down to date 
by the addition of the figures for 1899. 

The larger share of the traffic through the Suez Canal is that carried on 
by Great Britain, Germany, and the Netherlands with India, the East Indies, 
and the Orient. Thestatistics of the Suez Canal traffic are not given in such 
a way as to enable one to determine accurately the distribution of the traftic 
of this waterway amorg the various nations whose trade passes through the 
eanal. All the commercial nations of the North Atlantic, including our own 
country, trade by way of the canal with Australia, Oceanica, and southern 
and eastern Asia. 

8. In any statement you make as to the extent of your researches, please 
to name the manufacturing, mining, and larger shipping centers you have 
visited, and state any facts that will tend to show the present and prospective 


; commercial importance of those places 





The industrial and commercial investigations conducted by the committee 
on the value of the canal have consisted in part of a study of the commercial 
statistics of the United States and foreign countries, and in part of a careful 
investigation of the industries and trade of the different sections of the 
United States and the more important foreign countries that would make 
use of the canal. In securing information regarding foreign countries the 
State Department assisted us by sending a letter of inquiry to American 
consuls, and another letter to American ministers resident in those coun- 
tries whose trade it was thought desirable to study. To secure data in re- 
gard to ‘the business interests of different parts of the United States, an 
extensive correspondence has been conducted with business men in all parts 
of the country. 

The commercial organizations in all the larger cities have been requested 
to make special reports to the Isthmian Canal Commission, giving informa- 
tion in regard to the industries and foreign trade of their respective cities, 
and the use which their members would make of the proposed waterway. 
Personal visits have been made by one or more members of the committee on 
the value of the canal to27 largecommercial and industrial cities. Thelarger 
seaboard cities of the Atlantic and Gulf have been visited, also such centers 
of the iron and steel industries as Pittsburg, Cleveland, Chattanooga, and 
Birmingham. Visits were also made to the industrial cities of Atlanta, Mem 
yhis, Louisville, St. Louis, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, Chicago, Milwaukee, aud 

etroit. Wherever the committee went the business organizations man) 
fested a very keen interest in the early construction of the canal. The com- 
mercial organizations and the business men have shown their interest in the 
canal project by giving the committee on the value of the canal all the as- 
sistance that lay within their power. 

Wherever the committee went it was impressed by the ability of Ameri- 
can manufacturers to produce economically and on a largescale. The efforts 
to secure foreign trade are being put forth quite as much by the people of 
the inland industrial centers as by those at or near the seaboard. Possibly 
the keenest interest in the interoceanic canal is felt in such sections as the 
Pittsburg (Pa.) and the Birmingham (Ala.) districts, where the mining of coal 
and the manufacture of iron and steel products for export have already ac- 
quired large proport ions. Noone can visit these and the other great industrial 
sections of the United States without realizing that such a reduction in the 
costs of reaching foreign markets as will be accomplished by the isthmian 
canal will effect a large increase in our foreign trade. 

9. Please to state whether or not,in your opinion, a ship canal through 
the Isthmus of Darien would increase the population and develop the indus- 
tries of the States on or near the Pacific coast of the United States, and 
whether it would benefit or depress the traffic of the railways that have 
terminals on that coast. Ls ; ‘ 

The final report which is now being prepared will contain a section dis- 
cussing the relation of the canal to the industries of the Pacific coast States. 
Some of the conclusions that have been reached may be stated as follows: 
The Pacific coast States are the most geographically isolated portion of our 
country. The chief markets of this section in the past have been the coun- 
tries of the North Atlantic, and such will for a long time continue to be the 
case, 
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The existing means of transportation by rail across the continent, or by 
water around South America, are the great hindrances to the development 
of that trade. Moreover, there are other sections of the world that are be- 
coming increasingly strong competitors with our west coast in the produc- 
tion of grain, fruits, and wine. The most general statement that can be 
made of the effect which the isthmian canal will have on the Pacific coast is 
that the waterway will enable that section to meet more easily and success- 
fully the growing competition of those countries whose similar productions 
make them commercial rivals of our Western States. Without an isthmian 
canal our west coast will have difficulty in meeting the competition of these 
rival sections, but with the waterway our PacificStates will easily hold their 
own in the international industrial struggle. 

A careful study of the probable effect which the isthmian canal will have 
upon the business of American railways, and the information received by 
numerous interviews with railway officials having intimate knowledge of 
traffic affairs, leads to the general conclusion that the proximate effect of the 
isthmian canal in compelling a reduction and readjustment of the rates on 
that share of the trans-continental railway business that will be subject to 
the competition of the new water route will be more than offset by the ulti- 
mate and not distant expansion of the through and local traffic that must nec 
essarily be handled by rail. The increase inthe population of the country 
and the growth in our home and foreign trade will early demonstrate the 
need of the transportation services of both the canal and the railways. 

10. Please state whether or not the opening of the Suez Canal has bene- 
fited the commerce of the Western Hemisphere or of the world, and, approx- 
imately, the extent thereof: 

The benefit which the Suez Canal has been to the commerce of the Eastern 
Hemisphere is in part indicated by the large volume of traffic that now uses 
the waterway. Only a small part of this consists of traffic originating or 
terminating in the Western Hemisphere. The development of the great 
trade which Europe has with India, the East Indies, and the Orient has 
largely been made possible by the Suez Canal. It is questionable whether 
the Suez Canal has been a benefit to the Western Hemisphere. It has given 
Europe a decided advantage over the United States for securing the large 
and growing commerce of the Pacific countries. The presence of the Suez 
Canal without the existence of an American isthmian waterway places the 
United States and other countries of the Western Hemisphere in a disad- 
vantageous position as contrasted with Europe. 


COURTS IN MISSOURI, 


Mr. THURSTON. Iam directed by the Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10498) to create a 
new division in the western judicial district of the State of Mis- 
souri, to report it with amendments. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockrE.1] 
to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHERS, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. PRITCHARD on the 10th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before 


the Committee on Patents on the bill (S. 5089) for the relief of the widow of 
Isaiah Smith Hyatt be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Proctor on the 10th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings before 


the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry upon House bill 3717, known as 
the oleomargarine bill, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BRANDY DISTILLED FROM CHERRIES, 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12281) to amend section 3255 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the dis- 
tilling of brandy from fruits, to report it with an amendment. 
As it is a brief bill and proposes only a single amendment of the 
law, I ask that it may be considered. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read in full to 
the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Finance with an amendment, in line 10, after the 
word ‘‘ prunes,” to insert the word “figs,” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
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“Sec. 3255. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of | 


the Secretary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of brandy made exclu- | homa. and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 


sively from apples, peaches, grapes, pears, pineapples, oranges, apricots, 
berries, prunes, figs, or cherries from any provision of this title relating to 
the manufacture of spirits, oes as to the tax thereon, when in his judg- 
ment it may seem expedient to do so.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. i should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no report submitted. I will say to 


the Senator that this is the exact law now, except that the bill as | 
it came from the other House provides for cherries, and the Sen- | 


ate Committee on Finance proposes to insert in addition to that 
amendment the word ‘‘figs.” It is a matter relating to fruits in 
California. I hope the Senator will not object to the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hear from the Senator 
from California on the subject. 


| 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from California will, I have no 
doubt, make a very satisfactory explanation of the measure. 

Mr. PERKINS. The distinguished Senator from Iowa, from 
the Committee on Finance, has explained the bill, I am sure, sat- 
isfactorily to my friend from South Dakota. The bill simply 
gives the horticulturists of California an opportunity to make a 
temperance drink from the syrup of figs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like also to know the effect of 
the other amendment. I do not know that they grow cherries in 
California or in lowa. 

Mr. PERKINS. Cherries grow in California in great profu- 
sion. It is the first State in the Union, I think, in producing the 
best quality of cherries. The same argument applies that can 
be used in favor of figs. It was unanimously reported favorably 
by the committee in the other House, who carefully considered 
the subject-matter; and knowing what Cherry Pectoral, which is 
also useful in certain diseases, is, the bill was unanimously re- 
ported favorably. I am sure my friend from South Dakota will 
not object to it when he understands that we will give him cut- 
tings from our cherry and fig trees, that they may be planted in 
South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I shall have to object to 
the consideration of the bill, because there is no proof that these 
are temperance drinks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota objects. The bill goes to the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 5556) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to purchase 2,000 copies of Ups 
and Downs of an Army Offieer, by Col. George A. Armes, United 
States Army, retired; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5557) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Edward Whelan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5558) for the relief of Jackson 
Foster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S, 5559) granting an increase of 
pension to Adolphus Richardson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5560) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to J. W. Harden; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE (for Mr. ALLEN) introduced a bill (S. 5561) for the 
relief of Florine A. Albright; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5562) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Mary Taylor; which was read twice by its 


title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany that bill I present the petition 
of Mrs. Mary Taylor, widow of Lewis Taylor, captain Company 
G, Forty-fifth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and the affi- 
davits of Robert I. Stickney, John H. White, and Drs. George D. 
Coe and E. J. Burch. I move that the bill and accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 5563) granting an increase 


| of pension to Samuel J. Boyer; which was read twice by its title 


Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany that bill I present the peti- 


| tion of Samuel J. Boyer, Company G, Nineteenth Regiment United 


States Infantry, and the affidavits of William M. Russell and Lewis 
Schmidt, I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5564) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Norris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 5565) to apportion the lands 
and funds of the Osage tribe of Indians, in the Territory of Okla- 


and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 5566) granting a pension to 
Eliza B, Gamble; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (8S, 5567) for the relief of E. H. 
Abercrombie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 5568) to authorize the re- 
statement, readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to 


| Army officers in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 5569) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 5570) granting a pension to 
Henry Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 5571) for the relief of John 
A. Lockwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S, 5572) providing for an 
additional circuit judge in the Eighth judicial circuit; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
cary. 


v . Ty . a . . i 
Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 5578) to amend section 203 of 


Title Lil of the act entitled ‘“‘Anact making further provisions fora 
civil government for Alaska, and for uther purposes;"’ which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Terri- 


tories. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salaries of the Chief Justice and associate justices of the Supreme 


Court of the United States, of the circuit judges of the United | 
States, of the district judges of the United States, and of the judges | 


of the Court of Claims of the United States, intended to be pro 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 
Mr. HOAR subsequently, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 


reported the above amendment favorably, and moved that it be | 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 


Mr. TURNER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 


priate $402.26 to pay the interest on the adjudicated claim of 


Patrick Henry Winston, intended to be proposed by him to the | 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 


priate $159,000 for the construction of a seagoing suction dredge 
to be used in improving the harbors of Pensacola, Carrabelle, and 
Apalachicola, Fla., intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill: which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 
propriation for continuing improvement of the Choctawhatchee 
River, Florida, from $15,000 to $25,000, and providing that $10,000 
of said amount shall be used for dredging a channel of 10 feet at 
the Cypress Top outlet of the said river, intended to be proposed 


by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salaries,of the clerk to the Secretary of the Treasury, clerk to 
the Secretary of War, and private secretary to the Postmaster- 
General from $2,250 each per annum to $2,400, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive. and judicial appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


aries of the private secretary to the Secretary of State, the clerk 


to the Secretary of the Navy, the private secretary to the Secre- | 


tary of the Interior, and the private secretary to the Attorney- 
General from $2,250 each per annum to $2,400, intended to be 


proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- | 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing for a prelimi- 
nary survey of Little Harbor, Woods Hole, Mass., intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


He also submitted an amendment conferring jurisdiction upon 


the Court of Claims to examine and adjudicate all claims of citi- 
zens of the United States against Spain, in accordance with the 
terms of the seventh article of the treaty concluded between 
the United States and Spain on the 10th day of December, 1898, 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eigh Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment proposing toappro- | 


riate $5,000 for repairing the bridges and approaches of the 
Vinnebago Indian Agency, in the State of Nebraska, intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing that here- 
after thesalary of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court shall be 
$15,500 per year, and that of each of the associate justices thereof 


shall be $15,000 per year; to each of the circuit judges $9,000; to | 
each of the district judges $7,500; to the chief justice of the court | 


of appeals of the District of Columbia $8,500 a year; to each of the 
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associate justices thereof $8,000 a year; to the chief justice and 
each of the associate justices of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia $7,500 per year, intended to be proposed by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TOWNE submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $132,590.67 to reimburse the city of Duluth, Minn., for moneys 
expended in and about the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on the harbor of Duluth in 1870, 1871, and 
1872, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF VERMONT AVENUE. 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2265) for the extension of Vermont avenue; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IRRIGATION INVESTIGATION IN CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and hereby is, directed to 
transmit tothe Senate the results of the cooperative irrigation investigations 
made in the State of California by the Department of Agriculture and the 
Calitornia Water and Forestry Association. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
| Prupen, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 92) granting a pension to William M. Ferry; 

An act (S. 244) granting a pension to Mary Jane McLaughlin; 

An act (S. 712) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon; 

An act (S. 1245) granting a pension to Oliver Domon; 

An act (S. 173) granting an increase of pension to John H. Mor- 
rison; 

An act (S. 218) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Tate; 

An act (S. 262) granting an increase of pension to Char’es H. 
Irvin; 

An act (8S. 751) granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. 
Jones; 

An act (S. 1347) granting an increase of pension to Marie Sharpe; 
and 

An act (S. 1348) granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
Stillman. 

COURTS IN WEST VIRGINIA, 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 953) to divide the State 
of West Virginia into two judicial districts, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I am unwilling that 
the bill shall be considered at the presenttime, I object to it now. 
I want time to look into it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. .Ob;ection is made, and the 


| bill will retain its place on the Calendar. 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the sal- | 


EDWARD W. NORTONTI, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Committee on Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (8. 478) to 
increase the pension of Edward W. Nortoni, and that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed, because the beneficiary is dead. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS J. REID. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ialso move that the Committee on Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 520) 
granting a pension to Thomas J. Reid, and that it be indefinitely 
postponed, he also having deceased. 

The motion was agreed to. 

W. W. WHEELER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also move that the Committee on Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 448) to 
permit W. W. Wheeler to prosecute aclaim. It is not the bill 
that was intended for consideration, but the bill (S. 553) to au- 
thorize W. W. Wheeler to prosecute a claim is the proper bill to 
be considered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to, 

REPORT OF POSTAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to present, on behalf 
of the commission appointed by Congress to investigate certain 
questions of the postal service, including railway mail pay, the 
report of the comm/‘ssion, which consists of a main report with 
three or four additional reports by individual members of the 
commission, all included in one document, which I tile. 
| Ishall ask that the report may lie on the table and that an order 
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may be made for the printing of a certain number of copies cf the | The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
report, of which a certain number shall be for the use of the Sen- | (S. 2884) for the relief of Edward Everett Hayden, an ensign on 
ate and the others for the use of the House. This I will present | the retired list of the Navy. 
later. Ths message further announced that the House had passed the 
In submitting the report I will state to the Senate that under | fcilowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
the law it was to have been filed upon the ist of January, and thai | Senate: 
it was ready to be filed at that time, but illness has prevented its A bill (H. R. 191) granting an increase of pension to Laura P, 
being earlier presented to this body. | Lee; 





Mr. BUTLER. My attention was diverted at the moment the A bill (H. R. 236) granting an increase of pension to Albert M. 
Senator began his remarks. May I askif this is the report of the ; Bennett; 


Postal Commission? A bill (H. R. 296) granting an increase of pension to Mattie 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. Otis Dickinson; 
Mr. BUTLER. It is the final report? A bill (H. R, 417) for the relief of Henry Cook; 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. A bill (H. R, 425) for the relief of David K. Reynolds; 


Mr. BUTLER. And the Senator now asks to have it all printed A bill (HA. R. 429) granting an increuse of pension to John R. 





together? It has been printed in installments, I believe. Joy; 
Mr. WOLCOTT, The evidence was printed under the law long A bill (H. R. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Joel H. 
ago. Hallowell; 


Mr. BUTLER. This is the report? | A bill (H. R. 1995) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

Mr. WOLCOTT. This is the report. | O. Lathrop; : 

Mr. BUTLER. The evidence was printed in detached volumes, A bill (H. R. 2085) granting a pension to Jane A. E. Womack; 

Has it all been put together? A bill (H. R. 2092) granting an increase of pension to Madison 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Everything has been done. I offer the fol- | McCollister; 

lowing resolution: A bill (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pension to James 
Resolved, That there shall be printed 2,000 copies of the report of the Rail- | Beistle: 





way Mail Pay Commission. A bi _R. 2395) ers ing an increas ension to Matthew 
I am informed asimilar resolution has been offered in the House | ee - ~ in daraienneccmnans aa emaamae — 
and that the House will provide for its own printing of the doc-| 4 pill (H. R. 2399) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
ument. I suggest 2,000 copies of the report for the Senate. Mc Duffey: 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that that isalargeenough | 4 pill (H. R. 2464) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


number? There will be great demand all over the country for the | military record of Nicholas Swingle; 
document. I should think that the number ought to be 3,000. A bill (H. R. 2527) granting a pension to David Briggs: 
Mr. WOLCOTT. _I willamend the resolution by increasing the A bill (H. R. 2595) granting an increase of pension to William 





number to 3,000 copies. | C. Griffin: 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will bereceived, and | A bill (H. R. 2816) granting a pension to Annie C. Collier; 
at the request of the Senator from Coloradoit will lie on the table. | A biil (H. R. 3135) to correct the military record of Lieut. Ed- 
The Senator from Colorado offers aresolution, which will be read. | ward B. Howard; , 

The resolution was read, as follows: A bill (H. R. 3247) granting an increase of pension to George 


Resolved, That there shall be printed 3,000 copies of the report of the Rail- oo v: 
way Mail Pay Commission. ; 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I wish to state farther to the Senate that in — (ic SS} Geanting om incsease of pension to John 
the meetings of the commission we have been deprived of the! **”. Dill CH. R. 3512 
presence of one member of the commission, the Senator from New : bill . H.R 3545 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]; and I desire tosay, though without _s ne 
authority to do so, that it is very possible that that Senator may 
find it his duty to file later some further report or some individual 
views upon this subject, which may be presented to the Senate in * bill (H. R. 3784 
due course. vill (CH. R. 37: 


> 7a ” ; ~ > ni © Jone S: . : Te 
gaat pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the A bill (H. R. 3871) granting a pension to William J. Worthing- 


granting a pension to Rebecca G. Irwin; 
granting a pension to Ellen Hardin Wal- 


—~ 


worth: 
A bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension to Caroline M. H. Sear- 


granting an increase of pension to Linsay C, 


. : . oon ton; 
The resolution was agreed to. A bill (H. R..4018) granting a pension to Elizab - nn 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, | A bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of William Bur} 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W.J.| A bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed | Dignon; 
with amendments the following bills: A bill (H. R. 4651) granting a pension to Emily Alder; 

A bill (S. 91) granting a pension to J. J. Groff; A bill (H. R. 4962) granting a pension to James EK. Bates; 

A bill (8. 292) granting an increase of pension to Martha G. D. A bill (H. R. 4963) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Lyster; E. Churchill; 

A bill (S. 349) granting an increase of pension to James H. A bill (H. R, 5224) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Coventon; Smith; 

A bill (S. 667) granting a pension to B. H. Randall; A bill (H. R. 5336) granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill (8. 1400) granting a pension to William Lyman Chitten- | 8. Swaney: 


en; A bill (H. R. 5599) granting an honorable discharge to James 
A bill (S. 1418) granting a pension to Erie E. Farmer; L. Proctor: 
A bill (8. 2166) granting a pension to Charles A. D. Wiswell; | A bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. McClel- 
A bill (8. 2400) granting an increase of pension to Edith Lock- | lan; 
wood Stardy; | <A bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Mary Black; 
A bill (S. 2432) granting an increase of pension to James A.|_ A bill (H. R. 5898) granting an increase of pension to George F, 
Thomas; | White: 
A bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to Eliza L. Reese; | A bill (H.R. 6323) for the relief of John McDonald, alias John 
A bill (S. 3342) granting a pension to Samuel Dornon; | Shannon; 
A bill (S. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann! A bill (H. R. 6492) to correct the military record of James Don- 
Smith; | ahue; 


A bill (5S. 3642) restoring the pension of Augustus R. Rollins, 
alias Rhenault A. Rollins; 
A bill (S. 3890) granting an increase of pension to Americus V. 


A bill (H. R. 6787) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 6810) granting an increase of pension to Peter An- 


Rice; derson; 

A bill (8S. 4054) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. A bill (H. R. 6997) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Eldridge; | H. Whitehead; 

A bill (S. 4441) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude B.| A bill (H. R. 7024) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Her- 
Wilkinson; riman; 

A bill (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to Mary Emily A bill (H. R. 7053) granting a pension to Addie S. Potter; 
Wilcox; A bill (H, R. 7152) granting an increase of pension to Nancy L. 

A bill (8. 4575) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Clai- | Donaldson; 
borne; and A bill (H. R. 7243) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

A bill (S. 5093) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte W. | military record of Silas Nicholson; 

w. A bill (H. R. 7580) granting a pension to Samuel N. Haskins; 
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A bill (H. R. 
Percy: 

A bill (H. R. 
Tolson: 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


7602) to correct the military record of Palmer G. 
7617) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 


7757) granting a pension to Agnes Ryder; 
8091) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 
8106) granting a pension to Olivia Donathy; 

A bill (H. R. 8190) granting a pension to Henry Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 8474) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Gustavus Adolphus Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 8594) granting a pension to Matilda Rapp; 

A bill (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of pension to Chauncey 
Sheldon; 

A bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to Lyman A. 
Sayles; 

A bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension to Ellen H. 
Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of certain Indians in the In- 
dian Territory who desire to sell their lands and improvements 
and emigrate elsewhere; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Nancy Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 91€5) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
L. Stiles; 

A bill (H. R. 
Allphin; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
D. McGlensey; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 
Shell; 

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting an increase of pension to H. S. 
Reed, alias Daniel Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 9985) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Sherwood; 

A bill (H. 
Robinson; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Duffy: 

A bill (H. 


9177) granting an increase of pension to Luke P. 
9382) 
9404) 
9672) 


granting a pension to Adella M. Anthony; 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Hendricks; 
granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 


9745) granting a pension to Susan Sidenbender; 
9787) granting a pension to Marion M. Stone; 
9874) granting an increase of pension to Anna F. 


9903) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. 


R. 10021) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


R. 


10069) granting a pension to Sarah T. Brewer: 
10482) granting a pension to Pattie D. McCown; 
19567) granting a pension to Mary L. Tweddle; 
10617) granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 


10664) granting permission to the Indians on the 


Grand Portage Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, to | 


cut and dispose of the timber on their several allotments on said 
reservation: 

A bill (H. R. 10706) granting a pension to Flora Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 10792) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Knox: 


A bill (H. R. 10846) to authorize the construction of a bridge | 


across the Mississippi River at or near Cape Girardeau, Mo.; 
A bill (H. R. 10967) to authorize Arizona Water Company to 


construct power plant on Pima Indian Reservation, in Maricopa | 


County, Ariz.; 
A bill (H. R. 11091) granting a pension to Ambrose Brisett; 


Snyder: 


Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 11361) granting a pension to Susan A. Miller; 

A bill (Hf. R. 11452) granting a pension to Nettie L. Bliss; 

A bill (H. R. 11508) granting a pension to George T. Boulding; 

A bill (H. R. 11574) granting a pension to William H. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 11583) granting an increase of pension to Jerome R. 
Rowley; 

A bill (H. R. 11680) granting an increase of pension to Isabela 
Myers: 

A bill (H. R. 11768) granting an increase of pension to John 
Walker; 

A bill (HL 
Whitaker; 

A bill (H. R. 11910) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Roberts; 

A bill (H. R, 11927 

A bill (H. R. 11985) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 12061) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
S$. Topping; 

A bill (H. R, 12079) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min T. Thomas; 

A bill (H R. 12233) granting a pension to Ashel C. Aulick; 

A biil (H, R, 12245) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Jordan; 


R. 11795) granting a pension to Columbus §. 


) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dickerson; | 
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A bill (H. R. 12546) to change and fix the time for holding the 
district and circuit courts of the United States for the northeast- 
ern division of the eastern district of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 12620) granting an increase of pension to John P, 
C. Shanks; and 

A bill (H. R. 13399) for the establishment of a beacon light on 
Hambrook Bar, Choptank River, Maryland, and for other pur- 
poses. 

PETITION OF FILIPINOS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
maate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER on 
the 10th instant, as follows: 

Ordered, That the petition of certain inhabitants of the Philippine Islands, 
which has to-day been read in the Senate, be printed as a document, together 
with the names of the signers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Onconsultation with my colleague and neigh- 
bor, he kindly agrees that the resolution may go over, holding its 

place. 

Mr. TELLER. The chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs has asked me if I would allow him to have the resolution 
passed over to-day, retaining its place on the table, and I have 
assented to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made that the resolution be passed over for the present, re- 
taining its place? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 


STATIONERY ROOM OF THE SENATE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. MorGAN on the 11th instant; which was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate shall have the control of the officers of the stationery 


room of the Senate so as to inquire into and, from time to time, to report 
upon the conduct thereof. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MORGAN, That is right. 
erence, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT, 


Mr. HAWLEY. lIask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Army bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4800) to increase the efficiency of the military 


I have no objection to the ref- 


| establishment of the United States, the pending question being on 


the amendment submitted by Mr. Bacon, on page 12, section 2, 
line 17, after the word ‘‘authorized ” to strike out: 
Provided, That the President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8, and the number of privates to 76. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, there are three amendments of- 
fered by myself, identical in terms, each designed to accomplish 
the same purpose, and each relating to different branches of the 


| subject—one to the cavalry, one to the artillery, and one to the 
) L | infantry. 
A bill (H. R. 11196) granting an increase of pension to Louis | 


If consistent with the views of the Chair, I will sug- 
gest that possibly the three amendments may be acted upon at 


| the same time. 
A bill (H. R. 11335) granting an increase of pension to Silas | 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am extremely anxious to hear what the 


| Senator is saying, but 1 can not hear him, either because his voice 


is insufficient or the noise in the Chamber is so great. 
Mr. BACON, I will repeat that there are three amendments 
offered by me, one of which has been read, each of the three de- 


| signed to accomplish the same purpose, but each relating to a 
| different branch of the service—one to the artillery, one to the 


cavalry, and one to the infantry. My suggestion was that possi- 
bly, in the interest of time, it might be, though not strictly in ac- 
cordance with the ordinary procedure, that the three might be 
acted upon at once. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have yet to learn what the purpose or the 
motive of the Senator is, or what is the necessity for his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no objection if the Sena- 
tor prefers to proceed in detail. I simply proposed to act upon 
the three amendments at the same time, as they are all identical. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why act upon them at all? That is my 
question. 

Mr. BACON. I did not understand the inquiry of the Senator. 

Mr. President, I endeavored on Friday, when this matter was 
last before the Senate, to indicate the ground of my objection. 
My objection is that it is not necessary that this amendment 
of the committee should be in the bill in order that the President 
should have the authority to enlist the maximum number. The 
objection that I have to this portion of the bill, as I endeavored 
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to state a little more in detail on Friday last than I feel justified 
in nory repeating, is that I am opposed to that feature of the bill 
which puts it in the power of the President of the United States, 
in his own discretion, at any time when he might think proper, by 
his simple order to add 50,000 men to the Army of the United 
States. I say, Mr. President, that is utterly opposed to the spirit 
of our institutions, that it is an invasion of the pe ang of the 
Congress of the United States, and that it should never be volun- 
tarily enacted by Congress as law. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to repeat what I have already 
said. I presume the Senatof from Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY | 
was in the Chamber on Friday last, wien I addressed the Senate 
upon this subject; but [ will add one word. The history of the 
decadence of legislative power, the history of the increase of ex- 
ecutive power, is generally the history found in usurpations by 
the executive, and is rarely found in the history of the voluntary 
surrender by a legislative body of the power which it possesses. 

I assert, Mr. President—and if I am in error I think it is a mat- 
ter of sufficient importance to challenge the attention of Senators 
and to evoke from them suggestions which may show the incor- 
rectness of my position—I assert that not only the letter of the 
Constitution, but the spirit of the Constitution and the intention 
of the Constitution is that the question of the size of the Army 
shall be determined by the Congress of the United States, and not 
by the Executive. 1 say from the foundation of the Government 
to the present time that has been the spirit of our law, the genius 
of our institutions, and it would be the most radical departure 
from the practice and the principles of a hundred years if we should 
turn the matter over to the Executive and say it shall be within 
his discretion and within his power, without any suggestion or 
without any further authority from the Congress of the United 
States, at any time to add 50,000 men to the number of the Army 
of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. WilltheSenator just take a few off that num- 
ber of 50,000—say, 49,000? 

Mr. BACON. I willif it will be any gratification to the Sen- 
ator; but I do not see how that suggestion rises to the dignity of 
this occasion. I do not see how a suggestion so frivolous as that 
comports with the gravity of the issue we are met with to-day. 
It is no light question, Mr. President; but I will say to the Senator 
it is a question that is not going to be decided by the passage of 
this bill. I presume there is a determination on the part of the 
majority to pass this bill. They have the power to do it in this 
House and in the other House; and I presume from what has been 
said and done that it is the intention to surrender this power 
which the Constitution puts in Congress, and to confer it upon the 
Executive. 

There is a greater question in it than the mere question of 
the relative power of the legislative and of the executive depart- 
ments of the Government. It is a question which relates to the 


preservation of that which has been won by our race in hundreds | 


of years of conflict and of sacrifice, and if Senators think that the 
passage of this bill is going to work this revolution in the institu- 
tions of this country and that no more isto be heard from it 
they are mistaken. 

Mr. President, the people have not yet waked up to and do not 
realize the enormity of this proposition, but they will do it; and I 
do not believe that the American people, whenever they come to 
realize and to appreciate the fact that the proposition is to put it 
in the power of the Executive to say whether or not 50,000 men 
shall be added to the size of the Army, will ever indorse it or that 
they will ever sustain such legislation. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Do I understand the Senator to say that, unless 
his amendment is adopted, under this bill hereafter, in case the 
Army should be reduced to a minimum, when the emergency is 
passed the President would have the power, without authority 
from Congress, to raise that number of the Army to a greater 
number? 

Mr. BACON. I mean to say, in response to the inquiry of the 
Senator from Arkansas, that the language is susceptible of that 
construction, and that the party in power has announced on the 
floor of the Senate that that is the construction they put upon it. 

Mr. BERRY. One other question, Will the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia make it clear that that can 
not be done? 

Mr. BACON. 
amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will so frame his amendment 
that there will be no doubt upon the subject. I understood the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] on Friday to say that the 
bill did not confer that power, or that he was afraid it did not, 
but would be glad if it did. It seems to me that the Senator 
from Georgia should make his amendment so clear and so specific 
that all the world would understand that the President has no 


I think it will, and that is the purpose of the 
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such power, because certainly such power ought not to be granted 
to any President of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Iagree with the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say only a word, and then I will leave 
the matter to the Senate. This bill has been most laboriously per- 
fected by the aid of the best soldiers in the Army, and it was sup- 
posed to be as good as it could be made. I donot like to see these 
small amendments adopted; but I am not afraid of 4 or 5 cor- 
porals in the cavalry, a few more men in the artillery, anda few 
more enlisted men in the infantry. 

Mr.BACON. The Senator well knowsthat this particularclause 
is the clause by which, in the exercise of this power by the President 
of the United States, the aggregate number of the Army will be 
raised from the minimum of fifty-odd thousand to the maximum 
of 98,000; and he talks about 3 or 4 corporals and a few dozen men. 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and eight thousand men. 

Mr. BACON. One hundred and eight thousand men. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that I think a careful examina- 
tion will show at least 100,000 men, or about 108,000, 

Mr. BACON. That being the case, it is not such a trivial prop- 
osition as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would 
have us understand. It is not a question of the addition of a few 
men. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. There must be some mistake, or, if not, I do 
not understand this bill. Ido not know where it is found that 
the bill provides for a maximum of 108,000. There is an express 
provision in one of the last clauses to the effect that it shall not 
exceed 100,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Where? 

Mr. FORAKER. On page 44 of the print I havein my hand, 
at the close of the first paragraph on that page, this is the language 
of the bill: 

The total number of enlisted menin said native organizations shall not 
exceed 12,000, and the total enlisted force of the line of the Army, together 
with such native force, shall not exceed at any one time 100,000. 

Mr. TELLER. There is such a provision there, but it is con- 
trary to other provisions. If the President should carry out the 
power that is given to him, you would find on examination that 
the Army would exceed 100,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not made any computation, but I rely 
upon—— 

Mr. TELLER. 
ern the former. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
interrupt him for just a moment further? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. It seems to me the effect of the Senator's 
amendment, if adopted, would be to make the maximum of the 
Army 54,000 or 58,000, whichever number is the aggregate com- 
putation. Ihavenot madeany computation, but rely simply upon 
the statements of others as to what thecomputationshows. There 
would be no power anywhere, either now or hereafter, except 
only that of Congress, to increase the Army. We would havea 
fixed provision as to the size of the Army, both as to its maximum 
and its minimum, and there would be no elasticity or flexibility 
in it whatever. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Ohio is quite correct, The 
matter was brought to the attention of the Senate on Friday last 
to the same effect he now states, and it was then suggested by me 
that if this section were stricken out—and the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] will remember that he raised the same 
point on Friday that was suggested by me—the friends of the 
measure who favored a maximum of 98,000 could very easily in- 
sert a clause following the clause immediately preceding, which 
would fix the maximum in the same way as the clause preceding 
it would fix the minimum. That is not inconsistent with the 
striking out of this clause. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to ask him an- 
other question, I will not interrupt him again, because they all go 
together. 

Mr. BACON. I yield to the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. Would not the effect of the amendment of 
the Senator, if adopted, be not only to destroy the maximum, but 
to make the minimum the maximum? Would not the maximum 
fixed by this bill be also destroyed by the effect of the provision, if 
adopted, on page 40, line 15, section 26 as renumbered, which 
reads as follows: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this 
act during the present exigencies of the service or until such time as Con- 
gress may hereafter direct. 

I do not intend to vote for any of the amendments offered by 
the Senator. I think the flexible feature of this bill is one of its 


It is possible that the last provision might gov- 
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best features. It enables us to maintain a minimum in time of 
peace and a maximum when there is a necessity for it; and it en- 
ables us to increase or decrease one or the other arm of the service 
as there may be, or not, occasion for one or the other to be in- 
creased or decreased, But if the amendment should be adopted 


at all, Icall the Senator's attention to the fact that it ought also to | 


remain as to that part of the bill providing that the maximum 
shall be 100,000; and there ought to be some amendment to sec- 
tion 26. In other words, the amendment would be entirely incon- 
sistent with the rest of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. BACON, Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Section 26, if language means anything, in 


my view plainly covers every one of these organizations and limits | 


the power of the President to increase to the maximum every one 
of these separate organizations ‘‘during the present exigencies of 
the service.” The language limits his power to maintain the en- 
listed force of the several arms of the service, and that means the 
cavalry, the infantry, and the artillery, of course. 

Mr. BACON. If Senators on the other side of the Chamber 


agree with the Senator from Vermont, I will withdraw the | 


amendment, because, while I do not favor the proposition that it 
shall be within the discretion of the President to increase the 
Army, I recognize the fact that under the present emergency the 
number which would beenlisted promptly would be the maximum 
number, and if the view taken by the Senator from Vermont is 
correct, that, when maximum has once been reached and has 
thereafter been decreased to the minimum, the power to increase 
would be exhausted. If that is the view of the Senator, and if 
other Senators agree with it, that would be satisfactory so far as 
that provision is concerned. 

But | am not in favor of the maximum number except for tem- 
porary purposes, At the same time there would be no reason to 
move to strike out those provisions. So if the Senator will secure 


from his side of the Chamber support of an amendment which | 


will distinctly and expressly negative the power of the President 
when this Army has once been decreased to its minimum, there- 
after, in his discretion, to increase it, I will not press my amend- 
ment. But if the Senator from Vermont has not the concurrence 
of his colleagues on the other side of the Chamber in that propo- 
sition, then there comes up what is to me the great enormity of 
the bill, which is not the view taken of it by the Senator from 
Vermont, that this is a power given to the President not to be 
exercised only once during this emergency, but that, according to 
the suggestions and contentions of his colleagues on the other side 
of the Chamber, it is a power to remain, and to be a continuing 
power so long as this act remains upon the statute books, which 
will enable the President at any time, in his judgment, in his dis- 
cretion, without limitation, without question, without control from 
anyone, to increase the Army from 50,000 to 98,000, if you please. 
I do not know whether either the Senator from Ohio | Mr. Fora- 
KER] or the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is correct in his 
computation as to what isthe maximum, but 98,000 is sufficient for 
the purposes of this argument. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. How is it possible to convert the expression 
‘‘during the present exigencies ” into ‘‘ any exigency?” 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is quite correct; and if that were 
the only section there would be no doubt about it; but when these 
three other clauses, against which my amendments are directed, 
give the unlimited power, and when Senators, and numbers of 
them, on the other side of the Chamber say that this is to be a 
continuing power, are we to leave that in doubt? 

Let the Senators who say that support the amendment offered— 
and I think they should if they do not offer it themselves—support 
an amendment distinctly negativing the power of the President 
to increase the Army after the present emergency, and I will not 
press these amendments. 

But one of two things ought to ke done, Mr. President. Either 
these three clauses in the bill which confer absolute, unlimited 
poe. so far as they are concerned, upon the President ought to 

9¢ taken out of the bill, or else the question raised by Senators 
should be settled by a distinct provision negativing the continu- 
ance of that power. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, on the first day this bill was 
up for discussion the Senator from Arkansas and other Senators, 
and I think the Senator from Georgia, objected to the last clause 
of the first sentence of section 26, ‘* or until such time as Congress 
may hereafter direct.” That was intended as a limitation; but if 
Senators understand it otherwise, there is no objection to striking 
it out. 

Mr. BACON. No; striking that out does not meet the question 
with me. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Arkansas, I recollect, for 
one understands it differently from that. 

Mr. BACON. That may remove one objection; but it would 
not remove the particular objection to which I have referred. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not see how language can be any plainer 
than this is in the limitation of the enlisted force of the several 


| organizations in the Army to their maximum strength “ during 
| the present exigencies of the service.” 


I should like to ask if it 
would help the Senator if the words were inserted in each cne of 


| these several provisions, ‘during the present exigencies of the 
| service. 


” Would that satisfy him? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator now puts the ques- 
tion in language to which [ would not be willing to give my un- 
limited consent as to whether that would be satisfactory or not. 
I will say, though, that the bill would then be relieved of the fea- 
ture of greatest objection to me, which is, as I understand, the 
continuing power of the President, and it would make it unnec- 
essary thatl should ask any vote upon these amendments. If the 
Senator will offer those amendments, or permit those amend- 
ments, inserting in each of those three places the same words 
found in section 26, while of course I do not yield the proposition 
that the power ought never to be given to the President, still that 
is the theory of this bill, and if it is properly guarded I shall not 
make any further effort to strike out those provisions, 

Mr. PROCTOR, The Senator will see that it is necessary to 
have these three provisions under each of these heads in each of 
the corps of the service, for the reason that it may be consistent 
to reduce one of them. The infantry might be reduced, while 
the cavalry would be required to be at the maximum for a longer 
term. So the Senator can see there is a very good reason for in- 
serting this provision. 

Mr. BACON. If I may have the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont for a moment—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. The chairman of the committee [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] agrees with me that there is no objection to inserting the 
words suggested in the places referred to. 

Mr. BACON. In lieu of my amendments, then, which I have 
pending, I will ask that in line 14, on page 16, after the word 
‘‘discretion,” there may be inserted the same words as are found 
on page 40, section 16, ‘‘during the present exigencies of the 
service,” so as to read: 

That the President, in his discretion, during the present exigencies of the 
service, May increase, etc. 

Mr. President, 1 offer that amendment to come in in each one of 
the sections to which I have referred. Of course, in offering it 
the Senate will not understand me as giving up the proposition 
that the President ought not to have the power to increase the 
Army at all, but to relieve that particular feature of the objection 
against which my amendment is directed I offer these amend- 
ments in the place of the others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia withdraw the amendment pending and offer another? 

Mr, BACON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment now submit- 
ted by the Senator from Georgia will be stated. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the former amendment offered by 
Mr. Bacon it is proposed to amend, in line 17, on page 12, after 
the word “ President,” by inserting the words ‘‘ during the present 
exigencies of the service;” so as to read: 

Provided, That the President during the present exigencies of the service, 
in his dis@etion, may increase the number of corporals in any troop of cay- 
alry to oiPat, etc. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Georgia a question. As I understand from the amendment 
to which the Senator has last consented, he now considers that 
there isan emergency for the increase of the Army to the maxi- 
mum? 

Mr. BACON, Nothing that I have said or that I could possibly 
say could be construed into any consent by me to an increase of 
the Regular Army to the maximum proposed. On the contrary, 
everything I have said has been to protest against it. While, of 
course, We are endeavoring to assist in relieving the bill of the 
features which are objectionable, so far as we can, in no manner 
am 1 committed to consent to the suggestion of the inquiry made 
by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. 

I think that the standing army ought not be increased to 100,000 
men. I think that the utmost limit of it ought to be the standing 
army that existed prior to a few years ago, with the addition of 
5,000 men, which are deemed to be necessary to properly man the 
seacoast defenses, which was passed upon by the Senate at the 
last session in the enactment of the original bill for the reorgan- 
ization of the Army. To that extent I am willing to go, but no 
further. 

I think, so far as the present emergency is concerned, it ought 
to be met in one of two ways. It might be met by the organiza- 
tion of an army especially designed for that foreign service, which 
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should be an army separate from our permanent military estab- 
lishment. I should very much prefer to see that plan adopted. 
That might not in any manner threaten a change in the regular 
practice, the recognized practice and principles of this Govern- 
ment for a hundred years, which has limited the Regular Army 
of the United States to a small number. If we had this colonial 
army, if you might please to term it that for convenience, when 
the emergency had passed it could disappear, it could be with- 
drawn from service, or mustered out of service, without any dis- 
location of that connection which otherwise it would have with 
the Regular Army of the United States, and the Regular Army 
of the United States be maintained according to the domestic 
needs and requirements of the country. 

We could have this foreign army, if you might so term it, or 
an army in foreign parts or in colonial parts, use it only when 
needed, and disband it when not needed. Another way in which 
it might be done is by a repetition of what we did two years ago, 
by an increase of this Army, either in its regular capacity or by 
addition to it of volunteers in such numbers as the emergency 
required to call forth for a limited time, for two years, and after 
that time our regular military establishment would assume its 
normal proportions. In one of these two ways, I think, it would 
be proper to have it done. Whilst I should prefer the former, I 
am ready to vote for the latter, but under no possible circum- 
stances will I vote for any bill which increases the Regular Army 
of the United States to 100,000 men. I do not know whether I 
make myself clear to the distinguished Senator from Louisiana, 
but I have endeavored to do so. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The point of my question is simply this (the 
Senator will pardon me if I put a wrong construction upon his 
language): As I understand, he limits the scope of his amendment 
to what may be termed the present emergency, and in further an- 
swer he says that the emergency might be met either by the sim- 
ple organization of a foreign army for foreign purposes, or by 
such a provision as that inserted two years ago into the bill for 
the increase of the Army temporarily. What I desire to get at is, 
whether, in the opinion of the Senator, we could constitutionally 
and properly permit any abnormal increase of the Army now to 
meet any emergency at present existing. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit me 
to ask him a question? The term used is ‘‘ exigency,” 1 believe. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. Has the Senator from Louisiana any under- 
standing of what that present exigency is? 

Mr.CAFFERY. My understanding of the exigencyis the Presi- 
dential idea of carrying on war in the Philippines. Carrying on 
a war of subjugation in the islands of the archipelago. That is 
my idea of the exigency. The question I propounded to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia was whether in his opinion that exigency de- 


manded, if there is such a thing as an exigency in that ee 


te so abnormal an increase of the Army as is proposed in this 
bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. It strikes me that the term ‘‘present exi- 
gency” is somewhat vague and inexplicit, and while it may be 
construed, as the Senator from Louisiana construes it, to apply 
solely to the disturbance now existing in the Philippine Islands, it 
might, it seems to me, also be construed to apply to other conditions 
which exist in other portions of our acquisitions or proposed ac- 
quisitions. We may possibly have an exigency—I do not know 
that it is imminent at all, but we may have one within a reason- 
able time—in the island of Cuba. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not an acquisition of ours. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The exigency seems to comprehend and em- 
brace all future possibilities of war. Iwas very much entertained 
the other day by a debate in which the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts took a conspicuous part, wherein he stated that one of the 


exigencies might be—probably was—the defense of the futurecanal | 


to be constructed across the Isthmus of Darien. Now, what other 
exigency gentlemen of a warlike disposition may conjure up in the 
future I can not tell. I[ see no present exigency, using the term 
as it has been used by Senators in debate, except—— 

Mr. ALLEN, I should like, with the consent of the Senator, to 
put to him a question. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Just let me finish the sentence—except the 
present war going on in the Philippine Islands between the United 
States military forces and what are termed the rebellious forces of 
the people of those islands. Now I will listen to the Senator from 
Nebraska, 

Mr. ALLEN. I wanted toask the Senator from Louisiana what 
he understands by the expression *‘the present exigencies of the 
service?” What is meant by that? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihaveattempted toexplain what I understand 
by it. Now we had a peace establishment of, say, 30,000 men. 
This bill allows an increase of 70,000 men to form a permanent 
standing army. The ground mainly urged for this as a proper 














the basis or ought not to form the basis of any increase in the 
Army. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I should like to ask the Senator—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. I can understand the imperialistic policy — 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion, if he is disposed to answer it. Would not the insertion of 
the amendment of the distinguished Senator from Georgia— 
‘*during the present exigency ’’—be a legal recognition of some 
exigency that it is constitutional and proper to meet; and would 
not that be a recognition of the existing condition between the 
United States and the Filipinos? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not want to pass any opinion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iaddress myself now to the legal judgment of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will candidly state to my friend that in my 
opinion the position assumed by the Senator from Georgia would 
legalize and bring within the constitutional scope the present war 
in the Philippine Islands. That is what I think. I can not see 
any other conclusion to be derived from the statement that he 
limits the proposed increase to the present exigency. Now, as 
there is no other exigency except this war, he therefore would 
recognize the validity of the war. 

Mr. ALLEN. Theeffect, then, is to recognize the legality of the 
proceedings in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Not all of the proceedings. 

Mr. ALLEN. The war proceedings? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The war proceedings. Yes, sir; I think so. 
The Senator from Georgia has disclaimed in emphatic terms that 
he is in favor of any increase of the Army fora permanent organi- 
zation, and limits his consent to an increase to what he calls the 
present exigency. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, I do not consent to it at all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, it is an implied consent, 

Mr. BACON. Notat all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Not an expressed one. 

Mr. BACON. On the contrary, I distinctly repudiate it and 
deny it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Georgia, of course, must 
pardon other Senators if they draw the construction from his 
language which is natural and which flows from his language, 
and, I think, is a natural consequence. His postulate is that he 
is opposed to a permanent increase of the Army. He modifies 
and qualifies that statement—he does not exactly favor, but he 
will permit, so far as he is concerned, an increase of the Army to 
meet the present exigency. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit one other question? I 
will not unnecessarily interrupt him. Does not the use of the 
expression ‘‘during the present exigency ” recognize a condition 
in the Philippine Islands wherein it is perfectly lawful and proper 
for the United States to increase its Army, and by fighting over- 
come or conquer it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I thinkso. 

Mr. FORAKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator from Louisiana—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Ohio will pardon me for a 
moment. The Senator from Louisiana asked a question, and pro- 
ceeded to answer it himself and had the Senator from Nebraska 
answer it, and I would rather answer it for myself. It is a very 


| remarkable proposition that the Senator from Lonisiana should 


ask me a question and that then he and other Senators should pro- 


| ceed to discuss the question which was asked of me. 


Mr. President, the Senator is entirely mistaken as to my atti- 
tude. I do not think any Senator here misconstrues my attitude, 
and I think that the Senators, upon reflection, will see that they 
are mistaken. Ido not give my assent to this amendment as it 
will be amended. I am opposed to the amendment after the 
amendment which I propose has been adopted. My amendment, 
if adopted, is an amendment of limitation, not an amendment 
conferring power. There are three clauses, and each of them as 
they stand in the bill gives the President the unlimited power at 
any time in the future to increase the number of the Army about 
50,000 men, in three branches of the service. 

The amendment which I propose is one which limits it to the 
present time. It does not confer the power—I am not in favor of 
giving him the power—for the present time; but, as I know that 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber have the power io 
pass the bill, 1 want to eradicate from it, as far as I can, the 
objectionable features, and the most objectionable feature in the 
bill, to my mind, is the feature which I am striking at, which 
would give the President, for all time, as long as the statute stood 
upon the books, the power to increase the Army. 

This amendment limits it to this time; not that I am in favor of 


increase is the success of our armsin the Philippine Islands. These | his having the power to do it, but I am doing the best that I can, 


other exigencies I consider purely conjectural and would not form | and as I can not defeat the bill, I want to extract from it this 
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poison, which I think is a most serious matter and the most seri- | I have before me also, Mr. President, the ninth volume of the 


ous feature of the bill—that which would confer upon the Presi- 
dent forall time this objectionablepower. Thisamendment limits 
him to this time, not because I am in favor of his exercising the 
power at this time, but because, as I can not defeat it, I want at 
least to cut off the future exercise of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I wish briefly to answer the 
suggestions of the Senator from Georgia. We have before us a 
bill which provides for the reorganization of the Regular Army. 
It is a bill which provides that we shall have at its minimum force 
an Army of 54,000 or 58,000, whichever computation is correct. I 


have not made any computation, but it has been stated by those | 


who have at both numbers. But whichever may be the correct 
computation, that is the provision as to our Army; that is its nor- 
mal size; that is its regular size, so to speak. It is to be kept at 


that size except only when the President, in the exercise of his | 


discretion, may see fit, according to the provisions of this measure, 
to increase it. That is not a large Army under existing circum- 
stances. We have heretofore in time of peace kept our Regular 
Army at about 30,000, speaking in round numbers, 

Mr. BACON. Twenty-five thousand. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it was nearer 30,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thirty thousand by law. 

Mr. FORAKER. The legal maximum was 30,000, at which it 
might have been kept all the time. Its actual force was perhaps 
only 25,000, as the Senator from Georgia suggests. But with 


changed conditions, with our insular acquisitions, with the trouble | 


we have been having in them, with what we have been proposing 
to do with respect to an interoceanic canal, and the necessity for 
increased forces on that account, it is notan unreasonable increase 
of the Army to make it 58,000 men, to be maintained at that figure 
at all times in peace. So far, then, as the minimum is concerned, 
the measure is entirely conservative. 

But the bill has other features to which the Senator from 
Georgia objects. Those are the features now under consideration. 
His objection is that it gives to the President of the United States 
power, in his discretion, to increase the Army, and he told us this 


morning, in a very eloquent discussion, that this is unprecedented | 


in the history of legislation upon this subject; that it is violative 
of the Constitution and a departure from anything ever hereto- 
fore known in the history of legislation with respect to our Army. 

I wish to say to the Senator that it is not only not a departure, 
but it is in strict accord with a number of precedents on this sub- 
ject. If he will take the trouble to examine the Statutes at Large, 
he will find that repeatedly the Congress of the United States has 
intrusted to the President of the United States a discretion with 
respect to the increase of the Army. I call his attention to a pro- 
vision found in the First Statutes at Large, enacted in 1799, page 
725. That act commences in this way: 

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States, in case war shall break out between the 
United States and a foreign European power, or in case imminent danger of 
invasion of their territory by any such power shall, in his opinion, be discov- 
ered to exist, to organize and cause to be raised,in addition to the other 
military force of the United States, 24 regiments of infantry— 

And so on to the end as to each arm of the service, enumerating 
what the forces shall be by which the Army of the United States 
in a contingency shall be increased. 

Then it is provided in section 5 of this act: 

That it shall be lawful for the President of the United States, at his discre- 
tion. to discharge the whole or any part of the troops which may be raised 
by virtue of this act, whensoever he shall think fit. 


Now, it is true that that legislation was had in contemplation 


of apprehended war with France, and there was a threat, a men- | 


ace of danger. The Congress of the United States, instead of 


raising an army and providing for its organization, simply pro- | 


vided that the Army might be raised, consisting of an organiza- 


tion it prescribed, whenever the President of the United States in | 


his opinion should see fit to take such action, and then it provided 
that the Army so raised by the President under the power dele- 


gated to him should continue until the President saw fit to reduce | 
it, and he should be the judge of the extent to which it should be | 


reduced. He might reduce it in whole or in part. 
provision of that statute. 

Now, I have before me also volume 3 of the Statutes at Large, 
and at page 224 is found the act of March 3, 1815. I read the first 
section of that act, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the military peace establishment of 
the United States shall consist of such proportions of artillery, infantry, and 
riflemen, not exceeding in the whole 10,000 men, as the President of the 
United States shall judge preper, and that the Corps of Engineers, as at 
present established, be retained. 

In other words, the discretion is left to the President to deter- 
mine in what proportion the va:ious arms of the service shall be 
to the total aggregate of the Army as prescribed and autorized 
by Congress. 
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Statutes at Large, and at page 11 of this volume I find the act of 
May 13, 1846, and this is the provision: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, 
| and is hereby, authorized by voluntary enlistment to increase the number of 
privates in each or any of the companies of the existing regiments of dra- 
goons, artillery, and infantry to any number not exceeding 100 whenever, in 
his opivion, the exigencies of the public service may require the same, and 
to reduce the same to 64 when the exigencies requiring the present increase 
| shall cease: Provided, That said enlistments shall be for the term of five 
years, and no longer, unless sooner disbanded by the President. 

In other words, by this last act to which I have called attention 
there was absolute and unqualified discretion given to the Presi- 
dent as to the increase of the Army within the maximum limit 
which Congress had seen fit to provide by law. 

Now, what is it that Congress proposes to give to the President 
| here? In the first place, we propose to create an army that shall 

have a minimum force of 58,000—if those are the correct figures. 

Then we are to have such an increased force, within a maximum 
| named, as the President, in the exercise of the discretion con- 

ferred upon him, may see fit to employ. Now, what is that dis- 

cretion? In the first place, by renumbered section 26 of the bill 
| under consideration, the President is authorized as follows: 

That the President is authorized to maintain the enlisted force of the sev- 
eral organizations of the Army at their maximum strength as fixed by this 
act during the present exigencies of the service, or until such time as Con- 
gress may hereafter direct. 

In other words, having reference to existing conditions and the 
| fact that we already have a difficulty to contend with, the Presi- 
| dent is authorized to maintain the Army at the maximum force 

fixed by this bill, if it become a statute, until that emergency 
| shall pass away. In another provision the maximum is fixed at 

100,000, 

Now, if the Senator’s amendment should carry, as I pointed out 
| to him a while ago, these provisions, to which | understand him 
| to say he has no objection, namely, keeping the Army at 100,000 
| until the emergency passes, would be rendered ineffective—I 
understand the Senator to say that he has no objection to 100,000 
men until the existing emergency ceases. They would be nega- 
| tived by the force of the amendment which he offers. And why? 
Let us turn back to the bill and see what is provided. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has evidently not kept up with the 
| progress of the proceedings this morning. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have observed that the Senator has been 
traveling about from place to place rather rapidly in this dis- 
cussion, but I think I have kept pretty close track of him. 

Mr. BACON. I think not, and I think when I have pointed it 
out, the facetious remark of the Senator will be found to be quite 
| incorrect. The amendments to which he is now directing his at- 
tention with so much energy have been distinctly withdrawn by 
me and other amendments offered in their place. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is the amendment that is now offered? 

Mr. BACON, The amendments which I offered are amend- 
ments which I was told by the committee would be agreeable to 
them. They provide simply for the insertion in each of the 
clauses, after the word ‘‘ President,” beginning on the sixteenth 
page, of the words ‘‘ during the present exigencies of the service.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Ah! 

Mr. BACON. In other words, using the same language which 
is found in section 26. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was not unmindful of the fact that such a 
| suggestion had been made by the Senator, and that there had been 

on the part of some Senators an expressed intention or willingness 
| to comply with it. I am opposed tothat. I donot want any such 
words inserted in the bill, and I shall oppose the amendment 
whether it comes from the Senator from Georgia or the Senator 
from Vermont or the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee, 
for it does not seem to me that it can be properly put in this b‘ll 
without doing violence to the most attractive feature of this 
measure tome. Now, what is it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly specify this matter 
to which he is objecting? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam alluding to the matter referred to by 
| the Senator from Georgia. The Senator from Georgia has offered 
| certain amendments to the bill. They are amendments which do 
| away with or affect the flexibility of the Army bill as to the dif- 
| ferent organizations. Now, when Iam discussing that, before I 
| have had time to urge the point that the Senator now precipitates, 
Iam told by him that he has withdrawn those amendments, in 
| view of the willingness of the chairman of the Military Affairs 

Committee to insert the word ‘‘exigencies” in these several pro- 
| visions, and it is about that that I desire tospeak. I was not 
| unmindful of what had been suggested and what had been inti- 





mated wonld be accepted, but I have not yet reached that point. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will yield to nothing that will take away 
the flexibility of the Army. 
Mr. FORAKER, 
Mr. HAWLEY. 


I am glad of that. 


If the President should find, because of some 
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great disaster by sea or on land, that his forces—say the artillery 
or some especially necessary branch of the service—had been re- 
duced 4,000, I shall insist that he shall have the power to fill it up 
again. 

Se. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And have the Army vibrate anywhere be- 
tween the minimum and 100,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was sure the Senator would have exactly 
that opinion about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not want anything else. 

Mr. FORAKER. For fear there might be some question with 
others on that point, I took the floor as I have in order that I 
might say something in regard toit. I was only approaching it. 
Iwas speaking of the amendments of the Senator from Georgiaas 
he offersd them. I intended to come presently to the amendment 
of his amendments. 

Mr. President, I have spoken of the flexibility of the Army dur- 
ing these existing emergencies as provided by section 26. 1 want 
to speak now of the other provisions for flexibility found in this 
bill. What are they? The President is authorized, under each of 
these provisions with respect to the different arms of the service, 
to increase that particular arm in his discretion to a maximum 
that is named. What is meant by that? 

Just as the Senator from Connecticut, the chairman of the Mili- 
tary Committee, has now suggested, it means that if some emer- 
gency arises which induces the President to think that he ought 
to have more cavalry, for instance, than he has, or an emergency 
which calls for more artillery than the minimum named, or an 
emergency that calls for an increase of the Engineer Corps, the 
President shall have the authority to increase that particular 
branch of the service within certain limitations. In other words, 
he may increase the one for which he has the necessity instead of 
being compelled to increase them all alike. 

So we have, with respect to this matter of flexibility, first, in the 
order in which I have called attention to them, a provision provid- 
ing for the general increase of the whole Army during the existing 
emergency. Ido not think anybody will pretend, in the light of 
what has been said here on this floor during this debate, that we 
should have a less Army than the maximum provided for by this 
bill until the existing exigency shall have passed away. I think 
we are all agreed about that, and that is a general provision ap- 
plied to the whole Army, each and every branch of the service, 

e can increase it up to the maximum. Then, when that emer- 
gency shall have passed away and that flexibility will have passed 
away with it, there will remain—and this is what I want to call 
the attention of Senators to—a power in the President to increase 
the cavalry arm, or the infantry arm, or the artillery arm, or the 
Engineer Corps, if there should arise, in his opinion, a necessity 
for it. 

Mr. President, is that a dangerous power to intrust to the Presi- 
dent of the United States? The Senator from Georgia argues that 
itis. He argues that it is not only dangerous, but unprecedented. 
I have already pointed out that similar legislation to this has been 
heretofore enacted. I ought to have called attention in that con- 
nection to the fact that the law now in force—the act of 1898—pro- 
vides for this same flexibility and intrusts it to the President of 
the United States, and certainly no harm has come from it. But 
consider what it is we are conferring upon the President. Is it 
dangerous as compared with his other powers with respect to the 
Army? 

The Presidentisthe Commander in Chief, Hecansend thetroops 
out of the country or keep them in the country. He can concen- 
trate the Army or distribute it. He can send them to one section 
or the other, as in his judgment the exigencies may require. 
That is not accounted a dangerous power, and yet it might be 
made a dangerous power in the hands of an unscrupulous and de- 
signing President. But it is one of these powers which of neces- 
sity must be intrusted to some one, and, of course, necessarily to 
the Commander in Chief, who is the President of the United States. 

Nov, we have trusted all our Presidents with that kind of 
power, and necessarily, for a hundred years, and without injury 
or bad result in any respect. We can, in my judgment, safely 
continue to intrust that power to the President, and can continue 
to intrust it for all time to come, so long as our present institutions 
of Government continue, at least; and if such a power as that— 
other illustrations equally potent might be given—can be safely 
intrusted to him, surely we can safely intrust to him also the 

wer to say whether or not in a contingency not now foreseen, 

ut of which he shall be the judge, the cavalry shall be increased 
slightly, not the number of regiments, but simply the number of 
men in each regiment that shall belong to those regiments; 
whether they shall be increased from the minimum to the max- 
imum or to any less degree that he may see fit to increase them. 

is it not safe, in other words, to intrust to our Commander in 
Chief, who has the entire disposition of our Army in sending it 
here, there, or elsewhere as he may see fit, the power also to in- 
crease it if in his judgment there is an emergency? 


eee 


A mistake may be made as to the increase by some President 
we may have. I donot believe any serious mistake would have 
been made by any President we have ever yet had. I do not be- 
lieve any serious mistake of that kind ever has been made. I do 
not believe the present President would make any serious mis- 
take. Ido not believe any President the people of the country 
are likely to choose will ever make any serious mistake in the 
matter of increasing any particular arm of the service under such 
provisions as we have in this bill. 

This provision for flexibility is to me, as I said before in this 
debate, one of the best features of this bill. It is one of the best 
features because it enables us to keep the Army, when we have 
no real need of the Army, on a minimum basis, at the minimum 
figure, the least expensive and least burdensome figure at which 
it can be maintained. And it enables us the very moment danger 
is threatened to have it increased, increased throughout, by order- 
ing each and every arm to be increased, or increased as to the 
artillery if we are threatened where that would be effective in 
resistance, or increased in any other arm of the service—in one 
arm or all the arms of the service. 

Therefore it is that I hope the Senators in charge of.this bill will 
not yield to the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia, I think 
we should enact it exactly as it is framed in that respect, and give 
to the President, because it is safe to do so, the power to increase 
the Army, as may be necessary, to the limit stated. 

Mr. BACON. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
the fact that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] and the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], both of whom are mem- 
bers of the Committee on Military Affairs, expressed the opinion 
that the proposed statute as it now stands would not give the 
power to the President which the Senator from Ohio says is the 
chief excellence of the bill. It was only because of the fact that 
there is a difference between the Senators of the dominant party 
on that question that I ventured to draw this amendment in order 
to put at rest what they now differ upon themselves in construing 
the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think if the Senator from Vermont and 
the Senator from Michigan made that statement—I did hear it 
made 

Mr. BACON. They certainly did make it. 

Mr. FORAKER. If they made the statement, and the Senator 
from Georgia says they did, they must have made it without hav- 
ing first looked at the bill, or they must have made it when they 
had the other provision upon which I first commented in mind. 
There aretwo provisions. Oneauthorizes the flexibility on account 
of the present exigencies. The minimum is to be gone back to 
the moment this exigency passes. The other provisions of flexi- 
bility have reference to the various arms, the cavalry, infantry, 
etc., and there is nothing said there about exigencies, but simply 
about the opinion of the President. He shall have power to in- 
crease the Army from the minimum to the maximum as to each 
branch of the service in his discretion. This is the language of 
the bill: 

Provided, 'That the President, in his discretion, may increase the number 
of corporals in any troop of cavalry to 8, and the number of privates to 76, 
but the total number of enlisted men authorized for the whole Army shall 
not at any time be exceeded. 

There is a similar provision as to the infantry, the artillery, and 
the Engineer Corps. 

It seenvs to me that that does authorize the President of the 
United States, without regard to any exigency which now exists 
or any exigency which is in this bill described, to increase that 
particular branch of the Army whenever he, in his opinion, may 
think it ought to be increased. This provision is clear. I do not 
see how there can be any room for doubt, although it is doubtless 
to be assumed that the President will order an increase only when 
there is an occasion for it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. MayI call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio to another feature which is not alluded toin his 
very excellent presentation of this subject? If it were possible to 
suppose that the President at any time should authorize enlist- 
ments above the minimum to an extent which Congress thought 
was improper, at the very next session of Congress the whole mat- 
ter is in the hands of Congress not to appropriate for them. It 
seems to me that this distrust is as much a distrust of Congress as 
it is a distrust of the President. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Connecticut for calling my attention to that point. I hadintended 
to advert to it, but I spoke without any thought before i took the 
floor of what I would say, except in the most general manner, and 
that escaped me. 

It is true, as the Senator from Connecticut says, that the distrust 
which is expressed here with respect to some President we may 
have in the future, or the present President, if you want to apply 
it to him, is at the sametime a distrust, impliedly at least, asto the 
Congress of the United States, for what we are giving to the Presi- 
dent a discretion aboutis a discretion to be exercised underthis bill 
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which Congress can correct, and would correct, as every Senator | 
knows, the moment there would be any violation of the spirit or 
the language of the provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia {Mr. Bacon], 

Mr. FORAKER, Let it be read as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 12, section 2, line 17, after the word 
*« President,” insert the words: 
during the present exigencies of the service. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to say to the Senator that I under- 
stood him only to say ‘‘in certain exigencies,” but it appears that 


he here has adopted precisely the same language that is found in | ; : : 

, ' A _ | I was apprehensive that I did not, and I see I did not. 
Certainly, and the reason why I used that lan- | 
guage is because it is the language used by the bill in another | : , , ’ 
| the President may increase the number, for instance, of privates 


section 26. 


Mr. BACON. 


place conferring similar power. 


Mr. President, I do not think that the contention of the learned | 


Senator can possibly be maintained, that the present scheme of the 
bill is in harmony either with the institutions of our Government 
or with the practice of the Government. The Senator has read, 
in support of his contention, various statutes which have been 
enacted by Congress. 
very correctly admitted, was an act passed in view of the urgent 
apprehension of war with France. 

Mr. President, the conditions at that time must be taken into 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The first one is the act of 1799, which, as he | 





consideration in judging as to what was the view of Congress in 
the enactment of suchalaw. There were then no railroads and 
no telegraphs, and it took weeks even to communicate with the 
different parts of the country, as limited as itthen was. It would 
necessarily take along time for Congress to beassembled. Another 
thing is to be considered, and that is that the first intimation we 
had of war might be when the enemy appeared on our coast, be- 
cause we had no submarine telegraph then to inform us of what 
occurred in Europe. Therefore it was recognized that there was 
a necessity that the President should be in a position to act 
rromptly to meet an emergency when it would be impossible for 
him promptly to summon Congress to itself direct him what to do. 
There is nothing, Mr. President, in the act of 1799 which in the 
remotest degree contemplates the conferring upon the President 
of the United States of a continuing power to increase and de- 
crease the Army of the United States, according as he might judge 
there should be such increase or such decrease. There is not a 
line or a letter of it that can be construed in support of such a 


| rect?” 





proposition. It simply authorizes him to proceed in case of an in- 
vasion, and, while the general terms were used, it simply meant 
if France should make war with America you are authorized to go 
ahead in the most energetic way within the limits expressed here 
to raise an army to meet it. 

It was an absolute necessity that such should be the case for 
the safety of the country. One of the sections provides that if 


this emergency should arise and Congress should not be in session | 
the President should proceed to commission the officers of it with- | 


out waiting for the advice and consent of the Senate, showing the 
intention which was in the mind of Congress at the time. 

In the same way, Mr. President, was the act of 1815. I ought 
to remark, before passing from that, that not only was the act of 
1799 not intended as a continuing power. There was not a word 
in it which indicated that it was the purpose to make a permanent 
system under which the President of the United States would be 
authorized to increase or to decrease the Army at his will, but so 
soon as the emergency passed even that law was repealed. 





Mr. President, it is not in contemplation here that the repeal of 
this law shall take place after the passing of any emergency. 
There is not a Senator on the floor who favors the bill who would 
say that he understands the purpose of the bill to be limited to the 
present exigency. On the contrary, they propose to provide an 
elasticity by which the President, not Congress, may in the future 
adapt the size of the Army to what he may consider to be the 
needs of the country. This is not designed as a temporary law; 
it is designed as a permanent law. The act of 1799 was designed 
as a temporary law to meet an emergency, and as soon as the 
emergency passed it was promptly repealed. 

Now, Mr. President, as to the act of 1815, that gave no power 
to the President to increase or decrease an army. It simply gave 
the power to the President to raise an army of 10,000 men, that, 
and that only. There is no suggestion of any power to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, as there was not in the other, that he 
should in his discretion increase or decrease the Army within a 
large range. 

r. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Are the constitutional requirements different 
in time of war from what they are in time of peace? The Senator 
is admitting now, and that is what I call attention to, that certain 
acts have been passed by Congress to the constitutionality of which 
be makes no exception, and nobody else ever took exception to 
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them in any other respect. But he says they applied only in time 
of war. The burden of his speech this morning, so far as I took 
exception to it, which was practical and immediate, was that this 
measure is unauthorized by the Constitution and contemplates 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Ohio entirely misunderstands 
the presentation as I endeavored to make it. My contention is 
that in the statutes which he has read, there was a distinct power 
given to the President to raise a particular army for a particular 
purpose, and that there is in no one of these statutes the feature 
which I say is unconstitutional, which is the continuing feature, 
at his will and in his discretion, to raise or decrease the size of the 
Army. 

Mr. FORAKER. I merely wanted to understand ane oes 

1e Sen- 
ator must admit that the statute cited—I think it is in the statute 
of 1846—does provide as explicitly as this bill for flexibility; that 


in a cavalry company toa named number, and then he may decrease 
toa minimum number. Now, there was no war at that time. 

Mr. BACON. There was one imminent. 

Mr. FORAKER. There was one imminent, I know. 

Mr. BACON. And it immediately followed. 

Mr. FORAKER. But nobody knew certainly that it would 
come; and even if it did come, the President was to have that 
power in war. I want to know if this power of flexibility is con- 
tined to war; andifso, what there is in the Constitution that places 
such a limitation upon it? 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, when the Congress of the United 
States passes a law with reference toa particular occasion and sets 
the limits, it is controlling so far as it is possible within the statute 
to control it; but when it absolutely abdicates its powers and puts 
a permanent statute upon the books to the effect that the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall have the power in peace and in 
war and for all time, because there is no limitation—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, does he observe 
the force of the language, ‘‘ or until Congress shall otherwise di- 
Does the Senator make the proposition that Congress is 
shackling itself a particle by this bill, if it shall become a law, as 
to any power which by the Constitution is conferred upon Con- 
gress for the raising of an army? 

Mr. BACON. I say undoubtedly Congress is abdicating its 

ower. 
: Mr. SPOONER. In what respect? 

Mr. BACON. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I will endeavor to 
come to that point a litt!e later. If 1 do not, [ hope the Senator 
will remind me before I take my seat, because I want to say some- 
thing on that subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. I certainly will. 

Mr. BACON. I say, Mr. President, replying first to the Senator 
from Ohio, that there is a vast difference between a case where 
Congress passes a law in view of an imminent war which says 
that the President of the United States may raise a certain num- 
ber of troops, andif the emergency passes he must discharge them, 
and a case where it is proposed to put upon the statute books a 
permanent law. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is that a constitutional provision? 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me, I got this far be- 
fore and the Senator from Wisconsin stopped me. I want tocom- 
plete it, please. 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. BACON, I say there is a vast difference between that and 
a permanent law by which the Congress of the United States 
says that hereafter whenever, in the judgment of the President 
of the United States, it is important or deemed wise by him to 
add 50,000 men to the Army he can do it, either in peace or in 
war, and without reference to any emergency which is now in 
the contemplation of Congress, I say there is a difference, and 2 
wide difference. 

Now, Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SpoonER] as to whether or not it is abdication by Con- 
gress of its power to pass such a law as this, the Senator asks 
whether the reservation in this law ‘‘ until Congress shall otherwise 
provide "—that I understand to be the meaning of his question— 
is not such a reservation as would exclude the idea that it was in- 
tended as a permanent grantof power. Am I correct? 

Mr. SPOONER, I think the Senator is partly correct, and 
partly the Senator misunderstands me. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; that is the reason whyI asked the 
question. I want to be sure. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked the Senator how he could call that a 
permanent law which provided that it shall continue in force only 
until Congress shall otherwise direct. In other words, is there 
any law which we pass which continues in force any longer than 
Congress otherwise directs? If it be a law it continues within the 

»ower of Congress. I donot know of any law which can be passed 
y Congress in regard to the Army that is not always subject to 
the control of Congress. Does the Senator know of any such law? 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator evidently intended 
exavtly what I said before, that the expression—— 

Mr. SPOONER. It requires no reservation by Congress in 
order to enable Congress to act upon this subject whenever it 
chooses. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The only point of the provision is, as I under- 
stand it, that it gives the President some elasticity or power as to 
his judgment of exigencies, which I think it ought to do, until 
Congress shall act; that is all. 

Mr. BACON. No; until Congress shall otherwise direct. Is 
not that the language? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the same thing as ‘‘ unti] Congress shall 


otherwise direct,” because his power would not be interrupted at | 


all if Congress reenacted the same provision. That is what I 
understand that to mean. 

Mr. BACON, Very well. Now,Iam coming to the point that 
the Senator’sinquiry makes necessary. Itrust may havetheatten- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin. I say those words are words 
that are entirely surplusage; that every act of Congress might be 
expressed, ‘‘ This is the law until Congress provides otherwise,” 
and it is that way without the words or with the words, and the 
words may as well not be there. They do not mean anything, 
because every statute means that without the words. Every 


statute is the law until Congress provides otherwise, and it is not | 


necessary to express in the statute that it shall be the law until 
Congress provides otherwise. 

Mr.SPOONER. TheSenator misunderstands meinpart. Idid 
not mean to say, nor do I think [ did say, that those words were 
efficacious at all so far as they related to the power of Congress; 
but I think with the disjunctive they are effective so far as the 
»ower of the President is concerned, as I think they ought to be. 

do not know what construction would be put upon the words 
‘*present exigency.” Possibly some one might contend, and I 
presume many Senators would contend, that it is limited to a 
surrender in the Philippines. That might not be at all adequate 
to the interest of the country or the protection of the Army. 

If there were peace in the Philippines to-day it might be that 
pending the establishment of a government of the people there 
it would not be safe to withdraw the forces, perhaps, down to 
10,000 men. 
signed by 2,000 men in the Philippines, that if peace shall come 


thers it will be a temporary peace, and that under cover of it | 


preparations will be made for another insurrection. 

Although strictly construing the words ‘‘ the present exigency,” 
that is, the exigency dated from to-day, there might still be. in the 
opinion of the President, necessity for maintaining a force there 
for police purposes and for the protection of the people and all 
that. 

I construe the phrase ‘‘or until Congress shall otherwise direct” 
to authorize the President, if in his judgment the public interest 
requires it, to maintain that force in the Philippines until Congress 
shall otherwise direct. 
phrase in section 26. Of course, it has no effect whatever upon 
the power of Congress. I never intimated that it did. 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President, to return to the question 
as to whether this is an abdication of the powers of Congress— 
because I think that is the vital question here—whenever a statute 
is put upon the books it means that it is the law until Congress 
otherwise directs, whether it is so expressed or not. Whenever 
a statute is put upon the books it is put there with the idea that 
it shall always be the law unless Congress shall change its mind. 

In other words, so long as conditions remain as they are at the 
time of the enactment of the law, the presumption is that itisa 
wise law. That is a very violent presumption sometimes I think, 


especially in the present instance, but it is the presumption in | 


the case of every enactment that it is the proper thing to be done, 


and Congress does it because Congress believes it to be the proper | 


thing to be done. Therefore, in the enactment of the law Con- 
gress contemplates a law which will be permanent. 

Now, Mr. President, that is the contemplation of this proposed 
law. The contemplation of this proposed law is that it shall be a 
permanent law, and there is not a Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber who will rise in his place and say that he contemplates 
this as a temporary law. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Isayso. The Senator knows this enactment 


can not last; that the lifting of the finger of Congress will sponge | 


it out. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, undoubtedly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. TheSenator knowsthat perfectly well. There 
is no permanent law. There is not even a permanent Constitu- 
tion, for the Constitution contains the elements of its own destruc- 
tion. 

Mr. BACON. Unfortunately, under the influence of certain 
political powers, there is a very great danger that there is to be 
no permanent Constitution. It is the great trouble and the great 
evil and the great menace and the great danger to the people of 


We have had a notification read within a week, | 


That is the only effect I can see to that | 








this country that certain parties have made up their minds that 
it shall not be permanent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Name them. 

Mr. BACON. Well, the Senator hardly means thut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Name one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Chair 

Mr. BACON. I decline, if that will satisfy the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And must not interrupt the 
Senator who has the floor without his consent. 

Mr. BACON. The danger is not that they will meet on the 
steps of the Capitol and declare that the Constitution is abrogated, 
because the people would not sustain them and it would not be 
permitted, but the danger is that little by little the foundations 
are to be removed until after a while it will topple and fall, 

It has gotten so now, Mr. President, that when one in this Cham- 
ber endeavors to maintain a proposition by measuring it to the re- 
quirements of the Constitution, what he says is disregarded and 
often laughed at by some people in private if not in public. 

But I come back to the proposition, because I have been led 
away from it several times, as to whether this is an abdication of 
the powers of Congress. I repeat what I said this morning, that 
while it is bad enough for history to repeat itself by the aggres- 
sions by which, without the consent of the legislative body, its 
powers are taken away from it, it is a thousand times worse when 
that body itself abdicates those powers. 

Now, is this an abdication? This is intended as a permanent 
law—Senators have avowed it here—so thatit may adjust itself to 
the needs of the future. It is intended that permanent power 
shall be in the hands of the President to increase or to decrease the 
Army of the United States. If that is a power which, under the 
Constitution, properly belongs to the legislative body, and we dele- 
gate it to the President and say we will not hereafter pass laws 
which shall say when the Army shall be increased or decreased, 
but the President of the United States shall be clothed with the 
power, then, I repeat, we have abdicated our proper powers; and 
our powers in one of the most important features incident to and 
belonging to a free government. 

Mr. President, I know it is perfectly common now for Senators 
and others to put aside the suggestion that there may be any dan- 
ger toour institutions in anything, that there may be any danger in 
the surrender of any of the restrictions which our fathers thought 
it necessary to throw around those who were invested with power, 
but it is with governments and institutions as it is with peo- 
ple. No man thinks he is going todie. Each man thinks that 
the time for his death is going to be postponed in his case to the 
utmost limit. And yet we hear of men dying around us every 
day. The history of the world is in the decay of institutions and 
in the death of governments. I repeat,it isnot done ina day, but 
everything which weakens the foundations of the structure has- 
tens the time when it will come. 

For one, Mr. President, I appreciate the dignity and the powers 
of the legislative department of this Government. It was the de- 
sign of the framers of the Constitution that these great powers of 
government should be exercised by the legislative body, and in 
the enumeration of powers almost every power of government is 
conferred upon the Congress of the United States, meaning thereby 
the lawmaking power. For one, I do not intend by any act of 
mine to surrender any jot or tittle of that power, whether the Ex- 
ecutive who is to receive the benefit of it be a man who belongs to 
my party or one who is opposed to it. 

{ will say, Mr. President, that one of the first speeches I ever 
made in this body was in the assertion of the powers of the legis- 
lative department as against the encroachments of the Executive 
at a time when the Executive chair was filled by a man who had 
been elected by Democrats. I care not, Mr, President, if the Ex- 
ecutive chair were filled by the man who stood nearest to me per- 
sonally as well as politically, 1 would never, under any possible 
influences or for any possible purpose, surrender the least particle 


Senators must address the 





| of power which I think properly belongs to the legislative depart- 


ment of the Government. 

Now, Mr. President, if Senators will pardon me for going a 
little further into this matter than I hadintended, it was suggested 
in the debate last week, and has been repeated here to-day, that 
Congress still retains in its hands the power to control this ques- 
tion, owing to the fact that it retains the power to appropriate 
money or to reduce the appropriation of money. That, of course, 
is an answer to a certain extent, but it is not a complete answer 
where there is no limit put upon the discretion of the President. 

There is nothing done by which the Congress can say to him, 
‘You abuse that discretion.” If the President of the United 


States, supposing the Army had been decreased to the minimum, 
should, upon the adjournment of Congress on the 4th of March, 
increase the Army 50,000 men and keep it at that maximum figure 
for nine months, until the next Congress should convene, and 
should send in his message here saying that he had done it, is 
there any Senator here, I care not whether he belcngs to the party 
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of the Executive or is opposed to the party of the Executive, who | at the root of the matter I offered three amendments which took 


would refuse to appropriate money for the purpose of paying the 
expenses of the Army for the nine months when increased 50,000 
men? 

It is true, Mr. President, that ordinarily the expenses of the 
Army are estimated for and are provided for in a bill which we 


pass hereinadvance. The Senators will easily remark that in the | 


case contemplated by this bill it is an impossibility for Congress 
to estimate what will be the military expenses. It is an impossi- 
bility for Congress in an appropriation bill, under the terms of 
this bill, with any accuracy to determine what amount of money 
should be appropriated for the succeeding fiscal year. It isin the 
contewplation of law that in these nine months there is going to 
be or may be unexpected increases. Here is an unexpected in- 
crease. 

Right here this brings up an objection to this bill which had 
not occurred to me before, but which is a most serious one; and 
that is, that under the terms of this bill and under the practical 
operation of it, as I have just suggested, not only would the Pres- 
ident of the United States have the power to determine upon an 
increase of the Army to the extent of 50,000 men, without any 
suggestion or warrant of authority from Congress, but it puts it 
in the power of the Executive to practically appropriate that 
much money, increasing the expenditures of the Government 
without any act of Congress, because we put in his hands a power, 
in the exercise of which in his own discretion he would inour an 
expenditure that no legislator, I care not what may be his atti- 
tude toward the Executive, could possibly deny the appropriation 
of money to defray. 

So, Mr. President, it is not simply a question of increasing the 
Army; it is not simply a question of the legislative branch of this 
Government abdicating its power to determine what shall be the 
size of the Army; itis not simply a question of putting it into the 
power of the President of the United States to increase the Army 
50,000 men whenever he sees proper to do so, but it is a question 
of putting it into the power of the Executive to increase the ex- 
penditures from thirty to fifty million dollars in the course of one 


year. and compelling Congress to appropriate without any sugges- | 


tion from Congress in the way of the initiation of that expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish to ask the Senator whether the incor- 

oration in the bill of the provision to which I have referred would 
bs sufficient to render it constitutional from his standpoint? 
Would it meet his view to provide that the increase of the Army 
in this bill authorized—it may be an Army of 98,000 or 100,000 men— 
to the maximum provided shall be and is for the purpose of car- 
rying on the war in the Philippine Islands to a successful conclu- 
sion? I ask the Senator whether he thinks the mention of the 
purpose of the increase of the Army would relieve the bill of its 
unconstitutional features? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think the question of constitutionality. 
which I am now discussing, if the Senator from Louisiana will 
pardon me, is the question of the exercise by the Executive power 
of the right to increase or decrease the Army and to determine 
what shall be the size of the Army. Ido not desire to evade the 
Senator’s question in any way, and I will answer briefly what he 


says, although I desire to continue somewhat further on the line | 


I was pursuing. 

The Senator asks as to the constitutionality, as I understand it, 
of the Army being used in the Philippine Islands. Am I correct 
in that? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I asked the Senator whether, if the purpose 
of allowing the President to increase the Army to the maximum 
was clearly set out in the bill—the present purpose I take it would 
be, and it is not denied, for the subjugation of the Philippine insur- 
gents—I asked the Senator whether, if the purpose for which the 
Army is to be increased be put in the bill, it would be relieved of 
its unconstitutional features. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the objectionable feature of the 
bill is the fact that it does not limit the power to any occasion; 
but if the Senator from Ohio {[Mr. FoRAKER] is correct, it for all 
time in the future, so long as this law shall remain upon the stat- 
ute books, puts it in the power of the President to increase the 
Army. That is what I say is the unconstitutional feature of it; 
that is what I say is the abdication of power by the Congress of 
the United States. 

Possibly the interruption of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CaFrFreEery] was fortunate, as I might have pursued this line of 
thought longer than was consistent with my duty to the Senate 
that I should not unduly occupy its time, and therefore I break 
off on that question; but I want to say this 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam sorry I have diverted the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no, that is all right; and I was congratulat- 
ing myself on that fact. 

What I want to say, however, is this: In endeavoring to strike 
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away the power of the President to increase each of these three 
branches of the service. Under the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] I withdrew those amendments, 
because I understood that it would be agreeable to those who are 
in charge of the bill that the same language should be used as to 
these three several branches as is used in section 26, limiting the 
exercise of the power to the exigencies of the service. If the Sen- 
ate is content with that, while, of course, I do not favor the sec- 
tion, even with that amendment, it is a limitation which would 
remove from it the most serious objection to it, and I will not 


| press the other amendments. 


Mr. FORAKER. The Senator is aware that it is unnecessary, 
so far as these three provisions are concerned, that he should repeat 
that language, because the end is already accomplished by the 
provision of section 26, that the President is expressly authorized 
to maintain the Army at its maximum as hereinbefore provided 
‘‘during the present exigencies of the service.” Now, if you 
amend the section as proposed by the Senator from Georgia, you 
take away the maximum provision, and there will be no maximum, 
unless it be a maximum of 54,000. 

Mr. BACON. Not by the insertion of the word ‘‘maximum.” 

Mr. FORAKER. No; if you will change it so as to insert that 
word, it would not; but as the Senator offered to amend the pro- 
vision, it would take that away. If the Senator proposes to leave 
the maximum, it is unnecessary to amend this provision, because 
it is already covered by the provision of section 26. The reason I 
favor this is because I want this power to remain after the exi- 
gency has passed. 

Mr. BACON, Does the Senator understand when the exigency 
has passed that the President will not again have the right to in- 
crease the Army? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. I understand the billin this way: 
Under section 26 the President will be authorized to maintain the 
Army at the maximum, according to the organization provided 
for, until these exigencies shall have passed. Then when the exi- 
gencies have passed the President will reduce the Army, if there 
be no other exigencies, to the minimum. The power is left tohim 
under the provisions of the bill to increase to the maximum again 
any branch of the service if, in his opinion, it be proper to do so. 

Mr. BACON. It is for the exact purpose of correcting that lat- 
ter provision that I offered the amendments. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is such a wise provision that I favor it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If tbe Senator will allow me, I myself have 
no objection to these amendments, and, on a hasty word with the 
chairman of the committee, he did not see any objection to them. 
My opinion is that that is a fair construction of the bill; and I 
was for the moment led toassent to the amendments, hoping that 
that might end this discussion. However, it seems the more the 


| Senator talks the more dangerous things he sees here. I can see 


plainly that any assent would not have the effect I hoped it might 
have. The Senator now sees the bugbear that it would give the 
President the power of appropriating money; and what will come 
next I can not say. 

Mr. BACON. Only a word in that connection. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I myself think I shall have to retract any 
seeming assent, and say that the only safe ground is to oppose this 
amendment and the various other amendments which the Senator 
has foreshadowed. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator takes his seat, I should like 
to ask him aquestion. The Senatorspeaks of my suggestion that 
the provision would give to the President practically the power 
to appropriate money. I wish to ask the Senator if, during the 
recess of Congress, without any other authority than that which 
is expressed in this bill, and without there ever having been any 
appropriation of money to meet the expenses, the President should 
increase the size of the Army 50,000 men, when the Congress re- 
assembled could the Senator imagine any possible circumstances 
under which he would refuse to vote for the appropriation of the 
money made necessary by that act of the President? 

Mr. PROCTOR. When there is any amendment or any pro- 
vision that touches that question I shall be ready to discuss it. 

Mr. BACON. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But there is not any such question now pend- 
ing, and I think there is no occasion to answer the Senator's sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him 
a moment, I wish an explanation of the phrase ‘‘ during the present 
exigencies.”” What does the Senator from Vermont understand 
by the phrase ‘‘ present exizencies?” 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understand it refers principally to the situa- 
tion in the Philippines and the necessity for our maintaining a 
large army there. I think the fair construction is not that when 
peace is sustained for a day or a week or a month the President 
is obliged to withdraw or reduce the Army under this bill, but 
when he is satisfied that there is a permanent cessation of 
trouble, 





1901. 





Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator another question. I 
understand that legally a state of peace has existed between the 
United States and China for a great many years, but de facto we 
are in a state of war. Now, does the condition in China come 
under this expression ‘‘during the present exigencies of the 
service?” 

Mr. PROCTOR. Well, Mr. President, that is a question which 
I think it is hardly necessary to discuss; besides it appears that 
the exigencies of the Government in China are about terminated; 
but perhaps just now the exigency exists in a small measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. Perhaps the Senator will answer another ques- 
tion. Who is to determine when the exigency shall have passed 
away? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The President of the United States, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Government of the United States is divided 
into three departments—legislative, executive, and judicial. That 
constitutes the United States Government. What particular 
branch of the Government is to determine when the exigencies 
are removed? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not catch the Senator's question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask what particular branch or branches of the 
Government of the United States are to determine when the exi- 
gencies referred to by the Senator from Georgia shall have been 
removed? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The President of the United States “until,” 
as the provision in the bill is worded, ‘‘such time as Congress may 
hereaiter direct.”’ 

Mr. ALLEN. Are the people, the courts, the Congress, or the 
President to decide? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I thought I answered the Senator's question 
that the President of the United States is to decide. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hearthat. I begthe Senator's pardon. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The President of the United States is to de- 
cide, unless Congress directs otherwise. It is all the time under 
the direction of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do I understand it to be true that the Army 
will continue at its maximum strength, at .zvout 108,000, indef- 
initely, until some President of the United States proclaims of- 
ficially that the exigencies have been removed? That is correct, 
is it not? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator will notice that the bill expressly 
limits the possible number of the Army to 100,000, 

Mr. ALLEN. That may be so, but my understanding is that 
the bill permits the Army to be increased to about 108,000, 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is impossible under the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, make it a hundred thousand. Then 
I put this question: Under the bill making the Army 100,000—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Colorado [{[Mr. TELLER] 
made that suggestion, but he now says that he was mistaken, and 
that the maximum number is 100.000. 

Mr. TELLER. I had figured on the first clause, but I think 
the last clause is undoubtedly the controlling clause, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is a mere bagatelle. The real question is, 
that it is really within the discretion of the President to determine 
when the exigencies are removed. Then, shppose that this thing 
continues for, say, five, ten. fifteen, or twenty-five years, and there 
is no proclamation or no official action on the part of the President 
of the United States saying that the exigencies have been removed, 
will the increased Army continue that long? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Unless Congress shall otherwise direct. 

Mr. ALLEN. Unless Congress shall repeal this law? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Or fail to appropriate for the Army. 

Mr. ALLEN. Or fail to appropriate for the Army. Of course 
Congress can not appropriate to sustain the Army for more than 
two years at any one time. Then Congress will be forced, if it 
disagrees with the Executive, to fail to appropriate the necessary 
money to maintain this Army and by that means drive it out of 
existence. Is that correct? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Nebraska an answer to that question. This Army of ours under 
existing law, and under the law as it will stand if this bill shall 
pass, consists of soldiers enlisted for a term of three years. There- 
fore, this Army will be constantly changing in its personnel. 

The whole question must, in the nature of things, be within the 
discretion and the power of Congress. We have over and over 


again, in our statutes making appropriations for the Army, pro- | 


vided that the appropriation for the enlistment of recruits and 
their transportation should not be used for an Army beyond a 


have done year after year, say that the appropriation for recruit- 
ing and the transportation of recruits shall not be used for an 
Army exceeding 80,000 men or 75,000 men. To my mind no min- 
imum should be fixed. Sucha provision would lead to confusion. 
That minimum was probably put in because we wanted toincrease 
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a larger number than 54,000 men, which, when an appropriation 
was made, could be used as a basis for 100,000. 

So, Mr. President, when we adjourn on the 4th of March and 
come here in December the whole control as to the maximum 
number of men who shall be used in the Army will be within the 
competence of the Congress to say whether it shall continue at 
100,000 or 85,000 or at any other number. Therefore the state- 
ment that we are fixing an Army here of 100,000 men which will 
not be within the control and supervision of Congress is, to my 
mind, an immaterial suggestion. Of course, this Army will con- 
sist of 100,000 men if next year we shall appropriate for 100,000 
men, and also appropriate money to enable the President of the 
United States to recruit one-third of this Army during that year, 
It can not be done otherwise, because when the terms of enlist- 
ment expire the Army is pro tanto reduced, and it can not be in- 
creased without an appropriation providing for recruits from year 
to year. 

1 am not troubled at all about these provisions of the bill, which 
are simply provisions which place in the power of the President a 
flexibility which, in the nature of things. he must use within the 
appropriations of money given from year to year by the Congress; 
and if he had a purpose to use it improperly, contrary to law and 
the judgment of Congress, the very next session of Congress would 
check that judgment and limit the appropriation. So there is no 
abdication of the power of Congress here, and there is no limita- 
tion upon the power of Congress, except that limitation which we 
have fixed in our statutes hitherto, but never before, so far as I 
know, bringing the Army down toaminimum. This bill, how- 
ever, for the purpose of providing for this flexibility, fixes a mini- 
mum number and amaximum number; but that isof no moment. 
We can make the minimum less than 50,000 hereafter if we so 
decide in Congress. It is a perfectly legitimate thing upon the 
Army appropriation bill to limit the appropriation for recruits 
for the Army. 

Mr. President, this bill, if it is passed as it now stands, gives no 
greater additional power to the President of the United States 
than he now has, or any power which he is likely to exercise un- 
duly, or that any President, whether this year or four years or 
ten years from now, will be likely toso exercise. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska whether 
he does not think it will be within the competence of Congress 
next session, or two years from now, if we think that 100,000 men 
are not necessary, to say that the Army shall not be recruited be- 
yond 85,000 or 75,000, as the exigencies of that period may require? 
So there is no danger, and there can be no danger, in the provi- 
sions of this bill, as I understand them, respecting the size of the 
Army from year to year. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should dislike very much to put the Senator 
and his party in Congress at cross purposes with the Chief Ex- 
ecutive. I want tosee the utmost harmony prevail in Republican 
circles between Congress and the Executive. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to know that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Wait a moment. I can well understand how 
Senators of the long service and distinguished ability of my friend 
from Iowa can rest content under a bill expressed in this language; 
but for one of limited experience, perhaps I might say, parenthet- 
ically, somewhat of a stranger, I can see difficulties ahead. 

Here is a provision that 1 doubt is to be found in any bill or in 
any act of Congress in the whole history of this Government. It 
is abnormal; it is unusual; it is the work of a mere moment, with- 
out reflection: and that is, that the President of the United States, 
without any restraint whatever from any source, can increase the 
Regular Army from a minimum of 50,000, or practically so, to 
100,000, and retain it at that figure so long as certain exigencies, 
which are not mentioned, shall exist. What are those exigencies? 
The Senator from Iowa {[Mr. ALLISON] may say that the condi- 
tion of the Philippine Islands is one of the exigencies; the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. BACON] may say the conditicn in China is an 
exigency; my distinguished friend the senior Senator from Ten- 


| nessee | Mr. BATE] may say some other condition is un exigency. 


Who is to determine these things? Who is to determine what the 
exigency is? Why not mention it? Why not say it is the condi- 
tion existing in the Philippine Islands or in China that constitutes 
these exigencies? 

Now, who is to determine when these exigencies are removed? 
We are told the President of the United States, of course, being 
the Chief Executive of the nation and the Commander in Chief of 


| the Army and Navy, both in time of warandintime of peace. In 
| him, and in him alone, is vested this singular power of determin- 
certain number, and, though this bill provides for a maximum of | 
100,000, Congress can in any appropriation bill, at any time, as we | 


ing when these exigencies are removed, and in him, and in him 
alone, rests the power of determining what these exigencies 
are. 

Then the Senator says that these things can be met in one of 
twoways. Thatisquite true. In the first place, the Constitution 
limits the power of appropriation to two years, which you could 
never, if you follow the Constitution—I do not know whether you 


the number of regiments and wanted to have a skeleton army of | follow it or not, but I sometimes doubt whether it ‘has been 
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followed in many of its provisions—but if the Constitution is to be | ‘*We think you have made the maximum limit toohigh. We 


followed, you can limit the appropriation to two years. You can 
not exceed that, and by this means you can starve out this army, 
Does the Senator from Iowa contemplate a time when, in his opin- 
ion, the relations between the Chief Executive of this nation and 
Congress will be so strained that Congress will starve out an Army 


that the Executive of this nation thinks is necessary to meet an | 


exigency: 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator wholly misunderstands me. We 
never have appropriated for an army for a period exceeding one 
year, and then we have appropriated for just such an army as 
Congress thought was necessary to provide for an exigency. Of 


course the President under this act can exercise this flexible | 


power, but he can exercise it only when he has the support from 
year to year of the Congress of the United States as to thenumber 
of men that we think are necessary for the conduct of the Army 


from year to year and from time to time. Therefore that power, | 
although lodged in the President by this bill, is always subordi- | 


nated to the action of Congress when it shall come to provide for 


the appropriations necessary to maintain the Army. Thereis not | 


the slightest difficulty about it. 
Mr. ALLEN. Iam not saying what Congress has done. It has 


done many things which it ought not to have done, and perhaps | 
left undone many things which it ought tohavedone. Iam talk- | 
ing about what itcando. It can make an appropriation not ex- | 


ceeding two years for the maintenance of the Army. Thatisthe 
constitutional provision. Suppose we see fit to do so. Having 


done that, and the President of the United States says these exi- | 
gencies still continue, does the Senator from lowasay that Congress | 


will not make an appropriation upon a suggestion of that kind for 
another two years, and go on unconstitutionally for an indefinite 
period of time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, suppose that Congress believes 


that next year, or two years from this time, an army of 75,000 | 


men is enough-—— 
Mr. ALLEN. And the President says it is not enough. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. If Congress disagrees with him, 


him, it will appropriate for the number of men that he thinks is 


necessary, and not otherwise. 


mendations of the heads of Departments or the President. We 
exercise the power here in this body after it is exercised by the 


House of Representatives, they holding in their hands first the | 
purse strings of this nation, and no appropriation can be made, ac- | 
cording to the decisions and jong usage of Congress, until it is first | 
provided for in the House of Representatives. The two Houses | 
must act upon the Army appropriation bill as they act upon the | 


river and harbor bill and upon other appropriations that come to 


us from year to year, and they fix the amount of the appropriation, | 


which necessarily limits the expenditure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Can not the same Congress revoke the appropriation at any 
time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has just as much control over the applica- 
tion as the giving? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. There is no doubt about it. If it 
has not been expended, they can revoke it. But the Senator now 
apprehends a danger in the distant future that some Congress will 


come here and will make an appropriation for two years, and that | 


therefore after that Congress adjourns the President can exercise 





| think you can get along with 95,000 men instead of 100,000.” 


Would we not exercise that discretion and that power here? We 
always have done it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the Senator from Vermont | Mr. Proctor] 
is wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam sorry if he is wrong, for he is scarcely 
ever wrong. 

Mr. ALLEN. Heis. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not understand him to take any o‘her 
view of the subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Vermont said that the sole 
power to determine whether the exigencies were removed was 
with the President of the United States. 

Mr. BURROWS. In the first instance. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true for a limited period. If we pro- 
vide here for a hundred thousand men and follow it with an ap- 
propriation for a hundred thousand men, then the President has 
that discretion, and he will exerciseit, of course. But suppose we 
come here next year and the Military Affairs Committee, ins:ead 
of appropriating for a hundred thousand men, appropriate for 
90.000 men; then can the President increase it beyond 90,000 men? 

Mr. ALLEN. What I was coming to was 

Mr. PROCTOR, Will the Senator allow me? The Senator 
from Vermont qualified that statement by adding ‘* until Con- 
gress shall otherwise direct.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear that part of it. I stand corrected, 
of course. But what 1 particularly desire to refer to is that it is 
not reasonably probable that the time will ever come, at least for 


| a great many years, if the Republican party remains in power a 


great many years, and I have no doubt it will, wh-n Congress will 
fail to follow out the recommendation of the President with an 
appropriation for the Army; and if the President of the United 
States intimates to his party associates, who are dominant in both 


| branches of Congress, that the exigencies mentioned in this bill 


| still continue, so long as he does that, his party will give him an 


| appropriation to keep the Army at its maximum. So, after all, 
it makes an appropriation fora less number, and, if it agrees with | 


practically speaking, tLe time will never come in the history of this 
kind of legislation, unti] the President himself says the exigen- 


| cies are entirely removed, when the Army will be reduced to its 
We have not appropriated here from year to year in any appro- | 
priation bill, so far as I know, in exact accordance with the recom- | 


minimum. If he fails to do it, the Army will stand at a hundred 
thousand twenty-five years from to-day as well as now, So, asa 


| matter of fact, we have a permanent standing army of a hundred 
| thousand men saddled upon us in time of peace. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON] with his usual skill has suggested a method whereby 
the Congress can declare that the exigency does not exist for an 
increase of the Army. It goes without saying that whenever 
Congress votes to place so much confidence in a President cf the 
United States. the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, as 
to give him the power to increase an army, it is to meet an ex- 


|igency. If Congress thinks that the Regular Army ought, to bea 


hundred thousand men or a hundred and fifty thousand men, it 
has no need to say that that should only be so in case of an ex- 


| igency. Congress is as capable of deciding what an exigency is 
| as is the President of the United States, and perhaps more so, or 


| equally as much so. 


this power for a year or more. That is the implication of his | 


argument. 
appropriation for the Army or the Navy or for any other purpose, 


one year, unless it be a case where the expenditure can not be 
made within a year. So there is no danger from the suggestion 


Mr. ALLISON. Is the Senator now arguing that all these pro- 
visions about exigencies should be struck from the bill? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have not reached that poimt of the argu- 
ment at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the implication. 

Mr. CAFFERY. When Congress increases an army from a 
peace establishment of 30,000 men, or allows the President to do 


| so, to an establishment of a hundred thousand men, even without 
1 venture the statement that no Congress will ever propose an | 


stating any emergency, it would be presumed that one existed to 


| justify such an increase. 
giving a discretion to the Departments for a longer period than | 


made by the Senator from Nebraska that we will appropriate | 


money, extending beyond a year, at any time, for the Army or the 
Navy. These matters are constantly within the supervision and 
control of Congress, and no President will or can exercise a power 
contrary thereto. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Iowa has taken up a mere 
incident of what I have said as the principal item. 

Mr. ALLISON. If so, I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLEN. But now suppose, when you come next year to 


| 
| 


the appropriation for the Army, the President says *‘ the exigencies | 


of this war still exist:” does the Senator contemplate that it is 


not be taken by Congress, and the appropriation made? 


Mr. President, the method suggested by the Senator from Iowa 
is conspicuously a legal method to signify a dissent upon the part 
of Congress to the action of the President if he has swelled the 
Army to the maximum. The expedient is to fail to appropriate 
forthe maximum. Itis perfectly competentand within the power 
of Congress to doso. But the pertinent inquiry of the Senator 
from Nebraska comes in, ‘‘ Why not let Congress declare what the 
exigency is that authorizes this increase up to a hundred thousand 
men from 30,000?” We all know what the exigency is. The peo- 
ple of the United States know what thatexigency is. There is no 
use to confuse the matter by vague conjectures as to a possibility 
of conflict with England on the Isthmus, or as to any possible 
complication with China, or with the powers of the world that 


| are seeking to divide and partition that ancient Kingdom or Em- 
probable that the word of the President of the United States would | 


Mr. ALLISON. 1 will ask the Senator, he having a part of the | 


responsibility, whether he would not exercise his judgment, hav- 
ing ali the facts and the surroundings and the situation before 


ire. Itis hardly within the remotest possibility that we will ever 
1ave a conflict with England in regard to our action respecting 
the Nicaraguan Canal. 

But we have a present, glaring exigency. It is the war in the 
Philippines, That exigency may be covered,and I doubt not con- 


him, and, if necessary, say to the President in the appropriation: | stitutionally, without mentioning it, as was the case in the Mexican 
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war, when the Army was authorized to be raised to meet an exi- 
gency. That exigency was known to all men at that period, and 
war was imminent. ut we not only have a war that can be im- 
mediately forced upon us, but we have a war. Why not make 
the issue direct and plain, and say in this bill that, pending the 
disturbances in the Philippine Islands, the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized to increase the Army to a hundred 
thousand men and to maintain it at that maximum until the Fili- 
pinos are permanently subjugated. That is the point of the 
whole controversy. It may be met by giving to the President the 
power to raise this Army up to the maximum, but I take it that 
this increase is for that purpose, and not agreeing with the major- 
ity here or the President that the war should be waged for that 
purpose, I can not give my consent to this bill. 

I see no constitutional objection, in my own mind, to giving the 
President the power to increase an army up to a certain point. 
Congress always has it within its power, even without any such 
expression as is contained in the bill—*‘ until otherwise ordered by 
Congress ””°—through the method pointed out by the Senator from 
Iowa, to reduce the Army by failing to appropriate but for just so 
many men. That is evident. But when we are voting for an 
army of this kind, when it is proposed that an army of this sort 
should be raised, if occurs to me that candor requires that we 
ought to express upon the face of the bill the purpose for which 
the army is required. 

My friend the Senator from Iowa, and other gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber who advocate the continuance of the 
war in the Philippines until the Filipinos are finally subjugated, 
know just as well as I do that this increase is not of a permanent 
character, and it is not designed for all future time to give the 
President of the United States the power to raise the Army up to 
the maximum of a hundred thousand men, or any other number 
to which he may choose to raise it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think there is nobody in the 
United States who has the least fear whatever of the abuse of a 
President's power. I do not think we have ever since the days of 
George Washington, as a people, felt such fear, because the ex- 
penditure of the money and the conduct of the war are just as 
much under the control of the people as the winding of their 
watches. You need not talk about giving the President discre- 
tion, because the Constitution of the United States makes him 
Commander in Chief of the Army. He has the discretion already, 
in advance, conferred upon him. 

But what troubles me is not a theory, not a wild misapprehen- 
sion or pretension of misapprehension; I do not think anybody 
worries about that; the discussion is academic, as the phrase is. 
What troubles me is that we have to release abovt 30,000 of our 
soldiers and bring them a month's journey across the Pacific 
and send somebody in their places. The emergency is one 
that is coming very closely and very painfully upon us. Thirty- 
five thousand volunteers are to be sent across the Pacific. 
Thirty-five thousand are to go over. Seventy thousand ought 
to cross the Pacific before the Ist of July; and here are men dis- 
cussing worn-out theses, things settled in the time of the Consti- 
tution, settled over and over again, and in fact they have been so 
thoroughly settled that the people had forgotten them but for 
this debate. 

A very distinguished friend of mine, a doctor of divinity and 
at the same time really a statesman, was listening to a debate a 
good deal like this oneday, andsome one said, ‘* What would you 
do if the President should do so and so?” He said, ‘‘ Send a con- 
stable after him.” That is what he would do—send a United 
States marshal after the President, summon him to a trial of im- 

xeachment, and turn him out dishonorably and disgracefully. 
he American people are strong enough for that, but they will 
never have occasion for it. 

Fellow-Senators, I beg you to let this bill proceed and gothrough. 
I look with impatience on useless debate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, thank you. You have occupied half the 
time this morning, and more. You are capable of occupying the 
rest. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to see the bill passed, and the work of 
raising troops to relieve the poor boys in the Philippines go on 
with rapidity. The War Department has begun to bring them 
over. They began, I think, with a vessel on the 15th of December. 
There are one or two vessels to come soon, one on the 1st and one 
on the 15th, as fast as possible, and they are relying upon us here 
to give them the means of supplying the deficiencies. We shall 
soon be where we can not bring even the sick boys back. 

The earlier ships were filled with men utterly broken down or 
so nearly broken down that it was not worth while to keep them 
in the service. Charitably and gently and kindly the Govern- 
ment is picking them out to send them home. ecan bring 
great distress upon this country very easily. We have nothing to 
do but to talk for a few months, and that we can all do, we know. 





Thatis all we have todo. Take the defense of our rights and our 
duties, our trusteeship of a wild and savage people and make it a 
farce and then see what a chapter you will have written in history. 
I care nothing about these questions. I want the money and I 
want the order to raise the troops to supply the deficiencies and put 
down our enemies and keep our flag where it is and maintain our 
honor. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, a very few words on this propo- 
sition. I confess I do not see very much of gravity in any of the 
questions which have been discussed here in re!ation to this bill 
which seem to oppress my friend the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
Bacon]. nor am [ at all disquieted by any of those fears which 
seem to disquiet him. I have no fear, for one, that the Constitu- 
tion is losing, anywhere or with anyone, its hold upon the people of 
this country. I think there has never been a time when there was 
more universal devotion to it than there is to-day, and the Senator 
from Georgia must not think—and I do not think he does—that 
those of us who favor thig bill are willing to fasten upon the people 
the burden and expense of an unnecessary standing army. 

I do not remember a time when there have not been patriotic 
men and able men and worthy men who did not see in some di- 
rection evidence of the destruction of our Constitution and our 
liberties. That apprehended evil has not come and it will not 
come. We may differ about the Constitution. We do differ 
about it. We all take the same oath to support it, however, and 
labor here for a common purpose; but when the limitations upon 
the Constitution and our differences of construction are settled by 
the tribunal which is created by the Constitution for that pur- 
pose, we all of us yield adherence to it and acquiesce in it. 

The framers of the Constitution knew what dangers and bur- 
dens are involved in a large standing army. They knew what it 
had been in the country from which they came, and they did not 
intend that the people of the United States should be unneces- 
sarily burdened in that way. They placed a restriction in the Con- 
stitution—not upon the President. They had no reference to 
George Washington or any succeeding President. They enter- 
tained no doubt as to the President, apparently. But they did 
entertain some doubt about the wisdom of Congress in the years 
to come. 

They did not seem to think Congress would be the highest pos- 
sible safeguard, under all circumstances, in respect of the Army, 
because the restriction which they placed in the Constitution upon 
that subject is a restriction upon Congress. They gave to Con- 
gress the power to raise and support armies, but lest Congress 
might put upon the country an unnecessary standing army they 
restricted the power of Congress in this wise: They provided that 
‘*no appropriation of money to that use shall continue for a longer 
periad than two years.” 

Every two years the people elect a House of Representatives, in 
which these bills in practice originate. Every two years the peo- 
ple pass upon the fidelity and the judgment of their Representa- 
tives, and every two years the Congress, fresh from the people, is 
confronted with the question as to how large the Army shall be 
and how large the appropriation shall be. So, under the Consti- 
tution, the question as to an army is with the people, and there 
never can be under it for a period longer than two years a larger 
Army than the people consider necessary and desirable. 

The Senator said the people were not awakened on this subject. 
The question of militarism was much discussed during the last 
campaign, and discussed upon the basis, also, of arecommendation 
by the President of the United States heretofore for a Regular 
Army of a hundred thousand men, and if ever there was evidence 
that the people—I do not take it as controlling at all—would not 
regard a hundred thousand men as excessive in the circumstances 
of to-day. we have had it as the result of the last election. 

But, Mr. President, it is strange to me that Senators assert that 
Congress abdicates its function to the President, violates the Con- 
stitution, by fixing a maximum and a minimum for the Regular 
Army, with authority in the President to enlarge or decrease within 
the legal limits. We say it shall not be below fifty-two or fifty- 
three thousand; it shall not be above a hundred thousand. 

There is flexibility in it. It is designed to meet emergencies, 
and there are emergencies which Congress does not foresee. None 
of us thought when Congress adjourned that it would become 
necessary for the President to send quickly two regiments of troops 
anda battery of artillery to China to protect the flag of the United 
States there from actual assault and fhe men who represent this 
Government there and their wives and their children from de- 
struction. Exigencieswillcome. If wecouldforeseethem always 
it would be well, but we can not. 

The notion that nothing of discretion should be committed to 
the President has not, in myjudgment,asound foundation. There 
has been upon thestatute book since 1795a law giving large discre- 
tion to the President of the United States as tothe militia. (Rev. 
Stat., sec. 1642.) The framers of the Constitution did not intend 
to leave it to an arbitrary determination by Congress each time as 
to what forces should be called into the field to protect the United 
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States or to maintain and enforce the sovereignty of the United 
States within its own limits. They gave to the Congress the 
power ‘* to provide for calliug forth the militia to execute the laws 
of the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions,” 

In the exercise and discharge of that power Congress provided 
that the President should have power to call out the militia to 
repel invasions and to suppressinsurrections; and within ten days 
after we adjourned on the 4th day of March, under that law 
which has been in existence almost as long as the Government 
has been in existence, the President can call a million men into 
the Army, volunteers. militia, compelling Congre 3 when it met 
to pay for itsservices during those nine months, and to him aloneit 
is left to determine the exigency and the number of men necessary 
to meet that exigency. 

lagree entirely with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that 
if the President, under the provisions of this bill, if it shall 
become a law shall raise the Army to the maximum, even though 
when Congress met we disagree with him as to the necessity, we 
would be obliged to pay the men called into the service, and so we 
would be obliged, under this old law, to pay the miilion men called 
for nine months into the service, even though when Congress met 
we were of the opinion that there was no exigency at all or that 
50,000 men would have met completely the exigency. This power 
never has been abused in the history of this country. It never 
will be, I think it is safe to assume. 

But it is not an unpatriotic or an unwise thing for us; legis- 
lating for a Regular Army, to keep in mind—that is all there isof 
it—that such exigencies may arise in the vacation calling for im- 
mediate action upon the part of the President and demanding the 
immediate use, in defense of the United States and its honor or 
for the maintenance of its laws and its sovereignty, of troops not 
already mustered under authority of Congress. During the 
Spanish-American war I think it will be agreed that as rapidly as 
»0ssible men not needed were mustered out of the service, and so 
i think it will be hereafter. 

Now, under this bill we are not providing that the President 
may raise such a Regular Army as he chooses, We are not leay- 
ing it to him to determine, without discretion or limit, the num- 
ber of men who shall be brought into the Regular Army. We 
are placing that limit upon the Regular Army ourselves. Weare 
fixing the size of the Regular Army. The President has not the 
power, nor is he given by this bill discretion, to add one man to 
the Regular Army above the limitation which we fix for the Regu- 
lar Army. The only discretionary power that is given to him, 
and that is limited under the bill, in my judgment, is to meet an 
exigency which suddenly arises or to maintain the maximum until 
the present exigencies shall have passed away. 

Mr. President, the minimum and maximum limit provided for 
in the bill I think of very great value, for we will have under it 
an educated and accomplished staff not too large for the minimum 
or too small for the maximum. 

It is wise, in the public interest, and it is safe to leave some dis- 
cretion in the President of the United States. I care not whether 
he belongs to my party or to some other party. He is chosen by 
the people. He rests under a solemn obligation, as we do, and I 
never yet have legislated upon the assumption or upon the theory 
that he may abuse a discretion, or that he will abuse a discretion 
which we confer upon him, for this Army, whether it is the mini- 
mum or the maximum, is an Army raised by the Congress and lim- 
ited by the Congress. 

The Senator would prefer, and I can understand easily the ar- 
gument by which he would support that proposition, a temporary 
provision for present exigencies. 1 think that would be extremely 
unwise. That would be an attempt on the part of Congress prac- 
tically to express the legislative opinion that an insurrection in 
the Philippines, if you please, would last a year or it would last 
two years. It would tend to incite their resistance and a prolon- 
gation of it, in my judgment. Moreover, under a temporary pro- 
vision we might find ourselves again, as to troops for the Philip- 
pines, in the unfortunate situation which now embarrasses us. 

I may be mistaken about it, but it might at least have that effect. 
I think it is wise for its moral effect as well wise in itself that we 
should provide,in creating a reorganization of the Regular Army, 
for a permanent plan, flexible in its character, enabling the Gov- 
errment, it always being in the hand of Congress, to bring it to 
the minimum or to increase it to the maximum as the public ex- 
igency demands it. 

I have not heard it said here that the minimum is excessive. I 
have not heard my friend from Georgia, who is a patriotic and 
able man, intimate, so far as I remember, that the minimum is 


excessive. 

Mr. BACON. I think it is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. I think it is not. 

Mr. BACON. Iwill give my reasons afterwards if I have an 
opportunity. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will undoubtedly have an oppor- 
tunity. I wish to call attention for a moment to what the Presi- 
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dent says upon that subject. 
and it is brief: 

The present strength of the Army is 100,000 men—65.000 regulars and 
35,000 volunteers. Under the act of March 2, 1899, on the 30th of June next 
the present volunteer force will be discharged and the Regular Army will 
be reduced to 2,447 officers and 29,025 enlisted men. 

That makes some action from two standpointsnecessary. Every- 
one will admit that. 

In 1888 a board of officers convened by President Cleveland adopted a com- 
prehensive scheme of coast-defense fortifications which involved the outlay 
of something over $100,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. One hundred and twenty-six million dollars, 

Mr. SPOONER. My friend from Iowa says $126,000,000. 

This plan received the approval of the Congress,and since then regular 
appropriations have been made and the work of fortification has steadily 
progressed. 

Mr. BACON. On what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. SPOONER. I read from page 37 of the President’s annual 
message. 

More than $60,000,000 have been invested ina great number of forts and 
guns, with all the complicated and scientific machinery and electrical ap- 
pliances necessary for their use. The proper care of this defensive machinery 
requires men trained in its use. 

And I suppose the people of the United States desire this artil- 
lery and these fortifications preserved and cared for just as other 
public works and property in which their money has been ex- 
pended throughout the country. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What number would the Army have to be 
increased to make that force efficient? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that in a moment. 

The number of men necessary to perform this duty alone is ascertained 
by the War Department, at a minimum allowance, to be 15,420. 

There are 58 or more military posts in the United States other than the 
coast-defense fortifications. 

The number of these posts is being constantly increased by the Congress. 

There has been great pressure, and there will be pressure, from 
time to time, in different parts of the country, notably from the 
far West, for Army posts. 

More than $22,000,000— 

The President says— 


have been expended in building and equipment, and they can only be cared 
for by the Regular Army. The posts now in existence and others to be built 
provide for accommodations for, and if fully garrisoned require, 26,000 troops. 
Many of these posts are along our frontier or at important strategic points 
the occupation of which is necessary. 

We have in Cuba between 5,000 and 6,000 troops. For the present our 
troops in that island can not be withdrawn or materially diminished, and 
certainly not until the conclusion of the labors of the constitutional conven- 
tion now in session and a government provided by the new constitution shall 
have been established and its stability assured. 

In Porto Rico we have redoced the garrisons to 1,636, which includes 879 
native troops. There i; no room for further reduction here. 

Then the Presiden: says: 

We will] be required to cep a considerable force in the Philippine Islands 
for some time to come. [froin the bes: intcormation obtainable we will need 
there for the immediate future ‘r . to 60.000 men. lam sure the num- 
ber may be reduced as the insurve ns shal! coma to acknowledge the author- 
ity of the United States, of which taere are assuring indications. 

Leaving out the forces reguired for the Philippines, the men re- 
quired would be 51,055. 

Mr. TELLER. How many? Twenty-six and eighteen? 

Mr. SPOONER. Twenty-six and eighteen added to 5,000 in 
Ouba, and I add the 1,636 in Porto Rico, 

Mr. TELLER. That is outside. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am adding everything except what is re- 
quired in the Philippines. I do not think my figures are inaccu- 
rate, but possibly they may be. 

Now, Mr. President, with this minimum and maximum limit it 
will be in the power of the President to reduce the Army below 
the maximum. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
tion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr.ALLEN. The Philippine Commission, through Judge Taft, 
I believe, reported in October that by the 1st of January instant 
the insurrection, or whatever it may be called, would be practi- 
cally at an end, and there would be scarcely any troops needed 
after that time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know that. | 
have seen such a dispatch. The insurrection is undoubtedly not 
what it was. I have very good reasons for the belief that it is now 
not much more in many places than a conspiracy to plunder and 
murder. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isuppose it will be scarcely denied that sucha 
dispatch was sent, because it was published as official. 

Mr. SPOONER. _I do not know whether it was sent or not, for 
I did not see it, and I do not care whether it was sent or not. I 
apprehend that no man in the present situation there would be 
willing to withdraw the great body of our troops and leave 10,000 
or 15,000 there, possibly to be overwhelmed or destroyed. I think 
it a clear —— also that in the Philippines, when the insur- 
rection shall have ended, it will require a large number of soldiers 


It has not been read in the debate 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


I do not remember to 
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to safeguard the interests of that people as well as our own, stand- | men approved by the officers over there, who know them and who 


ing in tie relation to that people as we do, until there shall have 


been formed there a stable government and an arrangement shall | 


have been made there for the native enforcement of the law and 
the protection of life and liberty and property. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not intend to become in- 
yolved, in the few words which I wish to say, in any discussion 
of the Philippine question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course, I will not insist upon putting my 
question to the Senator if he objects. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not object to the question, but it is apart 
from this subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask the Senator if he has any information in 
his possession which permits a forecast of the probable time when 
the insurrection will end? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I think that is a wise question, 
probably, but one who attempted to answer it would be guilty of 
supreme folly. It is in the very nature of things impossible from 
my standpoint for any man definitely to forecast it. 

Mr. ALLEN. How long does the Senator think it will last? 

Mr. SPOONER. I donot know how long it will last, and there- 
fore I will not undertake to say. It may last a year; it may last 
longer; Ido not know. Iam notin theconfidence of the insurgents 
there. I do not know what their plans are. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I only know this, Mr. President, that until 
it shall have ended, and so long as our troops are there, or any 
portion of our troops are there, we should have an adequate force 
to protect them and to enable them to protect the people in the 
archipelago. 

Mr. ALLEN. What prompted my question was this: I under- 
stood the Senator to say a moment ago that he had reason to be- 
lieve that the insurrection was practically collapsing at this time, 
and therefore I took it for granted that he could forecast that it 
would collapse within a reasonable time. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iam not inthe forecasting business, Mr. Pres- 
ident, about matters with which I have no personal or definite 
knowledge or information, I think the insurrection has very 
largely been disintegrated; but I think all through thatarchipelago 
are bands of armed men intent upon plunder. I think it is as 
necessary to maintain the force there now as it has been at any 
time. I should very much fear that if the Army were cut down 
there, even though there were apparently little insurrection, it 
might break out anew, and especially in view of the informa- 
tion which has been given to the Senate within the last two days 
from thatcountry. I believe what the President said in his annual 
message as to the necessity for troops in the Philippines. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
whether the insurrection has not been put down, and that the 
only persons engaged are organized marauders against the Fili- 


pinos themselves? Does he not think that under those conditions | 


the Filipinos would put down any marauders without any assist- 
ance from our troops? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know that they would, They have 
not been organized yet for that purpose. There is a proposition 
in this bill to organize twelve native regiments. I think it can 
be done. I think it is wise to doit. 1 object to the provision in 
the bill in regard to their compensation, which it is proposed 


shall be one-half of the pay of the soldiers of the United States | 


who are serving there now. I intend when the proper time comes 
to strike out the words ‘‘one-half,” so that those men may have 
- same pay and allowances as enlisted men in our regiments 
there. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Willthe Senator permit me toask him whether 
he shares in the opinion which I have heard expressed by many, 
that the whole Filipino race is savage and practically a cruel race 
and pursues inhuman methodsof warfare? Does he share in that 
opinion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave seen some evidences that a portion of 
the Filipinos pursue cruel and inhuman methods of warfare. I 
have distinctly more than once from my place in the Senate de- 
clared that I did not place the estimate upon the Filipino people 
as a whole which the Senator indicates. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There area good many of them of the charac- 


ter, however, which has been given to them here of savagery and | 


inhumanity, are there not, in your opinion? 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not understand the Senator. 

Mr.CAFFERY. There are a great many who possess this char- 
acter of savagery and inhumanity, according to your opinion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly, some of them. I do not know 
how many. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I would ask the Senator whether he 
thinks it is humane to employ such inhuman agents as these Fili- 
pinos even to put down the Filipinos themselves? 

_ Mr. SPOONER I do not believe that savages will be enlisted 
in our regiments. I suppose the natives who are enlisted will be 


| 











select them. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Itis pretty hard to get these gentle Filipinos. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can not put words in my mouth, 
and I do not think he endeavored to do so. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. [refer to the statement that the Filipinos as a 
whole are savage and inhuman people. I have distinctly an- 
nounced an opinion otherwise hitherto more than once. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator was a moment ago stating his opin- 
ion of the necessity of a large number of troops being stationed in 
the islands. lask him if he agrees with General MacArthur, who 
is now in command there and who is supposed to be the best judge 
of the number of troops required, his estimate being 100,000 as 
necessary, I believe; does the Senator agree with the General in 
that respect? 

Mr.SPOONER. Itake the recommendation of the War Depart- 
ment and the President upon that subject. 

Mr. MONEY. You do not agree, then, with General MacAr- 
thur, who is in command there? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no personal knowledge on the subject 
upon which to base an opinion. I know that the War Depart- 
ment is in a position to investigate the subject carefully, to test 
the accuracy of General MacArthur's opinion by the opinion of 
other officers serving there, and I am prepared to accept as nearly 
correct as it can well be, under the circumstances, the opinion of 
the War Department and the opinion of the President upon the 
subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. I do not want to take so much 
time, however. 

Mr. TELLER, Iwish to knowif the Senator knows how many 
soldiers we have got out there now? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to knowif he thinks we have got any 
too many out there? 

Mr. SPOONER. I doubt if we have. 

Mr. TELLER. If he will allow me, I will state to him that the 
Secretary of War said that we have 71,000 men there. 

Mr. BURROWS. We have 71,000 there now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, a great many of them are on their way 
back. I want to give to the President the troops that are neces- 
sary, and I think the American people want us to give to the 
President the troops that are necessary to meet the exigency there 
and to meet any exigency which may confront this country. 

Mr. President, nothing is clearer to my mind—I know Senators 
differ with me upon that subject—than that in fixing a minimum 
and a maximum, leaving the President to exercise his judg- 
ment between the extremes as to what the interest of the country 
demands, we are simply doing a plain duty. I have no fear that 
the power will be abused or the discretion will be exercised except 
in the public interest; and, as has been said so many times here, 
we have it always in our hands and under our control, not simply 
in the appropriation bills, but we have the power to pass an 
amendment to this law at any time we choose declaring that the 
maximum of the Army shall be 50,000 men, and requiring the 
mustering out of the service of the excess. 

It is absolutely impossible for Congress to disable itself upon 
this subject. lt is not one of those statutes under which there 
can be any vested rights. It is entirely under our control, and it 

s notany more a question, therefore, whether we can safely trust 
the President as it is a question whether we can safely trust 
ourselves. 

Mr. MONEY. That is exactly what I am afraid of. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no fear, Mr. President, that we can 
not safely trust ourselves, and I hope the people will have no 
occasion for fearing that they can not safely trust us. One thing 
is certain, that the body which originates these bills comes every 
two years fresh from the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it did not originate the pending bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know, but in practice from the beginning it 
has originated the Army appropriation bill, and that will continue 
to be so. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no constitutional objection to the Senate 
originating it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps not, but I apprehend that during the 
life of the country the rule that has been acquiesced in by the Sen- 
ate will hardly be changed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator think that if the President de- 
sired a continuance of the Army at a maximum Congress should 
reduce it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if the President of the United 
States desired the continuance of the Army at amaximum, giving, 
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as he would, his reasons for that recommendation, I do not sup- Mr. ALLEN. Very well. Sothey have, on many questions re- 
pose for one moment that the Senate and the House of Representa- | garding the repeal of certain laws which involved a change of 
tives would blindly yield to that recommendation. policy, followed the President in his course. 

Mr. ALLEN. But suppose an exigency arose? | Mr. SPOONER. Not when they disagreed with his views, so 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose if the Senator were here and there far as I remember. I disagree entirely with that. Arewe not 
was a Democratic President here confronted with this question every time we meet, and have 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not a Democrat. we not every time thrust in our faces the question as to the size 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, a Populistic President—— of the Army? We can not escape it; and every two years the 

Mr. ALLEN. That is correct. question is carried to the people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who recommended that the Army be kept Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me, here seems to 
at its maximum, the Senator would examine the President's rea- | be an illustration of the pointat issue. Congress in 1878, in pass- 
sons and he would determine for himself whether they were suf- | ing the Army bill, put in section 15, prohibiting the President of 
ficient or not. the United States from using the Army as a posse comitatus. When 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould dislike to trust myself under the circum- | President Cleveland violated this express statute by sending the 
stances. Army out to Chicago, what did Congress do? 

Mr. SPOONER. I would be willing to trust the Senator as I Mr. SCOTT. He never violated it. 
would be willing to trust all the Senators, and as I would be will- Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from North Carolina adopt 
ing to trust this body. I can not believe it possible that the Con- | the suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska and assume that 
gress of the United States will ever, in matters of legislation as to | hereafter,so long as-there isa Republican President and a Repub- 
the Army or any other subject, become blindly subservient to any | lican majority in both Houses, whatever a President wishes will 
President. be done, whether Congress thinks it wise ur not? 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the Senator known of a case since the days Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I should regret very much to 
of Andrew Johnson where the President’s party was in power in | believe that, and I should hesitate to admit it if I did believe it, 
Congress and refused to follow his wishes? because it would be a repudiation practically, or an expression of 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know that I can file any bill of par- | a loss of faith inour Government. We are met, however, with 
ticulars, but I am certain—— certain facts which we can not shut our eyes to. One of them, to 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. | which I was about to refer, was when Congress legislated to pro- 
ALLIson], who was in Congress at that time. Perhaps he can en- | hibit the President of the United States from using the Army ex- 
lighten us on the subject. What I mean to assert is that no Pres- | cept for Army purposes. Then, when President Cleveland, in 
ident since the days of Andrew Johnson has ever suggested to his | violation, or what seems to me to be a plain violation, of the letter 
party a policy involving legislation that that party did not follow. | of the law, sent the Army to Chicago, and was criticised by the 

Mr. SPOONER. I have a faint recollection that while Mr. | press, what did this body do? 

Cleveland was President of the United States he made asugges-| A distinguished member of his own party, who voted for this 
tion to his party on the financial question which his party, which | very law, feeling that the President was criticised justly, and 
was in control of both Houses, did not follow. had no doubt violated the law, arose in this body and offered a 

Mr. MONEY. They did follow him then, but afterwards repudi- | resolution indorsing tho course of President Cleveland, and this 
ated him. | body passed the resolution. Now, the Senator, feeling that Con- 

Mr. SPOONER, They followed him as to the repeal of the | gress had repealed that law by the adoption of the resolution, and 
purchasing clause of the Sherman Act, with the assistance of the | that Congress, in indorsing the action of President Cleveland, had 
Republican Senators who had voted for it. winked at a violation of the law, has offered as an amendment to 

Mr. ALLEN. My friend will not trifle with me; I do not want | this bill the same provision which is already on the statute book. 
to be unnecessarily interrupted. Whenever, in the course of poli- | That seems to me to be apropos and to be an illustration in point. 
tics, the same party being dominant in both branches of Congress Lhope he will look at it as an exception and not asa rule, but yet it 
and dominant in the executive department, the Executive makes | is the fact. 

a suggestion of policy to be pursued by the enactment of a given Does not the Senator recognize the distinction and the differ- 
law, and Congress yields to his wishes, does it not, for practical | ence between enacting a law and repealing a law? Is Congress 
purposes, put the whole question in the hands of the Executive? | not freer, at least, in acting on a suggestion of the Executive in 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President,the assumption is a discred- | enacting a law than in repealing one? Then, is it not easier? 
itable one to Congress. If the time ever comes when Congress | When you go to repeal a law, you must have a') three branches 
will abdicate its functions, when the Senate and House of Repre- | of the Government agree. We may have on the statute book an 
sentatives, in regard to the Army bill or any other important mat- | undesirable law, a law of which a majority of the American people 
ter, refuse to think and become absolutely subject to the domina- | disapprove, a law which two branches of the Government disap- 
tion of a President, it will be a sorry day for this country. prove, and yet one branch of the Government can keep it on the 

Mr. ALLEN. lLadmit that. But is it not true that the Con- | statute book. 
gress of the dominant party does follow the policy of the President? | _Is it not better to keep ourselves in a position where we can act 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it is not true; and many, many times the | affirmatively, where we can act with our reason, and not where 
President has recommended legislation—— one branch of the Government, the House or the Senate, or the 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator, but—— | President, when the other branches are probably overwhelming! 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me finish my sentence. | in favor of it,can put a vetoupon it? The Senate might side wit 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. the President, or the House and the Senate might decide, but the 

Mr.SPOONER. Many times within my recollection the Presi- | President could veto the action of Congress. 
dent has recommended legislation which Congress did not enact. | So we are changing the precedents; we are changing the rules, 
We are all here as representatives of the people in one way or an- | and we are changing what seems to be 
other. The President has his functions, and we have ours. Un- Mr.SPOONER, Ithought the Senatorrose to ask mea question. 
der the Constitution the President does not enact laws, and there Mr. BUTLER. I will not interrupt any further. 
will never be a one-man power in this country, as to any matter | Mr.SPOONER. I will allow the Senator to finish his sentence. 
within the domain of legislation, until this Government has be- Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator's pardon for making some 
come an absolute failure, and until the great body of members of | remarks after asking the question. 
both Houses have forgotten their oaths. Mr. SPOONER. The resolution to which the Senator refers 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator gets away from the question. was not legislation, but it was an expression of opinion by the 

Mr.SPOONER. Idonot getawayfromit. The Senatorseemsto | Senate. 
fear this bill being enacted into law for the reason that he assumes Mr. BUTLER. That is true. 
that, if once enacted into law, it never will be changed, even if it Mr. SPOONER. As to the propriety of the use made of troops 
ought to be changed, by Congress, if the President wants it to re- | by the President Cleveland, I believe there was not much differ- 
main asitis. I repudiate that. ence of opinion between the parties in the Senate. I do not re- 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘The Senator gets away from the question. I | member. I was not a member of the Senate at that time. 
hope he will let me recall it to him. I am speaking now of prac- Mr. BUTLER. I will say that there seems to have been some 








tical politics. 1am not talking about constitutional powers. logrolling on it, and there was an effort to have no peemey 

Mr. SPOONER. This is not a town meeting ora political meet- | vote. When a yea-and-nay vote was called for by, I think, the 
Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. GALLINGER], he was appealed 
to, if I remember correctly, not to do that, as there seemed to be 
some general understanding not to go on record; they wanted 
to support the President, but nobody wanted to have the yeas and 
nays called. 

Mr. SPOONER, It was a mere opinion of the Senate, I under- 


g. 

Mr. ALLEN. Sometimes it very nearly turns itself into both. 
Can the Senator recall any instances in a Republican Administra- 
tion since the days of Andrew Johnson when a Congress domi- 
nant with the President has refused to carry out any policy he | 
suggested? 

Mr. SPOONER. If that be true, I suppose it has been because | stand, upon an act of the President, and if I had been here I should 


they agreed with the President. have voted for the resolution. 





1901. 





Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will allow me to answer the ques- 
tion, I should be glad to do it, but 1 do not want to interrupt him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Inamoment. I rose tospeak but a few min- 
utes, and I do not want to take up too much time. 

Mr. MONEY. All right. 

Mr. SPOONER. Idecline for one—other Senators, of course, 
will do as they choose—to base my action upon the bill upon the 
assumption that hereafter, if I happen to be a member of this 
body and think a law ought to be repealed, I will be such a sub- 
servient tool and such a moral coward and so utterly faithless to 
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the people whom I represent here as not to be able to vote for its | 


repeal, 

i assume—and thatis the only assumption in harmony with the 
dignity and decency of Congress—-that if we enact laws which we 
deem wise from the standpoint of to-day, and later we think they 
should be repealed, Congress will have the intelligence and the 
courage to repeal them. 1 will not base any action of mine upon 
this bill or any other bill upon the assumption that Congress is 


ever to become a mere register of the decrees or the will of an- | 


other department. 

This bill, as I read it, without the amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia, means this: A bill, of course, when it be- 
comes a law, isin its construction to be considered asa whole; one 

art of it will not be considered independently of the other parts. 
fy understanding of the bill is that this power of the President 
to increase from the minimum to the maximum the artillery, the 
cavalry, and the infantry is entirely controlled, as the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] insisted it is, by the general provision 


of the statute authorizing the President to maintain the Army at | 


the maximum during the present exigency or until Congress shall 
otherwise direct. 


I think anotherthing. Ithink as the billis drawn, if the words 


when the President shall have reduced the Army, the present | 


emergency having passed and no other quickly succeeding it, he 


| emergencies. 
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ing of bad policy in it; I find nothing of dangerous precedent in 
it, and, certainly, I find in that portion of it which leaves some 
discretion to the President, within the limits fixed by Congress, 
nothing objectionable, 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator takes his seat, I should like 
to inquire why we would not accomplish everything that the 
present emergency requires, and overcome every objection which 
has been raised to having an army for one, two, or three years, 
and thus, as has been claimed, encourage the Filipinos to fight, 
by simply providing that the President should have an army of 
100,000 soldiers until the Philippine insurrection is suppressed. 
What is the objection tothat? Why would not that meet every 
requirement? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is very indefinite. I see no improve- 
ment in that suggestion over the provisions contained in the bill. 
I believe myself that a maximum of 100,000 men, who can be 
called into service by the President, is not too large an army for 
this country. I think it will be kept at this minimum whenever 
peace prevails; I think it will be raised to the maximum only 
when necessary. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
100,000 men. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think in times of peace we will have the 
minimum. Il think if there should arise a sudden emergency, 
which demanded more than the minimum, it would be well to 
have the power upon the statute book quickly to raise it to the 
maximum. 

Mr. BUTLER. But we have no emergency now but the Phil- 
ippine question, and Congress can certainly legislate for future 





Still, in tame of peace we will have an army of 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about the present emergency; 


| but when other emergencies arise. 
‘or until Congress shall otherwise direct” be stricken out, that | 


will not have the power to again raise it to the maximum without | 


Congressional authority; and [am not sure that that limitation 
is a wise one. I think we may safely trust any President when 


| 


the exigency demands it—and of course he must be the judge—to | 
raise the Army from the minimum to the maximum, or approxi- | 
mating the maximum, so far as he thinks the public necessity may | 


require it. 

Anyway, this bill gives the President the power if the Philippine 
emergency shall have passed, if Cubashall have established her goy- 
ernment and become independent, if native troops are adequate 
in Porto Rico, if nothing threatens the country, to reduce the 
Army to the minimum; and I have no doubt that any President 


would be prompt to exercise that power and reduce the Army to | 


the minimum. 

Mr. BACON. Iask for information. 
find that power to reduce? 

Mr. SPOONER. I find that power in section 26. 

Mr. BACON. Inferentially. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think when Congress says the President is 


Where does the Senator 


Mr. BUTLER. We legislate always when they do arise. 

Mr. SPOONER. You do not always legislate when they do 
arise. When war arose in China Congress was not in session; 
and other emergencies may arise when we are not in session. 

Mr. BUTLER, The Senator would agree to keep an army of 
100,000 men? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not say that. We are not providing for 
a compulsory Army of 100,000 men; we are providing for an 
elastic Army; we are placing a minimum and a maximum limit, 
and we are allowing the President, subject to our power at every 


| session to change it, in the exercise of his judgment as to the 


1 


| 


necessities of the country, to raise it from the minimum to the 
maximum. 


Mr. BUTLER. Then why not limit the maximum to simply 


| the continuance of the Philippine trouble, and then let the Army 


go back to the minimum until Congress can legislate? 
state that specifically? 
Mr.SPOONER. Withthe words “ or until Congress shall other- 


Why not 


| wise direct’ I think it does sufficiently limit it. 


authorized to maintain the Army at the maximum until the pres- | 


ent emergency shall have passed, that is a sufficiently plain dec- 
laration that when the present emergency shall have passed the 
Army shall be reduced to the minimum. That could possibly be 
made plainer, of course, but Ido not think it need be plainer. I 
doubt if that limitation should be in there at all, because of the 
uncertainty as to the exigencies which may arise, the matter 
being all the time within the control of Congress, and the Presi- 
dent presumably desiring to save expense to the people as much 
as we. 

I am not ready to believe—I may be too much of an optimist; I 
think I am not—that we shall have a President who will be will- 
ing at any time to fasten upon the people the burden of expense 
involved in maintaining 50,000 unnecessary soldiers. No man 
in this Chamber would do it if he were President, and I think no 
President would do it. 

So far as Tam concerned, Mr. President,I believe the minimum 
required is a reasonable one. 
Army fiexible and elastic to meet emergencies. 
seem to think that if there were an emergency Congress should 
be called immediately together. It was not the opinion—and I 
wish to bring the attention of Senators to the fact—of the early 
statesmen of the country that that would be an adequate resource 
in case of necessity. 

That might have been said against the act which in 1795 was 
passed, giving the President the power immediately, without limit 
as to the number, to call into the Army, to be paid out of the 
Treasury,the militia for nine months. It was thought then—and 
there is infinitely more danger of it now than there was then— 
that invasion or insurrection might beso sudden that prompt and 
immediate action upon the part of the President might be neces- 
sary in order to safeguard the interests of this people. 

I find nothing of constitutional objection in the bill; I find noth- 
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Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
trary. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


Other Senators think to the contrary. 
No; I have heard no expression to the con- 


I will say that the Senator is the only Senator 


| on that side whom I have heard express that opinion. 


I think the maximum leaves an | 
Some Senators | 


| whatever that force may be. 


Mr. SPOONER, 
times. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I have not trespassed upon 
the Senate's time or attention with reference to this measure, and 
I do not now intend to consume more than a sufficient time to 
briefly state my position in regard to this bill and my reasons for 
that position. 

After the ratification of the treaty whereby the Philippine 
Islands were annexed as a portion of the territory of the United 
States, [ recognized the fact that it behooved this Government to 
establish and maintain its sovereignty over every portion of those 
islands; and I hold it now to be my duty as a member of this 
body to do all I can conscientiously toward the realization of that 
end. 

W hile I deplore the necessity which has brought about the situ- 
ation that now exists, I nevertheless recognize the obligation on 
me at least to do all that my intelligence indicates I ought to do 
to bring about a condition of things in that territory whereby 
the sovereignty of the Government of the United States will be 
undisputed. Thexefore, Mr. President, I have no hesitation in 
saying that I am willing to give my vote for the purpose of assem- 
bling a force in those islands adequate to the purpose of suppress- 
ing opposition to the power of the United States Government, 
I do not myself undertake to fix the 


I have expressed that opinion a half dozen 


| number, but as nearly two years ago 100,000 men were thought a 


sufficiency for that purpose, so again, if 100,000 men are a suffi- 
ciency, I am willing to vote for that 100,000 men, or if a larger 
number of men is necessary for the accomplishment of the pur- 
pose, I am willing to vote even for a larger number of men. 

But, Mr. President, while I am willing to do that, I can not 
support this bill. I do not see in the exigency whieh is now 
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presented to us any excuse or any reason for the people of the 
United States to turn their backs upon the traditions of the past 
and to take the tremendous, the unprecedented step which is con- 
templated by this piece of legislation. 

There are some grounds of grave constitutional objections to 
the principle embodied in this bill presented to thoughtful men, 
because the Constitution has vested in Congress, and in Congress 
alone, the power to raise and support armies, and it has been 
careful to even put a limitation upon Congress itself to prevent it 
from establishing and undertaking to maintain an army for a 


greater period than two years; but under the provisions of this | 
bill it is proposed, at the least, to nearly double the Regular Army | 


of the United States. That of itself isa longstride; it is a longer 
stride than has ever before been made in the history of this 
country. 

Sut, in addition to that, the bill proposes to vest in the Presi- 
dent of the United States the discretionary power, in one instance 
entirely untrammeled, and in the other euaiilied by the provision 
that it shall endure so long as the present exigencies exist—it 
proposes to confer upon the President that untrammeled power 
to increase the Army of the United States from the figure of 
50,000 men, to put it in round numbers, to 100,000 men. 


I took the infantry provision in this bill and figured as to what | 


change could be wrought in the condition of the Army if the Presi- 
dent chose to avail himself of the discretion that is vested in him 
by the section covering that portion of the Army. Under the 
minimum provision each company of infantry shall consist of ‘1 
first sergeant, 1 quartermaster-sergeant, 4 sergeants, 6 corporals, 
2 cooks, 2 musicians, 1 artificer, and 48 privates,” but the Presi- 
dent, in his discretion, without any qualification as to what that 
discretion shall be gauged by, ‘‘may increase the number of ser- 
geants in any company of infantry to 6, the number of corporals 
to 10, and the number of privates to 127, but the total number of 


enlisted men authorized for the whole Army shall not at any time | 


be exceeded.” 

I figured as to what was the meaning of this provision when put 
in practical operation, and I find that under the minimum rule 
the infantry, consisting of 30 regiments, will amount to 23,400 
men, and, when raised to its maximum, in the discretion of the 
President, it will be composed of 53,280. That single arm of 
the service will be increased considerably more than twofold at 
the President's discretion. 

In view of the constitctional provision which gives Congress, 
and Congress alone, the power to raise and support armies, does 
it not seem that this is a long stride in opposition to the principle 
embodied in that provision? If the raising of the number of the 
Army from twenty-three thousand and odd to fifty-three thousand 
and odd is not equivalent to the raising of an additional army, I 
fail to understand what an additional army is. 

But, Mr. President, passing aside from the details of the meas- 
ure, I would ask those gentlemen who favor, and favor so earnestly, 
its enactment to give us one good reason why the standing Regular 
Army should be increased toa hundred thousand men. I have 
listened with a great deal of interest to the arguments that have 
been put forth here and to the reasons which have been assigned 
as a justification for this tremendous increase in the fighting force 
of the country. 

One gentleman has declared that it is eminently desirable that 
the standing Army should be increased, because if we repeat that 
which we did on March 2, 1899, by simply providing for a tem- 
porary increase of the Army, it will give aid and comfort to the 
Filipinos and will impress them with the idea that the United 
States is not seriously intending to suppress the insurrection in 
those is'ands. I take it, in view of the fact that Congress at its 
best can make appropriations for the maintainence of the Army 
for only two years in advance, that the apprehension that our 
raising an army, which of itself is to endure for two years but 
which Congress can continue from time to time, as in its discre- 
tion seems best, would not be any more of an incentive to hope on 
the part of our Filipinoinsurrectionists than would be the calling 
of their attention to the fact that Congress is without power to 
make an appropriation for an army for a longer period than two 
years. 

Another very eminent member of this body has assigned as a 
reason why we should branch forth upon this new military career 
that we are expanding in a most phenomenal way, that our trade 
and commerce are reaching forth to the utmost ends of the earth, 
and that no one can tell at what moment some exigency may arise 
which will require the United States to exert its full power in 
order to protect our commerce and trade. That may be, Mr. 
President, but the mere suspicion or the mere assertion of such a 
suspicion fails to carry any weight with me. 

1 take it, Mr. President, that it is not the purpose or intent of 
the people of the United States to use a standing army for the 
purpose of enlarging their commercial sphere of action. I take it 
that the United States has too often observed the calamitous re- 
sults of such efforts on the part of other nations; andif we wanted 


| an object lesson of the wrong and the injustice which can be done 
| under such a pretext, we could not have a better one than is pre- 
| sented to us to-day by what is transpiring in South Africa. 
If ever there was a commercial war, if ever there was war in- 
spired and brought about and which has been conducted on purely 
commercial principles, it is that war which England is now waging 
with such terrible ferocity against the unhappy Boers. I trust, 
| Mr. President, the people of the United States will never consent 

to use their Army, Regular or Volunteer, for such a purpose as 
| that for which the English army is being employed by the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain in South Africa to-day. 

As a specimen of the way in which that commercial propaganda 
is being carried on, I will read an extract from a letter from one 
of the Canadian volunteers which I found published in a Wash- 
| ington paper a few days ago. Itisa letter from Belfast, South 

Africa. Lieutenant Morrison, of Ottawa. editor of the Ottawa 
| Citizen, who was with the Canadian artillery there and has been 
| recently mentioned in the dispatches for gallant conduct in ac- 

tion, describes the march through Steilpoort Valley, North of 

Belfast. He says, among other things, in describing the destruc- 
| tion of a settlement: 


First there was an ominous bluish haze over the town, and then the smoke 

| rolled up in volumes that could be seen for 50 miles away. The Boers on the 
hills seemed paralyzed by the sight and stopped shooting. When the lull 

| came General Smith-Dorien invited the artillery officers to go down into the 

| place with him on a sort of official appearance—“ just tell them that you saw 

me’ style ofthing. The town was very guiet save for the roaring and crackle 
of the flames. On the steps of the church a group of women and children 
were huddled. The women’s faces were very white, but some of them had 
spots of red on either cheek and their eyes were blazing. 

The troops were systematically looking the place over, and as they got 
| quite through with each house they burned it. Our Canadian boys helped 
| the women to get their furniture out with much the same concern as they 
| would exhibit at a village fireat home. If they saw anything, however, they 
| particularly fancied they would likely appropriate it (‘muzzle not the ox 
| that treadeth out the corn”’), but they had not the callous nerve to take the 
| people’s stuff before their eyes. But you should have seen the Royal Irish 
on the loot. They helped the people out with their stuff by heaving bureaus 
bodily through the windows, putting eas through melodeons, and such 
like wantonness. I heard one yell: “ Begorry, Tim, here’s a nice carpet. Oi 
| think O'll take it home for the ould woman. Linda hand here.” RK-r-r-rip! 
Up came a handsome pile carpet in strips. And so the work went on, the 
officers standing by laughing at the costly fun their men were having. 

As I stood looking, a woman, the owner of a very pretty little cottage 
standing in a rose garden ona side street which was being destroyed, turned 
to me and pathetically exclaimed, “Oh, how can you be socruel?”’ I sympa- 
thized with her and explained that it was an order and had to be obeyed. 
But all the same it was an intensely sad sight to see the little homes burning 
and the rose bushes withering upin the pretty gardens, and the pathetic 
groups of homeless and distressed women and little children weeping in their 
abject misery and despair among the smoking ruins as we rode away. 


That, Mr. President, is not an exaggerated picture of the scenes 
of a commercial war that are constantly occurring on that stage. 
I should certainly deprecate any tendency on the part of our peo- 
| ple, merely for the purpose of spreading their avenues of com- 

mercial influence and trade, to undertake to compel by force of 
| arms the submission of an unwilling people toa reception of their 
| goods, 
The same authority who has urged as a reason why we Should 
have this unusually large standing Army also assigns as a cause 
| the fact that we will ere long possibly be engaged in constructing 
| a canal across the Central American Isthmus, and that it will be 
necessary for us to have troops enough to police the line of the pro- 
posedcanal. Itstrikes me thata moment's reflection ought to con- 
vince anyone that that is hardly a sufficient reason for the United 

| States to turn its back upon the past and to take this very impor- 
tant step. At the best, if a few thousand men were necessary for 
the purpose of policing the route of a proposed canal, a thing 
which heretofore has not been deemed necessary, I believe, either 

|in the case of Panama or in the case of the Suez Canal, there 
would be no difficulty at the proper time in Congress prcviding 
an adequate force for that purpose. 

Those are, I think, Mr, President, all the reasons that have been 
| assigned by the very earnest and able advocates of the measure 

on this floor for the increase of the Regular Army. There has 
been no effort on the part of the committee in their report to give 
any reason at all other than their bald declaration that it is de- 
sirable; and as has been pointed out already by a Senator upon 
| this floor, they devote by far the major portion of their report to 
the consideration of the question whether beer should or should 
not be sold at the Army posts of the land, failing to say one word 
| why we should advance the Army from thirty thousand toa hun- 
dred thousand men and vest the President with an absolute dis- 
cretion to make that advance at any time when he sees proper. 

I have heard several very able and learned gentlemen, for whose 
| opinions I have very much respect, express an opinion as to what 
| is an adequate standing army for the United States. One Sen- 
| ator here, for whose judgment we all have a very high respect, 

has given it as his opinion that one soldier for every thousand in- 
| habitants is about the correct thing; and I think the opinions of 
| others that it should be one to about that number is the opinion 
that probably prevails in this body to-day. I donot think anyone 
| can take an arbitrary basis for a judgment of that kind. What 
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is the use of a standing army in this country? Why should the 
figure of one man to a thousand of the inhabitants be selected 
rather than one to two thousand or one to five hundred? It is 
purely arbitrary, unless we contemplate the object and purpose 
and reason of being of the Regular Army. 

I take it there is no apprehension in the breast of any intelligent 
man in this country to-day that we have any reason to fear an 
invasion from any foreign power. We have no idea that Canada 
on the north or Mexico on the south presents any menace to the 
peace and dignity of the United States. And unless we have some 
apprehension from nations and people that are contiguous to our 
boundaries, what reason have we to apprehend that there will be 
an invasion of this country? 

It would be a physical impossibility for any of the European 
nations to invade this country. When we reflect as to the time 
and the effort and the expense that would be necessary even to 
land an army of a hundred thousand men upon our shores, the 
suggestion that it is necessary for us to keep an army of that size 
in order to resist any possible invasion seems to me to be absurd. 
Consequently in the condition and situation of things as they are 
now | have failed to see any reason why there shou!d be an increase 
of the standing Army to a hundred thousand men. 

The opinions of gentlemen of the present day are undoubtedly 
entitled to consideration, but in investigating the matter to satisfy 
myself I ran across the opinion of one who lived in the days of the 
framers of the Constitution and who looked at the subject of 
standing armies for republics from the point of view at which 
stood the men who founded our institutions. I read, Mr. Presi- 
dent, from the eighth number: of the Federalist upon this point: 

There is a wide difference, also, between military establishments in a coun- 


try seldom exposed by its situation to internal invasions and in one which is 
often subject to them and always apprehensive of them. The rulers of the 


former can have no good pretext, if they are even so inclined, to keep on | 


foot armies so numerous as must of necessity be maintained in the latter. 
In other words, the writer regards the necessity for a large or a 

small army as being entirely dependent upon the surrounding 

circumstances and the environments of that army. Again: 


In a country in the predicament last described the contrary of all this 
happens. The perpetual menacings of danger oblige the government to be 
always prepared to repel it; its armies must be numerous enough forinstant 
defense. The continual necessity for their services enhances the importance 
of the soldier, and proportionably degrades the condition of the citizen. 


The military state becomes elevated above the civil. The inhabitants of ter- | 


ritories often the theater of war are unavoidably subjected to frequent in- 
fringements on their rights which serve to weaken their sense of those 
rights, and by degrees the people are brought to consider the soldiery not 
only as their protectors, but as their superiors. 


The transition from this disposition to that of considering them as mas- | 


ters is neither remote nor difficult; but it is very difficult to prevail upona 


people under such impressions to make a bold or effectual resistance to | 


usurpations supported by the military power. 

To anyone who has visited Germany, or, in fact, almost any of 
the continental nations, in recent years the truth of these objec- 
tions and criticisms would seem to be almost prophetic. The 
writer, referring to Great Britain, says: 

The Kingdom of Great Britain falls within the first description. An insu- 
lar situation and a powerful marine, guarding it in a great measure against 
the possibility of foreign invasion, supersede the necessity of a numerous 
army within the Kingdom. A sufiicient force to make head against a sudden 


descent till the militia could have time to rally and embody is all that has | 
been deemed requisite. No motive of national policy has demanded, nor | 


would public opinion have tolerated, a larger number of troops upon its do- 


mestic establishment. There has been for a long time past little room for | 
the operation of the other causes which have been enumerated as the con- | 


sequences of internal war. This peculiar felicity of situation has in a great 
degree contributed to preserve the liberty which that country to this day 
enjoys in spite of the prevalent venality and corruption. 


Again, applying this reasoning to our own position, he says: 


If we are wise enough to preserve the Union we may for ages enjoy an ad- | 


vantage similar to that of an insulated situation. Europe is at a great dis- 
tance from us. Her colonies in our vicinity will be likely to continue too 


much disproportioned in strength to be able to give us any dangerous annoy- 


ance. Extensive military establishments can not, in this position, be neces- 
sary to our security. 

It has been said that this proposed increase does not make a 
large army. For Germany it would not be a large army, for 
France it would not be a large army, for Russia it would not be 
a large army; but, gauging it by the necessity which exists in the 
United States to-day, it is a large regular standing army, and I 
submit that there is no occasion for it. If it is necessary for us to 
subdue those who are in arms against the power and the authority 


of the Government of the United States, we can do it as we did | 


two years ago, and make ample provisioa for the vindication of 
the honor and dignity of our country; but, sir, that does not nec- 
essarily involve the abandonment of principles which we have 
adhered to in the past and the turning of our backs upon the 
principles which we have inherited from the fathers, and adhesion 
to which has resulted in building up the glory and the honor of 
our great Republic. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut | 


[Mr. HAwLEy| made an appeal to Senators to permit this bill to 
pass, and the nature of that appeal was rather an intimation than 
an accusation that its passage was being unduly obstructed. I 
desire to say for myself—and I am quite sure I represent the feel- 





ings and intentions of others as well as myself—that there has 
been not the slightest disposition to obstruct the bill. On the 
contrary, I will say for myself that I have purposely avoided 
bringing before the Senate a matter in which I feel a very deep 
interest because of my indisposition to throw any matter into the 
consideration of the Senate which would delay the action of this 
body upon the pending bill at the earliest practicable moment. 

I desired to say that to the Senator from Connecticut'at the 
time, and it was for that purpose that I attempted to interrupt 
him; but he exercised his right to decline to be interrupted, and 
of course I did not press the matter at that time; but I take this 
opportunity to say that there is no word uttered by me, nor dol 
believe there is by anybody else, for the purpose of delay. Wedo 
think that this is a very important bill and that its provisions 
should be very thoroughly discussed. I have very little more to 
say. I do desire to say something in reply to some remarks which 
| have been made this afternoon, somewhat directed toward the 
| positions which I have taken. I understand, however, that it is 

the desire of Senators on the other side probably to take up the 
| District bill for a short time this afternoon. 
| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To take up what? 

Mr, BACON. I think it is the District bill. SolIwas told. I 
may be mistaken about the bill. It is a bill which it will require 
a good while to read. 

Mr. BERRY. Is it the legislative appropriation bill? 

Mr. STEWART. The District code. 

Mr. BACON. The District code; that isit. Possibly the time 
might be utilized in that way, and if sol have no disposition to 
goon now. Ishall not occupy much time in themorning. That 
is a very important matter, | presume, which ought to be taken 
| up at some time, and we are obliged to take some fragmentary 
time to doit. I wish to accommodate myself to whatever may be 
the wish of the Senate in the matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me to 
present an amendment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I present an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ceived, printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRY. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, and 
ask that it may be read and then printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment presented by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the last section 
of the bill the following: 

Sec. —. That within ten days after the bill shall become a law the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall issue his proclamation declaring that the 
United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to exercise sov- 
| ereignty, jurisdiction, or control over the Philippine Islands except for the 
| pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accomplished, 
to leave the government and control of the islands to its people. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will beprinted 
and lie on the table. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 








The following bills were severally read twice by their ti-les, 
| and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
A bill (H. R. 10846) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Cape Girardeau, Mo.; and 
A bill (H. R. 13399) for the establishment of a beacon light on 
Hambrook Bar, Choptank River, Maryland, and for other pur- 
poses. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of certain Indians in the Indian 
| Territory who desire to sell their lands and improvements and 
emigrate elsewhere; and 
A bill (H. R. 10967) to authorize Arizona Water Company to 
construct power plant op Pima Indian Reservation in Maricopa 
| County, Ariz. 
The following bills were severally read twice by theirtitles, and 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
| A bill (H.R. 417) for the relief of Henry Cook; 
| A bill (H.R. 425) for the relief of David K. Reynolds; 
A bill (H. R. 2464) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle; 
A bill (H.R. 3135) to correct the military record of Lieut. Ed- 
ward B, Howard; 
A bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of William Burke; 
A bill (H. R. 5599) granting an honorable discharge to James L. 
Proctor; 
A bill (H. R. 6323) for the relief of John McDonald, alias John 
Shannon; 
| <A bill (H. R. 6492) to correct the military record of James 
| Donahue; 
A bill (H. R. 7243) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
! military record of Silas Nicholson; ; 
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@ bill (H. R. 
Percy; and 

A bill (H. R. 8474) to remove the charge of desertion from the | 
military record of Gustavus Adolphus Thompson. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 191) grantingan increase of pension to Laura P. | 
Lee; 

A bill (HL R. 
Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 
Otis Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 


7602) to correct the military record of Palmer G. 


236) granting an increase of pension to Albert M. 


296) granting an increase of pension to Mattie 


429) granting an increase of pension to John R. 


JOY; 

A bill (H. R. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Joel H. 
Hallowell; 

A bill (H. R. 1995) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


©, Lathrop; 


A bill (H. R. 2085) granting a pension to Jane A. E. Womack; 

A bill (H. R, 2092) granting an increase of pension to Madison 
McCollister; 

A bill (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pension to James 
Beistle: 

A bill (H. R. 2395) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
McDonald; 

A bill (H. R, 2399) granting an increase of pension to Edward | 
Mc Duffey; , 

A bill (H. R. 2527) granting a pension to David Briggs; 

A bill (H. R. 2595) granting an increase of pension to William 
©. Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. 2816) granting a pension to Annie C. Collier; 

A bill (H. R. 3247) granting an increase of pension to George 
Mowry: 

A bill (H. R. 3436) granting an increase of pension to John 
Al el; 


A bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Rebecca G. Irwin; 

A bill (HL. R. 3545) granting a pension to Ellen Hardin Wal- 
worth; 

A bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension toCaroline M. H. Searing: 

A bill (H. R. 3784) granting an increase of pension to Linsay C. 
Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 3871) grantinga pension to William J. Worthington; | 

A bill (H. R. 4018) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dinnon; 

A bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to Michael | 
Dignon; 

A bill (H. R. 4651) granting a pension to Emily Alder; 

A bill (H. R. 4962) granting a pension to James E. Bates; 

A bill (H. R. 4963) granting an increase of pension to Charles E, | 


Churchill; 

A bill (H. R, 5224) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 5336) granting an increase of pension to William S. 

Swaney: 
A bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. McClellan; 
A bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Mary Black; 


A bill (H. R. 5898) granting an increase of pension to George 
F. White: 

A bill (H. R. 6787) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
Wilson; 

A bill (HL R. 6810) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 6997) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
H. Whitehead; 

A bill (H. R. 7024) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Herriman; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. BR. 
Donaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (A. R. 
Tolson; 


R, 7053) granting a pension to Addie S. Potter; 


7152) granting an increase of pension to Nancy L. 


7580) granting a pension to Samuel N. Haskins; 
7617) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 


A bill (H. R. 7757) granting a pension to Agnes Ryder; 

A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to Benjamin E. Styles; 

A bill (H, R. 8106) granting a pension to Olivia Donathy; 

A bill (H. R. 8190) granting a pension to Henry Miller; 

A bill (H. R, 8594) granting a pension to Matilda Rapp; 
A bill (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of pension to Chauncey | 


Sheldon; 
A bill (H. R. 
A. Sayles; 


8771) granting an increase of pension to Lyman 


A bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension to Ellen H. 
Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Nancy Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 9165) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
L. Stiles; 

A bill (H, R. 9177) granting an increase of pension to Luke P, 
Allphin; 
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A bill (H. R, 9382) granting a pension to Adella M. Anthony; 

A bill (H. R, 9404) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hendricks; 

A bill (H. R. 9672) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
D. McGlensey; 

A bill (HL R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (A. R. 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 
Shell; 

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting an increase of pension to H. §8. 
Reed, alias Daniel Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 9985) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Sherwood; 

A bill (H.R. 
Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (1. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


R. 
R. 


R. 11091) granting a pension to Ambrose Brisett; 
. 11196) granting an increase of pension to Louis 


9745) 
9787) 
9874) 


granting a pension to Susan Sidenbender; 
granting a pension to Marion M. Stone; 
granting an increase of pension to Anna F, 


9903) granting an increase of pension to Henry B, 


10021) granting an increase of pension to John R. 


10069) granting a pension to Sarah T. Brewer; 
10482) granting a pension to Pattie D. McCown; 
10567) granting a pension to Mary L. Tweddle; 
10617) granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 


| Duffy; 


A bil (H. 


bi 10706) granting a pension to Flora Moore; 
A bill (H. 


10792) granting an increase of pension to John T, 


e 


A bill (HH, 

A bill (H. 
Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. 
Howard; 

A biil (H, 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
Rowley; 

A bill (H. 
Myers; 

A bill (H. 
Walker; 

A bill (H. 
aker; 

A bill (H. 


11335) granting an increase of pension to Silas 


. 11361) granting a pension to Susan A. Miller; 

. 11452) granting a pension to Nettie L. Bliss; 

. 11508) granting a pension to George T. Boulding; 
. 11574) granting a pension to William H. Palmer; 
. 11583) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 


© 


. 11680) granting an increase of pension to Isabela 
R. 11768) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. 11795) granting a pension to Columbus S. Whit- 
R. 


11910) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


| H. Roberts; 


A bill (H. 


R. 11927) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dickerson; 
A bill (H. 


R. 11985) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


A bill (H. R. 12061) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Topping; 

A bill (H. R. 12079) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin T. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 12233) granting a pension to Ashel C. Aulick: 

A bill (H, R. 12245) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A. Jordun; and 

A bill (H. R. 12620) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
C, Shanks. 

The bill (H. R. 10664).granting permission to the Indians on the 
Grand Portage Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, to 
cut and dispose of the timber on their several allotments on said 
reservation was read twice by its title. 

Mr. NELSON. There is a similar Senate bill on the Calendar, 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs favorably. I ask 
that the House bill be substituted for the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota, that this bill shall take the 
place of the Senate bill now on the Calendar? The Chair hears 


Ss. 


| none, and it is so ordered. The Senate bill will be indefinitely 


postponed. 
COURTS IN TENNESSEE, 

The bill (H. R. 12546) to change and fix the time for holding the 
district and circuit courts of the United States for the northeastern 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make 
a report on that bill, as I have been ordered to do by the J udiciary 
Committee. This is merely a local bill, changing the time of holc- 
ing court in the eastern district of Tennessee. The grand jurors 


are about to be selected, and it merely changes the time of holding 


that court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the same bill? 

Mr. PETTUS. Yes, sir; and I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate that the bill may be considered now. All that it does 
is to change the time of holding the court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the northeastern division of the eastern district of Tennessee, 


Does the Senator report upon 
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held at Greeneville, Tenn., shall commence on the second Monday in No- 
vember and May of each year, instead of the fourth Monday in August and 
February, as is now provided by law; and each of said terms shall coutinue 
as long as the presiding judge may deem necessary. 3 

Sec. 2. That no action, suit, proceeding, information, indictment, recogni- 
zance, bail bond, or other process in either of said courts shall abate or be 
rendered invalid by reason of the change of time in the holding of the terms 
of said courts, but the same shall be deemed to be returnable to, pending, and 
triable at the terms herein provided for. 

Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws conflicting with this act be, and are 
hereby, repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered asin Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 





THE MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4300) to | 
increase the efficiency of the military establishment of the United | 
States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- | 
ment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon}. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to lay the amendment on the table. | 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut | 
moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it te read. 

Mr. BACON. I understood that I had the floor. I simply sus- 

nded for routine matters. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I leave that to the Chair. 

Mr. BACON. Ifthe Senator from Connecticut, under my state- 
ment that I have not concluded, desires to move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table, I shall not ask him to do otherwise. He can | 
pursue his own course about that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was not present. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
was not present when the Senator from Georgia made his state- | 
ment. The Senator from Connecticut withdraws his motion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do for the present. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia if | 
he desires to proceed this evening? 

Mr. BACON. I was going to say that I shall not occupy much 
more of the time of the Senate. I would not occupy any time ex- 
cept that certain things which have been stated especially in reply 
to what I said to the Senate require that Ishould doso. I would 
prefer, if possible, not to go onthis afternoon. Ihave been here on 
a constant strain since 12 o'clock without going to lunch, and Iam 
fatigued, as is the Senate, I know. It is about 5 O’clock, and I 
hope the amendment will go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I see no objection to the Senator's amendment 
going over, provided we can go on with other amendments. I 
believe there are quite a number of other amendmerts to be acted 
upon. 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection, of course, to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 make the request for the personal conven- 
ience of the Senator. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Georgia being postponed until 

to-morrow morning? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

an PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolliver, McComas, Scott, | 
Allen, Elkins, MeCumber, Sewell, 
Allison, Foraker, McMillan, Shoup, 
con, Foster, Martin, Simon, 
Bard, Frye, Money, Stewart, 
Bate, Gallinger, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Hale, Nelson, Teller, 
Burrows, Hawley, Perkins, Thurston, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Towne, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Turley, 
Chilton, Kean, Platt, Conn. Warren. 
Clark, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Culberson, Lodge, Quarles, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In answer to the roll call 53 
Senators have responded. There is a quorum present. The Sec- 
retary will state the next amendment. 

The SecRETARY. Amendment by Mr. TELLER. Amend sec- | 
tion 29, page 41, by striking out the words “has been” in line 21 
and inserting ‘‘ shall be hereafter;” so as to read: 


Sec. 29. That when in the opinion of the President the interests of the serv- 
ice will be benefited thereby he is empowered to place upon the retired list, 
by Executive order, any officer who shall be hereafter suspended from duty, 
either by sentence of court-martial or by virtue of an Executive order in miti- | 
gation of such sentence, for a period extending to or within one year of the | 
time of his compulsory retirement for age 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the other day I made some re- | 
marks upon the bill which seemed to stir up certain members of | 


the committee who reported it, and I was charged with doing injus- 
tice to the War Department. I said that the bill was drawn, in 
my opinion, with reference to taking care of certain pets of tho 
Department. Now, Iam going to add that in my opinion it was 
also drawn so that it could take care of, and that it was intended 
to take care of, the late General Eagan, whatever his rank might 
have been, The section reads as follows: 


Sec. 29. That when in the opinion of the President the interests of the 
service will be benefited thereby, he is empowered to place upon the retired 
list, by Executive order, any officer who has been suspended from duty, 
either by sentence of court-martial! or by virtue of an Executive order in 
mitigation of such sentence, for a period extending to or within one year of the 
time of his compulsory retirement for age. 

Now, Mr. President, that has a retroactiveeffect and allows tho 
President to do what he can not do unless this law passes. I have 
been told, and I do not suppose there is any secrecy about it, that 
this provision wasput in herethat the President might retire Gen- 
eral Eagan. The President took another method of retiring him, 
and, therefore, there is not any particular reason why this 


| section should remain. I have asked the committee to make 


this provision simply a future rule of conduct, which they are not 


| willing to do. As they are not, I propose to discuss it at some 


length. My amendment leaves the President withthe same power 
by striking out the words ‘‘has been,” in line 21, and inserting 
‘*shall be hereafter” before the word “ suspended.” 

Mr. President, I need not say to a body of lawyers like this that 
retroactive laws are vicious, and that, unless there is some very 
good reason for it, they never ought to be passed. The reasons 


| which seemed to justify the committee have passed away, unless 


there was a further purpose of retiring an officer who falls within 
this provision as it now stands, and that is Maj. J. W. Wham, 


| paymaster of the United States Army. 


Mr. President, I am quite tempted, although the hour is late, to 
discuss this provision witb reference to the purpose for which it 
was originally put in, and then to discuss it with reference to the 
purpose for which it is now maintained and insisted that it shall 
remain. It can have no other effect whatever now, except as 
special legislation to retire one single officer, for I do not believe 
there is now more than one officer who would fall within its pro- 
visions. There were undoubtedly two a short time since. 

[ have not any desire to say anything unpleasant or vicious 
about anybody nor to criticise the Executive unduly, and if I do 
so, Mr. President, it is simply because the committee have brought 
here the most remarkable provision that ever was putin a statute 
or attempted to be put into a statute since I have been in public 
life—at least, that attracted my attention. 

There was, early in the war with Spain, a great deal of scandal 
growing out of the use of beef that was usually termed ‘‘em- 


| balmed” beef. I believe it was beef boiled and canned, and some 


of it was of very ancient lineage. Some of it had made a trip to 
Europe and back, had been condemned there and found unfit for 
use, and was sent back and purchased by the Government of the 
United States and served out to the volunteer and regular forces 


| of the United States in our Army. 


The General of the Army, as it was his duty and his privilege, 
called the attention of the country to it after his attention had 
been called to it in a way that he could not avoid it, and an officer 
of the United States made an exhibition of himself (and I will not 
attempt to go into the detuils of it), showing that, while the boast 
is often made that the Army of the United Statesis always offi- 
cered by gentlemen, it was officered to this extent by a miseraile 
blackguard. His language with reference to the Commanding 
General of the Army was brutal and low, and such as no gentle- 
man would have ever used, no matter what the provocation was. 

It was so bad that it could not be overlooked, although there 
was evidently a very great anxiety to overlook it in the Army; 
that is, in certain branches of the Army, with certain parties. A 
proper finding suspended this man, or rather found him guilty of 
conduct unbecoming an officer, which rendered him unfit to re- 
main in the Army; and the President of the United States fur- 
nished the most disgraceful episode that has occurred in the Army 
since Ican remember. The proceeding by the President shocked 
the moral sense and, I may say, the respect for decency of the 
American people. The President suspended him on full pxy. 
The President said to him in substance, *‘ You are guilty of con- 
duct unbecoming a gentleman and you may now lie off for four 
or five years; you need not render any service to the Govern- 


| ment, but you shall have your full pay.” 


Mr. President, that was a decoration and not a suspension. and 
there are a great many people in the United States who beli 


| was intended as a decoration. who believe it was a reward for a 
vile and miserable attack on the General of the Army. This pro- 
vision was put in the bill here for the purpose of enabling the 
President to retire General Eagan, so that the President might 
appoint the man who had been doing the service on half pay, as 
should have been the case, to the place that would be made vacant 


by this man’s retirement. 
1 do not want to comment further upon this matter. 1 know 
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that it was not a very edifying thing todo, I know it was not a 
very attractive thing for the young men coming into the Army 
to see a blackguard of this character decorated with permission 
to retire and to take his ease, while the Government gave him full 
pay, when other men who have by slight infractions of the regu- 
lations and not by the commission of such indecencies as those to 
which I have referred been suspended without pay or with par- 
tial pay. I thought when there was no longer any necessity for 
it the committee would see the propriety of getting rid of it, but 
the committee have not done so. 

1 believe I shall not commit any breach of etiquette or propriety 
if [ say that the provision is maintained in this bill for the pur- 
pose of retiring a man who has had a controversy for some time 
with certain members of the Army. So, if I said the bill was to 
take care of the pets, I will now add that the bill apparently seems 
to be for the purpose of getting rid of an offensive Army officer, 
who can not be gotten rid of under the law, and ought not to be 
gotten rid of under any circumstances whatever, 

Mr. KEAN, What is his position now? 

Mr. TELLER. He is suspended. 

Mr. KEAN. I thought he was retired. 

Mr. TELLER. On July 8, 1898, Congress passed this law: 

An act to authorize the President_to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, pay- 


ma:ter, United States Army, to duty, his former rank, and status in the 

United States Army. 

Be it d by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized to revoke the order of the President approving 
the proceedings of the general court-martial which sentenced Maj J. W. 
Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to be dismissed the service,and mit- 
igating the sentence to suspension on half pay from rank, duty, and all privi- 
leges until January 18, 1904, his name to be placed at the foot of the lists of 
majors in the Pay Department, and to disapprove the sentence of dismissal of 
Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, end to restore him 





enacts 


to duty, previous rank, and status in the United States Army, and full pay | 


irom and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. President, that act passed both branches of Congress and 
became alaw. Major Wham has not been reinstated. 1 will ad- 
mit that this act does not compel the President of the United 
States to reinstate him, but I believe this act passed practically 
with the unanimous approval of both branches of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
happen to be familiar with the case? 

Mr. TELLER, Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The act referred to left it entirely in the 
discretion of the President to do just as he saw proper. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator had been listening to what I said, 
he would have noted that I said the same thing. Idid not claim 
that the President was obliged to put Major Wham in the Army, 
but I do claim that the passage of that law was a moral reversal 
of the sentence of the court-martial; and I do claim that after 
putting this man Eaganin a place itis an indecent thing for Con- 
gress to pass a law by which Major Wham may be deprived of 
what we have declared he is entitled to. 

IL know the President of the United States does not necessarily have 


to put this gentleman back in the Army, but I know why he does | 


not put him back, and that is because certain Army officers get 
the ear of the President. I understand the President never said 
he would not put him back, but he has simply not put him back. 
I want to leave him where he is, if I can not do any better. I 
should like to see him put back, and [ believe those who have ex- 
amined into the matter would like to see that done. 

Mr. KEAN. Why would not the Senator do the same with 
General Eagan? 

Mr. TELLER. Eecause Major Wham did not commit any such 
crime as Eagan did, and there is nothing in the record which shows 
that he is the same character of man as the record shows the other 
to be—a record that he never could dispute, a record that nothing 
could set aside—his own vile language, his lack of propriety, his 
lack of decency, and his lack of the first principles of gentility; 
and yet he is retired on three-quarters pay. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What did Major Wham do? 

Mr. TELLER. I have got the report here which shows, but I 
do not want to try Wham'scase here. What I insist upon—and I 
insist that this isanelementary principle of justice and decency— 
is that this body has no right, without a full knowledge of all the 
facts, to come in here and interfere with this thing now after it 
has pronounced its judgment that this man was improperly 
treated, that justice required that he should be reinstated, and 
after the committee of the House of Representatives and a com- 
mittee of this body reported in his favor and Congress passed the 
bill. 

It can not be said that Congress did not understand the matter. 
After Congress passed that bil] two years ago, I say it is not the 
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|} man, and the testimony o 
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here. I do not want to try it. It is not the right thing to try 
such a case here, and it would take a longer time than ought to 
be consumed during the consideration of this bill. 

I have here the report of the Committee on Military Affairs of 
the House of Representatives, made February 10, 1898: 


Mr. McDonald, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the 
following report: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
i237) toenable the President to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, 
United States Army, to duty, his former rank and status in the United 
States Army, submit the following report: 

Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, was court- 
martialed and dismissed the service, but was unanimously recommended for 
clemency by the court. The President commuted the sentence to suspen- 
sion on half pay until 1904, date of retirement. The facts, culled from the 
voluminous record, are as follows: 

Nearly seventeen years ago Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United 
States Army, was president, and D. C. Holcomb general manager, of a mining 
company, in which Major Wham had invested $17,000. The company needed 
funds to meet an indebtedness to one Atchinson. President Wham and Gen- 
eral Manager Holcomb joined in their personal note to the Laramie National 
Bank for $1,000, obtained that ainount, and paid it to Atchinson in liquidation 
of the mining company’s debt. 

Atabout the time of the maturity of thisnote Holeomb, in his unsupported 
and contradictory deposition, claims that he sent the money to meet this 
note to Hon. Otto Gramm, State treasurer of Wyoming, and also treasurer 
of the mining company, to deliver to President Wham. Gramm squarel 
cont radicts Holeombas to this. and testifies that nosuch transaction occurred. 
Hon. M. C. Jahren, secretary of the company and city attorney at Laramie, 
Wyo., also testifies in denial of the assertion of Holcomb that he sent the $1,000 
or any sum tothe treasurer for such purpose, or for any purpose, at any time, 


| and that it would have been impossible for such a transaction to occur and 


the books of the company not show it. 

Both Treasurer Gramm and Secretary Jahren testify that neither said 
$1,000 nor any sum was ever paid to Major Wham, and that Major Wham is 
not now and never was indebted to said company in that or any other sum. 
Both these officers of the company squarely deny in their testimony that any 
such sum was ever paid as stated, and President Wham also testifies that he 
never received any such sum orany sumatany time orany place. Holcomb's 
claim, which was not made for nearly tentyears after the Alleged transaction, 
is therefore unsupported except by his own contradictory deposition, and op- 
posed to this are the denials of State Treasurer Gramm, Hon. M. C. Jahren, 
secretary of the company, and President Wham, all of whom are corroborated 
by the books of the company. 

Holeomb asserts that he has lost certain letters from Treasurer Gramm 
and President Wham, which would show that they received the $1,000, as he 
claims. Holcomb’s testimony upon this point, that he sent this money from 
Peoria, lL, to Gramm, at Laramie, Wyo., having been definitely and squarely 
denied by the treasurer, the secretary. and the president of the mining com- 
pany, and verified by the books, could easily have been corroborated, if it 
were true, by producing the books of the express company, the express com- 
pany’s receipt, or the receipt for the registered letter, or the stub of the 
check, or the check itself, which would necessarily bear Major Wham’s in- 
dorsement. 


Mind you, none of these things were presented. 


The complaint on which the pefement was rendered in the civil suit set up 
gment was based was an accommodation note 
which Holcomb had had to pay for Major Wham, whereas Holcomb, in his 
unsupported and contradictory deposition, claims that it was for $1,000 of 
corporate money. It is hardly necessary to add that any court of justice on 
appeal would have reversed this judgment. 
he case had been pending fora long time, and at last hurried to trial. when 
Major Wham wasat Tucson, Ariz.,almostacrossthecontinent. Major Wham, 
according to his own testimony, received no notification whatever of the date 
of trial of the civil suitin New York. Butgranting that the claim of the pros- 
ecution is true, i. e., that a telegram was sent two days prior to trial, when it 
required five days to get to New York, thus leaving Major Wham three days 
less time than was absolutely necessary in which to reach that city. Major 
Wham could therefore not be present, and made no defense— 


Remember that Major Wham says he did not know there was 
any trial going on— 
owing toa controversy with his attorney relative to the attorney's demand 
for the payment of what Major Wham deemed an exorbitant bill, rendered 
before trial, for nearly 60 per cent of the amount involved. 

The report clearly shows that if the complainant, Holcomb, had caused 
execution to issue and proper civil effort to be made, instead of delaying for 
months and then asking the War Department to enforce the payment of a 
questionable civil claim, he could easily have enforced payment. The judg- 
ment was obtained in June, 1890. Had he levied upon Major Wham’s prop- 


| erty at any time during that year, he could have secured his money. It isin 
| evidence, and not rebutted or denied, that from 1890 to February, 1891, when 


the Arizona floods wiped out Major Wham’'s property, there was plenty of 
available assets upon which to make this judgment; after which, by the act 
of Providence, the property of Major Wham was swept away and he was lef* 
with nothing but his Army pay, nearly 90 per cent of which went to creditors. 

Finally, to pile Pelion on Ossa. Put on one endof the scales of justice the 
complainant's wholly unsupported and contradictory testimony, and on the 
other the testimony of Hon. Otto Gramm, State treasurer of Wyoming and 
lessee of the Laramie rolling mills, a most reliable and responsible business 
Hon. M. C. Jahren, city attorney of Laramie, 
Wyo., and Major Wham, who had correctly accounted for millions of public 
funds. Now. add to this the abrogation on both trials of the rule of law re- 
quiring a fact to be proven by the best evidence, which, in this case, is the 
express receipt or record, registered receipt or letter, or check, which would 
necessarily bear Major Wham’s indorsement, and we are unable to see how 
any earthly power could make Major Wham’s vindication clearer. It cer- 
tainly has been axiomatically proven if not demonstrated that Major Wham 


| did not owe this money. 


Major Whan was suspended because he did not pay this debt, 


That this fearful injustice to a gallant soldier of the great Republic may 
be speedily corrected and a great wrong righted, the committee concur in 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War for the passage of the bill. 
The Secretary's report, hereto attached, after stating that he had ‘*‘ devoted 





right thing for the pending bill to contain a provision, when only 
a few men know what is intended by it, to do so serious a thing 
as that. That is why I have asked to strike out the provision or 
to amend it so that it shall have no retroactive effect. 

Mr. President, I said that I did not want to try this man’s case 


considerable time to the consideration of the case,” concludes as follows: 
‘It is true that the unexpired portion of the sentence could be remitted 
by the President and he could be restored to duty, but, in my opinion, this | 





| would not be a full measure of relief to him, and I therefore recommend leg- 
islation for his relief.” , 
The Secretary of War in his report also says that Major Wham’s “record 
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during the war was a brilliant one,” and, judging from the following testimo- 
nials, his record as a paymaster has been no less brilliant: 

“ Major Wham, while serving under me in the Department of the Atlantic, 
performed his duties in a courteous and satisfactory manner, promptly and 
most excellently. There were none better. 

“Very truly, yours, “DANIEL McCLURE, 
“ Colonel, Retired.” 


“During the period of Major Wham’s service under my command in the 
Department of Arizona he performed his duties in a prompt, courteous, and 


saisfactory manner. i 
“ALEXANDER McDOWELL McCOOK, 
** Major-General, Retired.” 
“Major Wham, peguanten, United States Army, while stationed at. my 
headquarters in 1892, attended promptly, courteously, and satisfactorily to 
his duties. 
“WwW. P. CARLIN, 
“ Brigadier-General and Brevet Major-General, U.S. A., Retired.” 


Brig. Gen. E. 8S. Otis, now commanding Depertment of Colorado, and the 
last department commander under whom Major Wham served, at the con- 
clusion of an extended letter, says: ‘** His (Major Wham's) services were dis- 
charged promptly and satisfactorily.” 

Attached is a recommendation for the Congressional medal of honor on 
two distinct occasions, by Major-General Kimball, Major Wham’s division 
commanéer during the war, and _ by Maj. Gen. D. 8. Stanley, United States 
Army, for bounding over the works at Franklin and going to the rescue of a 
fallen comrade, and a few days later at Nashville, Tenn., planting the colors 
of Gran+t’s old regiment first on Montgomery Hill, the apex of the Confeder- 
ate position; also a recommendation for promotion to Paymaster-General, 
signed by the entire Illinois delegation, irrespective of party, and C. T. Chris- 
tiansen, manager Drexel, Morgan & Co.; Rey. William Hays Ward, editor of 
the ludependent, and Gen. Horace Porter. 


Mr. President, if this was the place for the trial of this matter 
all these proofs could be brought up, but there is no reason on the 
face of the earth why Major Wham should be put on trial here, 
and there is no reason under the sun which can be given why there 
should be any attempt here to legislate him out of the present con- 
dition in which he stands, which is unfortunate enough, God 
knows, for a brave and generous soldier. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 19, 1898. 

Srr: I have the honor to return H. R. 4237— 


That is the bill which became a law— 


“To enable the President to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster 
United States Army, to duty, his former rank and status in the United 
States Army.” 

Major Wham was tried by general court-martial and sentenced to be dis- 
missed the service, which sentence was mitigated by the President to sus- 
yension on half pay from rank, duty, and all privileges until January 18, 1904, 

is name to be placed at the foot of majors in the Pay Department. I 
inclose a copy of the report of the Judge-Advocate-General made to me on 
the 26th of ‘Lusest, 1897, in which he reviews the proceedings in the case. 

The charge against Major Wham, upon which he was tried, grew out of a 
transaction in relation to a mining company which involved the payment of 
a note amounting to $1,000. It was entirely a private transaction between 
individuals, and had no relation to any matters connected with the military 
service, except as it affected his conduct as an officer of the Army. 

I have devoted considerable time to the consideration of this case, and am 
not convinced from the testimony that Major Wham was so culpable as to 
warrant his dismissal from the service or even his punishment in the degree 
to which it was mitigated by the President. He was careless and negligent 
of his own interests in not submitting a defense to the charge against him, 
the case going to a verdict upon the testimony of the prosecution. 


We know from Major Wham’s statement—and there is no proof 
that is worthy of any consideration to the contrary—that this offi- 
cer did not know that the case was to be tried until after judg- 
ment had been rendered. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Where was the case tried? 

Mr. TELLER. In New York. 

Mr. SPOONER, Was he represented by counsel? 

Mr. TELLER. He must have been, or else there would not 
have been any judgment to the contrary. He had an attorney 
with whom he had a quarrel, and the attorney did not attend to 
the case. That is the fact about it, as I understand. 

From papers filed by Major Wham it appears that he lost considerable 
money in ventures in which he engaged, especially as to two ranches which 
he attempted to make productive or profitable, and was without means to 
wove his indebtedness. His record in the Army during the war was a bril- 

iant one. 

It is true that the unexpired portion of the sentence could be remitted by 
the President and he could be restored to duty; but, in my opinion, this 
would not be a full measure of relief to him,and I therefore recommend 
legislation for his relief. 

Very respectfully, R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War. 


That is addressed tothe Hon. Jonn A. T. HULL, chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
and it is the report of that committee, which was a unanimous 
report, that [ am reading. 

r. President, this section, if it is allowed, will enable the in- 
fluences at the Department that are opposed to the Major and hos- 
tile to him to put another indignity upon him, which he does not 
want and which his friends do not want. I did not expect that 
this matter was tocomeup. The junior Senator from Illinois had 
it in charge and not myself, and he is specially interested in it. 
When I get through I am going to ask that this go over until to- 


morrow. Idid notask that before because I did not want to delay. 
j Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator yield to a motion to ad- 
ourn: 
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Mr, TELLER. I will, of course. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Letthe Senator from Colorado finish. 

Mr. TELLER. Or I will finssh the reading of this, but Ido not 
want it acted upon and I do not intend that it shall be acted upon 
to-night. Now I wish to read a letter from Nathan Kimball: 

OaGpDEN, UTAH, October 24, 1893. 

Srr: [had the honor to command the First Division, Fourth Army Corps, 
Army of the Cumberland, at the battle of Nashville, on the 15th and 18th 
days of December, 1864, and in the capture of Montgomery Hill on the Lith, 
containing 12 Napoleon guns—the apex of the rebel position. The Twenty- 
first Dlinois Veteran Volunteer Infantry was in the rear line of battle when 
the charge was ordered. 

That it was in the front line when the hill was captured; that during the 
charge the color-bearer of that regiment was severely wounded, and that 
Sergt. J. W. Wham took the colors, carried them forward, and planted them 
upon the works; if not absolutely the first to be planted, they were certainly 
very nearly so. And I earnestly recommend that for this gallant act he be 
awarded the Congressional medal of honor. 

Very respectfully, 
NATHAN KIMBALL, 
Late Brigadier and Brevet Major-General, 
Commanding First Division, Fourth Corps, Army of the Cumberland, 
Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR, 
Washington, D. C. 


Here is another by the same officer: 
OGDEN, UTAH, October 24, 1892 


Sir: I had the honor to command the First Division, Fourth Army Corps, 
Army of the Cumberland,in the battle at Franklin, Tenn., on the 30th day 
of November, 1864. The Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Veteran Volunteer 
Infantry was in my division and took a prominent part in that battle. The 
regiment was noted for its daring gallantry. 

My attention is called to the daring and gallant act of Sergt. Joseph W. 
Wham, afterwards first lieutenant of Company G, Twenty-first Illinois In- 
fantry, who, at the risk of his own life and in the face of aclose and direct 
fire from the enemy at short range, jumped over the breastworks to the res- 
cue of his comrade, James Hillham, who had been shot and fel! outside of our 
lines. Sergeant Wham lifted him up and carried him inside of our lines 

For this daring and successful act in going to his comrade’s rescue 1 with 
pleasure do earnestly commend him to the favorable consideration of the 
Secretary of War, and recommend that a medal of honor be granted him. 

Very respectfully, 
NATHAN KIMBALL, 
Late Brigadier and Brevet Major-General, 
Commanding First Division, Fourth Corps, Army of the Cumberland. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR, 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
orado a question? _ 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understood him to say that the 
sentence of the court-martial was that Major Wham should be 
suspended, until the time of his retirement, on half pay. 

Mr. PROCTOR. He was sentenced to be dismissed. 

Mr. TELLER. But the court unanimously recommended him 
to the mercy of the President. Then the President mitigated it 
in that way. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ifthe President should retire him 
he would get three-fourths pay. 

Mr. TELLER. He does not care whether he gets three-fourths 
pay or full pay. He feels that there has been an injustice done 
him, and so dohis friends. It isnot aquestion with Major Wham 
of dollars and cents. We is not putting his character and his 
honor up for sale in that way. All he wants is that he shall be 
let alone; and if the President of the United States does not see fit 
to reinstate him, he wunts to stand upon this record that he made 
here. He does not believe, nor do I believe, nor do any of his 
friends believe, that that indignity ought to be put upon him, as 
we believe it would beif this bill passes. Otherwise this particu- 
lar provision of the bill would not be insisted upon as it is being 
insisted upon. 

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE, UNITED STATES SOLDIERS’ Home, 
Washington, D. C., November 1, 1893. 

I certify that I know Capt. Harrison Black, and also know Capt. James W. 
Duncan, late of Twenty-first Ilinois Volunteers, and that I am intimately 
acquainted with Nathan Kimball, late brigadier-general, brevet major-gen- 
eral of volunteers, and I have the fullest confidence in their statements of 
the bravery and gallantry of Sergeant Wham, now Major Wham, at the bat- 
tles of Franklin and Nashville, andIdo hereby recommend him for the medal 


of honor. A 
D. K. STANLEY, 
Brigadier-General and Brevet Major-General, U.S. A. 


May I ask the Senator from Col- 


I wish to say that if the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cut- 
LOM] were here he would relieve me of any of this duty, and prob- 
ably the junior Senator from [llinois {[Mr. Mason] would also, 
although I might have said something in defense of the Major on 
my own behalf, because I have a very strong feeling that he has 
been badly treated and is being badly treated, and is liable to con- 
tinue to be badly treated. 

[am not going to read all of what follows, but here is a peti- 
tion from people in Illinois. It is signed by a large number of 
members of Congress and members of the legislature and State 
officials to the extent, I should say, of thirty or forty. I wish to read 
what it says. I will not undertake to read the names, but I will 
say that there are the names of a great many members of Con- 
gress whom I have known. Some of them are still in the public 
service and some of them are out, Hopkins is here; CANNON is 
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here, MASON was a member and is now a Senator, CULLOM is in 
this body. They signed this petition: 

SPRINGFIELD, ILL., January —, 1890. 
the PRESIDENT: 
W-e most earnestly ask the appointment of Maj. J. W. Wham, paymaster, 
l’. S. A., as Paymaster-General of the Army. He was a soldier in Grant's 
old regiment, and participated with that regiment in thirteen battles. 

Years atter, when the young and stalwart soldier had reached mature 
manhood, and had been intrusted with many responsibilities by his old colo- 
nel, who, meantime, had won the highest honor of earth (President of the 
great Republic), was, finally, March 3, 1877, honored by him with the appoint- 
ment of paymaster, which was probably the last official act of the great 
commander's illustrious career. 

Immediately after the battle of Stone Rivera Department order was issued 
requiring five privates to be selected “who were most distinguished for 
bravery, enterprise, endurance, soldierly conduct, and skill in the use of 
arms.” Private Wham wasone of the menselected. At Franklin he bounded 
over the works and, amidst the most terrible battle of modern times, went to 
the assistance of a fallen comrade. At Nashville, a few days later, in the 
charge on Montgomery Hill, his regiment started in the rear line of battle, 
swept to the front,and its colors were the first planted on the apex of the 
rebel position, placed by him, though not of the color guard; and recently 
among the lonely mountains of Arizona when attacked by banditti he de 
fended his trust until his little escort had sustained the heaviest casualty 
list ever historically reported,every soldier but one who remained with him 
in the vicinity of the treasure box being wounded. 


I desire to say that some of his enemies around the War De- 
partment have attempted to make it appear that in this action 
this man, who rendered such service in the war, showed the white 
feather; but it is not true. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. ’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwas chairman of the Committee on Claims 
when the bill was introduced to reimburse Major Wham for the 
money he lost on that occasion. He was overwhelmed, I gave 
the whole transaction very careful investigation and reported in 
favor of the bill, and it passed both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. Did the Senator find anything discreditable? 

Mr. SPOONER. On the contrary, we found that he did every- 
thing that could be expected of a brave man having in charge 
funds of the Government. 

Mr. TELLER. I am very glad the Senator has said that, be- 
cause it saves my taking up that phase of the case. Thecase was 


T 


examined by the proper committee, and it was found that he was | 


not to blame, and, as was said, we paid the money. I will not 
waste any time on that point. 

It was such yeoman service as this which kept our flag in the air and our 
nation on the map of the world. 

There can be no just comparison of such service with that rendered in 
the safe and comfortable seclusion of an office located far from the sound of 
battle 


Every cent of the vast amount intrusted to him for disbursement has 
been properly accounted for. 

That is signed by the adjutant-general of Illinois, captains, 
colonels, members of the House, members of the Senate, or those 
who are now members; and I think that makesa case. I will say 
nothing more until I have heard from the committee. If the 
committee have any defense for this proceeding I want to hear it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CARTER. I trust the Senator will withhold that motion 
for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mont withhold his motion? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it is manifest that this bill, with 
all pending amendments, can be now disposed of within some 
reasonable time. The debate has gone along from day to day with 
considerable indulgence and with very little method. It does not 
appear that any Senator desires to address himself formally to the 
provisions of the bill. Some criticisms are being made from time 
to time with reference to certain provisions and amendments pro- 
posed, but I do not know of any Senator who is preparing a 
speech which he desires to deliver at some future time. I think 
it must be obvious to all Senators that it is the duty of this body 
to dispose of the bill at the earliest practical date. 


Does the Senator from Ver- 


Ve have, I think, i 2 Paci i ll-fitted trans s for | : : : ; ‘ 
We Saves, 5 CASES, Ss She SEDs See wee Sates Seanapeste Sex | fix the time to come here at 9 o'clock in the morning, if they want 


troops. Those transports, if started at an early date in the work 
of transporting to the Philippines the troops which we hope to 
have raised under the bill, according to its provisions, and then 
in bringing back volunteers, may, without the employment of 
special transports under contract, complete the work of substitut- 
ing new recruits for our army in the Philippines before the 1st 
of July. If, on the other hand, we delay the passage of this bill, 
it is quite probable that we will be commie. in order to have 
substitutes for the volanteers and regulars entitled to discharge 
on the ist of July, to employ special transports. 

It is not in the per diem allowed for the special transports that 
so much expense will be incurred, although each transport usually 
costs a large sum per day, but in the fitting up of the transports 
to carry the men and their provisions great expense will be in- 
curred. Ido not believe it is overstating the mark to say that 
each day's delay in the passage of the pending bill will involve an 
additional expense upon the Government of at least $500,000. 


| on the reorganization. We have yielded that. 


| children are dead and gone. 








Mr. COCKRELL. That would havea great deal of influence 
if said right at the beginning of the session of the Senate, when 
everybody could hear it, but when only a few are here I am 
afraid it will not have its weight. 

Mr. CARTER. I trust it will have its weight with those who 
are here, although the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri is 
very pertinent, there being but a few Senators present. My idea 
was at this time to ask unanimous consent for the fixing of an 
hour or a day when a vote shall be taken. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (to Mr. CARTER). 
morning. 

Mr. CARTER, But in view of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Missouri, I will defer making the request until to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word about fixing a time. I 
will not agree, so far as | am concerned, to fixing atime. If the 
Senator wants to meet here at 11 o'clock or 10 o’clock, or to stay 
at night, I will be with him; I will not make any fuss. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let us adjourn until 11 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not care what you do about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us adjourn till 11. 

Mr. TELLER, Iam opposed, on a bill of this kind, to putting 
the time for voting down toa day certain. If this is a pressing 
case, let the party that controls the Senate fix the time for the 
debate and let the debate go on. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator desires to put it upon a purely 
partisan basis, the party in the Senate is in charge of the Senator 
trom Colorado if he desires to obstruct the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. That is a gratuitous insult on the part of the 
Senator. He knows I do not intend to obstruct this bill. 

Mr. CARTER. I merely suggested that the Senator's re- 
mark—— 

Mr. TELLER. I said I am willing to come here. 

Mr. CARTER. I merely suggested that the Senator’s remark 
as to its being a party measure ought not to have been made, 

Mr. TELLER. It is a party measure, Mr. President. 

Mr. CARTER. It is a national measure, Mr. President. 

Mr. SCOTT. It is a patriotic measure. 

Mr. CARTER. It is reported here by the unanimous report of 
a committee composed of members of both political parties. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care how it is reported. 

Mr. CARTER. Icare how itis reported. It is the best effort 
that could be made upon a scientific basis to present a bill for the 


Ask it to-morrow 


| reorganization of the Army of the United States; and if the Sena- 


tor from Colorado desires to make of this bill a partisan measure 
pure and simple, and to discuss it from that basis, he will, I think, 
have difficulty in getting a following in this Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not discussed it for a singie moment from 
a partisan standpoint; butif the party in power here feel that this 
is so urgent, then let them change the hour of our meeting. That 
is allIsaid. I will not retort to the Senator from Montana—— 

Mr. CARTER. There is nothing to retort to. 

Mr. TELLER. I will simply say that I have spent not a min- 
ute, nor has anybody else on our side who is opposed to the bill, 
What we have 
been complaining about and what we object to is the great Army 
that you are creating. I have said nothing about the reorganiza- 
tion. The two things are different, and because this isa good bill 
for reorganization the Senator is not going to close my mouth. 
He is not going to frighten me by saying it will cost $500,000 a day 
or $5,000,000 or any other sum. 

If we adopt this policy, it will cost millions and millions when I 
am dead and gone, and when he is, and our children and grand- 
I propose to debate it not from a 
political standpoint, as the Senator says, and my reference to par- 
tisanship was simply that his party have the power, they can fix 
the time, and if they think there is unnecessary delay, which they 
have no right to say, because there has not been. To-day your 
side has taken as much time as the other side, surely. They may 


to. for all I care. 

Mr. CARTER. In conformity with the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator, I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair desires to lay before 
the Senate certain bills from the House, Will the Senator from 
South Dakota withdraw his motion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I withdraw it for that purpose. 


AUGUSTUS R. ROLLINS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3642) restor- 
ing the pension of Augustus R. Rollins, alias Rhenault A. Rollins, 
which was to amend the title so as to read ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Augustus R. Rollins, alias Rhenault A. Rollins.” 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL DORNON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- | 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3342) granting | 


a pension to Samuel Dornon, which was in line 8, to strike out all 
after ‘‘ month” down to and including ‘‘ receiving” in line 9. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the) 


amendment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ELIZA L. REESE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2729) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza L. Reese. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment and request a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, 
GALLINGER, Mr. SHoup, and Mr. TALIAFERRO were appointed. 

JAMES A. THOMAS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2432) granting 
an increase of pension to James A. Thomas. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment and request a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
GALLINGER, Mr. Soup, and Mr, TALIAFERRO were appointed. 


AMERICUS V. RICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- | 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.3890) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Americus V. Rice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment and request a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 


ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. | 


GALLINGER, Mr, QUARLES, and Mr. KENNEY were appointed. 
GEORGE G. KEMP. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

Tn compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 8th instant (the House 
of Representatives concurring), I return herewith the bill of the Senate No. 
1226, entitled “‘An act granting an increase of pension to George G. Kemp.” 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 1/, 1901. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Vermont, that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 55 minutes | 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 
15, 1901, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MonpDay, January 14, 1901. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
REPRINT OF PUBLIC ACTS, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that there 
be a reprint of public act No. 185 and public act No. 4—5,000 
copies. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read these two numbers by 
their titles, so the House may know what it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Public No. 184 (July 6,1900), an act to ratify an agreement with the Indians 
ot the Fort Hall Reservation, in Idaho, and making appropriations to carry 
the same into effect. 

Public No.4 (January 4, 1901), anact making appropriation pean 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
for other purposes. ; 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


yurgent 
901, and 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
Chair hears none, and the order is accordingly made, 


REPORT OF POSTAL COMMISSION, 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present to the House tho 
| report of the Joint Postal Commission appointed under act of 
| June 30, 1898, to investigate the question of railway mail pay and 
| the postal service generally. I ask that the same be printed; and 
| further ask unanimous consent that Senator CHANDLER, who is 
| absent, may be permitted to file his views within twenty days, if 
| he so desire. 


he 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
California if a bill accompanies the report? 

Mr. LOUD. There is no bill, Mr. Speaker, accompanying the 
| report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California submits the 
| report of what is known as the Postal Commission, and asks that 
| it be printed, and that Senator CHANDLER have twenty days to 
| file his views. Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
| self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| Union for the further consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
| state of the Union for the further consideration of the river and 
| harbor bill. 
| Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to withhold 
| that motion for a moment, until I can make some arrangement 
| for District business, this being District day. 

Mr. BURTON. I yield to the gentleman’s request. 

| Mr. BABCOCK. The District Committee, Mr. Speaker. does 
| 








not desire to interfere with the appropriations or the business of 
| the House, and would ask that it may be in order to call up 
District business next Monday, subject to any matters that may 
come up under suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER, Pending the motion of the gentleman from 
| Ohio, the gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of the Committee 

on the District of Columbia, asks unanimous consent, this being 
| District of Columbia day, that a week from to-day be set apart 
| for the consideration of matters from the District Committee, 
| subject to matters called up under suspension of the rules. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. a 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hopxins in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, pursuant to the direction of the 
House, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13189) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
recognized. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, I protest against appro- 
| priations for great national projects which will confer great na- 
| tional benefits being charged to the account of individual States. 
During the debate upon the pending bill attention has been called 
to the large appropriations which will go to certain States. It 
has been said that Massachusetts will receive a large sum by the 
provisions of this bill. I wish to say that a very large proportion 
of the amount appropriated for Massachusetts items is for the im- 
provement of Boston Harbor. Does anyone contend that Massa- 
chusetts is to be benefited exclusively from such an expenditure? 
Less than 10 per centof the cargoes carried from Boston Harbor 
| by our great steamers consists of local shipments from the city of 
| Boston. More than 90 per cent comes from the West and the 

South. This proposed improvement will aid the producers of the 
| whole country and be a national benefit. It is largely the great 
increase of our export trade which has brought prosperity to our 
| 


gentleman from Massachusetts is 


people and happiness to our homes. Wewant to increase our ex- 

port trade. If we are to control the markets of the world we 
| should make every effort to put our goods into those markets at 
| the lowest possible price. Therefore diminution of the cost of 
transportation becomes a factor of great importance. It is the 
increase in the size of our steamers which has brought about a 
decrease in the cost of transportation, and it is because of such 
increase in size that our harbors must be provided with wider and 
deeper channels. 

Twenty-five years ago steamers sailing frorh our Atlantic ports 
were of 2,500 tons weight, from 300 to 400 feet long, and drew from 
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18 to 20 feet of water. Then the rates of freight were from 16 to | 
20 cents a bushel for grain and other freight in that proportion. 

Ten years passed by and the steamers were of double the size, 
with a capacity of 5,000 tons weight. Rates of freight were re- 
duced 50 per cent. Instead of 16 to 20 cents a bushel for grain, 
the rate was from 8 to 10 cents. To-day there are steamers of 
over 10,000 tons weight, over 600 feet long, and drawing 32 feet 
of water. Asa direct consequence, freight rates were again re- | 
duced and are to-day one-quarter of the rate which existed in 1875, 
so that grain can be shipped to Liverpool at 5 cents per bushel. 
The producers of cotton in the South pay from 50 cents to $1 per 
bale instead of from two and one-half to three dollars. The cost 
of transportation for cattle, provisions, and all kinds of freight has 
been decreased in proportion. If wehaveagreatsurplus of grain, 
the prices we get for the surplus fixes the price for the whole crop. 
It needs little argument to show that it is the producer who gets 
the benefit of a decrease in the cost of transportation. It isin the 
interest of the whole people that Boston be made a port of the 
first class, It is 180 miles nearer Liverpool than any of the ports 
of the South. There are no terminalcharges, and freight is taken 
from the car to the ships as cheaply as it can be done anywhere. 

It can not be truthfully said that partiality has been shown to 
the port of Boston. Since 1825 about $4,000,000 has been 
appropriated by the General Government, while the State itself 
has expended nearly $3,000,000 in supplementing that work. 
The last river and harbor bill carried an authorization of 
$7,000,000 for New York. Six or seven millions have been expended 
at Philadelphia, over five millions at Savannah, and over eight 
millions at Galveston. I do not mention these appropriations be- 
cause we begrudge them. They were made to aid in the develop- 
ment of the commerce of the whole country, and Massachusetts 
has shared in the benefit. More than $40,000,000 have been 
expended upon the Great Lakes. Who can overestimate the 
benefit the people of this country have received in dollars and 
cents. Theappropriations in the pending bill for the West Nebish 
Channel and the Detroit River, for the harbors at Cleveland and 

suffalo, should not be charged to the account of any locality. 
Part of those appropriations should be charged to Massachusetts. 
It is for our advantage that the marvelous tide of commerce now 
sweeping across the Great Lakes should grow greater and greater, 
and it is for the interests of that region that Boston should be 
supplied with the channel facilities of a harbor of the first class. 

The amount of this appropriation is not large when the impor- 
tance of this port is considered and the volume of business trans- 
acted. The tonnage is large, and the imports and exports for the 
yearending June 30, 1900, amounted to $184,500,000, andthe amount | 
of revenue collected in that year was $15,871,848. The present 
depth of the channel in Boston Harbor is but 27 feet. As the | 
steamers are steadily increasing in sizeand draft, a depth of 35 feet 
is necessary to afford safe ingress and egress. The resolution in 
the emergency river and harbor act called for channels 2,000 feet 
wide. The project has been modified so that the width in the | 
outer harbor shall be 1,500 feet and in the inner harbor only 1,200 | 
feet. This was done because of the great increase in cost caused | 
by the underlying ledges which occur irregularly all over the har- 
bor. Such channels are not as wide as was wished, but it is be- 
lieved they will make Boston Harbor a port of the first class and 
enable it to take rank with the great seaports of the world. I ask 
the House to vote for the appropriation recommended by the com- | 
mittee because it is just and right. 

And now a word about some of the other Massachusetts items. 
There is an appropriation of $200,000 for the harbor of refuge at | 
Sandy Bay, situated at the extremity of Cape Ann, which has | 
been called the Hatteras of the New England coast. Surely it can 
not be said that this project is for the exclusive benefit of Massa- 
chusetts. Seventy thousand boats passed that point in a single 
year. You remember theill-fated Portland. She wentdownwith | 
every soul on board. The keeper at Thatcher Island light saw | 
the Portland off Cape Ann that dreadful night. She could have | 
been saved with the 200 people on board had this harbor been com- 
pleted. Well dothe engineers in their report speak of itasa great 
national harbor of refuge. There is an appropriation of $150,000 | 
for the harbor at Fall River. Fall River is the largest cotton man- 
ufacturing city of the United States. The commerce amounts to 
over $130,000,000 a year. It certainly is wise legislation and in the | 
interest of all the people to aid the development of so great a com- 
merce. One other appropriation I will mention, that for Glou- | 
cester. The Government has started the construction of a break- 
water, to complete which would have taken about $600,000, We 
have authorized the completion of a modified project, at a cost of 
$302,000. It was necessary that this should be done. Thirty-one | 
boats have been wrecked upon that submerged breakwater. Inits | 
present condition if is a constant menace to human life and to | 
property. Thecommittee could do nothing else but order itscom- 

yletion. Theother Massachusetts items were carefully considered 

- the committee. If there is one which can not stand the test of 
merit, let it go out of the bill. I do not fear the closest scrutiny. 
I invite it. 


The Committee on Rivers and Harbors has striven earnestly and 


| tirelessly to construct a bill which would be fair to all sections 
| and aid in the development of the commerce of the whole coun- 


try. In our committee room political lines have not been drawn, 
Sectionalism has had no part. I know Massachusetts would have 
been treated fairly if the consideration of its items had been left 
to the Southern Democrats, who represent the minority upon the 
committee. General CATCHINGS, of Mississippi, who was for two 
terms its chairman, has made a reputation for fairness. His re- 
tirement from Congress is a loss, not alone to his section, but to 
New England. It has been said that large appropriations go to 
Ohio. If so, it is because such appropriations are proper and 
right. I believe with perfect sincerity that the chairman of this 
committee would turn down a project without merit from his own 


| State more quickly than one from any other part of the country. 


He has the confidence of his committee for the very reason that he 
has the confidence of the House, because he is able, because he 
is patient and thorough and honest and fair. The committee’s 
task was notaneasyone. The engineers have recommended proj- 
ects which call for expenditures of $400,000,000. This bill pro- 
vides for an expenditure of $60,000,000. The committee has done 
the best it could. It has tried to be fair. I believeits bill will be 
indorsed by the House and receive the approval of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE- 
NOR] is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to discuss the 
general features of this bill. On one of the days of this debate, 
during the progress of the speech of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. CusHMAN], I thought certain language of his could 
be interpreted to convey a meaning which I felt sure at the time 
he did not mean to convey, and observing, as I thought, that he 
was entirely master of the questions that he was debating, I 
sought to call his attention to what I believed to be a misunder- 
standing in order that he might correct himself if I was right, for 
I could not believe that he intended to make the statement which 
I understood him to make. I have had furnished to me by the 
official reporter the language of the gentleman to which I refer, 


| and which I will have placed in the REcoRD with my present re- 


marks: 


Now, | wish to call attention to one or two items of appropriation that have 
been made on the Columbia River. In the first place, there has been ex- 
pended between the city of Portland and the Columbia River $160,000 at one 
time, $155,000 at another time, $190,000 at another time, and the present bill 
increases the amount to about $830,000. Now, the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army makes some statements regarding the expenditures at 
the mouth of the Columbia River. In the first place, the former appropri- 
ations for the mouth of the Columbia River have been about $2,225,000. When 


| they started in spending money on the mouth of the Columbia River they had 


31 feet of water. After they had spent three-quarters of a million of dollars 
they took another sounding and they then had 28 feet of water. Then they 
spent three-quarters of a million more, and now they have 24 feet of water. 


| The question now resolves itself into one of arithmetical proportion. If we 


have spent over $5,000,000 between the city of Portland and the sea to produce 
a deep channel and we have 7 feet less water now than we had when we 
started, how much water shall we have when we have spent $5,000,000 more? 

Now, all over this State of Oregon you will find appropriations made. 
Gentlemen have said that they must be guided to a certain extent by the 
recommendations made by the Chief of Engineers. I make the statement on 


| the floor of this House that in one locality in the State of Oregon they got 


140 per cent of what was recommended. [|Laughter.] Iam perfectly willing 
to have anybody deny that statement if it is not true. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CusHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand there was a project which was recommended 
by a former Congress and an appropriation provided for it which would have 


| made possible the navigation of the Snake and the Upper Columbia, thereby 


giving the people of Idaho and Washington and the adjacent States some 
benefit from the great appropriations that have been made at the mouth of 
the river. What did the committee do with that project? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Ah, exactly; that is the very proposition that I have been 
talking about, which is the amendment that we have been trying to get for 
twenty-five years at The Dalles. Up to the present time all this money has 
been expended between Portland and the sea and benefits Portland only, because 
the river above Portland is absolutely impassable. They have spent $5,400,000 
at the present time down here, which makes $5!. for every man, woman, and baby 
in the city of Portland, Oreg., and the only commerce that benefits is the com- 


| merce directly between Portiand and the sea. The people who reside up here 


[referring to the map] have to ship their grain by rail down to Portland, The 
railroad companies charge them as much, or practically as much, for trans- 
porting it from eastern Washington to Portland or the Columbia River as 
they do for transporting it from this point 2,000 miles east to the city of Chi- 
cago. It has been the dream of the farmers of that region for forty years to 


| be permitted to load their wheat on barges in the Columbia River and take 


it down to market the cheapest way to carry their products to market, and 


| every time any man has gone over into that country he has gue ised that the 


next Congress was going to make an appropriation for the Columbia River, but 


| when we come on the floor of the House the chairman of the committee says it 


sounds like one of the dreams of Jules Verne. 

Mr. Grosvenor. If the gentleman from Washington will allow me—— 

Mr. CUSHMAN. With very great pleasure. 

Mr. Grosvenor. If the gentleman will go a little further back in the record 
of the appropriations by Congress, I think he will modify his statement in 
regard to the failure of the appropriations for the Columbia River above the 
city of Portland; or,in other words, not above the city of Portland, which 
is not on the Columbia River, but on the Willamette River. And, further- 
more, I think the gentleman will find quite large appropriations made on 
the Willamette River to promote the navigation up into the very valley 
about which the gentleman has been talking, as high up, pate 8s, as Salem, 
in the State of Oregon. Furthermore, the gentleman will find large appro- 
priations which were expended, with what result I can not state. 

Mr. CusHMAN. Now, I would advise you to print thatspeech in the Recorp. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, my friend, I am only trying to suggest to you—I 
have some pride in the former history of this committee. 


~——} 
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Mr. CusHMAN. Well, I have some pride in this speech, and you are destroy- 
it. 
eo Grosvenor. You will find very large appropriations for The Dalles. 
I guess they did not do any good, but they were expended there—very large 
appropriations. 7 : 
Mr. CUSHMAN. The Chair has advised me that I have only two or three 
minutes yet remaining. I think I can conclude in a very few minutes. 


The portion of the gentleman’s speech to which I desired to call 
his attention at the time, in a spirit of pure friendship and with a 
view that he might restate his direct purpose in some of the lan- 
guage which he used, is the following: 


Up to the present time all this money has been expended between Port- 
land and the sea, and benefits Portland only, because the river above Port- 
land is absolutely impassable. They have spent $5,400,000 at the present 
time down here, which makes $54 for every man, woman, and baby in the 
city of Portland, Oreg., and the only commerce that benefits is the commerce 
directly between Portland and the sea. The people who reside up here [re- 
ferring to the map} have to ship their grain by rail down to Portland. 


Going forward, the gentleman made some further statements in 


the same direction, and then he proceeded to say, as I understood | 


him, that candidates for Congress had ‘* promised that the next Con- 
gress was going to make an appropriation for the Columbia River; 
but when we come on the floor of the House the chairman of the 
committee says it sounds like one of the dreams of Jules Verne.” 

At that point I sought to interrupt him and he informed me 
that there was danger that my interruption might spoil his speech, 
and he declined to be interrupted. 

Having been myself for eight years a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and having studied the special and 
peculiar nomenclature of the rivers in Washington and some of the 
other objects of appropriation, I remember very accurately some 
of the appropriations that we made at that time. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I inquire what century the gentleman 
is referring to? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It wasthe century in which my friend had 
probably better have terminated his political career. | Laughter. | 

I addressed a letter to the War Department with the view 
simply of making a correction, with no idea of any criticism of 
the gentleman; and I received from the Chief of Engineers, Gen- 
eral Wilson, a letter which I will put in the RECORD in connec- 
tion with my remarks, together with his statement of the amount 
of money which wasexpended during the time when I was a mem- 
ber of that committee (with the exception of a single appropria- 
tion) upon the stretch of rivers up the Columbia Valley above the 
mouth of the Willamette. 

Now, all members of Congress are supposed to know that the 
city of Portland is situated onthe Willamette River, and not on 
the Columbia, just a few miles above the mouth of that river; 





and I asked for the appropriations on the Willamette River above | 


Portland, and for the appropriations on the Columbia River above 
the mouth of the Willamette. H ere is the report: 








\Date of! 
first 
appro- 

pria- | 


Amount. 


| 
Upper Columbia and Snake rivers, from Celilo to the | 


Snake and up the Snake to Asotin.................-.-.. 1872 | $284,851.92 
Columbia River, at Three-mile Rapids (including $20,- | 

000 for survey and construction of boat railway from | | 

ee Ss 0s CRED IIB) «co vce acccce ocncec cecdce cadens } 1892 29, 708.51 
Columbia River, at the Cascades........................-- | 1876 3, 697, 348. 26 


That is one of the points above the mouth of the Willamette, 
and is an improvement intended to give the great navigation of 
the mighty Columbia River to the people of the State of Washing- 
ton. 








Operating and care of canal at the Cascades, Columbia 
Sr NED 9 ind apcnds eabie dimouleasedego> uuakelns 1896 18, 948. 26 

Columbia River,from Vancouver to the mouth of the 

NG cnn in ath vinicnnialsanottestiekentaat. ae 94,540.98 
Columbia River at The Dalles, Celilo Falls, and Three- 

mile and Ten-mile rapids (survey) .............-... ----| 1888 11, 830. 51 
Columbia River, Rock Island Rapids to Priest Rapids : 

(including appropriation of $10,000 for survey) .-.. ..-- 1890 61, 994. 80 
Columbia River, Rock Island Rapids to Foster Creek 

ka nc ween | 1894 | 8, 005. 20 
Willamette River above Portland and Yamhill River, 

DP ..Utukedel ehh erating itisd beste Mimneontnaasvact Ietk 429,781.83 
Long Tom River, Oregon (tributary of the Willamette).| 1899 8, 000. 00 
Snake River between Seven Devils mining district and | 1892 40), 500. 00 


PINON UNOUNIU . sev qesane cucdeseecuetukederceae sevver | 





Making a total for the two rivers—above the mouth of the Wil- 
lamette on the Columbia Valley and above Portland on the Willa- 
mette Valley—of $4,680,510. 27. 

All this had been done primarily for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Columbia River, in the interest of developing 
the resources of the State of Washington; and I considered it then 
and I consider it now one of the most important works in the 
Western country. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that, in the coming years, 
the full appreciation of Congress will be given to the importance 





of that mighty river, and ample appropriations made for the devel- 
opment of it in the interest of that region of country. 

I only wanted to have the opportunity of saying this, as I stated 
before, because on the former occasion to which I have referred, 
and when I made an effort to interrupt the gentleman from Wash- 
ington, I was not permitted todoso. I desire now to put this on 


| record in vindication of the reputation of the Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors with reference to the appropriations by Congress for 
this work. [Applause. | 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire the attention of the 
committee for a very few minutes, as | am anxious that the very 


| distinguished and able chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors shall have just as much of the time remaining as possible 
in which to close the general debate. I take the floor, therefore, 
only to call the attention of the committee to a few considerations 
which I think perhaps have escaped the attention of members in 
this discussion. 

The objections to this bill, Mr. Chairman, as I have been able 
to gather them from the remarks of members on the floor of the 
House, group themselves into three distinct classes. One set of 
gentlemen object to the bill on the ground that it is a discrimina- 
tion in favor of certain States or sections of the country and 
against others. 

Another set of gentlemen criticise the bill on the ground that 
it is not broad and national enough in its character, and carries 
too many projects of purely local interest and importance; and 
still another set of gentlemen criticise it on the further ground 
that it does not carry certain projects which are of purely local 
interest and importance. 

The last group of criticisms I hope may be considered as justly 
made. Indeed, I think, and I am giad to be able to say so, it will 
be found that they are more justly made as to this measure than 
they have been as to any other river and harbor bill that has been 
reported to this House for many years. 

The other two groups or classes of objections, however, I desire 
to notice briefly, and the first is to the partiality of the committee 
in the distribution of these appropriations. 

The other day the gentleman from Washington [Mr. CusHMAN]} 
made a speech here which I thought at the time had two objects 
in view: First, to attract the attention of the House and command 
its applause, by giving it amusement and entertainment if not in- 
struction, and, second, to make a speech for home consumption 
which would increase the gentleman's well-deserved importance 
and popularity with his own people. Certainly he succeeded in 
the first of these objects, and nobody hopes more than I do that he 
will succeed in the second. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
CUSHMAN] called attention particularly to, and used as object les- 
sons for the establishment of the propositions advanced by him, 
the appropriations made, as he said, for the State of Ohio, and the 
appropriations made for the State of Michigan. 

Now, ! desire to take the figures for those two States as they ap- 
pear in this bill and ask the attention of the committee to them 
briefly. And I wish to say in this connection that these figures 
show that the bill, so far from providing for appropriations of 
local interest and importance, is general in character and is for 
the improvement of the great waterways and lines of travel and 
for the benefit of all the great interests of the country. 

The gentleman spread before the House a map of the State of 
Ohio, with large figures displayed upon it, showing that the ap- 
propriations carried by this bill for that State exceeded $5,000,000 
in amount, and gave it as an evidence of the partiality of the 


| chairman of the committee for his own State. 


But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman failed to notice, or, if he did 
notice it, failed to call the attention of the Ho use to the fact that 
of the $6,000,000 so appropriated, as he said, to Ohio—and he 
will find on examination this to be a fact—$2,350,000 were appro- 
priated for the improvement of the Ohio River alone. Surely no 
member of the House can claim for a moment that the improve- 
ment of the Ohio River is a local improvement or for the benefit 
alone of the State of Ohio. 

If there is a great national highway in this country it is the 
Ohio River. The appropriations on this river benefit not alone 
the State of Ohio, but the States of West Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, and all those States bordering the 
Ohio River and the Mississippi River to its mouth. 

As to the other appropriations carried for the State of Ohio, with 
the exception alone of Muskingum River, for which there was the 
paltry sum of $10,300 appropriated, all were for the improvement 
of the great harbors along the southern coast of Lake Erie— 
Cleveland, with its commerce of more than 7,000,000 tons (let any 
member figure out the number of ships that it will take to carry 
that enormous tonnage); Ashtabula, with its tonnage of more than 
4,500,000 tons; Conneaut, with its tonnage of more than 2,500,000 
tons; Fairport, with its tonnage of nearly 2,000,000 tons, and other 
ports which might be named. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these ports along the southern coast of Lake 
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Erie are great gathering points for the products which come down 
from the upper lakes to be distributed as far east as Boston and 
as far south as West Virginia and Maryland; for let it be known, 





if it is not already known, that a very large part of the grain | 


which comes down from the upper lakes finds its ocean port at 
the city of Baltimore, and the iron ore that comes down from the 
upper lakes finds its use not only in the State of Ohio, but also in 
the States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, and West 
Virginia. 

So that these ports can in no sense be considered as local and 
important only to the State of Ohio. They are national in their 
character, and the entire country receives the benefit in decreased 
freight rates and in the decreased cost of the enormous quantities 
and myriad forms of iron and steel which are used all over the 
country. 

And so with the grain which finds its points of shipments East, 


after passing over the lakes and connecting channels, at these | 


ports. The benefit of this great waterway can in part be realized 
when we recollect that a bushel of wheat is carried from Duluth 
to Buffalo, a distance of about a thousand miles, for about one- 
third, and sometimes much less, of whatit takes to bring a bushel 
of wheat from Fargoto Duluth (and there are competing railroads 
between these points), a distance of about 250 miles. 


Now, when we come to the State of Michigan, what do we find? | 


The gentleman from Washington exhibits here a map of the State 
of Michigan, with large figures marked upon it, showing, as he 
says, appropriations for that State of more than $7,000,000. Let 
us examine these figures. 

If the members of this House will call to mind the map of the 
United States, they will find along the northern border of Michi- 
gan what is known asthe St. Marys River, between Michigan and 
Canada, a natural water highway connecting Lake Superior with 
Lake Huron. Of the $7,000,000 and over which the gentleman 
mentioned, four and a half million dollars have been appropriated 
for this river. 

If gentlemen will come a little farther down, they will find the 
‘ $t. Clair Flats Canal, for which in this bill is carried an appropri- 
ation of $330,000, If they will come a little farther down they 
will find the Detroit River, for which is carried in this bill an 
appropriation, cash and deferred, of $1,750,000. 

Besides these appropriations there are two or three small ap- 

yropriations for certain harbors of refuge in which the State of 

Michigan is not interested locally at all, but in which the great 
commerce of the national highway is interested as harbors of 
refuge for the many vessels which ply along those waters. So 
we find that of the $7,500,000 which the gentleman charged to the 
State of Michigan, $6,630,000 are properly chargeable to this great 
national waterway. 

The importance of the St. Marys River can not well be exagger- 
ated, when weconsider the country to which it furnishes a means 


of transportation. All that country which finds its nearest lake | 


shipping port at Duluth and Superior, including all of the States 
of Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, 
Colorado, and even extending as far west as the State of the gen- 
tleman from Washington himself, and parts of the States of Wis- 
consin, lowa, Kansas, and Nebraska. 

All the products coming from this vast territory find their near- 
est lake shipping port at the harbors of Duluth and Superior. 
All the grain which comes from the great grainery of the North- 
west, and almost all the iron ore from the great mines of Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, find their line of transportation 
along that route. And all the heavy freights going West also find 
their way along this same line, 

So that, Mr. Chairman, there goes through this one St. Marys 
River in seven months of one year—mark the figures—about as 
much tonnage as goes through the Suez Canal, carrying the com- 
merce of Europe and Asia, in three full years. 

A few years ago Senator Davis astonished the country by say- 
ing that there was as much tonnage through that river as through 
the Suez Canal in one year. 

Now it has gone to that point where there is as much tonnage 
there in seven months as goes through the Suez Canal in three 
years. And when we come down to the Detroit River and theSt. 
Clair Flats Canal, we find in addition all that tonnage which finds 
its nearest lake shipping portat the great city of Chicago, making 
with that coming from Lake Superior a tonnage as great in seven 
months of one year, or nearly as great, as goes through the Suez 
Canal in five years. If you will mark off a territory fan-shaped 
and radiating for hundreds of miles from Chicago, you will find 
a part of the United States as fertile and productive as any coun- 
try on earth, finding its nearest lake shipping port for its vast 
productions at Chicago, and contributing to the magnificent ton- 
nage which finds its way to the East along this great waterway. 
Surely this is a great national commercial highway. And yet the 
appropriations made for this great line of water communication 
are charged to the State of Michigan by the gentleman from Wash- 
ington. 
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Now, when we come to the East, what States are interested 
there? All those from the Lakes as far east as Maine, and as far 
south as Maryland. Why, Mr. Chairman, all the States of this 
Union are directly and indirectly interested in this magnificent 


| 
| waterway. 


Surely, Mr. Chairman, if any figures could be produced to show 
the policy of this committee, and show it in such light that no 
man can misunderstand it, these very figures are the ones. Out 
of appropriations of $6,000,000, which the gentleman from Wash- 
ington {[Mr. CusHMAN] charges to the State of Ohio, only $10,300 
is properly chargeable to that State, even if that may be so charged, 
and out of $7,500,000 charged by him to the State of Michigan, 
$5,630,000 is properly chargeable to this great national and inter- 
national waterway. 

Gentlemen will be able to see how a cursory and superficial ex- 
amination of figures can mislead even a gentleman of the great 
acuteness of the gentleman from Washington, 

Now, there was also exhibited to the House. as showing the 
partiality of the committee, appropriations for the State of Min- 
nesota amounting to $210,000, and this amount was compared 
with the $130,000 for the State of Washington. 

The gentleman from Washington will perhaps be surprised 
when I say to him that at the harbor of Duluth and Superior and 
another harbor within 30 miles of the city of Duluth there goes in 


| and out during the seven months of every year a tonnage more 


than seven times as great as goes on all the rivers of the State of 
Washington, leaving out the Columbia River, and on all Puget 
Sound put together. [Applause. | 

There goes in and out at these two harbors more than 16,000,000 
tons of freight; there goes out and in at the harbor of Duluthand 
Superior alone more than 11,500.000 tons of freight; and it is the 
great waterway which accommodates the commerce which finds 
its shipping point there and all along the upper lakes and its re- 
ceiving points along the south shore of Lake Erie which we have 
sought by these appropriations to improve and render safe. 

It seems to me that these considerations would be enough to 
show the House the — on which the committee has proceeded. 
And what is that policy? That this Congress shall make appro- 
priations to improve and develop those great natural highways 
which will eters and increase the commerce of the country and 
decrease the freights to the people of the country. 

It is true that we did have to put in this bill a number of small 
streams; but if they are examined they will be found to be feed- 
ers, as it were, to the main lines. One, the port of Ludington, in 
the State of Michigan, has a tonnage greater than all the tonnage 
of Puget Sound. When they consider these figures, gentlemen 
will easily see what the character of the billis. {Loud applause. ]} 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Oregon is recognized, 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, it was not my original purpose 
to address the House upon the pending bill. I should not do so 
now but for the strange statements and extraordinary mistakes 
occurring in the remarks of the gentleman from Washington. I 
listened to his speech, as I am sure other members of the House 
did, with great interest and with great enjoyment. My pleasure 
at the exuberance and brilliancy of its wit was only equaled by 
my astonishment at the extravagance of its misstatements. As 
production of fiction, it was certainly uniqueandamusing. When 
attempting to deal with sober reality, it was remarkable, chiefly 
for the great number of facts it contains that are not so. 

Had the gentleman laid aside his jesting for a few minutes and 
condescended to answer plain questions that might have corrected 
some of his mistakes and explained others; had he devoted one- 
fourth of the time in the preparation of facts for the information 
of the House that he had in preparing jests for its entertainment; 
had he consulted the reports of the engineers with anything like 
the assiduity he consulted ancient editions of classic joke books, 
it would not have been necessary for me to reply to his remarks, 
and I certainly should not have desired to doso. For something 
like an hour and a quarter the gentleman furnished the House 
with a great deal of amusement, but with a remarkably small 
amount of instruction. It was not shown, nor did he attempt to 
show, that this bill contains a single appropriation for a river or 
harbor that is not meritorious or which ought not to be made. 
He has not furnished us with a single fact or reason or argument 
to show why an appropriation should be made for a single river 


| or harbor not included in this bill. The speech was chiefly a com- 


plaint against the plan of the universe and the handiwork of its 
Creator. 

It is a complaint that harbors and the mouths of rivers are lo- 
cated upon the seacoast and the shores of the Great Lakes. It is 
a complaint that North Dakota was not located upon the Gulf of 
Mexico or Colorado upon the shores of Lake Michigan, so that 
they might have rivers and harbors worthy of improvement. To 
complain that Illinois receives more appropriation under this bill 
than lowa is to overlook the fact that the commerce of lowa1s pro- 
vided for by deepening the harbors of the Great Lakes, The 
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commerce not only of Illinois but of Iowa, Nebraska, Wyoming, 


Idaho, Nevada, Colorado, and a large portion of thecommerce from | 
that vast territory stretching from Wisconsin to the shores of the | 
Pacific, including the State which the gentleman in part represents, | 


flows outward to find a market through the harbors of the great 
city of Chicago. When the gentleman would defeat this bill and 
obstruct those improvements which have been listed under the 
name of Michigan, he would paralyze the commerce of the entire 
northern portion of the United States, including that of the State 
of Washington. 

A very large portion of the commerce that traverses the rivers 
and canals the improvements of which are listed under the State 
of Michigan passes by Michigan without stopping and is fur- 
nished by the two great continental railroads that have their ter- 


mini in the State of Washington. Hostility to those improve- | 


ments obstructs access to markets for the production of that vast 
territory through which runs, with its feeders, the Great Northern 
Railroad, which terminates at Seattle, in the gentleman’sown State, 
and is doing more to build up the commerce of the city of Seattle 
and the State of Washington than any other force in existence. 
Hostility to these improvements is hostility to every settlement 
through which runs the Northern Pacific Railroad, the great rail- 
road whose chief terminus is the city in which the gentleman re- 
sides, the city which owes its birth and growth and present great- 


ness to the fostering care of the Northern Pacific Railroad. The | 


complaint against the appropriation for the city of New York is 
well answered by the statement of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr, ALEXANDER], that the exports and imports passing through 
that great city are more than double the exports and imports of the 
28 States that are not represented on the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee, But these exports and imports are not for New York 
alone. 


The great streams of commerce that pour their treasures into | 


the harbors of New York are formed and filled by rivulets having 


their sources in every hamlet, in every home, in every camp, in | 


every portion of the land, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from 


the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. Itis the commerce of our | 


entire country. There is is not a woodman in any forest, a plow- 
man in any valley, a herder upon any plain who does not with 
every stroke of the ax, with the turning of every furrow, at every 
movement of his camp, contribute something to build up the 
great wealth of commerce that flows through the harbor of this 
metropolis of the United States. Wecan not by one stroke, in 
any one way, better provide for the commerce of the entire land 
than by suitable appropriations to deepen the harbors of the city 
of New York. If the 17 States represented on the River and Har- 
bor Committee receive 75 per cent of the appropriations 80 per 
cent of the commerce of the entire country passes through the 
rivers and harbors of those States, the improvements of which are 
provided for in this bill. 

But it is not my intention to further pursue this line of remarks. 
I am concerned most with an endeavor to correct some of the se- 
rious mistakes of the gentleman respecting the appropriations in 
which the State of Oregon and the State of Washington are di- 
rectly interested. At some trouble and some expense he had pre- 
pared a map representing the North Pacific States. Upon the 
center of the map of Washington was written thesum of $130,000. 
Upon the center of the map of Oregon was written $2,340,500. 


Upon the map of the State of Idaho was written $0,000,000. Then | 


the gentleman turns to the House triumphantly and demands to 
know if it is necessary for him tosay which State was represented 
ov the River and Harbor Committee. The gentleman probably 
intended to convey to the House—the trend of his remarks cer- 
tainly did convey to the House—the impression that the State of 
Washington receives through this bill appropriations amounting 
only to $130,000, while the State of Oregon receives appropriations 
to the amount of $2,340,500. To show how mistaken such an im- 
pression must be I need only to say that, of the sum which the 
gentleman charges to the State of Oregon $2,174.000 is appro- 
priated for the improvement of the Columbia River, which is 
more in Washington than in Oregon, and for the improvement of 
the Snake River, the navigable portion of which is wholly within 
the States of Washington and Idaho. This leaves only the sum 
of $166,500 to be expended wholly within the State of Oregon. 
Let me call your attention to the fact that the Columbia River 
forms a part of the boundary between the State of Oregon and the 
State of Washington; that it is nowhere—even for one foot of its 
length—wholly within the State of Oregon; that it forms the 


northern boundary of Oregon five-sevenths of the distance across | 


the State. It then passes entirely within the State of Washington 
and extends a distance of hundreds of miles. The Snake River, 


that forms a part of this system of improvement, runs partly | 
through Idaho, then entirely in the State of Washington. There | 


is one navigable river enters the Columbia River from Oregon. 
Four navigable rivers enter the Columbia River from Washing- 
ton, all four of which receive appropriations under this bill. 

Wherever Oregon is along the south bank of the river W ashing- 
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ton is on the north bank. For hundreds of miles Washington is 
| on both banks of the river. There is three times as much of 
Washington as of Oregon adjacent to the Columbia River, tribu- 
tary to the Columbia River, and whose products are within easy 
reach of the Columbia River. Itis true—and inthis particular the 
State of Washington is extremely fortunate—it has other outlets 
for its commerce to the sea, and the products of the northern por- 
tion of the State find an outlet through the waters of Puget Sound. 
But there is stillavery large portion of the State, a productive por- 
tion of the State, a portion of the State embracing millions of acres 
of the finest wheat fields in the world, that has no other conven- 
ient outlet except down the Columbia River. There isalarge por- 
tion of territory whose only railroad facilities are railroads that 
transfer their produce down the Columbia River to the sea. 

I have here a picture that may interest the gentleman from 
Washington, clipped from the leading paper of the Northwest. and 
which I received yesterday, presenting in a very striking light the 
interests that some of the constituents of the gentlemen have in 
theimprovement of thatriver. It represents 70,000 sacks of wheat 
at Columbus, on the Columbia River, in Klickitat County, within 
| the State of Washington, waiting for transportation upon a ferry 
| to be carried to the railroad on the south side of the river, to be 
| shipped down the river, and find its way out to the sea. This one 
| county of that State sends annually across and down the Columbia 
River 350,000 bushels of wheat, which has no other way of access 
to market, by steamboat, railroad, or otherwise. Inthe southeast 
portion of the State of Washington, in the vicinity of Lewiston, 
Idaho, embracing a small portion of Idaho and a very small por- 
tion of Oregon, is what is called the ‘Lewiston country ” or 
| **Clearwater country.” 

I hold a pamphlet issued by the Lewiston Commercial Club, in 
which it is stated that this country comprises 6,200,000 acres of 
land; that its only natural, logical, commercial outlet is by way 
of the Snake and Columbiarivers to the Pacific Ocean; that where 
50,000 people now dwell it can furnish homes for 350,000 more; 
| that it is capable of producing 25,000,000 bushels of wheat annu- 
ally, and that the present wheat production of what it terms the 
| inland empire, tributary to the Columbia, is now 35,000,000 bushels 
annually. 1am told by the Representative from Idaho that prac- 
| tically the whole of the Idaho wheat production, 8,000,000 bushels 
annually, whenever it finds a market, travels down and out of the 
Columbia River. I am told by the gentleman’s colleague from 
Washington that that portion of the State of Washington that 
| lies to the south and east of the Columbia River and Snake River, 
called the *‘ Palouse country,” produces annually 20,000,000 bushels 
of wheat. This is practically double the amount of wheat that is 
annually shipped out of the State of Washington, except down 
and out the Columbia River. The gentleman himself states: 
The upper part of the Columbia and its sister streams, the Snake and the 
Clearwater, drain a rich and mighty inland empire that produced this year 
| something like 30,000,000 bushels of wheat. 

In view of these facts, it is very singular to me—it was very 
unexpected, and I think as unexpected to the gentleman's col- 
leagues as myself—that the gentleman should charge the appro- 
priations for this river as an appropriation wholly for the benefit of 
the State of Oregon. It wasa still greater surprise that the gen- 
tleman should so vigorously oppose an appropriation that concerns 
so deeply so many of his constituents and which will benefit, di- 
rectly and indirectly, every resident of his State. Cheapen the 
transportation down the Columbia River for the product of the 
range and farm of southern Washington, and the railroads will 
meet the cut for like produce from the northern part of the State, 
The gentleman’s colleagues realize this fact. In this connection 
it gives me a great deal of pleasure to be able to point to the atti- 
tude of two of the gentleman’s colleagues, one of whom resides 
at the same city with the gentleman himself. These men are 
broad-minded. They realize that the city of Tacoma is not the 
State of Washington. They are broad enough, liberal enough, to 
represent the entire State which they have been elected to rep- 
resent, and to protect the interests of all portions of their con- 
stituency. 

In response to a letter written by the Portland Chamber of 
Commerce, asking these gentlemen to assist the delegation from 
Oregon and the delegation from Idaho in securing appropriations 
for the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River, the 
Senator from Washington {Mr. Foster] writes: 


[amin receipt of your favor with reference toan appropriation for the im- 

| provement of the mouth of the Columbia River, recommended by the ¢ f 

of Engineers. * * * Ishall be very glad to continue to give careful atten- 

| tion to this important project, which has to do with one of the great water- 

| ways of our country. Ihave already consulted with General Wilson on the 
premises, and am quite familiar with his views. 

| The gentleman's colleague from the House, who resides farther 

in the eastern section of the State, nearer to the part of the State 


most benefited by this improvement, writes as follows: 

You may rest assured that the whole delegation is i: ted in this mat- 
ter, and will cooperate with Oregon and Idaho in the endeavor to secure the 
appropriation. Our main reliance in the matter, however, is Mr. TONGUE, 
who isa member of the committee, and therefore is in a position to insist 
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upon having the matter taken up and cared for. I have already urged the 

The Oregonian, published at Portland, Oreg., and the leading 
paper of the Northwest, commenting upon the river and harbor 

Let us give credit where credit is due, but let us also give credit to the 
Washington and Idaho delegations at Washington for the Snake and Colum- 
have less to pat ourselves on the back about. 

In the next edition, when the Oregonian shall seek to give credit 
tleman from Washington, upon whose remarks I am now com- 
menting. 


matter on several different occasions. 

ill as reported to Congress, contains the following statement: 
bia River appropriations. If these rivers flowed through Oregon, we might 
where credit is due, it will be compelled, I fear, to except the gen- 

These gentlemen, with the Representative from Idaho, recog- 


nize that any sum expended for the improvement of the Columbia | 
Riveris not alocal improvement; it is notanimprovement merely | 
for the benefit of the State of Oregon; it is an improvement in | 


the completion of which the whole of the State of Washington, 


the whole of the State of Oregon, and the whole of the State of | 


Idaho are intensely interested and intensely eager to see prose- 
cuted to completion. 

I am not going to underestimate the importance of the improve- 
ment of the Columbia River to the State of Oregon. it furnishes 
the channel through which every pound of Oregon's commerce 
into other lands must ultimately pass. Its maintenance is essen- 
tial to the life and commercial supremacy of the city of Portland. 
But while this is true, its present and continual improvement is 
absolutely essential to the full developments of the entire north 
Pacific coast. 

But this representation that the improvements of the Columbia 
River are local to the State of Oregon is not the only serious mis- 
take made by that gentleman. Since he is delaying so long the 
publication of his remarks in the Recorp, I am not able to quote 
what he now thinks he ought to have said, but by the aid of the 
notes of the official stenographer I am able to quote what he ac- 
tually said. Here is a portion of his remarks: 

There has always been a controversy as to where these appropriations 
should be made on the Columbia River. * * * The appropriations have 
always been made, up to the present time, on the Columbia River at the 
mouth of the river, between the city of Portland and the mouth. The chief 
appropriations, I say, have been made there. Now, I wish to call attention 
to one or two items of appropriations that have been made on the Columbia 
River. In the first place, there has been expended between the city of Port- 
land and the Columbia River $160,000 at one time, $155,000 at another time, 


$190,000 at another time, and the present bill increases the amount to about | 


$830,000. 


When it is remembered that the commerce tributary to the 
Columbia River passes through the city of Portland and does not 
pass through Tacoma, the city in which the gentleman resides, 
the reasons for attempting to make this statement are somewhat 


apparent, but there are no reasons—there can be no reasons—why | 


the gentleman should have made such a serious and great mistake 
in the presentation of the alleged facts. His statements of the ap- 
propriations by the Federal Government for the improvement of 
the Willamette River are erroneous in every particular. The 
total appropriations by the Federal Government for the improve- 
ment of the Willamette River between the city of Portland and 
the Columbia River, made separate from other improvements, 
have aggregated the sum of $160,365, but the city of Portland 
itself has expended in this improvement, in round numbers, about 
$800,000. 

It is not easy to get the exact amount of appropriations for the 
Columbia River below the mouth of the Willamette. In most | 
instances they have included appropriations for the improvement 


of the Willamette for a distance of 12 miles below the city of | 


Portland. Up tothe meeting of the present Congress the entire 
amounts appropriated by the General Government for the im- | 
provement of the Willamette River below Portland and the 
Columbia River below the mouth of the Willamette has been 
$3,165,680. The commerce along this portion of the river is 
1,489,708: tons, and will soon be many times that amount. The 
number of passengers carried out of the State aggregate annually 
262,000. For the same period of time the appropriations by Con- 
gress for the improvement of the Columbia River above the mouth 
of the Willamette, including the improvement of the Snake River, 
have been $4,412,546.13, while the freight upon that river as yet is 
exceedingly small compared with the freight on the lower river, 
and must always remain go, 

Out of the lower river will go practically all the commerce of 
the upper river, the commerce carried on three transcontinental | 
railroads, on the local railroads, and the Willamette River. In 


i 
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Washington, for ignorance of which he has no excuse, he claims 
that Congress has discriminated against the Upper Columbia in 
favor of the lower portion of the same river. It requires some 
hardihood in a member of the House, addressing an audience of 
75,000,000 of people, to make such a statement so much at vari- 
ance with the actual recorded facts. 

The gentleman informed us that some two thousand years ago 
some man by the name of Cesar Julius, or Julius Cesar, divided 
Gaul into three parts, and he indulged in some speculation as to 
what Caesar would do had he lived to the beginning of the twen- 
tieth century. In the light of the gentleman's speech I can fur- 
nish him a fairly accurate answer to that question. If Cesar had 
lived to our day, had been a member of this Congress, had beheld 
the gentleman from Washington, and listened to his speech, he 
would have concluded that history had much maligned him; in 
| fact, that ‘‘gall” had never been divided; that it was still in the 
| original package; that its integrity had been fully preserved, and 
that the gentleman from Washington was in possession of, not 
| only the real thing, but of the wholething. [Applause.] In fact, 
this slander against imperial Cesar has been so constantly refuted 
that I am surprised the gentleman should have repeated it. If he 
had consulted a more modern edition of the story books he would 
have found that this, as well as the claim that a ‘‘ Congressman 
running at large” is dangerous to the peace and safety of the com- 
munity, have been discarded as long ago having outlived their 
usefulness. 

If the gentleman had devoted one-tenth of the time during the 
week or ten days that he has spent in the preparation of his speech 
in the examination of the reports of the engineering officers that he 
had in the preparation of his jests, he would not have been com- 
pelled to draw upon his imagination for his facts while drawing 
upon his memory for his wit. 

But had the greater portion of the improvements been made at 
the mouth of the Columbia River, and from there to the mouth of 
the Willamette, a distance of about 80 miles, where the largest 
portion of the commerce is carried, would it have been unusual? 
I trust that the gentleman will yet learn that the proper way to 
begin to improve a river is at its mouth, not at its source, where 
it enters the ocean or another navigable river rather than where 
it passes through canyons between snow-capped mountains. 

The improvements should first go where the greatest benefits 
can be derived. It would be of no value to the people along the up- 
per portion of this river to improve it at their doors without 
improving it at its mouth. It would be useless to give them 
facilities for getting freight into the river without facilities for 





| getting it out of the river at its junction with the ocean. 


But this is not a full catalogue of the singular mistakes of that 
very singular but amusing speech. When the gentleman finally 
edits his speech for the REcorpD and decides what he wishes he 
had said, unless he makes many material changes, he should enti- 
tle it not ‘‘ The Mistakes of Moses,” but ‘‘The Mistakes of CusH- 
MAN.” [Applause. | 

I quote again from the stenographic notes of the speech: 

Now, the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army makes some state- 
ments regarding the expenditures at the mouth of the Columbia River. In 
the first place, the former appropriations for the mouth of the Columbia 
River have been about $2,225,000. When they started in spending money on 
the mouth of the Columbia River they had 31 feet of water. After they had 
spent three-quarters of a million of dollars, they took another sounding and 
they then had 28 feet of water. Then they spent three-quarters of a million 
more, and now they have 24 feet of water. The question now resolves it- 
self into one of arithmetical proportion. If we have spent over $5,000,000 be- 
tween the city of Portland and the sea to produce a deep channel, and we have 
7 feet less water now than we had when we started, how much water shall 
we have when we have spent $5,000,000 more? 

Still venting hostility against the Columbia River. ‘Still harp- 
ing upon my daughter.” The Columbia River seems to haunt the 
gentleman in his waking as well as his dreaming hours. He 
seems to have some peculiar animus againstit. I remember a dir- 
tinguished professor who, endeavoring to impress upon his pupils 
the evils of eating a hearty supper of mince pie, said that after 
indulging in a meal of that kind he had a dream, and in his dream 
the professor was lying flat on his back, with His Satanic Maj- 
esty astride his breast thrusting mince pie down his throat with 
a pitchfork. By the time the gentleman from Washington is 
through with this bill and retires to peaceful slumbers, in his 
dreams he will imagine that the waters of the Columbia River aro 
overwhelming him; that its fierce cataracts are endeavoring to 
force their way through the capacious space between the gentle- 
man’s lips, and are washing the foundations from the commercial 
prosperity of the city of Tacoma. [Applause. } 

But, again, to correct these misstatements. I have already 





other words, Congress has appropriated for the Upper Columbia 
River, including the Snake River, $1,242,866 more than it has ap- 
propriated for the Lower Columbia River, with almost one hun- 
dred times the commerce. Congress has appropriated 40 per cent 
more for the Upper Columbia than for the lower portion, includ- 
ing the Willamette River, with many, many times the commerce. 
Yet in the face of these facts accessible to the gentleman from 


shown that the appropriations expended both in the Willamette 
and the Columbia River below the mouth of the Willamette, in- 
cluding the mouth of the Columbia, have exceeded but little over 
$3,000,000 instead of $5,000,000, as stated in the gentleman’s 
speech. It nowremains to point out the wonderful inaccuracy of 
the wonderful results produced by the expenditure of that money. 
If the gentleman should turn to the report of Captain Langfitt 


1901. 


upon the survey of this river, he will find this statement in refer- 
ence to the improvements at the mouth of the Columbia River: 


Active operations began in April, 1885, to construct a jetty, the location of 
which is shown on plate 1. Work was continued with more or less interrup- 
tion until October, 1895, when the present jetty was completed. * * * The 
channel depth in 1885 was 20 feet, and remained so to include 1889. In 1890 its 
depth was 24 feet; in 1891, 27 feet; in 1892, 28 feet; in 1893 and 1894, 29 feet; in 
1885, 31 feet. 

This jetty was built at an expense, I think, of about $1,300,000, 
and was one of the most successful in the history of engineering 
improvements. Itis true that a portion of this jetty, something, 
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I think, near half a mile of it, from defective construction or 


otherwise, has seriously settled, destroying part of its usefulness, 


| 


and some 4 or 5 feet of the depth of water originally gained has | e i 
| on Commerce in the Senate, and Washingion had a member of 


since been lost. It is this fact that has made the present project 
necessary to make the improvement permanent and complete. 
But while the sinking of this jetty has been unfortunate, and 
while it has caused considerable shoaling of the bar, there is still 
an increase of depth of some 5 or 6 feet of water, instead of de- 
crease of a depth of 7 feet, according to the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Washington. 

Now, if the gentleman will turn to another portion of the Report 
of the Chief of Engineers for 1900, pages 3452 and 4418, volume 6, 


he will find that the original project for the improvement of the | 


Columbia from the mouth of the Willamette to the mouth of the 
Columbia only contemplated the giving of 20 feet of water where 


about 15 and in some places 12 feet previously existed, and that | 


the completion of the project ‘‘has resulted in maintaining a fairly 
good channel from Portland to the mouth of the Columbia River 
of from 20 to 23 feet deep at low water,” and that now ‘ships 
drawing from 20 to 24 feet freely ascend that river to the city of 
Portland.” I present the statement of the Report of Engineers as 
an offset to the statement of the gentleman from Washington, and 
without further comment upon that subject. 


I regret to see the gentleman exhibit this hostile attitude against | 


the improvement of the Columbia River. 


I regret that unfortu- | 


nately he has overlooked the fact that Tacoma is not the State of | 


Washington; that the inhabitants of that magnificent young city, 
one of the most prosperous on the 
marvelous growth in the past, as it will have in the future, do not 


-acific coast, that has had a | 


share the gentleman's hostility to other cities or to the improve- | 


ment of this great river. I believe the people of that city are 
firmly convinced that their future growth does not depend upon 
tearing others down, does not depend upon the effort to thwart the 
progress of others, and, above all, that it does not depend upon 
any attempt to injure the commercial opportunities thatare being 


afforded by this bill to a very large section of the State of Wash- | 


ington. 

It is useless to profess friendship for the upper river while op- 
posing improvement of the lower. He has indulgedin statements 
about the improvements of the lower river which, if true, furnish 
abundant reasons why Congress should not appropriate one dol- 
lar for the removal of the obstructions at The Dalles and Celilo. 
He has attempted to strike a fatal blow at the improvement of 
every portion of that great commercial highway. I hope the gen- 


tleman’s attitude of hostility to the Columbia River is not caused | 


by any regrets at seeing a large portion of the products of his 
magnificent young State finding their way to the sea and their 
access to ocean vessels that transfer them to foreign lands with- 
out traversing the city in which he lives. The course of this 
commerce will not change. Nothing that he can do or that I can 
neglect to do will change the ordinary course of nature. 
should be allowed to address him in some of his own extravagant 


language, some of the hyperbole which the gentleman can so | 


skillfully use, Ishould say to him, ‘‘* You may live long enough to 
mount the sunbeams to the ethereal heavens; you may live to 
slide back to earth on the Milky Way; you may live to unbuck!e 
the bellyband of the universe,’ but you will never livelong enough 
to see the commerce, the products of the rich wheat fields along 
the banks of and adjacent to the Columbia River, leave their ac- 
customed course down the banks of the Columbia River to the 
sea in order to climb the summits of the Cascade Mountains to 
find an outlet upon the waters of Puget Sound.” 

But Iam not yet through with a catalogue of the gentleman’s 
mistakes. I have still another chapter upon ‘‘the mistakes of 
CUSHMAN.” He charges that Congress had victimized Washing- 
ton; that his State has been discriminated against; that there 
has been unjust favoritism shown to the State of Oregon and 
against the State of Washington. Let me correct some more of 


If [| 


the gentleman's imagination by astatement of facts. Thelast two | 


river and harbor bills, the one in 1896 and the one in 1899, have 
carried for the State of Washington, in appropriations and 
authorized contracts, which will be fully carried out, the sum of 
$1,763,000. This money has been largely expended, The remain- 
der of it is now being expended entirely within the State of 
Washington, not upon borders between that and any other State. 

There was carried for Grays Harbor alone $1,000,000; for Evy- 
erett Harbor alone, $392,000. During the same period of time, 


| $32,719.49 on hand for the improvements o 
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carried by the same bills, the appropriations and authorizations 
for the State of Oregon that were approved by the Department, 
all the appropriations that have been or are being actually ex- 
pended and to be expended entirely within the State of Oregon, 
amounted only to the sum of $685,390, a little over one-third as 
much to be expended entirely within the State of Oregon as was 


expended entirely within the State of Washington. And yet 
when those two bills were framed—when the largest one the 
State of Washington has ever had was framed and passed—Ore- 
gon had a member of the River and Harbor Committee in the 
House, a member of the Committee on Commerce in the Senate, 
and the State of Washington had neither. When the last bill 
was passed, the State of Oregon had a member of the Committee 


neither committee. 

I put these facts, and they are facts that can be found of record, 
against the claim of the gentleman from Washington that Con- 
gress has discriminated in favor of Oregon and against Washing- 
ton. During the same time the same two bills carried appropria- 
tions for the Snake River and the Columbia River above the 
mouth of the Willamette, which is more in Washington than in 
Oregon—$333 Of this sum $12,900 was wholly in Washington 
and Idaho; $57,000 between Vancouver and the mouth of the 
Willamette River, wholly for the State of Washington. There 
was expended on the Willamette River below Portland and the 
Columbia below the mouth of the Willamette $371.000, a total for 
the Columbia and Snake rivers of $704,597. 

Now, if the gentleman should indulge his imagination, should 
charge the suins expended in those two bills upon the Columbia 
River and Snake River wholly to the State of Oregon, still these 
appropriations would only aggregate the sum of $1,389,897 during 
the last five years. During these five years all the sums appro- 
priated and authorized and expended for Oregon in river and har- 
bor improvements, including all the sums appropriated and ex- 
pended for the Columbia and Snake rivers through river and 
harbor bills, amount to only a little more than about 60 per cent 
of the sums expended entirely within the State of Washington. 
The rivers and harbors within Washington are being well taken 
care of under existing contracts, while there are no contracts 
under way in Oregon. I place these facts—the treatment Wash- 
ington has received from Oregon Senators and Oregon Congress- 
men—against the gentleman's statements that Congress has dis- 
criminated in favor of Oregon andagainst the State of Washington. 

It certainly is not the gentleman's misfortune; it certainly is to 
the good fortune of his State, that its rivers and harbors have been 
so well taken care of in previous Congresses that its real wants 
and necessities are exceedingly few. Inthe same line and in con- 
nection with this I want to call attention to another of the * mis- 
takes of CusHMAN.” In the table that he has placed before the 
House he has endeavored to show or claim that in the States 
represented by the members of the River and Harbor Committee 
a much larger proportion of the recommendations of the engineers 
had been adopted. In pursuance of this plan, he has alleged that 
the engineers have recommended appropriations for the State of 
Washington for $630,000, while they have received but $130,000. 
I have asked the gentleman for the items which compose this 
sum, but as yet have not received them. I controvert the state- 
ment as to the amount recommended by the Chief of Engineers, 

I hold before me the Book of Estimates, which contains the 
amount which the Chief of Engineers recommends can be appro- 
priated or, rather, that can be profitably used within the State of 
Washington for the coming fiscal year. The total amount i 
$246,000, instead of $630,000. In this sum was included $125,000 
for aship canal between the Sound and Lake Washington. There 
have been appropriated at different times for this project $175,000, 
but about $5,000 has been expended in four years, leaving on hand 
something like $170,000. At this rate of expenditure the com- 
mittee thought further appropriations unnecessary, and made 
none. Outside of that appropriation, the recommendations were 
for $121,000. 

In recommending this amount the engins 


oT. 


3 


ers had overlooked 


Puget Sound and its 
tributary waters. This left but $88,280.59, and we have appropri- 
ated $130,000. Itis possible that in making up the $630,000 the 
gentleman has included projects reported by the engineers, in- 
cluding theimprovementat Tacoma. This might be a fair method 
if he had followed it in other States; but if he had followed the 
same method in the State of Oregon, and followed also his method 
of charging the Columbia and Snake rivers to Oregon, he would 
have found that the recommendations of the engineers, including 
the projects that they have heretofore approved and recommended, 
covered, instead of less than $1,012,000, something over $10,000,000, 
He would have found that, instead of appropriating the large per 
cent which I think he claimed, something like 98 per cent, we 
would have appropriated for Oregon less than 8 per-cent. But 
if he includes the Tacoma project in his estimates, it is not recom- 
mended by the engineers, except conditionally. 
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Captain Langfitt, after stating that the project is for dredging 


the city waterway from Eleventh street to Fourteenth street, 
states as follows: 





In my opinion the improvement outlined in the report—that is, dredging 
in the city waterway—is a worthy improvement, and is urgently needed at 
he present time. Whether this improvement should be made by the Gov 
ernment or by private interests, on‘accoant of the conditions surrounding | 
this waterway, as explained in the report, seems uncertain to me, and I have 


. 
left this ques 


ion open for higher authority to decide. 


[t is further stated that the harbor outside of this waterway is 
of ample depth, needs no improvement, and the contemplated im- 
provement is for the purpose of securing further dockage, and 
will be of inestimable value to private property, Norecommenda- 
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science must be invoked to restore the bounty of nature—to cor- 
rect this deterioration. 

This incident of growth would alone necessitate a river and 
harbor bill, or the action of Government in some form and mode; 


| but there is another reason also the result of man's development 


| in civilization. 


The vessels necessary for the transportation of 
products can carry more cheaply in proportion to their enlarged 


| size, and the new competition of trade is leading every day to an 


tions were made for any appropriation in the present bill. as rec- | 


ommendations are rarely made in any new project until it has 
been approved by Congress. 

I might point out further mistakes of this remarkable speech of 
the gentleman. It was very entertaining, it was very amusing. 


Like other members of the House, I was delighted to hear it. It | 


furnished needed recreation and food for merriment. 
exceedingly, as I think some of his best friends from Washington 
regret, that he should have found it necessary in endeavoring to 
secure recognit on for his own State to assail his neighbors or any 
other portion of the Union. I have nosuch animosity to any por- 
tion of the State that the gentleman represents. It has no river 
or harbor the improvement of which I should not rejoice to see. 
If the gentleman should succeed, by amendment in this House or 
in the Senate, in securing additional sums for the improvement of 
any additional harbors or rivers within his State, none will rejoice 
more than I. 

That the appropriations for his State are not larger is attribu- 
table to no fault or neglect of mine, After listening to the very 
able remarks of his colleagues, I am inclined to think that possibly 
this committee may have overlooked a worthy improvement at 
Grays Harbor. If the Houseshould concur inthis view. there would 


certainly be no objection from me or any Representative from the | . ; 
4 ; “ a | As for the harbors on the coast, these great outlets for commerce, 


State of Oregon. The gentleman will always find, his colleagues 
will always find, that in any effort to build up his magnificent 
State—and in present resources and prospect for future develop- 
ment it is one of the grandest and most magnificent States in the 
Union—he will find the delegation from Oregon, in House and 
Senate, standing by him, hand in hand, shoulder to shoulder, 
ready to render him every help within their power. 
us neighbors and friends, ready to work in friendship in building 
up=not enemies, laboring in hostility to pull down his State, 
cripple its progress, or retard its prosperity. [Loud applause. } 


During the delivery of the above remarks the time of Mr. | 


TONGUE expired. 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five min- 
utes more to answer these statements. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Oregon to continue his remarks for five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. TONGUE resumed and concluded his remarks. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. MAHON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. CUNNINGHAM, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 


S. 5019. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia Cren- | 


shaw; and 

S. 53846. An act making provision for the employment of cler- 
ica! assistance in the district of Alaska. _ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 


amendment, the bill (H. R. 11008) authorizing the Solicitor of the | 


Treasury to quitclaim and release certain title and interest of the 
United States to Mrs. Lutie M. Nowlin. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 


|[Mr. SPARKMAN addressed the comninittee. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
nized. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I regard the river 
and harbor bill.as second in importance and value to none of the 
great appropriation bills of this Government. I know of no bill 
that for the amount appropriated brings so great a return in bene- 
fits to the people, to the farmers and the producing classes, to our 
commercial interests, and to the public Treasury. Commerce is 
the great adjunct of civilization, industry, and progress. Nature 
provides us with the lakes, rivers, harbors—all these arteries and 
facilities for commerce. They are its necessary agencies and in- 
strumentalities. As the country is cleared and trees are felled 
and other work of man goes on, streams once deep are filled up, 


See Appendix. ] 


But [ regret | me 
or. | would criticise. Our own great engineers have freely availed 


Unanimous consent is asked by the gentle- | 


He will find | 
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increased tonnage, to larger ships, and a demand for a greater 
draft. The same law applies to ships of war. The safety and 
defense of nations require bigger ships, greater drafts, and the 
easiests possible access to the sea. 

In Europe vast sums have been expended on such public works. 
Projects of this sort have received the most liberal bounty of 
great nations, far exceeding any of our expenditures, the amount 
of business being considered. Such improvements are the pride 
and glory of European civilization. Very often they have cre- 
ated in Europe harbors for commerce and refuge where they 
never existed before. Such wise expenditure no rational man 


themselves of the experience and skill of the hydraulic engineers 
of the Old World, and as they have other new and greater prob- 
lems to solve, far greater results to achieve, they need not fear a 
comparison with their brethren of the Old World when their 
work commenced to be reviewed. [Applause. ] 

There has been at some periods and among certain classes in 
this country a sentiment that would cripple all this wise and 
beneficent action of the National Government by turning over this 
whole business of improvement to municipal or State expenditure, 
with the knowledge that the effect would be to discourage and 
minimize the work to be performed. Some of these wisezcres 
will tell you that water transportation is no longer necessary for 
the interior; that the railroads can haul everything, transport all 
your freight, and that once relieved from the competition of the 
water routes they will bring down their charges to a minimum. 


their programme is to leave everything to the local authorities. 
How much of private interest, folly, ignorance, and absence of 
thought has entered into such suggestions it would be hard to 
compute. 

The people of this country have long since settled this whole 
question. Their own good sense and the necessities of commerce 
have conducted them to a right conclusion. If the improvement 
of a particular river be devolved upon a State, how shall we ad- 
just the amount that this State or that should pay for improving 
the Mississippi, the Red River, the Columbia, the Ohio, or the 
Potomac? How many States are interested in the improvement of 
Boston Harbor, of New York Harbor, of Philadelphia’s great river, 
the Delaware, of Baltimore, or the channels between the great 
waters? It is necessary, therefore, that the work of improvement 
shall be carried on by the Federal Government. 

To secure wise, economical expenditure and a proper choice of 
objects for the expenditure, the whole subject is committed to the 
They are to ex- 
amine the project for improvement, determine whether it is pos- 
sible, ascertain the commerce of the locality and the value of the 
proposed work to commerce, and report to Congress. Where will 
you find a body of more competent, skillful, and trustworthy em- 


| ployees? Their work must be approved by the Chief of Engineers, 
| and then it comes to Congress for an appropriation. 


You have 
next the scrutiny of a committee—generally avery able one—and 
last you have the scrutiny of the House itself and the Senate, the 
test of debate and of public criticism. including the public press. 
This does not insure abstract perfection in every item, but where 
will you find a better system and better securities against mis- 
take, error, or fraud in any of the agencies by which our great 
appropriation bills are prepared and matured? [Applause. ] 
There was a time, Mr. Chairman, when the river and harbor bill 
was more open tocriticism than now, and less carefully prepared, 
I refer to the years that immediately followed the great civil war. 
It was then a sectional bill. The South was neglected—I believe 
almostignored—inthe appropriations. Butthisstateof things did 
not last very long. Justice was done to our section of the coun- 
try, and for years it was the only bill in which the South was 
fairly treated. For a number of years the South and the West 


| have been liberally treated in this bill, and for the measure to fail 


would be to the people of the South a positive calamity as well as 
a blow to the nation’s commerce and purposes. 

There was a time when a portion of the press of the Eastern 
cities was prejudiced against the bill. Articles were written 
against the bill by persons who knew nothing of the commercial 
interests involved in this or that appropriation, and in their igno- 
rance they assumed that these appropriations were mere s9)s or 
bounties to favored localities. They thought that foreign com- 
merce was everything. They read of appropriations for streams 
with Indian or other names unknown to them, and at once they 


harbors are clogged or grow more shallow, and appliances of | inferred that there was no merit in the appropriations for such 
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